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Abstract:

The New Developments in Ethnomethodology 2026 meeting aims to revisit, discuss, and
advance “hybrid studies” (Garfinkel 2002) that probe the nexus of work, talk, and technology.
More broadly, the meeting may engage with “practical or applied research” that is “done by
outsiders who are also insiders” (Rawls 2002: 40), be it current ethnomethodology and
conversation analysis (EM/CA) or related fields (e.g., media studies, human—computer
interaction, science and technology studies). Keeping hybridity at the centre of discussion, we
encourage and welcome contributions from researchers across EM/CA and related fields who
are interested and involved in studies of practical action and practical reasoning in “naturally
organized ordinary activities,” “studies of work™ and “the workplace,” studies of “talk-in-
interaction,” and their relationships, and/or their contribution(s) to the development, testing,
deployment, or critique of communicative and other technologies.

Although the term “hybrid studies” might be associated with Garfinkel’s later
publications, EM has arguably always been internally related to diverse fields and other
disciplines, drawing on them for its phenomena and descriptive adequacy (see, e.g., Ikeya
2025). As suggested by materials in the Harold Garfinkel Archive (Newburyport, MA, USA),
Garfinkel’s interest in “specifying the disciplines as praxis” was formulated in the early 1970s,
when he got involved in a preliminary inquiry into chemistry lecturing with David Sudnow as
part of a broader project on academic disciplines with Edward Rose (see Mlynar 2023), while
the practice-based approach to the workplace was already in the focus of Garfinkel’s (1942
[2019]) early study of the Aircraft Mechanics School at Gulfport Field. More recently, notions
of hybridity have been discussed in relation to a number of practical fields, spanning
information science (Ikeya & Sharrock 2008), computational technology (Crabtree 2004;
Rooke & Seymour 2005), taiji, ballet, and yoga (Eisenmann & Mitchell 2023, 2024), artificial
intelligence (Ivarsson 2023; Saha et al. 2024), law (Burns 2000); physics (Sormani 2016), and
mathematics (Livingston 1999; Greiffenhagen & Sharrock 2019). Concurrently, and somewhat
independently (but see Maynard & Clayman 2018), there is an orientation in CA toward
practical applications of its findings (Antaki 2011).

By their nature, such endeavours are fundamentally domain-specific and only rarely
brought together to invite reflections on possibly shared topics — such as “collaborating with
practitioners,” “trans-" or “inter-disciplinarity,” “tradition and innovation” in science and
technology, if not beyond. In other words, “hybrid studies,” as they remain to be worked out
each time anew (hence the scare quotes), invite discussions on the status of EM/CA as (a)
discipline(s) (cf. Maynard & Clayman 1991; Sormani 2019; Jenkings 2023), and their relation,
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critique, or indifference to sociology (Button et al. 2022; Carlin 2025), linguistics (Schegloff
1990; Fox et al. 2012), and/or other “home” disciplines (Lynch 2022).

The meeting invites and welcomes contributions that address questions such as (but not limited
to):

- What has happened to the idea of “hybrid studies” and how is it currently being used?

- Should EM be maintained as a distinct domain in hybrid study configurations? What
does it mean?

- How is CA related to hybrid studies?

- How are hybrid studies connected to other central EM themes such as “the unique
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adequacy requirement of methods”, “tutorial problems”, or “respecification?

- Has the relationship between EM and sociology been “hybrid” all along (cf. Pollner
2012)?

- How can the notion of “technomethodology” (Dourish & Button 1998) be further
developed?

- What are some challenges and prospects of “learning from practitioners” already
engaged in ongoing activities? And how does it relate to other methodological
developments, e.g., in ethnography (Eisenmann & Mitchell 2024), participatory design
studies, etc.?

- “Where to start? With what? Taking what as an issue? With whose prior authorship? In
what detail? What’s first? What to do next? What will we find ourselves to have landed
in the midst of? With what actual lived work will we busy ourselves? With just what is
at hand?” (Garfinkel 2007: 53)

We invite researchers interested in presenting their work to submit a title and an abstract of
approximately 300 words (excluding references) by 12 January 2026 to
jakub.mlynar@hevs.ch. Notification regarding the inclusion of your contribution in the
programme will be provided at the beginning of February.

References:

Antaki, C. (2011). Applied Conversation Analysis: Intervention and Change in Institutional
Talk. Palgrave Macmillan.

Burns, S. L. (2000). Making Settlement Work: An Examination of the Work of Judicial
Mediators. Ashgate Dartmouth.

Button, G., Lynch, M., & Sharrock, W. (2022). Ethnomethodology, Conversation Analysis and
Constructive Analysis: On Formal Structures of Practical Action. Routledge.

Carlin, A. P. (2025). “Sacks studies”: Legacies and innovations. Przeglqgd Socjologiczny, 74(3),
9-26.

Crabtree, A. (2004). Taking technomethodology seriously: Hybrid change in the
ethnomethodology-design relationship. European Journal of Information Systems, 13(3), 195—
209.


mailto:jakub.mlynar@hevs.ch

Dourish, P., & Button, G. (1998). On technomethodology: Foundational relationships between
ethnomethodology and system design. Human—Computer Interaction, 13(4), 395-432.

Eisenmann, C., & Mitchell, R. (2023). Spirituality and internal movement as embodied work
in yoga and taiji practice. In M. Lynch & O. Lindwall (Eds.), Instructed and Instructive
Actions: The Situated Production, Reproduction, and Subversion of Social Order (pp. 201—
221). Routledge.

Eisenmann, C., & Mitchell, R. (2024). Doing ethnomethodological ethnography: Moving
between autoethnography and the phenomenon in ‘hybrid studies’ of taiji, ballet, and yoga.
Qualitative Research, 24(1), 32-59.

Fox, B. A., Thompson, S. A., Ford, C. E., & Couper-Kuhlen, E. (2012). Conversation analysis
and linguistics. In J. Sidnell & T. Stivers (Eds.), The Handbook of Conversation Analysis (pp.
726-740). Blackwell.

Garfinkel, H. (1942 [2019]). The History of Gulfport Field 1942, Part II: The Aircraft
Mechanics School (edited with an introduction by A. W. Rawls and M. Lynch). Media of
Cooperation (Siegen).

Garfinkel, H. (2002). Ethnomethodology’s Program: Working Out Durkheim’s Aphorism
(edited by A. W. Rawls). Rowman & Littlefield.

Garfinkel, H. (2007). Lebenswelt origins of the sciences: Working out Durkheim’s aphorism,
Book two: Workplace and documentary diversity of ethnomethodological studies of work and
sciences by ethnomethodology’s authors: What did we do? What did we learn? Human Studies,
30(1), 9-56.

Greiffenhagen, C., & Sharrock, W. (2019). Tensions in Garfinkel’s Ethnomethodological
Studies of Work Programme Discussed Through Livingston’s Studies of Mathematics. Human
Studies, 43,252-279.

Ikeya, N. (2025). Hybrid studies. In A. P. Carlin et al. (Eds.), The Routledge International
Handbook of Ethnomethodology (pp. 313-322). Routledge.

Ikeya, N., & Sharrock, W. (2018). Social distribution of knowledge in action: The practical
management of classification. In J. Strassheim & H. Nasu (Eds.), Relevance and Irrelevance:
Theories, Factors and Challenges (pp. 161-186). De Gruyter.

Ivarsson, J. (2023). Dealing with daemons: Trust in autonomous systems. In P. Sormani & D.
vom Lehn (Eds.), The Anthem Companion to Harold Garfinkel (pp. 163—180). Anthem Press.

Jenkings, K. N. (2023). The neo-ethnomethodological program(s): On alignments with and
departures from Garfinkel. Symbolic Interaction, 47(4), 610—-615.

Livingston, E. (1999). Cultures of proving. Social Studies of Science, 29(6), 867-888.

Lynch, M. (2022). Studies of work. In D. Maynard & J. Heritage (Eds), The Ethnomethodology
Program (pp. 322-347). Oxford University Press. Maynard, D. W., & Clayman, S. E. (1991).
The diversity of ethnomethodology. Annual Review of Sociology, 17, 385-418.

Maynard, D. W., & Clayman, S. E. (2018). Mandarin ethnomethodology or mutual
interchange? Discourse Studies, 20(1), 120—141.

Mlynaf, J. (2023). Harold Garfinkel and Edward Rose in the early years of ethnomethodology.
Journal of the History of the Behavioral Sciences, 59(2), 171-192.

Pollner, M. (2012). The end(s) of ethnomethodology. American Sociologist, 43(1), 7-20.


https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781003279235-14/spirituality-internal-movement-embodied-work-yoga-taiji-practice-clemens-eisenmann-robert-mitchell
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781003279235-14/spirituality-internal-movement-embodied-work-yoga-taiji-practice-clemens-eisenmann-robert-mitchell

Rooke, J., & Seymour, D. (2005). Studies of work: Achieving hybrid disciplines in IT design
and management studies. Human Studies, 28(2), 205-221.

Saha, D., Brooker, P., Mair, M., & Reeves, S. (2024). Thinking like a machine: Alan Turing,
computation and the praxeological foundations of Al. Science & Technology Studies, 37(2),
66-88.

Schegloff, E. A. (1990). What is applied linguistics? Who is an applied linguist? Issues in
Applied Linguistics, 1(2), 161-162.

Sormani, P. (2016 [2014]). Respecifying Lab Ethnography.: An Ethnomethodological Study of
Experimental Physics. Routledge.

Sormani, P. (2019). Ethnomethodological analysis. In P. Atkinson et al. (Eds.), SAGE
Research Methods Foundations. SAGE.
https://methods.sagepub.com/foundations/ethnomethodological-analysis



https://methods.sagepub.com/foundations/ethnomethodological-analysis

