Don’t Panic: Tips of the Trade from Chris Kelty
	The Panic
	Kelty’s Tip: 

	1) If I specify a theory ahead of my research, it looks like I’m just confirming my own biases. If I don’t, my dissertation proposal makes me look like an idiot who doesn’t know any theory
	Pg 38-50 “Recursive Public”

	2) If I contradict my informants, then I’m on a slippery slope where my data no longer matters—I can just make some Freudian assertion (recall Helmreich and Thomas Ray).
	Pg 59 “flippancy”

	3) I have a research question, but there is already a colloquial answer that seems obvious and self-evident
	Pg 61 “colloquial answer”

	4) My informants tell stories, but (a) these are already stories I have heard a million times in the media and (b) they aren’t entirely true—there is a lack of historical accuracy.
	Pg 65 “allegory”

	5) STS literature is constantly criticizing the “techno-fix” – how some technology is supposed to come in and solve problems. The techno-fix is the villain in many STS stories. 
	Pg 84-85 “polymathy”

	6) Just like Chris Kelty, I have cleverly coined new phrases to describe the social phenomena my data reveals. Now what?
	Pg 103 “evil”

	7) My data seems to be reporting things that are ordinary and obvious: Netscape decides to share its source code? Big whoop, everyone knows that.
	Pg 101 “secrecy” 

	8) I thought about taking the phenomenon I am looking at, and breaking it into five practices, just like Chris Kelty does. But how do I know that five is the right number?
	Pg 98 “five practices”

	9) I had a hypothesis about the motivation of my informants (“affective labor” or “gift giving” or whatever). But not all the data fits that description: do I dismiss the “outliers”?
	Pg 112 “stories proliferated”

	10) I am having trouble classifying the social phenomenon I am looking at: it does not seem like a good fit to the categories that are out there.
	Pg 113 “social movement”

	11) I have found a bunch of stuff online, but isn’t that cheating? Doesn’t “real data” mean I did an interview with someone?
	Pg 114 “Methodological aside”

	12) My informants are simply reporting things that are determined by the physical laws of the world or market laws of the economy.
	Pg 118  “Freedom”

	13) I can tell a story about the good guys versus the bad guys, but that isn’t much of a sociological analysis.
	Pg 131 “Stability”

	14) A big important researcher has already written about my topic; what’s left for me to do?
	Pg 181 “hacker ethic”


