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Introduction
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this paper, I will argue that feminists' efforts towards creating a society where men and women are equal are shot down prematurely because of the feminist epistemology and philosophy. Feminist epistemology and philosophy are the various ways in which gender influences the perception of knowledge and justification (Anderson, 2014). Women and other subordinate groups are often disadvantaged based on the underrepresentation in the field of science. I will demonstrate this conclusion by outlining how feminists' efforts have been made futile within the context of history and the philosophy of science. Afterward, I will show that feminism is the concept that strives to help females and the disadvantaged in society by identifying the interests of the group. I show that feminist ideologies on science are not correct since they reflect a wide spectrum of epistemic perspectives towards and assessment of science. Different factors hamper feminist activities underlying the need for standards and practices related to the enthusiasm of science. Science has been male-dominated regarding the underpinning sex system normative. The opponent is incorrect since the system's valuation shows a deep and systematic gender prejudice, which depicts negative epistemic views on science. It may be argued that understanding science objectivity helps shows that women's role in science has been undermined not only presently but also in history. However, I will show that feminist epistemology is misguided, and history is repeating itself in the contemporary world.
Body
Feminist epistemology and philosophical thoughts show that gender influences people's conception of scientific knowledge and inquiry practices. Thus, there are dominant perceptions governing knowledge attribution practices, justification, and acquisition-related to disadvantaged women. However, the thesis aims to show that knowledge in the past has been tailored to reflect specific perspectives. Thus, the knowledge if specific topics are underpinned on flawed perceptions to deny women proper roles in social and political paradigms of inquiry (Rivers, 2019). The thesis delineates how situated knowers who are male-oriented determine what should be known. Thereby, the paper shows how the claims which people need to are temporarily bracketed under what is true or warranted. Noteworthy, feminist epistemology refers to how gender ideologies influence persons' conceptions of knowers, knowledge, justification, and inquiry of practices. 
Moreover, feminist epistemology has undesired consequences on gender equality since persons are bound to comprehend the same object differently, such that it creates confusion about their standpoints. People often experience the world using their bodies, and this depends on interplay with the environment. Feminist epistemology depends on the social position of the knowledge-holder, which affects how and what she knows. Various social structures have diverse identities, which define role-cantered interests (Anderson, 2015). As a reason, women become subjective identities to knowledge. Self-knowledge has become intertwined with feminist theory since it focuses on theorizing ways women can use to enhance their lives. Thus, feminist epistemology is focused on assessing feminist self-understanding metrics alluding to its original social settings. 
In addition, the androcentric notion is incorrect since it portrays a world where masculine interests, values, and attitudes are championed at the expense of their female counterparts. A masculine interest focuses on the needs of a man with regard to the virtue of attitudes that are only appropriate to them. The interests and attitudes of men frame their cognition. For example, they determine how heterosexual males classify females based on their eligibility for sexual intercourse. The phenomenon creates moral challenges associated with a symbolic representation of women, and that is why there are differentiated gender roles (Richardson, 2010). Men find it difficult to embrace certain female-centered perspectives since situational emotional reactions do not show a valid origin for a source of knowledge. Thereby, the conceptions and practices of scientific information are reflective of androcentric opinions. Positions of dominance are upheld regarding colonial rule resulting in a philosophical perspective of knowledge objectivity.   
           Fromm a counterargument standpoint, various feminist epistemologists are opined that dominant conceptual practices disadvantaged women. The epistemologist argued that women are often excluded from inquiry; thereby, denying them epistemic authority. Cognitive approaches have been tailored in such a way that women are considered inferior and only serve male interests (Anderson, 2015). The phenomenon creates theories that underlie social inferiority where women's interests and activities are undermined under power relations. As a result, the invisibility of women's interests becomes prevalent. Knowledge produced reinforces social and other gender hierarchies. Feminist epistemologists reiterate that the highlighted failures emanate from flawed perceptions of knowledge, objectivity, knowers, and scientific methodology.  
           On the contrary, the counterargument is wrong since gender norms moulds social settings where persons with various gender identities coexist. Besides, the presentation of self has become the new normal. Thus, women with different gender identities need to access diverse information from their counterparts. In this regard, the diversity of social spaces creates a challenge of having different impacts on information (Anderson, 2015). Notably, findings are normally engineered towards gender relationships between participants and researchers. Therefore, the validity of information is based on gender-inclusiveness in research teams in a bid to detect irregularities. Besides, the counterargument is inconsistent since men and women are assigned roles based on their gendered skills. The perception of skill is governed by the notions that another gender can perform them properly, associated performance levels, and social recognition. Thus, there is a masculine representation of scientific skills resulting in a phenomenon where the world assumes an objective towards natural happenings. In the end, the conceptual framework leads to the question of whether symbolical factors influence the acquisition of scientific knowledge among women.
Conclusion
           In conclusion, the feminist epistemology standpoint is critical that the world is represented from social perspectives that undermine women. Therefore, the biases and prejudices are based on the social positions of the advantaged ideology. The subject matter over which a gendered perspective gains advantage should also be analysed. In this regard, individuals can understand the roots of social roles and subjective identities. The grounds of advantages should be examined based on the perceptions of knowledge, knowers, and scientific practices. 
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