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Abstract 
This article examines the transnationalization of the Society for Social Studies of Science (4S), analyzing its 

evolution from a predominantly North American and Eurocentric organization to a more globally inclusive 

scholarly community. Drawing on data from governance structures, conference participation, scholarly 

recognition, and editorial work, the study highlights key trends and challenges in 4S’s efforts to diversify its 

membership and perspectives. Findings reveal gradual progress, such as increased representation from 

Latin America, East Asia, and Oceania in conferences and governance, alongside persistent disparities in 

prestigious awards like the Bernal Prize, which remains dominated by Euro-American scholars. The article 

underscores the tension between 4S’s foundational Euro-American identity and its aspirations for epistemic 

diversity, particularly in light of critiques from postcolonial and feminist STS scholars. By exploring how 4S 

scaffolds transnationalization – through multilingual conferences, regional collaborations, and editorial 

policies – the study argues that these efforts are crucial for fostering a more diverse and globally engaged 

STS field. The analysis concludes that while 4S has made strides in broadening participation, there is still a 

long road ahead to enrich STS scholarship and to fully accomplish the global scope of the Society’s mission. 
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Introduction 
In 1998, Michel Callon, then President of the Society for Social Studies of Science (4S), made a short 

discourse on the occasion of delivering the Bernal Prize to Barry Barnes, the pioneering STS scholar who 

explored the social foundations of scientific knowledge.  Callon began with a compelling description of the 

role of a scientific society in delimiting and shepherding a scientific field: 

 
A society like ours must have the constant preoccupation of asserting its existence and its unity in relation 
to the outside (so our work may be visible and, I hope, useful) and in relation to itself. Our field is a 
pluridisciplinary one and should remain so because that is its richness. But pluridisciplinarity can lead to 
fragmentation. To avert this ever-present danger, conferences like this are valuable. And so are the prizes 
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because they afford an opportunity for us to assert our existence through the public recognition of one of 
us. (Callon 1999). 

  
4S is completing half a century. Since its inception in 1975 as a small, mostly North American community 

despite its international ideal, around a new, still not clearly defined interdisciplinary area of study, the 

society has played an instrumental role in the configuration and institutionalization of the field of social 

studies of science and technology. It did so, as Callon observed, by establishing its own identity both to the 

outsiders and to its own practitioners. This identity was forged around a set of core theories, concepts, 

methodologies, and a research agenda, for which the Society’s annual conferences (starting in 1976), its 

journals, and handbooks were privileged spaces for discussion and dissemination. Moreover, through the 

recognition of outstanding scholars—the Bernal Prize was established in 1981, and the others prizes mostly 

during the nineties—the Society reinforced the field’s definition of excellent work and created a 

gravitational force around fundamental pieces of scholarship. 

This STS foundational core was essentially Euro-American. Consider, for instance, the authorship 

of most of the chapters of the first two Handbooks published by the Society (Spiegel-Rösing and De Solla 

Price 1977; Jasanoff et al. 1994), or the histories of the field, as depicted, for instance in the Canadian scholar 

Sergio Sismondo’s chapter in the 2007 Handbook (Sismondo 2007). An obvious corollary is that STS 

“mainstream theory” and the evolving research agendas have been produced and curated by STS scholars 

from these regions, and adopted, although not in passive ways, in other regions, as several studies have 

already noted (Anderson 2017; Dumoulin Kervran, Kleiche-Dray, and Quet 2017; Invernizzi et al. 2022; 

Kreimer 2022; Rajão, Duque, and De’ 2014). This privileged status conferred to studies produced in a set of 

countries in Europe and North America proved enduring (Rodríguez Medina and Invernizzi 2025), in spite 

of STS emphasis on localities and situated knowledge, a situation that the Argentine STS scholar, Pablo 

Kreimer (2022) described as a “constructivist paradox.” 

There have always been other STSs, more or less related to the Euro-American-centered field. The 

discussion on science, technology and development flourished in Latin America in the sixties and early 

seventies in the wave of the dependency theory, and only later, with the progressive institutionalization of 

the STS field since the late eighties, it became more influenced by Euro-American perspectives (Dagnino, 

Davyt, and Thomas 1996; Kreimer and Thomas 2004; Kreimer and Vessuri 2017; Vessuri 1987). In India, 

scholars have debated on the centrality of technology under the British rule (Kumar 2000) and, after 

independence, in the nationalistic projects and the imposition of modernity by elites (Nandy 1988). The field 

has grown in this country since the eighties, often pointing the mismatch between western theorizations 

and local conditions (Ramasubban 1991). In East Asia, there have been stimulating conversations around the 

constitution of the field in the region and the implications of using Western STS concepts, published in East 

Asian Science, Technology and Society (Chen 2012; Fu 2007; Law and Lin 2017; Morita 2017; Wu 2017). 

However, the dialogue between the centers and peripheries of the STS field has been marginal for a 

long time. Is this starting to change? As practitioners, we have seen the Society become more global and 

diverse over the last decade. This is not surprising, given the increased globalization of academic work, 

encompassing the social sciences (Frenken, Hoekman, and Hardeman 2010; Ortiz 2016). This change has 

also been instigated by the STS field’s self-critique of its Euro-American centrism and the calls to 

“provincialize Europe,” as pointed out, particularly, by postcolonial and feminist perspectives (Anderson 
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2002; Harding [1998] 2002, 2011; Law and Lin 2017). Undoubtedly, the growth and progressive 

institutionalization of STS communities in various countries and regions has also contributed to this trend. 

Moreover and not less important, the Society’s mission, “fostering interdisciplinary and engaged 

scholarship in social studies of science, technology, and medicine across the globe,” (see 4S 2025) embraces 

the word, and transnationalization has become a more explicit goal of 4S over the last fifteen years. It started 

by exploring new meeting locations outside North America and Europe, such as Tokyo (2010), Buenos Aires 

(2014), Sydney (2018) and Cholula (2022), and progressively encompassed other activities. What is the 

current extent of this process? In which manners is the Society scaffolding transnationalization? Is 

transnationalization opening spaces to increase the epistemic diversity of the STS field? 

In the following section, we will examine four dimensions of 4S’ transnationalization that are 

relevant to answering these questions. The first dimension is Society governance, comprising two indicators: 

Presidents’ nationality (or residence when elected) and Council members’ nationality (or residence when 

elected). Scientific societies act through their governing bodies. Through organizing conferences, compiling 

reference publications, and awarding prizes, these bodies carry out functions such as “gatekeeping”1 and 

distributing academic prestige within the field (Whitley 2000). The transnationalization of governing bodies 

has the potential to open up the field, diversifying STS perspectives and traditions, and affecting the 

centers-peripheries hierarchies within it. 

Secondly, we analyze 4S Conferences, considering the following indicators: venue, attendance (size 

and geographical diversity) and plenary speakers by nationality. Scientific conferences are spaces that play an 

important role in the production and circulation of knowledge, in the structuring of research agendas and 

the establishment of academic fields (González-Santos and Dimond 2015; Mody 2014). Transnationalization 

may bring to the forum more diverse empirical work and theoretical approaches developed outside the 

centers of the field. The selection of conferences’ keynote speakers is particularly relevant because it signals 

ideas and topics worthy of recognition, thereby conferring them symbolic authority (Bourdieu 2009). To 

assess the relationship between diversification of the attendance and positions of centrality, it is important 

to examine these two indicators together. 

The third dimension is scholarly recognition. As Pierre Bourdieu (ibid.) and Michel Callon (1999) have 

emphasized, academic awards are another mechanism of attributing symbolic authority. We examine the 

nationality of Bernal Prize recipients. As the Society’s main prize, it assigns prestige to scholars and 

reinforces the centrality of certain strands of scholarship to the field. Examining the recipients will reveal 

whether transnationalization has created space for non-Euro-American perspectives in canonical STS work. 

Finally, we consider editorial work, by looking at the nationality of scholars who have served as 

editors or on the editorial boards of the Society’s two journals. Regular editorial tasks, such as defining an 

editorial policy, recruiting editorial board members, and guiding the peer review process, are crucial to the 

 
 
 
 
1 Gatekeeping here refers to the (conscious or unconscious) actions that establish what counts as social studies of 
science, that is, delimiting the borders of the field. Societies do so when they organize conferences, compile 
reference publications, and award prizes. The expression is widely used in scientific fields analysis (as in 
Bourdieu, Whitley and others), and the role of governing bodies is much broader still. 
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delimitation and evolution of a scientific field. Editors must strike a delicate balance between being 

gatekeepers (Crane 1967) and field developers by encouraging emerging research themes (Acker, Rekola, 

and Wisker 2022). While we are not examining the scholarly work itself, editorial teams can offer an initial 

perspective on the matter. 

This research is based on an analysis of publicly available documents on the 4S website, conference 

websites, and journal websites. Internet searches on the nationalities and academic affiliations of scholars 

were used to supplement the information when necessary. To facilitate data extraction, we requested lists 

of conference registrants from 4S staff and conference organizers. In only two cases it was necessary to 

retrieve the data manually from the conference programs. The four dimensions of transnationalization 

examined cover different time periods, depending on the availability of information and when particular 

activities were initiated. The governance dimension was studied throughout 4S’s entire history, from 1975 

to 2024. Conference attendance was analyzed from 2007 to 2024, and plenary speakers were considered 

from the first conference in 1976 to the 2024 edition. Scientific recognition was examined from the 

establishment of the Bernal Prize in 1981 to 2024. Finally, editorial work was examined from 2015 onwards, 

comprising the last two editorships and corresponding editorial boards of the society’s two journals. 

 

Governance 

 
Figure 1. Country of origin (or residence) of the presidents of the Society for Social Studies of Science (1976–2004). 
Source: 4S Webpage. 

 

The first six 4S presidents, from 1976 to 1985, were all from the United States (by nationality or by residence 

at the time of their election). From then on, scholars from the United Kingdom, the Netherlands, and France 

alternated with Americans, giving the Society a more international character. The first non-Euro-American 

president, from Australia, was elected in 2022, marking an important step in transnationalization. The 

current president-elect, who will assume the position in 2025, is from Taiwan, another sign of increasing 

global diversity. Nevertheless, nearly two-thirds (63%) of presidents throughout 4S’s history, from 1976 to 

United 
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2024, have been from the United States (see figure 1), evidencing the lasting impact of the Society’s founding 

location.2 

 

Table 1. Members of the Council of the Society for Social Studies of Science by country of origin 
(or residence) from 1976 to 2024. Source: 4S Webpage. 

Country N Country N 
Argentina 1 Korea 1 
Australia 4 Mexico 2 
Austria 2 Netherlands 4 
Belgium 1 Norway 2 
Brazil 3 Portugal  1 
Bulgaria 1 Singapore 2 
Canada 7 South Africa 2 
Chile 1 Sweden 1 
China 1 Switzerland 1 
Colombia 2 Taiwan  2 
Ecuador 2 Turkey  1 
France 3 United Kingdom 24 
India 2 United States 85 
Japan  4   
Total 162 

 

  
Figure 2a (left). Number of countries represented in 4S Council by country of origin (or residence) – by five years 
periods. 
Figure 2b (right). Progressive reduction of 4S Council members from the United States vis-à-vis other countries – 
by five-year periods. Note: Council tenure last three years, but counselors are renewed in different years. We 
considered a period of five years to capture its changing composition. Source: 4S Webpage. 

 
The Society’s origins in the United States, as well as the vitality and rapid institutionalization of the field in 

that country, have strongly influenced its governance (See table 1; figures 2a and 2b), with a progressive 

presence of European scholars, mainly British, in the presidency and Council. This Anglo-Saxon dominance 

has been evident in several field-shaping activities of the Society. The inclusion of scholars from more 

 
 
 
 
2 It is worth noting that only the Treasurer, for fiduciary reasons, needs to be based in the United States. 
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diverse regions is a recent phenomenon, a decade old for the council and even more recent for the presidency. 

This shift, though still incipient, marks the Society’s recognition of and efforts to integrate different STS 

traditions. 

 

4S Annual Conferences 
4S Annual Conferences have grown in attendance and geographic diversity over time. Due to data 

availability, we consider only a fraction of all conferences, from 2007 to 2024. One way of 

transnationalization has been to change the location of the conferences. After four meetings in the United 

States, it was held in Canada in 1980 and in Belgium in 1984, the latter starting a tradition of joint meetings 

with the European Association for Studies of Science and Technology, EASST (founded in 1981) every four 

years. The year 2010 opens a new chapter, with the conference moving to Japan, then to Argentina (2014), 

Australia (2018), and Mexico (2022). These meetings have been organized jointly with national or regional 

STS associations, such as the Latin American Association for Social Studies of Science and Technologies 

(ESOCITE) and the Japanese Society for Science and Technology Studies (JSSTS). 

Making this transnational move evident, Tokyo’s plenary was entitled “STS in Global Contexts – 

What does holding a 4S annual meeting in Asia mean for STS research worldwide?” (4S 2010, 2), inviting to 

discuss critical issues such as universalities and cultural differences in STS concepts, the applicability and 

transmutability of Western-centered concepts, and how perspectives stand between two or more different 

cultures, bringing to the fore some key epistemic issues in a clear postcolonial tone. 

In Sydney 2018, the theme was TRANSnational STS, with a statement that can be read as a Society’s 

program, in these terms: 

 
The theme of the 2018 annual meeting of the Society for Social Studies of Science – TRANSnational STS – 
encourages presentations, panels, and other events that deepen and extend the transnational character 
of the Society itself, while engaging issues invoked by both the TRANS prefix (across, beyond, to change 
thoroughly), and by the problematic and evolving status of “nations” in processes of global ordering. 
Leveraging the global scope of Science and Technology Studies (STS), our aim is to intensify connection 
between conference participants (scholars, practitioners, and students) based in different regions, 
stimulating conversation about ways 4S and other scholarly societies can provide critical infrastructure 
for next-generation, transnationally collaborative, intellectual and political engagements. (4S 2018). 
 

Figure 3 shows the increase in conference attendance overtime. Three different patterns can be seen. First, 

the peaks occurring at the joint 4S-EASST meetings, which bring together the two most largest associations 

for science and technology studies, with a noticeable increase registered at the 2024 Amsterdam Conference, 

compared with previous in person meetings. Second, the substantial increase in attendance at the two 

consecutive meetings held during the Covid-19 pandemic, Virtual Prague in 2020 and Toronto & Worldwide 

in 2021, facilitated by their virtual nature. Third, some of the meetings held outside of Euro-America 

experienced a slight decrease in attendance. 
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Figure 3. Attendance to 4S Conferences (2007–2024). Source: 4S Conferences’ registration lists and programs. 

 

The different venues of the conferences change the composition of the participants. As expected, when the 

meeting is moved to a new region, the participation of local and regional STS scholars increases significantly, 

demonstrating the growing STS community worldwide (see figure 3). For example, the number of Argentines 

at the 2014 conference in Buenos Aires was 100, and 54 participated in the 2024 conference in Cholula, while 

the country reached a maximum of 10 participants when the conference was held (in person) outside Latin 

America. The regional factor proved to be even more relevant than virtual access, with a maximum of 23 

Argentinean participants in Toronto & Worldwide in 2021. Brazil had its maximum in person presence 

outside Latin America in Amsterdam 2024, with 66 participants, while 210 attended the meeting in Buenos 

Aires and 104 in Cholula. Again, the regional factor was more important than virtual access, with a maximum 

of 70 Brazilians attending Toronto & Worldwide 2021. It is important to note that this regional effect was 

also fostered by the co-organization of the 2014 and 2024 conferences with the regional Latin American 

Association for Social Studies of Science and by the multilingual policy (English, Spanish, Portuguese) 3 

adopted in these conferences, which reduced the barriers to participation. 

 
 
 
 
3 Presenters in multilingual conferences were encouraged to provide translation into English or another language 
in their slide presentations or in separate texts. In Cholula, the hybrid nature of the conference allowed for 
automatic translation on the screens. 
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As in Latin America, a similar dynamic was observed in the 2010 Tokyo Conference, with 256 

Japanese participants, more than five times the maximum attendance at conferences elsewhere. Tokyo was 

the first 4S conference to experiment with multilingualism, with some sessions fully or partially in Japanese. 

The number of Australians at Sydney 2018 was 15 times higher than the attendance at any other 4S 

conference up to that year. Locations such as Tokyo and Sydney, and the expanding regional STS networks 

in Australasia, South and Southeast Asia, facilitated the participation of Taiwanese, Koreans, Chinese, 

Indians, New Zealanders, and Singaporeans. 

With the exception of Tokyo, which maintained the average turnout at the time, the following 

conferences held outside North America and Europe experienced a drop in attendance. That was the case of  

Buenos Aires, Sydney  and Cholula. Factors such as distance, travel costs, date, unknown location, and in the 

case of Cholula, the first conference after the pandemic, post-Covid-19 fears, travel difficulties, and the 

economic impacts of the pandemic, may explain this reduction. Moreover, national and regional STS 

communities in such locations are smaller than those in Europe or North America. 

 

 
Figure 4. Number of countries represented in 4S Conferences (2007–2024). Source: 4S Conferences’ registration 
lists and programs. 

 
The increasing transnational character of the conference is also evidenced by the rising diversification of 

participant countries, attaining the higher figures at the Amsterdam conference, in 2024, with participants 

from 78 countries, in spite of the predominantly European attendance. The following largest country 

representations were in Honolulu 2023, with 58; Barcelona 2016, with 55; and Cholula 2022 and Virtual 

Prague, both with 54 (see figure 4). From 2007 to 2024, scholars from 103 countries attended 4S conferences. 

However, 54 of these nations had fewer than ten participants during this period, indicating very limited and 

sometimes random participation. Table 2 shows the different ranges of countries’ participation during the 

examined period. Interestingly, countries in the 11–50 and 51–200 ranges concentrated their participation 

at the most recent conferences, which may continue to grow. Some non-Euro-American countries reached 

the medium range of participants, including Argentina, China, India, the Republic of Korea, Mexico, and 
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Taiwan. Three others made it to the upper medium range: Australia, Brazil, and Japan. The top spot is 

consistently occupied by the United States, the United Kingdom, the Netherlands, Canada, and Germany. 

 

Table 2. Number of participants per country in 4S conferences by range during the period 
2007–2024. Source: 4S Conferences’ registration lists and programs.  

Range of 
participants 
 

Countries Number of 
countries 

Less than 10  Bangladesh, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Chad, Croatia, 
Cuba, Cyprus, Egypt, Fiji, French Guyana, Gambia, Ghana, Guatemala, Indonesia, Iran, 
Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Macao, Malaysia, Malawi, 
Mali, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Pakistan, Palestinian Territory, 
Peru, Qatar, São Tome & Principe, Senegal, Servia, Slovakia, Syria, Tajikistan, Tanzania, 
Thailand, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, 
Vietnam, Zimbabwe. 
 

54 

11 to 50 Costa Rica, Estonia, Hong Kong, Hungary, Iceland, Kenya, Nigeria, Philippines, Romania, 
Slovenia 
 

10 

51 to 200 Chile, Colombia, Czech Rep., Ecuador, Greece, Ireland, Israel, New Zealand, Poland, 
Portugal, Russia, Singapore, South Africa, Turkey, Uruguay. 
 

15 

201-500 Argentina, Belgium, China, Finland, India, Italy, Korea Rep., Mexico, Spain, Switzerland, 
Taiwan. 
 

11 

501 to 1000 Australia, Austria, Brazil, Denmark, France, Japan, Norway, Sweden. 
 

8 

1001 and plus Canada, Germany, Netherlands, United Kingdom, United States.  
 

5 

 

Considering the accumulated attendance by region from 2007 to 2024 (see figure 5), it is not surprising that 

Europe, the United States and Canada are the most represented. Europe only surpassed the United States and 

Canada due to the larger Amsterdam conference, where 73% of participants were European. Despite their 

much lower representation, attendees from East Asia, Oceania, Latin America and the Caribbean have 

become a relevant presence at 4S conferences. On the other hand, participants from the Middle East, North, 

Central, and South Asia, as well as from Africa, have had a very low presence at the Society’s annual meeting 

thus far. Of course, the sizes of regions and STS communities’ development are relevant factors in such 

participation. It is also important to note that participation rates vary between regions. For instance, some 

Eastern and Southern European countries have low participation rates despite the strong European presence. 
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Figure 5. Accumulated number of participants at 4S Conferences by region during the period 2007–2024. Source: 
4S Conferences’ registration lists and programs. 

 

Another relevant aspect to consider is the plenary speakers at the conferences, as they play a central role in 

reaffirming the configuration and dynamics of the field in terms of approaches and agendas. Overall, looking 

at the period from 2007 to 2024, the speakers reinforce the centrality of the field in Euro-America, with 

scholars from the United States playing a particularly prominent role. They accounted for 42% of the 189 

speakers, while scholars from the United Kingdom, Canada, and the Netherlands together accounted for a 

further 25% of the total. As most of the meetings were held in the United States, the “locality” factor in 

choosing the speakers must be considered when examining these figures. Until the meeting in Tokyo in 2010, 

all the speakers were from these four countries. In Tokyo (2010) and Cleveland (2011), however, Japanese 

scholars were included in the plenary. In Buenos Aires, the multilingual plenary session was entitled “What 

is STS for? What are STS scholars for? Making and Doing in STS,” 26 scholars from Latin America, Europe, 

the United States, Japan and Taiwan were brought together. Despite the short 5-minute presentations, an 

interesting diversity within the field was portrayed. The transnationalization of the plenaries progressed at 

most subsequent conferences. Speakers from outside North America and Europe were present in Denver 

(2015), Boston (2017), Sydney (2018), New Orleans (2019), Prague (2020), Cholula (2022) and Amsterdam 

(2024). Only two recent conferences did not embrace the trend of transnationalization, albeit in different 

ways. Toronto & Worldwide 2021 featured only scholars from Canada and the United States, following the 

pre-Tokyo path. Honolulu 2023 was exceptional in that all the plenary speakers were Hawaiian, with an 

explicit goal of increasing the visibility of local STS scholars in a geopolitically complex territory. Figure 6 
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shows the nationality of the plenary speakers at the analyzed conferences, and Annex 1 provides a list of 

plenary themes and speakers from 2007 to 2024. 

 

 
Figure 6. Plenary speakers by nationality in 4S Conferences (2007–2020). Source: 4S Conferences’ programs. 

 

4S Conferences are instrumental for the circulation of knowledge in the field and for giving visibility to 

emerging agendas. Conferences are growing in attendance and becoming more transnational, although they 

are still largely Euro-American. Half of the participating countries are newcomers, and only two regional 

communities have a larger presence: East Asia and Oceania, and Latin America. The plenary speakers follow 

the same trend, and both the diversification of speakers and the recent prevalence of a roundtable model for 

this event reveal an effort to stimulate a conversation among different strands of STS. But while the presence 

of more diverse STS traditions at the conference acts as a field-changing force, the still very strong Euro-

American presence reproduces its traditional configuration. 

 

Scholarly Recognition 
The Bernal prize has been awarded by 4S since 1981, being the first and for several years the only scholarly 

recognition given to individuals who made outstanding contributions to the social studies of science field 

throughout their career. 

From its inception to 2024, 49 scholars have received the prize, including some duos in recent years. 

The strong centrality of the field in Euro-America is once more evident examining the awardees, from which 

25 were from the United States, 15 from the United Kingdom, 4 from the Netherlands, and 2 from France. 

Only one Israeli (Joseph Ben-David, in 1985), 1 Venezuelan (Hebe Vessuri, in 2017), and 1 Australian 

(Warwick Anderson, 2023) came from other regions (see figure 7 and Annex 2). 
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Figure 7. Recipients of the Bernal Prize by country (1981–2024). Note: The United States had 25 recipients, the 
United Kingdom 15, The Netherlands 4, France 2, and Australia, Israel and Venezuela 1 recipient each. Source: 4S 
Webpage. 

 

Although we have not conducted a gender study regarding the former examined dimensions, it is interesting 

to note that only three women received the Bernal Prize in the 20 years between 1981 and 2000. This situation 

changed radically with the millennium, as the prize was distributed equally among all genders. 

As an emblematic mechanism for the attribution of prestige and authority, the Bernal Prize has 

functioned primarily as a gatekeeper to the original Euro-American, and mostly Anglo-Saxon configuration 

of the field. In a sense, since the prize is awarded for a lifetime of scholarly contributions, it functions as a 

legacy of the past. However, the recent awards to scholars from other regions, though marginal in number, 

are a very symbolic opening of the field to issues that are very relevant research topics outside the centers. 

Both scholars, the Venezuelan Hebe Vessuri and the Australian Warwick Anderson, posed a central question 

for STS studies: how centers and peripheries mutually constitute each other in the process of doing science 

and technology. They also raised the question of the necessity (and legitimacy) of considering the diverse 

array of objects and concepts produced outside of canonical STS in order to answer this question. 

 

Editorial work 
Science, Technology and Human Values (ST&HV), the first journal of the Society, had a traditional, one-editor 

model from 1976 until 2022, when an editorial team took over. Consistent with previously examined 

indicators, the journal’s editorship has primarily been carried out by American scholars (ten of them). The 

position was also occupied by one scholar from The Netherlands and another from Austria. Starting in 2022, 

the current editorial team is comprised of five Australians. Regarding the newer 4S journal, Engaging Science, 

Technology and Society (ESTS), which was founded in 2015, it had one editor from the United States, followed 

in 2021 by an editorial team composed by scholars from Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Germany/The 
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Netherlands, India, Japan/New Zealand, Kenya, Turkey, United Kingdom, and United States. Currently, both 

of 4S’s journals are led by a majority of editors from outside of Euro-America, marking a clear turn towards 

transnationalization. 

We examined the members of the current and previous editorial boards of both journals. In ST&HV 

(see figures 8a and 8b), we observe a progressive reduction in the number of members from the United States 

and some European countries, in favor of members of many diverse nationalities. While the previous 

editorial board of 39 people only had two members from countries outside of Euro-America (one from Brazil 

and one from South Africa), the current board has 19 out of 50 members from these countries. 

 

  
Figure 8a (left). Members of previous editorial board of ST&HV by country. 
Figure 8b (right). Members of current editorial board of ST&HV by country. Source: Journal webpage. 

 

  
Figure 9a (left). Members of previous editorial board of ESTS by country. 
Figure 9b (right). Members of current editorial board of ESTS by country. Source: Journal webpage. 
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The same process of recent transnationalization occurred for ESTS. While 70% of the previous editorial 

board’s 42 members were American, only three were from outside Euro-America. In contrast, 21 of the 31 

members of the current editorial board are scholars from outside Euro-America, most of whom are from 

developing countries (see figures 9a and 9b). 

Both journals have recently experienced a rapid transnationalization of their editorial teams and 

boards. Their policies also encompass broadening the scope of science and technology studies (STS) 

scholarship. STHV welcomes scholarship that “. . .extends the purview of STS into new areas [. . .] that 

crosses cultural borders, addresses global challenges, or explores emerging fields of science or technology”  

(see: Science, Technology, & Human Values 2025). ESTS embraces transnationalization as a core editorial 

policy, seeking to “. . .actively collaborate with authors and reviewers from different geographical regions 

and intellectual traditions. . .” and publish scholarship on “. . .issues that are experienced and dealt with in 

different ways in different localities, and to compare across borders [. . .] to enrich the dialogue between 

established and emerging intellectual currents in STS. . .” As part of this endeavor, ESTS publishes in 

multiple Englishes. Although qualitative studies of the publications of both journals would be needed to 

assess whether these changes are having an effective impact on the scholarship being produced, we can 

assert that these transnationalized editorial teams and editorial boards are actively working as field 

developers, encouraging the inclusion of new issues and perspectives in the core journals of the Society. 

 

Closing Remarks 
The Society for Social Studies of Science has always seen itself as an international society. Since it was funded 

in the United States, this internationalization had to be constructed (see footnote 2). In the years that 

followed, a large number of Europeans joined the Society, transforming it into a Euro-American one. 

Reasons such as the rapid institutionalization of the field in both regions, accompanied by numerous 

research and teaching programs, favorable financial conditions for mobility, and lower language barriers 

explain this phenomenon. As some of the scholars quoted at the beginning of this text have noted, these 

material conditions are deeply intertwined with the hierarchical dynamics of centers and peripheries. These 

dynamics play out in the field of STS as they do in any other field, contributing to establish Euro-American 

STS as the canonical form of STS. 

With the increasing globalization of academic activities, the internationalization of 4S has 

progressed. All four dimensions examined above indicate some advance in this direction. However, the pace 

of progress varies in each area. 

In terms of governance, the presidency has remained closely tied to the United States throughout 

the society’s history, with some European involvement. The recent opening to Oceania and the Far East 

represents a significant turning point. As for the Council, it has become increasingly diverse over the past, 

representing various national STS communities, including several from the Global South. 

As a relevant venue for scholarly exchange and agenda-setting, the Annual Meeting has steadily 

expanded and diversified its participation over the past two decades, reflecting the global vitality of the field. 

The conference has established itself as an instrument of transnationalization, enabling the Society to 

engage with national and regional STS organizations and communities in new locations. While the 

participation of scholars from East Asia and Latin America has increased significantly, participation from 
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other regions remains low. This diversification began in Tokyo in 2010 and has gained momentum in recent 

conferences. Tokyo was also a turning point in the representation of diverse STS perspectives in conference 

plenaries. The persistent role of scholars from the United States, the United Kingdom, Canada, and The 

Netherlands in setting the themes of interest and theoretical frameworks in this privileged space is still 

strong but has evolved to include non-Euro-American speakers in almost all subsequent conferences. 

Transnationalization is much less evident in the recognition of outstanding scholars in the field. 

The Society’s main prize still reinforces the centrality of Euro-American theories and approaches. A certain 

inertia and the fact that STS contributions in languages other than English remain largely unknown outside 

their countries or regions of origin likely contribute to this. 

Finally, the editorial work of the two 4S journals showed a clear inflection point in 

transnationalization, albeit very recent and probably as a result of the progress of transnationalization in 

other spheres. Given the role of editors and editorial boards as field developers, it is expected that both 

journals will expand the range of scholarship they publish. As shown in another study (Invernizzi et al. 

2022), this scope was previously quite limited to North America and Western Europe. 

The Society for Social Studies of Science is scaffolding, in many ways, its transnationalization. This, 

in turn, is a necessary step in increasing the epistemic diversity of the field. Epistemic transnationalization 

is important to assert the Society’s existence in relation to the outside, and in relation to itself, to paraphrase 

Callon, quoted at the beginning of this text. In the face of crucial global problems, a transnational STS field, 

enriched by diverse perspectives, will be able to provide more robust analyses and useful policy advice to the 

outside world. In relation to itself, a transnational society will promote epistemic justice by acknowledging 

STS theoretical and empirical contributions from different regions, by paying attention to diverse research 

agendas, and, not least importantly, by reconstructing the field’s history as a global, multi-sited one. As 

with any process of change within a field, this one is not without tensions, but the time seems ripe to address 

them. 
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