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Early versions of feminist standpoint theory are based on an “either/or” dualistic
assumption. Consequently, the concept of marginality in these accounts faces the
essentialism/universalism problem. Later versions of feminist standpoint theory seek to
avoid such problem by introducing a new paradigm of oppression called “interlocking
systems of oppressions.” Through the paradigm shift, the number of marginal groups
multiplies and marginal groups gain theoretical space. Some academics engaged in
the essentialism/universalism debate argue that later versions of feminist standpoint
theory successfully escape the essentialism/universalism problem. On the contrary,
others believe that the theory encounters a new problem—infinite fragmentation of the
marginal’s identity. This thesis proposes an alternative interpretation of the concept of
marginality so that feminist standpoint theory can avoid both the problems of
essentialism/universalism and infinite fragmentation of the marginal’s identity. It also

attempts to show that the concept of marginality is still useful for the theory.





