
Abstract 

In this thesis, we interrogate the possibility of freedom presupposed by the project of 

philosophical critique developed by late Foucault, which aims both at analysis of historical 

a priori conditions and at disruption of our present a priori.  

The first chapter shows that this critical project can be traced back to Foucault’s 

early works. Moreover, Foucault tackled the problem of freedom in every phase of his 

work and he kept proposing the same solution, namely, that the spaces of freedom are 

opened up by ruptures emerging within the system governing a given period. Next, 

different concepts of freedom present in Foucault’s texts are distinguished. On this basis, 

it is possible to restate the question of critic’s freedom, which we now define as the 

problem of articulation between the ontological freedom, the reflective freedom and the 

freedom of transformation.  

The second chapter is devoted to Foucault’s archaeological period. First, we show 

how the conception presented in The Order of the Things leads to aporias regarding the 

question of freedom. Next, we describe the theoretical transformations carried out in The 

Archaeology of Knowledge and examine whether Foucault succeeded in eliminating the 

earlier difficulties. However, this later solution also turns out to be unsatisfactory, because 

it falls into a vicious circle: transformation presupposes reflection, which enables it to 

target a priori of a given period; but the possibility of freedom emerges only after the 

transformation has already taken place. We also indicate how the conception of The 

Archaeology of Knowledge anticipates Foucault’s later position, where the concept of 

“problematization” will play a central role.  

This position is then analysed in the third chapter. First, we try to expound the 

concept of problematization on the basis of the second volume of The History of Sexuality. 

Next, it is shown how this concept suggests a certain solution of the problem of critic’s 

freedom, which nevertheless remains unsatisfactory. We also point out that the concept 

of problematization itself seems ambiguous and contradictory. Finally, we attempt at a 

reconstruction of Foucault’s position in order to remove the aforementioned difficulties. 

This enables us to formulate a new solution, according to which the reflective freedom is 

possible in the sites of confrontation between various practices, while the freedom of 

transformation is possible in the moments of crisis.  

 


