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Minutes: DASTS board meeting 
Tuesday the 11th of March 2026, from 13:00 – 15:00. 

No Agenda Type/outcome* 

Attending board members: Lars Bo Andersen, Tanja Schneider, Frederik Vejlin,  
Simy Kaur Gahoonia, Torben Elgaard Jensen 

Absent board members: Iben Mundbjerg Gjødsbøl, Peter Danholt 

Attending deputies: Asbjørn Malte Pedersen 

Minutes by: Simy 

1 Status on the DASTS 2026 conference Status/discussion 

Planning is, has been, going very well. Many panels submitted. The 120 partici-
pant cap (auditorium capacity) delimits how many could be accepted → con-
tingent accept on many panels. 

Ex: 

Many cases of multiple authors of panels are contributing to a concern about 
whether we can host everyone. Game of seats enough for everybody. Judging by 
the number of proposals, there are more joining than can be hosted actually… 

Lunches and coffee breaks are not super suitable, designed for seating a 100 
ppl. Standing 120. 

The organizers will have to be selective. Selective, but have a process for cutting. 
And people will have to understand. Torben notes that considerations and dis-
cussions are being had with many viewpoints on this issue represented. 

All in all = planning is going well (Dinner planned and keynote is in good or-
der.)! Capacity is a concern, but we await and see. 

The price tag: reduced price (PhD and other such): 800DKK for 2-day full service. 
General admission = 1300DKK. Boat + dinner: 500DKK additional. Keynotes 
have been paid for by research projects. We are saving on overhead/sek.-bet-
jening. 

Torben thanks again for feedback on the conference theme. The PhD thing is on 
track v/ Frederik. 

2 General assembly – planning and preparation Status/discussion 

Opening and annual account: 

• Practical: GA is on day 2 of conference, during lunch time. Lunch is 
11:30-13:00. Time to pick up food and join GA → GA could be fx 11:45. 
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• Someone should be in charge of the whole meeting, and someone 
should be minute-taker. Someone that is not one of us. We decide to 
reach out to Henriette Langstrup 

• Lars says something about stats (members etc.). Lars suggests WGs 
present what they’ve been doing. There should be a written annual ac-
count, which is circulated prior to GA. Points from the annual account 
can still be read out loud on the day of GA, i.e. by Lars in the opening. 
Lars drafts annual account for next meeting (). Some time between 
next meeting and circulating the account, WGs submit paragraphs 
about their work. The written account could even be a .ppt show i.e. in-
cluding visuals, e.g. from events. 

• Note: annual account (beretning) is what we have done. When people 
vote on approving it, they are voting to the factuality of it. 

Election: 

• Conduct: Someone should be in charge of the election, chosen before-
hand. Suggestion: Henriette Langstrup (did it in 2022). Whoever we 
choose for this role, the practicalities of managing the election should 
be discussed with them beforehand, fx paper ballots, how to vote ex-
actly etc. 

• Candidates: All board members are up for (re)election. Everyone 
should consider and indicate as to whether they want to run again, and 
submit our names if so. 

• Framing: We should mention it quite early, explicitly. Transparency 
about possibilities—about the fact that people are running for re-elec-
tion, but that anyone can run etc. We announce in advance, along with 
other information circulated prior to the GA/in connection with confer-
ence information. 

Contingent 

• We propose 0 kr. kontingent. 

Other ways to use the GA time: 

• Time to receive input in what people would like to see DASTS do 

• Source input on newsletter, communications practices (not the strat-
egy per se, just generally). 

3 Nordic STS coordination group Decision/discussion 

Lars has received informal calls to make a coordination group (not a new asso-
ciation!) for Nordic STS by way of the national associations. Why: to make fx 
hosting/planning NordicSTS less ad hoc. Lars presents some arguments dis-
cussed in an initial meeting (a PowerPoint). Note: Sweden does not have an 
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association, but a network. Lars relays that most countries do not want to do 
something super serious—but an appointee from the nationals could be good.  

History: Have there been prior attempts to do something like this? Torben re-
calls: usually chairs/well-known old-timers on a mail thread. Is it necessary? 
It’s a nice proposal. West-to-east has been the order. 

Some persistent questions: what do we do if the order of countries gets chal-
lenged? If Iceland wants to host? The conference is growing, so is capacity a 
deciding factor for who can host? Sweden an outlier because they don’t have 
an association. 

Decision: 

Do we as DASTS support having such a coordination group? We agree to send 
Tanja and Torben to at least discuss this at upcoming EASST, where some 
people from the various associations/networks are linking up. 

Lars will share the slides with Tanja and Torben. 

Lars will also share his overview over the past and upcoming NOSTS hosts. 

4 
Draft communication strategy and first experi-
ment (see below) 

Decision/discussion 

Lars and presents the work Tanja and him have done (see Ad 4), incl. meeting 
with Emil. A brief summary hereof: 

• Tier 1 is what we have today (broad inclusion criteria for posting). How-
ever consider adding a place to host videos of ex keynotes. 

• Tier 2: Emil volunteered to figure out a technical set-up that is not too 
much work. Experimental tier is something we could do for 1, too. 

• Tier 3: Communication outwards to public. Dormant for now. 

Discussion of pros and cons of cross-posting (to LinkedIn at the moment) con-
tinues. 

• Decision-tree for posting? To inform an automated and/or human 
cross-posting/mirroring. 

• We discuss how, on LinkedIn, the algorithm is at working showing to 
some people, and some not. This black-boxed nature could be probed 
by posting EVERYTHING. I.e. the experiment could be to post every-
thing AND to measure maybe how people engage with it to learn about 
that. 

• If everything is posted (in the spirit of ‘if it’s good enough for DASTS it’s 
good enough’ for XYZ). But should we, then, inform people who send 
news items to Emil, that we may post to LinkedIn? 

• We recall concerns about cannibalizing our own newsletter, need for 
membership that then generates. 
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• Input needed, from the association’s members. Perhaps have some 
discussion/brainstorm/solicit input at the GA. E.g. (MentiMeter) ques-
tions also on how many/how you subscribe/use the newsletter. 

Two conclusions/decisions: 

• if we have time we try to float some brainstorming on the above at 
DASTS conference GA. 

• We set up an experiment for posting to LinkedIn. So we move forward 
with that. Could be just for 1 year for now. Emil has volunteered to look 
into possibilities with the website. 

5 Status from STS Encounters Status/discussion 

STS professor issue published! No peer-review, but a little editing on the manu-
scripts. And an introduction. 

Special issue STS by other means, (Hannah Rogers) 14 contributions. Has 
been back and forth with the aim of getting them to follow some editorial 
guidelines in order to be able to send it out to review. The message is getting 
across to issue editors. 

Visibly Open Access journal! Tak Kasper! DOAJ (visibility). On that note, we 
(Ask) have been contacted by some of the other OA journals in the euro space. 
They are having a meetup at EASST. They were keen to have us give input on 
(D)OA(J). 

Ask is in a kind of apprenticeship with many of the tasks Kasper is doing. 

6 Status from Working Groups Status/discussion 

Early career thing at DASTS. 

• Back by popular demand. 

• Frederik wants to continue this (in the event that he is reelected to the 
board). 

• The morning event (at conference) is not a conference presentation, so 
ECRs have to send them an abstract in order to participate in the event. 

Something to consider for coming years: Should we, at  such events, have a 
meeting about the big politics of the day? Reserve a space for discussion 
about these things. Biases, privileges. Geopolitics and environmental crisis. 

Etc.   

Next NOSTS is DK. Peter has been talking about AU putting in an EOI. MESTS 
have also expressed interest. 

For next meeting (24/3) we should have a draft of what we send out. Lars 
makes a draft on the call for participation AND beretning text. So we are 
started on that in time. 
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* Decision, discussion, orientation, status, etc. 


