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Call	for	Papers:		
Editors for the journal Engaging Science, Technology and Society (ESTS) have read our 
proposal and encouraged us to develop papers to submit as a thematic collection (i.e., 
special issue) on technoscience and the state. We are accepting proposals for scholarly 
research articles that engage and advance a theoretical and empirical synthesis of 
technoscience and the state. We invite a range of scholars from advanced graduate 
students to more experienced faculty members to contribute to this effort.  
 
Submissions:	
Please send a title and abstract (250 words) to Dr. Govind Gopakumar by December 12, 
2015 (govind.gopakumar@concordia.ca). Notification of interest in paper proposals will 
arrive within one month (no later than January 12, 2016).  
 
Scope	of	Special	Issue:		
Whether in post-industrialized nations of the Global North or the rapidly industrializing 
nations of the Global South, a distinctive feature of our contemporary world is the 
pervasive presence of science and technology in matters of state (Rowland and Passoth 
2015). The state remains a key mode of social organization despite scholars announcing 
its “death” or decrying that it is “hollowed-out” as states purportedly contribute to their 
own undoing in the context of ever-advancing globalization. States deploy technoscience 
to achieve their goals, and technoscientific advances are organized through deliberate 
state intercession, often through intervention into the environment and the establishment 
of infrastructure. This ongoing, mutually constitutive relationship between technoscience 
and the state is significant for understanding contemporary social order and ought to bear 
frequent reexamination, hence, our call for a thematic collection on this topic. 
 
Paying attention to the technoscientific coordinates of the state, we believe, requires 
reflecting upon but ultimately treading a different path from past research in political 
science and international relations that emphasizes state capacity to intervene in matters 
domestic and international (Skocpol 1979, Evans et al. 1985, Evans 1995, 1997, Kjaer et 
al. 2002, Wendt 2004). Following critiques of the reification of the state (Abrams 1988, 
Mitchell 1991, Carroll 2009), recent research from sociology and anthropology 
investigates the state as manifest in relational and distributed practices associated with 
everyday life experiences (Ferguson and Gupta 2002, Sharma and Gupta 2006, Corbridge 
et al. 2005). However, even this line of research is limited, and this limitation haunts state 
theory for some time now. While the focus on practices and micropolitics of the state 
helps us to get a way from reifying the state, they do not help us understand how specific 
practices become state-making, state-administering or state-opposing practices. The idea 
is to reconceptualize state theory through insight about modeling, to start considering 
“state models” in addition to or as an alternative to “state theory.” We contend that this 
analytical move avoids trivializing the traditional (actor) model of states by opening it up as 
an empirical question rather than allowing the deconstructionists to reject it wholesale with 



their own equally reductive and, at best, reactive (network) model of states found in recent 
research from sociology and anthropology. Bringing this conceptual terrain into prolonged 
conversation with STS, through modeling, affords scholars the opportunity to examine 
how states get enacted, spoken for, and achieved (Passoth and Rowland 2010).   
 
Special	Issue	Conveners:		
Nicholas J. Rowland (njr12@psu.edu), Associate Professor of Sociology and Science and 
Technology Studies (Pennsylvania State University, USA). 
 
Govind Gopakumar (govind.gopakumar@concordia.ca), Associate Professor at the 
Centre for Engineering in Society (Concordia University, Canada). 
 
Jan-Hendrik Passoth (jan.passoth@tum.de), Head of Digital Media Lab (Technische 
Universität München, Germany). 
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