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“PSY-ENCES” COLLOQUIUM 

14th June 2018 

Centre interuniversitaire de recherche sur la science et la technologie (CIRST) 

UQAM 
Room W-5215 

 
Keynote Speaker: Marga Vicedo, University of Toronto 
  
Participants: 
  

• Baptiste Godrie, Université de Montréal and CREMIS 

• Beth A. Robertson, Carleton University 

• Serife Tekin, Daemen College 

• Thibaud Trochu, Centre Alexandre-Koyré 
  

Organizers: Sarah Arnaud (UQAM), Alexandra Bacopoulos-Viau (McGill), Vincent Guillin 
(UQAM) 

 
 
2018 THEME: "The (Ab)normal Spectrum"  
 
At the intersection of biology, humanity and technology, the "psy" sciences not only study facts 
to establish scientific laws; they are also confronted with the numerous—and sometimes 
contradictory—norms that govern the life of the mind. This axiological dimension is central in the 
quest for knowledge that characterizes the "psy" sciences (especially in attempts to catalogue 
and classify mental disorders, or to identify the criteria for the normal functioning of intelligence). 
But this axiological dimension is also paramount in the desire to make sense of psychological 
illusions (e.g., by revealing the mechanisms which might explain the belief in "marvellous" psychic 
or paranormal phenomena), or indeed in the Promethean ambition to optimize the powers and 
capacities of thought (as the transhumanist movement and the various projects for improving 
the human species aspire to do). 
 
To grasp the spectrum of the abnormal in its full range as it has been conceptualized and 
operationalized by the "psy" sciences, this 3rd edition of the "Psy-ences" workshop will bring 
together specialists from different backgrounds and various disciplines (anthropologists, 
historians, sociologists, psychologists, philosophers). We hope that these discussions will help us 
better understand the different ways of conceiving the distinction between normal and 
pathological, to give meaning to religious beliefs without resorting to transcendent explanations, 
and to imagine the possible futures of the human psyche. 
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KEYNOTE PRESENTATION: 

Clara Park’s Intelligent Love: How a mother challenged what counted as “normal” for 
mothering, autistic children, and knowledge. 

 
Marga Vicedo, University of Toronto 

 

Abstract 

An educated mother who had raised three children in post-WWII America, Clara Park faced great 
difficulties in finding help for her fourth child, Jessy, who had been diagnosed as autistic in 1961. 
During this period, prominent psychiatrists and psychoanalysts blamed cold, unloving mothers 
for driving their children behind autistic walls. Park wrote about her lonely struggle to develop 
strategies to educate her daughter in her 1967 book The Siege. Park was the first mother to 
challenge in print the view that maternal rejection caused autism. Her book provided much 
needed encouragement for parents with autistic children.  
 
Joining other parents who became activists for their autistic children, Park also helped to develop 
the National Society for Autistic Children in the US. In her second book, You are Not Alone (1976), 
and other publications, Park called for the recognition that parents were experts on autism, and 
their experiences in raising children should be of value to researchers.   
 
But could a mother love her child and reason about her condition at the same time? As many 
researchers saw it, being a mother prevented Clara from “objective” judgment. However, Park 
argued that parents’ experiences could help researchers to “know the child in context.” For her, 
scientific objectivity did not require emotional detachment.  
 
In fighting to have a mother’s voice recognized as a legitimate source of expertise, Clara Park 
challenged a deeply entrenched dichotomy between emotion and cognition that has been 
pervasive in views about mothering, scientific knowledge, and children’s development. In doing 
that, Clara Park and other parents called for society to value different ways of loving, knowing, 
and being. 
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Bio 

Marga Vicedo is a Professor at the Institute of History and Philosophy of Science (University of 
Toronto). She is interested in the history and philosophy of genetics, evolution, and animal 
research in the twentieth century. She is also interested in how ideas from biology are used in 
other fields such as psychology and the social sciences. In the philosophy of science, she has 
worked on scientific realism, the question of whether our best scientific theories offer us a 
reliable account of the world. She is also interested in the social and ethical implications of new 
genetic technologies. In the history of science, she has worked on several areas: the early history 
of genetics in the United States; the history of animal behaviour; and the history of views about 
human instincts, especially the maternal instinct. 

In 2013, she published The Nature and Nurture of Mother Love: From Imprinting to Attachment 
in Cold War America (U. Chicago Press). This book situates scientific views about maternal care 
and love in their historical context and provides a critical analysis of the ethological theory of 
attachment behavior. 

Currently, she is working on two book-length projects. One is tentatively entitled “The Science of 
Maternal Instincts in American Society from Darwin to Evolutionary Psychology.” The other, 
“Historicizing the Science of the Affects: Autism, Emotions, and Gender,” is a historical 
examination of different views about autism in American society from 1943 to the present. 

  

http://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/N/bo15112774.html
http://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/N/bo15112774.html
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Testimonial Justice: What Mutual Help and Peer Support Makes to Self-Narratives 
 

Baptiste Godrie, Université de Montréal and CREMIS 
 

Abstract 

This paper aims to illustrate the transformation of the self-narratives of people who suffered 
from mental health problems and are involved in mutual-help or peer-support environments in 
associations and institutions. These stories are approached through the concepts of testimonial 
justice and testimonial injustice, as well as through the theoretical framework provided by 
feminist and emancipatory epistemologies (Fricker 2007, Dotson 2011, Carel and Kidd 2017, 
Godrie and Dos Santos 2017). 

Testimonial injustices are a form of injustice manifested by the discrediting, the sidelining or the 
imposition of a different meaning on the person’s experience and his-her narrative because of 
his-her belonging to a stigmatized social group. Conversely, testimonial justice would encourage 
the development of an emancipatory self-narrative with regard to stigmatizing and reducing 
labels (patients with a particular diagnosis, people with diseases, people on welfare, etc.), and 
would allow them to take power over their story without making them solely responsible for their 
difficulties (for example, through medical explanations, lack of luck, bad choices, etc.). 

Several research hypotheses initially guided our data collection, including the idea that people 
with similar difficulties (and called "peers") would be best placed to understand, believe, and 
help their peers to put words on the situations they live. To put it another way, the "experiential 
proximity" (Clément, Gélineau and McKay, 2009) existing between peers would guarantee 
testimonial justice. Correspondingly, peers would be more likely to experience violence and 
testimonial injustice in institutional settings and by non-peer professionals (social workers, 
psychologists, psychiatrists). 

To explore these intuitions, we will rely on the results of a qualitative survey conducted in 
Montreal (Quebec) and Grenoble (France) from November 2017 to March 2018, combining some 
40 interviews with peers and observation sequences from peer support situations (mutual-help 
groups in the community such as voice hearers, peers hired as peer counselors in 
multidisciplinary teams in hospitals). We asked these people at what point in their care journey 
and through which actors they felt listened to and taken into account and, conversely, to describe 
the situations in which they felt not taken into account, notably because of the prejudices they 
suffer. During these interviews, we also sought to explain how they explained the mental health 
problems they were experiencing and, if so, how their involvement in mutual-help groups and 
peer support changed these narratives. 
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We will also focus on the relationship to diagnosis, that sometimes appears as a moment of relief 
(as one interviewee put it "from the moment I realized I was sick, I understood that I was not 
crazy ") or, on the contrary, as a stigmatizing label that people seek to undo. 

 

Bio 

Baptiste Godrie works at the Université de Montréal, where he obtained his PhD in sociology. His 
research focuses on unequal social relations and the production of knowledge. They are based 
on the idea that the recognition and production of knowledge is the product of systemic 
inequalities and oppressions that structure social relations. The hierarchy of knowledge would 
then reflect the hierarchy of social positions of members of different social groups.  
 
His research continues the work carried on in his doctoral dissertation, which analyzes the 
specificity of experiential and professional knowledge of mental health problems and their 
contribution to the development of clinical and research practices. In this regard, he has 
developed a special interest in peer intervention practices in Quebec, France and Belgium among 
people who are discriminated, live in poverty and have physical and mental health problems. In 
this context, he is interested in how the crossover of experiential and professional knowledge 
can - in the field of health and social services - contribute to the development of practices that 
better meet the needs of populations living in poverty. 
 
Several of the research projects in which he participated and participates are based on 
participatory methodologies with users-patient-activists, health and social services professionals 
and researchers. 
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Anatomy of Another Plane: Mystifying Sex, Mind and Body in North American Psychical 
Research, 1925 - 1935 

 
Beth A. Robertson, Carleton University 

 
Abstract 
 
Psychical research was a field of study that sought to place the study of spirits, and in turn the 
human mediums who seemed capable of generating such phenomena, on a firm medical and 
scientific foundation. From the 1880s to the 1930s, this field grappled with not only psychological 
phenomena, such as trance states, disassociation and hallucinations, but also the physical 
manifestations of this psychosis – manifestations so material that they challenged not only 
binaries between body and mind, natural and ‘supernatural’, but normal and abnormal, male and 
female, sex and spirit as well. 
 
During investigations of paranormal phenomena, North American psychical researchers 
encountered a substance known as ectoplasm or teleplasm. They studied this allegedly 
otherworldly material as it poured forth from female mediums since the nineteenth century, but 
it gained new meaning in the first half of the twentieth century in light of new conceptions of 
matter and energy. Increasingly explained along the lines of emergent theories of atomic energy 
by the interwar era, it held out the promise of potentially thrusting psychical research into the 
realm of twentieth-century science. Yet teleplasm’s intimate association with the medium’s body 
suggested a sexual transgression that challenged the masculine authority of psychical 
researchers.  
 
Teleplasmic ‘rods’ and ‘hands’ poured forth from various orifices of a medium’s body, including 
her genitals, actively engaging the investigators through lifting objects, performing specific tasks, 
even shaking the hands of those who witnessed it. The substance became vital to psychical 
research, especially by the 1920s and 1930s, but also caused controversy in the very troubling 
ways it acted upon the world. Very literally transforming the medium’s body in ways that drew 
into question strict boundaries between male and female, it assumed a certain authority in the 
psychical laboratory that even scientific investigators could not fully control. This presentation 
will question how this ephemeral substance known as teleplasm exerted an unpredictable “thing 
power” that in a very carnal way reproduced and then subverted the gendered authority within 
the psychical laboratory, while opening up the possibility for primarily women mediums to 
exceed the presumed limits placed upon their bodies.  
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Bio 
 
Beth A. Robertson is a gender and sexuality historian of science, medicine and technologies of 
the marginal or the marginalized. Her teaching and research interests encompass the history of 
the body and the senses, queer theory, visual and material culture, transnationalism and 
disabilities. Her book, Science of the Séance: Transnational Networks and Gendered Bodies in the 
Study of Psychic Phenomena, 1918-1940 was released by UBC Press in the fall of 2016. She is 
book review editor of Scientia Canadensis and winner of the 2017 History Fellowship of the 
Association of Computer Machinery. This fellowship has funded the early research of her new 
project dedicated to the development of assistive and adaptive technologies by and for people 
with disabilities in Cold War Canada. 
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Patients as Experience-Based Experts in Psychiatry 
 

Serife Tekin, Deamon University  
 
Abstract 
 
Psychiatrists are recognizably experts in the scientific investigation of psychopathology. Yet they 
cannot themselves, as psychiatrists, have direct access to the experience of the psychopathology 
they are investigating; only patients have insight into the first-person encounter with mental 
disorders. Interestingly, despite their experience-based expertise, patients have been excluded 
from the community that spearheads scientific research on psychopathology. 
  
The creation process of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM) 
exemplifies this exclusion; the members of the American Psychiatric Association (APA) have been 
the principal community of experts responsible for determining the criteria for the classification 
of mental disorders. Here I argue that patients suffering from mental disorders possess 
complementary expertise relevant to the scientific investigation (and treatment) of 
psychopathology and they must be included in process of creating the DSM. Using the conceptual 
framework provided by the third wave of science studies for defining expertise, I argue against 
the presumption that patients are not competent enough nor possess the technical expertise on 
mental disorders to be involved in scientific psychiatry. 
 
Bio 
 
Şerife Tekin is an assistant professor of philosophy at Daemen College in Buffalo, NY. She is also 
an Associate Fellow of the Center for Philosophy of Science at the University of Pittsburgh. She 
completed her PhD at York University in Canada, and held postdoctoral fellowships at Dalhousie 
University and the University of Pittsburgh. Her work is at the cusp of feminist approaches to 
philosophy of mind, philosophy of science, and medical ethics. Her co-edited book, Extraordinary 
Science and Psychiatry: Responding to the Current Crisis in Mental Health Research, has recently 
been published by MIT University Press. Her work has appeared in journals such 
as Synthese; Philosophy, Psychiatry and Psychology; Public Affairs Quarterly; Journal of Medical 
Ethics; Philosophical Psychology; The American Journal of Bioethics, and in books such 
as Classifying Psychopathology: Mental Kinds and Natural Kinds (MIT Press); The Psychiatric 
Babel: Assessing the DSM-5 (Springer’s Press); Philosophical Issues in Pharmaceutics (Springer’s 
Press). She is the Executive Coordinator of the Association for the Advancement of Philosophy 
and Psychiatry.  
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The "supernormal" psychology of William James 
 

Thibaud Trochu, EHESS 
 

Abstract 
 
Although William James has been part of the philosophical canon for over a century now, we still 
lack a clear historical thread that can help us make sense of one of the most troubling aspects of 
his writings and personality: that is, his unfailing interest in experiences that today would be 
classified as mystical or paranormal. Throughout his intellectual career, this scientist and North 
American philosopher devoted himself to the study of psychological phenomena considered 
"irregular" or "illegitimate" within academia—hypnotic experiments, cases of "mediumistic 
trance", "automatic writing" sessions, “mind healing” tales, the compilation of statistics on 
"truthful hallucinations", and all kinds of stories of religious experiences conceived by him as 
manifestations of "the invisible". 
 
How is one to approach this supernormal psychology? What is the meaning of these 
investigations, which are in fact strictly contemporary with the construction of a "scientific 
psychology" on an international scale, drawing on the standards of the physiological 
experimentation carried out within the laboratory, to which James largely collaborated? Though 
philosophers have tended to consider this facet of James's work as an irrational misadventure 
that it is better to ignore and forget, historians of science can show how the scrutiny of writings, 
James' correspondence and archives testifies to the fact that this interest was in no way a 
personal fad but—on the contrary—a feature both central and typical of his thought. To 
demonstrate this, we will present some unpublished archives of the James archives, held at 
Harvard's Houghton Library, and then outline the necessary historiographical precautions 
required to address this issue. We will discuss why a historical approach that abstains, by method, 
from any epistemological verdict on these accounts of abnormal and / or supernormal 
experiences may, in turn, help us better understand William James and his role in the 
international history of psychology. By using such a neutral historical approach, concerned with 
the discourse of the actors themselves, we will argue for the interest of the possibility of writing 
the history of the sciences without giving way to “winners’ history”. 
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Bio 
 
Thibaud Trochu holds a PhD in philosophy from Paris 1 Université Panthéon-Sorbonne and is 
currently a postdoctoral fellow at the Centre Alexandre-Koyré d’histoire des sciences et des 
techniques (EHESS/CNRS/MNHN), Paris. His research interests focus on the social and cultural 
history of the “psy” sciences (psychology, psychiatry, psychoanalysis) in 19th- and 20th-century 
Europe and the United States, on the history of philosophy education in 19th- and 20th-century 
France, and on American philosophy (especially the transnational circulations of “pragmatism” 
in the 20th century). 
 
Thibaud Trochu’s articles include, most recently, « Un professeur de philosophie débutant sous 
le second Empire » (Revue philosophique, 143/1, p. 69-86) and « Comment un savant devient 
« guérisseur »? D’après une lettre inédite de Joseph Delbœuf à William James », published in the 
Revue d’histoire des sciences humaines in 2016. His first monograph, William James et la 
psychologie des états seconds, will be published in 2018 with CNRS éditions. 
 


