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to the university system that was weakened

involved in the policy-making process.
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and Andrew Jamison’s (1995) classical

in Argentina with the history of science

contribution to political cultures in science

policy in other countries in Latin America,

and

argues

such as Brazil or Mexico. This is, in my
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economic, bureaucratic and civil culture)

The inclusion of a regional perspective

appear in a more hybridized fashion in the

would have been useful to assess whether
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institutional

framework

for

academic

research. The book provides a rigorous
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idealization or demonization of persons

of the history of Argentinian science

and institutions and aims at understanding

and

them in their own terms.

technology

policy.

Although

its

nuanced

account

that

avoids

focus is almost exclusively on academic
research,

Feld

also

refers

to

the

developments in mission-oriented public
research institutions. One of the main
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