
Communicating and sharing through stories
Communicat ing  it self  implies having  already somet hing  in common as a basis f or
reaching  t he g oal of  underst anding . Some overlap bet ween dif f erent  lif e horiz ons is as
much a prerequisit e and an inst rument  as t he product  of  communicat ion. Moreover, in
order t o cope wit h value conf lict , a minimal consensus has t o be broug ht  about  at  f irst ,
g oing  down t o t he level of  what  we already have in common, or ot herwise reciprocal
underst anding  will not  be reached, nor dialog ue even st art : paradoxically, a "communit y"  is
required f or communicat ion and neg ot iat ion about  conf lict ing  values t o be possible.

Co m m unica ting  its e lf im plie s  ha ving  a lre a dy
s o m e thing   in co m m o n a s  a  ba s is  fo r re a ching  the
g o a l o f unde rs ta nding . S o m e  o ve rla p be twe e n
diffe re nt life  ho rizo ns  is  a s  m uch a  pre re quis ite
a nd a n ins trum e nt a s  the  pro duct o f
co m m unica tio n. Mo re o ve r, in o rde r to  co pe  with
va lue  co nflict, a  m inim a l co ns e ns us  ha s  to  be
bro ug ht a bo ut a t firs t, g o ing  do wn to  the  le ve l o f
wha t we  a lre a dy ha ve  in co m m o n, o r o the rwis e
re cipro ca l unde rs ta nding  will  no t be  re a che d, no r
dia lo g ue  e ve n s ta rt: pa ra do xica lly, a  "co m m unity"
is  re quire d fo r co m m unica tio n a nd ne g o tia tio n
a bo ut co nflicting  va lue s  to  be  po s s ible .

The  ve ry wa ys  o f co m m unica ting  a nd the  rule s
tha t g o ve rn the m  a re  no t a  m e re ly ins trum e nta l
fa cto r with re s pe ct to  co nte nts , be ca us e  the y
co nve y a  vie w o f the  wo rld a nd o f s o cia l
re la tio ns hips . The re fo re , a  re a l cha ng e  in
te a che rs -pa re nts  re la tio ns hips , fro m  which we  ca n
e xpe ct the  co ns tructio n o f a  s ha re d unive rs e  o f
m e a ning s , im plie s  a  re a l e xcha ng e , be g inning  fro m
a  co m m o n e xpe rie nce  tha t do e s  no t invo lve  a
s ing le  inte rpre ta tio n o r s o lutio n, a  dis co urs e  tha t
re -e la bo ra te s  this  e xpe rie nce  thro ug h
co nfro nta tio n a nd ne g o tia tio n be twe e n diffe re nt
m e a ning s , a nd a  turn- a nd  ro le -ta king   no t rig idly
a nd fo rm a lly fixe d.

Te a che rs  a re  no t a s ke d to  a s s um e  a  ne utra l
a ttitude : this  wo uld im ply a n  ins ince rity tha t
wo uld unde rm ine  a ny po te ntia l fo r
co m m unica tio n. The y m us t, ho we ve r, fa ce  the
difficulty o f no t kno wing  m uch, in the  be g inning ,
a bo ut pa re nts , e s pe cia lly whe n the y a re
im m ig ra nt pe o ple , a bo ut the ir de s ire s  a nd pla ns ,
wha t the y a re  a nd wha t the y wa nt to  be co m e ; it is
the re fo re  e s s e ntia l tha t te a che r m a na g e . to
e s ta blis h a n a tm o s phe re  in which pa re nts  fe e l
the y a re  a llo we d

to  te ll  "the ir" s to rie s  ra the r tha n pa s s ive ly re pe a t
tho s e  re quire d by the  ins titutio n. The  te a che r,
m o re o ve r, m us t be  willing  to  lis te n to  the m
witho ut re no uncing  his  ro le  a s  the  ho lde r o f a
tra ditio n in which he  be lie ve s , with which he
ide ntifie s , a nd fo r which he  pre s e nts  him s e lf a s  a
m o de l. This  is  undo ubte dly no t a n e a s y ta s k,
e s pe cia lly no t a t a  tim e  whe n a  wide s pre a d
principle  o f re s pe ct fo r diffe re nce s  a nd fo r
plura lis m  o f va lue s , while  ce rta inly a  s te p fo rwa rd
o n the  ro a d to  civiliza tio n a nd de m o cra cy,
intro duce s  a  furthe r e le m e nt o f co m ple xity in
e duca tio n.

The re fo re  inte rcultura l e duca tio n, l ike  m o ra l
e duca tio n, ca nno t s im ply be  a no the r ite m  o f
curricula r co nte nt, but a  s ha re d pro ce s s  which
le a ds  a ll  the  pa rticipa nts  to  ce rta in wa ys  o f
thinking  a nd fe e ling  a bo ut, a nd co ncre te ly a cting
in, re la tio ns hips  be twe e n pe o ple  de s pite  the ir
diffe re nce s .

Fina lly, a s  wo rld vis io ns  a nd va lue s  a re  a ll
"s to rie d" – tha t is  de s cribe d, e xpla ine d a nd
le g itim a te d in m yths , le g e nds , tra ditio ns ,
re lig io us  a nd po litica l philo s o phie s  –  the  be s t
wa y to  unde rs ta nd a nd re s pe ct o the rs  a nd the ir
diffe re nce s  witho ut a nnihila ting  the m  (thro ug h
a tta cking , s e g re g a ting , a s s im ila ting , re m o ving
the m  by a ny s o rt o f the o ry o r s che m a  o r pre -
judg e d kno wle dg e ), is  na rra ting  o ne 's  o wn s to rie s
to  o ne  a no the r, a nd e xplo re  the  po s s ibility to  ca rry
o n a  co m m o n s to ry, fo r s o m e  tim e  if no t fo re ve r.
Go o d dia lo g ue , bo th a t the  inte rpe rs o na l a nd the
inte rcultura l le ve l, is  po s s ible  o nly whe n it
pro duce s  a  "frie nds hip be twe e n m inds " (Gre e ne ,
1991), This  m e a ns  tha t e ve ry e duca tio na l
inte rve ntio n, l ike  e ve ry e nco unte r be twe e n hum a n
be ing s , de ve lo ps  o n the  two  le ve ls  o f e xcha ng e  o f
info rm a tio n (the  s to ry
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na rra te d) a nd o f pa rticipa tio n in a  co m m o n
e xpe rie nce  (the  s to ry live d), which a re  no t the
s a m e  but a re  no t inde pe nde nt o f e a ch o the r. The
unde rs ta nding  o f pe o ple , o f the ir diffe re nce  a nd
the ir pro ble m s , e s pe cia lly diffe re nce  a nd
pro ble m s  o f va lue s , ca n be  be tte r re a che d by.
“s ta rting  with a  s to ry”, tha t is  s ta rting  a  pro ce s s  in
which e ve ryo ne  puts  his  o r he r o wn s to ry ne xt to
s o m e  o the r's , g e tting  clo s e r to  o ne  a no the r bo th
a t the  le ve l o f  e m o tio n a nd im a g ina tio n a nd a t the
le ve l o f  re fle ctio n a nd judg e m e nt.
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