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Social Construction of Technology Example: Understanding How Society Shapes Innovation

social construction of technology example is a fascinating concept that reveals how technological
development is not just about engineering or scientific breakthroughs but is deeply influenced by social
factors. Rather than technology evolving independently or purely based on technical logic, it is shaped by
human decisions, cultural norms, economic interests, and political power. To truly appreciate this dynamic,
it helps to explore concrete examples where society’s role in shaping technology is evident.

What Is the Social Construction of Technology?

Before diving into specific examples, it’s essential to understand what the social construction of technology
(SCOT) means. SCOT is a theory from the field of science and technology studies that argues technologies
are not fixed or inevitable but are created and developed through the interactions of various social groups.
These groups—such as users, engineers, policymakers, and corporations—each have different interpretations
and needs, which influence how a technology takes shape.

This approach challenges the traditional view that technology develops solely through scientific progress or
market forces. Instead, it highlights how societal values, conflicts, and negotiations determine what
technologies become dominant, how they are designed, and who benefits from them.

A Classic Social Construction of Technology Example: The
QWERTY Keyboard

One of the most frequently cited social construction of technology examples is the QWERTY keyboard
layout. Many people assume that the QWERTY design is the best or most efficient keyboard layout.
However, this is not the case. The QWERTY keyboard became standard not because it was the most
optimal for typing speed or ergonomics, but because of historical and social factors.

The Origins and Social Factors Behind QWERTY

In the 1870s, Christopher Latham Sholes invented the QWERTY layout for typewriters. It is often said that
this layout was designed to slow typists down to prevent mechanical jams in early typewriters. While this
explanation is debated, what’s clear is that once the QWERTY system was adopted by major typewriter
manufacturers, it became entrenched through social and economic mechanisms.



Early adopters, business users, and typing schools standardized around QWERTY, creating a network
effect. Changing to another layout would have required retraining typists and redesigning machines,
which was costly. This lock-in effect reflects how social and economic factors—such as user habits and
market dominance—can solidify a technology that might not be technically superior.

Why SCOT Matters in Understanding QWERTY

The QWERTY keyboard example shows how a technology’s success is not only about technical superiority
but also about social acceptance and power dynamics. Different groups—typists, manufacturers,
educators—played roles in shaping the keyboard’s dominance. This example illustrates the SCOT principle
that technology is socially constructed and open to alternative designs shaped by different social influences.

Social Construction of Technology in Modern Digital Platforms

The SCOT framework is incredibly relevant in the digital age, where technologies like social media
platforms, smartphones, and artificial intelligence are deeply embedded in social contexts.

Social Media Algorithms: A Contemporary Example

Take social media algorithms as a modern social construction of technology example. These algorithms
determine what content users see, shaping public discourse, politics, and social interaction. But these
algorithms are not neutral or purely technical; they are designed by engineers and influenced by business
models prioritizing engagement and advertising revenue.

Different stakeholders—including users, advertisers, governments, and platform owners—have competing
interests that influence how these algorithms are built and modified. For instance, concerns about
misinformation and privacy have led to calls for more transparency and regulation, which in turn impact
how algorithms evolve. This ongoing negotiation highlights the social construction behind technologies we
often think of as purely technical.

The Role of User Communities in Shaping Technology

User communities also play a crucial role in the social construction of technology. Open-source software
projects like Linux illustrate this well. Instead of a single company dictating the development path, a global
network of users, developers, and organizations collaboratively shape the software’s features and direction.



This decentralized, socially driven development contrasts with proprietary software models and
demonstrates how technology outcomes depend on social arrangements, cooperation, and shared values.

Why Understanding Social Construction of Technology Is
Important

Recognizing that technology is socially constructed has profound implications for how we design, regulate,
and interact with technology. It encourages us to:

Question assumptions: Don’t take technological designs or standards as inevitable or neutral; consider
whose interests they serve.

Promote inclusivity: Involve diverse social groups in technology development to ensure it meets
broader societal needs.

Recognize power dynamics: Understand how economic and political forces shape technological
trajectories.

Encourage alternative designs: Support innovation paths that might challenge dominant technologies.

By applying these insights, policymakers, designers, and users can work towards technologies that are
more equitable and responsive to society’s diverse needs.

Social Construction of Technology Example in Healthcare:
Telemedicine

Another compelling social construction of technology example lies in the rise of telemedicine. While the
technical means for remote healthcare consultations have existed for decades, their widespread adoption
was slow until social and cultural factors shifted dramatically.

Social and Cultural Influences on Telemedicine Adoption

Factors such as patient trust, medical professional acceptance, regulatory frameworks, and insurance
reimbursement policies have all influenced how telemedicine technologies have been developed and



adopted.

For instance, the COVID-19 pandemic accelerated telemedicine use, not because the technology suddenly
improved, but because social circumstances—public health needs, relaxed regulations, and changing
attitudes—created a conducive environment. This example underscores how the social context shapes
technology adoption, demonstrating the SCOT framework in a real-world setting.

The Impact of Social Norms and User Expectations

Patients’ willingness to engage with telemedicine depends on social norms about privacy, the doctor-
patient relationship, and trust in digital platforms. Healthcare providers also adapt technologies to fit their
workflows and ethical standards. These social factors influence the design, functionality, and acceptance of
telemedicine technologies, reinforcing that technological development is intertwined with social
construction.

Exploring Alternative Technologies Through SCOT

The social construction of technology example encourages us to look for alternative paths that technology
could have taken or might take in the future. For example, consider electric vehicles (EVs). While
technical innovation is crucial, the adoption and design of EVs are heavily influenced by social factors such
as government policies, cultural attitudes toward sustainability, infrastructure development, and industry
lobbying.

Different social groups—environmental activists, automotive companies, consumers, and
policymakers—shape how EV technologies evolve, which types of vehicles dominate the market, and how
charging infrastructure is built. Understanding these social dynamics helps explain why some technologies
succeed while others lag despite similar technical capabilities.

In Summary: The Power of Social Context in Technology

The social construction of technology example is a powerful lens through which to view technological
change. Whether it’s the historical standardization of the QWERTY keyboard, the complex algorithmic
decisions behind social media platforms, or the rapid adoption of telemedicine during a global crisis, social
context plays a vital role.

By appreciating how social groups, interests, and cultural norms influence technological development, we
gain a richer, more nuanced understanding of innovation. This perspective not only informs critical
discussions about technology’s role in society but also inspires more thoughtful and inclusive approaches to



designing the technologies of tomorrow.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is an example of the social construction of technology (SCOT)?
An example of SCOT is the development of the bicycle, where different social groups (e.g., riders,
manufacturers, and safety advocates) influenced its design, leading to variations like the high-wheeler and
the safety bicycle.

How does the QWERTY keyboard illustrate the social construction of
technology?
The QWERTY keyboard layout is a classic example of SCOT because its design was influenced by social
factors such as typewriter mechanics and user adaptation, rather than purely technological efficiency.

Can the development of smartphones be explained by the social
construction of technology?
Yes, smartphones are shaped by social construction as various stakeholders—consumers, app developers,
companies, and regulators—have influenced features, usability, and design based on societal needs and
preferences.

Why is the social construction of technology important in understanding
technological change?
SCOT highlights that technology development is not linear or purely technical but is shaped by social
groups' interpretations, negotiations, and power dynamics, as shown in examples like the internet's
evolution.

How did social groups influence the design of early electric cars as an
example of SCOT?
Early electric cars were shaped by social groups such as environmentalists, consumers, and manufacturers,
whose differing priorities (e.g., range, cost, environmental impact) influenced the technology's design and
adoption.



Is the development of medical technologies influenced by social
construction? Provide an example.
Yes, medical technologies like MRI machines are influenced by social construction, where medical
professionals, patients, and policymakers shape their development, ethical use, and accessibility based on
social needs and values.

How does the example of the internet demonstrate the social construction
of technology?
The internet exemplifies SCOT because its design and protocols were shaped by various social
groups—government agencies, academia, private companies—who negotiated standards and uses based on
differing interests and goals.

Additional Resources
Social Construction of Technology Example: Understanding the Interplay Between Society and Innovation

social construction of technology example serves as a pivotal concept in the field of science and technology
studies (STS), highlighting how technological developments are not merely the product of scientific
progress or engineering prowess but are deeply influenced by social factors, cultural norms, and human
interactions. This framework challenges the traditional deterministic view of technology as an autonomous
force shaping society, instead positioning technology as a malleable construct shaped by various social
groups, economic interests, and political dynamics.

Exploring a social construction of technology example provides valuable insights into the intricate
relationship between technology and society, revealing how social values, power structures, and user
interpretations can steer the trajectory of technological innovation. Among the numerous instances where
this perspective is illuminating, the evolution of the bicycle stands out as a classic and well-documented
case that underscores the multifaceted processes behind technological design and acceptance.

The Bicycle as a Social Construction of Technology Example

The history of the bicycle exemplifies the social construction of technology by illustrating how different
social groups interpreted and modified the design to fit their needs, ultimately influencing the bicycle’s
widespread adoption and evolution. In the late 19th century, the early versions of the bicycle — notably
the “penny-farthing” — featured a large front wheel and a small rear wheel. This design was primarily
favored by young, affluent men for recreational purposes but was considered unsafe and uncomfortable by
many, particularly women and older adults.



Social Groups and Their Influence on Bicycle Design

Different social groups engaged with the bicycle in ways that reflected their values and societal roles.
Women, for instance, sought a design that allowed mobility without compromising modesty or safety,
which led to innovations such as the “safety bicycle” with two wheels of equal size, a lower frame, and
chain-driven rear wheel. This design made cycling more accessible and socially acceptable for women and
older individuals, broadening the bicycle’s market and usage.

Meanwhile, working-class users often demanded durability and affordability, prompting manufacturers to
adjust materials and production techniques. The interplay of these social demands ultimately guided the
technological refinement of the bicycle, demonstrating how social factors were integral to shaping its
design and functionality.

User Interpretations and Technological Flexibility

The social construction of technology example embodied by the bicycle also reveals how users interpret
and repurpose technology based on context. Early bicycles were not just modes of transportation but
symbols of freedom, social status, and gender roles. As such, the meaning attached to the bicycle varied
significantly across different societies and time periods.

This interpretative flexibility meant that the same technology could serve disparate purposes — from
leisure to labor — influencing how innovations were prioritized and adopted. The acceptance and rejection
of certain features were not purely technical decisions but reflected broader societal discourses around class,
gender, and mobility.

Broader Implications of the Social Construction of Technology

The bicycle case is a microcosm of the broader dynamics explored by the social construction of technology
(SCOT) theory. SCOT posits that technologies are shaped by the interactions of relevant social groups, each
with distinct interpretations and interests, leading to a process called “closure” where one design stabilizes
as dominant.

Key Concepts in SCOT

Relevant Social Groups: Different stakeholders who share a common set of meanings about a
technology.



Interpretative Flexibility: The notion that a technology’s meaning and design can vary among social
groups.

Closure and Stabilization: The process through which a consensus forms around a particular
technological design, leading to its stabilization.

These concepts help explain why two similar technologies can diverge or why some innovations fail
despite technical superiority. For example, the QWERTY keyboard layout, despite alternatives that
promise greater efficiency, remains dominant due to historical, economic, and social factors rather than
technical merit alone.

Comparisons to Technological Determinism

The social construction of technology example contrasts sharply with technological determinism, which
assumes that technology develops independently of social context and unidirectionally shapes society. By
emphasizing human agency, cultural values, and power relations, SCOT provides a more nuanced
understanding of innovation processes.

This perspective is increasingly relevant in contemporary debates around emerging technologies such as
artificial intelligence, biotechnology, and renewable energy systems, where social negotiations and ethical
considerations heavily influence technological pathways.

Modern Examples Reflecting the Social Construction of
Technology

While the bicycle remains a foundational example, modern technologies continue to showcase the
principles of SCOT in action.

Social Media Platforms

Social media platforms like Facebook and Twitter were designed with certain technical features but have
evolved significantly under the influence of user behavior, regulatory pressures, and cultural expectations.
The platforms’ algorithms, privacy settings, and content moderation policies reflect ongoing negotiations
among users, developers, governments, and advertisers.



Electric Vehicles (EVs)

The adoption and development of electric vehicles illustrate how social, political, and economic factors
condition technological trajectories. Consumer concerns about environmental impact, government
incentives, and infrastructure availability have shaped EV designs and market strategies, demonstrating the
interplay between social context and technological innovation.

Challenges and Critiques of the Social Construction Approach

Despite its explanatory power, the social construction of technology framework has faced critiques. Some
argue it underestimates the material and technical constraints that limit design choices, while others point
to its potential to overemphasize social agency at the expense of recognizing the autonomous aspects of
technological development.

Additionally, rapid technological changes in the digital age raise questions about the pace at which social
groups can influence innovation, especially when proprietary algorithms and corporate interests dominate.

Nevertheless, as an analytical tool, the social construction of technology example remains invaluable for
unpacking the complex, reciprocal relationship between society and technology.

The ongoing dialogue between social forces and technological possibilities continues to shape the fabric of
modern life, reminding us that technology is never neutral but always embedded within a rich tapestry of
human meaning and power.

Social Construction Of Technology Example

  social construction of technology example: The Social Construction of Technological
Systems, anniversary edition Wiebe E. Bijker, Thomas Parke Hughes, Trevor Pinch, 2012-05-18
An anniversary edition of an influential book that introduced a groundbreaking approach to the
study of science, technology, and society. This pioneering book, first published in 1987, launched the
new field of social studies of technology. It introduced a method of inquiry—social construction of
technology, or SCOT—that became a key part of the wider discipline of science and technology
studies. The book helped the MIT Press shape its STS list and inspired the Inside Technology series.
The thirteen essays in the book tell stories about such varied technologies as thirteenth-century
galleys, eighteenth-century cooking stoves, and twentieth-century missile systems. Taken together,
they affirm the fruitfulness of an approach to the study of technology that gives equal weight to
technical, social, economic, and political questions, and they demonstrate the illuminating effects of
the integration of empirics and theory. The approaches in this volume—collectively called SCOT
(after the volume's title) have since broadened their scope, and twenty-five years after the
publication of this book, it is difficult to think of a technology that has not been studied from a SCOT
perspective and impossible to think of a technology that cannot be studied that way.

https://stage.support.buyingbuddy.com/archive-th-141/social-construction-of-technology-example.pdf


  social construction of technology example: Creative Technological Change Ian
Mcloughlin, 2002-03-11 Creative Technological Change draws upon a wide range of thinking from
organisational theory, innovation studies and the sociology of technology. It explores the different
ways in which these questions have been framed and answered, especially in relation to new 'virtual'
technologies. The idea of metaphor is used to capture the differences between, and strengths and
weaknesses of various ways of conceptualising the technology/organisation relationship. This
approach offers the possibility of developing new ways of thinking about, viewing and ultimately
responding creatively to the organisational challenges posed by technological change.
  social construction of technology example: The Social Construction of Technological
Systems, anniversary edition Wiebe E. Bijker, Thomas Parke Hughes, Trevor Pinch, 2012-05-18 An
anniversary edition of an influential book that introduced a groundbreaking approach to the study of
science, technology, and society. This pioneering book, first published in 1987, launched the new
field of social studies of technology. It introduced a method of inquiry—social construction of
technology, or SCOT—that became a key part of the wider discipline of science and technology
studies. The book helped the MIT Press shape its STS list and inspired the Inside Technology series.
The thirteen essays in the book tell stories about such varied technologies as thirteenth-century
galleys, eighteenth-century cooking stoves, and twentieth-century missile systems. Taken together,
they affirm the fruitfulness of an approach to the study of technology that gives equal weight to
technical, social, economic, and political questions, and they demonstrate the illuminating effects of
the integration of empirics and theory. The approaches in this volume—collectively called SCOT
(after the volume's title) have since broadened their scope, and twenty-five years after the
publication of this book, it is difficult to think of a technology that has not been studied from a SCOT
perspective and impossible to think of a technology that cannot be studied that way.
  social construction of technology example: The Social Construction of Technological
Systems Wiebe E. Bijker, Thomas Parke Hughes, Trevor J. Pinch, Trevor Pinch, 1989 The impact of
technology on society is clear and unmistakeable. The influence of society on technology is more
subtle. The 13 essays in this book have been written by a diverse group of scholars united by a
common interest in creating a new field - the sociology of technology. They draw on a wide array of
case studies - from cooking stoves to missile systems, from 15th-century Portugal to today's Al labs -
to outline an original research program based on a synthesis of ideas from the social studies of
science and the history of technology. Together they affirm the need for a study of technology that
gives equal weight to technical, social, economic, and political questions--Back cover.
  social construction of technology example: Teaching about Technology Marc J. de Vries,
2005-05-04 This book provides an introduction to the philosophy of technology that is accessible to
non-philosophers. It offers a survey of the current state-of-affairs in the philosophy of technology and
also discusses the relevance of that for teaching about technology. The book includes questions and
assignments and offers an extensive annotated bibliography for those who want to read more about
the discipline.
  social construction of technology example: Green Technology Dustin Mulvaney,
2011-06-28 Green Technology: An A-to-Z Guide explores the essential role of technology and its most
recent developments toward a sustainable environment. Twofold in its definition, green technology
includes the changing of existing technology toward energy conservation as well as the creation of
new, clean technology aimed at utilizing renewable resources. With a primary focus on waste
management, the volume presents more than 150 articles in A-to-Z format featuring such disciplines
as nanoscience, biochemistry, information technology, and environmental engineering. Scholars and
experts in their fields present a full range of topics from applications of green technology to The
Green Grid global consortium to membrane technology and water purification systems to
waste-to-energy technology. This work culminates in an outstanding reference available in both print
and electronic formats for academic, university, and public libraries. Vivid photographs, searchable
hyperlinks, an extensive resource guide, numerous cross references, and a clear, accessible writing
style make the Green Society volumes ideal for classroom use as well as for research.



  social construction of technology example: User-Centered Technology Robert R. Johnson,
1998-01-01 Presents a theoretical model for examining technology through a user perspective.
  social construction of technology example: American Libraries and the Internet: The
Social Construction of Web Appropriation and Use Bin Li, 2007
  social construction of technology example: The Routledge Handbook of Translation and
Technology Minako O'Hagan, 2019-08-23 The Routledge Handbook of Translation and Technology
provides a comprehensive and accessible overview of the dynamically evolving relationship between
translation and technology. Divided into five parts, with an editor's introduction, this volume
presents the perspectives of users of translation technologies, and of researchers concerned with
issues arising from the increasing interdependency between translation and technology. The
chapters in this Handbook tackle the advent of technologization at both a technical and a
philosophical level, based on industry practice and academic research. Containing over 30
authoritative, cutting-edge chapters, this is an essential reference and resource for those studying
and researching translation and technology. The volume will also be valuable for translators,
computational linguists and developers of translation tools.
  social construction of technology example: Mobile Computer Usability Gamel O. Wiredu,
2013-11-19 This book explains how mobile computer usability is shaped by the increasing
integration of personal circumstances in organization. It represents an attempt to conceptualize an
alternative model of mobile computer usability. It is motivated by the author’s conviction that we do
not yet have an adequate understanding of this concept because we have not taken seriously the
transformation of human personality by the co-evolution of organization and ICTs. The author argues
that the transformation has resulted in a human personality whose personal and organizational
activities are characterized by strong continuities between them. This characterization reflects a
new kind of personality of the worker, and is a critical determinant of mobile computer usability. The
word ‘organizational’ is used to describe this kind of personality – hence an alternative
organizational personality perspective on mobile computer usability. This perspective suggests that
a mobile computer is more usable to a person than another one because of its satisfaction of both his
personal and organizational motives, which are in turn shaped by the co-evolution of organization,
technology and personality.
  social construction of technology example: A Companion to the Philosophy of Technology
Jan Kyrre Berg Olsen, Stig Andur Pedersen, Vincent F. Hendricks, 2012-10-01 Drawing on essays
from leading international and multi-disciplinary scholars, A Companion to the Philosophy of
Technology is the first comprehensive and authoritative reference source to cover the key issues of
technology’s impact on society and our lives. Presents the first complete, authoritative reference
work in the field Organized thematically for use both as a full introduction to the field or an
encyclopedic reference Draws on original essays from leading interdisciplinary scholars Features
the most up-to-date and cutting edge research in the interdisciplinary fields of philosophy,
technology, and their broader intellectual environments
  social construction of technology example: The Handbook of Organizing Economic,
Ecological and Societal Transformation Elke Weik, Chris Land, Ronald Hartz, 2024-08-19 This
handbook gathers contributors from different disciplines of the social sciences, such as organization
and management studies, sociology, anthropology and political science, to constructively discuss the
kinds of transformations we need to see in coming years. These transformations concern the way we
work, produce and consume but also the way in which we think about work, production and
consumption. In an explicit rejection of the demand that the social sciences provide quick fixes, the
contributors of this handbook discuss possible solutions in a critical and comprehensive manner and
with an eye to both their environmental and societal implications. The handbook is divided into four
parts: Opening up futures, Techno-economic transformations at work, Sustainable environmental
transformation, and Radical democratic futures. The handbook is of interest to all critical academics
interested in constructive suggestions regarding necessary societal transformations.
  social construction of technology example: Music and Technology in the Twentieth



Century Hans-Joachim Braun, 2002-09-16 Braun (Universitat der Bundeswehr) presents 13
contributions by scholars in two fields of history--musicology and technology. Topics include the role
of Yamaha in Japan's musical development, the social construction of the synthesizer, the player
piano as a precursor of computer music, the musical role of airplanes and locomotives, the origins of
the 45-RPM record, violin vibrato and the phonograph, Jimi Hendrix, the aesthetic challenge of
sound sampling, and others. Originally published in 2000 as I Sing the Body Electric: Music and
Technology in the 20th Century. Annotation copyrighted by Book News, Inc., Portland, OR.
  social construction of technology example: The SAGE Dictionary of Health and Society
Kevin White, 2006-01-26 '...authoritative and comprehensive. It provides clear, confident and
succinct summaries of key terms, concepts,debates and influential figures in the field of social
aspects of health' - Ray Fitzpatrick, Professor of Public Health, University of Oxford This
much-needed resource covers over 900 terms commonly used in the health studies field.
  social construction of technology example: Making Time Yulia Frumer, 2018-01-18
Variable hours in a changing society -- Towers, pillows, and graphs: variation in clock design --
Astronomical time measurement and changing conceptions of time -- Geodesy, cartography, and
time measurement -- Navigation and global time -- Time measurement on the ground in Kaga domain
-- Clock-makers at the crossroads -- Western time and the rhetoric of enlightenment
  social construction of technology example: Anchoring Science and Technology in
Greco-Roman Antiquity , 2024-12-19 This collection of essays explores processes of innovation in
Greco-Roman technology and science. It uses the concept of ‘anchoring’ to investigate the
microhistories of technological and scientific practices and ideas. The volume combines broad,
theoretical essays with more targeted case studies of individual inventions and innovations. In doing
so, it moves beyond the emphasis on achievement that has traditionally characterized modern
scholarship on ancient technology and science. Instead, the chapters of this volume analyse the
manifold ways in which new technologies and ideas were anchored in what was already known and
familiar, and highlight how, once familiar, technologies and ideas could themselves become
anchoring points for inventions and innovations.
  social construction of technology example: ICGR 2023 6th International Conference on
Gender Research Professor Sandra Moffett, Dr Shirley Barrett, Dr. Andrea Reid, 2023-04-20
  social construction of technology example: Human Interface and the Management of
Information. Designing Information Environments Michael J. Smith, Gavriel Salvendy,
2009-07-14 The 13th International Conference on Human–Computer Interaction, HCI Inter- tional
2009, was held in San Diego, California, USA, July 19–24, 2009, jointly with the Symposium on
Human Interface (Japan) 2009, the 8th International Conference on Engineering Psychology and
Cognitive Ergonomics, the 5th International Conference on Universal Access in Human-Computer
Interaction, the Third International Conf- ence on Virtual and Mixed Reality, the Third International
Conference on Internati- alization, Design and Global Development, the Third International
Conference on Online Communities and Social Computing, the 5th International Conference on
Augmented Cognition, the Second International Conference on Digital Human Mod- ing, and the
First International Conference on Human Centered Design. A total of 4,348 individuals from
academia, research institutes, industry and gove- mental agencies from 73 countries submitted
contributions, and 1,425 papers that were judged to be of high scientific quality were included in the
program. These papers - dress the latest research and development efforts and highlight the human
aspects of the design and use of computing systems. The papers accepted for presentation
thoroughly cover the entire field of human–computer interaction, addressing major advances in
knowledge and effective use of computers in a variety of application areas.
  social construction of technology example: Questioning Architectural Judgment Steven A.
Moore, Barbara B. Wilson, 2013-07-24 The book shines light on the problem of judgment,
particularly in the realm of architectural technics and the codes that regulate it. The struggle to
define sustainability, and thus judge architecture through such lenses, is but one dimension of the
contemporary problem of judgment. By providing the reader with an inherently interdisciplinary



study of a particular discipline—architecture, it brings to the topic lenses that challenge the too
frequently unexamined assumptions of the discipline. By situating architecture within a broader
cultural field and using case studies to dissect the issues discussed, the book emphasizes that it is
not simply a matter of designing better, more efficient, or more stringent codes to guide
place-making, but a matter of reconstructing the boundaries of the systems to be coded. The authors
are winners of the EDRA Place-Research Award 2014 for their work on the Green Alley
Demonstration Project used in the book.
  social construction of technology example: Technological Change Robert Fox, 2012-10-12 In
this volume, scholars from these two very different traditions are brought together. Never before
has a single volume contained such a distinguished and diverse group of historians of technology.
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