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'aﬂdaal with an snalysis of terms.

‘however, we will look at and define some ‘theoretical gppatructa;that aachor
this work; they will be the basic pexceptions that the author projects and on
which he bases his argument. Perhaps one of the wost important areas that ve

~ will explore during this semester is the are4of perception and how pecple are

o VoL et vty ONTRRI0 IT‘ISTETUYE TOR
O 5 gRUDIEA 1 EDUCATION

: Poraato, Canada
DEFINING TERMS USED IN FREIRE'S PEDAGCOGY OF THE OPPRESSED

Yok ?i;mi /L?is

1 INTRODUCTION
‘ Before we begin an attempt tc analyze what Freimhas to say we must de-
termine what he is talkiog about. That is, we must determine the definitions
of his terms., Without completely understanding what he means when he uses a

given word or phrase we connﬁt,follow his line of reasoning.
This first session, therefore, shall be devotad exclusively to defining

Praire's terms.

There are two types of terms /woxds/phrases that Freire presents for our

Ve

consideration. The first are those words that are ndtvcommon and for which

we need a dictionary definiticn, i.e. praxis, ontologihal anthropocentric,

'igxiological and so on. Tha seconu type caa be btoken into two groups - there

:ag@ those words that are ‘familiar but because of thelr overuse have becoms

i

s@mewhat %iS&éed in their peaning, i.e. dehumanlzatxon, freedom, liberation,
and there are phrase#zha: utilize familiar words whosa combined meaning is
unfamiliar and phresés that utilize familiar combinations of words but have
a special meaning to Preirs, i.e. culture of sileunce, circle of cérééinty,

fear oflfreedom...

To reiterate, Freire’s work cannot be analyzed ungli we Sgree us uowu

‘ﬁeflnltions for his terms. Thxs Eirst class on Pedagogy of the Oppressed w111

" As & natural consequence of this apalysis,

jL N3 TY -9

cocizlized to accept a given view. The study of perception shall be a basic

thepme of the Chicano Urban Semeater.
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. Defining Terms

praxia:

pedagogy:

ontological:

dialogical:
sectarianism:

axiological:

prescription:

dialectic:

II  UNCOMMON WORDS

axiological:

In this section we shall look at words of uncommon usage which need dic-

tionary definitions.

exercise or practice of an art, science or skill
Freire's definition: reflection and action upon
concrete reality in order to transform it

the art, science or profession of teaching.

any theory about the nature of being or the kinds
of existance

_ Preire's definition: man's being "is to be a Subject

who acts upon and transforms his world"
of, relating to, or characterized by dialogue BT

limited in character or scope; relating to a sect
sect: a group adhering to a distimctive doctrine

or a certain leader

the study of the nature, types, and criteria of
values and of value judgments (esp. in ethics)
Freire: "from an axiological point of view'"; from
the point of view of the study of values and value

judgments

to dictate a rule; the process of making claim to
something by long use and enjoyment; the action of

~-laying down authoritative rules and directions; a

claim founded upon ancient custom or long continued
usage

Freire's definition: '"the imposition of one man's
choice upon another transforming the consciousness
of the man prescribed to into one that confroms with

the prescriber’s consciousness'

discussion and reasoning by dialogue as a method of
{ntellectual investigaionj the Hegelian process of
change in which an entity passes over into and is
preserved and fulfilled by its opposite - or its
ceritical investigation; developmeat through stages
of thesis, antithesis, aud synthesis in accordance
with laws of dialectical materialism; having to do
with opposites and the relationship of those oppo-
sites leading to resolution of conflict (Bastern
philosophy generally does not deal with dialectie,
rather it deals with dualities) -~

Freire: "the oppressed...exist in dialectical
relationship to the oppressor, as his antithesis -
that without them the oppressor could not exist"
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vefining Terms . 3

solidary: having to do with being in solidarity with
anthropocentric: considering man to be the most significant

entity of the universe; interpreting the world
in terms of human values and experiences

enthropological: relating to the science of man
IXI AMPLIFICATION OF TERMS
This section shall be devoted to terms that need amplification.

Richard Shauil, in the Forward to Pedagogy of the Oppressed, makes the

following statement refering to Freire's method of education:

", ..those who, in learning to read and to write, come to a new e

awareness of selfhood and begin to look critically at tha social s i

situation in which they f£ind themselves, often take the initia- (OWWPQX%
}

.

tive in acting to transform the society that has denied them &
this opportunity of participation. Education is once again a )

subversive activity." (p. 9)

This statement is perhaps the key to the entire work, certainly it is

to the first chapter. Let us explore this statement in depth to see where it

shall take us.

The word "opportunity” in the statement refers to Ya nsw awareness of
selfhood” and to "lﬁok critically at the social si.uation in which they find
themselves"”, and the indication of the statement is that the opportunity to
so has been denied. These two items, ''awareness of selfhood" and "cri-

¢ "achng +o frkma forom e Souely ‘

tical analysisj/can be ¢bnsid§fg§}g major portiqn,bt Preire's definition of

to do

humanisation.

Humanization

Subject: To begin, let us look at a word that Preire uses. The word is:
Subject, This word refers to & pexson being conscious of his true relation-
anic to the living situation in which he finds himself. Ha is a person who,

instead of being dependant and allowing actiona to happen to hin as an {n-ani-

mat= object, acts upon and transforms his world. He ia the subject instead

of the object of decision and action, "The term 'Subjecta’ denotes those who
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" pefining Terms

koow and act, in contrast to 'objects', which are kopown and scted upon.” (p. 20

An,uagggglgggd_ggingg Now let us look at a phrase that Freire uses, " an
uncompleted being conscious of his imcompletion.”" (p. 27)

What is an uncomplete being? The answer to this question vay be refiected
in man's quest “for the emancipation of labor, for the overcomicg of al{enation,
for the affirmation of men as persons" fully capable of participating in deci-
gion making and of initiating actioms that have a direct bearing on their o
living condition (p. 28) A comsciousness of this order would indicate that
such a person would understand that he must be a Subject, transforming his
condition and changiag the status-quo through the praxis of action and re-
flaction, in ordex to basin toishhiéfﬁ his completion. Thus he eniers into
the px scess of complaetion of the incomplete man, or the process of becoming
more fully human. '

‘gyigwp:ocasélpf becoming more fully human is, then, the question at hand.
This process is marked by a consicusness of bacoming a Subject rather than re-
eaining an object of decisions and actions. It is the process of learning to
express oﬂpself fully a3 a human being, of developing all the capabilities and
potentialities that exist within a person, of béing aware of the limitations
that sre placed upon him - limitations that tend to make him less fully hu-
man - and cf struggling to é%@féééé the injustice, exploitation and oppres—
sion that he encounters. It is a copscious self-affirmation. It is both the
kﬁowlodge that a person can transform his situvation/the act of transforming
that situation. It is the consdious break with the dependance to the "gyatem' .
It is a process of "awareness of selfhocd", of “critical analysis' and of

action that will transform his sktuation, Humanization, therefore, is the

process of becoming more fully human.
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Dehumanization

1£ huaanization is a proceas of relating affirmatively to reality and of

" struggling to regain and/or maintain that process — the process of becoming

more fully human - then dehumanization is the negative of that process. Da-
humanization is the deniao by a society to an individual or to a group of the

portunity to "come to a new awaremess of selfhood", to "look critically at

the social situation in ehich they find themselves', and to pursue a course

of transforming action upon that social situation. Dehumanizatinn reflects

a process counter to thatbof humanization which, "rathar than encourage and

equip people to know and to respond to the concrete realities of their world,

W “\'\ C\’\
(kzeps them)...in a gituation in chiem such critiil awareness and response

(is) practically impossible." (p. 11)

b
Eumanization is a ligerating process; dehumanization is an oppressing

proceas.

Liberation ox, its synonym, freedom, "is not an ideal located outside

of amn; nor is it an idea which becomes myth., It is rather the indiapcnai—

ble condition for the gquest for human completion". (p. 31) 1It is the right

to participate in an on—going process leading to solf-afflrma:ion and inde-

pendance (as opposad to self~depreciation and dapendaﬁcg).

Opprassion is the conscious or unconscious effort to pravent the basic

process of bacoming more fully human. Oppression is ca:ried ouQ’Fhrough o

socinlization of people to a distorted reality which ca;grg to the interests

of the oppressing socilety, through political and economic manueveta thst

yt!\;%:» Y A [

&

saintain contrcl, and through physical force that negatively intervenes in

attempts at trensformirg action by the oppressed.

s H £,
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Defining Texrms

Fear of Freedom

The process of dehumanization creates systems within the structure of the
oppressed class that work to‘kéep oppressed people in their condition of oppres-
sion. These systems are part of the dehumanizing process and stregthen that
Toaid™, o~
process by their nature. 3

Loy
Freive sya3 that "the oppressed, who have adapted to the structure of

domination in which they are immersed, and have rvecome resigned to it, are

inhibited from waging the struggle for freedom so long as they feel incapable

of running the risks it requires." (p. 32)

What are the risks involved? They are, of course, those th:ngs that
society has decreed to be "succesa" - security, status, position, peer recog-
nition, etc. And this applies to the middle-class aa'weil as to the oppressed
class (if we can make a differentiation). The professional, the clerk, the
éecato and the local gunsel are all, to one degree or gnother, victims of
"the fear of freedom'". This situation can be explainea in the following way.

Prescription: The oppressing society imposes upon the oppressed a system

‘of logic which rationalizes a given situation in faver of that sociery., In-

justice, bungar, and psychological violence is justified or explained away.
Oppressed people are objectified — they have no voice in decisions or actions

which effect them directly -~ the logic decrees that they are not capable -

' only the controlling forces have the qualifications to nake such decisions,

furtherﬁore, they "know what is best Jor the people”. If the people decide
to begin making decigioms, it is called violence against the state - it is
sedition, treason or subversion (America: Love It or Leave It!) and armed
force is used to arrest it. In this system of logic, violence, both psycho-
logical and physical, perpetrated upon people is condorned by identifying

ALMM.Q,f Qcp\o

(as qualified identifiers) groups of
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Dafinins Terms

'level their perception of themselves as opposites of the oppressor does

;~yat signify engagement in a

poople as “lazy", “ignorant™ and “they don't work hard" thereby rationalizing
that they deserve what thay Qet. This system of logic‘givaa credence to the
acquigitive and consumptive nature of our social system and, through laws and
traditions, supports the methods used to gain this "wealth”. Since the oppres-
sor controla information sources, the logic is internalized within both oppres—
sor and oppressed, but it is the logic of the oppressor supporting his self-in-
terasts. "Every prescription represents the imposition of one man's choice
upon another, transforming the consciousness of the man prescribed to into one
that conforms with the prescriber's consciousness. Thé oppressed having
internalized the image of the opprassor and adopted bis guidelines, are fearful

of freedom,” (p. 31)

The Sub—~oppressor: Since the consiousness of the oppressor is interna--

‘ lizad by the onpressed, his consciousness will conform to that of the oppres-

gor; the bshaviour of the opprssaed will then be prescribed bahavior following

MY
....'|

_‘if;hn guidelines of the Oppressor. Thus, for an oppressed person to "make it
iffhc zust strive to be like the oppressor; the oppressed see freedom as being
' “'likz the opprassor and their first steps taward lxberatxon oftentimea will

: bt ‘to become a "sub-oppressor”. The oppressed are aware of their situation

‘as oppressed but ars not aware of the conditions of that gituation., "At this

not
struggle to overcome the;contradiction." (p. 30)

Duality: '“The cppressed suffer from a duality that has established it-

gelf in the innermost being.” The oppressed, "discover that without freedom

they cannot exist auihentically. Yet, although they desire authentic existancé,

they fear it. They are at the same time themselves aﬁd the oppressor...” (p. 32)

They must choose between being Subjects or being.objects of the oppressors;

between making their own decisions and initiating their own action or having
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that the 'order’ that serves the oppressor is not a

.

Defining Terms 3

others make decisions to which they shall react; "between speaking out or being
silent, castrated in their power to creat and re-create, in their power to
transform the world™. (p. 33) The fear of freedom stems from several areas:
1) The oppressed fear the rejection of the oppreasor 8 image
of reality which they have internalized. "Freedom would require
them to eject this image and replace it with autonomy and res-
ponsibility." (p.'ﬁl)
2) They fear the further repression that ﬁpuld ensue from
mounting a struggle of libexation. |
3) In some cases,"they confuse freedom wifﬂvthe mainenance
of the status quo; so that if éonscientizagﬁp threatens ro place

that status quo in question it thereby constitutes a threat to

freedom”. (p. )

Culture of Silence

Freire éays that "their perception of themselves as oppressed is im-
paired by their submersion in the reality of oppression". (p, 30) He means,

on the one hand, that since the oppressed have internalized the oppressor's

logic - that he is submerged in that/;alse realicy - they cannot percisve

“natural one', rather,

that it is one contrived by the laws, traditions and myths of the oppressor

for the express purpose of serving him, The natural response of the oppreséed,

given these conditions, is to become as much like the oppressor as possible

8o that they too can be served by that internalized logic. On the other haad,

"once a situation of violence has been established, it engendexrsa an eatire

way of life and behavior for those saught up in it - oppressors and oppressed

alike. Both are éubmerged in this situation and both bear the marks of op-
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_people may rob tanks instead of nworking hard to get shead”,

_robbing the bank is generally not in order to change a given si

'ﬁltaxan because of the duality of oppressed/oppressor £

..the submersion of the oppressed in the system of logic of the oppressor.

"is a dehumanizing system that keeps people in their cnlture of silence.

L3

‘Defining Terms

ppression'. (p. 44) This situation of domination produces a master-slave

relation in which the oppressed - until they begin to gain awareness - do a

“song and dance routine". That is, they learn what posture to take before the

oppressor in order to obtain needed goods or to accomplish a necessary action;

they "shine the man on" or they "lay a trip on his head". These actions, how-

(ver successful they are in achieving the expected results, nevertheless, are

not self-initiated actions based on the concrete reality of a given situation,
rather, they are reactions based on reflection upon the internalized false
logic of the oppressor. ‘the oppressed may not respect the oppressor's logic

but it is the only logic he has and he lives within its rules. Oppressed
but the act of

ituation, i.e.

to buy weapons to begin a tevolution. rather, it is obtain the power to con—Al

:;the only path toward the oppressor's image of succes’ :hat is opun; it is

ound within the charac- f

.":er of the oppressed.

This game, that must be learned in order to'exisE; is a manifestation of

It

In

order to liberate themselves, the oppraessed must confront reality critically

and act upon that reality. This type of intervention, however, would explode

the myths that the oppressor has built in order to rationalize his behavior

and existance, His logic dictates that conditions whose results may be pre-

judicial to him be not precisely denied, but that they be seen differently.

“The oppressor knows full well that this intervention would not be in his best

interest. What is to his interest is for people to continue in a state of

submersion, impotent in the face of oppressive society." (p. 27)
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Defining Terms (I1) 10

Congcientizacao

The terms humanization and conscientizacao must be considered to mean "the

process of becoming more fully human' yet do they mean exactly the same thing?

The two concepts cannot be separated -~ they mean the same thing, however,

they reflect two different levels of the concept. The following are tentative

definitions:

es to the resultant (acontinuiﬁg action or a way of

humanization refer
ully human

Tife) of the process of becoming more £

conscientizacao refers to the consciousness of that process and is also

a continuing procesas’

One could describe humanization as a process that goes on without conscien-

tizacao, that is, through action and reflection on action a person could trans—

form his reality for his betterment, yet not be conscious of the relationship

between himself and his reality. This would be difficult to accept, however,

since the person would not ugderstand what he was trying to transform. He would

be fighting isolated battles not making the fundamental distinction between

opppressor and cppressed; he would not underastand that the given reality is the

ustification by the oppressor for the fulfillment of HIS

rationalization and j
process is

jnterests. Thus it could be said that a person involved in this

jpmersed in the reality of the oppressor. He cannot be involved in the pro-

cess of becoming more fully human, rather he is involved in the process of

becoming more like the oppressor.

Conscientizacao is the awareness of the humaniming and dehumanizing pro-

cess and the consicous struggle to transform the present concrete reality. A

parson who has achieved consientizacac is aware of the rationale for the

present reality; he can see through and understand that it caters to the con-

trolling groups in the social order. He is also aware that the only way to

transform the given situation is through the praxis of action and refelction.

If he is simply aware of the situation but no action is talken to transform

I RSV O S —
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Defining Terms (II) 11

the social ordgr. there can be no conscientizacao and no humanizing process. If
he is aware of the situation and action is initiated jbut there is not reflec-
tion upon that action, there is no praxis, no real transformation, thus no
conscientizacao. Humanization are two sides of one coin, different, but unable

: i
to exist without one another. WA Ld e .

Educatiorn and Subversion

1
Let us now gat back to Shaull's statementw§dh which we began this section.
The last sentence of his statement is '"Education ié once again subversive",
Is education indeed subversive? Should education be subversive? What is
subversion? |
If we agree that nnq's proper role is to be involved in the process of be-

coming more fully human, that is, that he must be aware of hig selfhood, must

analyze critically his concrete reality, and must act to transform that reality,

then we must agree that that which interfere}gxwith that process is dehumanizing
and oppressive and a negativ§ of man's existance.l

If we agree that today mam is involved in am oppressor-oppressed relation-
ship in'@hich one group of people keeps another group of people in a "gituation
in which...critical awareness and résponse (is) p;actically impossible" - keeps
them submerged in a "culture of silence” and if we agree, as Shaull further
states, that "...it became ciear to him {(Freire) that the whole educational sys-
tem was one of the major instruments for the maintenance of thi%culture of

silence,” (p. 11) then we must agree that education, as it is today, is not a

gubversive activity, insofar as the controlling society is concerned. To he
L » .Q" L4 [
su}ver81ve in the eyes of the oppressor socity, education must advocate radical

change to the status quo which maintains the oppressor-oppressed reality. How-

evber, present education, in actuality, advances and reinforces the dehumaniazing




.OO.Q)QQ...O’.00"‘0003.’000000‘...,.O.Q..."O.Q;'G

«

*
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proﬁoas - it keeps people from becoming aware of their selfhood, critically ana-
lyzing their concrete reality and acting to transform that reality, and since t
this is in thé intereat of the oppressor society, it is not subversive,.rather,
it is quite "patrio:ic".

In order to continue along this line we must look closely at the word sub-
version and understand that for an act to ba subversive it must also be revolu-
tionary. That is, the word subversion has its opposite which m.itains it and
jdentifies it. If an act is neutral, insofar as subversion is concerned, then
the concept of subversion does not exist within the context of the act, hovever,
if the act ;g_sﬁbversive, it indicates that to a given group of people identify-
ing the act as such, it poses a threat -~ thus there must be a group of peopls
jnvovled in an act that threatens the first group. How is this act, then, de-
fined by this second group?

1f the act threatems the first group, the act must advocate radical change -
perhaps to the point of completely destroying the foundations that support the

reality espoused by that group:

subversive: tending or seeking to subvert, overthrow, or des-
trcy (an established government, institution, belief, etc.)

If subversive is defined as overthrowing a govermment, institution or
belief, what does revolution mean?
revolution: a sudden, radical or complete change in political

organization, especially the overthrow or renunciation of one
government or ruler and the substitution of another by the

governed... |
Thus waht is subversive, by its very nature is revolutionary. Shuall’s
statement indicates that‘Freire's pedagogy is a subversive/revolutionary one,
which, by creating people with conscientizacao - people in the process of

becoming more fully human - would threaten today's status quo and be considered

subversive by the social order upholding that status quc. Theref{bre9 if we

o 'I
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agrea that man's present condition is a negative one, we must agree that eduta-
tion should strive to allow man to enter that process of becoming more fully
human. That is, that education, in its essence,sshould be subversive - or re-

volutionary, depending the word you choose to define the process.

B R E
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