Debate’s not about finding the perfect solution, it’s about learning from the failures of our imperfect ones—the belief that any one debate can translate to material outcomes is naïve at best and complicit in the systems they critique at worst—topical advocacy encourages an ethos of humility and interconnectedness which can engender ontological shifts in society and confront the crises of modernity—but that requires a willingness to be wrong
Andreotti, 18—Canada Research Chair in Race, Inequalities and Global Change at University of British Columbia and Associate Professor in the Faculty of Education (Vanessa de Oliviera, interviewed by Scott Baker, “Countless Rebellions – Decolonizing education,” , dml)
Andreotti: When I talk about humility, it is about sitting at the edge, understanding the limits of knowing, not only of our own knowledge, the limits of knowing itself, the limits of making sense of the world — understanding that it’s possible to reason with other senses. Although we see ourselves as individuated or as individuals, we are interwoven with everything else. If we are going to engage with the world in change-making, it would be important to both understand the contradictions and paradoxes of our own ways of knowing, but also to sit at the edge of the way of being that engendered this way of knowing so that we can engage with the world without trying to project our delusions onto the world itself, without trying to over-determine both the direction and how the relationship should happen. So, starting from a place of not knowing and engaging with the world as if we are not individuals, as we inhibit each other in multiple temporalities, and taking responsibility for this form of engagement, I think, for me, is what humility entails.  
If we are able to be humble and accept that we exist as a part of a much larger society and ecosystem, how do we then go about creating systems change? 
Andreotti: A system rises, peaks, and starts its decline. And, generally, when a system is in decline, a lot of people want to walk out from that system. This is the work of Debra Friesen. But one important thing to remember when we are walking out is that we can’t create a different system from the hot ashes of the system that hasn’t yet cooled down. In many alternative movements, people want results straight away. They want to substitute the system that they had before for something that they already know that they can control. This is just again a replacement of the securities that were promised by the system, the other system, and now these promises are perceived as broken. But what if we understand the promises of the systems as unrealistic from the outset and start to look for other securities? In that sense, what we need is not to replace it straight away, because we can’t, basically. We will end up reproducing the old system whether we like it or not. But what if what we need to do is experimentation? If we want to experiment, we need to start from a place of not knowing, because otherwise it’s not an experiment, it’s you trying to engineer something. But if it is an experiment, you are kind of doing it, you are designing something that you know is going to fail, and the learning from this failure is the most important thing.  
How do you go about making sure that you fail in the right way? 
Andreotti: The same way that a new system cannot be built on the hot ashes of the old, the role of improvisation here is that the difficulties that we face — this sitting at the limits of what is perceived as possible of what we know, the learning that can take place in that space, through failure — becomes a fertilizer for something else that happens when these ashes cool down, the ashes of the old system. What I think is important here is not to see failure as failure. Failure is also success. It’s success in terms of the learning that it generates — for the possibility that it opens, in terms of the new world that it can create. As a researcher, for example, in an experiment, if I keep doing the same experiment, with the same results, it becomes not only a waste of energy, but, because I’m not deriving any learning out of it, also boring! There is a sense of it in this experimentation and improvisation, that in order for it to be fulfilling, and rewarding, and exciting, and fun even, it needs to be learning. And it needs to be learning from failure. And it needs to make mistakes too! It’s part of the process.  
So, how can we turn ourselves to this other way of experimenting where we are not afraid, we are actually quite okay with both failing and succeeding and stumbling and falling and getting back up, and not being overwhelmed or exhausted by this process — by our desire to get somewhere, right? I keep saying that if you think this is going to be a process from A to B, the only thing I can tell you is that you’re going to be frustrated. For a long time. But if you understand that there’s no end, and that the process itself, the path itself, is what you’re looking for — and with all its problems, and paradoxes and contradictions — it’s joy that comes out of walking together, and breathing together and learning together, then, I think, we are in a very different footing to be able to tackle the crisis that we have to tackle together.   
It can be tempting to conceive a system’s change in terms of ourselves, our communities, or even the societies within which we live, but as Vanessa teaches, by thinking about change vis-à-vis those who are coming next, it opens up a different approach.  
Andreotti: So, if we have this responsibility towards those who are coming next rather than the responsibility towards making us become the heroes of the new system, or the engineers of the new system, we are going to shift the focus of our attention and of our learning from the outcomes to this process of walking and experimenting knowing that it will require falls and stumbles and rest and laughter and being naked, and helping each other in the journey rather than trying to quickly replace the securities that we lost with the same securities disguised as something else.  
What becomes possible if we change the way we view the world? 
Andreotti: So, if we can get to a point where we are present to the world, we are disarmed towards the world, and we are decentered, we are with the world, extremely attentive to what we are being called to do with others in order to shift our ontological reality and also operate within this reality with responsibility, then we are onto something else. And I’m not saying that this is going to be necessarily immediately better. I’m saying that this is going to open up other possibilities that are viable — but they are unthinkable or unimaginable at the moment.  
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