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Pogoji za vkljucitev v delo oz. za opravljanje Studijskih
obveznosti:

Prerequisits:

Za vkljuCitev v delo ni posebnih pogojev.
Priporo¢a se predhodno poznavanje osnov
antropoloskih teorij in metod.

There are no specific prerequisites. However,
prior knowledge of basic anthropological theories
and methods.

Vsebina:

Content (Syllabus outline):

Clovek in tehnologija sta v sodobnem svetu
prepletena na vseh druZbenih podrocjih, od
druZine, Solstva in zdravstva do ekonomije in
politike. Tehnologijo pogosto dojemamo kot
orodje, kiljudem omogoca doseci dolocene cilje,
na primer cilj komunikacije, transporta ali
proizvodnje. Antropologija, zlasti v povezavi s
sorodnim podrocjem druzbenih Studij znanosti
in tehnologije (Science and Technology Studies),
tehnologijo obravnava SirSe, kot del druzbenih
praks in kulturnih vrednot. Razlicne tehnologije
niso samo orodje v rokah ljudi, temvec
postanejo akterji, ki na razlicne nacine vplivajo

Humans and technology are intricately
intertwined in all areas of society today, from
family, education, and healthcare to the
economy and politics. Technology is often
perceived as a tool that enables people to
achieve specific goals—such as communication,
transportation, or production. Anthropology,
particularly in connection with the related field of
Science and Technology Studies (STS),
approaches technology more broadly—as part of
social practices and cultural values. Technologies
are not merely tools in human hands; they
become actors that influence social practices,



https://cris.cobiss.net/ecris/si/sl/researcher/39832

na druzbene prakse in odnose ter celo identiteto
posameznic in posameznikov. Poleg tega
tehnologije niso nevtralne, ampak tako odrazajo
kot oblikujejo druzbene hierarhije, ideologije in
razmerja moci. Sem spadajo tudi nacini, kako se
lahko spolne in rasne pristranskosti vtkejo v
tehnoloske sisteme, na primer v algoritme ali
uporabe umetne inteligence, ki reproducirajo ali
celo okrepijo obstojece druzbene neenakosti.

Studentke in $tudenti obravnavajo primere
etnografskih raziskav iz razlicnih podrocij, od
zdravja do migracij in reorganizacije dela, in se
seznanijo z  metodami  antropoloskega
raziskovanja tehnologije. Cilj predmeta je razviti
kriticno razumevanje tehnologije kot kulturnega
pojava, sposobnost analize tehnoloskih praks v
SirSem kontekstu ter obcutljivost za eti¢ne in
politicne razseznosti tehnoloskega razvoja.
Predmet je primeren za vse, ki jih zanima
presecis¢e med kulturo, druzbo in tehnoloskimi
spremembami, raziskoval pa bo med drugim
naslednje teme, ki vklju¢ujejo razlicne vrste
tehnologij, od vsakdanjih predmetov do
najsodobnejsih digitalnih tehnologij:

e Zgodovina antropologije tehnologije,

e Osnovne teorije STS,

e Tehnoloske in podatkovne infrastrukture,

e Tehnologije skrbstva in zdravja,

e Nosljive tehnologije in nadzor,

e Algoritmi, umetna inteligenca in roboti,

e Spol, rase in razmerja modi,

e Tehnologije in delo.

relationships, and even individual identities in
various ways. Moreover, technologies are not
neutral; they both reflect and shape social
hierarchies, ideologies, and power relations. This
includes how gender and racial biases can
become embedded in technological systems—for
example, in algorithms or Al applications that
replicate or amplify existing social inequalities.

Students examine ethnographic case studies
from different fields, such as health, migration
and reorganization of work, and become familiar
with anthropological methods of studying
technology. The goal of the course is to develop a
critical understanding of technology as a cultural
phenomenon, the ability to analyse technological
practices in a broader context, and sensitivity to
the ethical and political dimensions of
technological development. Suitable for anyone
interested in the intersection between culture,
society and technological change, the course will
explore, among other topics, the following
themes involving different types of technologies,
from everyday objects to cutting-edge digital
technologies:

e History of the anthropology of technology,

e Fundamental STS theoretical frameworks,

e Technological and data infrastructures,

e Technologies of care and health,

e Wearable technologies and surveillance,

e Algorithms, artificial intelligence and robots,

e Gender, race and power relations,

e Technologies and work.
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field: introduction. In The Palgrave handbook of the anthropology of technology (pp. 1-33).
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e Escobar, A. (1995). Anthropology and the future: New technologies and the reinvention of

culture. Futures, 27(4), 409-421.

e Ingold, T. (1997). Eight themes in the anthropology of technology. Social Analysis: The
International Journal of Social and Cultural Practice, 41(1), 106-138.
e Pfaffenberger, B. (1988). Fetishised objects and humanised nature: towards an anthropology

of technology. Man, 236-252.
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intelligence. Stanford University Press.
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University of Chicago Press.
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technology (pp. 145-164). Singapore: Springer Nature Singapore.
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Arora, P. (2024). From pessimism to promise: Lessons from the Global South on designing
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humanitarian response to refugee crises. Social media and society, 5(3), 2056305119863146.

Tehnologije in delo

e Hoeyer, K., & Wadmann, S. (2020). ‘Meaningless work’: How the datafication of health
reconfigures knowledge about work and erodes professional judgement. Economy and
Society, 49(3), 433-454.

e Del Castillo, A. P, Galanos, V., Stewart, J. K., Ekbia, H. R., Nowotny, H., Ulnicane, I., ... &
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e Ritter, C. (2023). Digital ethnography: Understanding platform labour from within.

e Bruun, M. H,, & Krause-Jensen, J. (2022). Inside Technology Organisations: Imaginaries of
Digitalisation at Work: Organisation. In The Palgrave handbook of the anthropology of
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Digitalna ethnografija — metode

e Ahlin, T., & Li, F. (2019). From field sites to field events: Creating the field with information
and communication technologies (ICTs). Medicine Anthropology Theory, 6(2).

e Albris, K., Otto, E. |., Astrupgaard, S. L., Gregersen, E. M., Jgrgensen, L. S., Jgrgensen, O, ... &
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machines?. Big Data & Society, 8(2), 20539517211043655.

e Gray, P. A. (2016). Memory, body, and the online researcher: Following Russian street
demonstrations via social media. American Ethnologist, 43(3), 500-510.

e Hobbis, S. K., & Hobbis, G. (2024). A Sociotechnical Approach to Smartphone Research:
Outline for a Holistic, Qualitative Mobile Method. Media International Australia,
1329878X241253011.

e Palmberger, M. (2025). The Digital Diary: A Mobile, Multimodal, and Participatory Method
and Part of Digital Ethnography. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 24,
16094069251329262.

e Pink, S., Horst, H., Lewis, T., Hjorth, L., & Postill, J. (2015). Digital ethnography: Principles and
practice.

e Pype, K. (2023). Four Ways of Not Saying Something in Digital Kinshasa: Or, On the Substance
of Shadow Conversations. In: Cryptopolitics: Exposure, Concealment and Digital Media. V.
Bernal, K. Pype and D. Rodima-Taylor (Eds.). Berghahn, pp. 24-50.

Cilji in kompetence: Objectives and competences:

Namen predmeta je Studentom in Studentkam| |The main aim of the course is to introduce
predstaviti antropolosko in interdisciplinarno| |students to the  anthropological and
proucevanje tehnologije kot kulturnega,| |interdisciplinary study of technology as a cultural,
druZbenega in politiénega pojava. Osnovni cilj je| |social and political phenomenon. The primary
razviti Siroko razumevanje, kako se tehnologije| |aim is to develop a broad understanding of how
vkljuujejo v druzbene prakse in kako jih| |technologies are embedded in social practices
oblikujejo  vrednote, razmerja moc¢i in| |and how they are shaped by values, power
zgodovinski konteksti ter kako same vplivajo na| |relations and historical contexts, and how they
druzbene odnose, prakse in identiteto| |themselves influence social relations, practices
posameznikov in skupin. and identities of individuals and groups.

Studenti in $tudentke bodo na vigji ravni| |Students will understand:

razumeli: e How anthropology and STS understand

e Kako antropologija in STS razumevata technology not just as a tool, but
tehnologijo ne le kot orodje, temvec kot as something that is actively engaged




nekaj, kar se aktivno vkljuuje v odnose,
prakse in identiteto ljudi.

e Kako tehnologije vplivajo na neenakosti,
vkljuéno na podro¢ju spola, rase
in socialnoekonomskih razredov.

e Pomen etnografskih metod pri analizi
tehnologije v vsakdanjem Zivljenju.

Splosne kompetence:
e Kriticno in interdisciplinarno misljenje
o vlogi tehnologije v druzbi.
e Samostojno  akademsko  raziskovanje
in interpretacija empiricnega gradiva.
e Jasno in koherentno akademsko pisno
in ustno izraZzanje.

Predmetno-specificne kompetence:
e Razumevanje klju¢nih antropoloskih in STS
teorij o tehnologiji.
e Uporaba etnografskin metod pri analizi
tehnoloskih praks.

e Kriticna  presoja  kulturnih,  eti¢nih
in politiénih  razseznosti  tehnoloskega
razvoja.

e Prepoznavanje, kako tehnologije odrazajo
in oblikujejo druzbene kategorije, kot so
spol, rasa in razred.

in people's relationships, practices and
identities.
e How technologies affect inequalities,

including in the areas of gender, race and
socio-economic class.

e The importance of ethnographic methods in
analysing technology in everyday life.

General competences:
e Critical and interdisciplinary thinking about
the role of technology in society.
e Independent academic research
and interpretation of empirical material.
e Clear and coherent academic writing and
discussion.

Subject-specific competences:

e Understanding key anthropological and STS
theories related to technology.

e Applying ethnographic methods to the
analysis of technological practices.

o Critically evaluating the cultural, ethical,
and political implications of technological
development.

e Identifying how technologies reflect and
shape social categories such as gender, race,
and class.

Predvideni Studijski rezultati:

Intended learning outcomes:

Po koncanem predmetu bodo
in Studentke lahko:
e analizirali tehnologije kot del druZbenih
praks in kulturnih vrednot.
e kritiéno primerjali razlicne antropoloske in
STS pristope k proucevanju tehnologije;
e interpretirali etnografske primere
v povezavi s teoretskimi koncepti;
e predstavili eticne in politicne dimenzije
tehnologij razvoja ter njihovo vpetost
v razmerja moci;
e samostojno  pripravili  pisno
izbranega primera tehnoloske
v SirSem druzbenem kontekstu.

Studentje

analizo
prakse

After this course the students will be able to:

e analyse technology as part of social practices
and cultural values.

o critically compare different anthropological
and STS approaches to the study of
technology.

e Interpret ethnographic examples in relation
to theoretical concepts.

e Present the ethical and political dimensions
of technologies of development and their
embeddedness in power relations.

e Independently write an analysis of a selected
case of technological practice in a broader
social context.

Metode poudevanja in ucenja:

Learning and teaching methods:

Oblike dela:

Frontalna oblika poucevanja
Samostojno delo Studentov
e-izobrazevanje

Types of learning/teaching:
Frontal teaching
Independent students work
e-learning




Metode (nacini) dela: Teaching methods:
Razlaga Explanation
Razgovor/ diskusija/debata Conversation/discussion/debate
Delo z besedilom Work with texts

DeleZ (v %)/
Nacini ocenjevanja: Weight (in %) Assessment:
KrajSi pisni izdelki 20 Short written assignments
Daljsi pisni izdelki 60 Long written assignments
Javni nastop ali predstavitev 20 Presentations
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