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Wylie’s Philosophy of Science
Summary
In her article, “Feminist Philosophy of Science: Standpoint Matters,” Alison Wylie shares important epistemic insights concerning the standpoint theory. She however starts by stating that the feminist standpoint theory is both political and social epistemology, which is characterized by the idea that the marginalized or the people facing systemic injustice may know a lot than those who are privileged either socially of economically. According to Wylie, theorists of the standpoint theory claim that one dimension of social differentiation is gender. On the other hand, she states that critiques of the theory attribute it to two theses: epistemically significant stances must be conceptualized in essential terms. In her address, Wylie focuses on offering logical reformulation of standpoint theory while tackling two major questions on the epistemic insights that standpoint theory offers and the scope of its application. 
While answering the question on why standpoint theory, Wylie states that, when the standpoint theory took shape in the 1970s and early 1980s the mechanism used was not exactingly philosophical. According to Wylie, theorists of the theory were not concerned with questions about hypothetical possibilities which are defined by very old philosophical traditions. Due to the challenges women were facing by being marginalized as obvious policies of exclusion were struck down, theorists, Mary Rowe, Roberta Hall and Bernice Sandler introduced descriptions of chilly climates and micro-inequities which brought into focus the effects of gender differences. The transformative effects of feminist critiques and insights extended beyond research that addressed issues of gender inequality to research programs which put pressure on all things starting with the key empirical claims to adjusting assumptions on certain subjects. Examples of research programs which influenced the formation of the feminist standpoint theory include the ethnomethodological research by Dorothy Smith, and Patricia Hill Collins’ research which emphasized on the raced and gendered insights of social science insider-outsiders. As revealed in the article, critical challenges to gender-conventional hypothesis arose in both the context of research on contemporary subjects in recognizable contexts and in the study of other historically and culturally contexts. However, as Wylie’s states, in the contexts dominated in the various epistemic ideals, the kinds of critique and the contributions made by feminist research programs pose a great challenge which had already been recognized and wrestled by practitioners. 
In response to the challenges, Wylie states that feminist standpoint theorists were concerned on how a theory of knowledge look like if the possibility the entrenched systemic inequalities were taken seriously. Reformulation of classic feminist of historical materialism gives a framework for understanding systematic gender differences arise and how they are maintained as structural conditions. However, years later, objections to psychoanalytic formulations of standpoint theory were generalized to all types of standpoint theory. The first objection targeted the powerful salience and persistence of collective identities while the second targeted the inversion thesis. According to Wylie, it is hard to get a standpoint theorist who embraced the conception of social identity or formulation of the inversion thesis attributing automatic privilege to the dispossessed. Nevertheless, as revealed in the article, there is much to criticize and rethink in early formulations of the standpoint theory. 
With the numerous aspects of criticism and challenges to be thought of, Wylie proposes a reformulation of standpoint theory that would neither assume nor entail the indefensible theses attributed to past formulations. She first proposes that standpoint theory be best constructed as a purpose-specific epistemic stance. Second, Wylie identifies three social-epistemological theses within which standpoint theories are formulated. These theses include: a generic situated knowledge, a system situated knowledge and a thesis of epistemic advantage. Lastly, to illustrate standpoint theory at work in both scope and practice, Wylie gives two archeological examples which would perfectly address the questions of scope. In her concluding remarks, Wylie argues that there is need for a robust standpoint theory to understand the effects of systematic social differentiation. 
Reflection  
Alison Wylie’s main focus in the article is to shed light on the epistemic insights that standpoint theory offers and the scope of its application. Asking the question, why standpoint theory may seem irrational considering the numerous problems to which it is a response. Considering the gender difference challenges, the standpoint theory should have been established earlier before it was. It is saddening to see such a significant topic arising from research informed by a political angle of vision. The fact that it arose from a political angle, it is easy to assume that the major perpetuators were political players and they came to realize that the claims on the way the social and specifically gendered identity of “knowers” could affect their recognition as epistemic agents and their epistemic resources on where the “knowers” had been drawn. Therefore, the aspect of the pivotal insights of standpoint theory arising from a political angle could be an ironical way of curbing the evil intentions which one gender had against the other. 
A close view of the article reveals that with all respect to gender bias, it was women feminists who noticed the absurdities that were going on and subjected them to scrutiny. This may reflect two view points. To start with, it can be presumed that all male theorists were satisfied with what was happening or they were ashamed on how to get into it because they were the initial perpetuators of the indifferences. For a long time issues of male chauvinism have been reported, and majority of the factors addressed by the standpoint theory are such as sexism and andocentric bias. It is right the think that if such bias treatment was subjected to men, it would have been counteracted by dozens of male theorists but the fact that the standpoint theory appears to be a concern to women only must raise what Wylie refers to thorny questions. I regards to the initial formulation of the standpoint theory, it would be fair to note that the theories formulated in the late 1970s and early 1980s best answered the philosophical and scientific contexts where association of pragmatic success with identity politics was deeply inappropriate. It is hard to assume how things would have been without such theories which in a way tamed the perpetrators of sexism from carrying out some of their ill intended actions. However, as time went by, there was need for the theory to be revised and as Harding (1986) concluded, as time went on, the standpoint theory became internally contradictory. There was really a need for a theory that would compel more shift and take a more radical position because the effects of sexism could be felt not just on the political angle, but also on the social relations and production. It is very true as stated in the article, that although the early formulations of standpoint theory played a crucial role, there was a lot to criticize and rethink. However, the theses suggested by Wylie, if implemented, would go a long way in answering may of the questions raised on the early version. However, instead of having generic and systemic situated knowledge thesis, which almost serve similar purpose, Wylie should have suggested for generic and specific knowledge based thesis. 
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