Sociologie a filosofie vedy
francouzskou cestou necestou:
Bruno Latour

Seminat je koncipovan jako badatelsky, studenti a studentky jsou vitani. Seminaft je
zatazen do vyuky Ustavu filosofie a religionistiky FF UK (AFSV00404), E-kredity: 3.

Garant kurzu (pro studenty UK):
Mgr. Jan Marsalek, PhD. (FLU AV CR)
marsalek@flu.cas.cz

Koncepce, priprava a vedeni kurzu:

Doc. Zdengk Konopasek, PhD. (CTS UK/AV CR)

Mgr. Jan Margalek, PhD. (FLU AV CR)

Mgr. Luka$ Hadwiger Zamecnik, PhD. (Univerzita Palackého v Olomouci)

Misto konani seminare:
Zasedaci mistnost Filosofického ustavu AV CR, Jilska 1, Praha 1.

Cas konani seminaie:
Seminaf mé ctrnactidenni periodicitu s pocatkem 16. 2. 2023, 14:10 (s rezervou pro
ptechod mezi FF UK a FLU) — 17:25 hod.

Anotace: Studium sociologickych textti empiricky ukotvenych ve fyzice a paralelni
sledovani jejich filosofickych protéjskii nds v minulém roce ptivedlo ke zjisténi, ze
predmétem sporu ,,novych® sociologli védy s filosofy (od 70. let 20. stol.) nebyla ani
tak véda jako spiSe jeji vefejny obraz. KdyZ na samotném konci 70. let Francouz
Bruno Latour vstupuje do v tu chvili dominantné britského oboru, neni pochyb o tom,
ze je mu kriticky program sociologie védeckého poznéani blizky. To mu vsak
nezabrani v provedeni radikdlniho utoku na fundamentdlni konceptualni zalozeni
nové sociologie védy, ktery nakonec zdsadnim zplsobem otfese celou sociologickou
tradici. Dokaze filosofie védy tohoto vnitinitho sporu sociologl vyuzit ve sviij
prospeéch?

Course Description: In 2022, the study of sociological texts empirically anchored in
physics, and the parallel reading of their philosophical counterparts, led us to the
conclusion that the subject of disputes between the “new” sociologists of science and
philosophers (since the 1970s) was not so much science per se as its public image.
When, at the very end of the 1970s, Bruno Latour enters what is then a predominantly
British field, there is no doubt that he is sympathetic to the critical agenda of the
sociology of scientific knowledge. But this will not prevent him from making a
radical attack on the fundamental conceptual foundation of the new sociology of
science, which will ultimately shake up the entire sociological tradition. Has the
philosophy of science managed to use this internal dispute of sociologists to its
advantage?



Podminky ucasti

Utast na seminafi neni podminéna obeznamenosti jeho frekventantd s tradicemi
filosofie védy ¢i sociologie védy, vyzadovana vSak bude ochota prostudovavat
zadanou literaturu a zapojit se v pribéhu seminafe do spoleénych diskusi. Seminaf
volné navazuje na kurzy ,,Sociologie a filosofie fyziky: konflikty, kfivdy, usmifeni‘
(LS 2021/2022) a ,,Sociologie a filosofie fyziky: la détente* (ZS 2022/2023), jejich
absolvovani vSak neni pro Gcast v seminafi podminkou.

Podminkou pro udéleni zapoctu ze seminare je:

(1) aktivni ucast na seminafich (tj. zapojeni se do diskusi nad zadanymi texty a ucast
alesponl 80%)),

(2) kratké a zcela struéné shrnuti alesponl jednoho z textl, ktery je podkladem pro
debatu na seminafi,

(3) napsani kratké prace na jedno ze zadanych témat (nejlépe Latourtiv vztah
k filosofii védy ¢i k predstavitelim sociologie védeckého poznéni).

Harmonogram
NB: Rozpis cetby miize byt podle aktualni potreby semindre upraven.

16. 2. Tti tvody do seminaie a ohlédnuti za Science Wars
Bruno Latour (2002): “Science wars: A dialogue.” Common Knowledge, 8 (1): 71-79

2.3.

Bruno Latour (1995): “The ‘Pédofil’ of Boa Vista: A photo-philosophical montage.”
Common Knowledge, 4 (1): 144-187. Pievzato do Bruno Latour (1999): Pandora's
hope: Essays on the reality of science studies. Cambridge: Harvard University Press -
kap. 2: “Circulating reference”.

16. 3.
Bruno Latour (1999): Pandora's hope: Essays on the reality of science studies.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press - kap. 4: “From fabrication to reality”.

30. 3.
Bruno Latour (1999): Pandora's hope: Essays on the reality of science studies.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press - kap. 5: “The historicity of things”

13. 4. Setkani pracovnich skupin:

(1) Latour vs. Bath

Callon, Michel & Latour, Bruno (1992). “Don't throw the baby out with the bath
school! A reply to Collins and Yearley.” In Andrew Pickering (ed.), Science as

Practice and Culture. University of Chicago Press, pp. 343-368.

(2) Latour vs. Bloor



- David Bloor, “Anti-Latour”. Studies in History and Philosophy of Science Part A,
Vol. 30, n°1 (1999), pp. 81-112.

- Bruno Latour, “For Bloor and Beyond - a Reply to David Bloor's Anti-Latour.”
Studies in History and Philosophy of Science, Vol. 30, n°1 (1999), pp.113-129.

(3) Latour vs. Schaffer

- Bruno Latour, “Postmodern? No Simply Amodern. Steps Towards an Anthropology
of Science. An essay Review.” Studies in the History and Philosophy of Science, Vol.
21 (1990), pp. 145-171.

- Simon Schaffer, “The eighteenth Brumaire of Bruno Latour.” Studies in History and
Philosophy of Science. Part A. Vol. 22, issue 1 (1991), pp. 175-92.

27. 4. Latouruv Einstein

Bruno Latour, “A Relativistic Account of Einstein’s Relativity”, Social Studies of
Science 18, no. 2 (1988): 3-44.

11. 5. Zavéry

@&, STRATEGIEAV21

Seminaf je organizovadn v ramci vyzkumného programu Odolna spolec¢nost pro 21. stoleti
Strategie AV21 — Védeckd gramotnost pro 21. stoleti: Science Studies ve vyuce prirodnich véd.



