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"Some Assembly Required"

How can we understand the rhetorical work of developing strategies
for navigating, negotiating, and articulating sustainable choices for

science-policy outcomes?

‘‘… the end of all our exploring will be to
arrive where we started

And know the place for the first time’’
(The Waste Land)

re-contextualizing last week's
discussion of Intro, Chapter 1
and Chapter 2

nature

- the notion of nature itself, -
- the appeal to absolute
nature as matters of fact ...
about which we have no risk
at all ...

science/policy split (origins)
age-old dichotomy of

Science (as the field with
direct access to the
foundational truths of nature)
and politics (the art of
squabbling in the houses of
government, with no direct
access to such reality)

which is why newer
sciences seek "policy-ready
science" ... as if science could
be "packaged" so that it's
ready-to-wear ...

"up to now, as I see it,
philosophers have offered to
clothe political ecology only in
ready-to-wear garments. I
believe it deserves
made-to-order garb: perhaps
it will find itself less
constricted, and the fit a little
more comfortable

essentially, political
ecology needs couture

political

how you compose a collective
world so that you have more
felicitous relations between
humans and nonhumans?

environmentalism

politically; how does the
success/failure of this
movement hinge on
economics; externalization of
costs?

ex: what does it cost to
produce a bushel of corn ... to
clean up the water, lost soil,
externalities ... that's the
notion of the environment ...
gives you a set of boundaries
that he doesn't want to
support. not like you can
dump something into the
environment ... because it's still
part of that collective ... [more
slowly] considering CONTEXT
of a specific situation ... a
bottom-up, case study
approach ... which integrates
scientific, political, economic
interests as reflective of
PUBLIC interests ...

matters of concern versus matters of fact

ready-made science is wrong,
but science in action (as
practice) is looking at and
creating risky, new entities ...
because they're gathering
together science, politics,
economics ... matters of
concern ... in the process of
fabricating and making up the
world, they are first matters
of science in action.
Only when they're dead dull
and unininteresting that
they're used to shut down
discussion etc ... that they're
called matters of fact; matters
of fact = value free

interesting given the political
demand/expectation of
scientists: "policy-ready
science"

Rivers' contribution

The distinction between
matters of concern and
matters of fact is Latour’s
attempt to get around the
older distinction between facts
and values. Moving
away from the deconstruction
of the allegory of the Cave,
Latour challenges
the seemingly innocent
distinction: “scientists define
facts, only facts; they leave
to politicians and moralists
the even more daunting task
of defining values” [3,
p. 95]. This creates a dual
problem. First, the word fact
“[omits] the work required
in order to establish the
persistent, stubborn data” [3,
p. 95], and value, as it now
stands, must wait until after
facts (is’s) are established to
evaluate and produce
oughts or else do so without
recourse to them. (204)

nature becomes knowable
through the intermediary of
the sciences, it has been
formed through networks of
instruments; it is defined
though the interventions of
professions, disciplines, and
protocols; it is distributed via
databases; it is provided with
arguments through the
intermediary of learned
societies [3, p. 4] (cited in
Rivers; 192)

Latour and Rivers first
come together

Mythbusters
part 1

*1:15;
*6:30 - 7:29

part 2

* 2:36

Roger Pielke

Latour's thesis/arguments

what are the understandings,
questions, theories that we
derive from this work?

Latour's thesis?

the context of the problem:
"we have never left the state
of war, the state of nature the
Hobbes thought the Leviathan
had gotten us out of, whereas
we are still deep in it; we have
only passed from one
Naturpolitik to another" (218)

because the old terms are too
imbued with implications from
which they cannot be
separated, Latour redefines
the (old/stagnant) terms as
terms of action—and in doing
so, resituates and re-places
the terms as terms of
engagement.
"No matter what term we
choose later to replace “fact,”
it will have to highlight
the process of fabrication, a
process that alone makes it
possible to record
the successive stages as well as
the variations in quality or
finishing touches
that depend on it; it will have
to encompass matters of
concern as well as
matters of fact" [3, p. 96].
(Rivers 204)

the "old" terms are too
imbued with
implications from
which they cannot be
separated; because the
act of SEPARATING -
as in separating nature
and culture - is what
got us into so much
trouble in the first
place ... so instead of
SEPARATING, we
extend terms (like
economics to
"economizers") and
define them in terms
of accomplishing the
collective ... in terms of
political ecology and
not in terms in (ends)
and of themselves

with these new terms, Latour
is attempting to bring into
balance the scale
between those who define
“what simply ‘is’” and those
who “maintain the
indisputable and ineluctable
necessity of what must be” [3,
p. 97]. This returns us
to the term articulation.
Maintaining the distinction of
fact and value, but without
the problems of these terms,
the work of articulation is
connecting “the question
of the common world to the
question of the common good”
[3, p. 98]. Latour does
not wish to obviate the
distinction between facts and
values; he wants new terms
and new places to lodge them.

what do others critique?

Latour’s deconstruction of the
subjective/
objective split potentially
leaves him open to the
unfounded critique that his
system allows for no critical
distinction between true and
false.

Rather than bifurcated,
all sensitivities present
themselves as propositions to
the collective

;Latour is NOT a social
constructionist (see Rivers
199)

“Nature,” Latour argues, “was
invented in order to reduce
public life to a rump
parliament” [3, p. 232].
Latour asks how politics can be
used to save nature when the
idea of a distinct nature
weakens the very foundations of
political life. (Rivers 192)

used to be that sciences was
(only) concerned with nature
and that politics was (only)
concerned with interests \

REPRESENTATION:
“[drawing] a sort of place,
sometimes a circle, which
might be called an assembly, a
gathering, a meeting, a
council,” as well as “[bringing]
into this newly created locus a
topic, a concern, an issue, a
topos” [6, p. 14]. There is,
Latour writes, “No reality
without representation” [3, p.
127]

INTEREST:
The work of making

something real, as we see
in Latour’s
depends on how much

interest in it can be
generated. “Thus, no
matter how real a

transportation system
[Aramis] may be, it can
always be made a little less

real” [8, p. 86]. "no reality
without representation" ...

Latour’s work is not bringing
both houses together, of
combining subjects and
objects, demonstrations and
acts of persuasion, scientists
and politicians, but rather to
create another place where
these activities already are one
activity, part of the collecting
collective

due process

It is certainly rhetorical in its
u nwillingness
to bifurcate facts and values.
Its calls for diligence, for
proceeding slowly,
taking into account

but this doesn't mean slow
progress ... it means
incremental progress that
COLLECTIVELY is more
agentive and sustainable than
coercion of large entities ...

things left unsaid ... the

things Latour implies but
doesn't explicitly trace FOR

us ...

the contribution of economists

(old) economics

economizers (replacement for
"Economists")

common world

with the Old Regime, one
could dispense with everything
that one did not incorporate
into the calculation - with the
new Constitution, we retain in
memory what we would be at
risk of forgetting ... even more
than through the actions of
scientists and politicians, with
the help of economists
propositions can be expressed;
interests have a say in the
matter. Through the
circulation of its tracers,
economics makes the collective

the process of "interesting"

more remarkable still is the
aptitude of economics to fulfill
the requirement of relevance
pertaining to consultation by
discovering for each type of
attachment the process of
interesting - that is, of
inducing interest

because as Rivers
argues, economics is a
persuasive (rhetorical)
tool in environmental
matters (politics)

Rivers' thesis/arguments

thesis

technical and professional
communicators ought to
re-position their agency;
instead of risking
representation as transmitters
and translators, technical and
professional communicators
ought to reframe their
research and pedagogy around
Latour's work; they ought to
see themselves as "convincers"
and "creators of interest". For
Rivers, T/P communicators
are enactors of scientific
performativity in the
construction of the common
world. Technical
communication is, then, the
assembling of humans with
nonhumans
including designs, schematics,
computers, interfaces,
equipment, and various
other technologies;collecting is
the primary task of T/P
communicators

arguments

technical and professional
communicators should not see
themselves as
messengers between those
without and those within the
Cave

the view of science as
performative implicitly
challenges the myth of Science
itself: the work of science IS
the communication itself and
the instruments used are the
products of discourse, of
politics

the work of T/P
communicators is, as we
know, highly rhetorical work
that must address the
sciences, but not abdicate
political authority to Science

"The work of forming
our collective world, a world
of humans and nonhumans
alike, and of connecting
the common world and the
common good is the work of
collecting sensitivities as
propositions, of articulating
them in assemblies that seat
as many spokespersons
as they can allow, and doing
so not either in light or
shadow, but with a measure
of doubt, knowing that away
from two houses, unshackled
from the allegory of the Cave,
our political work no longer
waits, a lame duck, for
Science, with its direct
access to nature, to stand in
the Agora, a Philosopher King,
and solve our greatest
problems."

Where are the science wars now?
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