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TheAgeofReasonisdead.Rejoice!Weburiedhimintheshadeofthebirchtree,
andwesangaswedug.Wesangnewandoldsongsofknowledgesbravelyearned,and
thoselessonsbecamethesoilweshoveledontopofhim.TheAgeofReasoncametoall
ofusonce,andallofus,inoneformoranother,atonetimeoranother,inoneplace
oranother,orallthree,tookasipofhisspoilsjusttoknowwhatittastedlike.Some
ofus,wearedeeplyashamedtosay,drainedthewholeglassandaskedformore.We
knowthisshameissomethingwecannotbury.Butwedidburyhim.

Doyouseethefreshsoilunderneaththebirchtree’sshade,atopthathilljustwithin
sight?That’swheretheAgeofReasonlay.Hepromisedusthatknowledgecouldbe
absolute.Foundational,hesaid.Hedidnottellusthathissearchfortheabsolutewas
actuallyaflightfromaccountability,fromfallibility,fromvulnerability,butwefound
outjustthesame.Howlongdoyouthinkitwilltakeforthegrassestocoverthat
upturnedsoil?Fordaffodilstospringfromthat?Howmanygenerationswillittake
forthescarsfromhiswhipsandchainsandprisonstofade?Perhapsmany,orperhaps
evenourchildrenwillnotunderstandwhohewas.WhathisReasonmadeofus.What
hisReasonmadeofhimself.Weburiedhimunderthebirchtreeandthegrassandthe
daffodilsjustwithinsightsowecouldmoveonfromhim,butalsosowewouldnotso
easilyforgethim.Weaffixedagravestonetothespot,too,justincase.Hislifewasa
lessonnohumanshouldsoonforget.Onhisgravestonewewrote“TheAgeofReason
isdead,andWeSungasWeBuriedHim.Toomanyofusacceptedhisspoilswhilehe
lived.Weknowthisshameissomethingwecannotbury.Butwedidburyhim.”

TheAgeofReasonisdead,butweareunsureifweburiedallofhim.Wewonder
whetherornothispoisonseepedtoodeeplyintoourhearts.Wewonderifitwillgrow
again.Hetaughtusthatourmindsareseparatefromourbodies.Ourmindsarethe
State,hesaid,andourbodies:thepopulace.Yourmindmustshowcompletedominion
overyourbody,hesaid.Disciplineandcontrol,hesaid.Yourbodymustyieldtoyour
mind,andyourmind’scontrolmustbetotalandabsolute,hesaid.Hesaidthatour
bodywillonlyevertelluslies,andthatwemustalwaysbepreparedtodistrustit.He
saidourbodycouldonlyeverbeanimpedimenttoknowledge.Someofusbelieved
him,evenasithurt.Manyofusstillcarrythehurtfromallowingsuchabeliefinto
ourmindsandourheartsandourhipsandourfingersandourtoes.Ourbodiesheard
andfeltsuchthoughts,suchbeliefs,andwerebetrayed.Wehealedourrelationshipsto
ourbodies,evenifonlyalittle,asweworkedwiththemtoburytheAgeofReason.We
learnednewthingsaboutourselvesinourbodiesandwiththemwesungasweburied
him.

WetalkedwiththebirchtreebeforeweburiedtheAgeofReasonunderitsshade,
andweaskedforitsconsenttodoso.Wehadlongbeenoutofthepracticeofasking
permissionofthetrees,butourbodiesremembered,ourheartsremembered,ourhips
remembered,ourfingersremembered,ourtoesremembered,andsomefewofusnever
evenforgotandtogethertheyhelpedallofourmindsremember.Wewerenotsurprised
tofindthatrememberingcameeasieroncetheAgeofReasonwasdead.
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The birch tree offered its old gift: to wash away poison, to purify, to renew. We said
that enough of us had tried to wash the poison away, and every time we had birthed
another Age of Reason in the attempt. We said that nothing could renew what had
been done. The losses were too great. Are too great still. We said that allowing us to
bury him, and to remember the task, would be gift enough. The birch accepted, and
we buried the Age of Reason. We sung as we buried him, and we remembered what
should always be remembered. We did not bury anything else but him.

“[O]n the one hand I have a clear and distinct idea of myself, in so far as I am sim-
ply a thinking, non-extended thing [that is, a mind], and on the other hand I have a
distinct idea of body, in so far as this is simply an extended, non-thinking thing. And
accordingly, it is certain that I am really distinct from my body, and can exist without
it” -René Descartes, Sixth Meditaton

Many trace the most substantial philosophical severance of the mind from the
body inWestern thought to the founder of modern philosophy: René Descartes. To
Descartes, the body and the senses with which it connects to the external world is a
hinderance to thought and to reason. The body lies to us, cannot be trusted. It can
be broken down and divided; it is weak; it is mortal. The mind, on the other hand,
is indivisible, supreme. It can be used, independent of the external world, to know,
and to know for sure. The mind is our gateway to Truth, and, thus, our gateway to
God and immortality. The mind then, to Descartes, must be conquered, brought to
heel and thus to Reason, which is an end unto itself. From this simple belief, the
Age of Reason himself springs forth. He did not die, as many claim, with the end
of the Enlightenment period, but walks among us still: bestowing his Order and
enforcing his Reason on all he comes across, every moment by brutal force.

It is my aim, in this essay, to declare war upon him.
I will argue that the objective, detached “knower” does not and cannot exist, that

the pursuit of such a position has led to the decimation of many peoples, and that,
to be free of the devastation such epistemology has wrought, we need to entirely
reconstruct our understanding of what knowledge is. There are many directions
one can take in attacking the Western understanding of Reason. To name a few:
many feminist, Black, and Indigenous epistemologies work to undermine his hold
on philosophy and knowledge. I will be mobilizing all three throughout this essay.

Attack on the Age of Reason
Reason, in the Western tradition, is something one can possess independently from
all others. Knowledge can be, in this line of thinking, acquired, conquered, in soli-
tude. Not only can Reason be formed without the input of other human beings,

9

good knowledge: “Good knowledge, then, is practical, beneficial, and facilitates
problem-solving, healing, and self-development.” (69). The Age of Reason told us
that good knowledge is knowledge that is unassailable, logical, and acquired by
Reason. Black Feminist and Indigenous epistemology both tell us something vastly
different. Good knowledge is what heals you and others, it’s what connects you
to place, it’s what adds to the communal good. Not only is it to be shared, but we
are engaging in a kind of theft every time we claim any knowledge as our personal
property, attained by us alone. All knowing is a communal process, not just with
our fellow humans but with the land and all nonhuman persons. To act morally, we
must always recognize that our context conditions our knowing and that we have,
then, a responsibility to take care of the peoples and the world from which we were
gifted that knowledge.

The Age of Reason is not dead, but maybe, someday, we really will get to bury
him. In this essay I have explored the violence done in the name and service of Rea-
son, and I have also explored some of the different ways we can approach knowl-
edge in a way that is respectful and mindful of our own personal context and po-
sition. Consider this one of the many shots over the bow at the Age of reason.
Perhaps, should enough of us take up our epistemic, as well as our physical, arms
in the struggle against him, we may eventually see him brought down.
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or“heal,bringtogether,challenge,surprise,encourage,orexpandourawarenessis
notpartoftheconsciousnessthisworldneedsnow.”(7)TheAgeofReason,onthe
otherhand,believesthatgoodknowledgeisanyknowledgethatcanbearrivedat
objectively,withaknowerwhoisasremovedanddecontextualizedaspossibleand
theoutcomesofacquiringsuchknowledgeandwhatbloodyendstheyareused
towardsdonotfactorintotheirvalidityasknowledge.Fromthisdifference,it
seemsthatallotherdifferencesbetweenWesternandIndigenousepistemologies
seemtofollow.IntheWesterntradition,one’spersonalcontext,evenone’sown
physicalembodiment,isanimpedimenttoacquiringtrueknowledge.IntheIn-
digenoustradition,knowingisinherentlyembodiedandcontextdependent,and
thisisitsstrength.Becauseknowledgeiscontextual,itoffersupwaysforusto
understandourcontexttruthfully.Further,recognizingonesowninterrelational-
ityasaknower/learnermightevenbeadrivingforcetotreatthoserelationships
withrespectandintentionality.TheAgeofReasonseesknowledgeassomething
thatcanbeextracted,andthereforewhatitisextractedfromhaslittletonovalue
oncetheknowledgeispossessed.However,if,asinMeyer’saccountofIndigenous
epistemology,wegainourknowledgefromcontinuedrelationshipsandinturn
thatknowledgemustworktobolsterthoserelationships,thenwemustbedriven
totreatthoserelationshipswithrespect,asourknowledgeisdependentontheir
continuance.

AswestruggleagainsttheAgeofReason,wecanrecognizethatthereareso
manymoreperspectivesaboutknowledgethatwecanlearnfromandwithwhich
wecanbegintoconstructadifferentworldbeyondhim.Indigenousphilosophy
hassomuchmoretotellus,butthatwouldtakespaceonthisessayIdonothave,
andI,awhitesettler,amnottherightpersontoteachitalltoyou.However,we
wouldbedeeplyamissifwedidnotrecognizethevitalmessagethatBlackFeminist
thoughthastoteachusaboutknowledge.InareviewofBlackFeministphilosophy,
AltheriaCalderagivesusalookintowhatBlackFeministpedagogyhastooffera
worldbeyondtheAgeofReason(andwhatishastoofferusnowinourstruggle
againsthim):

“Centraltoeachofthese[BlackFeminist]epistemologiesare(1)theimportance
ofsociallocation,(2)recognitionofwaysofknowingthatprovidealternativesto
traditional,dominantsystemsofknowingthataremostlypositivistic,and(3)the
roleofexperienceinknowledge-validation.”(Caldera39)

LiketheIndigenousepistemologydetailedbyMeyer,experienceandlocation
areparamounttorealknowledge.Notonlyistherenoremovetoattain,butlib-
eratoryepistemologiesassertthatsucharemovefromone’scontextisnoteven
desirable.One’scontextisworthyofrecognition,one’splaceshouldbehonored,
one’scommunitydeservestobeseenasavitalcomponenttotheproductionof
knowledge.ThesimilaritiesbetweenIndigenousandBlackFeministepistemology
doesnotstopthere.Calderaalsohasanarticulationaboutwhatconstitutesas
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butwithoutinputfromalltheworldexternalfromthemind.Animals,according
toDescartes,arenothingbutmindlessautomatonswithoutsouls,withoutintelli-
gence,justsimplyexcellent,unthinkingmachinessetintomotionbyGod.Ratio-
nality,then,becomesakeycomponenttomakingthedistinctionbetweenwhohas
soul,and,therefore,value.WhileDescarteshimselfsaidthathisthirdmaximwas
to“trytoconquermyselfratherthanfortune,andtochangemydesiresratherthan
theorderoftheworld,”(Descartes14)itshouldnotbedifficultforustoseehow
suchanattitudetowardstheexternalworld,combinedwiththeatomizationofthe
selfandmind,serveasexcellentfueltothefiresofcolonialismandenvironmental
destruction.

WhileDescartes’rationalismiscertainlynottheonlyformoftheWesternepis-
temologicaltradition—DavidHume,forexample,believedthatknowledgecould
onlybedevelopedbyexperiencingandstudyingtheexternalworld—therational
observer,standingatadetachedandobjectivedistance(termedbyThomasNagel
as“theviewfromnowhere”)isacentralfeatureinallpredominantWesternepis-
temologies.Onecanberational.Onecanobjectivelyviewthefacts.Onecanfind
theTruth,and,moreimportantlyonecanownit.Knowledgecanbeprivateprop-
erty,andithas“rightful”owners:theMenofReason.Thiswasacentralpillarof
Enlightenmentthought,andtowhichallsettlersinAmericaareheirs.Inherbook
DecolonizingMethodologies:ResearchandIndigenousPeoples,LindaTuhiwaiSmith
arguesthatthesevaluesoftheAgeofReasonprovidedthedriveandphilosophical
scaffoldingfortheviolentcolonizationofIndigenouspeoples,theircultures,and
theirknowledge.Duetothebeliefthatthey(Europeancolonizers)alonewerein
possessionofReason,andthatIndigenouspeoples—whoseepistemologiesdidnot
alignwiththeEuropean’sideaofReasonandthatwewillexplorelaterinthisessay
—were“savage,”Europeancolonizerstookituponthemselvesto“rescue”Indige-
nousculturalartifacts,claimthemasnewdiscoveries,andrenderthemintocom-
modifiedproperty.AccordingtoSmith:“Bythenineteenthcenturycolonialism
notonlymeanttheimpositionofWesternauthorityoverindigenouslands,indige-
nousmodesofproductionandindigenouslawandgovernment,buttheimposition
ofWesternauthorityoverallaspectsofIndigenousknowledges,languages,and
cultures.”(Smith126)FromthepositionofReasonablearbitersofwhatisandis
notrealknowledge,Europeancolonizersviewed,andinmanywaysstillview,all
thosecategorizedasOtherasUnReasonable,andthereforefairgameforconquest
andstudy:harkeningbacktoDescartes’gruesomedissectionsoflivinganimalsin
pursuitofproofthattheyhadnosouls.

FeministepistemologyalsohasmuchtosaytotheAgeofReason,tothemen
claimingthattheycanachievetheirviewfromnowhere.InheressayFeminist
Epistemology:TheSubjectofKnowledge,NancyTuanawrites:

“Earlyfeministepistemologicalworkthusidentifiedthewaysthattraditional
conceptionsofknowersasdistinct,butnotdistinctive,occludedthefactthatthe
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qualities required to be a knower — objectivity, disinterestedness, lack of emotion-
ality — excluded all but privileged individuals from full achievement of that ability.
In other words, traditional epistemology was based on the false assumption that a
particular standpoint was neither particular, not a standpoint, and thereby obscured
the linkages between knowledge and power.” (Tuana 127)

The Reasonable Man believes that his standpoint is the neutral position by re-
ferring to the assumption that white men are inherently rational. It is not by his
reason alone that he arrives there, but by his structural and violent placement of
all others — women, minoritized men, lgbtq+ people — in the category of inher-
ently unreasonable. The white man, in this view, is born Reasonable! Tuana gets to
the very root of the issue: “the Western epistemic tradition itself, due to its biased
conceptions of reason, is epistemically unjust.” (Tuana 126) This tradition works
only by the epistemic silencing of all but the Reasonable Man, who is white, prop-
erly educated, and propertied. This silencing happens through rendering women
objects on which the Reasonable man can enact his epistemic stories. This happens
by treating women of Afghanistan as helpless victims without agency subjected to
the whims of “savage” Afghan men who need to be “saved” by U.S. imperialism, or
by not giving credibility to women who call out sexual harassment and assault, or
by seeing women’s nos as insincere. This epistemic violence is the natural result of
the values of the Age of Reason, not an accidental side effect. Traditional Western
Epistemology enacts patriarchy because that it what it is built to do.

Cornell West, in his essay A Genealogy of Modern Racism, gives an account of
how white supremacy was formed as a vital object of Western philosophical in-
quiry and how that white supremacy was also not a secondary biproduct but a
structural component of modern discourse itself via its obsession with categorizing
and placing in hierarchy human traits. He speaks to Descartes’ prime location in
the construction of white supremacy:

“Descartes is highly significant because his thought provided the controlling
notions of modern discourse: the primacy of the subject and the preeminence of rep-
resentation. Descartes is widely regarded as the founder of modern philosophy not
simply because his philosophical outlook was profoundly affected by the scientific
revolution but, more important, because he associated the scientific aim of predic-
tion and explaining the world with the philosophical aim of picturing and repre-
senting the world.” (West 95)

Thismethod and epistemic value, to categorize, explain, and represent the world
through the eyes of Reason has been mobilized repeatedly throughout history to
construct and maintain white supremacy. It lends itself naturally — we may look
also to the empiricism and notorious racism of David Hume — to the measuring
and categorization of human beings, especially, writes West, via physical character-
istics. Establishing European whiteness as the height and standard of both Reason
and Beauty, what West terms as the “normative gaze,” all physical differences —
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constructed eventually as racial difference — becomes indictive of lack of intelli-
gence and Reason. One can also see this in the belief underlying the Reasonable
Man’s declaration that the history of his civilization is a history of progress: invok-
ing thereby the Great Chain of Being, that places European whiteness at the apex
of humanity, and all Others ranked below and trailing down to the “unhuman.”

These analyses are mere warning shots at the Age of Reason, many have come
before and many will come after. He has been with us for centuries, and every
time we thought we had struck him a death blow, he managed to stagger back to
his feet once again, or else be reborn in a slightly different form that managed to
trick enough of us, for a long enough time for him to regain his footing, that he was
someone different. We will not be fooled much longer, and the real war against him
was declared long before I took up this topic. As we prepare our siege, perhaps it
will do us well to think upon what kind of knowledge we want to build after he is
dead and buried.

Burying the Age of Reason

In her essay Indigenous and Authentic: Hawaiian Epistemology and the Triangula-
tion of Meaning, Manulani Aluli Meyer offers an Indigenous Hawaiian understand-
ing of epistemology far different from the western epistemological tradition. In-
stead of seeking for study, unshakable (and therefore unaccountable) foundations
to knowledge, Hawaiian epistemology, like many other Indigenous epistemologies,
sees knowledge as a communal and inherently contextual (to place, to community)
process. Knowledge is not something that an individual can acquire as property, but
is something spiritual, and its truth depends on the ways it allows us to strengthen
relationships with ourselves, with others, with animals, and with land. It should
drive us to be of service, not boost our ego and personal power behind academy
walls. Knowledge is dependent on land, and land is something that we learn from,
not an inanimate object we just learn about. Knowledge is shaped by culture: each
culture offers unique ways to understand the world around us, ourselves, and one
another. Everything, according to Meyer, is created through existing in relation-
ship, and thus knowledge is bound to how we develop relationships to and with
that knowledge. Rejecting the conclusions arrived to in Western philosophy from
Descartes’ mind-body dualism, Meyer writes that Hawaiian epistemology recog-
nizes that knowledge is also inherently embodied, and unified with cognition: the
two cannot be separated but instead work together to create knowledge.

The most notable, and perhaps most fundamental, difference to be noticed be-
tween traditional Western epistemology and Indigenous epistemology is the idea of
what makes good or important knowledge. AsMeyer writes, the Indigenous Hawai-
ian perspective is that knowledge that does not serve to strengthen relationships


