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RESEARCH REPORT
In 2007 the Society for Latin American Studies awarded me a Postgraduate Travel Grant to support travel expenses during my fieldwork in Argentina. Thanks to the grant, I could travel through five Argentine provinces: Entre Rios, Santa Fe, Cordoba, Mendoza and San Juan between February and December 2007 and conduct 26 interviews at 11 public and private institutions: 

Universidad Nacional de Rosario, 

Universidad Nacional del Litoral, 

Universidad Católica de Santa Fe, 

Universidad Nacional de Entre Ríos, 

Universidad Nacional de Córdoba, 

Universidad Católica de Córdoba, 

Universidad Empresarial Siglo XXI, 

Universidad Nacional de Villa María, 

Universidad Nacional de Río Cuarto, 

Universidad Nacional de Cuyo, 

Universidad Nacional de San Juan. 

The following is a short report of my PhD research and the importance of the grant to collect information for it.

My research focuses on the relationships between scientific fields in the social sciences and I have taken as a case study Argentine political science. Instead of using a traditional approach to international academic relationships through co-authorship of academic works or scientific teams, I have rather concentrated on how the international connections of local political scientists help to structure their careers and how the local conditions of knowledge production affect the international circulation of ideas between fields. 

The empirical findings have allowed me to organise my thesis in six chapters. The first one,  has a theoretical orientation and is based on Actor-Network Theory (Latour, Callon, Law), field theory (Bourdieu, Whitley, Lamont), and boundary-object theory (Leigh Star, Greisemer, Clarke). I argue that in order to understand how ideas travel from one field to another when power relations are involved we need the notion of  asymmetrical translation. By it I mean a specific process of appropriation in peripheral scientific fields of ideas coming from the developed world. The second chapter introduces the methodological tools utilised to collect and analyse data. I have used life history as methodology, in-depth interviews as technique of data gathering, and the software Atlas.TI for qualitative analysis. This chapter also presents the epistemological assumptions behind qualitative research, in particular when some structural features are enacted through life histories.

Chapters 3 to 6 are more empirical, since they deal with the academic career of Argentine political scientists. Chapter 3 focuses on the training process and the mechanisms through which, implicitly or explicitly, professors tend to produce and reproduce a distinction between local and foreign ideas. Chapter 4 analyses the commencement of the scholarly career and pays particular attention to the networks by means of which young scholars attempt to remain in the academic domain. The chapter also shows the simultaneous interplay between local and international networks. Chapter 5 studies the consolidation of the academic career, that is, the mechanisms used by scholars to make a living from scholarly life. In a country in which full-time academic positions are rare, professors tend to obtain as many posts as possible in order to devote exclusively to academic activities. I call teaching technology the set of material and non-material elements required to do it. Finally, chapter 6 illustrates the consecration of scholars by focusing on the trajectory of three leading political scientists and how their international connections have been fundamental to articulate their local careers. This chapter concludes that in peripheral scientific fields, consecrated scholars do not necessarily occupy a niche, a post at powerful institutions, but rather they construct, develop, and try to strengthen networks (which, in some cases, can become institutions). 

When sociologists and historians of knowledge have studied Argentine political science they tend to concentrate on Buenos Aires and its surrounding area. The grant generously awarded by SLAS allowed me to transcend this perspective and incorporate not only the careers of scholars in the big cities of Argentine hinterland (i.e. Cordoba and Rosario) but also the ones of academics in smaller cities (i.e. Villa Maria and Parana). Professors from many universities have said to me that my decision to take them into account somehow has broken a tradition of scholars from Buenos Aires, who usually ignore knowledge produced in other parts of the country. Moreover, some scholars were surprised by the fact that their stories would be taken into consideration along with those of the academics from Buenos Aires. In a way, the centre/periphery relationships that structure the international circulation of ideas is reproduced at the local level, with the capital city exerting more influence and power than its smaller counterparts in the hinterland. 

By taking into account the life histories of the scholars in many regions of Argentina, I was able to appreciate similar patterns of the academic life throughout the territory. The distinction between local and foreign authors and works; the difficulties to begin the academic career that usually push young scholars out of the university system; the anarchic structure of the field once scholars reach a stable, consolidated position; and the trajectory towards recognition and consecration were all tested in the metropolitan area of Buenos Aires but also in the hinterland, when political, social, and economic differences were expected and found. Additionally, interviews with academics in the hinterland allowed to me see the existence of an incipient, poorly institutionalised, national field that is affected not only by the disciplinary requirements of political science but also by the material and symbolic constraints of a weak university system.

I want to thank the Society for Latin American Studies for the Postgraduate Travel Grant because it gave me the opportunity to wide the range of the scope of my research. The grant also let me collect more data and consequently develop a tougher test for my own ideas. The best way to highlight the importance of this grant is by stating that it allowed the first national study of the conditions of knowledge production in Argentine political science.  
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