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A conversation with Paulo Fréir'e

Suestion 1: In spite of the increasing interprets me as ideslist, subjectivist,
acceptence of your thought in the United |or reformist. It seems to me, however,
Stetes, Europe, and Latin Americe, it is | that those who thus classify me by
rrecisely in Letin Americe, the beginning | drewing on certein neive phreses which
point of your theory and practice, that can be lifted out of my works - and which

we find the most severe criticisms ere todoy the object of my own sell-
c¢irected ageinst you. These criticisms criticism - must try to accempany me
rest on two points: first of all, you through the steps of my om evoiution.

zre accused of having lost contact with {In effect, I don't held any simple or
+he Letin Americen rczlity; secondly, you |immodest illusions ebout reaching o

ere accused of ideclism and reformism. state of absolute critical ebility. It
Whzt do you say in response to these seems to me that the importent thing is
criticisms 7 SR to see which of the two aspects - the .
RN ;'- i ..~ {neive or the criticel - is imposing
| ik | R0 Jitself esmy pratﬁazana reflection
Freire: Le:t me sa;y‘ ‘bo 'beg:.n m'bh, and I g:radunl]y defvelope. 2 e
w2nt to underline the fact, thet I in At ‘_.,_\‘_ i S P

the hebit of teking se:iously cntzcisms ' ; . i g it
which are directed ‘against .me. Canfronted gu_esti 3 Neverthalsas, it seems %o us
with criticism I.do not ‘assume the air of |[that the accusetion of idealism rests on
someone attacked or injured. Neverﬂaeless, a reel 'bue if one considers the higtonc
sometimes thereare among ‘the criticisms. experience.- of the progrem for m -

those" ﬁn.ch, by their very t‘zagil:.ty,%do conscigntiuﬁon of the messes: ih:u:h took| -
not deserve serious; attenﬁm.. :I'domot .. |Plece i Brezil in l962 to 1964. At thet | -
see, for exasmple, WhY why 1 should worry - m ly l&ﬂ‘d pnhtiutim_ot -
‘|about the cha;-gs mt“:[ h:;a puttq_-i.de e







brocess of becoming aware in an oppressive
situation is not sufficient for changing
that reality, then we should have had .
from the very beginning of the Brazilien
experience, the development of a politi-
cal organization of the masses of people
with a strategy cepable of orienting
their action toward & social end politi-
cal transformetion. : ‘

[Freire: Acually, one of the weeskest points
of my work on which I've done an auto-
critigue, is precisely at the point of
the process of consientisztion. To the

. |[degree that, especizlly in my first
theoretical works, I made no - or almost
mo - reference to the political

cheracter of educetion and- I neglected
the problern of social classes and their
struggle, I opened the door to every sort
of reactionary interpretation and practice
|le2@ing to many distortions of whet
conscientisation pust really be, And how
often I've been criticized - not for a
lack of clarity in the analysis and the
theoreticel basis of conscientisation -
but, guite to the contrary, meny of these
criticisms reveal the mechanical
objectivist position, anti-dielectical in
itself, of those who express then. In so
fer as they are pechanicists, denying

the very existence of consciousness,

they reject, as e conseguence, conscien-
tisation. I went, then, to re-stazte thet
while all the time trying to go beyond ©y
|ever present freilties, I see no reason
to reject the role of conscientisation
in the revolutionery process. - .
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| subjective element: Stzlinian willful-

- {between subject

practice. 41l attempta to

the "living negation" of this system of i
exploitetion. It z2lso inplies, he ° o4
insists, subjective factors: the con-.
sciousness of this oppressive reality -
on the pert of the exploited classes _
and their readiness to act fcr the
overthrow of theestablished order. Thes%
pest few years heve been nerked by two |
different treetments of the subjective
pole. Either there wes 2 kind of
eclipse of it in the dialectical re-
lationship with the belief that
revolutionary action only becomes
possible efter the fulfillnent of cer-
tzin infra-structural conditions, such
gs, for exanple, the full developnent
of cepitalisn in the under-developed
couniries as a precondition to the -
trensition toward sociezliso. Or, we have
also seen 2 sort of perversion of the

ness or en overestimation of the -
cepacity of small avani-guard action
groups cut off from the masses in 2
kind of "foquismo". Nevertheless, the:
historic failure of objectivisn and of
these two deviations of subjeétivism -
have put the guestion of the subjective
factor, as en agent for the trams- -
formation of reezlity, at the center of
the contemporary political debate. -
How do you see this simatiom 2. +2.'
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Freire: This question bringan5:taﬂ"‘
very heart of a fundamental problem - 3

which has elways preoccupied philosophy

| to the question of the relationship -]
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end object, -conscious:
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dualist vision :mel:l.es the negaticn ezther
jof objectivity, (submitting it to the
Dowers of a consciousness created at-will),
sor of the reality of the consciousness -
2 trensformed one - sc then, e simple
copy of.objectivity. In' the first
ypothesls we have the sub;]ect:.nst error,
the expression of an anti-dialectical

znd pre-Eegelian ideslism. In the second,
we are dealing-with the mechmical s'baec-
tivist. one, egually snti—dialsctlcs?: :
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In reahty consciousness is no‘l: :just :
e copy of 1’:he Real, nor is thsdisal‘ only
capnc:.ons constmcﬂon of conscious

yess. It is only: by way of-zm.-uqier o T .=_-__'”-';‘

te.nc‘li.ug of. thg«dia‘lec tical unity,-in

nh we. .finﬂ"' sojigfrj.tfbsﬁasn,!ﬁbjécﬁn '-_- ..- -' ;

{-.‘self - _real hv:ng man. It isinot

How can one explain, for example, in
subjectivist terms, the position of
human beings - es individuals, generation
or social class, - confronted with a
€iven historic situastion in which' they
"fit" independent of-either their con-
sciousness or their will? And how to -
explain, on the other hand, the same
problem from a mechenical point of view?
If consciousness erbitrarily creates
reality, .2 generation or sociel cless -
could, in rejecting the given situation
in which they live, transform it by a
simple -ele7rant gesture. L:kewise, if
consciousness were only a simple
reflection of reality, the given situa-
tion would be eternally the given .
situation. Reelity would be the deter-
minant "subject" in itself. Human beings
iwould be only the yielding objects. In
other words, the given situvation would
change of itself. That means Beeing - .
[History as a mythical entity, outside .
of and superior to humen beings, able
to capriciously commend them from zbove
_beyond. I think just now of Marx -
what he wrote in The Holy Fangx

“H:.story éoes noth:.ng, possesses no-:
great riches, liberates not-one class
from ‘its struggles; what does all that,
possesass and struggles, ~is man him- .

_“,H:Lsto:r,y whlch uses man. .as.a tool 2o

“reach.2 goal, as though History were
e be:mg apart, for History is nothing

. .'but -l:hs sction of ns:n follcm:mg has <

b :I’.‘aced wi'th a g:.ven
we ''fit" without - -
ware, we are up ageinst a concrete

on qhich posas 2 ohallengs 'I.'he~-
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accomplishment of this untested’
feasability which demands going beyond

ference to our consciousness, is only
verified in praxis. That means, and let
us emphas;ze it, that humen beings do
mot get beyond the concrete situation,
|the condition in which they find thenm-
selves, only by their consciousness cr
their intentions - however good those
intentions mey be. The possibilities
that I hzd for transcending the nerrow
limits of a five by two fcot cell in
which I was locked after the April 1954
Brazilien coup d'état, were not suvffi-
cient to change my condition as &

| prisoner. T was always in the cell,
deprived of freedom, even if I could
imagine the outside world. But, on the
otHer hand, the prexis is not b11na.
action, deprived of intention or of
finality. It is ection and reflection.
len end women &re humen beings becezuse
they are: h;stor:cally constituted es
beings of prexis, and in the process
they have become .capable of trensfor-

) It is only 2s belngs of pmaxis in
acceptlng our concrete situations as a
challangzng conﬂ:tzon, that we:are zble
to change its mean;ng'hy our action.
That is why a praxis is 1mposs;b1e
in the aﬁn-dialectical vacuum where
1 we are. axiven'by all sdBJEct—dbject
dichotomy. That is why subjectivism
end machanical ob;]activism are alwa;v
oba-baclea to an mrl:henﬁ. 1
procesa, no met:

—d b

they takﬁrin

the point blocked by living without re-

ming the world—- of giving it meaning.

permanent scientific analysis.of
objective reality, becomes equally
subjectivist in the measure where it
"acis" on invented reality.

It is precisely this mechanical objec-
tivism which discovers idealism or
reformism in 21l references to the role
of subjectivity in the revolutionary
process, At the heart of the matter
these expressions, however different,
grow up fram the same jideological
"source" : the petite bourgeoisie.

- . -
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Mechanical objectivism is 2 gross dla-
tortion of the Marxist position with :
regards to the fundemental guestion of
the subjeci-object relationship. For
Marx, these relationships are contre-
dlctory and dynamic. Subject and object
are not found to be dichotomized mnor °
constituting one identity, but one
dialecticel unity. The same dizlecticel
unity in which we find theo:y and e
practlce.
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Do you.belzeva that one .can-

o

ggast1nn g
become conscious of a situation of-¢
ploitation in what you call the
|"theoretic context", like the circle &
of culture of the Brszilian experzenn
In those circles of culture ® grcﬁp-or

SamTe

{learning to read 2 Jingunstic code
elity in Tealizing that their 1114

- to read and W

1illiterate peasants, et the.same fime as
1entg
lon to decipher the socio-historiciii=rs

‘“qus hnt one- aapect o&'thﬂﬂuﬂmﬁ;T =

”ich.they haﬂ'heen ‘submi ttéd.
¢ that this beccmins'c&hﬂ




Freire:, The enswer to this question re-:
|quires a few preliminary remarks. First,
let's try to see in what the "theoretic
context" consists. Our point of deperture
is the affirmetion thet neither sub-
Jectivism, on the one hand, nor mechani-
cal objectivism on the other, are :
capable of correctly explaining this
problem,. which finally, is similar to

the one of which we just spoke &nd they ;
are not capable of explaining it correct- b
: 3 ly because, in dichotomizing the subject :
R from the object, they zutomatically }
i - dichotomize the practice from the theory,
' ! breeking apart the already m=ntioned :
dialectical unity. Cut off from practice, =
theory becomes 2 simple verbalism. =
Separated from theory, prectice is =
nothing but blind ecticism. Thai is why .
there is not authentic praxis-cutside
‘|the dizalectical unity, action-refiection,
practice-theory. In the -sam= way,.there | .
is no theoretic context if it is no‘b in =
e dislectical unity with the concrete !
tcontext. In this contexi--where. the ,i‘a.qts
{are--we find mrselves enveloped by the.
real but without necessarily comprehen-
ding in a critical wey why the fects-ere
what they are. In the theoretic context
holding the concrete off et arms, length
we. aeek the mson d'étre of the. facts.
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In the concrete contex‘l'r, ‘we are sub;ects
and objects in dialectical. rela.twnsh:.p
with reality. In the theoretic context:
. |we play the role of cogna.tive ,snhaaota: .
~ |of the snhjec.‘b-objec.t re.'l.at;lonsh;p wiich |
~{occurs in -the concrete context,.so as=*
Tlto :netn::p 40 the point of -better -neeo‘q".ing :
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'beglnning point alrean‘ demands end also
Jeontains the other point. And that is vhy
. |reflection is only legitimate when it
sends us back--es Serire insists--to the
concrete contaxt where it seeks to
clarify the fects. In so doing, reflec-
Tion renders our action more effective
over against those facis. In throwing
llght on 22 scccroplished, or being
iaccymp4lshed action, authentic re-
.If1ect1cn clerifies future ection waich,

ir its gﬂvcn tine, will heve to dbe open
|to renewed relleciion. '

" lIn tre 1ight ef 21 these considerations;
the illiterate.

it séems clear to meo thet
Qeasaﬁus do not need 2 theoretic context
(in cur c2se, the circle of culture) .to .
arrive at 2n evereness of their objective
"|{oppressed sitvetion. This awereness
occurs in the concrete context of their
life, It is by wey of their deily
exper:ence with 211 of its dramatic

oppressed condition. But what theini =
lawareness--éoming out of an immersion

‘{them, is the reason for their exploited
|éondition. This in one of the tasks that

we hzve to accompl;sh in the theoretic

is nottrensformed except in praxis, the
‘]theoretic context cannot b: reduced to
]an” olved research center'., The.
ﬁrmf culture must find we.ya, which
{each locel raalzty will indicete, th,
‘Iwhich it ‘must ‘be tms_fompd ‘into
{"center for yo‘]i'binal ac

levidence that they become ewere -of their’

lin daily life condltlons-—does not give -

context. Precisely. because consczousness‘.

ﬂ“ﬁIf;. . |dealin
ti\, J a & _i}and4;qn ‘the other hand, thlt the subjec

reality is as it is. Acutelly, the de;
masking of rezlity which is not oriented

toward cleerpolitizl action over sgainst
that seme reality simply lacks sense.

"t o

Of course, this transforming knowledge
is impossible in the framework of the
"every-day". It is only in the unity

of praEﬂ! end theory, ection and re-
flection, that we go beyond the aliena-
ting character of the everyday, such as
our spoéntanious wey of moving through

;the world or as & result of action that
are maderechenical or bureaucratic. In

these- fwo expressions of—dailleife,
we don't succede in rezching:irreduc-
table knowledge of fects—facts of wh_ch

- |we ere hardly aware. Fram'there comes

the necessity-which we feel to go furthe

|then & simple perception of the presence

of fects.and events, seeking not only:
the interdependence emong them but also
the constituting elements of the totelit
of each; also the necessity of tryingitc
establish a. permanent control on our

. -

thought processes.: e
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There it is, 4in the lest. analyszs the

‘{dizlecticel movement (incomprehensible
|from the subjectivist point of view eas

well as from the mech nical dbject1V1st
|perspective) which gets posed as-a.
fundamental demand on every effort of

knowing reality. This mevument~nmplles,

|on the cne hand, that the_subject of.a
* |ection holds the theoretic tools forx !

with the knawiedse of rea;jﬁag

zes the mnecessity of reada pting
the results uxtainsd.lu'ﬂﬂnﬂ

By that I mean 'bh.».t‘the}.:
- a‘rhm::gmg
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Question 5: What you are doing; if w 4
und?rstand correctly, is holgggg up ihe
political involvement of a scientist, {
for example, as an essential condition
e.!_}d test for the scientific nature of
his Fnowledge. Or, 2nother way of
putting 'it, for you an apolitical science
constitutes nothing but a "felse
knowledge". Is that right?

Freire: Yes. BEvery student worthy of the
name knows very well thet the so-cealled
neutrality of science (from which flows
the equally famous "impartiality of the
scientist" with his criminel ixdifference
v0 the destiny of his discoviries),is
nothing more than a neressary myth of
the ruling classes, That is why he must
not confuse a concern with truth--which
characterises all serious scientific
effort--with the myth of this neutrality.
On the .other hand, in trying to under-
stend reality, the critical and cereful
student cannot attempt to domesticate it
to suit his own ends. What he wents is
the truth of reelity and not the sub-
mission of reality to his own truth. We
ennot respond to the myth of neutrality
of science -and the impertialitity of

the scientist with the mystificetion

that truth. In effect, 2t the moment
when one iis seduced by this falsificetion
of reelity one ceases to be criticel.
Aind the action resulting from such an
uncriticel or "false! knowledge cannot
bear good fruit. So.the student must be
{critical and involved, rigorous-toward -
truth. This does not mean ,'bha't“ ]:lis et
pnalysis must attai;n’:‘a?dc;ﬁni_, OF "7
definittve profile.of the social reality

8
’e
- 2

o e et it
to ms?’ m- Sl Aty Ay;ﬁv %

of truth, but rather with & respect, for

--among Ather reasons, beceuse reality, 1958




This vigilant attitude c-haracfer'izeé‘.';ﬁe

criticel student Question 7: Isn't it feir tomsyr that this‘

» the stud ; {3 e S T .
[ ettt el e e of e SR
- EROwS W}l that knowledge is not '
Sﬁ:::-nghfn;en or finished, but e social |
Ection o; ;Emggeg:?ds . transforning Freire : In the l;e-.st anzlysis, this is
this reasson he cmﬁfs;p -t29£world. Sox one of_ the fundamentel jobs of =zny
ect ofkrnowing wovld gfowcgﬁt 0?&: :?: 1 revolutionary party which is iz=volved
narration of reality, even -less--and.lt)h:?s in attempts at a oonsciovs crganization

is worse--, that it grows out of a- of the oppresced clacses so that, :
Proclam:?.tion that what exists is what $°in§ Ee{ond the f".is? jof‘ ﬁ}ffs 12 =
must exist. Quite th the contrary, .he itself" they can errive et "clzss for

itself" - +h2 Hauiz aspecis of
wants to transfomm reelity so that what i sfe]_ .- Oae Sf o D
1s ha ni i : this task resis cn tae fect that the
PPENIng in & given manner begins to So o
bhappen in another manner. relaticnehips beiween rsvoiuiicaeTy
_ party end the cpprszsed classes ere not

& Question € : If we consider the masses

JDnly on the level of their "concrete . :

context" without permitting their move-

ment_ towerd a critical examination of that
context, will theéy necessarily be

- |condemned ‘to 2 reformist option?

|Freire ¢+ In so far as gé-'don"t eccomnt | .- o

for the subjectivity-objectivity - T.: | -~ f et
dizlectical unity, we cennot.-understand - p -~ - =
this very evident fact: the dominated .." |~ = ¥ S

classes!~state: of being cennot be-unde
stood as: an ‘isolated 't'hing, it mustbe=
seen in-its dialectical relationship

the ruling class. The dominated classes™
tendancy: to -reformist solutions is =7 "0

-?té‘-{.a:fm-o‘f‘-t::of ‘.‘nht‘;ﬁ:% .J ;‘-‘-'! TR

" |sometimes attributed ort
 -[incapacity.-Actually, however,: the:
~ |dominzted classes became Te
_ " |their dealings with.the:

= etk SO T3 Sy '.4,‘4:,_.
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re}ationships between one side which -
brings historic consciousness &nd another
side, void of consciousness, erriving
on Fhe scene with an "empty consciousness"
If it were so, the role of the revolutio-
nery party would be the transmission of
consciousness to the dominated classes
end this transmission would signify -
filling up their consciousness with the.
| consciousness of their class. Actually,
bhowever, the dominated socizl classes are
not vgid of consciousness, nor is their
j|consciousness an empty depository.
¥enipulated by the ruling classes myths,
the dominated classes reflect a
consciousness which is not properly their
own. Hence, their reformist tendancy.
Permiszted by the ruling class ideology,
their esspiretions, to a2 large degree, do
not corrg§pond 1o their authentic being.
These espirations are superimposed by
[the most diversified meens of social
menipulation. &

A11 this throws out a challenge to the
revolutionary party. It;pgqpestiQQSbly .
calls them to play a'pédgsogica};rple;

2Y v\’.—'
2

Question 8: One has tp-"be awere, however,

.t "
. - .

$finds this to be one of their most
{important tasks. :

Finally, while it seems necessary to ne
to affirm that while analyzing the role
the theoretic context cen plsy in the
critical radicalisation of the process
of  swareness--which is vexfied in the
concrete context--I don't went to say
that the revolutionary perty-hes to
create in every historical situation
theoretic contexts--as if these were.
revolutionary schools to prepare people
to "make the revolution". I've never
cleimed this. What I did sey, and I
repeat it here now, is that the
revolutionary party which refuses to
leern with the messes of people (and
by so refusing, breaks the dialectical
uwnity between teach and learn) is mot
revolutionary. It has become elitistl.
It forgets a fundementzl point of Merx
{in-his third thesis on Feuerbach:

"The educator himself needs educetibg”.

- - kT edd = . - =

Question 9 : Let's talk for & moment,
ifryon will, about this word which is
constently associated with you, - .. -
CONSCIENTISATION, It has become the °

object of all sorts-of ambiguous inter-,
pretations end distortions. Some wonder
4if the ruling clesses c¢)nnot themselves.
Weonscientize the people". Others, . .

1 thet atftributix;g_‘_ 0 pedagngjqal;:mle; tl:.\ :
| 2 revolutionary party’cerrys with it

R e
L o

el e i | working &t so-celled revolutionary - &Yy
T ot 1S _ ] actions with the messes, also claim this

| Freire = T - | mozd, for thenssdvepuBloally, nany eoe:
FUTERETT e, ‘ber.that: the ‘conscientisation &s.& sort-ol megic wenc

But_ve- bave; bo Temepber 402 “* | capable. of "healing" socidl injustice by

Could you, onewmore:time,.




Freire : To begin with I must say that -
it's impossible to correclly envisage -
conscientisation as if it were an
intellectus] hebby or the constitution
of a rationality seperated from the
concrete, Conrlentlsatlon, which is
identified with cultural action for
freedan, is the. process by which, in the
subject-object relationship (a_regdy 80
often mentioned in this conversation)

the subject finds .the ebility to grasp,

in critical terms, the dislectic uni ¥y
between self ang ohgect. That is why we
reaffirm that there is no conscientisation
outside of praxis, outsice of the theomy-
pr&ct:ce reflectnons-ac,_on wity. |

However, &s a demytholog1hlgg engagement
consc:entlsatzor canniot be utilized by
the ruling socisl clesses. That is the
case -simply becamuse they are the ruling
clesses. Culturel action which such
classes can develope is necessarily thet
which, in mystifying the rezality of -
consziousness, mystifies the consciousness
of reality. It would be naive to expect:
the ruling clesses to put into prectice,
or even stimulate a form of action that
would help the dominated classes see
themselves as such. It must be szid agein
ithat this is something which the’ 3
revolutionary avant-guard must ﬂo,_'.

| presupposing, of course, that they will.
not fall into the- petit-bourgeois .
temptatlon of. mechanncal objectivism.
Reelly,. for. these ‘mechanical ob;ject:.ns‘ta.,
the dcminated, classes are just there,.; 4
be freed by them in their-

5 o’b:jects,- to be. re on.
- | role‘as: sﬁbjects in:ravolhtlopaxy'actl

‘is, for“them,
{ The process of. 1iberation is, L. them,
samethlng'mgchanical. ‘Thus their: Tl
{willfullness. Thus .thei:f masical csedl 5
dm.v.'.i_n mﬁwmﬁﬁﬁm

{

N

_But we must_also point out that: cun-ﬂT

- possible with a mistrust of "histo

the peoples' action, moving. towaxd_ e
fdemaskzng of- ogpreaaxve st:uctu;gggégéﬁh;,_
_given soéiety--thougn partial--is

than to dielogue wzth 2 group uf peaaants
£or ten minutea. B s

ﬁ.-‘-'l"—
-

scientisetion cennot escape s—t7-chence _,1‘::

fron the lifits which historic realiﬁy., =

imposes oh it. Thst is to say, thef*7*§? r‘

viebility". Sometimes it heppens that 7‘

_the political expression of: tha:
"histo::cal'viabilttr"




Freire : To begin with I must say that . .:
it's impossible to correclly envisage '
conscientisation as if it were an
intellectual hebby or the constitution

of a rationality seperated from the
concrete, Cormientisation, which is
ijdentified with cultural ection for
freedon, is the process by which, in the
subject-object relatiornship (a_rpady 80
often mentioned in this conversstion)

the subject finds, the ebility to grasp,
in ocritical terms, the diazlectic unity
between self and object. That is why we
reaffirm that there is mo conscientisation
outside of praxis, outsidz of the theoxy-
praectice, reflections-action unity.

However, as a demytholognblgg cngagEmen,,
conscientisation cannot be uti szed: DV
the ruling socisel clesses. That is the
cése -simply because they are the ruling
clesses. Cultural ection which such’ |
classes can develope is necessanl,; thet
‘wh:;ch in mystifying the reelity of -
consmiousness, mystifies the consciousness
of Teality. It would be naive to expect
the ruling classes to put into prectice,
or even stimulite a2 form of ection that
would help 'the dominated classes see
themselves as such. It must be said age.:.n
that this is somethlng which the’

revoluti One.ry aveht-guard must G
presuppoa:mg, " of course, that they will .

not fall into
temptation of mechanica
Really,. for. theae _mechani
the dcninated. c‘.LaBsea are just there, as-
objecta, to be. freed by y them.in. their:
su‘bjécts :'m revolutionary act:.on.

1 objectivism. =

some thing mechanice.
willfullness. .Th“ﬂ

the- petit-'bourgeon.a B
cal o'b;ect:wista,
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ha:n 10 dialogue vn.th a group uf pea.san'ba—
for ten mimuites. - _ A =

But we must_ also ‘point out that {:on :
sczentisation cannot escepe _,—’orcha.nc:_e_f:f’--
fron the lifits which historic ::ealrl-'y“ =
imposes oh it. Thet is to’ sa:,y Ahe TS =
effort of conacient;sation is’ :not"*'“‘ e 2

possible with a mistrust of "historivel
viability". Scmetimes it heppens thet 1°
the peoples'. action, mmng tmx&'t‘qe-“ ¥
demashng of- Oppreas:.ve structurea ¥
given soéiaw—thou@ pxtial-in‘;p
_the political expressicn of “the :Iigt
| "historicel viebility". In other.o

it can happen that tha masses of-.zhe- s
pecple comprehend the. imediete Tes3amer

'ti

dencesin mmﬁﬂ’%?’??ﬁo "i"h"ﬁ:‘;‘
% m ", P ! ST =

explain’a. cular evemty:
Ly 40, not_grasp; at thesa
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:1ab111ty is found. In such a caae, over.
eg=inst event "B", action "A" may not be
- *he adequate action from the point of .
f“lEW of the totelity. This would be the
case, for example, of an action which
though being valid politically for a
ertain local erea, would be 1nadequate'

regards to the demand of the total
vional sztuatzon. :
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|Suestion 10 : Th:l.s observation on the
| 22fficulily of grasping the total picture
onteined in the historic viebility
%3 organizing the diverse elements which
! coustitute the totalily, seems fundamental
i;:a bzsic to us. Actuslly, to insure their
:=omination, the ruling classes need to
cevide the oppressed, pitting them one
i 222inst the other. Thus, in the U.S., in
' “be begimning of the 11berat10n movement
ong the blacks, the principal enemy -
w7es simply the wh;te while, at the:
szme time, the white workers mede up one
iof the most racist groups in Americen
isociety. The szme phenomens is seen, -
!=ith a few different elements present,
iin the clesh which one observes in Latin
Lmerica between the iPmediate interests
1 of the urban-industrial proleteriat and-
<he demands of. the peasantry. ?hiS”is s
the cese, while,.quite evidently, “the ;1
deepest interest of -the two.would: 'be" YR
!cerved in the 1denu1f1ca1:mn of "hhe o
principal common- enemy. We see the escape
i from this fragmentery and. partial vision
2s lying in the diTection of  the. oppressed
oasses talcmg to themselves a.class-.

"""’: s se N

consc;ousness. How do you see*_'l':hgﬂ .:='r‘i:*.;:' .
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i 11. begin -:reaponding
reitérating. that since:it’ ca‘qnot

perception:of the totality-partiality
relationship, tactic and sirategy,
practice and theory. This work demands a
no less cleer vision thaa the revolu-
tionary avent-guard must have of its.
own role, of its relationships with the
masses of people. In these relationships;
the avent-guard must be careful not to
fell either into liberalism and lack of
orgenization or into bureaucretic
authoritarianism. In the first :Lnste.nce,
they wouldn't be able to conduct & '
revolutionery process. They would disolve
into dispersed actions. In the second
situetion, they would, in smothering the-
peopled' cepacity. for conscious action, |
trensform those people into simple  °
obaects to be maripulisted. In bozh cases,
nothing present resembles conscienti- .

sation.

{to the revolutionary svant- guard. -'I'hls
‘~d1alect1cal gep is .the ideological

J

fout of accord with both then- Dbeing and

_|moment thet Mthe:.r .needa get &efme& as
- |class intereat. g : B

Let's enalyse now how the masses of-
people could go beyond this stage ‘of-

"consiousness of the necessities of class
where they nzturally Tiri themselves, o
ettain the stage of class consciousmess. -
The "dialectical gep" between these two :-
stages is an unquestionsble chellange

space where the domirnzted classes are "
found in-their historical exyenence £

g between the moment 4in which, as *'class”

]in itself" they act in a fa.sliion that 13\'_
the moment when as "class for itself’ "~ ‘
they become aware “of their own h:n.stanc

mission. I%-is only at that latter = '

“Somised, spontanecs,

- or pate
e s "'g"‘?'




praxig implies a clear consdiousness of
the historic -role played by the dominated
classes. Marx underlined, in The Holy - -
Family, the conscious action of +he
proletariat in the abolition of themselves
as class by the abolition of the cbjective
conditions which constitute that class.

Actuelly, cless consdousness demends e
class practice which, in turn gives
birth to a knowledge 2t the service of
class interests.

While the ruling class, as such, con-
stitutes and reinforces self-conscious-
ness in the exercise of economic,
{political, and socio-cultural power which ]
_they impose on the dominated cleass,
aligning it to their positions, this
dominated class cannot attain its self-
consciousness except by revolutionary
praxis. In this process the dominated
cless becomes "cless for itself" and,
in moving then in accord with their
Being, not only do they begin to know in
e different way whet they knew before,

but they also begin to know what before
| they did not know. That is why class
1consgiousness, not being & pure psycholo-
gicel state nor a simple -sensitivity on
the part of the classes to detect what .
opposes their needs and intercsts,elways
ipplies & class knowledge. This -
| xnowledge is non-transferable. It is
born.in and through action on reality. .
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cticel gep, in_

demanding. a revolutionary pedagogy, 2lso.
1insists thet the relationships between '
revolutionery perty and dominated clesses |
is veptfied in such a way that the party
(as the "criticel consciousness'..of .the

{Freire

Question 11 : We can perhaps end this-
conversation in coming back to the 5d s
problem of the orgenization of the
revolutionary party: Can you systematize
for us your criticism of forms of :
political action which ere “besed on & - " -
mistrust of the creative and conscious
perticipetion-of the messes of people -
and which grow out of--as you have al-
ready seid--z petite-bourgeois concept
of the relationship between event-guard
eand masses? B =
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I believe *hat one of the most
difficult problems confronting e
revolutionary perty in the preparation

of its militant cadres consists in

rising above the canyon which exists
between the revolutionary option formu-
lated verbelly by the militents end the -.
prectice which is not zlways really |
revolutionary. The petite bourgeoisie =~ -
ideology which hes pemmezted them in -
their class conditpns interferes with -~
whet-should be their revolutionz2ry . .-
prectice. This then becomes contradic-:-:
tory in relationship to their verbel " . i
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expression. It's in this sense that:ii,
methodologicel errors are elweys an - >-°
expression of en ideologiczl vision. Tn~
so fer as, for example, they - keep with-
in themselves the myth of the nafural -5
incepacity of the masses, their tendancy
is one of mistrust, of refusing didlogue
[with those masses 2nd of holding the ide

" {tbet they are the only e&quPQ:S'gfq%;;%
the masses. 2 R P i =

In so behaving, all .they do is repro ‘“i
the dichotom y--typical of a classis: 7%
society, between teaching and learning:
in which the ruling class "teaches”end.
the domineted class. ~They, ¥

i

-~

nasses” of the-people) does mot bloc
C B Y ‘ltjﬁf%iyi; "o




&ﬁcause of ax1 this, 1!
e effort to clarify
; *Ceologizing pust neke

D convinced that
the process of

=L : up one of the
necessary irtoductory points in every

S€xinar for Preparing milijtents,
siculteneously with the exercise of
Sialectical 2nalysis of reality. In thus
Freceding, the sepinar becomes an
occasion by which the perticipants--

-

: Z2ving been invited
;...-.-.'-vc; 2nd pertis=l vision of reali ty,
Teplacing it by a vision of the totality-
:' - Engagr: 2lso in a process of ideological
larificetion, They realize that dielogue
_"1&11 “he people, in cultural ection
'Icr freedor, is not a formelity but an
,;::1s:>en.,1ble condition in the act of
owing, ..if our action is suthenti-
2211y revoluti onary. They become awgre
-ns.. it is inpossible, this dlchotomy
et¥een the militant inteant, which is
“::1'111:"0;1 and their methods, techniques,

iengd r'r'ocesees through which the intent
'-"s "“"a_nslated 1nto prect:uce. s

in

IThe political 0pt1cm of the ml:.‘tant o
| Cetermines the route which leads-to_ its
sxpression. There will alwa.ys be radical.

é'h tist militents in the use. to- which
can put even z slide. Pro:lector.';.-" S

E

correct pohtlcal--revoluhom:y “action -
zre rooted in the contradictions- between

olut:.onaz;y option ‘and - the_yse:of: -_'_.--‘

however, -my op‘h:l.on o dobic
zeople will only: be,.aa._fﬂr‘”-T ,“‘_ :

-:reserva.‘l_:im for,,t_he 8
7hich T zm on.],'ry_-}-n‘be

fo afer \, L,
= .3 :

ferences be‘bween the 1eft15t a.nd 'bhe"- '

of the obstacles on the roed: of—._;.;'-,-'-_.‘

ary action cannot immitate political-
dominative action. Enemies becazuse of
their goals, these two forms of esction
ere set against each other not only by
tle practical consequences of chosen
methods, but also by the use they make
of the aids and alliances serving them. 1







