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Abstract

Michel Foucault XE "Foucault, Michel"  offers penetrating analyses of how subjectivities XE "Subject" 

 XE "subject"  are constructed. His statements regarding the ubiquity of power relations XE "Power relations"  XE "power relations"  have been misinterpreted as both a denial of human agency XE "Agency"  XE "agency"  and a death XE "Death" 

 XE "death"  blow to the subject. Against this entrenched view, I argue that his understanding of power relations presuppose free subjects XE "Freedom"  XE "freedom"  and, in fact, creates a space for resistance possibilities XE "Resistance"  XE "resistance" . 

Foucault XE "Foucault, Michel"  articulates a “metaphysically XE "Metaphysics" 

 XE "metaphysics"  thin” account of agency XE "Agency"  XE "agency" . That is, a free XE "Freedom"  XE "freedom"  subject is one whose relations with others produces a field of possibilities XE "Resistance"  XE "resistance"  for acting on one’s own as well as others’ actions. That field may, of course, become severely restricted. Nonetheless, even in extremely oppressive situations, an agent retains her freedom as long as she is able in some way to resist. 

Here our dialogue with Douglass XE "Douglass, Frederick"  and Fanon XE "Fanon, Frantz"  proves fruitful. Douglass, for example, was forced to live in an inhumane slave society; yet, he engaged in subversive acts, allowing him to re-narrate his subjectivity. Although Douglass’s freedom was constrained, he was not rendered completely passive. Through examining Douglass’s and Fanon’s concrete experiences of oppression XE "Oppression"  XE "oppression" , I demonstrate the empirical validity of Foucault XE "Foucault, Michel" ’s theoretical analyses concerning power relations XE "Power relations"  XE "power relations"  and subject-(re)formation.

Unlike Foucault XE "Foucault, Michel" , Douglass XE "Douglass, Frederick"  and Fanon XE "Fanon, Frantz"  were forthright concerning their moral evaluation XE "Ethics"  XE "ethics" s. That is, they condemned as intrinsically evil the practice of slavery and colonization XE "Colonization" 

 XE "colonization" . Foucault’s reticence to make transcultural XE "Transcultural" 

 XE "transcultural"  moral judgments signals a weakness in his account not unrelated to his reticence to affirm universal structures of human being. Consequently, Foucault’s anthropology XE "Anthropology" 

 XE "anthropology"  and “ontologically XE "Ontology" 

 XE "ontology"  minimalist” view of agency XE "Agency"  XE "agency"  creates an obstacle for our modern and premodern dialogue partners. 

I then turn to Augustine XE "Augustine"  whose critique of Roman narratives XE "Narrative" 

 XE "narrative" , awareness of social conditioning, and processive view of the self XE "Self" 

 XE "self"  exhibit striking similarities to Foucault XE "Foucault, Michel" ’s reflections. However, Augustine’s ambiguous position regarding agency XE "Agency"  XE "agency"  coupled with his (strong) doctrine of sin XE "Sin" 

 XE "sin"  is, for Foucault, unpalatable. Enter Scotus XE "Scotus, John Duns" . Scotus’s notion of agency affirms the power XE "Power relations"  XE "power relations"  for opposite acts, and his “thick” account of the will XE "Will"  XE "will"  and freedom establishes a basis for transcultural XE "Transcultural" 

 XE "transcultural" , moral critique XE "Critique (various)"  XE "critique (various)" . Scotus thus serves as a via media, facilitating constructive dialogue with (post)modern thinkers evincing emancipatory XE "Freedom"  XE "freedom"  concerns and attunement to social construction XE "Social construction"  XE "social construction" . 
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