SS417N Sociology of Science
MA optional course 2026

Credits: 4
Course teacher: V. Sujatha
Assessment:

1. 50% Intra semester assessment (2 credits):

e 25%: Class participation and text-based assignment of 2000 words and viva/presentation

( Throughout the semester)

e 25%: Field-based term paper of about 3500 words and presentation (Due on 29"
November 2026)
2. 50% End semester examination (2 credits) (Dec 2026)
The basic readings will be made available on Google classroom. Lectures, presentations, discussions,

guest lectures and a field visit will be part of the pedagogy.

Text-based assignment: each student may choose a reading of about 40 pages from the optional
readings list. An assignment on the chosen reading will be submitted and presented. Students are
required to go beyond the chosen reading and connect it to the other readings in the course or outside.
A handout containing the key points of your presentation must be given to the class by the presenters
at the time of presentation. The assignment will be evaluated for: an effective but brief summary,
making connections to other material and arguments, use of examples and your own understanding and

insights on the material.

The term paper would be on a topic decided by you in consultation with the teacher and should be
field-based. The criteria for evaluation of the term paper will include: Originality in the choice of topic
and methods of data collection, perspective, argument and coherence, observation, creative insight into
the information collected and the references. Term paper will also be presented in the class. Please note
that generative Al must not be used for any submission in this course. All submissions will have to

attach the Turnitin plagiarism and Al clearance certificate from the library.

The End semester examination will be essay-based and a question bank will be provided ten days

prior to the examination.

Course Obijectives

Sociology of science is a field which proposes that science is not a purely logical activity insulated from
social context and there are several conceptual approaches in this field. The course aims at providing
a multicentric and insightful understanding of the social coordinates of science and technology that
touches upon debates in the history, philosophy and sociology of science. Science is neither eulogized

nor debunked in the course; rather it is understood in its varied dimensions. The course seeks to



familiarise the student with various theoretical approaches in the sociology of science, along with an

exposure to a non-Eurocentric social history of science. The course exposes the students to the intricate

linkages between science, economy and political power as well as to the social background of scientists.

The concept of sociotechnical systems as a web of human and technology relations will also be

discussed to give a holistic picture of key concepts in the field. The introduction builds Indian

perspectives into the very introduction of sociology of science by bringing in concerns and concepts

raised in the Indian discourses on science.
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