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Rethinking the Binary of Pure
Objectivity and Relativistic Chaos

ABSTRACT: This paper seeks to refute some of the common presuppositions of traditional Western
epistemologies, which center on the claim that subjectivity cannot be as truth-yielding as "objectivity." This
paper argues that aspects of the subjective can effectively be utilized in a valid epistemology attempting
to approach an understanding of the truth of lived human experience—i.e. that subjectivity can in certain
circumstances be as truth-yielding as, or even more so than, the epistemic ideal of objectivity. Ultimately,
this paper concludes that the objective-subjective epistemic binary is artificial and disadvantageous in
that neither pure objectivity nor absolute relativity are possible.

erhaps the most ubiquitous epistemic
convention in the West, an entrenched
remnant of Enlightenment science and
philosophy, is the oppositional duality
of objectivity and subjectivity (traditionally
associated with reason and affect, respectively).
These two faculties/properties of the human
disposition are tacitly assumed to be mutually
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exclusive in most epistemic endeavors, and any
pursuit that involves emotions in any way is
seen as epistemically less valuable or less "true."
This epistemic assumption is made manifest in
the separation and hierarchization of the natural
sciences and the social sciences and humanities.!
It seems to be a mainstream assumption that the
social and humanistic pursuits in academia have

1. These pursuits have conventionally been described as the "hard" and "soft" sciences, respectively—a division that carries gendered as-
sociations with ‘harder’ masculine and ‘softer’ feminine physiques. See Elizabeth Anderson, "Feminist Epistemology: An Interpretation and

a Defense," Hypatia 10.3 (Summer 1995): 64.
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