KNOWLEDGE AT THE INTERSECTIONS, 920: 504

Professors Karen A. Cerulo and Paul Hirschfield
Department of Sociology

Class Time: Wednesday 1:10 to 3:50PM
Location: Davision Hall, Room 128

Cerulo/Office: 101C Davison Hall

Phone: 908-591-4368 (office); 908-317-9727 (home)
Email: cerulo@rci.rutgers.edu

Office Hours: Wednesdays: 4:00 —5:00 PM and by appointment

Hirschfield/Office: 38 Davison Hall

Phone: 732-932-6489 (office; no voice mail)

Email: phirschfield@sociology.rutgers.edu

Office Hours: Mondays: 2:00 — 3:00 PM and by appointment
OBJECTIVES

This course is designed to broaden our intellectual thinking by looking at exciting, emerging
lines of thought that are developing at the intersection of one or more literatures. The areas
we address might be interdisciplinary (e.g. psychology and sociology; sociology and history,
etc.); the ideas might reside at the intersection of subfields within sociology (e.g. networks
and institutions, criminology and stratification, technology and culture, etc.); or the ideas
might be at the intersection of different research methods (e.g. a study that makes use of multi
methods for a novel approach or result).

The course has two audiences. Students who have not yet completed their coursework may
register for the seminar using the course number provided. (For this group, regular
assignments will be required.) Intermediate and advanced students who have completed their
coursework may wish to take the seminar for research credit and use the course as a structured
way to both develop intellectual breadth and keep in touch with the program.

To help ensure the breadth of the literature we review, this workshop will be coordinated with
the department colloquia series. Thus in weeks featuring outside speakers, course participants
will read work by the speaker, attend colloquia and then meet to discuss the presentations.
(Each student will be allowed one “pass” if she/he wishes to attend the scheduled colloquium
lunch in a given week. We may even try to schedule one of the lunches in our class.) In
weeks not tied to an outside speaker, regular class sessions will be held. The course will
conclude with attendance at our department sponsored “Knowledge at the Intersections” mini-
conference, currently scheduled for April 29, 2011. (Michael Burawoy is the featured
speaker.)
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READINGS

Both required and optional course readings, unless otherwise noted, will be available through
the sakai course web-site (http://sakai.rutgers.edu/) under “Resources.” Readings available
through electronic reserve through Rutgers library are denoted below with ,,(Res).*

REQUIREMENTS

This course presents a variety of requirements designed to tap the full array of your academic
strengths and skills:

1) “Weekly Response Notes”: Beginning with week two of the semester and for all weeks
excluding those featuring a Colloquia speaker, we ask all students, (whether taking the course
for research credits, full credits, or auditing), prior to class, to record and submit to Sakai
some brief (between one and two double-spaced pages) reflections on the reading for that
week. You should write these commentaries in the style that is most efficient and comfortable
for you. We are interested in the depth of coherent and rational thought that you are giving to
the readings rather than in your adherence to formal writing conventions. Students should
bring copies of these papers to class so they can reference their ideas during class discussions.

In these papers, please reflect upon the readings, individually and comparatively. Please focus
on core arguments that span multiple readings. We especially encourage you to ask critical
questions of the readings. You may also use these commentaries as a vehicle to test out,
extend, and refine ideas for your final paper. Please also pose two discussion questions
related to the week"s readings. The questions should be original and not the result of a group
effort.

These assignments will be collected and graded on a weekly basis. This work will constitute
25% of your final grade. No late papers will be accepted.

2) Student-led Discussion: Toward the end of the semester (last two class meetings), groups
of students (whether taking the course for research credit, full credit, or auditing) will be
asked to assign a reading or group of readings that are intersectional in nature and lead class
discussion. These sessions will be scheduled during the first week of classes. (The actual
number of presentations will be determined by the size of the class.)

Students will be graded individually. These grades will count for 5% of the final grade.

3) Course Paper: Those students taking the course for full course credit must produce a 12-
15 page seminar paper (typed and double spaced except for references which can be single
spaced). In this paper, we would like you to develop and propose a research project that rests
at the intersection of two or more knowledge bases. Specifically, we would like students to
choose two literatures covered in the course and craft a research question that resides at the


http://sakai.rutgers.edu/

intersection of these two literatures. (If you wish to choose one literature from the course and
bring in a second literature closer to your own interests, we are willing to discuss that option.)

The paper should accomplish several specific tasks:

a) Statement of the Problem: What is the research question or puzzle that you would
like to study? State it as you would for a qualifying paper or publishable article.

b) Identify and summarize two literatures: Using the syllabus, past research, and/or
library resources such as Sociological Abstracts or the Social Science Citation Index,
students should integrate at least 12 sources (six in each literature) in order to derive
and develop their research question(s). Based on these resources, students should
summarize the issues at the center of the discourse in each literature.

c) Discuss the Importance of the Intersection: Your paper should explain how the
literatures you“ve chosen come together. In what ways do the union of these
literatures forward your research agenda?

d) Methodology: If you were to pursue this project, briefly outline the method you
would use.

The paper counts for 50% of your final grade

4) Attendance and Participation: We view student input as vital to this course. Faithful
attendance is a must, and students are expected to come to class prepared and ready to enter
discussion.

Attendance and participation will constitute 20% of your final grade. If you have a strong
aversion to speaking in class, please discuss it with us. We will suggest alternate ways for you
to earn your participation points.

» NOTE: This classroom should be considered a “safe place.” Students are encouraged to
engage in discussion and debate provided that one*s views are not intended to provoke,
insult, or damage another member of the class.



REVISED CLASS SCHEDULE 1/26/11

MTG. 1 (1/19): Introduction to the Class
v Overview of the Course
v' Discussion of Class Requirements
v" Scheduling of Student Presentations
v Doing a Literature Review

MTG. 2 (1/26): Cancelled due to snow

MTG. 3 (2/2): Surveillance and Society

Surveillance is a fundamental and instrumental social process within nearly all social
institutions of modern society. Among other functions, it helps promote order and compliance
at work, school, at home, and in the public sphere. Recent advances in technology (e.g.
CCTV, camera phones, GPS, data mining) have created new, integrated modes and forms of
surveillance. As a result, areas of social life and individual behavior that were once largely
off-limits to surveillance are increasingly and readily accessible by the State, corporations, and
the wider public.

Today, we“ll discuss three chapters from the recent book by leading surveillance scholar
David Lyon. He provides an overview of “surveillance studies,” examines developments in
surveillance across varied contexts, and reviews theories of the causes and consequences of
expanded surveillance. The field of surveillance studies is richly mult-disciplinary, drawing
mostly from the fields of social control, technology and society, and culture.

Readings for Today’s Class
Chapters 1 through 3 in David Lyon“s Surveillance Studies: An Overview (2007).
Further reading for future research

1) Coleman, Roy. 2004. “Watching the degenerate: street camera surveillance and urban
regeneration” 19(3) : 199-211 .

2) Haggerty, Kevin D. and Richard V. Ericson. “The surveillant assemblage” British Journal
of Sociology Vol. No. 51 Issue No. 4 (December 2000) pp. 605-622.

3) Parenti, Christian. 2004. “Surveillance and the Sinews of Commerce” The Soft Cage:
Surveillance in America From Slavery to the War on Terror. (New York: Basic Books).



MTG. 4 (2/9): The Intersection of Mind and Body: What’s New in Sociology s Discourse
with Cognitive Scientists?

One of the most exciting inquiries of the day rests in literatures addressing the interplay
between cultural sociology and cognitive neuroscience — e.g. the influence of cultural
practices or structural patterns on neural operations; the interaction of neural and sociocultural
components in processes such as cultural acquisition, attention, schema formation, memory;,
the intersection of cognition, emotions and action.

Today, we“ll discuss a recent review article that summarizes what*s been done in the field.
We*“1l also discuss some specific studies that execute this agenda. Finally, we“Il work togeher
in class on a famous cognitive psychology experiment — “The Trolley Experiment” and
discuss the things that sociology might offer to the interpretation of these results.

Readings for Today’s Class

1) Cerulo, Karen A. 2010. “Mining the Intersections of Culture and Cognitive Science.”
Poetics 38: 2: 115-132.

2) Lizardo, Omar. 2009. “Is a “Special Psychology”of Practice Possible? From Values and
Attitudes to Embodied Dispositions.” Theory and Psychology 19: 1-15.

3) Auyero, Javier and Debora Swistun. 2009. Flammable: Environmental Suffering in an
Argentine Shantytown. (New York: Oxford University Press). Pp. 1-6; 140-152.

Further reading for future research
The best review articles and collections that will orient you to this field can be found in:

Bergesen, Albert. 2004a. Durkheim*s theory of mental categories: A review of the evidence.
Annual Review of Sociology. 30, 395-408.

. 2004b. Chomsky vs. Mead. Sociological Theory 22, 257-370.

Cerulo, Karen A. 2010. “Mining the Intersections of Culture and Cognitive Science.” Poetics
38:2: 115-132.

. (editor) 2010. Brain, Mind, and Cultural Sociology — Special Issue of Poetics V 38
no. 2.

DiMaggio, Paul. 1997. “Culture and Cognition.” Annual Review of Sociology 23: 263-287.

. 2002. “Why Cognitive (and Cultural) Sociology Needs Cognitive Psychology” Pp.
274-282 in K.A. Cerulo (ed.), Culture in Mind: Toward a Sociology of Culture and
Cognition. New York/London: Routledge.
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MTG. 5 (2/16): Media and Power: Mass Communication in the Post 9/11 World

The mass media is not only an instrument of power and manipulation, but it also provides the
stage on which politics and political events unfold. Sociologists who analyze the role of the
mass media in securing domination, mediating conflict, and mobilizing resistance must
contend with some important historical developments in the post 9/11 world. First, major
media organizations were complicit in the mass deception that helped the Bush
Administration sell the Irag War to the public and legislators. Second, traditional media
organizations (old media) have yielded prominence and power to “mass self-communication”
(new media such as blogs) whereby people and organizations can communicate to and
mobilize masses of people. Today we will read three works that synthesize the literature on
the sociologies of power, State propaganda, and the mass media to analyze these respective
developments.

Readings for Today’s class

1) David L. Altheide. 2009 “War and Mass Mediated Evidence.” Cultural Studies Critical
Methodologies 9: 14-22.

2) Manuel Castells. 2007 “Communication, Power, and Counter-power in the Network
Society.” International Journal of Communication 1: 238-266.

3) Amelia Arsenault and Manuel Castells 2006 “Conquering the Minds, Conguering Iraq: the
Social Production of Misinformation in the United States — a case study.” Information,
Communication & Society. 9: 284-308.

Further reading for future research

DiMaggio, Paul, Eszter Hargittai, W. Russell Neuman and John P. Robinson. 2001 “Social
Implications of the Internet” Annual Review of Sociology 27, (2001), pp. 307-336

Gil de Zuriga, Homero, Aaron Veenstra, Emily Vraga, and Dhavan Shah (2010). Digital
Democracy: Reimagining Pathways to Political Participation Journal of Information
Technology & Politics, 7(1): 36 - 51

MTG. 6 (2/23): Social Class: What Does It Mean (if anything) for Sociologists and for the
General Public?

The concept “social class” has had a ongoing and varied history within both American and
European sociology. The term has always seemed relevant to the Europeans, but in past
decades, social class has fallen out of favor with Amerian sociologists ... or has it? In the past
few years, various scholars and thinkers are trying to resurrect social class and re-examine its
meanings and utility. In today*s class, we will engage that debate. We will also take a look at
a site that helps us understand the ways in which sectors of the general public view social
class. (Readings on next page)


http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/title~db%3Dall~content%3Dg919064411

Readings for Today’s Class

1) Wright, Erik Olin. 2005. “Social Class.” Encyclopedia of Social Theory. Volume I, pp.
717-724. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

2) Scott, Janney and Leonhardt, David. 2005. “Shadowey Lines that Still Divide.” Pp. 1-27
in Class Matters. New York: Henry Holt.

3) Hout, Michael. 2008. “How Class Works: Objectove and Subjective Aspects of Class
since 1970.” Pp. 25-64 in A. Lareau and D. Conley, (eds.), Social Class: How Does It
Work? New York: Russell Sage.

4) Conley, Dalton. 2008. “Reading Class between the Lines (of This Volume): A Reflection
of Why we Should Stick to Folk Concepts of Social Class.” Pp. 366-374 in Annette
Lareau and Dalton Conley (eds.) Social Class: How Does It Work? New York: Russell
Sage.

Further reading for future research

Gilbert, Dennis L. 2010. The American Class Structure in an Age of Growing Inequality.
Thousand Oakes, CA: Pine Forge Press.

Lareau, Annette and Conley, Dalton. 2008. Social Class: How Does It Work? New York:
Russell Sage.

Middleton, Simon and Smith Billy G. (eds.) 2008. Class Matters: Early North America and
the Atlantic World. Philadelphia: Univesity of Pennsylvania Press.

New York Times. 2005. Class Matters. New York: henry Holt and Company.

Zweig, Michael. 2004. What’s Clas Got To Do with It? American Society in the Twenty-first
Century. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

MTG. 7 (3/2): Colloquium Day: Colin Jerolmack, NYU Sociology

Colin Jerolmack is an assistant professor of sociology and environmental studies at NYU. His
is currently completing a book, to be published by the University of Chicago Press, that
examines how relations with animals structure urban life. In today*s talk, he takes us to the
intersection of micro-interactional and structural explanations ... to the intersection of humans
and animals in ...

Peer Group Societies and Cultural Transmission: New York's Rooftop Pigeon Flyers

This talk, based on four years of ethnographic fieldwork, examines a group of working-class
men who breed and fly pigeons from their rooftops in New York City. | aim to provide a
micro-level understanding of the social world of this racially heterogeneous group as well as a
structural explanation for why interactions among these men have resulted in (con 't. next pg.)



cooperation rather than the ethnic conflict so typical of inter-racial contact in changing
communities. Specifically, | examine how the flyers' lived experience of their neighborhoods
is structured through their animal practices, and | highlight the unique historical circumstances
that led to the cultural transmission of pigeon flying from ethnic whites to Puerto Ricans and
blacks. I also touch on the men's gatherings at a pet shop, where they come to socialize with
other flyers and to negotiate their social status in the group. I close by highlighting the social
forces, such as gentrification, that are undermining the men's abilities to continue their hobby.

Readings for Today’s Class

Jerolmack, Colin. 2009. “Primary Groups and Cosmopolitan Ties: The Rooftop Pigeon
Flyers of New York.” Ethnography 10(2/3): 211-233.

Other works by Colin Jerolmack

Jerolmack, Colin. 2010. “Humans, Animals, and Play: Theorizing Interaction When
Intersubjectivity is Problematic.” Sociological Theory, Forthcoming.

Jerolmack, Colin. 2008. “How Pigeons Became Rats: The Cultural-Spatial Logic of
Problem Animals.” Social Problems, 55(2): 72-94.

Jerolmack, Colin. 2007. “Animal Practices, Ethnicity and Community: The Turkish Pigeon
Handlers of Berlin.” American Sociological Review, 72(6): 874-894.

MTG. 8 (3/9): Colloguium Day: Alondra Nelson, Columbia University:

Alondra Nelson is Associate Professor of Sociology and holds an appointment in the Institute
for Research on Women and Gender (IRWaG). Her areas of specialization include race and
ethnicity in the U.S., gender and kinship, socio-historical studies of medicine, science and
technology; and social and cultural theory. In todays talk, she takes us to the intersection of
Genetics and the Social Sceinces in ...

The Social Life of DNA:

The recent 10th anniversary of the completion of the Human Genome Project was marked
with cautious optimism because the medical applications promised by this accomplishment
remain mostly unfulfilled. If the therapeutic potential of the genomic era is at present
somewhat intangible, the social life of DNA is unmistakable. In this talk, I will argue that the
import of genetic analysis reaches far beyond the medical arena. Genetic science*s techniques
and logics are present in predictable and unforeseen sites, mediating identification,
community formation, and citizenship. This circulation suggests the need for both domain
specific and more general theories of genetics and society.

Readings for Today’s Class
No assigned readings

(Continued on next page.)
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Other works by Alondra Nelson

Nelson, Alondra. (forthcoming). Body and Soul: The Black Panther Party and the Politics of
Health and Race. Berkeley: University of California Press.

. 2009. The Inclusion-and-Difference Paradox: A Review of Inclusion: The Politics of
Difference in Medical Research by Steven Epstein,* Social Identities 15: 741-43.

. 2008 _.Bio S cience: Geneti c Ancestry Testi ng and the Pursuit of African

Ancestry,”
Social Studies of Science 38: 759-783.

. 2008 ,,The Factness of Diaspora“, in Barbara Koenig, Sandra Soo-Jin Lee, and Sarah
Richardson (eds.) Revisiting Race in a Genomic Age. New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers
University Press.

Cut Loose — Spring Break!

MTG. 9 (3/23) Criminal Justice, Poverty, and Social Stratification

Poverty and social inequality have long been theorized as important to the explanation of
crime and criminal justice. The monumental growth in incarceration and correctional
supervision in recent decades has led to increased recognition among sociologists that the
reverse is also true. A complete understanding of demographic patterns and trends in income,
poverty, unemployment, requires consideration of the role of criminal justice. In this class we
will explore this topic from two perspectives. The first two pieces examine the empirical
links between incarceration and socio-economic outcomes and trends in social inequality.
The third article approaches the topic through the lens of critical theory. Wacquant theorizes
that the criminal justice system along with workfare serve to discipline and repress the “post-
industrial working class” in service of a Darwinistic, neo-liberal vision of “free market”
hegemony.

Readings for Today’s class

1) Sara Wakefield and Christopher Uggen. 2010. “Incarceration and Stratification.” Annual
Review of Sociology. 36: 387-406.

2) Bruce Western. 2006. Chapter 4 in Punishment and Inequality in America. New York:
Russell Sage Foundation.

3) Loic Wacquant. 2010 “Crafting the Neoliberal State: Workfare, Prisonfare, and Social
Insecurity” Sociological Forum 25: 197-220.

(continued on next page)
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Further reading for future research

Pager, Devah, Bruce Western, and Bart Bonikowski. 2009. "Discrimination in a Low Wage
Labor Market: A Field Experiment." American Sociological Review 74: 777-799.

Pager, Devah, Bruce Western and Naomi Suge. 2009. ““ Sequencing Disadvantage: Barriers to
Employment Facing Young, Black and White Men with Criminal Records.” Annals of the
American Academy of Political and Social Science, 623:195-213.

MTG. 10 (3/30) Colloquium Day, Judith Stacey, New York University

Judith Stacey is Professor of Sociology and Professor of Social and Cultural Analysis at New
York University. Her research examines changes in family, sexuality and society. Her
publications include Unhitched: Love, Sex and Family Values from West Hollywood to
Western China (New York University Press, 2011); In the Name of The Family: Rethinking
Family Values in the Postmodern Age (Beacon Press, 1996); Brave New Families: Stories of
Domestic Upheaval in Late Twentieth Century America (Basic Books 1990, University of
California Press 1998) and, “(How) Does the Sexual Orientation of Parents Matter?” co-
authored with Timothy Biblarz, ASR (2001) and “How Does the Gender of Parents Matter?”
(co-authored with Tim Biblarz, Journal of Marriage and Family 2010). One of the founding
board members of Council on Contemporary Families, she has served as an expert witness in
the Canadian same-sex marriage case and in lesbian adoption and gay family rights cases in
the U.S. In today*s talk, professor Stacey takes us to the intersection of East and West to
explore issues of marruage and family in ... (See next page)

Unhitched: Love, Marriage and Family Values from West Hollywood to Western China

Professor Stacey will present an overview of her new book by this title. Drawing from research on
gay men®s intimacies and parenting in this country, on polygamy in South Africa, and non-marital
maternal kinship among the Mosuo people of southwestern China, the book seeks to unhitch our
culture*s taken for granted relationships between the indivisibility of love, marriage, and parenthood.
It challenges calcified positions in the “family wars” over same-sex marriage, divorce, fatherlessness,
marital fidelity, and the like with stories of real families and societies navigating inescapable personal
and political trade-offs between desire and domesticity.

Readings for Today’s class

No assigned readings

Other Works by Judith Stacey

Stacey, Judith. 1997. In the Name of the Family: Rethinking Family Values in the
Postmodern Age. Boston: Beacon Press.

. 1998. Brave New Families: Stories of Domestic Upheaval in Late-Twentieth-Century
America. Berkeley: Univ. of California Press. (continued on next page.)
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. 2004. “Marital Suitors Court Social Science Spin-sters: The Unwittingly
Conservative Effects of Public Sociology.” Social Problems ol. 51: 1: 131-145.

Stacey, Judith and Biblarz, Timothy J. 2001. “(How) Does the Sexual orientation of Parents
Matter?” American Sociolgocal Review 66: 2: 159-183

MTG. 11 (4/6): Who is a Social Actor?

This question has become relevant for Institutional Theorists, Network Theorists, and Science
and Technology Scholars. Today, we“ll look at the relevant points of discussion. As a treat,
we“1l also view a quick clip of a new “social robot” called Leonardo and discuss the idea of
nonhumans as social actors.

Readings for Today’s class

1) Meyer, John W. “World Society, Institutional Theories and the Actor.” Annual Review of
Sociology 36: 1-20

2) Cerulo, Karen A. 2009. “Non-humans in Social Interaction.” Annual Review of Sociology
35: 531-551.

3) Law, John. 2003. “Notes on the Theory of the Actor Network: Ordering, Strategy and
Heterogeneity.” http://www.lancs.ac.uk/fass/sociology/papers/law-notes-on-ant.pdf

4) Owens, E. 2007. Nonbiological objects as actors. Symbolic Interaction 30:4:567-584.

Further Reading for Future Research

Cerulo 2009 offers a good review of this literature and an updates is coming up in Sociology
Compass sometime next year. Below, I“ve listed some especially useful works on this subject.

Barrett, JL. 2004. Why Would Anyone Believe in God? Walnut Creek, CA: AltaMira Press.

Boellstorff, T. 2008. Coming of Age in Second Life: An Anthropologist Explores the Virtually Human.
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Bonanno, G, Wortman, C, Lehman, D, Tweed, R, Haring, M, Sonnega, J, Carr, D, Nesse, R. 2002. Resilience to
loss and grief: A prospective study from preloss to 18-months postloss. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology 83:5:1150-1164.

Boyd, JN, Zimbardo, PG. 1997. Constructing time after death: The transcendental-future time perspective.”
Time and Society 6:1:35-54.

Boyer, P. 1996. What makes anthropomorphism unnatural: Intuitive ontology and cultural representations.
Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 2:1:83-97.

Breazeal, C. 2002. Designing Sociable Robots. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Carr, D, Nesse, R, Wortman, CB. (eds.). 2006. Spousal Bereavement in Late Life. New York: Springer
Publishing.


http://www.lancs.ac.uk/fass/sociology/papers/law-notes-on-ant.pdf
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Cassell, J, Tartaro A. 2007. Intersubjectivity in human-agent interaction. Interaction Studies 8:3:391-410.

Cerulo, KA, Ruane, JM. 1997. Death comes alive: Technology and the re-conception of death. Science As
Culture 6:444-466.

Dant, T. 2004. The driver-car. Theory, Culture and Society 21:4-5:61-79.

Fell-Seifer, D, Skinner, K, Mataric, MJ. 2007. Benchmarks for evaluating socially assistive robotics.
Interaction Studies 8:3:423-239.

Guest, T. 2007. Second Lives: A Journey through Virtual Worlds. New York: Random House.

Haraway, D. 1991. A cyborg manifesto: Science, technology, and socialist-feminism in the late twentieth
century. In Simians, Cyborgs and Women: The Reinvention of Nature, pp.149-181. New York:
Routledge.

Irvine, L. 2004. If You Tame Me: Understanding Our Connection With Animals. Philadelphia: Temple
University Press.

Jones, MP. 1996. Posthuman agency: Between theoretical traditions. Sociological Theory 14:3:290-309.

Keough, KA, Zimbardo, PG, Boyd, JN. 1999. Who"s smoking, drinking, and using drugs?: Time perspective as
a predictor of substance abuse. Basic and Applied Social Psychology 21:2:149-164.

Latour, B. 1987. Science in Action: How to Follow Scientists and Engineers through Society. Cambridge:
Harvard University Press.

. 1999. Pandora’s Hope: Essays on the Reality of Science Studies. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

2005. Reassembling the Social: An Introduction to Actor-Network-Theory. New York: Oxford
University Press

Law, J. 1987. 1992. Notes on the theory of actor-network: Ordering, strategy, and heterogeneity. Systems
Practice 5:379-393.

Lee. B. 2006. Empathy, androids, and ,authentic experience”. Connection Science 18:4:419-428.

Libby, LK, Eibach, RP. 2002. Looking back in time: Self-concept change affects visual perspective in
autobiographical memory. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 82:2:167-179.

Lizardo. O. 2007. Mirror neurons, collective objects and the problem of transmission: Reconsidering Stephen
Turner's critique of practice theory. Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour 37:319-350.

McDonald, DG, Kim, H. 2001. When I die, | feel small: Electronic game characteristics and the social self.
Journal of Broadcasting and Electronic Media 45:2:241-258.

MacDonald, WL. 1995. The effects of religiosity and structural strain on reported paranormal experiences.
Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion. 34:3:366-376.

Moon, Y. 2000. Intimate exchanges: Using computers to elicit self-disclosure from consumers. Journal of
Consumer Research 26:4:323-339.

Nass, C, Brave, S. 2005. Wired for Speech: How Voice Activates and Advances the Human-Computer
Relationship. Cambridge: MIT Press.

Nass, C, Moon, Y. 2000. Machines and mindlessness: Social responses to computers. Journal of Social Issues
56:1:81-103.

Nass, C, Moon, Y, Carney, P. 1999. Are respondents polite to computers? Social desirability and direct
responses to computers. Journal of Applied Social Psychology 29:5:1093-1110.

Nigro, G. and Neisser, U. 1983. Point of view in personal memories. Cognitive Psychology 15: 467-482.
Owens, E. 2007. Nonbiological objects as actors. Symbolic Interaction 30:4:567-584.

Pollner,M, McDonald-Wikler, L. 1985. The social construction of unreality: A case study of family“s attribution
of competence to a severely retarded child. Family Process 24:2:241-154.


http://www.blackwellpublishing.com/journal.asp?ref=0021-8308
http://www.stanford.edu/~nass/abstracts/Moon_Nass_Mindless.htm
http://www.stanford.edu/~nass/abstracts/Nass_Moon_Carney.htm
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Pronin, E, Ross, L. 2006. Temporal differences in trait self-ascription: When the self is seen as an other.
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