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On the other hand, I believe that by subjugated know-
ledges one should understand something else, something
which in a sense is altogether different, namely, a whole set
of knowledges that have been disqualified as inadequate to
their task or insufficiently elaborated: naive knowledges,
located low down on the hierarchy, beneath the required
level of cognition or scientificity. I also believe that it is
through the re-emergence of these low-ranking knowledges,
these unqualified, even directly disqualified knowledges
(such as that of the psychiatric patient, of the ill person, of
the nurse, of the doctor— parallel and marginal as they are
to the knowledge of medicine— that of the delinquent etc.),
and which involve what I would call a popular knowledge
(le savoir des gens) though it is far from being a general
commonsense knowledge, but is on the contrary a particu-
lar, local, regional knowledge, a differential knowledge
incapable of unanimity and which owes its force only to the
harshness with which it is opposed by everything surround-
ing it—that it is through the re-appearance of this know-
ledge, of these local popular knowledges, these disqualified
knowledges, that criticism performs its work.



