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Epistemic Privilege
Marx describes the work of the working class as “estranged labour” (cited Marx in Marx, Engels 2014: 187), the products that the worker is producing are not for his direct use, he works for a wage, that is the only significance of this work. This estrangement from labour creates also estrangement among people as Marx writes: “His labour belong to another and was therefore unfree.” (Cited Marx in Marx, Engels 2014: 188). The upper class enjoys the products and has no need to question such a system, they can see it as natural or advantageous for all (Anderson 2020), it is, therefore, the working class that has (or can habe) the epistemic privilege about what
?, because they can feel the impacts of its mechanisms. This can lead to collective self-consciousness and action for change. 
In my opinion, we cannot conclusively say that one group is more epistemologically privileged than the others
. Harding explains on standpoint theory that some social groups are more suitable for starting off knowledge  projects than others (Harding 1993: 131). As I understand it, it depends on what research question we set up for our research
. Taking the first example
, I do not think that lesbians have epistemological privilege in relation to what? The social dominance of heterosexuality and the oppression of alternative sexualitieson the account of the oppression of heterosexuality on women. 
Their vantage point is important and valid but it does not mean that it is the same for heterosexual women. Would the question be – how heterosexuality is oppressing lesbian women, then the epistemological privilege is, or can be, in place
. Similarly if we are talking about the intersectionality of oppression then I believe that black women do have epistemological privilege because they are encountering these oppressions daily. Their experience is different than mine as a white European woman. Therefore, I do believe there is an epistemic privilege but it should not be taken uncritically or automatically assumed. Any view is mediated (Haraway) can be biased, influenced by society and our own system beliefs. I agree with Haraway who suggests working with partial perspective because it is a limited location and situated knowledge that allows aspiring to objectivity
. (Haraway 1988: 583).
There are also dangers connected with epistemological privilege. According to Haraway: “The standpoints of the subjugated are not “innocent” positions. On the contrary, they are preferred because in principle they are least likely to allow denial of the critical and interpretive core of all knowledge.” (Haraway 1988: 584
) At the same time, it is not so obvious how to try and see from someone else’s position. Haraway warns against “romanticizing or appropriating” visions of marginalized groups by researchers while believing that they are seeing from the point of view of marginalized groups. Critical positioning is, therefore, an important part of objectivity. It is necessary to be aware of which vantage point the researcher is looking from, through which methods/concepts/framworks (apparatuses) what the influence is of his or her identity, if the vision is critical enough or perhaps biased by being too much involved
. 
This critical approach and admitting locatededness and heterogeneity of visions does not mean that there is no possibility for shared experience and collective action for change
. As Patricia Hill-Collins describes there is no homogeneous, universal standpoint of black women because their individual experience differs. However, “...a Black women’s collective standpoint does exist, one characterized by the tensions that accrue to different responses to common challenges.” (Hill-Collins 2000: 28). This shared experience is possible to be found across the continents
, which does not mean suppressing individual realities, historical and cultural circumstances. In my opinion, it means to look at what we have in common without overlooking differences, listening to voices  (and silences) , even those we do not necessarily agree or identify with. The importance of such an attitude is explained in Mohanty’s article ‘Under Western Eyes’ where I think we can find also good examples of appropriation of someone else’s point of view as Haraway describes. Mohanty lists works of feminist researchers who write about lives of women in the so-called “Third World”. Although they write about different cultures and individual realities, they are still approaching them from their Euro-American perspective as if there would exist only one category of woman that is homogenous across history and culture and defined by men’s oppression. The result of this view is a picture of third-world women who are all victims without any agency (Mohanty 2007: 309–357). In this case, the researchers were working with epistemologically privileged groups without critically approaching their own point of view leading to distorted results
.
To conclude I believe we need to listen to marginalized groups
. To come back to Marx, working classes have more reason to approach capitalism critically than upper classes. This source of information is therefore more valuable and epistemologically privileged but no privilege should be taken uncritically as every vision could be biased. It remains necessary to stress the importance of the nature of our research questions, to whom we ask them and what our own positioning is.
Very good discussion
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� “[The] analysis of the function of heterosexuality in women’s oppression is available to any woman, lesbian or straight. Lesbian-feminism is a political analysis not “for lesbians only”… Since lesbians are materially oppressed by heterosexuality daily, it is not surprising that we have seen and understood its impact first - not because we are more moral, but because our reality is different - and it is a materially different reality” (Bunch 1975, cited in Bar On 1993, 84).





�About the structure of society – they have an interest in understanding and transforming it


�In general or in the examples given?


�Well yes, but the research questions depend also what locations/experiences we are interested in knowing. This relates to the critical question of who identifies the marginal locations.


�Not clear – heterosexuality is not oppressed


�Why? Note that standpoint is not automatic – it’s a possility and likelihood


�Good point but need to be explained


�Yes, what does this mean?


�explain


�haraway argues that partiality is the condition for shared conversations


�??? she talks about african-americans specifically


�Good point/examples. What can be done here?


�Yes, but who speaks ‘their standpoint’?
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