
PH330 Philosophy of Social Science

Reading Guide:
Sally Haslanger: "But mom, crop-tops are cute!" Social knowledge, social structure and ideology critique 

I. Introduction 

This section, which introduces the general topic of the paper, is pitched at a very high level of abstraction. You may struggle to understand much of it. The crucial thing to notice is that Haslanger thinks that there is a special problem regarding the epistemology of the social realm: Even if our beliefs about what the social facts are true, those beliefs may in some cases 'go wrong'. Why is this so?





II. Are crop-tops cute?

On p. 72, Haslanger distinguishes between an objectivist and a subjectivist reading of sentences like the ones she designates with the numbers (1) and (2). 

Why does she think that the objectivist reading "is implausible"?



Why does she think that the subjectivist reading "fails to capture the sense in which the parents are disagreeing with the daughter"?



What is the "framework reading" of (1) and (2)?



III. "Should believe"

In this section, Haslanger considers the suggestion that the conflict between the parents and the daughter turns on a distinction between an epistemic and a pragmatic or moral 'should'.

What are the two reasons she gives for thinking that this suggestion is insufficient?





What is the conclusion she draws in the final paragraph of this section?





IV. Social reality

Explain in your own words the meaning of three key terms Haslanger Introduces in this section:

Ideology



Social structure 



Social milieu 




V. Social truths

This section starts with some remarks about a general issue in the philosophy of language, i.e. how to account for cases of ‘faultless disagreement’, in which there is a sense in which two people disagree with one another, but there is also a sense in which each speaks the truth. Pay particular attention to the question Haslanger raises at the bottom of p. 83, as to “why parties to such a debate bother to disagree if truth is context-sensitive and both sides can be right”. What does she think is the function of disagreement in such cases?




What does Haslanger mean by ‘accessbility’ and ‘harmony’ between milieus?





VI. Critique
[bookmark: _GoBack]
“What we were looking for, initially, is a basis for genuine critique. And we don’t have that yet” (p. 86). On pp. 86-88, Haslanger considers three different suggestions as to how one might legitimise critique of elements of another’s milieu? What are they?

1. (p. 86 ‘The easy and inadequate answer…’)



2. (p. 86 ‘First, it is compatible with relativism…’)



3. (p. 87 ‘A second strategy…’)

