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Preface to Third Edition 

As we began the work that launched the third edition of Women, Science, and 

Technology, we confronted several challenges to continuing to provide an overview of feminist 

science studies for use inside and outside of the classroom. Selections in earlier editions were 

strategically chosen to make feminist perspectives on the sciences accessible to a general 

audience, to provide a framework that began with familiar themes from liberal feminist 

perspectives (describing unequal outcomes by gender and race/ethnicity, in education, 

employment, and training), then moved through the logic of cultural construction of scientific 

knowledge, ending with articles that pointed toward agency and action in shaping scientific and 

technological research agendas.  It was a framework meant to persuade readers that feminist 

perspectives improved one’s ability to critically examine the changes sweeping through our 

lives. In this new edition we advance from our previous focus to describe a new path forward, as 

it reflects emerging work in feminist science studies that focuses on specific scientific and 

technological research, and it calls attention to debates among feminists about how to envision 

our futures in relation to this research. Women, Science, and Technology, in our selections, 

continues to make the argument that scientific and technological advances are at once deeply 

implicated in the rigidity of the sex/gender classification system and necessarily useful to 

challenging that classification system. In addition, recent trends in theory motivate a rethinking 

of related systems of domination, including race/ethnicity, class, sexualities, and global relations. 

This new edition reflects those important developments as integral to feminist science studies. 



The 2013 edition of Women, Science, and Technology marks the fifteenth year since we 

began teaching our course, titled “Women and Gender in Science and Technology,” at NC State, 

which sparked the development of the book. The first year we offered the course, there were just 

five students enrolled, with all five of us teaching it. The course now routinely attracts over 250 

students a year and satisfies a university general education requirement at our own university, 

and it has been adopted widely in the United States. Our decisions about content for the new 

edition are in part due to the evolving interests and enthusiasms of students, who are more 

inclusive, global thinkers than their predecessors. What has become apparent to us in the last 

fifteen years is that our students are better educated about gender issues than they were when we 

began our work, that the topic of “feminist science studies” is not as scary to them as it once may 

have been, and that the topics that resonate most profoundly for them are related to the body. By 

“the body” we refer to women and men as embodied, laboring, thinking, breathing humans 

whose individual desires, dreams, and choices are contained by barely visible social, 

institutional, and economic boundaries.  Our third edition reflects this emphasis, around which 

there is lively debate within feminist theory, with articles that focus literally on the body as an 

object and subject of scientific and technological innovation as well as articles that engage the 

theoretical debates.  Because of the increasingly specific level of terms and concepts that new 

scholars are bringing to feminist science studies, we trust that the third edition will challenge 

educators and students alike to talk across traditional disciplinary divides to embrace their inner 

feminist scientist. 

 In our hunt for new material and our review of the earlier introductions, we 

discovered several arenas in which significant change has taken place, and we want to mention 

these here – not to lay out a claim of discovering that all is well with the world, but rather to 



mark the moment and honor the change that has taken place. The arenas in which we note 

improvements, to name a few, are: the increasing representation of women as undergraduate and 

graduate degree earners in science, mathematics, and engineering; the increasing visibility of 

women’s health care in public policy discussions; the increasing recognition that women 

scientists and engineers bring useful and (perhaps) distinct experiences to the table in the 

development, implementation, and adaptation of new discoveries; the increasingly 

institutionalized commitments of colleges and universities to denounce gender bias in education, 

employment, and training in science and engineering fields; and the decreasing representation of 

science and scientists as necessarily masculine (never mind engineering or computer science for 

the moment). 

 There is no shortage of heady concerns, however.  Feminist theory is troubled by 

the analytic limitations of the sex/gender paradigm, the implications of recognizing that feminist 

lenses are as partial as those we critique, the increasing disconnect between research on issues 

related to exclusionary practices in STEM fields and feminist science studies, the continuing lack 

of cross-talk between feminist science theorists and feminist scholars in traditional disciplines, 

the need to enhance the level of scientific literacy within the ranks of women’s and gender 

studies faculty.  We leave to you the task of considering the possibilities of this dialog in light of 

your conversations around essays and themes herein. This book represents our effort to make a 

small wave in a sea of change. 

 In terms of professional changes, the five coeditors of this book have very 

different careers than those we held in the first edition, advancing through the academic ranks 

and no longer located at the same institution. We continue to bring divergent and specialized 

perspectives to our work together. Mary Wyer is now Associate Professor of Psychology and 



Women’s and Gender Studies. She teaches theory and research on intersectionality, stereotypes, 

and feminist psychology. Her publications and empirical research program focus on how 

individuals’ self-concept as scientists and attitudes toward equality in science influence career 

commitments and persistence in science, with attention to gender and race/ethnicity. Mary 

Barbercheck is a Professor of Entomology at Penn State University, with research and extension 

in sustainable agriculture.  Her research focus is on soil ecology and the effects of management 

practices on insects and related organisms in organic cropping systems.  Her interests in women 

and gender have expanded from STEM to include women in agriculture. These interests include 

conducting research with the Pennsylvania Women’s Agriculture Network, with a focus on 

focuses on improving agricultural production and marketing by women farmers in Pennsylvania 

and the northeastern U.S. Donna Giesman Cookmeyer is now in research administration and is 

involved both in the oversight of clinical trials and institutional compliance.  In her work she 

continues to rely on qualities central to the feminist scholarship on science, including issues of 

equity, equal participation, and transparency.  Hatice Örün Öztürk divides her teaching time 

between biomedical engineering and electrical and computer engineering departments. She is the 

assessment and accreditation coordinator for the undergraduate programs in both departments. 

For the last four years, she worked with the College of Engineering IT staff to implement a 

software program assessment tool designed under her leadership. She is an active member of the 

WGS executive council and enjoys the increasing number of her engineering students taking the 

women and gender in science and technology course. Her first book of poem is titled Bread and 

Time and was published in Turkish in 2012. Marta Wayne is now Professor of Biology and 

adjunct professor in the Center for Women’s Studies and Gender Research at the University of 

Florida, teaching courses in genetics, genetical ethics, and science studies.  



These differences in our professional pathways, particularly geographical distance, have 

made it logistically difficult to work together, but have also enriched our consideration of the 

field of articles from which we selected the table of contents for the third edition. We all had to 

agree that articles spoke to issues of broad concern but in ways that were methodologically and 

theoretically sound. We decided to feature newer work, agreeing to set aside many articles that 

are old favorites and classics. We found consensus on the new directions of the work and then 

developed a narrative that provided coherence. The diversity of backgrounds and our divergent 

life experiences in the kitchen and at the kitchen table proved to be indispensible in assembling 

the third edition. We hope you enjoy reading it as much as we enjoyed developing it.  

 


