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From Baconian science...

«Reason has been made a vehicle for domination and death; 
it can and must become a vehicle for liberation and life.»
(Val Plumwood 2002, 5)



Dominant science and its colonial relations

⚫ Modern invention (Cunningham & Williams, 1993)

⚫ Has come to dominate through European colonial and imperial 
attempts to suppress, discredit, and erase other forms of 
knowing (Grosfoguel, 2019; Harding, 2008)

⚫ Totalizing: excluding alternative ontologies and epistemologies 
(Blaser, 2013; Mignolo, 2011)



Epistemic extractivism

«In the extractivist mindset, the aim is to appropriate 
traditional knowledge so that transnational 
corporations can draw up private patents or 
academics in Western universities can claim to have 
produced ‘original’ ideas, as if they held the copyright 
to them. (Grosfoguel 2019, 208). 



Value-neutrality and «irresponsible purity»

«In general, value-neutrality can be a cloak that hides 
(perhaps even from scientists themselves) values that are so 
embedded in the folk wisdom of our culture as to be invisible. 
Researchers who believe they are working within an apolitical 
value-neutral version of science are, often without any 
conscious decision at all, simply ignoring the ways in which 
dominant presumptions frame their questions, or concerns, or 
goals.» (Risman 2001, 609)



Value-neutrality and «irresponsible purity»

“Science was often tolerated as a faithful and neutral servant, 
an engine of economic and military power, blind to politics. 
Many fields of scholarship did turn out cheering squads for 
fascism, but just as frightening are the legions of subservients 
who continued to work quietly, reassured by the myth of 
cloistered neutrality. Through this lens, the ‘good science’ of 
the Reich becomes evidence not of heroic ideological 
innocence but of a blind-eyed failure to reflect and resist 
‘irresponsible purity’ in Herbert Mehrtens’s aptly crafted 
phrase.” (Proctor 2002, 15)



Uniting Strands of Critical Inquiry: Convivial Sciences

⚫ Grappling with the forces resisting change (both 
within and beyond the academy)

⚫ Convivenza: living together with differece: tolerance of 
ambiguity and dissonance, active procedures and 
rituals for disagreeing well

⚫ Con vivo (U. Loening): «doing science with awe and 
humility» as a pathway for intimacy and respect for       
other beings; a pathway to kinship (Kimmerer, 2013)
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