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Fractured Epistemic Orders: Politics of Knowledge and Expertise in Global Governance

Convenors:  Elifnaz Yalcindag Geneva Graduate Institute  elifnaz.yalcindag@graduateinstitute.ch
Rasmus Salén Geneva Graduate Institute  rasmus.salen@graduateinstitute.ch

In a world marked by deep geopolitical fractures, competing authorities, and escalating global crises, the politics of
expertise has become central to struggles for both survival and solidarity. This workshop examines how scientific,
technical, and professional knowledge is produced, mobilised, and contested within global governance. Bringing
International Social Sciences into conversation with Science and Technology Studies (STS) (e.g. Knorr-Cetina 1983;
Callon 1986; Shapin and Schaffer 1985; Gieryn 1999; Eyal 2019; Latour 1987; Jasanoff 2004; Latour and Woolgar 2013;
Bueger, 2018; Leander, 2024; Littoz-Monnet, 2024), it explores how actors construct and negotiate epistemic authority
in spaces such as global health (@demark & Engebretsen 2022;), climate politics (Beck & Mahoney 2018; Howarth et
al. 2022), food governance (Uribe 2024), humanitarian governance (Piquard 2022), trade (Bonneuil and Lebidow 2012),
and emerging technologies (Selin 2008).

Rather than treating the ‘expert’ character of knowledge as an attribute of specific forms of knowledge, we focus on the
political work involved in defining what counts as valid and useful expertise and whose knowledge is recognised.
Fractured global landscapes reveal profound inequalities in epistemic representation — between North and South
(Chakrabarty, 2007), state and non-state actors, public institutions and private philanthropies, and across disciplines
(Gieryn 1983; Fox and Sneddon 2019; Lépez-Rivera 2022). At the same time, new solidarities emerge as actors
collaborate across borders, institutions, and epistemic communities (Haas 1992; Cross 2013) to address shared
challenges.

We welcome submissions addressing, though not limited to, the following questions:

= How do fractured global political and institutional landscapes reshape who counts as an expert, and whose
knowledge is marginalised?

= In moments of crisis, how do actors mobilise scientific or technical expertise to build political authority, foster
solidarities, or legitimise exclusion?

= What new epistemic inequalities, hybrid forums, and cross-border alliances emerge as diverse actors struggle over
what counts as valid and useful knowledge?

=  How do global governance institutions navigate tensions between expert consensus and political contestation in an
increasingly polarised world?

* How do non-state, private, or philanthropic actors reshape epistemic authority and create new forms of governance
influence?

*  How do fractured geopolitical and institutional landscapes reshape the production, circulation, and contestation of
expert knowledge in global governance?

* How do political, economic, and scientific actors co-produce governing realities under conditions of deep
fragmentation?

= How do private foundations and corporate actors shape epistemic boundaries, and what solidarities or fractures
result from their involvement?

*  How can international social sciences scholarship better study expertise and knowledge production across fractured
global settings — what methods, concepts, or collaborations do we need?

We invite junior and senior scholars across the social sciences and humanities to submit papers that investigate how
knowledge and expertise is mobilised in times perceived as crisis; how actors contest and reconfigure epistemic
boundaries; how hybrid forums, alliances, and infrastructures shape governance outcomes; and how knowledge
practices reinforce or challenge global inequalities. Abstracts can be submitted via the EISA website until 11 February
2026.
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