Selected Papers from the International Forum
on Participatory Research in Ljubljana,
Yugoslavia, 1980,

_ Preface by BUDD HALL o
ﬁ)R 31 ' Aitors; THORD ERASMIE and JAN de VRIES

DEs ) /

I
Qo8 ZOPING UNIVERSITY [ S.V.E.
. zpartment of Education The Netherlands Study and

o
) g

« Report LiV-PEE-R-T0 Development Centre for Adult Education

/




1

LINKUPING UNIVERSITY
Department of Education
LiU-PEK~R~70

5.V.E.

The Netherlards Study and
Develomment Centre for Adult
Education, Amersfoort, Holland

PR,

RESEARCH FOR THE PEOPLE -~ RESEARCH BY THE PEOPLE

Selected papers from the International Forum on
Participatory Research in Ljubljana, Yugoslavia, 1980.

PRIA
8081

(LI
PR3:1 DUB
PRIA LIBRARY

Linkdping 1981-08-20

'



LINKOPING UNIVERSITY
Department of Education
LiD-PER~R~70

RESEARCH FOR THE PEOPLE - RESEARCH BY THE PEOPLE

Selected papers from the Intermational Forum on
Participatory Research in Ljubljana, Yugoslavia, 1980,

Dubell, F./Brasmie, T./de Vries, J. {editors)

; ISBN 91-7372-485-8
ISSN 0348-4785

(&) The Writers, Link8ping University and §.V.E. The
Netherlands Study and Developrent Centre for Adult
Education

LINKOPING UNIVERSITY
Department of Education
5-581 83 LinkSping
SWEDEN

Tel. 013-13 03 9¢

EEN

o

CONTENTS

Preface
Brief Summary of the Papers
Theoretical Papers

SCTENCE AND THE COMYON PECPLE
Orlando Fals Borda

THE DYNAMICS OF PARTICIPATTCN IN PARTICTPATORY RESEARCH
Ted Jackscn, Greg Conchelos and Al Vigoda

THE ISSUE OF PEI‘HODOI.OGY T PARTICIPATORY RESERRCH
Yusuf Kassam

. THE SOCIO-POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS OF PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH
' Francisco Vio Grossi

SCTENCE AS HUMAN BEHEVIOUR: OGN TRE EPISTEMOLOGY OF THE
PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH APPROACH
Jan de Vries

\THE METHODOLOGY OF THE PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH APPROACH

ehorah Bryceson, Linzi Manicam and Yusuf Kassam
Case Studies

\THE STRUGGLE IN DHULIA: A WOMEN'S MOVEMENT IN INDIA

\QVijay P. Kanhare

IAND OWMERSHIP IN DPPALACHIA, USA: A CITIZENS' RESEARCH PROJECT
John Gaventa

RURAL TRAINING IN TRADITIONAL COMMUNITIES OF PERU
Ton de Wit and Vera Gianotten

THE ROLE OF CULTURE IN DEVELOPMENT: JIPEMOYO PROJECT, TANZANIA
Kemal Mustafa

A TRADE UNION AND THE CASE OF AUTOMATICN (LIORWAY)
Morten Levin

Page

13
2
61"
69

81

94\/

11080
118

131

143 %

153



ke

Preface

It is with great pleasure that T add a few words of introductory remarks
to the papers that have been assembled in this book.

The papers included here were all presented at the International Forum on
Participatory Research in Ljubljana, Yugoslavia, in April 1980, which was
sponsored by Unesco and the Internaticnal Council for Adult Education.

The mesting in Yugoslavia, organized by the Yugoslavian Federation of .
Adult Bducation in cooperation with the Intermational Centre for Public
Enterprises in Developing Countries brought together over 50 persons frocm
23 countries representing the regions of Africa, Asia, North America,
ILatin 2merica and Europe. l

This meeting was the culmination of a stream of activity in participatory
research which can be identified concretely as having begun in Tanzania in
the early 1970's with the work of a group of researchers who began to
experiment with research which conscicusly involved the coammunity in the
entire research process.

The. rcots of course go back much further than that and elemenis of the
current: debate can be found in the early works of XKurt Lewin., the
Tavistock group in the U.K., the militant research and action research of
Latin America, the thematic investigation of Paclo Freire and in other
places as well.

The Internaticnal Council for Adult Educatjon began working on the ideas
in 1974 and in 1975 prepared a special isste of its journal Convergence.
The reaction hy readers to this issue was so widespread and enthusiastic,
that the ICAE began working on finding a means of supporting the further
development of these ideas beginning with a session on research at the Dar-
eg-Salaam conference on 2dulit Education in 1976.



The idea of a network came fram a meeting in Canada in early 1977 and in
September of that year, the network was officially launched.

The definition of participatory research which emerged from that session
has remained the one most comonly used. Participatory Research is a three-
pronged activity: a method of social investigation, an educaticnal act anc
a means of taking action.

The network has been based in centres in Venezuela, Netherlands, Canada,
Tanzania and India and has been made up of persens who are engaged in or
working on activities which could be called participatory research. The
regional networks share certain common activities, namely the sharing of
information amongst a number of people, the stimalation of the idea in
the varicus seminars or forums possible, and the on—going engagement in
some programmes of participatory research. '

A series of local, mational and regional workshops preceded the Yugoslavia
conference in the following places:

1976 ~ founding meeting, Aurora, Ontario, Canada
1878 - European regional seminar - Cestgeest, Nethorlands
1978 - Latin Bmericen and Coordinators meeting - Caracas, Venezuela
1979 - India meeting - New Delhi
- North American mesting — Newmarket, Tennessee
- African regional meeting - Mzumbe, Tanzania
1980 - Latin American conference - Ayacuche, Peru

The theoretical papers presented here represent same of the develomment of
the ideas within the network. They represent an effort to place the overall
work of participatory research within the larger thecretical context of
both research methcds, education and structural change. It is the combina-
tion of collective analysis, action and educational work which produces
both the power of the concept and its camplexity,

These theoretical papers should be read in conjunction with the practical
case studies which were prepared ard presented at the Yugoslavia mectings.
A few of these case studies are included in this volume.

.‘,,_._,‘
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In the theoretical papers, same of the key issues which characterize the
continuing discussions and debate in the field can be found. These include
both the definiticn and the role of the researcher, Who is the researcher
or who are the researchers in such a context?

A second discussion has developed arcund the concept of grass roots or
base group intellectuals. In Gramsciian terms, the concept of orgenie
intellectual has been found to be quite useful as a way of expressing the
conceptual legitimacy of working class groups.

The nature of participation itself is discuésed and interestingly what
emerges is that participation itself is not a particularly empowering fact
in and of itself. It may be in fact that keeping people busy with partici-
pating on issues which have no chance of eventually influence power shifts
is the best way to prevent social charnge from occuring.

The relationship of participatory research to historical materialism is
important to some of these papers. Class analysis and class struggle have
been rigorously put forward as important elements in the overall conception
of participatory research and as factors in differentiating participatory
research from other pragmatist approaches. There was general agreement,
hovever; that the use of historical materialist interpretations must be non-
dogmatic and that the participatory research method can add new dimensions

to the micro level analysis.

Finally, the papers relate to the importance of the creation of popular
knowledge. This is knowledge produced (through collective analysis) by
popular groups, 'base’ groups or social movements. Participatory research
posits that this form of knowledge represents both an authentic and
accurate portrayal of society and is the knowledge needed to transform
rather than continue the status quo.

What is important to see is that the key questicons throughcut the debate,
by all those who are working on these issues is how can these processes
strengthen the hands of the campesino's, of the barrio inhabitants, of the
immigrant factory workers in industrialized countries, the unemployed,

the unorganized, wamen, and others, who have not managed to hold their cwm
in the struggle for economic arxl social survival.
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Brief Summaryof the Papers

Theoretical papers

Satence and the Common People
Orlando Fals Borda, Bogata, Columbia

Science itself is a cultural product of human intellect. We are working
now at attempts to realize a popular science or a cammon people’s science,
a science which serves common pecple, not the existing status quo. The
process of supporting the development of a new paradigm focuses on the
principle "from the pecple to the people". This process involves:

{1) Returning information to the base in the language and form in which
it originated.

(ii) Control of the work by the base movements.

(iii) Popularization of scientific research techniques.

(iv) Using information as the base of the "organic intellectual® (here

used in the sense of the politically motivated intellectuals working
with the people at the base) .

{v) A conscious effort toc maintain an action-reflection rhythm.
{(vi) Recognition of science in the lives of everyone.
{vii) ILearning to listen.

Fals Borda cautions against dogmatism and rigidity of interpretation and
notes that we must recognize the danger and power of this new methodology-

The Dynamics of Participation in Bartioipatory Research

Ted Jackson, Greg Conchelos and Al Vigoda, PRG/ICAE, Toronto, Canada

There are four main areas to be considered in studying these dynamics:

(1)  Collective analysis — the production of knowledge in socialized
producticn. How collective can that process be?

(ii) Structural transformation — there needs to be linkages with broader
social movements. What are the political implications of this link—
age? What is the role of the organic intellectual?
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(ii1) Costs - major costs are borne by the pecple who participate and who
at the same time can least afford it.

(iv) Focus of studies - studies of the daminant class and its operations
leave less room for cooptation, by that class, of collectively pro-
duced knowledge.

The Issue of Methodology in Participatory Resaarch
Yusuf Kassam, Institute of adult Education, Dar es Salaam, Tanzania

The question of methodology - in participatory research is a subject of on~
going analysis. Consensus as to what the method is has not been reached.

The methodology is presented from both a pragmatist and an historical mate-
rialist point of view.

The Socio-Political Implications of Participatory Research
Francisco vio Grossi, Caracas, Venezuela

The peper characterizes participatory research, not as a new paradigm but
rather as the conjunction of people's views combined with those of a re-
searcher. Key concepts elaborated include: popular knowledge, social trans-

formation and the relationship between the individual and the social organi-

zaticn, The process is said to be expressed correctly in terms of the
struggle to realize people's basic needs, their analysis of secondary con~
tradictions, but within the Framework of the wider reality.

Seience as Human Behaviour: On the tpiatemology of the Participatory Neavareh

Approach.

Jan de Vries, S.V.E. The Netherlands Study and Develomment Centre for
Adnlt Bducation, Amersfoort, The Netherlands.

The paper focuses on the fact that science itself iz a form of human, and
therefore social behaviowr. The aim of participatory research should not

.be a process undertaken by "scientists" but rather the pecple themselves

vith researchers providing facilitation or support.

The Methodology of the Farticipatory Wesearch Approach
Deborah Bryeeson, University of Dar es Salaam, Tanzania. Linzi Manicom and
Yusuf Kassam, Institute of Adult Education, Dar es Salaam, Tanzania.

o
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' The paper, originally prepared for the African Regional Workshop on Parti-

cipatory Research, examines critically the participatory research approach
and questions the absence of clearer ideclegical positions. It further
points out that rather than two parties, the researcher and the "oppressed”,
there is a third ... the funder,

Case- studies

The Struggle in Dhulia: A Women's Movement In India
Vijay P Karhare, Baubay, India.

Set in' Dhulia district of Maharashtra State of India, the peper describes
a participatory research process involving camps, songs and village dis-

cussions which resulted in adivasis (term used for tribal peoples) wamen

organizing for their rights as women and as activists in the struggle for
land.

Land OQunership in Appalachia, USA: A Citizens' Research Project
dohn Gaventa, Highlander Research and Bducation Centxe, New Market,
Tennessee, USA.

The paper describes a large-scale citizens' research project focusing on
land ownership patterns in the Appalachian mountain region in the USA. The
project focused on: providing a model for citizens doing their own research;
training local citizens and groups to obtain the information they need;
developing a network of persons concerned with land-related issues; using
the results of the research for education and mobilization for action on
landrelated questions.

Rural Yreaining in Praditional Commmities of Peru

Ton de Wit and Vera Gianotten, Ayacuchd, Peru.

This paper describes themethodology for a program of rural training with-
in an integrated program of rural development in the high Andes region of
Peru. It focuses on work in Qacher Potrero and Cuchu Cancha to create a
technolegical and socio-econcmic development which is controlied and main—
tained by the cammunity itself.
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The Role of Culture tn Development: Jipemoyo Project, Tanzanig
Kemal Mustafa, Ministry of National Culture and Youth, Dar es Salaam,
Tanzania.

The paper reports on the Jipemoyo project which operated between 1975~79
in Bagamoyo District. The project, initiated by the Ministry of Culture,
was set up to study the role of culture in the restructuring process of
rural Tanzania. The purpose was to mcbilize the creative potentials of
villagers for scocialist constructicn within the framework of anzanian
develcopment policies.

4 Trade Union and the Case of Automation
Morten Levin, Institute for Industrial Social Research, Technical Universi-
ty of Norway, Trondheim, Norway.

This paper describes part of a recently finished large-scale project ini—
tiated by the Norwegian Chemical Workers' Union. A team of researchers
from the Institute for Inmdustrial Social Research in Trondheim and the
Norwegian Camputing Centre in Oslo collaborated with representatives from
the union's central office in a process which explored the conditions
necessary for the union to protect and advance its interest when new tech-
nology and other forms of automation are present.

___..—rJ
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SCIENCE AND THE COMMON PECPLE

Orlando Fals-Borda

One of the acutest factors of contemporary social corisis is the breakdown
of the scientificapparatus, not only because of its effects, which are
frightening, but for its ideological and moral justification. It would be
convenient to ponder over this problem because of the serious implications
which it has on all aspects of life and for its consequences for the futu~
re of societies and nations. It would alsc be convenient to examine pos-
sible constructive ways out to elude dangers and traps which the problema—
tic future places before us.

Among the constructive possibilities on which we still count, there is
that one of revaluating what has been identified as "popular science” or
"common people's science", since the begimning of the present century.
Here we discover a line of study and action which may bring up underlying
knowledge and articulate a respectable voice which has been repressed
for the sake of instrumental science, whose advances today trouble and
hypnotize us: an ancient voice and knowledge which, in their apparent
simplicity, may offer some of the soundly lived and experienced answers
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which we need most.

I

Foundations for the discussion

We shall begin by trying to set up the foundations on which we can con-
struct some coherent discussicn concerning such an important matter as
popular science.

The eoncept of scilence

In the first place, we shall not make of seience a fetish, as if it were
an entity with life of its own, capable of ruling the universe and of de—
termining the form and context of our society, both present and future.

Let us keep in mind that, far from being such a monstrous agent of science—
ficticn, science itself is only a cultural product of human intellect which
responds to concrete collective needs — including those considered artis—
tic, supernatural and extrascientific - and also to specific objectives
determined by the predominant social classes within certain historical pe-
rieds. Science is constructed by applying rules, methods and techniques
subject to a certain type of ratiocnality conventionally accepted by a mi-
nority cammumity constituted by human perscons called the scientists who,
for being human, they are precisely subject to motivations, -interests,
beliefs and superstitions, emotions and interpretations of their specific
social development.,

Consequently, there cannot exist any absolute value in scientific knowled-
ge bacause it shall vary according to the cbjective interests of the clage
ses involved in the shaping up and accunmalation of kmowledge, that is, in
its production. For our immediate purposes, our interest lies on the exami-
nation of this production process of scientific knewledge - including the
techmlogical and cultural - even more so than the £inal product itself re-
presented by objects, artifacts, laws, principles, formulae, theses, pa—
radigms or demonstrations. These products are the ones which, not neces-
sarily so being, are shown as absclute in textbooks and treaties.

15

Levels of knowledge production: dominant and emergent

In the second place, if the knowledge production process is what interests
us mostly, it would be appropriate to enguire about levels of development
and communication in which this knowledge crystalizes, so as to bear prac-
tical consequences on the every-day happening. One of such levels, that
one of the comunity of Western specialized scientists which nowadays in-
tends to monopolize the concept of what science is, and to decide on what
is and what is not sclentfic, bears very distinct consequences on the up—
keep of the political and economic status quo vhich tuwmns around akbout the
deminant capitalist and industrialist systems. Under such conditions, cb-
viously, knowledge production at this level is directed towards the upe
kegp and strengthening of the system.

For the above purpose, the system scientists prefer to handle objects, data
and facts congruent with cbjectives of the capitalist system putting aside,
suppressing or eliminating others which, should they become outstanding or
ever be invented, would reveal contradictory alternatives, inconsistencies
and wealnesses inherent to the system. 4 priori these incongruent data and
chbjects of the system have, as well as others, their own cognitive styuc—
ture, and may have their own language and expression syntax. Yet, as they
regpond to other interests, they flow into a different level of develop~
ment and of cammnication which we shall now identify as the "emergent or
'subversive' science or culture".

4 posteriori, that does not mean that this repressed or emergent level is
anti-scientific or that it opposes the process of generalized scientific,
technological and artistic knowledge acoumalation which has been a constant
process since the arrival of humanoids. However, it recognizes an ancient
and worthy dimension of the scientific and cultural activity which has
moved and continues to move outside institutional and formal govermmental
and acadeliic charmels, and which, in the contrary, has been a positive
factor of animation, creativity a.m:‘l inncvation even within the established
institutions which have been challenged (Nowotny and Rose, 1979).

The concept of popular seience

At this level of emergent or subversive science — or of repressed and silent

culture - the so called popular science may be included when attempting to
dynamize it politically and, therefore, incorporate it into the general
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scientific stream so that its voice may be heard. We understand popular
science - or folklore, or popular knowledge, or popular wisdom - to be
the empirical or conmen-sense knowledge which has been an ancestral cul-
tural and ideclogical trait belonging to the people in the social bases.
This has allowed them to create, work and interpret predeminantly with
the direct natural resources offered to man.

This popular Jnowledge is not codified in the predominant manner and for
this reason it is despised as if it had not the right to articulate and
express itself in its cwn terms. But this popular wisdom, folklore, or
knowledge also has its own rationality and its own structure of causali~
ty; that is to say, it may be demonstrated that it bears merit and scienti-—
fic validity per se. This knowledge guite naturally remains cutside of

the formal scientific structure built by the intellectual mincrity of the
dominant system because it means a breach of its miles, and hence the sub-
versive potential which is seen in popular knowledge. Thus, for example,
the knowledge of a peasant healer is unacceptable to a medical doctor. And
its unacceptability stems from the fact that it ignores and surpasses the
medical doctor's institutional schemes whose abstract prescriptions play
like chips in a large exploiting game aiming at an accumilation of capi-
tal and at enjoying the lucre from his medical profession.

Soience and class tnterest

It would be preferable not to use adjectives when talking about science

or culture if we wish to see them as a unique formative process of valid
knowledge which bears consequences on collective behavior and evexry-day
happenings. As suggested before, science is a totalizing and constant
process which moves at various levels and which expresses itself through‘
groups of people belonging to different social classes. Science may, there-
fore, add and subtract data and objects, emphasize certain aspects and
darken others, it may assign more importance to certain factors and Final-
ly construct and destroy verifiable paradigms of knowledge.

Therefore, strictly speaking, there cannot be a "popular science" or a
"bourgeois science” or a "proletarian science". It ocours that at certain
historical conjunctures, various constellations of knowledge, data, facts
and factors became articulate according to the interests of social classes
entering into struggle over social, political or econcmic power (Kuhn, ~970:

. f!‘ e
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23, 181-187). Thus, there exists a scientific apparatvs bullt to defend
the interests of the bourgeoisie, and this is the dominant apparatus to-
day at local and general levels of the so called Western nations. This is
the one that sets terms upcen, and limits the growth of other scientific
constructions, for example, those representing the proletarian interests,
or those beleonging to popular groups to which the rule of silence has been
applied.

the course of historical happenings leads to a change in this class sub-—
ordination. But such rewvolution does not necessarily lead to discarding

all the knowledge which has made possible the bourgecis domination, as

was the case with the feudal one. We cannot indulge in Lysenko's failure.

On the contrary, it may be anticipated that technclogical discoveries by
bourgeois scientists shall be beneficial to proletarian ¢lasses and shall
help them strengthen their power, once they have attained such power through
political action. It .is not imperative to destroy the foregoing in oxder

to engage in a reconstruction according to new revoluticnary scientific
schames {Lenin stated so in o;1e of his essays "Youth Associations' Tasks"}.

Seience and political power

Evidently, this wide interpretation of what science is leads up to the re-
cognition of an important ideological and political dimension. Paradoxi-
cally the present triumph of science when imposing itself almost as a
fiction-fetish, has led to pulling down the mask of neutrality - the one
carried especially by academics - and the wig of objectivity with which
they wanted to impress the great audience, having thus left them in the
nakedness.

Science could not possibly escape through the artifice of epistemclogy. It
rather remained embroiled in the vicissitudes of regular politics. The
concept of truth is no longer a fixed quality but it is conditicned by

a power function that formalizes or justifies that which is acceptable.
And this acceptance is conditioned to concrete visions of political so~
ciety and its development. For this reason, being a scientist today means
being camitted to samething affecting the future of mankind. Thus, the
substance of science turns out to be both qualitative and cultural; it is
not the sole statistical measurement but the understanding of realities.
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If the process of knowledge producticn is tied to a social base, it will
be necessary to discover such base in order to be able to understand the
existing ties between scientific thought development, the cultural con-
text and the power structure of society. At present there does not exist
the mythical urge to lock cneself up in a laboratory full of test tubes
and trays for the purpose of developing pure or exact science. The alert
ard true scientist questions himself as follows: Which is the type of
knowledge we wént and need? To wham does scientific knowledge go and who
is going to benefit from it?

Therefore, this is the appropriate time to examine coldly the facts and
push ahead emergent science and subversive culture and to start working
for a reordering of scientific performance in order to make it useful and
convenient. With this in mind, it is uwnavoidable to take into account the
needs of the great majority who are the victims of the unbalanced pro-
gress of science itself.

Today, reluctantly, and because of the threat they involve for the demi-
nant system, great attention is being tjiven to the urges of the working
masses who endure the capitalist expleoitation. It is necessary then to
approach the bases of society not only with the aim of understanding deep—
ly their owm version of their practical science and cultural expressions,
but in order to seek ways of incorporating them into the nore general col-~
lective needs, without causing the loss of their cwn identity and specific
fiavor. I shall refer to this problem and apparent dilemma in the following
rages.

II

Teachings from action researei

Approaching popular bases has been one of the main purposes of leftist po-
litical groups and their competitors everywhere. Fundamenting consequent
actions with revolutionary or conservative purposes has been sought the-
reby. But not always have performandes been wise or prudent in such search.
It would be appropriate to take into account some past experiences, be—
cause adequate forms of incorporating popular knowledge into the scient-
fic and cultural streams with redical effects and vice versa, might derive
therefrom.

- r
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Contributions of popular knowledge

Were we to accept the premise that common people's science or folklore -
that is to say practical, vital, empirical knowledge which has allowed them
to survive, to interpret, to create, to produce and to work over the cen-
turies with direct natural means - has its own rationality and causality
structure, it would be convenient to begin by trying to understand such
rationality and such structure within the scope of what they have of them-
selves or of specific. Gramsci showed a path when he claimed that within
working classes there exists a "spontaneous philosophy" comprised in the
langquage {(as a camplex of knowledge and concepts), in the comon sense
and in the system of beliefs which, even though incoherent and disperse
at a general level, it has a certain value to articulate the everyday
practice (Gramsci, 1976: 69-7Q).

In fact, suffice it to recall how much this knowledge and popular culture
has done for civilization beginning from native agricultural products and
going up to the empirical practice of health activities and rich artistic
contributions. Tt is not infrequent to find cultured people who steal the
popular knowledge or technology and art and transform them making them ap-—
pear as new discoveries and fashions: such is the case of articles like
the wool-an rugna in cavalry activities; dances like the cumbia in ball-
rooms; primitive art in painting; and the folk-custom narrative. Many im-
portant mechanical inventions were designed on the basis of rustic expe-
rience as was the case with those of Franklin, McCormack, LeTcurneau and
the Wright brothers. Kant's Newtonian interpretations in his Critique of
Pure Reason, bore the sign of such rationality which was nothing else but
his epoch's common sense. Galileo molded in his De motu a theory of impe—
tus which was the technical expression of ccxmm-; opinion on movement which
existed since the 15th century (Mills, 1969: III; Fayerabend, 1974: 63—
189} .

Play;»arights Llike Shakespeare were from purely popular origin, as were his
tragedies. And Chaplin's Films or The Beatles' music wouldn't have been
made, had they not been rcoted in the comon pecple's world. Foucault finds
in this popular dimension enoush elements for the "liwving history" which
he proposes in his archeclogy of knowledge (Foucault, 1970: 22-23). On the
other hand, Levi-Strauss approaches the same subject, although with pre-
judice, when he writes about "savage thought"; and many anthropologists
admit that there are no "better data collectors than natives themselves"
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and that the scientists' role should be limited to annotate a;qd edit them
(Radin, 1933: 70-71).

Beside, peasants’ and workers' interpretation of history and of society
"because it springs from the very roots of the working people, from its
elder informants' memories, from its own oral tradition and from its trunk-
archives", represents a valid interpretation which corrects the distor—
ted version contained in many academic textbooks. This may be "critically
recovered" (Fals-Borda, 1978: 235).

In this manner it may be clearly seen how popular knowledge articulates,
how it shows its expression at initial investigative attempts, and how -t
defends itself from external thrusts to its own class and from other dis—
crienting pressures. Hence, the awe with which both observers and acti-
vists must approach the common people's culture and "spontanecus philo-
sophy" to which Gramsci refers. But unfortunately it has not alvays been
this way. :

Methodology (1) Authentiecity and commitment

The primary lack of respect towards this culture and philosophy is the
false demonstration of the supposed existence of such respect. This is
what happened in Latin America in the late ‘sixties and early seventies
when a swarm of fervent activists dropped out of the universities to
integrate with the common pecple. Their intention was an honest one but it
turned out wrong. The diploma sought by intellectuals at the time consis—
ted of being able to show tough callous hands and sun-tanned skin as the
evidence of having learned the lesson that "oommon preopie are never mis-
taken". This was a most handy fraud found by disoriented revolutionary ac—
tivists. But the camon pecple did not do wrong this time when repeatediy
deprived them of authority for their lack of authenticity, until convinc~
ing those intellectuals that they had been the victims of an extreme Ob~
jectivism which could only be explained as petit bourgeois. (Mandel, 1972:
51-61}.

The lesson was partially learned: in fact, in popular strugyles there is
always room for intellectuals, for technicians and for scientists as such,
without their having to disguise as bomn peasants or workers. They only
have to honestly demonstrate their moving coamitment to the popilar cause
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purstlad, by means of specific contributions of their own discipline. This
is the methodological complex recognizing mutual ties between social prac-
tice and theory aimed at the accomplishment of radical changes not cnly
in society but in science, and which has been recemtly called "action re-
search" but which started many decades ago (Cartagena International Sympo—
sium, 1978).

Methodology (2) Anti-dogmatism

Even thus, this important political and scientific cpening has been wasted
frequently by camitted intellectuals themselves who have engaged in action
research, when trying to apply stemmly the ideological principles of poli-
tical organizations. At least in Colombia the situation became complica-
ted when activist cadres set out the task of searching for, and building
in the fields a "proletarian science" capable of neutralizing the "bour-
geois” which was being, quite correctly, held responsible for mach of the
prevailing alienation.

We, who participated in these experiences and ideclogical search, had set
to ourselves acceptable goals: we wanted to "reduce the gap between labor
and intellectual work in order that workers, peasants and indians ceased
to be spiritually subjected to intellectuals; ...stimulate their most de-
veloped cadres, so that they could assume same investigative and analyti-
cal tasks; ...and create reference groups constituted by peasants, workers
and indians" (Fals-Rorda, 1978: 228).

At the time of initiating in Colambia the work of action research in 1972
we consciously made it a point to fight dogmatism and to follow Marx's ad-
vice of helping build a social science as "the product of the historical
movement, and as a science which becomes revolutionary when it ceases to
ke doctrinaire" (Marx, 1971: 109). This is why we warned against "the
imitation of theories just as they are formilated in other latitudes and
in other countries®, and against "intellectual leftist colenialism which
has castrated so many revoluticnary and university student groups because
action research methods try to build upon concrete realities in each region
and nourish from them" (Fundacidn Rosca, 1972: 72}.

Wnile carrying out field work and while widening political contact with

the bases, we adopted historical materialism as an only guide to “devise
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a proletarian science" adequate encugh to oppose the hourgeois science in
the light of the success of Marxism as an ideology and as a science in the
Cuban, the Chinese, the Soviet and the Vietnamese revolutions. This seemed
sufficient d@mnstrai::i.cn of competence. But when searching for concrete
manifestations of proletarian knowledge which should exist among the cb—
jective proletarians with whom we were working, we could not find them
easily. We did not find either and immediate confinmmation of several Marx—
ist theses due to failures in the application of methodology. On the cort-
rary, apart from the self-owned historical interpréi:ation of the peasants
to which I referred above, and which we called "critical recovery", "the
voice of the bases bore a very traditiomal intonation which reflected the
weight of the alienation to which they had been subjected by the capitalist
system ... even the very advanced cadres showed that they did not have a
clear conscience of their action in history, and were much less able to
articulate a scientific interpretation of their own reality" (Fals-Porxda,
1978: 235).-

Being by then quite impatient with such a situation, active researchers and
our political allies (following the Leninist theory of the rewolutionarw
cadres) began to inject our own definition of proletarian science within
the context of reality and iu the bhase groups. It was like searching for

a ghost and when not finding it to feel the need to create one. The result
was a "science for the camon pecple”, not a genuine science of the people.
That one imposed itself by means of dogmatic cadres, who did not really
apply to actual fact historical materialism, nor were we loyal to the clas-
sical Marwist line of thought nor to serious research methodology, but
rather took the quick and lazy path of imitation, adopting "mediating spe-
vific categories" taken from foreign contexts. Thus, the search foxr a "pro-
letarian science” remained unfinished and unanswered in the above descri-
bed Colambian case, awaiting for maturity of both popular and itellecutal
cadres, T¢ may prove to be a lengthy process.

Methodology (3) Systematic Mestitution

The Gramscian proklem of how to convert popular common sense into "good
sense" had, alternatively, & more positive development during that same

experience. We started from the fact that peasant culture — tradition -

is not as conservative as it has heen suspected to be, but realistically
dynamic, because it includes opposing elements. (...} Thus peasantry
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changes constantly in order to absorb self-inflicted imnnovations and modi-
fications imposed from cutside. Partly fraom there stems the aliemation
which has driven peasantry to passive or change-resistant attitudes and
to adopt social values coming from land-owning and urban classes.

There are, therefore, in peasant culture and tradition, positive and nega-
tive elements geared towards social change which cpen good transformation
possibilities both in knowledge and in action. This is obvious. No other-
wise can we explain sO many peasant revolts as have occurred in world his-
tory. In the Colombian case it was easy to determine some of the sources
and chamnels of alienation which prevented peasant action, i.e. those ones
arising frem diffusion of bourgeois values. It was possible, therefore, to
balance the weight of these alienating values by means of enriched resti-
tution of the peasants' knowledge, especiatly of history, which might carxy
them to new levels of political conscience within the groups. Thus their
carmmon sense would be transformed in order to make it more receptive to
radical changes in society, and to the required types of action, and also
to have the popular bases' voice — previously silent or repressed — heard
at 2 general level.

Such restitution could not be effected in just any manner: it had to be
systematic, and orderly, but without intellectual arrogance. In doing this
we tried to follow Mao's well~known principle: from the masses to the mas-
ses" (Mao Tse—tung, 1968, III: 119). Hence, this disalienating technigue
which formed new knowledge at a popular level was called “systematic resti-
tution”.

(1) Communi~ition differential

A first rule of this technique was to return historical material in good
order and adjusted according to the level of political and educational de-
velopment of the base groups having supplied the information or with wham
the investigation was carried out, and not according to the political le—
vel of the cadres which, as a general rule, was more advanced. For that
reason the studies carried out were published at first in what was called
the "Level 1" of communication, which were edited in the form of comic
stories, well illustrated and simple. In this manner the popular groups
were the first to know the results of the investigation which we had under-
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taken. To these comic story-type bocklets we added later audicvisual éids,
films, slides, recordings, musical and drama performances by local groups
and short films where native people acted, and who followed the techniques
which almost simultanecusly Jorge Sanjings was developing in Peru and Bo-
livia. later the same texts were published at a higher and more camplete
level for the cadres (Level 2); and, finally, the same themes dealt with
at a more general descriptive and theoretical level, taking into account
national and regional contexts for the intellectuals involved (Level 3.

(ii) Stmplicity of commnication

The second rule called for the results of the studies to be expressed in

a language which would be accessible to all, discarding the style of the
traditional ccemmnity of scientists who use their own terminology, compli-
cated and esoteric, or their latinist and symbolic classifying schemes.
This demanded a new style for the presentation of scientific materials,
which has been followed until today, and which led to a certain political
and economic liberation of production in social science {Fals-Borda, 1973).

{iii) Self <Investigation and control

The third rule referred to control of the inirestigation by the base move-
ments and encouragement of sélf investigation. No intellectual or researsh-
er determined by himself what was to be investigated, but arrived at a d=—
cision after consultation with popular bases and their cadres, and taking
into account the needs and priorities of peasant struggle. This way, not
only the problem of "for whom" of the studies was resolved, but alsce the

one of the scientist's incorporaticn to the environment where he had to act.
For such purpose dialogical techniques were adopted and the agymmetrical
scheme of the object and the subject of the investigation was broken (Fraire,
19703 .

{(iv) Technical popularization

The fourth rule was to recognize the generality of the simplest scientific
research techniques to make them available to the peasant cadres. In this
manner, courses on current research methodology were taught to the more
advanced cadres, in order to enable them to break away from their Gepen-
dence on intellectuals and to carry out easily the self investigation.
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When we examine the application of these four mules and the accumilated
materials, and if we evaluate the advances of peasant struggle since then
in Colawbia, it may be concluded that knowledge of realiiy was consider-
ably enriched with systematic restitution. For instance, it was possj.blé
to replace bourgecois cultural heroes by others belonging {o the struggle.
The peasantry managed to balance scmewhat the alienation in which it had
been living as part of its tradition, and kept alive a movement which in-
spite of ongoing repression checkmated the Colambian government at a cer-—
tain moment. It was then possible to see how the camon sense of peasants
gradually acquired new salient edges by means of political education and
assumed a voice of its own. It began to turn into "good sense". Birth was
being given to a new tradition at a higher level of knowledge, of practice
and of vital &lan.

Methodology (4) Feedback to organic intellectuals

Of courge not all the pedagogical - political process was reduced to re—
covering critically history and restituting it sytematically to the peasant
bases. A dialectical feedback fram the bases towards the committed intellec—
tuals also took place. This was an important part of the total process of
the search for, and identification of the science of the common pecple.

A consequence and a condition of this dialectic feedback was the need to
differentiate roles in the field, in such a way that the scientist or the
researcher did not have to disguise as peasant or worker, but that he might
be recoomized and respected by the bases and their political and trade-
unionist organizations just as he was. On noticing the unavoidable division
of scientific labor imposed by the accumilation of knowledge (since not eve-
ryone could carry out every task with equal efficiency), the possibility
of developing in practice Gramsci's concept of "organic intellectual was
envisioned. We shall study now this important matter.

We, the intellectuals comitted in popular struggle in Colombia, had tried
to form ad hoc reference groups integrated by peasants, laborers and indi-
ans of wide experience, who were irvolved in their agitation tasks, with
the purpose of supplanting the reference groups integrated by academics
and university professors (the dominant &lite) (Fals-Borda, 1978: 233).
These ad hoc groups were not able to respond totally to the scientific dis-
cussion in itself but contributed more to practical and political aspects
of the field work. A certain level of scientific discussion about what we
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were engaged in doing had to be continued among well-prepared pecple, in
a minority more or less selected by their knowledge and experience. At
this level articulation hetween the specifically regional with the general
theoretical or national was being made in order to produce a totalizing
and integrated vision of the knowledge acquired.

But this discussion among minorities was already enriched by practice in
the field, by contact with base people and their concrete problems and by
the opinions and concepts of the peasant cadres of the ad hoc reference
group. There was a critical intellectual contribution on the part of these
cadres which was expressed in demands for clarity and precision in the pra—
sentation of theory; observations on the applicability of theory in the im-
mediate context; vivid and faithful description of social processes; expla~
nations of strategy and tactics in peasant struggle; information on indivi-
dual and collective behavior motivations not visible to persons foreign to
the environment; elements of the rural culture such as herbology and myths;
language used in agriculture, fishing and hunting; and technical princip-
iles for the use of rustic tools and utensils.

All this was valuable first-hand information about a know-how which enrich—
ed the subsequent analyses carried out at a more general scientific level
by the group of intellectuals. We were thus convinced that folklore of the
peasant pecple, their empirical vital and practical knowledge, found a
niche in the course of the develcmment of science as a totalizing and cons—
tant process and that their voice, formerly silent, was acquiring new re-
sonance. The agents of this dialectical process were organic intellectuals.
It may have been the same feeling which Kant and Galileo had in their time
when they went to popular sowrces, or like the feeling of those who desig-
ned so many contemporary mechanical inventions based on rustic experience
as mentioned above.

Methodology (5) Action-reflection rkythm

We have explained that one of the main responsibilities of researchers (or-
ganic intellectuals) in Colorbia was the articulation of concrete know-
ledge with general knowledge, the region with the nation, the social forma=
ticn with the mode of production and vice versa, the chservation to theory
ard contrarywise, in order to see in the field specific application of
principles, slogans and tasks. In order to ensure the efficiency of this
articulation, we had to adopt a specific rhythm in our work, which went
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framw action to reflection, and fram reflection to action at & new level of
practice.

Knowledge moved on like a continucus spiral in which we would go fram the
simplest to the most complex tasks, from the known to the unkneem, all in -
pexmanent contact with the bases. From these the data were received; we
acted with them; information was digested at a first lewel; and reflection
took place at a more general level. Then the data were returned in a nore
consistent and orderly mannexr; the consequences of this return were studied;
and so on indefinitely, but within prudent terms determined by the struggle
itself and hy its needs.

Mathodology (8) Modest seiance and dialogieal techniques

Minimal conditions for the development of this rhythm and of the cultural
feedback of the bases towards the scientific orgenic minority could be
reduced to two ideas:

1) That science may go on, even in the most modest and primitive sitvations
and that, in fact, within the found popular conditions, modesty in the
handling of the scientific apparatus and in the technical conception
{especially the discarding of scphisticated instriments and the use of
econamical and practical local elements) is almost the only way to carxy
out the necessary work. This does not mean that, due to its modesty this
science is of a second class or that it lacks ambitions.

2} That the researcher must: (a) discard the scholar's arrcgance, learn
to listen to discourses conceived in different cultural symtax, and as-
sume the humility of those who really wish to learn and to discover;
(b} break the asymmetry of those relaticns generally imposed between in-—
terviewer and interviewees in order to exploit unilaterally the latter's
knowledge; and (c) to incorporate base people, as active and thinking
individuals in their self investigation.

Modest science and dialogical or participatory techniques constitute almost
campulsory references for evexry effort seeking to stimulate popular science
or to learn from the people's wisdan and culture and multiply them at a
more general level, as we, who follow the action research methods and sup—
port the emergent and subversive sciences, have attempted to learn.
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III

Teachings from revolutionary conjunctures

In the concept "people" which I have been using, and in order to make it
simpler, I have included a nurber of persons who, in actual fact are more
heteroyerecus than what is actually implied in it. I have only pointed out
as hasic ingredients to study what science and popular culture are, the
proletarian component and the old folkloric relationship with nature, This
relationship evidently corresponds to pre-capitalist systems. It derives
from productive activity as an original form of praxis, which requlates
material interchange of the human species with its natural environment.
The ingredients mentioned ave only initial elements for analysis even
though they may leave a permanent mark which we cannot ignore in the mat-
ter we deal with.

The problem is more complex and this we can see in the develomments of
this century, when the first socialist revolutions tock place and aimost
simultaneously a vigorous rising of man's instrumental control cver nasu-
ral elements, thanks to the scientific educational advance and to the ex-
pansion of capitalist and industrialist modes of production at a world
level. This affected development possibilities of the people's science or
folklore, as has traditionally been known, and opened gates which may even-
tually lead to its disappearance.

The Proletkult

Russian Revolution has a lot to teach us in this respect, because in its
beginning it made an important attempt to construct, starting from its base,
a proletarian culture of a scientific nature called "Proletkult" which was
to be congruent with revolutionary purposes (Bettelheim, 1077: 475, 528),
These political-literary campaicns headed by commitied intellectuals, were
initiated shortly after the February 1917 revolution and lasted until 1927
when they were disapproved of by Lenin and Trotsky (Deutscher, 1968: 64} .

The main keynote of Proletkult's work was the counter-revolutionary arvo—
gance of its proselytes. Teking ad verbatim Marx's negative and limited
impression of the role of peasants in the French revolution, these Russian .
intellectuals looked upan the rustic ones of their country as potato sacks.
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Physician and ideologist Alexander Bogdanov, the founder of the movement,
suffered fram a superficial Marxism which led him to support theses incon—
gruent with the party's prevailing theory, like for instance that the de-
velopment of proletarian class conscience rested above all in the practice
of production and not in the class struggle. His followers believed that
scholars, artists, engineers, ete. of working class origin would produce
a special culture different from the bourgeois, and that such origin, ac—
cording to them was supposed to grant them an essence which could not be
discarded. The Proletkult scholars were considered "social engineers®
vhose task was to treat inferior masses just as if they were like wak which
had to be molded from up above and from outside.

Of course, all the foregoing led to increasing the difference between la-
bor and intellectual work, as Lenin pointed cut when he spoke critically
about the "fiction of the origins" (Bettelheim, 1977: 528-530). Quite
rightly the most important Bolshevik leaders had to stop this disoriented
movement which, unfortunately, still suffers metastases in other countries.

The rural intelligentsia

The Proletkult passed away. But the specific conjuncture of the Rassian
Revolution, as from Lenin's death, Trotsky's exile and the advent of Sta-
linism, especially towards 1928, compelled official policy to be not too
different in its effects, from the one suggested by the Proletkult, as
regards the Russian peasantry. The Soviet State and the Cammmist party
hed determined to create the proletarian culture and science as ideologi-
cal and political bases to proceed with the required industrialization.
Thus, the urban proletariat became privileged and the peasantry was punis-
hed with the weight of the new planning.

The Russian peasantry, which had not been unanimous in supporting the re—
volution (with ups-and-downs caused by the kulaks' and mujiks' influence)
became the natural lightning rod of official mistrust. Therefore, Stalin
decided to impose the “proletarian civilization" from above — and frem
the cities =, by using lahorers and urban cadres of the party (the so cal~
led "rural advanced intelligentsia") with the aid of teachers and agrarian
specialists. Not even peasant cadres were recruited for such task. The
official mistrust went as far as ordering that tractors and machinery in
the new kolkhozes should not he operated by peasants but by workers.
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All this campaign £rom above and from outside led to the tremendous rural
genocide knovwn by all of us, and to the cultural destruction of the Rus-
gian comntryside. Peter the Great's autocratic cruelties were small in
comparison. Naturally, upon such a massive destruction of the traditional
pase of the Russian countryside, a considerable porticn of its popular cul-
ture or folklore was lost and the scientific twadition of the Soviet's con-
mon people was also relegated. However, new human, social, cultural and
technological bases were created which have served to reconstruct the ru-
ral society in the Soviet Union. This society created another camon sense
and another more modern and advanced tradifion than the one described by
Tolstod.

And row, shall this be the "good sense” which Gramscli expected? Was it worth
while paying the high social and human cost of such hecatamb to arrive at
the immense present developmént of the Soviet Union? Was in fact a hege-
monic proletarian science constructed? One thing is certain: in this effort
many values of peasant culture and science were lost which could have been
congruent with revolution and which would have enriched it, had they con—
tinued as happened with the Chinese and Vietnamese cases. Scme of these
values which have cutlived, like music, art and handicrafts, help give f£la-
vor and identity even to the very Soviet State; others, like religicus be-
liefs maintain some of their strength.

In any case, we see here the pathetic case of a xevoluticnary people which
decided to discard massively peasant tradition with its science and every-
thing with the purpose of constructing a technical and industrialist pro-
letariat possessing a science and a culture of its own, congruent with the
purposes of the revolution. But it was not a new science that derived from
it. And here the Proletkult intellectuals and their successors were mista-
ken. ¥t was the accumulation, difussion and perfecting of techniques and.
knowledge which had originated among Rassian and foreign capitalists and
bourgeois which had came under the political and econcmic control of their
antagonistic class. There was a certain type of popularization of contempo—
rary scientific, cultural and technical knowledge which, if so desired,
may be seen as a "science of the proletariat"; but this science, seen as

a concrete reality would not be understandable as such, but within the
Soviet context. ’
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The Cultural Revolution

In the Pecple's Republic of China, for similar purposes, a different pro-
cess may be cbserved. There was no genccide and a greater participation of
peasant and worker bases took place in the conformation of a new culture
and science which were hammonicus with revolution. The climax of this trend
occurred, of course, during the heretical Cultural Revolution of 1966 to
1968 (with visible effects up to 1976) from which we can similarly derive
inportant teachings.

One of the initial incidents of the Cultural Revolution was very meaning—
ful: the act of rebellion with posters in Peking University because its
president, an cld-fashioned historian made it @ifficult for students to
perform manual laber, and he exercised discrimination against students
fraw worker or peasant origin (Wheelwright and McFarlane, 1972: 127). Here
appears to be the gist of the matter: what was socught was the breaking away
from traditional elitism which, influenced by the westernized Chinése bour-
goisie, had its Iocal roots in Confucius and his ancestral teachings. Tra-
ditional &litiem led to imitate and adopt foreign customs and to respect
and chey higher authority (parents, elders, party leaders, government rep—
resentatives, officers, emperors) and scientists, intellectuals, teachers
and scholars of long and polished fingernails, For all the above, what be—
gan in 1966 was not a simple generational revoluticn. It was an ideologi=
cal action following the classical Macist rule: "from the masses to the
masses", reorienting old values to “solidify the concept of the proletari-
arcammunist world for the mass of the people" and to create & new public
opinion or camon sense. This new public opinion would reinforce the chjec-
tives of revolution, would combat conservative tendencies of party discip—
iine and would lead to a new national scientific and cultural conception
(Blumer, 1972: 72, 1B6-187).

For this reason the first standard-bearers and activists were youngsters
and, in addition, they were recruited among the working classes: peasants,
workers, taxi drivers and even beggers who were given a minimum of orienta-
tion contained in the famous Little Red Book. They were pecple who were
determined to be "a pupil of the masses, more than a teacher"; to "struggle
against selfishness" and to "serve the people who are the ones who make

history". They would act outside of formal party structures, in which this
movement was really unusual.
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By this means there was a gigantic rural-urban interchange with 25 million

urbanites who visited the fields and thousands of workers who went to scheool.

It was expected to break the verticality of dependency from the State =pd
from the party, to proamote a more authentic ideological development which
would emerge from the bases themselves, and finally, to "modify the intel-
lectual make up of all the society".

One of the technical-scientific goals laid out by Mac was crystal clear:

in fact, the president wanted to train the workers and convert them into
technicians (as was being done already in the Institute of Mechanical En~
gineering in Shanghai) and having the students acquire practical experien-
ce and making them return to production after a few years of study. In this
manner, the connections between education and productive labor were being
recognized, which led to modifying official teaching carricula.

EBreesses of political orthodoxy

it is difficult to deny the impulse that this gigantic effort ~ like the
previous popular cammunes - had at the level of the bases, especially in
the development of popular medicine (Mbarefoot doctors"), literacy, hardi-
crafts (open hearth iron works) and intermediate technology, in agricul-
ture, transportation and other means. Alsc at an industrial level ingerious
and productive technical innovations took place (Wheelwright and McFarlane,
1972: 191, 194-195). A “science of the comon pecple" was truly being fos—
tered, controlled by the latter and its immediate representatives, which
was taking a recovered and selective tradition as its point of departure,
without destroying it completely. It was a modest and realistic science
vihich only worked within the historical parameters of popular knowledge .
Thus it progressed enough for the benefit of the comon people until re-
cent years.

But, as we all know, an excess of zeal produced by an irrational desire #o
inpose political orthodoxy at incongruent levels - such as in the manace—
ment of factories and in high technology = tock place. An ardent anti-in—
tellectualism and anti~burccratism started to lead intc an anarchic crisis
of production to such a point that the govermment had to backtrack: it di-
minished the juvenile impulse and fervor of the movement; requlated in a

better way political comuittees which had imposed counter productive orga-
nizational structures; called back experienced workers and jindividuals to
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continue administering factories, schools and institutes. In addition, it
was clearly seen that the goal concerning the fact that the masses should
educate themselves had not been strictly achieved, because the masses con-
tinued to need external assistance, especially in texms of party orienta-
tion.

Politically, Mao succeeded in this way over conservative elements of so-
ciety and of his own party and assured the fact that the Chinese Revolu-
tion followed a path toward socialism. He gave cultural and scientific im—
pulse to values and knowledge at a level of the bases which were useful

to consclidate the colossal economic reconstructicn of the Chinese nation,
a relatively autoncuous reconstruction which allowed that nation to ccoupy
a leading position in the world and permitted its people to have a level
of living greatly improved.

There was greater respect for the peasant bases than in the Soviet Union.
The Chinese broke away from the monolithic structure of the party and from
its dogmatic guard. The cadres were recruited in a mwore balanced manner
from the point of view of their origin. There was not so much emphasis on
imposing vertical patterns from the upper to the lower. Nevertheless the
need became apparent to continue establishing differences between popular
science and advanced science, allowing the latter to continue being the
special province of the intellectual and techmical minority which the Cul-
tural Revolution had attempted to re-educate through manual labor and
through practice in the field. For that reasen, emphasis is placed today
on "science and technology" as one of the four modernizations posed as
goals for the year 2 000. Because only thus may China maintain her leader—
ship in the world@ and deferd herself from the powers which continue to as—
sail her.

v
The Challenge of Instrumental Control

We have studied two dramatic cases of social change - the Soviet Union and
China = in which there were profound transformations in the "soul" of the
pecple. Other examples of this subversive type of national developmment are
of much interest: The events following Japan's Meiji Restoration and aiso
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the American ccoupation; the effects of peasant and worker self-management

on Yugoslavian scciety; The Cuban Revolution and "people's power"; the im-

pact of cargo cults on primitive Melanesian comemunities; the experience of

Bhoomi Sena and the People's Science wovement in India. Tt may be possible

to find cammon trends in all these experiences which should help unders-and
the problem of popular science and culture as a contemporary phencinenon.

The Impact of Mass Culture

Tt is hard to deny that popular science and culture, rooted as it is in
precapitalist systems, is threatened with extinction due to the accelera-
ted development of modern technology and man's instrimental cantrol upon
nature which accompany today's dominant capitalist system. This is easy
to cbserve in highly industrialized countries, where sociclogists can dis-
cern a specific distinction between folk culture and popular mass culture
(Lewis, 1978: 14-25),

According to Lewis, popular culture in advanced countries has negative es-
pects related to mass media {television, radio, ang newspapers) . There

the comon people become victims of lucre-prone entreprensurs who demear
the cultural level and half-kill the traditional folklore. Under these
conditions popular culture acquires a tendency to imitate traits from
so—cailed "high culture” - which may be more particular and creative -
quality suffers, and talent is prostituted. Totalitarian dangers appear as
passive audiences sprout that adapt themselves primarily to demagogic ma—
nipulation (as anticipated by Ortega y Gasset). And this type of advanced
instrumental capitalist development induces the largest index of alienation
yet known, the one which Marcuse identified as "unidimensional man". It all
culminates in Orwell's animal counter-utopia with a Big Brother everywhere.

If this is the case with industrial countries, it is therefrom easy to wi-
derstand the process that follows when such alienating techniques and their
canned products are exported to underdeveloped countries. There occurs a
strong cultural impact that sweeps away or displaces local values and ele-
ments of regional folklore which make up what is often called "the essence
of the nation". The "spontansous philosophy”, the language, the belief
system, and the traditional common sense of the people of the FOOr count-
ries are all supplanted for xenophelic values with lack of authenticity.
And the local possibilities to invent and to produce in the technological
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and scientific field are alsc curtailed.

The Region: Core and Marginal Values

Still it is amazing that the precapitalist folk knowledge found in under-—
developed countries has been capable of resisting such an instrumental im-
pact for so many decaces, to the point of yet offering possibilities of
recuperation and creativity that may be useful for regional and national
identification. This leads the observer to believe that the canmon people
in their regions (down to the level of community and neighborhood) possess

& cultural apparatus with at least two kinds of values: the most substan—

tial, or core values, which may be compared to the sap of a tree or the

stone of a fruit; and the most adjustable, or marginal values, which may
be modified without impairing or affect'j_ng the functioning of the whole

apparatus, even though they are intertwined with the core values.

The intrinsic rationality of the popular cultural apparatus — its specific
structure and flavor - derives fram the core values. The communication and
special levels of expression of regional popular groups depend on such
core values. This is what the activist or the camuitted intellectual senses
or feels when he enters into contact with the common people with restitu-
tion messages or with the desire for recovering their history.

Then, which are the core values? They may be those rooted in the special
visicn of the world (Weltanschawung) or philoscphy of life characteristic
of the least contaminated popular regional groups, especially those who
are still articulated by original praxis - like the peasants - and who
have defended their ancestral contact with nature and the specific regio~
nal milieu. In the last analysis, they are the values that spring from be-
liefs in the supernatural and extra-scientific. Past wars have been waged
on their behalf. Myths have been built or destroyed with then. IGeologies,
utopias and social movements have risen or fallen with them. Such values
havenade man what he is, those which have given history its teleological

sense and direction.

Therefore, the rationality of core values would appear to be irrational if
we apply to them the Cartesian criteria about Reason that have been incul-
cated in universities and acadamies, those on which the contemporary domi-
nant idea of Science has been built. But in fact we deal here with a dif-
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ferent rational construction that possesses its own expressive language
and syntax. In order to arrive at and to understand values of this rational
popular kind it is necessary to overcome dominant cognitive barriers and
to adept attitudes derived from the essence of one's own life experiences
(vivenciales). These attitudes should be as extrascientific as those which
belong to the popular groups. And the activists should attempi to master
two or more scientific languages or different levels of cawmmication si-
mzltaneously in order to achieve their purpose.

There are few paths left to follow in this direction - in the search for
such a popular expression (vivenmcig) and the simultanecus nastery of dif-
ferent languages that it implies — except by stressing the strategic im—
portance of the region and the wtilization of action research methods al-
ready referred to, that is, the subversive and critical use of a modest
science and participatory techniques.

The Role of Spectalized Organic Minorities

There is no need to just imagine what the formal educational structure of

a country should be in which popular science were hegemonic. We have ch—
served two historical cases in which the proletariat gained full political
power. The differences with formal scientific systems of the past were mi-
nimal. Simply it was necessary to maintain the control of the state so that
the new educational and scientific efforts were congruent with the interests
of working classes; and intemmediate technologies were stimulated. Even

50 there was a need to recognize continuity in the construction of kncwledge
as well as in the role of specialized organic minorities, in order to sus-
tain the rhythm of production and to raise the level of living of the com~
mon people.

This evident need for scientific minorities does not imply that the whole
institutional structure be so designed as to form and overeducate such
mincrities exclusively, as is the case today. We have said that the main
challenges in this field come from the direct theory-and-practice inter—
change with the regional masses exploited by capitalism. These challenges
derive from the need to have a critical and integrated science that is
both modest and realistic. They do not come from a closed dialogue among
members of a sophisticated scientific &lite that wears professional apd
philosophical blinders and who may be so "wise" as to be able to determine
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the sex of the angels. The potentiality of action research resides precise-
Iy in its proposed displacement from university precincts to the concrete
field of reality. This type of research destroys the classical academic
framework as it ignores the differences betwsen cbject and subject of study.
Tt induces scholars to descend from jvory towers and to be subjected to

the judgement of the communities in which they live and work rather than

to the interested evaluation of deans and chairman.

Let us remember that the first universities organized during the l4th cen-
tury in Paris and Uppsala functioned on the basis of amall dispersed groups
of teachers and students located in private homes, in artisans' shops, in
open neighborhocds, away from the convents which pretended to monopolize
and define kxnowledge in their own unscrutable languege. It was in neigh-
korhoods and homes where learning came from life experiences, where re—
search and teaching were directed teward solving concrete daily social prob-
lems. In those times there were no doctors nor dipicmas; but there was

felt a practical urgency for knowledge, and this urgency was shared at base
level in sinple forms, with toleration from at least a part of the sccial
and political system. However, wiser and more experienced persons, with
fire and genius, guided these steps with their vision (viveneia) and their

own version of social commitment.

The University in Diaspora

Is it worthwhile to visualize new types of popular working shops today, dis-
persed throughout cities and in the countryside, in factories and farms,
inspired in their own special problems, with the purpose of forming inst-
rumental technicians of intermediate level who are organic with working
classes? Can we conceive of a university in diaspora that may be judged
rore upon its comprehensive socizl effects than for its physical facili-
ties? Can we articulate permanently in this mamner theoretical knowledge

and praxis?

There are many advantages to such an educational plan. For once, those
false divisions set up among the sciences would disappear (the well known
professional departments, the specializations, and the academies). True in-
terdisciplinary activities would become possible. It is known that the
most inportant contemporary social problems - poverty, hunger, ecclogical
destruction, exploitation, viclence - reguire for explanation and solution
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complex levels of analysis that spill over the special fields. Tn such con-
diticns, new fields of scientific and technical action would appear with
linkages to urgent camunal needs; they would no longer be conditioned to
sexve the interests of an overly wealthy and greedy bowrgecisie. And there.
would arise organizations, directives, and actions that would be more demo—
cratic, participatory and pluralist, so that the dictatcrship of dogmatic
parties and the menace fran fascist states would be laid down to rest.

In this mammer we could then see more clearly how the commen people could
articuiate their own science as a vital tool for the defense of their iden—
tity, the shelter of their interests and the preservation of core values.
It would be a science raised already to the level of wisdom.

- g
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THE DYNAMICS OF PARTICIPATRION IN PARTICTPATORY RESEARCH

T. Jackson, G. Conchelos and A. Vigoda

Introduction

A paper of this sort must have necessarily modest aims. The organizing
theme, the dynamics of participation in participatory research, is so
generative and broad in scope, and the case studies so rich and varied,
that the following pages raise more issues than they resolve.

Cur purpose is to set out basic material for collaborative critigue and
refinement., The five sections of the paper - class struggle, collective
analysis and collective action, media and cultural production, relations
between professionals and non-professionals, and the costs of partici~
pation — indicate some of the areas around which the Toronto team con—
times to struggle through praxis.l If there is one overall lesson fram
our work over the past four years, it is that the dynamics of participa-
tory research are infinitely complex and entirely unsuitsble to reduc-—
tionist analyses. At the same time, there is an important need to set an
agenda for future work on the dynamics of participatory research. Presen—
ted below is one attempt to identify priorities for the next stages of
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development of the international participatory research movement.

Class struggle and pariieipation in partietpatory research

Although the relationship between participation in participatory research
and class struggle has been addressed to some degree in the participato—
ry research lite.ratu.rez, and zlthough a growing number of analysts are
developing the position that class struggle is the central dynamic in par-
ticipatory researchB. this relationship remains relatively underdeve-
loped in the analysis provided by the case studies.

Few of the case studies could be said to be advancing even on implicit
historical materialist methodology. Indeed, a number of case study wri-
ters are likely to be found hostile to such a methodology. Yet historical
materialism raises a major problem in relation to class struggle which
the case studies have not addressed. The problem, grossly oversimpli-
fied, is this: If the means of sccial change are ultimately determined

by the mode of production of a given social formation (as historical mate—
rialism argues), then what overall impact on class strnuggle does par—
ticipatory research for class conscicusness make when there is no corres—
pording change in the mode of production?

The nature of class struggle varies so greatly across the different social
fomations in which the case studies are located that it is perhaps un-
realistic to expect consensus on this complex question. However, pushed
on the issue, many case study writers might agree with the following po-

sition regarding radical change and social reform:

... Measures of relief and reform can therefore be a powerful instru-
ment to (&} improve the conditions of living of the working people
and thereby enhance their fighting mettle, (b) to reveal to them the
inadequacy and the imperfection of the system and {c) to mobilise
them to fight and win what the laws and plans of the ruling classes
promise on paper but deny in practice.

Yet most case study writers would probably alse agree that the foundations
of a social system must be changed at the same time as consciousness is
changed for fundamental social transformation to occur. It is the inter-
action of these on the change processes that the case studies are found
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wanting.

Analysts elsewhere characterize the problem as the interaction of subjec-
tive factors (class consciousness) with objective factors (material pro-
ducticn) in a society.s Others pose it as the problem of contradictions
in the superstructure in relation to contradictions in the mode of pro-
duction, though the concept of "superstructure" itself has recently ccme
undet ql.lestion.6 Does participatory research, at its best, produce "libe-
rated zones" of class consciousness? Of what political value are these
"Liberated zones" if they are not linked with liberated zones of produc-
tion?

Is participatory research, to borrow Gramsci's phrase, a counter hegemonic
activity? That is, is the function of participatory research to prepare
the working class and the peasantry to think like a ruling class, "to
exercise leadership" before winning govermmental pcu-:er?7
go so far to drgue that participatory research "produces cn a microscale
the contradictions of nation states transcending fram capitalism to socia-

lism" .8 What are some of the characteristics of the. transition to socia-

Some analysts

lism? For example, is no surplus value expropriated in participatory re-
search? These are only same of the difficult questions relating to class
struggle which are left largely unaddressed by the case studies but which
should be included in an agenda for future work.

Nevertheless, there is considerable treatment of what may be termed "ex-
ternal® and "internal” class forces operating on the participatory research
process.9 In one case, Gaventa points to the divergent interests and abi-
lities of students, on the one hand, and local citizens, on the other, in
a citizen's land use research project in Appalachia. Yet both classes (in—
tellectuals and workers) participated against common state and corporate
forces during the data collection phase of the project. In another examnple,
that of the Jipemovo project, efforts addressed conflicting local claims
over the means of production between cultivating and pastoralist peasants.
At the same time the project sought to pramote the clase interests of vil-
lagers vis a vis regional bureaucrats, although there were different opi-
nions among project staff about how this should be done.

In the Bwakira Chini experience many means wete used to advance the inte—
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rests of the poor peasants in relation to middle peasants. Among poor pea~
sants, women were identified as subordinated and special attention was
paid to increasing their participation. Similar, but less sustained, ef-
forts were reported in the Big Trout Lake case study, where women also
constitute a subordinate sub-class. In both cases, Bwakira Chini and Big
Trout Lake, promotion of subordinate class interests internally occurred
while external class forces, represented primarily by the regiocnal state
apparatus, operated on the local community at the same time.

DeWit and Gianotten report on a different situation, where the outmigra-—
ticn of male workers to the cities has meant a more stable population of
women in two Andean communities of indigenous peoples:

The women are more and more in charge and responsible for all ?roduc-'
tive activities in a situation lacking econamic resources and 'modern
techrnologies. This means that wanen, becau§e they.makzla a more hemo—
genous group in the cammunity, realize easily their situation and
needs and see the possibilities of change. So women are more interes-—
ted in training courses and they learn quicker, whereas men look fc?r
alternatives outside the rwral area in big towns where they only find
irdividual scluticns...

Here the interplay of "inside" and "outside" class forces in the partici-
patory research process has resulted in increased participation by a tra-
ditionally subordinate constituency while at the same time decreasing the
participation of the men as they become cheap labour power for urban in-
dustrial capitalism.

Basic to any discussion of class struggle, of course, is the question of
the role of the party. Sane camentators contend that without access to
political mobilization afforded by party organization, the ability of a
participatory research process to undemine class differentiation is seve-
rely restricted.m While the case studies do not address “"the party ques—
tion" per se, several do take up the problem of linking participatory re-
gearch to broader social movements.

As Gaventa writes of the Appalachian land use study:

Research, even of the participatory ilk, does not a movement make. Yet,
as the case study shows, a citizens' based rn_esearch process can be
used both to gain information needed for action and to educate cam-
munity leaders, link comumities facing camton problems, coalesce lo-
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cal organizations, and serve as a spark for change.

On the Philippines farmer-settler experience, Belamide observes that alt—
hough the perception of the land problem was localized in the beginning,

.« .Through the dynamtc process of research-analysis-action-analysis pro-
cess this perception gradualiy changed. They ncw realize that the

struggle for land is part of much wider struggle which has national
as well as global implication.

The farmer-settlers are now engaged in building the strength of their pea—
sant organizations and assisting others in the region to create their
ovm people's organizations and to join together against cameon enamies.,

Similarly, in the case of women's resistance in Dhulia, Kanhare reports
that:

In the camps, the wemen came to know about the workers' movements in
other areas of India. They also learnt ahout the women's movement in
other areas and other parts of the world. When they went to Morchas,

scme of them visited huge factories, met factory workers and other
activists...

The women started regarding themselves as human beings and began figh-
ting for their rights. They scon realized that women all over the world
are struggling for their rights and against oppression, that the prob-
lans of women were not restricted to their villages but are faced by
all the toiling masses, especially wamen...

The process of the Dhulia women moving cyclically from action to analysis
to acticn, while at the same time connecting the forces in their personal
lives with broader class forces

mics in participatory research.

is characteristic of the emergent dyna—

Collective analysis and collective action

One of the major ways in which participatory research promotes class
struggle is through the process of collective analysis. In collective ana—
lysis, the production of knowledge is socialized. People at the base of
society produce knowledge together, as a collectivity. Those who produce
the knowledge are the owners, if you will, of the means of producing that
knowledge. The distribution of the benefits of this knowledge is also
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socialized. The surplus value of knowledge produced in collective analy-
sis is neither alienated nor extracted by the oppressor. Rather, the pro-
ducers share, according to their needs, in the surplus they themselves
have created.

There are many ways of carrying out collective analysis. Scme of the more
important metheds highlighted in the case studies are:

¢ research committees or teams, comprised of local cammunity or work-
place members and scmetimes outside professionals (Miuma, Gaventa,
Levin, Barndt, Jackson);

® training workshops for community researchers (Belamide, DeWit and
Gianotten, Gaventa);

¢ corunity seminars {Mustafa};

® eoducational camps (XKanhare);

& =mall group dialogues and group interviews (Cardy, Dinan, Mduma, Mus-—
tafa, Mirie);

¢ public meetings and community assemblies (DeWit, Gianotten, Jackson):

® visual representation and decoding (Mduma, Barndt, Cardy) ;

& cultural celebrations (Barmdt);

® popular theatre (Mirie, DeWit and Gianotten);

® camanity radio {Jackson, Cardy).

Typically, one participatory research project would make use of several

of these methods over a period of time. These methods may be variously
aployed in cammunity balls, in hames, in educational institutions (trai-
ning centres, universities) or at the workplace. Some may be applied to

a number of levels of project operation, fran local through national. Such
methods of collective analysis may also be supplemented by high technolo-
gy data processing methods, as in the Gaventa, Cardy and Levin case stu—
dies.

It is essential to point out that all of the modes of collective analysis
mentioned above may themselves become vehicles for class struggle. As noted
previcusly, within a village, there are almost always several major clas-
ses vieing for power. What the class representation is on the research
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camittee, in training camps, or in a theatre production, will largély de=
termine the class interests served by research process. Most of the case
studies, while recognizing that a core of progressive leadership is ne-
cessary and desirable, report that they sought to expand the base of par-
ticipation in collective analysis to the subordinated classes of the cam—
munity or workplace. This applies, across the board, for all modes of col—
lective analysis.

If the modes of collective analysis vary widely, so too does the particu-
lar technical problem under collective study. In the Norwegian case study,
for example, the technical problem being studies by the union is the chan-
ging quality of working life resulting fram increasing autemation in an
aluminum melting plant. At Big Trout Lake the community has been eva-
luating both simple and camplex technical cptions for water supply and
sanitation. In Bwakira Chini the focus of collective analysis is grain
storage technology. Several of the case studies focus on land ownexrship
and land use patterns (Belamide, Gaventa, Mustafa) while others address
questions of employment, migration and income generation (Kanhare, Barndt,
DeWit and Gianotten, Cheong). The Cardy paper reports on the collective
development of literary materials.

A relatively simple technical problem such as grain storage demands detai-
led discussion of a host of complex technical factors in village life. In
the Bwakira Chini case, for example, a whole range of "environmental prob-
lems like pests, animals, thieves, weather, by-laws of the village, cus-
toms and beliefs were also discussed. Land distribution, credit facili~
ties and all other production, marketing and storage relations were ime—
portant factors in the project". However, the Appalachian eXperience de-
monstrated the efficiency and power of pegple's research even in a highly
technical data gathering task:

The first phase of the research involved entering the court-house and
copying on to coding forms from tax records lists of cwners, taxes
paid, size of ownership, etc. Here, the citizens' based research easi-—
ly proved its merits., Procedures were clear; the importance of the
data for local purposes widely understood. Page after page of proper-
ty figures which would have been tedious, meaningiess mmbexs for the
outside expert became items of great intrigue for the citizen research-
er. To them, the numbers and names represented power and power-holders
they knew. The data quickly gave them insights into local carmunity
affairs. With such motivation, the citizen often took time to search
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cut information that investigators who were simply in it for "the
job" would not have pursued or would have reported as missing. Within
two months, the basic data had been gathered for most of the 80 coun—
ties.

The Levin paper, as well, shows that the best experts to analyze in de-
tail the quality of working life over the twenty-five year life of a com~
puterized, electrametallurgical plant, are those who work on the shop
floor of the plant.

Whether the probelm under study is of a camplex of simple technical natu-
re, collective analysis appears to involve two Fundamental dynamics. The
first has been described by Dinan in the following terms:

You enter immediately into that dialectic, between existing personal
ard social structures and those structures of a self and group crea-
ted nature, which is both the result and the meaning of Participatory
Research.

Barndt has used the phrase "people connecting with structures" to descri-
be this dyrnamic integral to collective analysis. She reports on a sequen—
ce of problemposing guesticns with groups using participatory visuals:

What do you see, hear, feel?

How can you relate it to your personal experience?
What are the cammon themes or problems among us?
Why do they exist?

What can we do about them?

Questions of this kind encouraged movement fram personal experience to an
analysis of broader political and economic structures in the LACTO case
study involving slide/tape shows and videotapes produced for and by Latin
American immigrants in Toronto.

In the case of the Dhulia women's movement, Kanhare observes the "process",
namely, that women first enmboldened, had greater self-confidence in their
struggle against the maaldars, the watchmen, on class issues. Only later
could they think of struggling within the family against wife-beating. But
this could take place because there was an awareness of taking up issues
that affected them as women, of going forward to take up wamen's issues.
Short of this, the potentialities of the women to struggle against women's
oppression could not have been realized. (p. 137 et seg.) In Bwakira Chini it
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has been reported elsewhere that research committee members from the village
expermented with new storage designs for their own household use and
relayed this experience to the comittee accordingly as the "experiments”
yielded results. Though the circmstances differ, the principle is the
same. Movement fram the personal to the structural is an essential recui-
rement of collective analysis.

The second fundamental dynamic in collective analysis — and perhaps the
overriding dynamic — is its dialectical relationship with collective ac-
tion.

In most cases, like that reported in the Kanhare paper, collective analy-
sis and collective action are experienced by the participants as "merging
one intoc the other". For the Dhulia women their economic actions for
better working conditions brought about the need for more systematic and
deeper analysis at an educational camp which, in turn, led to group ac-
tion against bootleggers and sexual harrassment in one particular village.
There followed the establishment of visits toother movements, study circ-
les and eventually a continuous, discipiined system of self-criticism

was built into the movement.

In slight contrast, however, is the DeWit and Gianotten case where detai-
led professional analysis of the community leads to an agenda of specific
development options being discussed with villagers, training sessions de—
signed and implemented accordingly, and practical projects undertaken.
Gne such effort, the digging of a canal for increased water supply, gave
rise to further meetings and training on planning for the wider use of the
new rescurce. In this case the phases of analysis and action are somewhat
more distinct than in the Kanhare case.

The same is true generally for the Jipanoyo project. Modes of collective
analysis have included public meetings, comunity seminars (scmetimes
included govermment officials), where the professionals would feed in their
own analysis as well. Action took the form of, for instance, improve solo .
drum and a small-scale druanrrmaking operation. Cut of other village semi-
nars, grew other small scale cooperative industries. The implementation

of the cocperatives soon called for deeper analysis of their operational
problems involving insufficient raw materials and inadequate marketing
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organization. As a result, further training in managament and leadership
development techniques were reccmmended. In another instance of the Jipe~
moyo project, data from a participatory livestock census showed an increa-
se in pastoralist incame. Tn light of this, the pastoralists decided to
deduct 100 Tanzanian Shillings from esach head of catfle sold, as a cont—
ribution to their comunity development fund.

In all of the case studies, though the particular mode of collective ana—
lysis and specific collective actions may vary, analysis and action opera—
te cyclically and dialectically throughcut the life of the participatory
research process.

It is the interplay of these two fundamental dynamics - movement from the
personal to the structural and the link to action - which sets collective
analysis apart from the mere "collection of analyses”, and is at the heart
of its ability to foster critical consciousess. Thus, collective analysis
challenges workers and peasants to confront traditional, oppressive ways
of knowing and of doing, and to continue question and identifying contra—
dicticns, and to continue acting to change their reality.

Media and cultural production

The cheice of media through which to premote collective analysis and col-
lective action is extremely important. Several factors need to be taken
into account: the social and cultural impact of the medium and of its con-
tent upon the individual participant; the technical possibilities and 1i-
mitations of the medium; the appropriateness of the medium to its task,
and to the context within which it will be used.

MAuma, for example, made use of audio cassette recorders to ensure fuil
documentation of formal discussicns, and to ensure important remarks were
not "missed". Consent of participants at these meetingswas necessary for
recording; the tapes were nommally veplayed for review by participants
{good methodological points) and were then reviewed by the researchers,
who brought up cogent points at the next meeting. However, the rural con-
text meant that theve was a shortage of dry cells and tapes which some—
times interrupted the proceedings. As well, some participants were reluc—
tant to be recorded, and this resulted in meeting time being used for
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persuasicn.

The LACTO case study is especially illustrative of how the dynamics of
participation are changed according to the medium in use. At different
times, LACTC utilized audio, video photographs, film and slide/tape.

The question of participation in relation to media is placed in bold re-
lief when LACTO's use of video is examined. Video was first chosen as a
process tool. The researchers in the beginning used borrowed equipment
which was found to be bulky and intimidating. However, it was found that
by making light of the technical mystique of this complex equipment, re—
searchers helped to break down the fears of camunity members. Later, in
producing the conmmunity documentary, several community merbers became in—
volved in taping interviews and events, encouraged hy the researchexrs. The
new portable equipment was easy to set up and use, and participation on
both sides of the camera increased accordingly. The varied response of
different sectors of the Latin American cammmnity in Toronto to the video
reflected class ard motivational differences which are rooted in wider
forces in the inmigrant community at large. Editing created a non-partici-
pative mode (as well as technical problems) that suggest that, even in
technologically-rich North America, this medium is not yet totally acces—
sible to the cammnity.

It seems apparent that the jmpact of a medium upon participation depends
upon the role chosen for it by the researcher, and accepted or modified
by participants. As an adjunct to field notes, as & process tool, or as
a product focus, each medium's efifect will differ with the relationship
between it and the participants.

In order to aveid dependence upon iFported media and culture, to return
the ownership of cultural history to the commmity, and to generally broa—
den the base and depth of local participation, the production and repro—
duction of indigenous culture is promoted in a mumber of the cases under
study.

In the DeWit and Gianctten paper, the importance of indigenous culture is
stressed. Music, drama, dress, popular medicine and technology have sur—
vived due to the isolation of the commnities in question. These cultural
activities are integrated into the training programs, and traditional
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technology is utilized as the base fram which innovation must proceed.

The Jipemoyo project made extensive use of indigenous culture, concentra-—
ting especially upcn music. One outcane was a small drum making industry.
Other cooperative craft industries were initiated, and local music, dance
and crafts were explored in relation to currernt development problems (e. d.
water supply) . However, cultural procduction, while enhancing participa—
tion, is not enough to estabiish industry by itself. The cooperatives suf-
fer from a ladk of raw material and market accessibility.

The Big Trout Lake case involved both "new" and "old" cultural production.
The community has a canmmmity-owned and cperated FM radio station which,

on the one hand, is open to Elders and anyone else who wishes to speak

on virtually any issue at any time, and on the other hand, plays disco

and rock music from the south. In this sense the radio reflects the current
contradictory state of the indigenous culture. A summary of research find-
ings was regularly broadcast cover the radio in Nishnawbe, the local lan—
guage. A "phone—in" segment, however, met with minimal success.

In the same case, a popwlarized version of the research report was tyans—
lated into Nishnawbe by lccal people. But the native printing house which
reproduced it changed the syllabic endings from those used by frout Lake
residents to "proper" Nishnawbe. This caused resentment in the comumity
and the popularized report lost same of its impact as a Jocal cultural
form and as an educaticnal tool.

Ralations between professionals and non-professionals

Most of the case studies seem to explicitly or implicitly acknowledge the
fact that the professional researcher does not begin cn a basis of "social
equality” with oppressed peoples, but rather is a member of the petty
bourgeois class. The democratic interaction of the non-professional with
the professional - in essence, their temporary "class alliance" on a mi-
croscale — is prawoted in the participatory research process.

The professional researcher may facilitate democratic interaction in
many ways. One important step is to be educated in the life of the commi-
nity or workplace. In the DeWit and Gianotten, Belamide and Jackson papers
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it is reported that professicnals lived among the pecple with whom they
work, eating what local people eat and doing physical work alongside them
{in the case of DeWit). This latter function signifies an attempt to break
down the barrier between mental and manuat labour. In general, though,
there appears to be agreament that professionals cannot and should not
cross class lines in attempts at proletarian "“romanticism".

However, the most intense attenpt is generally in the direction of en-
franchising, those who do manual lashour most of the day to do mental la-
bour - create knowledge — based on their experience for the purpose of
transforming their- position relative to their exploiters. The major task
of the professional, therefore, is Lo create and sustain the conditions
for collective analysis and collective action.

Specific functions may, for example, centre on assistance in project fund-
raising and tactical relations with the state (Jackson, Gaventa, Mastafa).
Once a project is underway, the need for technical skills may becane domi-
nant, in terms of data precessing (Levin, Gaventa) or limmology (Jackson)
and historical materialist method (Mustafa), to name three areas. The
extent to which these technical skills are transferred to non—professio—
nals is an important question and varies across the case studies. In most
cases the professionals, at least early on in the research process, serve
as problem—posing facilitators and synthesizers of data (e. g. Barndt,
Mduma, Levin). However, as the process moves on over time, increasing
attempts are uswally made to transfer this particular skill area to the
base. In a muber of cases the professicnals are in fact employees of
popular groups and in all cases are accountable in significant ways to
representatives of the comumities or union with whom they work.

The overall picture which emerges is of professionals politically and emo-
tionally involved with workers, peasants and community residents in a dy-
namic process which must be worked through collectively. As Levin observe:

One is emotionally invelved and that is part of the relevant data.
There is no possibility to withdraw to the academic work desk. Prob—
Jems and conflicts must be solved at face value when they eherge.

To withdraw, reflect upon problems and then came back is cnly pos-—
sible in the exceptional cases. This does not mean that there exists
no plans for research action. The problem is that these plans very
seldan are followed.
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When professicnals strike political alliances with oppressed groups of
workers and peasants and new demands aremade upon their time ang energies,
they are, in a very real sense, accountable o the struggle.

While professionals in participatory research may be directed by popular
groups, they nevertheless must not permit false conscicusness to domi-
nate the process (Kanhare, Belamide). For example, the tendency to work
for the interests of local elites must be resisted, analyzed and counte-
red as in the Bwaekira Chini case:

Taking the opportunity of selecting a camvittee on the project, the
council autcmatically appointed the already progressive farmers who
haye been referred above as adopters of foreign innovations. With
this feature there was danger that the commitiee couldmerely turn
intc a vehicle for alien structure appropriate to themselves and not
the masses. The team quickly took note of this danger and carefully
steered the comittee to the mass approach. It continuously emphasi~
zed the need to hear from a cross-section of peasants and design to-
gether structures which would meet their needs. The political com-
mitment of the team was extremely important on the issue as the con-
tent and direction of the dialogue depended on the political intent
of those who identify themes and land group discussicns,

Yet also operating on professionals are the pressures of time, energy
and capital, all of which put houndaries on the extent to which subordi-
nate class interests may he advocated. Again the Tanzanian grain, storage
case is illustrative:

However, time limitations meant that the outside team could not al-
ways wait for the top level of group consciousness of understanding
about a particular problem before moving to the next issue, Time
allocated for identifying and re-examining critically various local
storage structures and relate them with the objectives of the project
before presenting for discussion was insufficient and therefore had
a2 negative effect.

That & staff of professional researchers may themselves be divided in
terms of methodology, and consequently on the question of how to pramote
class struggle, is amply discussed in the Mustafa paper:

On the_one hand was argued that thebasic problem was one of a lack of
cammnication between leaders and villagers. On the other hand it was
suggested that the hasic contradiction was one of conflicting class
interests. Those who argued for the latter hypothesis alse advocated
a uniform historical materialistmethodology for the Project, while
those who put forward the former hypothesis were most vociferous in
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defending their right to develop their ¢

Conversely, collective solidarity of the professionil researchers can be
a major force in a participatory research project. As Gaventa reports, a
collective negotiating strategy was used successfully on two occasions
to obtain funds from the lard ownership project in Appalachia.

There exists the danger that professionals will neglect the fact of theix
own class position vis a vis the community or union with whom they work.
There is the accampanying danger that professionals will draw off, for
their own use at conferences (like this cne?) and in publications, the
surplus value created by pecple at the base in a participatory research
project. Jackson discusses some of the ways of structuring the professio-
nal/mon—professional relationship to counter professional appropriation
of peoples' surplus. One means is for the camunity or union to estsblish
legal owrership over all knowledge created in a project. There can be mea—
sures instituted to prevent, or delay, information being given to profes~
sionals, though this may take its toll on the participatory research pro—
cess as well. Finally, it may be possible to extract sufficient labour
fram the professional worth more to the comunity than the "market value"
of the information appropriated in the process.

Closely related to the danger of professionals conscicus mis-use of popu~
larly-produced knowledge is the cooptation of professionals by cutside
forces. The forms of cooptation may be subtle indeed. Many times the pro—
fessional research becomes the chief negotiator for project funding. The
time pressuwres and class-similarity between funders and researcher may
lead to subtle shifts in goals and methods during negotiations. Many

times the popular groups are not able to guestion these shifts in the face
of the professiocnal's "polish".

These dynamics centribute to the gradual absorption of progressive stra—
tegies and tactics inte the "corpus" of govermnment and university "metho~
dology" systems. Their widespread vertieal dissemination eventually neut-
ralizes them. Professicnals not hired by the community become wwitting
agents of state penetration.

However, costs may alse be borne by the professional. In the case of
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LACTO, Barndt explains that,

- ..the major sources of support for commumnity groups were goverrment:
based. Finally, EOLA and PRP co-sponsored a proposal for funds from
a provincial lottery earmarked for multi-cultural activities. But
there were ensuing tensions on both sides as we learned that members
of both groups were unemployed or underemployed. The project coordi-
nators themselves ramained virtually unemployed for an entire year
before the grant was approved...

Such furding structures foster competition among professionals and non-
professionals alike, as well as delaying project implementation, and are
part and parcel, in this instance, of the role of the capitalist state.
Furthermore, this case cannot be seen apart from the general centext of
the proletarianization of white collar workers and the petty-hourgecis
professional during an historical period of econcwic recession.

The irony of this situation, of course, is that during econcmic recession,
same professional “paradigms” in fact rise. For example, at least in ad-
vanced capitalist countries, cutbacks in government spending increase the
demand for project avaluation research and management efficiency research.
It is interesting to note that the participatory research paradigm has
risen internationally during a period of world recession. Whether this
can be explained by the "legitimation" function of the internaticnal
state camplex is thus far an unexplored question. One of the strongest
arguments for professional collectives is the great need in recessive
times to critically assess forces such as these and to develop progressi-
ve political positions with respect to focus and sources of employment,
publishing and networking.

The costs of partieipation

Participation is costly. Participatory research, if successful, is cer-
tainly costly to the ruling classes. However, participation is also costly
to the participants at the base. The question of costs remains one of

the least examined dynamics in the literature on participatory research.

Can political struggle be cost apalyzed? Consider the following:
Surplus value is "the total value of cutput produced minus (a) the value
of raw materials and machinery used up and (b) the wage bill or the value
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necessary to 'replace' the commodity 'labour power! .13 The central ques-

tion ig, therefore, how to calculate the total value of cutput produced
in a participatory research project.

It is true enocugh that through collective analysis, swplus value in the
form of socialized, new knowledge (new skills, increased consciousness)
accrues to local people. It is also true that material improvements in
the lives of people at the base obtained through collective action, also
must be counted into the total cutput figure., Yet a full accounting of the
costs mist be made before the overall surplus value figure may be calcu~
lated.

Typically the commuity donates a substancial amount of raw materials and
machinery to the participatory research process. Space for meetins, com-
munication facilities (e. g. radio), materials for experimentation e.qg.
wood for grain storage structures), etc. All of this must thoroughly be
accounted.

However, the greatest cost to the community or workers' organizaticn is
the great amount of volunteer labour required for meaningful participation.
This volunteer labour may be assigned an economic value. This value is at
least equal to the income accruing to local people if they had put all of
this volunteer lahour into productive economic activity such as farming,
hunting or smelting metal. As such this constitutes the "wage bill" of
participation in participatory research.

The nature of class struggle requires that people at the base bear addi-
tional costs. Belamide shows that in some cases, participation results

in loss of life. The state may respond to participatory research by increa—
sing political repression. In liberal capitalist nations the state may
delay funding and coopt local leadership, adding further to local costs.
Loss of land and higher rents perpetrated by private sector elites repre-
sent fundamental econauic losses for the commnity. Finally, professio-
nals may appropriate information produced through local participation,

thus extracting surplus and adding even more to the loss colum.

There remains, of course, the problem of assigning an economic value to
the overall increase in political power accumulated by a cammunity or
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union over a long term participatory research process. What economic value,
for example, is added to the overall struggle at the national level by
successful, local, participatory research? However, there is also the prob-
lem, on the other side, of "foregone political benefits" of a participa-
tory research effort which may have deflected popular energy and focus
away from a more fundamental organizing issve and a more militant struggle.

The problem of the costs (of participation in participatory research), as
we have put it here, may seem scmewhat crude. However, an assessment of
costs may help to prevent the myopic, selective reference to the "success—
ful" aspects of a participatory research effort sometimes found in the 1i-
terature. More importantly, an analysis of such costs by a comunity or
union itself will place in hold relief the forces acting on the research
process, possibly generating tactics to enable the participants to main-
tain control of the process, "cut their losses", and ultimately, achieve
"collective profit". Our purpose is only to raise the problem of costs in
basic terms; however, we are-:convinced it is a very important area for fu—

ture study.

Notes

1) For their criticisms of an earlier draft of this paper we are grateful
to Deborah Barndt, Martin Byram, Alan Etherington, Budd Hall, Linda
Harasim, dian marino, Erma Stultz and Kathy Tobias.

2) Especially informative is writing published over the past four years
by Orlando Fals Borda, Deborsh Bryceson, Budd Hall, Linda Harasim,
Tom Lovett, Majorie Mbilinyi and Kemal Mustafa.

3) For a particularly ccoherent argument in this regard, see Brycescn, D.
and Mustafa, K. Participatory Hesearch: Redefining the Relationship
between Theory and Practice. Lead Paper 4. African Regional Workshop
on Participatory Research, Mzumbe, TPanzania, 1979, who advance the
following overview of the dynamics of participation in participatory
research:

A successful participatory research project produces on a micro—
scale the contradictions of ration states transcending from capi-
talism to socialism. Democratic interaction must be carefully
structured to maintain the delicate balance between the relations
of ‘cutside' and 'inside'. The intervening bodies which can adver-
sely or beneficially affect participatory research projegts include
political parties and the government, and agencies for financial
support. In & wider sense all of these represent the currents of
class forces which corbine with the local class formation
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and determine the success of any participatory research project
in the final existance." (p. 24)

Renuka, M. Social Reform and Radical Change. HOW 3(2), 1980, pp, 3-5.
Renuka, M. Ibid.

For a recent summary of the debate over the use of the term superst—
ructure, see Cameron, K.N. The Fallacy of "The Superstructure’. Monthly
Review, 31(8), pp. 27-36.

Quoted in Entwistle, H. Antonio Gramsci:lonservative Sehooling for
Radical Politics. London: Routledge & Kegan, Paul, 1979, p. 13.

Bryceson and Mustafa, Ibid., p. 24.

Bryceson and Mustafa, for example, refer to 'cutside' and 'inside' re-
lations. We understand that in classic historical materizlist texms,
this distinction may be suspect. However, the case studies provide
sufficient evidence of the strategie importance of the 'internal' and
‘external’ class forces to comunities engaged in participatory re—
search to warrant substantial discussion. Tt may be that the distinc-
tion is more useful for rural as opposed to urban experiences, alt-
hough there certainly exist internal and external class forces in any
trade union (see Levin), workplace or institution.

Again, see Bryceson and Mustafa

dian marine has developed the point that it is not always necessary, in
the process of collective analysis, for participants to create an en-—
tirely new framework for knowing. In her tewms, a partial, new frame
can be layered over "the problem to enable the group to evaluate and
change it together'.See marino, d. Drawing From Aciion for Aetion.
Working Paper No. 6, Participatory Research Project, Toronto, 1979,

For an analysis of the structural forces militating against such a
collective reframing process, see her recent Obstacles to Speaking Out,
prepared for this meeting.

Implicit in the descriptions of the professional's specific activities
is an awareness of the tactical advantages of being middle-class. These
advantages are indicated by the popular groups themselves, and are not
necessarily ex post facto liberal apologetics for remaining middle
class. They include: access to models of research protocol by which to
speed vp community learning; access to persons and documents by which
groups can get a comprehensive picture of government politics; criti-
cal data on prospective technical specialists. There are many others.
The professional, as a member of the petty bourgecis class, can there—
fore act as an agent of counter-penetration, connecting popular groups
with specific services and intelligence found in the superstructure.

Loxley, J. Surplus Value and Profit. Canadian Dimension, 14, 4-5, 1980,
pp. 18-19.

Vhile voluntary-based work may be costly in terms of initiation and
maintenance, it can also circumvent other costs over which there is
less local control. Professional, salaried labour is, for example,
more likely to respond to capital-intensive external structures such
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as funders and large institutions, whose class interests do not cor-
respend to those of the comunity or union. For an expansion of this
point, see Conchelos, G. History, Profeseionalism, Community Learning
and the Control of Skill. Learning 3 (1}, 1979.
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THE ISSUE CF METHODOLOGY IN PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH

Yuguf Kassam

The question of methodology in participatory research is a subject of on~
going analysis and discussion. No consensus has yet been reached on what
constitutes the methodology in participatory research, What this paper
proposes to do is to highlight the major methodological analyses that par-
ticipatory research has been subjected to in the past few years and, se-
condly, to critically examine the validity, constraints and shortcamings
of the ;:arious methodological msii:’.ons.l In so doing, this paper intends
to provide a basis for a further analysis and clarificaticn of the issue
of methodology in participatory research.

Before plunging into examining the issue of methodology in participatory
research, it is necessary to briefly outline what has been conceived as
participatory research, its origins and its intentions.
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Batkground to the emergence of participatory research

Participatory research arose in the context of thoroughgving questicning
of such issues as the relationship between the purposes and conseguences
or the means and ends of social research, the implications and outcomes
of using the conventional research methodologies in the social sciences,
the relationship between the researcher and the researched, neutrality
and dbjectivity. These issues were re-problematised in the light of a
critical reflection on political, methodological and epistemological ques—
tions. Consequently, the basic precepts of the dominant bourgeois metho—
dologies in social science research were challenged both in the developing
and industrizlised societies.

The daninant bourgeois research methodclogies which are predoninantly po-
sitivist and empiricist have made knowledge creation as the monopoly of
the social scientists alone. The ordinary pecple have been considered as
being incapable of producing knowledge and analysing it. Very often re-
search has been carried out for the sake of research, as a mere academic
exercise. It has exploited the people, the villager and the worker, with-
out changing their poor and oppressive living conditions particularly in
the context of persistent poverty and entrenched "underdevelopment® in
many Third World Countries. The people have been reduced to mere objects
of research.

The use of the dominant research methodologies in universities and other
institutions produce analyses which are descriptive, non-explanatory, tech—
nicist, politically sterilised and ahistorical. The use of such bourgeois
methodologies determine the conditions of production of knowledge. Social
scientists trained in the use of such research methodelogies in the uni~
versities are becoming more and more of technicians who are able to use a
package of techniques but cannot think and develop explanatory theory.

The agencies which finance sccial research (state, private foundations,
international agencies and universities) also work within bourgeois metho-
dologies. Social research which has been reduced to a bundle of techniques
is increasingly carried out under factory conditions making social science
research highly specialised, technicised and fragmented in character. Re-
search institutions and agencies have proliferated, sclely geared to the
production and sale of research expertise. The qualitative aspects of
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social science research have been sacrified to facilitate elaborate quan—
tification, statistical analysis and computerisation. It is within this
broad context that participatory research tock roots. ‘

The basic characteristics of purticipatory research

The basic aim of participatory research has been conceived as progressive
social change for the hetterment and liberation of the cppressed people
wherever they are. The following broad features have emerged to charac-
terise participatory research.

Firgtly, subjective cammitment on the part of the researcher to the pecple
under study is essential. This implies a rejection of the possibility of
'value-neutrality' and of the conception of the social researcher as a
tool or technician. The researcher must have a sensitivity and democratic
identification with the pecple, the 'oppressed’.

Secondly, there is close involvement of the researcher with the researched
commnity. The researcher is percieved as a camitted, participatory social
actor, who must seek to combine his critical insight and knowledge with
the understanding and resources of the local people to trigger new aware-
ness of contradictions facing them. The concept of 'dialogue’ bhetween the
researcher and the community is emphasized as a reaction to the manipala-
tiveness of positivist social research, the over-simplification of social
reality through the use of conventional research methodologies such as

the survey approach and the alienating, dominating and oppressive charac—
ter of such methodologies.

Phirdly, the approach is problem-centred. Research is perceived not as
mere data-gathering, the result of which can be acted upon by others, the
pelicy-makers. Rather the objective of social research is to understand
the conditions underlying a problem in order to resclve the prcblem by
transforming those conditions (be they perceived as social, political or
social-psychological) .

Fourthily, the participatory research is conceived as an educational pro—
cess for the researchers as well as for the people with whan the research
is conducted. The close and active interaction between the researchers and
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‘the people through dialogue and discussion, is ultimately aimed at action

towards the solution of social contradictions.

Fifthly, participatory research stipulates respect for the people's own
capability and potential to produce knowledge and analyse it. Knowledge
creation as being the moncpoly of the professional researchers alone, as
comonly practised by conventicnal researchers, is challenged by the parti-
cipatory research approach.

In short, participatory research has been described as a three-pronged ac-
tivity: an approach to social investigation with the full and active par-
ticipation of the community in the entire research process; a means of
taking acticn for development; and an educational process of mobilization
for development, all of which are closely interwoven with each other.

The {ssue of methodology

Having outlined the broad features of participatory research, one may now
look at the question of methodology. What is the methodology of partici-
patory research? An analysis of this question has become a subject of wvigo-
rous controversy. Critics have argued that the concept of participatory
research as portrayed through the five features cutlined above constitutes
only as a certain broad approach to research and not an explicit methodo-
logy or a comrehensive research package. It is argued that the partici-
patory research approach, devoid of a formulated rethodology and a theo—
retical framework, embraces a wide range of research practices as well as
different versions of political activism. Consequently, participatory re-
search's basic approach in some instances has been labelled as “pragmatic”,
"ad-hoc", "eclectic" and "idealist".

To elaborate on these criticisms, it is argued that the reason why the
participatory research approach (PRA) accamodates a very hroad political
spectrum is because the approach is subjective and idealist and which de-
pends upon the individual researcher's political views, sensitivity and
knowledge., The participatory research approach, in recognising that the
people being studied are oppressed or have unrealised capabilities and
potential, implies an idealist position whichposits the humanness of the
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researcher as the basis for his/her identity with the oppressed. In so
doing, oppression is morally ramanticized.The PRA-researchers are not able
to recognise the contradictions between thejr stated intentions and the
real implications.

It is also argued that in participatory research approach, no attempt has
been made to theorise or even question the class interests that the re-
searcher objectively serves and the probable false consciousness or igno-
rance of the oppressed who are probably socialised to accept ruling class
ideologies or who are concerned with their own petly property interests.
The participatory research approach ignores material causation, that is,
the develomment of forces of production and production relations. In sol-
ving problems through progressive social action, the PRA largely operates
at a micro~level instead of a macro-level which looks at the wider context
of the econay and the objective sccial forces which influence remedial
social action.

The participatory research approach has also been criticised as being prag-
matic. Pragmatism posits knowledge as eventual rather than antecedent.
Knowledge is produced through practical problems. Knowledge is viewed as

a means to an end. The relationship between theory and practice is pro-
duced by experimental practice. Knowledge begins and ends with practice.
Theory is disregarded.

It has been argued that since PRA is pragmatic and eclectic, its philoso-
phical and theoretical nature is obscured and mystified. As a result,
there is no guarantee that PRA will always bring sbout progressive social
change. PRA could also be used for reactionary purposes.

In response to the criticisms on pragmatic participatory research, critics
have argued that the apparent eclecticism and pragmatism of the PRA are

in fact its very strengths in that the researcher is able to work within

a wide variety of constraints (such as the politics of local and external
funding agencies, institutional menbership, bureacratic authorities and
ruling ideolcgies) and also within a wide range of socio-political settings.
The different versions of PRA as they surface through a wide spectrm of
political activism are inevitable so long as care is taken to ensure that
research was not used by the oppressors against the oppressed. Pragmatism
is unavoidable since there are no ideal cenditions anywhere. Therefore,
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to adhere to a single explicit methodology in PRA is to greatly delimit
its potential for even a modest social change among the many different
groups of the oppressed, disadvantaged and exploited people. It is further
argued that the pragmatic nature of the PRA should be conceived as an
important phase in an on-going struggle to liberate the oppressed. What
is really inherently wrong with being ad-hoc and pragmatic?

The critics of pragmatic participatory research have proposed historical
materialism as the most appropriate methodology for participatory research
and they argue that this methodology is most logically congistent with
the intentions of the PRA, namely, progressive social change for the bet-
terment of the people. Participatory research situated within historical
materialist methodology has been defined as research structured by the
democratic interaction of the researcher and the oppressed classes of
people and takes the form of a dialectical unificaticn of theory and prac-
tice reciprocally between the researcher and the oppressed classes. So
conceived, it is argued, that participatory research practice is an aspect
of historical materialist practice which involves ideclogical, political
and economic action undertaken in furtherance of the class struggle. This
methodology is applicable to all social conditions and national contexts.
The problems of the oppressed classes can best be understood and the sub-
sequent solution of their problems can be achieved by analysing social
formations using the fundamental concepts of mode of productions, forces
of production and relations of production.

The critics of the historical materialist participatory research recognize
that historical materialism is an elaborate and scientific methodology for
the analysis of society at the macro-level. However, they argque that it is
overly theoretical and abstract and consequently renders participatory
research a mere theoretical and abstract exercise devoid of concrete action
towards the solution of the daily living problems of the oppressed classes:
In other words it diverts the attention of researchers from immediate prob-
lems to macro-abstractions. In this respect pragmatic participatory rese-
archers are more concerned with dealing with situations and problems at
the micro-level, such as a commuinity, a village, etc., rather than the
scciety at large. It is further argued that historical materialist metho-
dology is too rigid and dogmatic and therefore runs contrary to cne of the
basic elements of fiexibility in participatory research as'it was first
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conceived.

If historical materialist methodology is an action undertaken in further-—
ance class struggle, then advocates of the pragmatic participatory research
argue that their approach alsc fulfils the same role using its own app—
roach. However, historical materjalists while admitting that pragmatic
participatory research bears resemblance to historical materialist parti-
cipatory research, argue that what renders them distinct is their diffe-
ring philoscphical foundations. Some practitioners of the pragmatic parti-
cipatory research in fact have incorporated materialist elements into
their work but the historical materialists view this trend as an "eclectic"
assimilation fram the holistic materialist philosophy. On another level,
the advccates of pragmatic participatory research argue that the histori-
cal materialists have failed to give due credit to the development of
gualitative aspects of pragmatic participatory research.

Conclusion

This paper has briefly outlined the cuxrent analysis of the issue of metho-
dology in participatory research. It has encapsulated the major arguments
of the two main schcools of thought .on the question of methodclogy in par-
ticipatory ~esearch. In both the camps there is a consensus on three

main scores: the dissatisfaction with the conventional research methodo-
logies in the social sciences; the recognition of participatory research
as being a significant departure from the conventional or bourgeois so—
cial research methodologies along the political, epistemological and metho-—
dological dimensions; and the intention of participatory research of bring-
ing about progressive social change for the betterment of the poor and

the oppressed. The major disagreement is centred on the guestion of an
appropriate methodology that can be employed in achieving the goals and

purposes of participatory research.

Several questions still remain to be answered. For example, how does one
define a methodology? Is there a need for a specifie and rigid methodology
for participatory research? Does it nct suffice to have a well thought
out "approach" instead of a "methodology™? In achieving the stated inten-
tions of participatory researvch, is it necessary to select any cne of the
existing well-formulated methodologies such as historical materialism or
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is it valid and acceptable to combine and incorporate various elements of
different methodologies? The former alternative will be regarded by scme
a5 a super-imposition while the latter will be considered by others as
being ad-hoc, pragmatic and eclectic. Given the basic Iintentions of par-

ticipatory research that can be carried out in a variety of socio-econo-

mic conditions and sitvations, what is the most appropriate methodology+

a tailor-made methodology or a pre-fapricated methodology, These are some
of the fundamental questions that have o be addressed in our struggle
to systematise the concept and practice of participatory research.

Notes

1) The bulk of the material of this i
Paper is largely based on Di i

Papers presented at the African Regional Workshop on Partici;:g;srlon
Resear(vzh,.July 1-7, 1979, Tanzania. The papers are:
1. Marjorle? Mbilinyi, Ulla Vuorela, Yusuf Kassam & ¥ohana Masisi

) The Politics of Resgargh Methodology in the Soeial Setence, ’

. Deborah !?r;_rceson, Linzi Manicam & Yusuf Kassam. 7he Methodology of

the Pavtieipatory Research Approach,

3. Deborah Bryceson & Kemal Mustafa. Participatory Research:

the Relationship between Theory and Practice. Redefining
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THE SOCIO-POLITICAL IMPLICATICNS OF PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH

Francisco Vio Grossi

o

B

‘I have been requested to introduce some brief and general remarks around
t the relationship between participatory research and the socio-political

' context in which it takes place. I believe that, at this stage of the
development of the subject, it is redundant to insist on the close links
between this approach and politics. The articles presented in the Afri—

» can, Asian and Latin American Workshops have emphasized this point suffi-
i ciently, It seems to me more useful to attempt to introduce a discussion
T intended to illuminate the problem of the relationship between the method
(the internal element of participatory research and the socio-political
context in which it operates (the extermal element), both expressions of
the same political phe.narenon.l

This paper will start by locating the concept of participatory research in

tain approaches that have been developed in Latin Bmerica and elsewhere.
Afterwards, some elements connected with the relaticnship between partici-

i
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5 the light of recent contrxibutions, emphasizing the insufficiencies of cer-
H

4 patory research and popular organization will be discussed, and finally,




7c

participatory research vis-a-vis the socio-political context will be pre-
sented as a way of introducing the question of its viability within parti-
cular dependent capitalist societies.

Trends, self-criticism and some clarificatisons

When the network met for the first time in Toronto in 1977, participatory
research was defined as a research process in which the community parti-
cipates in the analysis of its own reality in order to prumote a social
transformation for the benefit of the participants, who are the oppressed.
It is therefore a research, educational and acticn-oriented activity.

This statement, like other similar ones published simultanecusly, cap-
tured the attention and enthusiasm of social scientists, popular educa-
tors and political activists. To some extent the atterpt was seen as an
approach able to resolve the permanent tensicn between the process of
knowledge generation and the use of that knowledge, between the "acade-
mic" and the real worlds, between intellectusls and workers, between
science and life.

The network that was born, and which has been in continuous expansion,
has contributed to enriching the discussion, to enlighting aspects that
we did not consider then ardl to opening new avenues. But at the same time,
it has originated scme trends that rely on conceptions, though not abso-
lutly errcnecus, at least insufficient.

in the Latin American meeting in Ayacucho we thought that, if these trends
continue to develcp, we could be led to weaknesses in our analysis simi-
lar to those experienced in the region during the sixties. These trends can
be defined, to the best of our knowledge, as menipulative, only formally
participative and spontaneous-naive. Through their description an attempt
will be made to introduce & more accurate approach to participatory re-
search, its role within the develomment process and its external const-
raints.

The trend that I shall call formal participation arises linked to the re-
jection of participatory research of the principles of cbjectivity and value-
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neutrality, as these have been introduced by empiricism. Participatory re-
search adopts a relativist approach, and therefore emphasizes the relevance
of values and ideologies in the process of producing knowledge. In other
words, if the degree of participation of the "researched" is increased,

the research itself is enriched, because the pecple's perceptions are
integrated into the analysis. The research becomes more scientific than
hefore.

Those who have emphasized only this contribution of participatory research
have tended to look at people's participation exclusively as a way to en-
lighten their final product, rather than as a tool for developing a pro—
cess of social transformation. As such, these researchers are more rela-
ted to participant cbservation than to participatory regearch. With new
words, but old techniques, the separation between the subject and the ob-
ject of research persists and the dominance features of such practices
continue, An instrument such as participatory research, devised for li-
beration, is thus converted into a new, and perhaps more efficient tool
for manipulation.

Another maniputative, rather than participatory, approach has been deve-
loped under the guise of participatory research. Same activists and so—
cial workers have seen participatory research as an instrument that can
inmprove the transference of their own ideas on development and change to
the communities. The trick of utilizing surveys as a means for diffusing
concepts has been utilized not only by them, but also by different profes-
sipnals, including cosmetic salesmen. This time, a new and fascinating
concept (for them) is added which may help in the attaimment of their
objective: the word "research". It is so far from the language of the
common people as it is near to an ivory tower. It constitutes an invita-
tion to be intellectual and wise. To make the object believe that he is

a subject; is a new and more sophisticated manner of manipulation and what
is intended is, again, imposition and domination through sophisticated
ideas and concepts not well understocd by its objects.

Others, perhaps more honest, have been genuinely enthusiastic about the
ideas of social transformation and participation that participatory re—
search puts forward. To scine extent, they assume implicitly that the ad-
herence to hoth concepts must imply a radical or revolutionary position.
This, unfortunately, is not necessarily the case.
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First of all, to talk nowadays of social transformation does not necessa-
rily mean to be precise enough. Sccial reality is dynasmic, i. e. in a
cordition of permanent change. That is so to the extent that when change
does not occur with the necessary fluidity, the dominant sectors themsel-
ves tend to introduce same minor modifications in order that everything
go on as usual. Secondly, the idea of participation alone is also insuf-
ficient these days. It is as likely to lead to social integration as to-
radical change. I do not need to spend much time on this issue, because

I doubt that anyone in this meeting has not experienced a certain frust-
rating feeling when observing that community participation may result,

in the field, in the development of trends towards the consolidation of
the status quo, rather than change. Even more, when the process of crea-
ting knowledge is adequately led by the comunity toward the goal of
transformation, the data gathered may turn out to be useful for the domi-
nant elites, making their analysis more accurate and therefore permitting
them to extend and deepen their domination.

These trends of formal participation, manipulation and spontanecus—naivets
have been developed to a great extent under the banner of participatory
research. Qur own insufficiencies have been mainly related to the question
of the characterization of participatory research,a lack of accuracy in
the definition of participation and the limits of our concept of social
transformation.

When we defined participatory research, although it was never explicitly
stated, somz people understood that we were calling for the creation of

a new research and action alternative vis-a-vis the classic ones. This
was partly true and partly wrong. It was true in so far as we attempted
the abolition of the traditional distance between research object and sub-
ject, between camon and scientific knowledge. We not only put forward

a revaluation of the accumilated knowledge of the people, but we stressed
also that the process of knowledge generation could be a continuum from
the popular knowledge to a scientific one, and therefore the roles of
object and subject could be merged. We thus rejected logical positiviam.
However, same went beyond that and understood that we were implicitly
rejecting as well the other available method, historical materialism.

We wexe accused of integrationism and reformism. In the regional seminar
of Ayacucho there was a consensus on the need to resolve this confusion.
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Participatory research is not, and has never intended to be, 2 new ideolo-
gical and scientific holistic system, an alternative to historic materia-
lizm., On the contrary, it attempts to start the research from concrete
reality, incorporating the pecple's viewpoint, in order to contribute

to a type of social transformation that eliminates poverty, dependence
and exploitation. This assertion requires a further analysis of scme of
its components.

Historical materialism, as has already been stated, is a method for in-
vestigating reality intended to reveal the main tendencies or changes in
order to orient action. It has never intended to be a complete set of fi-
nal answers or permanent " instructicns" for action, whatever the regio-
nal, social or political context may be. It is a way of locking at rea-
lity in order to transform it.

This distinction has not bsen present in the minds of the "manipulators",
including some radicals. For them, historical materialism, in simple
terms, indicates what is wrong and what to do. Therefore, what would be
necessary is to diffuse these recipes. The most efficient diffusion tech—
nigues suggest that the people adopt them, participating by themselves
in the rediscovery of what has been written for them, Confusing content
with method, these activists of ideological and political orthodoxy fall
into the most corwentional manipulation.

On the other hand, the spontanecus-naives understand that popular wisdom
hés to be idolized when participatory research affimms that the obser-
vation and analysis must start from the representations of the community
iteelf. The people have all the answers because they have the real know—
ledged, they argue. Nothing further fram the truth. IFf that were the case,
we would not need either aduit education, or activists, or eveﬁ partici-
patery research. To agree with this assertion would be equivalent to deny-
ing nothing less than the very existence and efficacy of the whole ideolo—
gical apparatus of domination, set up by the hegemonic sectors. For

ages the people have been indoctrinated to make them unable to compre-
hend the reality beneath the superficial appesrances of their situation
or to mobilize in order to transform that sitvation. What participatory
research attempts precisely is to initiate a process of disindoctrination
in order to allow the people to detach the cultural elements that have



74

been imposed on them, and are functional to the status quo, fram their
own cultural elements, to discover their own socio-econcnic position and
orient their action for overcaming their condition of oppression. In
other words, this process will allow them, in the final analysis, to
distinguish the secondary contradictions that exist within society, to
locate the main one, ard to act in consequence. The "investigative" as—
pect of participatory research collaborates in the application or the
method to a specific reality, and the "participatory ccmponem-: contri~
butes to making this start predisely frem the pecple's viewpoint or stage
of develomment. These are its most outstanding contributions.

An effort is also required to define more accurately the concept of
"social transformation". The magnitude of cur insufficiency was already

indicated when we stressed that change was needed even for maintaining
the status quo.

Fals Borda and Freire have adequately faced this issue when adopting the
Hegelian concept of "praxis". It is not any action at all, but one that
relates specifically to activity leading to structural social change.
Neither does participatory research intend to contribute to the develop-
ment of any activity at all, as may be done by conventional research.

It is linked closely with a particular field of action that is intended
to lead to change in the fundsmental conditions that engender poverty,
dependence and exploitation.

Having rejected the formally participatory, manipulative and sponta-
neous-naive approaches, participatory research emerges as a fundamental
contribution to the effort to fully integrate the reople's subjectivity
into a scientific analysis adequate to the dimensions of the work to b
done: the structural social transformation of our societies.

Partieipatory research and popular organization

Tt would be to insist on our naivete to assert the idea, totally unsup—
ported by experience, that it is encugh that the people "know” in order
to mobilize. This is a misconception that has cceured more often than we
are prepared to recognize. A labour of mediation capable of operationa~
lizing praxis is required. That mediation cannot be research itself, un-
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less it is participatory. In that case, the basic unity between theory
and practice that participatory research advocates implies the existence
of a popular organization able to conduct the whole process.

When these issues are touched, intellectuals interested in participatory
research frequently ask: How can I relate myself to the comunity? what
must T do? How do I need to behave in order to lead the cammunity to
conduct by itself the participatory research process? What is my role as
"participatory researcher"?

In the field of the relaticnship between intellectuals and the popular
organization, it is particularly difficult to offer "recipes”. Anyone
of us who has seriously worked with workers, peasants or marginal com—
munities will agree with the assertion that indicates that people per-
ceive easily the class origin of strangers. They are also particularly
keen in evaluating the reliability of the newcomers. The level of cam
munication that is established frequently relies upon the way that the
comminity sees the services that the cutsiders can provide and the degree
of loyalty to the short and long run common goals of the group. Intel-
lectuals usually misunderstand the relevance of manual work and tend to
share it with labourers, although frequentiy peasants and workers are
aware of what the intellectual knows and what he does not. They tend to
prefer the contribution of a lawyer as a lawyer rather than as an in-
efficient labourer. The point of encounter is not located at the level
of the specific working activity but in the sphere of the basic loyal-
ties, which implies a recognition of the organization's leadership and
the subordinate role of the "researcher”.

This, leads us, besides, to ask ourselves about the very origin of this
type of questions. Its formulation by itself may be seen as implying that
we are continuing to assume the separation of the two roles (subject and
object of research) and consequently also continuing to differentiate
between the importance of scientific knowledge and people's knowledge.
The psychological, emotional and, in the final analysis, class barriers
contine raising obstacles to the need to adopt.the pecple's perspective.
If the people's viewpoint is adopted, and therefore I immerse myself in
its culture, the comunication problems will be solved as a consequence
of the very dynamic that the decision engenders. This very dynamic will

also teach that, in due time, a new right will emerge for the "researcher™:



76

to speak for the cammunity. In the real facts, the distinction between
cbject and subject will be broken and both roles will start merging, -
not only in the commanity but also within the "researcher" himself.

But in the meantime, the researcher must play a specific role as such.

He is in a position that enables him to raise the most relevant questions,
due to his access to the information on the relevance and utility of the
method and the management of the techniques.

The issue of the relationship between the intellectuals and the organi-
zation, as old as the popular struggles, must be solved therefore more
from the side of the former than that of the latter. The tensions that
have historically arisen over a definition of the role of the leader-
ship and the relative autonomy of science have usuatly rested upon spon-
taneous-naive attitudes. Sometimes also on liberal-ethical principles,
unrelated to the popular cultures. When a real immersion of the intel-
lectual into the pepple's world occurs, these tensions disappear and the
"organic intellectual", as Gramesi called him, emerges, engbled to undex-—
take active and full participation in the common struggle.

Theory and practice, mediated by popular organization, meet each other
finally in praxis.

Participatory research and the socio-political context: the question
of viability

To analyse the relationship between participatory research and its socio-
political context in most cases implies asking about its viability in
dependent capitalist sccieties, especially in Third World countries.

In other words, it is necessary to inquire about the limits and oppor~
tunities that the system puts on participatory research activities in a
given political situation.

When a discussion like this one starts, the first temptation is to assume
that the hegenonic sectors will offer total resistence to a kind of ac-
tion that is intended, in the final analysis, to challenge this domina-
tion. Nevertheless, our experience tends to show it is not necessarily
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that way. In most capitalist societies, even the very repressive ones,
there exists some room for manceuvre.

On the other hand, any analysis of this problem area must be done with—
in the limits imposed by the framework of participatory research itself,
i. e. the pragis. Otherwise there arises the risk that, with the inten—
tion of doing at least sunething, concessions go beyond the limit and

we end up not coptributing to the structural social transformation. At
the same time we have all witnessed interésting and hazardous atterpts
that have been destroyed by the system precisely because they went bheyond
what was considered permissible by the local, national or transnational
dominant élites.

Therefore, the question of the viability of participatory research is

to facé the issue of the limits to engendering partial transformation to-
wards global change imposed by the parameters that determine the functio—
ing of the system.

The task implies the assumpticn that, on the one hand, the different
factions of the daminant sectors de not necessarily maintain a high
level of unity arcund the definition of cammon interests, but rather
that their interests can be contradictory. This fact permits the emer-
gence of relatively wide roam for manceuvre. On the cther hand, this
effort requires the determination of the specific restrictions imposed
on the oppressed sectors by the hegemonic groups. From the analysis of
these factors will appear the chances for relatively successful action
for participatory research, to he applied in a given social context.

In the following part of this article some brief, general and prelimi-
nary ideas will be presented with the intention of offering elements use-
ful for the elaboration of a pattern that allows us to know the degrees

of viability that we enjoy for the praxis in a given fnc:ment.2

Tt is assumed that participatory research, as has been said, is a per-
manent process of observation, anmalysis and action in which the partici-
pants advance constantly toward continually higher degrees of accuracy
in their analysis and therefore in their social awareness. Within this
ascerdent process, the structural transformation may be defined as the
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strategie goal to be reached in the medium or long term. In the present

stage of development, the need is for the utilization of the instruments
offered by participatory research in order to advance as far as possible
toward the strategic goal. The new stage thus reached need to be conso—

lidated not only at the material lavel, but also at that of social awa—

reness.

Our proposition is'a strategy of seven interiinked phases in order to
determine the viability of acting toward the strategic goal in each stage
of develc:wprent.3

1. Definition of a provisional strategie goal. The initial phase is the
definition of a provisional strategic goal, starting from the basic
needs and expectations of the community. It is provisicnal because,
with sore degree of certainty, the goals thus established will be
more consistent with the existence of secondary contradictions than
with the main cne. Its level of provisicnality will depend on the de~
gree of development of conscicusness and the level of accuracy in
the analysis that the community has attained at a given moment. If
that level is high, the provisional goal will be nearer the defini-
tive one than if it is low. The important point is that this entrance
level allows us to start the process from the present situation of
the comunity, integrating its perspectives as fully as possible.

2. Analysis of local obstacles. This second phase is related to the
study of the local constraints that impede the achievement of the
provisional goal. This phase will allow us to single out a set of
local variables that will be useful for a global diagnosis at the micro
level.

3. Analysis of the extra~loecal obstacles. This third phase starts with
the process of redefining the local reality in the context of the
wider one. It will permit the elaboration of a list of extra—local
causal factors that impede the satisfaction of the provisional goal.

4. Elaboration of a causal structure. The disorganized set of causal
factors of various levels that impede the achievement of the Provi-
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sicnal goal is structured in this phase, according to their relations
of causality. The carrying out of this process will allew the dis~
covery of the existence of the main contradiction and the location and
identification of the secondary ones. In this way, the research pro-
cess as such reaches its climax, i. e. a method is applied to the ana-
lysis of an apparently chaotic set of social facts and phencimena and
subsequently a logical, coherent and interconnected set of variables
is produced for the purpose of the determination of the social change
dynamics. This process will thus open the path to the two following
phases.

5. Determination of the strategie goal, which emerges precisely from the
jocation of the main contradiction.

6. Determination of the different levels of viability, which emerge frem
the analysis of the causal structure, the secondary contradictions,
the analysis of the partial interests that rest bshind each one of
them, that is to say, the class structure, and the socio—political
implications of their transformation on the functioning of the system
as a whole.

7. Determination of the tactics, immediate objectives and actions, which
will create new conditions at the material level and the lewvel of
consciousness which, in turn, will allow the initiation of a new
cycle, this time at a higher level of development.

A final comvent. There is an element in this presentation that for more
than one diligent reader cannot have been missed. For our group in Vene-
zuela it is still a question without a definite answer. The alternative,
partial and viable paths may contribute to consolidating the conditions
that are opposed to structural change and, furthermore, to postponing

the stage of maturation required for the implementation of those changes.
The achievement of the strategic goal can thus be delayed, rather than fa-
cilitated!

For us it seems difficult to go beyond the limits that I have here descri~
bed. For the moment we know that we have two main alternatives before us:
either to continue debating about structural reform, as if we were de-
monstrating that knowledge by itself is able to transform reality, or to
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act collectively upon reality, making use of its potentiality and over-
coming its limitations in order to achieve, socner rather than later, the
final victory. This paper has been based on the assumption that partici-
patory research has opted, precisely, for the second altemative.

Caracas, April 1980

SCIENCE AS HUMAN BEHAVIOUR:
On the Epistemology of the Part'icipat.ory Research Approach.

Notes

1) I have also been asked to avoid bibliographic notes, so as to ligh-

ten the presentation. However, I need to mention the discussions with ; .
the participants of the Latin American Seminar on participatory re- ]" Jan de Vries

search in rural areas, held in March 1980 in Ayacucho, Peru, under 1

the sponsorship of the National University of San CristSbal de Hua- i

manga and the Latin American network of participatory research. Furt-
hermore, I would like to mention the work of Orlando Fals Borda, alf- 3
redo Molano, Frnesto Cohen, Budd Hall, Luis Rigal, Anton de Schutter ¥
and Paul Oquist. They have influenced some of the ideas and concepts
of this presentation. Richard Melman made valuable conments and o :
lished my disasterous English. Cbviously, all the responsibility is e e
mine cnly. ’

2) These ideas have heen the result of the involvement of the author in
a rural development project in the State of Guirico, Venezuela. '

3} wWe must keep in mind that these phases are developed by the popular
organization. 1. Introduction

§ At the Cartagena Symposium on Action Research and Scientific Analysis,

three years ago, Paul Oquist presented a paper The epistemology of action

research. In that paper Oquist apalyses the epistemological assunptions

of the most profound schools of science and ~ by doing so - located the

L roots of action research in Pragmatism and Dialectical Materialism. That
Cartagena Symposium can be seen as the start of the intellectual reflection

: on the concept of participatory research. The Investigative Forum in Ljub-

{ ljana is intended to be a suming-up of this reflection process during

Y three years.

I think Oguist has done & very good job by pointing out clearly a rela-
tionship between more action oriented researxch approaches and certain
schools of methodological thinking. I do not intend to repeat that. Not
even when same colleagues (e.g. Haisch-Eakins and Werdelin) state that
there are differences between action research and participatory research.
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I do not want to loose myself (and my readers) in an academic discussion
about differences in methods, techniques etc. Although it cam be useful

in certain contexts, I am aware of the danger of dogmatism, which is not
seldom a result of a Methodenstreit.

My approach to the question of the epistemological background of a partici-
patory research approach will be to question the epistemclogical background
of scientific activity as such. That implies that I will concern myself
mainly with two (out of five) questions of Cquist: How does man produce
knowledge? and How does man Justify knowledge? Therefore, I first want to
discuss what the position of traditional seience is.

My criticism on that position leads me to the nature and function of mo—
dern science. And I want to conclude by sumning-up scme criteria for a
participatory research approach from an epistemological point of view.
This, I hope, will bring the concept of a participatory research approach
a little further then we did three years ago. Then Oquist gave an episte-
mological base to action oriented sciences by relating it to existing theo—
ries of knowledge. Now, we may be able to structure something like and ori~
ginal {also very old indesd) epistewological theory.

There is one apoclogy to make beforehand, especially to the more traditional
scientists. This paper seems rather unscientific. Not quoting very much,
not arquirng too detailed, not discussing several models of logic. I am try-
ing to make my ideals understandable to myself and to colleagues who are —
in their daily practice - mainly oceupied with development work.

2. The alienated science

Science is a kind of human behaviour. But what kind? And what is meant by
human behavicur? To start with the latter question, this can here only be
answered in abstract terms. When one wants it in more concrete terms, one
need to read novels, poems, case—descriptions etc. In abstract tems, accor-
ding to Paulo Freire, we can say that human behaviour can be described as:
reflection and action. People reflect on their world, take action in their
world and so on. Human behavicur is purposeful behaviour, in the sense that
it "proves" one is human. Being human means being free. And I believe that
the basic human drive is to experience freedom. Real action and reflection
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is exploration. Exploration of the world, of one's own world. Although
this statement need much more explication, for instance about the relation
between freedom and security. But I have to leave it at this in this artic-
le. It must be sufficient to quote an unsuspected scholar in the field of
epistemology on this matter,

In the preface to the second edition of The open society and its enemies,
Kar). Popper, talking about "of what is perhaps the greatest of all moral
and spiritual revolutions of history" says:

It is the longing of uncounted and unknown men to free themselves and
their minds from the tutelage of authority and prejudice. It is their
attempts to build up an open society which rejects the absolute aut—
hority of the merely established and the merely traditional while try-
ing to preserve, to develop, and to establish traditions, humaneness P
and of raticnal criticism.

Except the fact that T do not think this "revolution” started only three
centuries ago but has been the basic movement since the existence of hu=-
manity, T like to accept - for once but not for all - the authority of
Popper. Nor for all: Popper wrote this introduction in 195¢ and he did
maintain it even after 1966 (the version I have). And that illustrates the
alienation I meant: he wrote about his new optimism in the liberation move-
ment, "largely as the result of a visit o the United States". He main—
tained this during the years of the Cold War, McCarthy, Vietnam. It is
this kind of alienation the traditional scientists even seem to wish.

Science, I said, is a kind of human behaviour. Traditional scientists do
think that their behaviour is the highest form of thinking, of reflection.
They - as scientists - do not even act, or it must be in function of the
reflection process, in rather special circumstances of their own created
reality (namely, constructed or structured by their theories). The tra-
ditional scientists form an elite, An elite of few peaple who have mastered
what they consider to be the most profound way of human behaviowr. Their
Tituals are ruled by the methods and techniques they label as the most
profound. They have their own languages and their special rewards, This
picture has not changed during centuries, not even after the democratic
movements since the 1960's. One of the few results of those movements has
been the acceptance that nore people than before must have the opportunity
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t0 become part of that élite. Therefore, the scientists and their repre-
sentatives (the school-teachers and politicians) tried to improve the
quality of the leaxrning-process in schools and universities. And that
means: better techniques in order to hasten the tempe in which capable
people can reach the highest forms of human behaviour, being scientific
behaviour. Not more knowledge, but hetter procedures of scientific reflec—
ticn.

Ancther result of more democracy for science is the discussion about ob-
jectivity in social sciences. A would- be result. Social scientists intro-
duced, as a solution to the problem of not being able for the moment to
prove the objectivity of conclusions of their thinking by an objective
design and quantitative technicues, the concept of intersubjectivity: a
scientist has to design and execute his work in such a way that it can be
controlled and judged by colleagues. Eut all this did not change the &li-
tist character of science. What is the reason behind this élitist belief?
Is science indeed the most profound way of human behaviour and are its
results worthwile to guide humanity? Is there a real excuse for the arro-
gance of the traditional scientists? What, in fact, are they doing, com-
pared to the processes of normal human behaviour? And I don't even ask the
question, if the results of traditional sciences are really contributing to
more freedor for all people.

Traditional science is to me a form of very limited human behaviour, in-
stead of being the most profound form. It is a form of behaviour that is
limited - even restricted -~ in its reflection, and narrow in its acting.
It hardly reflects anything of normal human behaviour. Because it is such
a very specialised form of behavicur. In a book I have recently written

I put it this way:

Why do we develop therapies for people who act mainly emotional?
why don't we do the same for people who act mainly intellectual?
We crowned the traditional scientists as our ruling éliie, not in
spite of, but because of their very limited and poor behaviour.
And the result is that they dictate to us what is good for the
rest of us. They indicate what route humanity has to gc. And we
have accepted that, even when it does not lead to more freedom but
only to more comfort. The traditional science is the élite of the
comforted society.

§
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3. The supportive science

Camfort, as the substitute of security, withdraws the attention of peopie
frem exploration. Exploration is the experience of being free, I agree
with Popper when he says that "it is the longing of ...men to free them—
selves". But freedom is not a stable something. It is a movement, inherent
in human being. The process of reflection and action is the experience
of freedam, is the creaticn of freedom. And science, as a kind of human
behavicur, has cnly the function to be part of this creative process.
Science is not a very profound, cptimal form of behaviour, it is a very
limited, specific form, subordinated by and only useful when reiated to
normal processes of hwuman behaviour. The intentions of science are paral-
lel to and a specification of the hwman intention: being free, in explo—
xation. Exploration means working with the world around, including one-
self,; the others and the material world. Working with is not only action
but also reflection: this makes people more than animals. Reflection only
makes statues, action only makes animals. The mutual process between action
and reflection makes human beings free human beings. This process has,
among others, been described by Paulo Freire. And it can be illustrated
by the youth, wherever they live, but before education and econamic and
social structures have oppressed this process. Oppressed, but not killed,
That is the most thrilling experience when working with adults all over
the world: there is still the longing to experience freedom. To act and
to reflect, and by doing so, to shape the world of which one is a part.

As Deway pointed out earlier - quoted by Oquist - traditional scientists
created a divorce between theory {reflection) and practice (action). But
contrary to them, I think that many modern scientists, also those based
on Pragmatism and Dialectical Materialism, only try te cover this divarce
by pramoting the idea that science must be practice-oriented. This is doné
by most action-researchers, as Werdelin has pointed cut very clearly. But
it is only a cover up of the divorce. What real science need to do is to
be part of the exploration process that does not permit a divorce betwesn
action and reflection. Science, when it wants to be a human behavieur, has
to reflect on that exploration process.

The human exploration process is an individual activity. But also group
enterprise can be regarded as such. When & group, as a collection of
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individuals, is a group bhecause of wanting to do samething - it does not
matter how large the group is — then one can also see the two characteris-
tics of the exploration process:reflection and action. Science is a special

form of this process of behaviour. It is special because scientists agreed .

on certain logical rules sbout a systematic approach to the world. This
means that scientists observe, describe and organize their experiences.
The new scientists chserve in action, describe action as a tool to reflec-
tion, and organize thereflection systematically. But always in a way that
it can be fed-back into actions. That systematic - which does net mean
only intellectual - approach can be useful as a supportive activity for
the human enterprise. It can never be the substitute, because it is so
much poorer than normal behaviour. It is supportive, and has therefore to
reflect all elements of the exploration process. And to be supportive it
has to be part of that process. This does not mean that no distinctions
can be made within the scientific enterprise. But those distinctions must
be derived fram that exploration process, so that theparts in the distinc-
tion can be related in the perspective of that process. One distinction
related to the process of people exploring their world has to do with con-
tent and with ability to work on and with it. Learning, as an exploration
process, deals with contents, e.g. the characteristics of climate or the
essentials of a certain political system. But, when learning, it also
implies procedures, abilities to handle the content. Science can play a
supportive role by organizing what is already known about the specific
content and make that accessible. It can support by constructing tools,

or even situations, to be able to explore.

The main distinction then that can be made winthin the scientific enter-
prise is the one between what I call thematic science and insrwmenicl
science. Psychology for instance is mainly a thematic science, education
is an instrumental science. Biology is a thematic science, while health
can be seen as an instrumental science.

The function of science, whether a thematic or an instrumental one, is
that it supports individual and - more likely -~ group exploration proces—
ses. And that means that, when a thematic scientist is contributing to

-that exploration process of a certain group, that scientist has the res—

pensibility to indicate also the instrumental aspects. It is the respon—
sibility of a supportive science not only to produce knowledge, but also

.
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to foresee what possible skills are needed.,

0f course I am not suggesting that all people in the world should know
about and be able to handle nuclear power. But when people are confronted
with nuclear power then they have the right to know how to handle it, at
least in a political way. :

Within the frame of reference of the suppertive sciences the worklcad of
the scientist is dictated by the people who' are exploring. It must be the
people who value ard permit scientific ;.gpi;e_w_rprises. Of course, this

geems unthinkable in the context of u;'fs'dé:'iety that accepts an elitist role
of science. Then "the people don't exist" t6 quote Peron in the rock opera
Evita. There only exist representatives of the people, who are mostly in
fact the representatives of the elite. Of course I do not want to be so
naive that I believe that all human enterprises can be or even must be
controlled by the people. That is again a form of oppression. Individuals,
emall groups, movements, they have the right to explore, and thus to ex-
perience freedom, and that counts also for an individual who wants to ex—
plore in a systematic way. But then it is primarily for one's own explora-
tion process, and that is acceptable under two conditions:

@ no funds - being money or other resources - from other people may
be involved, and

® no limitations to other's freedom may be caused by whatever explora-
tion process.

The second condition is never to be discussed. When the first one is at
stake the other people can ask to expect advantages also. I don't either
want to suggest that, in situations when science is asked to be involved,
scientists (individually or a group of them) don't have an opinion of
their own. But that opinion is one to be discussed. In other words, the
scientist is always a member of a group, a free mauber, with his own opi-
nions. And it is clear that he can only do a good job whenever his opinions
are shared by many others, i.e. when his opinions are a reflection of the
cpinions of the other group members. An individually shaped opinicn, may
be. But still. That implies that the scientist must be part of the explo-
ration movement, whether it is the women's liberation movement or a com-
munity developnent organization in a barrdio. Jchn Dinan, in his descrip—
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tion of the activities of a programme of the Simon Rodriquez University
in Caracas, gives a good example of the position of the supportive (mainly
instrumental) scientist. Just like Eileen Belamide does. When so, the re-
sults of scientific activity can never be end-results. Those end-results
are always the results of a group, whether it be more knowledge about nu-
clear power or new housing. Results reflect and are the product of the
creativity of the people involved. To keep the activities of a scientist
controliable, the best way is probably to let them deal only with smal-
ler groups. Probably, because, I think, it is not an absolute condition.

Scientists are rather expensive, so it seams sound econcmical reasoning to
say that the larger the group for whom the scientist works the better.
This brings us to the problem of generalisaticn. I think it is possible for
a thematic scientist toworkon identification of what Freire called the
general themes of a certain group he is working with, these general themes
can be distributed to other people and groups. Not as a prescribed content
of a teaching-lcad, but as samething that can arouse consciousness about
certain areas till then over-looked. Maybe they need sare adaption or
translation. Maybe they are not recognized, But there is, always, the pos-
sibility. It is the responsibility of the scientiste to describe matters
in such a way that they can in principle easily be understood.

Essential to the concept of science is not only the fact that it is a sys—
tematic way of dealing with the world, but also that, to be systematic
implies a structuring principle. A theory or meta-theory, as the alienated
scientists say. )

When scientific activity is part of an exploration process of normal
people, then there is also the recognition of the creativity of common
sense reflection and action as structuring principle. That enriches the
supportive sciences much more than the alienated sciences, even when cam-
pared to their norms.

4. A luman paradionm

I would like to sum up in a bit more systematized way. Therefore, I will
bring together the things said before into a scheme and then discuss ele-
ments of that scheme to set out criteria.

i
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Explanation

1. The relation between the three main areas of this scheme: The basis is
the human exploration-process (A), which shows (very much simplified of
course) a mutual intercourse between action and reflection. The explo—
ration means the continuous discovery of the world. Science, as a spe~
cific because systematic way of human behavicur, reflects the "nommal®
exploration process. Certainly when it will be supportive (B) to that
process, to humanity. Distinctions can be made, but no divorces. The
traditional sciences (C) whether based on a positivistic philosophy ox
a marxist philosophy, have alienated themselves frem human behaviour
by specialising, which results in, at the most, piecemeal contribution
to the human exploration process. More worth mentioning is, however,
that these sciences have claimed such an élite position that they are
not controllable any more, and thus implies the danger of being harm-
ful to people, which has been proved, and that makes the traditional
sciences basically inhuman. This does not mean, however, that methods

)
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and techniques cannct be of any use anymore. But it means that at least
applicable "pieces"must be made part of the load of the supportive
sciences.

can also be enlightened by the fact that the latter does not strive
for true knowledge as an end-result. The classical sciences became so ! -
provd that they believed their approach to be the only way to truth,
and thus even formed the model and content on which educational systems
are built. As if knowledge as such can replace the world, instead of
only helping people to explore their world.

The supportive sciences contribute to the people's exploration process
by offering possible tools that can be of help. This has to be judged
by the explorative people themselves. This means that supportive scien—
tific behaviour is a construction activity. Not true statements but
posstible prototype solutions are the most profound results scientists
can strive for,

Prototype constructions have to be developed as part of humanistic ex—
ploration processes. Even when some example—situgtions are chosen (e.g.
some typical innovation projects), they can only be chosen because
they are special examples of a normal, complete, process. They must
not be constructed by eliminating a good deal of the situation. Experi-
ments are alien samples, innovative construction sites are examples of
daily life.

Chjectivity is the lowest form of validity. It only garantees that scme-
thing fits certain abstract rules. Intersubjectivity is the form of
validity where scientists judge (each other's) results. This more human
form of validity is often used within the supportive sciences but only
as a technical, provisional, temporary judgement. Process validity (De
Vries, 1973) is the highest form of validity. Process validity means
that scientific contributions are judged by explorative pecple. This
implies for instance that traditicnal evaluation research is of limited
value, because, here, scientists measuwre according to criteria set by
outside agents even before the process started. Very odd illustations
of this - to put it kindly - limited evaluation approach can be found

al

with Western Aid Organizations coperating in the Third World. Those or-
ganizatiqns are eager to send evaluvation “experts" (technicians) to
judge the results of development processes. Is there indeed the expec—
ted increase of crops? Are the wells used in the meant-to-be proper
way? They do not care too much about side effects, not even when those
side effects are the results of an exploration process. Not meant—to-
be resultts, but developed during the process - by the people, whose

process it is.

h

The role of the supportive scientist is twofold. He is the one who ob-
serves and describes in a systematic way, and he is the one who media~
tes between the systematized descriptions (e.g. constructions) and the
main elements of supportive developmental activities, that is, of sup-
portive science. The supportive scientist is ¢m the action, he is not
the action. He is useful because of his observing and descriptive tech-
niques and his systematic attitude. Thus bescause of his developmental
capacities.

7. Theorizing and researching are the scientific labels for reflection
and action. Even when concentrating on a certain theme, or certain areas
of exploration (e.g. educaticn}, the scientist behaves also as an explo-
rative human being. His work-load - theories and methods - has to be
connected with the work-loads of the people to wham the scientists are
asked to be supportive. This does not only enlarge the reality-value
of their instrument, but it also enlages the ereativity of the scienti-
fic exploration process. '

5. Some coneluding remarks

In this contribution I did not try to connect concepts about the partici-
patory research approach to any important school of philosophy. I have
tried that before, but by doing that I got the feeling of loosing myself
in a world of a Phaidrus (Pirsirg, 1976) or a Tolkien. So, this time, I
tried to start with a very simple assumption, namely that scientific acti-
vity is alsc human behaviour. Nothing special in its essence, only speci-
fic. And its right to be specific is not to be delivered from some exter—
nzl authorities - philosophers, politicians, gods or whoever - but from
people who want to experience their freedem. I confess that I have been
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vague by using tems as epistemclogy, paradigm and so on. My apologies
for that, but I could not stand the challenge. What I did stand - with
one or two exceptions - was the challenge to illustrate my statements
with references to the case-studies presented to the Forum in the book
Partieipation in research. But that will be the task of the participants
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