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we call a subsistence perspective. ... This was already clear to Mahatma Gandhi 60 years ago,
who, when asked by a British journalist whether he would like India to have the same standard
“of living as Britain, replied: “To have its standard of living 2 tiny country like Britain had o
exploit half the globe. How many globes will India need to exploit to have the same standard
of living?”™¥ From an ecological and feminist perspective, moreover, even if there were more
globes to be exploited, it is not even desirable that this devclopmem paradigm and standard of
living was generalized, because it has failed to fulfill its promises of happiness, freedom, dignity
and peace, even for those who have profited from it. :
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The new kinds of science and rechnology studies that emerged after Wozld War Il were created
out of the systematic gaps in modern science’s seif-understanding.’ ... Of course no humans
are ever able to understand fully “what we are doing,” since we lack the historical long view, the
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awareness of larger cconomic, potitical, and social parterns, and an understanding of the cayses
of our collective fears, interests, preferences, and desires that subsequent histories, sociologies,
political economies, and psychologies reveal.

.. [I]n the carly 1960s historian Thomas Kuhn had called for more of the kind of social
history of modern science that could “display the historical integriry of ... science in its owp
time.” These histories were to explain scientific and technological change in ways thar the
prevailing intellecrual histories could not. ... Of course these social histories would not turn
out to be merely an addicive project that left untouched conventional understandiags of how
the sciences have worked, for Kuhn’s account revealed a different pattern to the growth of
knowledge than the intellecrual histories had derected. . .. ,

The older, “internalist” histories and philosophies of science that many of us learned
were not just accidentally silent abour such matters. Rather, they had denied the relevance and
legitimacy of such accounts to understanding how science “really works.” Such social accoun ts
might explain how societies provided many of the resources scienrtific research requires, how
they sometimes influenced the selection of which scientific projects were to be pursued, and how
they applied the information science produced. And they could explain how politics sometimes
managed to lead science down wrong paths, as with Lysenkoism and Nazi so-called science. Bur
they could not explain science’s successes, the internalist histories and epistemaologies claimed,
since these were the product not of such social factors, but of narure’s order and the powerfu!
features of scientific inquiry that lay entirely inside scientific processes. A distinctive scientific
method of research, high standards of objectivity and of what can count as good reasoning, a
critical attitude toward traditional belief, the distinctive metaphysics of nature that distinguished
primary and secondary qualities, the use of mathematics to express nature’s order, the particular
way modern scientific communities have been organized—these and other features internal to
science were especially suited to discovering nature’s order. . .. The post-World War II science
and technology studies pointed out, howevet, that this internalist dogma, as some referred to
it, left mysterious the answers to kinds of historical questions that are considered necessary to
understand each and every other product of human activity.® _

The internalist epistemology obscured why modern science emerged when and where it
did, how it changed over time, and how its culrure and practices coevolved with those of other
social institutions, such as the economy and state. Of course it was this epistemnojogy of modern
science—its method, standards of objectivity and rationality, the necessity of such features for
social progress—that had long been used to justify the unique authority of the modern West in
global political reflations. Consequently, the discovery of these systematic and suspicious gaps
were one source of rising global skepticism about the desirability and legitimacy of the authot-
ity of the West more generally. Widespread recognition of such filures has produced wha is
referred to as the epistemological crisis of the modern West.

Two strategies for resolving the “crisis” that have been favored in post-Kuhnian science
studies appear problematic from the perspective of postcolonial and feminist science and tech-
nology studies.* One project has been to try to patch up this conventional epistemology by
tesponding to some criticisms of it and dismissing others without abandoning its fundamental
internalist principle. ... These revisionists think that the prevailing epistemology of modern
science should be retained in 2 modified form. ...

Another project, characteristic of many norihern soctologisis and ethnographers of sci-
ences, is to agree with much more of the criticism of internalist epistemology—indeed, these
theorists have themselves produced a great deal of it But they presume. that-the only reason-
able solution is to abandon epistemological projects completely and forswear the arrogance of
presuming the political and intellectual appropriateness of the “policing of thought” that they
think this requires.” They conceptualize alf epistemological projects as necessarily internalist.®
‘The only alternatives to such epistemologies are to be descriptive histories, sociologies, and
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e.&mogmphies of science thart disavow the normative stance taken by epistemologies. They try
1o substitute “sciences” of natural sciences, namely social sciences and more accurate historical
;lemts of narural sciences, for epistemologies of science. .. .

While revised internalist epistemologies or the “abandonment” of epistemology have sorne-
rimes been the favored strategies in postcolonial and feminist science studies, a third approach

“has clearly emerged in both, which makes use of the resources of “borderlands” loéations and
 states of mind. This is the approach of standpoint epistemologies. . ..

WHAT IS A STANDPOINT: CULTURAL AND POLITICAL
EPISTEMOLOGICAL RESOURCES

- ... The concept of a standpoint arose from women’s political struggles to see their concerns
 represented in public policy and in the natural and social science disciplines thar have shaped

such policy. These epistemologies propose that there are important resources for the production
of knowledge to be found in starting off rescarch projects from issues arising in wormen’s lives
rather than only from the dominant androcentric conceptual frameworks of the disciplines and
the larger social order. Two kinds of “difference” provide independent arguments for abandoning
the internalist epistemology of the modern West. One appeals to politically assigned locations
in social hierarchies, such as those created by class, racism, imperialism, or sexism. The other
appeals to culturally created locations, such as Chinese versus Puerto Rican, or Confucian versus
Catholic. Though analytically distinguishable, in daily life the pervasiveness of political rela-
tions within and between cultures insures thar different cultural resousces almost never have
equal political status.?

Intelectual and Social Histories of Standpoint Epistemologies

The intellectual history of feminist standpoint:theory conventionally is traced to Hegel’s reflec-
tions on what can be known about the master/slave relationship from the standpoint of the slave’s
life in contrast to the far more distorted understanding of it available from the perspective of the
master’s life. From the perspective of the master’s activities, everything the slave does appears
to be the consequende cither of the master’s will or of the slave’s lazy and brurtish nature. The

- slave does not appear fully human. However, from the standpoint of the slave’s activities, one

can see her smiling at the master when she in fact wishes to kill, playing lazy as the only form
of resistance she can get away with, and scheming with the slave community escape. The
slave can be seen as fully human. Marx, Engels, and Lukacs subsequently developed this insight
into the “standpoint of the proletariat,” from which were produced theories of how class soclety
operates.'® In the 1970s, several feminist thinkers independently began reflecting on how the
Marxian analysis could be transformed to explain how structural and symbolic gender relations
had consequences for the production of knowledge. ...

A social history of standpoint theory would focus on the kinds of criticisms of prevailing
instdtutions, their cultures, and practices that appear when formerly silenced peoples begin
to gain public voice. On the one hand, these voices argue for applying the existing methods,
rules, and procedures more fairly in order to eliminate whart they think of as the biases in the
prevailing views. However, they also frequently argue that the existing conceptual frameworks, =
methods, rules, and procedures for inquiry ar¢ themselves constiruted only from the perspec-
tive of ruling-group interests. The standpoint of some particalar ruarginalized group can point
the way to less partial and distorted conceptual frameworks, methods, rules, and procedures
of inquiry. What the standpoint of any particular group consists in must be determined by
empirical observation and theoretical reflection. A standpoint is an objective position in social

relations as articulated through one or another theory or discourse. ...
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Thﬂ Conceptual Practices of Power'*
Sta:ndpomt theory is not much concerned with the biases of 1nd1v1duals or of subgroups wit}
thedeminant culture (one laboratory or research group vetsus another), which are the conve;
ttonal focus of internalist epistemological thinking. Rather, its concern is with the assumptions -
generated by “ways of life” and apparent in discursive frameworks, conceptual schemes, and
epistemes, within which entire dominant groups tend to think about nature and social relations,
and to use such framewosks to structure social relations for the rest of us, wo. . ., A standpi
is not the same as a viewpoint or perspective, for it requires both science and policical sty
as Nancy Hartsock puts the point, to sec beneath the surfaces of social life to the “realit
that structure it."”?

We can pick out several major themes in standpoint approaches. First, the stasting paise

race, ethnicity, class, gender, sexuality, or some other such politics shaping the very stru
and meanings of social relations, the acsvities or lives (“labor” in the Marxian account) o
at the top both organize and set limits on whar persons who perform such activities can u.
stand about themselves and the world around them. . .. It contrast, the activities of those ¥
arc exploited by such social hierarchies can provide starting points for thought—for everys
research and scholarship—from which otherwise obscured relations that peop[e have with
other and with the natural world can become visible. :

... [D]ifferent cultures are led to ask different questions about nature and soctal rel
because of their distinctive locations in the natural world (in deserts, on waterways, in the.A
or on the equator), their distinctive cultural interests even in “the same” environment, thei
culturally local discursive legacies (the metaphors, models, narratives, and the like throughy :
they have defined themselves as a culture and come to see the world around them), an
distinctive ways of erganizing the wotk of producing knowledge. Chinese and Puerto |
patterns of knowledge and ignorance will differ because of such cultural differences. Hos
power differences within or between cultures will also create different opportunities for
atic knowledge and systematic ignorance. The experience and lives of marginalized pesplés:
they understand them, provide distinctive problems to be explained or research agendas that
not visible or not compelling to the dominant groups. Marginalized experiences and lives ha
been devalued or ignored asa source of important guestions about nature and social relais ng
especially objectivity-maximizing ones. . .. It is valuable new questions that thinking
petspective of such lives.can generate.

making what appeat to thcm tobe perfectly réasonable policies, shape marginal lives in wiys n
always visible within those lives. For example, women, too, have tended to see their household

cach group’s sodial situation enables and sets limits on what it can know. However, the érit
cally unexamined dominant ones tend to be more limiting than others in this respect Wh
makes these social locations mote limiting is their inability to generate—indeed, their inte
in avoiding, devaluing, silencing—the most critical questions about the dominant cotic
frameworks. Marginalized groups have interests in asking sudlquestmns and dominant gJ:OLlp
have interests in not heanng them.

bes; interests in predicrable ways, though they can aiways find reason to pursue other [
that make exceptions to such predicrions.
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... Women’s fives (our many different lives and different experiences) can provide the
starting point for asking new, critical questions about not only those lives, but also about
men’s lives and the social institutions designed primarily by men ro serve “humanity.” Mgst
importantly, [Dorothy] Smith argues, a sociology thar is to be Jor women, rather than for the
dominant social institutions and their beneficiaries must ask new questions about the causal
relations berween women'’s lives, on the one hand, and men’s lives and public institutions, an
the other hand.

For example, [Smith] points out that if we start thinking from women’s lives, we (anyone)
can see that women are assigned the worlc that men do not want 1o do for themselves, es pecially
the care of everyone’s bodies—the bodies of men, of babies and children, of old people, of the
sick, and of their own bodies. And they are assigned responsibility for the local places where those
bodies exist as they clean and maintain their own and othezs” houses and workplaces. ... And
men in marginalized groups often perform certain kinds of such work in restaurants, hospirals,
and janitorial jobs. This kind of work, she shows, frees men in the ruling groups to immerse
themselves in the world of abstract concepts. The more successful women are at this concrete
work, the moze invisible it becomes to men as distinctively social Jabor. Caring for bodies and
for the places in which bodies exist disappears into nature. . ..

She points out that if we stast from women’s lives, we can generate questions about why
primarily women are assigned such activities and what the consequences are for the economy,
the state, the family, the educational system, and other social institutions of assigning body
and emotional wotk to one group and head work to another.'® Such questions lead ¢o legs
partial and distorted_understandings of women’s worlds, men’s worlds, and the causal relations
between them than do questions originating only in that part of human activity that men in
the dominant groups reserve for themselves—the abstract mental work of management and
administration.!? :

Similar accounts of the tendency of the eurocentric, colonial, or imperial mentality to

conceptualize “natives” as pare of nature, of their labor as not really social labor, not really part
of human history, their land as empty or wasteland, are common.® . ., _

Thus, standpoint epistemology sets the relationship between knowledge and politics at
the center of its-account in the sense that it tries to explain the effects that different kinds of
political arrangements have on the production of knowledge. Of course, the older empiricist
theories of knowledge were also concerned with the effects politics have on the production of
knowledge, but prefeminist empiricism conceptualizes politics as entirely a threar to the purity
of scientific knowledge 2 Empiricism tries to purify science of all such bad politics by adherence
to what it takes to be rigorous methods for the testing of hypotheses. ... Thought that begins
from the lives of the marginalized has no chance to get its critical questions voiced or heard
within such an empiricist conception of the way to produce knowledge, nor can the positive
value of such “political” questions be derected within empiricist frameworks. . ..

Thus, the standpoint clajms that all knowledge attempts are socially situated, and that
some of these objective social locations are better than others as starting poings for knowledge
projects, challenge some of the most fundamental assumptions of the scientific worldview and
the western thought that take science as their model of how to produce knowledge. It sets
out guidelines for a “logic of discovery” intended to maximize the objectivity of the results of
rescarch, and thereby to produce knowledge that can be for marginalized peopie and for those

who would know what they can know. ...

How Can the Lives of the “Weak” Provide Resources for the Growdh of
Knowledge in the Natural Sciences?

Most conventional histories, sociologies, and philosophies of science assumed that science’s
social relarions are constiruted tundamentally by public, official, visible, and dramatic role
players and situations—scientists and their crifics who were recognized as such in their own
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day, for example. ... Of course, it is those who are public, official, visible, and dramatic rofg
players ... who would make such limited and distorting assumptions about the constitition
of 2 culture such as scientific culture..... So it was by starting off analyses from the unoffiefal
supportive, less drarmatic, private, and invisible spheres of social life “outside science,” ones thag
support and sustain public, official, visible, and dramatic scientific role players and organiza-
tiops, thar it has been possible to produce more accurate and comprehensive accounts of the
historical integrity of sciences with their culrures. Feminist and postcolonial critiques of the
conceptual frameworks of each discipline contributing o the social studies of science—history,
economics, political philosophy, anthropology, sociology, psychology—draw our attention: to
unacknowledged aspects of the culture and practices of both modern sciences and the scientifiy
and technological traditions of other cultures. ... . .
One can learn much by starting off thought from the fives of those who petform the dail
routines necessary for everyone’s bodity and social survival. Insofar as different groups are assigned
different daily activities, they will tend to know different things about natural and social worlds
Another way this “power of the weak” has been discussed is in terms of the advantages
the stranger or outsider. The stranger brings to research just the combination of nearness
remoteness, concern and indifference, thar are central to maximizing objectivity.** Women, racial
ethnic minorities, the victiims of imperialisn and colonialism, and the poor are in some respeg
funciionally “strangers” to the dominant cultures and practices that structure their Ives—inch
such scientific and technological cultures and practices. Their peeds and desires are not theo
that have found expression in the design and functioning of the dominant institutions. ...
yet these groups are not completely outside the dominant institutions—they are no longes ¢
Africa or barefoot and pregnant in the kitchen. They are instead on the margins, the periph
they are “outsiders within” or on the “borderlands,” in two influential standpoint phrases
... Anyone who starts out thinking about science funding, or environmental destruct]
or medical research from the perspective of the lives of those who bear a disproportionate shiar
of the costs of these activities can learn to “follow the interests” of the latter to arrive at less
partial and distorted accounts of science and technology institutions and practices.

i

The older Marxian accounts argued that certain social formations only becams eas
visible ar certain historical moments. ... Feminist theorists have described the emergence i
visibility only after World War II of whar has been called the “gender system”™—a system.
is not entirely an effect of biolegy, of class relations, or of some other social arrangements.** O
course class and gender relations.are far older than the 1840s and 19505, respectively; bus ¢hei
relative independence from other social formations only becomes visible at these poi_r_l'téai
Thus, epistemic advantage with respect to any patticular social formation of sciences and tech-
nologies can wax and wane at different histotical moments. The ability to identify and thi
from those sites—to identify the contradictions within the dominant ways of organizing socia
life—-is to enhance one’s chances for more accurate and comprehensive accounts of pature and
social relations. ' - ‘ §

Finally, a whole range of interpretive sirategies in literary, cultural, and historical studies
draws our attention to alternative readings not only of conventional texts—of spoken or witign
words _but also of cultural formations. . .. Starting from marginalized lives malces it easierto:
see the discursive formarions that construct and continuously relegitimate dominant conceprual
frameworks in the sciences and the larger societies thar evolve together

WHAT STANDPOINT EPISTEMOLOGIES ARE NOT

For those who still hold that maximizing objectivity requires maximizing neutralicy ... standpotht
epistemologies will appear relativist. From such a perspective they appear as a kind of special’
pleading or unreasonably claimed privileged positionality. On such a reading, empiricism s
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politics-free, and standpoint theory is asserting epistemological/scientific privilege for one group
at the expense of the equally valuable and/or equally distorted perceptions of other groups. Afl
groups arc “biased,” they are willing to admit, so standpoint approaches are simply claiming
privilege for one kind of such bias. . ..

This interpretation of difference as mere diversity is a serious misunderstanding of social
relations, as well as of political standpoint claims about the effects of power on knowledge
claims. ft reduces power relations to mete cultural differences. Standpoint theory leads us to
turn such a way of posing the issue into a topic for historical analysis: “what forms of social
relations make this conceptual framework-—the view from nowhere versus special pleading—so
useful, and for whar purposes?”™ Let us fook at some of these common misunderstandings of
standpeint theory.

Not Only about Marginal Lives

First, standpoint theory is not only about how to get a more accurate understanding of marginal
Lives.... Instead, research is to szzre off from such locations in order to explain the relationship
berween those lives and the rest of socia] relations, including human interactions with nature, . ..
The point is to produce systematic causal accounts of how the natural and social orders are
organized such thart the everyday lives of women and men, Europeans and those they encounter,
end up in the forms chat they do,

“Grounded,” bug Unconventionally So

The phrases “peasant experiences” and “women’s experiences” can be read in an empiricist way
such that these experiences are assumed to be constituted prior to the social. Major strains of
standpoing theory challenge this kind of reading.® For a researcher to start from marginalized
lives is not necessarily 1o take one’s research problemsin the terms in which marginalized people
perceive or articulate their problems—and this is as true for researchers who comme from these
groups as it is for those who do not. The dominant discourses, their Institutions, practices,
favored conceptual frameworks, and languages, restrict what everyone is permitted to see and
shape everyone’s consciousness. Fortunarely, they are not perfect at these projects, for subjugated
discourses always also exist: power always also produces in its subjecis visions, dreams, plans for
its end, Women, like men, have had to learn to think of their domestic work not Just as a “labor
of love,” but as a contribution to the local and national economy. Many citizens of so-called
developing countries have had 1o reassess just who is benefitting from the “progress” that the
transfer to their cultures of modern sciences and technologies is supposed to be bringing. ... It
is obvious that “peasant experience” or “women’s experience” does ot 'autohlatica[ly generate
counterhegemonic analyses, since the former often exists but only occasionally does the latter
emerge. Standpoint theorists are not making the absurd claim thar the new postoolonial and
feminist analyses simply flow natarally from these groups’ experiences.

Postcolonial and feminist analyses are not culturally neytral elaborations of people’s social
experiences, or what members of margtnalized groups say about their lives; they are theoretical
reflecrions on them. Marginalized experiences, and whar marginalized peoples say, are crucial
guides to the new questions that can be asked about narure, sciences, and social relations. Such

__Questions arise out of the gap between marginalized intercsts drid ‘consciousness, on the onc

kand, and the way the dominant conceptual schemes organize social relations, including those
of scienrific and techuological change. Moreover, the answers to such research questions cannor
be found simply by examining more carefully marginalized lives, since marginalized interests
and experiences are shaped by national and international policies and practices that are formu-
lated and enacted far away from marginalized people’s daily lives. ... Standpoint theory is not
calling for phenomenclogies or merely rational interpretations of marginalized worlds. Nor is
itarguing that only members of marginalized groups can generate knowledge thar is useful o

b
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stich grotps===that is for them. Standpoint epistemology is not an “identity politics” preject
for knowledge production—unless “identity” is taken as one’s commitment to who one winits
to be tather than only to where one has come from. ;

Men, too, can learn to start their thought from women’s lives, and northern peoples from
southern lives, 2s many have done. Misunderstandings come about because objectivism insists.
that the only aleernative to its “view from nowhere” is special interest biases and ethnoknew,
edges that can be understood only within a relativist epistemology. ...

Much of the debate over just what “grounds” standpoint accounts is a consequence afths
different ways feminist (and posteolonial) analyses have theorized what was problematic alsouit
internalist epistemologies. Where the internalist epistemologies insisted on the scientific prios
the greater objectivity, of outsiders’ descriptions over “the natives,” the new social moverigiifs
haye insisted that such descriptions greatly lacked objectivity, and that marginalized grioiips °
should get to express their concerns in their own terms. Their “experiences” were at least 2 good
as the experiences of their “masters” in providing objective descriptions and explanations o
soicial relations berween them, There was no innocent, disembodied view from nowhere poss
with respect to gender, class, or race relations in which everyone was implicated, whether ¢ Hot .
they chose to recognize such loss of innocence. The site from which more objective amalys g
were to emerge was not individuals’ consciousness, but collective histories. One’s post i
such histories was crucial. ... The suggestion here is that it is more imporeant to undeisian
how the pattern of these claims was created by what they were opposed to and how theywer
devalued in the mainstream epistemologies than to try to settle on one or another as the

only defensible one.

No Essential Marginalized Lives

Next, standpoint theory is not arguing that there is some kind of essential, universally adegiac
model of the marginalized life from which rescarch should start off. . .. “Racially marginalized;
“poor,” and “women” are not homogenous categories; they include groups whose activities ar
differently shaped by their class, race, gender, ethnicity, historical period, and cultural milic

Any presumption of uniform experiences and activities would distort the accounts thiat erisned
‘Though the conventional way of thinking about power relations tends to enshrine an apjosi
tional, ewo-party relationship between a homogenized “us” and a homogenized “them,’ &
functions in far mere complex ways. :

Consciousness Not Determined by Social Location

According to standpoint theotists, we each have a specific location, albeit often a compl
in such a social matrix; but that location does not determine one’s consciousness. The availal
of competing discourses enables some men, for example, to think and act in feminist w :
they still obviously remain men, who are thereby in determinate relations to women aiid tne
in every class and race. They can work to eliminate male supremacy, but no macter wha hey
do, they will still be treated with the privilege (or suspicion!) accorded to men by st dents

sales people, coworkers, family members, and others. ... The point of standpoint thes 1
help move people toward liberarory standpoints, whether oneisina marginafized or denils
social location. Tt is an achievement, not a “natural properey,” of womnen to develop a fesiini -
standpaint, or 2 standpeint of women, no less than it is for a man to do so. :

An Epistemology, a Philosophy of Science, a Sociology of Knowledge, and a
‘Method for Doing Research

lize) standpoint theory. ...
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Reflection on such rejections of standpoint theory can be illuminaring, for they reveal
how severely this theory diverges from the standard disciplinary models thar conceptualize
representations of knowledge secking. It is more useful, 1 stiggest, to see it as all of these
projects: a philosophy of knowledge, a philosophy of science, a sociology of knowledge, a
moral/political advacacy of the expansion of democratic rights to participate in making the
social decisions thar will affect one’s life, and a proposed research method for the narural
and social sciences. Fach such project must always make assumptions about the others. ...
Qur beliefs face the eribunal of cxperience as a network, and none are immune from possible
revision when a misfic between belief and observation arises, as philosopher W. V. O. Quine
put che point. Postcolonial, feminist, and post-Kuhnian social studies of science and tech-
nology have been raising challenges to conventional conceptual frameworks that have led to
reexamination of empiricist assumptions about the organization of scientific communities,
ideals of the knower, the known, and how knowledge should be produced, rational recon-
structions of the growth of scientific knowledge, and scientific method in the sense of “how
to do good research.” Standpoint theory’s claims have effects on and must draw resources

from all of these fields.

Not Damagingly Relativist

.- In everyday walk, “standpoint” is used interchangeably with “view,” “perspective,” and other
such locational terms that are relativist got only in that they are socially located, but also in
that all have equal authority; none is inherently more advantaged or privileged than any other.
However, in the originating analyses on which standpoint theorists reflected, starting off thought
from the master’s life was not just as good as starting off from the slave’s life to understand the
master/slave reationship. Nor was the view from bourgeois lives supposed to be just as good as
the view from workers’ lives to explain how capitalist economic relations worked. In these cases,
the exploited social position offered the possibility of a critical perspective on the dominant
institutional and conceptual systems. Thanks to African American history and labor history we
have come to understand systems of slavery and of class societies in ways that were not visible
from the lives of those benefiting frorm such systems.

Claims can be sociologically or historically “relacivist” in the sense of locating a distine-
tive pattern of thought in jts historical and social context: different cultures (classes, genders,
historical epochs) tend to favor different patterns of thought. But that siill Jeaves us with the
possibility of adopting a position of cognitive or epistemological relativism, or not; it does not
force us to a relativist position. .. . [Standpoint epistemology] argues that such different local
knowledge systems each have their own distinctive resources for and limitations on understand-
ing ourselves and the natural and social worlds 2round us. The practical challenge raised by
post-World War Il science and technology studies is te understand which are the resources and
which the limitations for any given knowledge system, and which systems are best for which
knowledge production projects. '

CONCLUSION

.- Standpoint approaches can show us how to detect values and interests that constitute scien-
tific projects, ones that do not vary between legitimated observers, and the difference between
those values and interests that enlarge and those thar limit our descriptions, explanations, and
understandings of nature and social relations. Standpoint approaches provide a map, a method,
for maximizing a “strong objectivity” in the natural and social sciences. They provide more
objective ways of explaining the limitations of standard accounts of nature and social relations,
and the surprising strengths of the post-Kuhnian, postcolonial, and feminiét studies of science
and technolfogy that have emerged since World War I,
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" Hewever, they may not always be the best way to articulate why a particular knowlgdgé
seeking strategy is preferable. . .. My point here is that the preference for one epistemology-over
another can reasonably be as strategic as the preference for one scientific theory over aothier:
it provides the kind of map we need to get us where we want to go. Of course we then must
justify why it is there that we want to go. Borderlands have emerged as expanding and crowided
teritories of contempotary social life. Standpoint epistemologies asticulate how important
forms of knowledge can be produced from such “territories.” ... . i
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i ence and Technology Studies,” Social Text 46-47 (1996), 81-92.

3. See, for example, W. V. O. Quine, “T'wo Dogmas of Empirticism,” in his From 2 Logical
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ceprualized. After Lukacs’s work on it, ferninist theorists were the next to try 1o use the resource of a
specifically Marsian understanding of the relationship between “doing” and knowing to develop an
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