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18 Norwood Russell Hanson, Patterns of Discovery, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1958; G. Nigel Gilbert and Michael Mulkay, 'Contexts of scientific discourse: social
accounting in experimental papers', pp 269-94 in The Social Process of Scientific
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Oxford University Press, 1959.
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4  Accounting for error
1 David Silverman, 'Interview talk: bringing off a research instrument', Sociology, vol.7, 1973,

pp 31-48
2 Crosskey, in passing, seems to be constructing here an incipient account of his own earlier

errors in the light of his current view of chemiosmosis. His

<<196>>
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Methodology: Toward an Integration of Micro and Macrosociologies, edited by K. Knorr-
Cetina and A. Cicourel, London: Routledge, 1982.

2 In order to safeguard participants' anonymity as far as possible, we will not provide
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5 Ibid., p 242.
6 For a detailed study of how scientists reach agreement informally, see Michael Lynch, Art and

Artifact in Laboratory Science: A Study of shop Work and Shop Talk in a Research
Laboratory, London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1984.
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