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Social Research and Social Action are similar and

w gnterdedendent., They both entail certain human activity in a
given social setting. They are interdependeht because they

~ gzely on each other and feed each other. Social research
{nvariably seems allied with social actions social gction is
quariably based on some social reéearch. One can even argue
that coercive and repressive social action also entailé certain
data~base. Investigative and police agencies ail over the

(4 rely upon certain research process to meet their
objectives. This paper is an attempt to highlight such a
relationship and mutuality between various forms of social
research and soéialAaction. Its primary intent is to

 demonstrate this similarity in the case of traditional social
~pesearch and top-down social action 3 two streams which are
currently very popular., Its further objecti#e is to argue
fci a similar linkage between participatory social research

and participatory social action,

' The paper is organized in four parts. The first part,
which follows right after this introductory nota, idenfifies_
certain dimensions on which the similarities of social
research and social action can be analyzed. The second part
19 an attempt to utilize these dimensions to analyze
traditional social research and top-down social action, The
third part develops significant characteristics, on these

dimensions, of barticipatory social action based on the case



social action. They follow different methods ine

‘culture of social research organization h quite dﬂf

gstudies presented in this Furum, And, finally, the last
part derives certain implications for participatory rxasearsh
in the light of the above,

Social research and social action are basic human
activities of knowing and actings They become sometimes mos
formalized and organized, but occasi.onall.y nots. When we com
across disciplines, schools, j,yistitutions and_ profgssi_\_ s
of social research, we are then in contact with 1ts formal

~ 2nd organized face, Similarly, social change agencios,
development programmes, departments af deyelopment.._dcvnl#

administrators and consultants represent a formalizsd and
organized face of social action. In many ways, social
research and social action activities are similax, Howeves,

thera are some very basic differences as.wen‘.' The goals

~and purposes of social action are different from social

research. While social change, in some broad &nse.vik””“
common objective of social action, generation of mowledge
in at least vague terma, the overall objective of social

. ﬂm*
W

researche The methodology of social rasearch is qui“
diatinctive and weu-devaloped: 80 is the methodolm ‘

to each other. The professicnal training of social T
is quite different from that of social action agantss
from that of social action ones. One could probably !

aawnral mara Aiffarancas. Howavar. our interest 1!.



:paper is to highlight these dimensions in which social research
gnd social action are likely to be similar. These dimensions
are intended to focus upon one crucial set and do not imply

' go be the only set,

One dimension of this set is the nummm.

It 48 quite frequent that one comes across such questions as
knowledge for whom? and social change in whose interest?
mf;se are the questions of distribution of power. Knowledge
1: tself is power; any change implies use of power, So it
4s important to analyze the existing, maintained and implied
alstrnmtion of power in analyzing social research and social
action.

Assumptions about what constitutes sritical resources

is another dimension of this set. Ewery human activity,
including research and action, involves certain resources,
whj.ch types of resources are assumed to be critical for the
su 28sful accomplishment of social research and social action
is che question being raised here., Several categorizations
are possible : internal vs. external resourcess physical vs,
human resourcess small vs. large resources; primitive vs.
sophisticated resources, This dimension sets out some of
these possibilities.

Linked to the above two and yet distinct in some ways

18 the question of gontrol. What group of people control these
activities? And what is the basis of that control? It is
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doing social research or social action become -vexy

o} 4 8 o

- conceivable that even unequal distxibution od! Powep

control in the hands of. those who are initiauy DO

Th!.s control may be based on numbers, expe:tiu or

This control may be limited to a few acuv&ttea. ~
may rest with one gx:oup in an activity and :lt may ,‘
maintain the critical resources are external or M

So whnc u does appear that contto). 1s lhlu‘
two earlier dimensions. it ia being used horo as &

one mainly to ‘highlight 1tg 1mpoxtanco in social
. social action, -

.mm of social act:ton or xesearch 1: ‘tht

major dimension bei.ng used here.. 'l'achnology ﬁnplt s

tangible and 1ntangible. Tanqible technology 13 |
physical elements of social research cr soc!.al AC

Intangible technology means techniques and zxamm';

those techniques. As. intangible technology. £ran

What 18 the nature of technology used?

ul 1n outccmc..
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The above dimenéious have been used to analyze traditional
' oclal research and top-down social action in the next part.

s analysis is intended to underscore their similarities .

as well as to further clarify and establish the . significance

of these dimensions,

Based on accnmlated'e:'cp'erieme of last three to four
aecades. it is possible to examine some of the similarities
bg 2en traditional soc!.al :esearch and top-down social action.

This caapa:ison of si.xnnariti.es between them can be further

\ nluminated by using some innstrat}.ons. ‘Table-1 presents

these conpariaons 3 -

i (a) o Dist:?.l;pt;op’o! Powert One ot the most visible
) o charactexisttcs of traditional
_research 13 the :emarkably skqwed pover distribution
between t:ha resoarcher and tha oo-called "subjects”.
E ,Tha reseaxcher has compleea powe: to decide upon the
:"Jfocua. methods and outcomes of ressarch, The most . .
/ frequently carts.ed out experi.mtal and un:wy unarch_ Fr
c ':"pfojects demnstrate this disttibution of power very
-’-c/l,ear;iy (Brenner. et ‘al., 1978).
- , o { Simua:ly.Jtop-down social action efforts are, ,. '* 
g / almost bY déﬂni.tion. characterized by concentration of
// ?""e: at the t0p. 'l'he ‘elites decide what social acti.au‘“t;?‘

1

R
.



TABLE 3 ] 3 SIMILARITIES BETWEEN TRADITIONAL SOC
AND TOP.DOWN SOCIAL ACTION -

W

-gWgarg g WoargWty Lod Sad bt e 2o Rad '] wgdng Wy -.-.-.‘.-.-.-.-.-. _

DIMENSIONS TRADITIONAL SOCIAL - TOP~DOWN SOCIAL
RESEARCH ©  ACTION ~

-y

1, DISTRIBUTION UNEQUAL; ONLY WITH coucsumm M

OF POWER THE RESEARCHER TOP FROM wnsnn ﬂ
- FLOWS R
2,  CRITICAL PRIMARILY OF THE smamr oam
RESQURCES RESEARCHER A .
3, CONTROL BY EXPERTISE; NORMS BY EXPERTS N m
: OF TRADITIONAL ‘FIELD .
RESEARCH = , . '/, o et S
4, TECHNOLOGY = COMPUTERIZATION; , aoanownn,’axa;, -
WESTERN MODELS AND RECQNSTRUCTIED
FRAMBAORKS - .. . oo«
5, OUTCOMES  IN QUANTITATIVE AGGREGATE 3

TERMSy; DEFINED ~  INDICES.

is good for the masses, they dcd.gl st:ateqiﬂ
carryi.nq them out and thay implement such e££C
Any developmantal p:ojoct in the developing
during the last th:ee decades will bear this
' the case of agricultural dovelopment projec
notable among then is the so-cauad *green
This social action ettort m comei.vcd by .-
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developed countries and international agencies like
the FAO and the World Bank. The farmers in these
developing countries hﬁd relatively liitle power in
this entire effort of agricultural development, Of
course, other sections of rural society, like the

landless labourers, were completely ignored,

It is also interesting to observe that the
strategy of “green revolution” was fed and supported
by massive traditional research carried out in

agricultm_ral reseamh_ institutes of advanced countries
and j:hetr subsidiéry counterparts in developing
» countries. Of course, the launching of “"green
E revolution” created mj;r funding opportunities for
further support. of traditional research in these
research institutions. This generated a mutually

supportive cycle for traditional research and top-down
social action.

(bt)' Critical Resources 8 Both traditional research and

‘  top-down social acticn efforts

rély ﬁeavily on resources external to the particular
social setting they are focusing upon. In the case of
r&éearch. this resource is primarily the expert
researcher wﬁo is alien and external to the system. He

i8 seen as the most critical resource ¢.: vhich the

success of the research eftb:t is assumed to be dependent,



No attempt is mado to recognize or utilize the -
resources available within the setting. The 'ij
and their resources are denied and neglected, Ny
research projacts do not even consider the posd.buq
of consulting tha “subjects™ in their design of

research instrumentse

Similarly, top-down social action p:bjecttq
heavily on resources brought in from outside, The
expertise, capltal, know-how and equipment are all
brought in from outside, In the case of “green
revolution”, massive ’.nputs in the form of Highe i
Yielding « Vm:letj seads, fertilizerx, agticulm‘ ,
implements (likae tractors) and credit, ware made |
available from outside, “No effort was mads 0 ,
supplement thgsq\ from internal inputs. . This wed

on the pri:uh;y assumption that external resouRt -
critical to the success of agricultural devels

This dynamics of bringing in external
and relying upon them as critical' to succe :
 research and social action efforts also has
aspects. Several examples are 'a:vai.lable" wher®
personnel (external. to the culture and tha ©
heavily relied upon in resea:ch and aoci.al
Mbilinyi et al, (1919 s n)y pnaent tho -
Worid Bank Research Project m qupt ‘s "05“

v ~ . : P L e gy e %, o
A CILS U AR TS ur.\.\..:,.:g P M AT
B A~ g e SV . e
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principal investigators, just two are Egyptians. 7The
rest are high standing World Bank officials with the
required expertise and research experience., None of

the five advisers comes from Egypt,”

It is a still more common occurrence in the case
of top=down soclal action projects dependent on
international or bilateral assistance. Roberts
(1977 & 19) gives an example of a project to eradicate
leprosy in one province of an East African country.

He shows that 45% of the anmual budget went for
supporting eight European personnel, 22% on supporting
60 African personnel and only 1,5% on drugs., A gloring
example of external resources obtaining criticality!

Control ¢ Another dimension, related to the two above,
is that of control, In traditional research,

control is ptimarily with the expert researcher. As a

ptofessional reseamhar, he uaes 'his expertise to

control the entire reaearch activ:lty. The "subjects"”

“are controlled, the:l.r rasponses are controlled,

spuriona 1n£1uencea_ara controlled. The basic tenet

of traaitional ie‘searéh 1s conirol obtained through

statistical or ao:perimental manipulations based on the '

expertise of the researcher, The “subjects are esured

“to be passiva and thes targets of 1n£1uence by the

researcher, The questions, designs, analysis are

controlled by the researcher; only answers and information

\
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i.s- to be provided by the “subjecta". ﬁor.m, "y
"subjects” have n; control over what happens to g
information, how it is used and for whose benafit,
In the World Bank Research Project in Egypt mention
earlier, the respondents had no control over anmy
aspect of the ressarch activity, Since the World
Bank was interested 1.3 finding ocut the threshe °
level of schooling, yo;ng children between the thist
and sixth grades had to provide informtion. They

| remained passive 1n£ormation-prov1ders. that 1is ol

| Si.milarly. top=down social action efforts ol
primarily expert-controlled. These experts dodﬁ‘

_elements of the social action project, obtain ‘ 4
provide resources and tell the people how to wq
The changes, who axe the targats of suc_;h social-
efforts, do not have any controlj they have t0’
take what is made available ‘to them. Coht

analysis of * “gresn revolution eftorta 1t is
- #ee that the farmers were left with no controd
what crops to sow m: what mathods to 101101.‘
package madn avauablo on the bas:l.a of the b
judgement about whht was good for thn fatmd'

im.uatcd by aatunq np a 1ar<;o 6011\'01'31
*.v RS

: controned tho -upply of :anuta to thc £

Py
.
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Technology 8 Both traditional research and top-down
| social action rely on borrowed and big
technology. Bulk of the traditional research uses
Western models of research. These research projects
entail sophisticated instrumentation and use of
computerization and machine=based calculations for

analysis., Mbilinyi et al (1979 t S5) cutline the

characteristics of the technology of traditional

research,

"As research has become subordinated to the
' 1nterests of capital, increasingly capital-intens:lva

techniques have developed in the social sciaonces,

b The application of mathematics to social science research
- in the form of statistical analysis is highly identified
with ccinbute: a:ialysis. In turn, such techniques
demand large scale endeavours 1nvolving large sample
populationa and highly efficient (cost-saving) techniques
of data-couection. with the questionnaire format

7 (1nc1ud1ng tating and ranking acales) being the most

§ ’ common technique world-wiaa.

; ~« ., My own experience in working with small farmers
? . in India has convinced me of the irrelevance of
questionnaires as a :eliabie method of data=-collection,.

Wha% was clear from my experience was that I used

Western framework of :esearch to the rural Indian




-

| argue how soc:l.al acience :eseamhers hava .

| 'techno-bureaucracy whe:e they have assumed

71n«ns1v-. aophuucam and_um

setting. -

worlde Kaplan (1976 3 151) desc:the- simu.a: s
foreign' training and frameworks on aoci.al o4
researchers of Latin America 3 "'-l‘he influom<
b:ought to beat th:mgh the t:ai.ninq of p:ot . '
teachers, and research workers in the Unitod
th:ough joint research ptojects hnplemented ‘la J
country and in laatin America and through tho
of national and reg!.onal cent:ea - _Kaplan 6

profi.ciency and expert-cmtrol ocE a te --
The phenomnon of high, 1mparted technal g3
research 18 well-spread and :ooud 1:: thc

coruntxios across the worlde

Si.muarly. top—do\m soc!.al acuon .
based on the models developed 1a the adv an
of the world. 'J-'hese modol.s m £mt1Y l,,;_
reconstmcted 'qui.c of that ss.muon: and | |
that situation has fow similerities t0. whe g8
cbtaining in developing eonnu-iufw_'
of social nction hnv-. ﬂ'm:dq:-.:rc 104
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revolution" further illustrates this case., The model
of Integrated Agricultu;al Davelopment was based on the
assumption that input of capital and know~how will lead
to a spur in agricul tural pfod\mtion. Thi# wag obtained
by massive inputs of HYU seedé. fertilizers, credit,
tractors, etc. Of course, this led to the increased -
agricultural production, By only the medium and large
farmers benefitted from it. They increased their
roduction substantially, they generated a lot of
| surplus. But small farmers and lan_dless agricultural
lgbwreré did not benefit; most of the small farmers
became landlesby and, t‘he gap between the xich and the
poor in rural areas further widened, Yet, the
reconstructed logic of this model based on American
experience made sense 3 inputs of capital and modern
 technology can trigger development. It d1d mot happen
in India thls way. '

'I’helnterpatigz\:al aspects of this borrowed

~ technology and xnodéls of éqcial‘ action are further
intensifying the dynamics deacrihed above, Roberts
(1977 s 19) puts ;lt mcinctiy ]

"The European discovered 111n§‘as' among the
tribesmen and had an immediite line of thought
CURE 3 bring in héapitalg; pharmasies, medical schoolS.ee
eseses He came across illiteracy, but thought 3 EDUCATE &
mtld.prit;iary schools, secondary schools, universities...
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- are detsrmined by other mséarchars'.' The

. process o£ x:asearch i.s nct: impoxmt: wl'iﬂt
‘48 the autcomo in um of qmnutativo d
roaarch. |

He found men drinking palm wine, with several wiy
and shamelessly nzkeds he decided to SAVE 1 estwq
mission stations, seminaries, cathedralSecee,” -

Clea:ly. hi.gh technology dependznt ] boh

traéi.tional rasearch and tOp-down aocial acund
7

Outcome & Lastly, both traditional research s |

down social action efforts are p:i.tll
concerned with quantitative outcomes, - Both aze i

goal-ds.tected. not process-oriented. - t‘n&“

1
1
4

research, concern with quantitative data CutweLs
considerations. The success of research is O‘
how much quantitative and quantifiable data N‘

genaratede The other related outcorﬁn is pub
Publication in a "reputed” journal or as s
highly valued cutcome. : Moraeover, .the- cri

8 certain soclal reality is judged as valid
not by the people who parucipnm Ln and e
the rasearchers. In moat f.radit!.onal re
Outcomas from the point-ot-view og thc

e ‘,(v 7.;;"*

eithe: aspi.red £or ox: valued." Wha: ha De

N
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Likewise, top-~down social action efforts ars
primarily concerned with outcomes in quantitative and
aggregate tetﬁté. That 4s why Gross National Product,
Per Capita Income, Birth Rate etc, are the indices that
are most commonly used in aésessing the outcomes of
top-down social action projects. Again the emphasis is
on goals, not the process.' The process of liberation/v
development 1is not a valued cutcomes it is the positive
shift | in aggregate indices that »13 a valued outcome,
Therefore, Integrated Agricultural Development Programme
‘was called a successful "green revolution® because all

major #ggtegatg indices showed improvement, Per Capita

production and income, overall agricultural output, etc.

showed improvement. But the process-orientation analysis
’ brought out the fact that certain groups benefitted;

i
%"
i,

poor became poorers landlessmn 1ncreaaed. What
o happened to the nfe of a sman farmer and his family
. ,vasmeraniuportantmtcomtobeexaminodinthis

RS

projecte. 7

In sum, therefore, the traditional social research and
top-down aocial action are very similar to each other in the
!!.ve rcspects presented aboves. They tend to support and feed

i ‘sach other largely because of these similarities. The remarkable

i similarity between the two is not accideatal; it has evolved
htsbo:ically to benefit each other.



 some ways, a paradigmatlc ahi.ft ia taki.ng place 1u th-

action. As an emerging paradigm, diffarent defini

. participatory social action and top-down social
~the dimensions of the earlier section. In preses
elements of parxticipatory social action, I have

“{a) Dtat:i.bution of Power t Paxdcipatory 900

-i 16 3 =

g&z_‘rzczmrmy SOCIAL ACTION 3

In recent yeara. “there ‘has been a growtng W
that top-down social action effo:ta do not aem ‘thn “
objectives, It has now been amply demonattated that “I
of tap—down soc!.a]. action is antithet!.cal to dovcl

of social actions this new patadigm is that whi.ch 1& ‘
called participatory social action hu-e. In the £:~
Kuhn (1970), a paradigmatic shift leads to a radically
way of perceiving and analyzing realitye. Participilbﬂf”’v"

action is radz.cal shift :'Erom top=down soclal actions
large numbers of paaple are f£inding answexs to dew
problems thr_ouqh this new paradigm of participatory som

being forwaxded for participatory social actione !
18 an attempt to bring out salient differences bohll(

on the case studies presented in thi.a ?o:mi.. o

muas ho:izonh?'

o£ powez as opposed to mttcal. wpi.ch wai

" top-down min actton. It utiiu that
cent:al thm ot parucipattm: &ndo par?
acuon cuuns \ddnl.y sharad, ocu_ " tivnf
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who are the focus of social action. This in turn also
mpliea that the people themselves become agents of
social action. Moreover, the pwer differential between
those who control resouxces and thoae vwho need them has
to be reduced in participatory social action. Pearse
and Stiefel (1979 & 5) emphasise this aspect 8 "It
must be accepted, therefore. thit the struggle for
pecple's pax:t:lcipation 1mpnes an attempted redistribue-
tion of both control of resources and of power in
favour of those who live by their own productive

© labours" |

The tribal women of Dhulia in India participated
in their own wage negotiations, Their active
partictpaiion in the strike had increased their power
vis-a=vis men who had historically negotiatéd women's
wagea. Their partici.patioﬂ' in strike and negotiations
had also increased their poue: via-a-v:l.s the rich |
farme:s. Simnatly. the poasants in the Ayacucho region
of Peru. pa:ti.ctpated in the dmlognnnt of their
commnities. This paxucipation increased thou' povwer
vis-a-via the profeasionals and experts: and they worked
toqether as equa).s. ‘I’he famnias of Bwakiri Chini
village 1.n Tanzania :aduced the power gap vis-a~vis the
qovernment officials by c:eatmg their own village
'coumi.ttoo. 'I'his partictpation by the villagers implied
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" action. The Tanzanian axample shows that there iy
"local resources's This bellef led to the develc

' the course of time, village atorage caﬁztm
’ tha ongoi.ng resource qroup in this matto:. |

“the most critical resmrco is avauabxa mﬁﬂ
. qooperativae. stors ia Bangchuk vnlaqa og Son
' The woman'a club nmaboxs docim to m

-» 838 18 1 =
greater power equalization than was visible earlies,

Several more examples can be cited to mm
that participatory social action entails powex T
equalization.. The participation of people in M
their own aociai action efforts prcinotaa couacﬂw ; |
empowerment and thereby~g§ducca the gap vi.-a-v!._ =
elites.. To that extent, participatory social actics

becomas very threatoni.ng' to existing status uno

Critical Resoun.aa 1 Participatory Soclal Agtioca sl
that paopla and thaeir ;ﬁdnl'

the most cxitical rasources. The participants, thale ’
inowledge, undaragtanding and s’d.lls ara primarily

enmphasigod and ralisd upon in pasticipatory M

boliof that "peasants can solves most of their &¢
proolems by utilfsing skills, expo:ianceu and &

improved graih ato:aga facilitias by tho'
themselves baasd on their accumilated axpH

Another nlnst:ation of Mln thcmud o
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cooperative store for essential supplies in the village.
They organized themseslves to xun tﬁis store efficiently
and goods became available at cheaper prices, The
essential poi.x;t here 18 that participatory social action
is based on people's own resources and skills, This
negates the reliance on extemal resources as demonstrated

in top-down social acuon.

Control ¢ In line wi.th above. the control of participatory

social action is in the hands of the

partici.pants themselves. Invari.ahly it is collective

cont:ol. aven thwgh exerci.sed through a group or
representative’. Expexts are used but only as additional
resources cont:oned by the participants. The expertise
of professionala can 1n£1uence the course of action but
it 18 \:i.thin the ccnacious choice of the participants.
An excenent tnnstratton of th‘.s attmpt to control the
experta u presentea zn me cm on 1and. ovmexship 4in
Appalachian region of USB An sctive citizens' group
began to question the land uttlmt projnct of the
 Appalachian Regional Comission by raieing the Lasue of
- landawnership. : 'I‘he Ccmissimg with its massive
resources, attampted to thrust the experts’ views on the
| citizens group.. The citizens' group wanted the experts
e be controned by it. 'l‘his case brings out very
claarly the cent:ality of control in pa:tic!.patoq social

actton.



(ay

- of analysis. In onaence. then, pa:ticipatecr

Cof the participanm. Thei: own moaals oﬂ

of aocial aczi.on ef!oxta. 'I'bc tochnology Gf
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Similarly, the villagers of Bwakira Ching ia
Tanzania knew their grain storage problems and theig
local resources and environments. Therefore, the ’
outside axpaerts were used as complementaxy to theis
8kills and controlled to focus upon the prims nesd of
the villagers. External expertise Joined handl it
the villagers in devaloping solutions to the 1‘ =
problem of grain storage. In the case of W
Workers Union in Norway, fhe analysis of W
change was initiated and controllod by the uniome
Professional researchers were used in thia anll!"

J

"but under the constant cont:o). of tho union. 'n‘ oo

office-bearers of the uni.on and workers. of tl'n ples
took major initiatives about what naeded to be }
The experts were t:hen used to assut thom !.n ﬂ'

action umuea control over the dcsign a-ﬂ pra
accial acuon Yy tha parucipanta thamnalvul-

'l'echnoitoqy 3 !l‘he taehnology of pa:ti.cipatctr
action is an\baddad :I.n the locll

are ovmlvud and utilizoa 1:: the dasiqn and

acuon offo:ta 1- mn. rolcmt. baud oa
condiuoqs 'md naeds; app:opnatq and Iocan

It is balod on tho paxt:lczpanu' ‘wu logtco

P



occaa;onally assisted by the experts, Take the grain
storage effort in Bwaidra Chini village of Tanzania.
The technology is rele—vant.- the storage facilities

can be easily constructed and mnmma by the
villagerss; the devalopment of modified storage facility
took place f.rom within thc exper!.ence in the wvillage.

Simuaxly. the axperiem of envi.romnental
assessment in Big Trout Lake, northern Canada illustrates

. the native peoples® struggle %o obtain 1ocaixy relevant

waste disposal system. The Big Trout Lake Ban@l Council
toock initiative to use experts to asgess the government
proposed Sewerage system and treatment plant, The
proposed system had ignored the local needs and
conditions. The Band Council, therefors, proposed a
different aystam which was based on relmnt. small and
local technoloqy. In the case of Ayacucho region of
Peru, the 1ack of watar was uen as a major problem,
Simi.lar attcmpts werc udc to obtain tachnology vhich is
relmntandmu. R

tho pax'ticipatoxy social action entails small
and relevant teehnoloqy it also is based on models of

- change which are evolved by the participants., The

social action against liquor initiated by the tribal

women of Dhulia w#as designed and implemented entirely
according to the model evolved by them.. The problem,
its analysis and methods to solve it were entirely

\
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students of the above-mentioned 1iteracy pros
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theirs. No "imported" model of tackling theip N
was imposed or used,

Outcomes ¢ Tha cutcomes of participatory soctal sss

are not measured in quantitative,
terms. They are more micro and procegsual in ns®
These outcomas concern the human beings involv {s |
social action and are\\i'n qualitative terms. Sevesst)
likely outcomes of prarticipatory social action om | |
identified from these case studies. In the case of {
women's cooperative store in a South Korean village |
the self-governing brqan.tzation of women was a® 1
ifnportant cutcame. In the case of Latin Amarices 4
immigrants to Tm:dnto, the BOLA, coordinating “ ,
Latin American organizations, was an important

Self-confidence is another important osfl
some participatory social action offo:taf The
women o! Dhulia gained self-confidence after
paxt‘ictpauon in strike and wage negotiationse:
participation of students in dsveloping their @
literacy materisls in England enhanced theif
confidence. A related cutcoms of such por
social action efforts is enhanced awarenessSe

awareness of themselves. The women who part
in am Economics programme :l.n' the urban ‘1
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Lagos, Nigeria became conscientized as an outcome of
their participatory experience.

Linked to self-confidence and awa#eness is the
educational outcoma of participatory social action, The
participants in such an effort learn new ways of
perceiving reality and acting on that reality. The
peasants of Philiipines leatnf how éo use their
traditional social and political leaders in collective
.'mterasta. . Bducation also taook place among Latin
_ American Immigmts wvho part!.ciaated in dmlopi.ng
comamity sslf-portraits, Pinally, pParticipatory social
action hringg about collactive ampowernant and strength
~ for future actions. 7This was amply domonstrated in
most cases, notably the Appalachian ci.ti.zen‘s group,

This analysia reveals that pa:ticipatory social action is

cm.:u:eer:lzcd by an equal distribution of power, reliance on

rcsou:cn. contimed control by the people. small and

100:117 evolved technology md processnal, qualitative and
human cutcomes. To the extent these are important elements

‘of the emerging paradigm of participatery socisl actfon, there
are some major implicaticns for participatory social research,
The next section is an attempt to cutline those impucations.-.

—
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It has been argued in this paper that tradit!.oul
social research and top~down social action seem to go “
1n-hand. They are similar in many important ways antl t‘!
support each other. Given the emergence of a new mi
participatory social action, it is necessary that par’ {1
social research develops characteristics that make it possl
foz Lts alliance with pa:tidpatory social action, _-ft is
azlte possible that traditional social_v ressarch may be
supporting the participétory social écti.tm. " But this is @
untenabla pos&tiom an unsteady aquiubuum that is not gl
to enh:mce tha movas towards pa:ticipatory social actlﬂl ‘
fact, several examples are already amarging which pd‘“
this trend of t:ad:!.tional ressarch aliqning 1tself vith
,paxtj.cipatory social action. One such common exanplﬁ “-

internaticnal concern for people's pa:tici.pationo M ‘
 HcNamara talks about participation of the rural pOoS.
| Wé:ld Bank support traditional research mto’ pecple's
 participation? When PAO showa concern with p-opn'
© - tious, its Rural Orgaruzattonc Acti.on Prog:ame (30"=
~ mtton-onantad reuea:ch wh!.ch 13 vex:y -mua: to

‘maomh. Anothar comnon tnuat:aucn is thc sc‘_‘
- debate on parttcipataty ooctal acu.on. Cmcerop_o:"‘
woxkahopn m boing o:gmuzod to gena:au st:at;gu'
| pampatory mm acticn. And scholars at xndl
. eonferences a:gu. £o: maalo and appcoach« bucdl
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?, tional research, ' These trends make it 1mperative for
forous articulation of participatory social research as an

Biy of participatory social action. Both can mutually support

® search and top-down social action. Based on this alliance

g participatory social action and participatory research, the
:i’ oving are some of the key implications for the nature of
;T;hicipatory research ¢

fi) - The foremost implicatién for participatory social

v | reseatch is ;tsfclear attempt at power équalization;
The participatory research effort is undertaken in a

iv - manner fhat the distinction between subjects-and'cbjects
ﬁy s eliminafed. The organization of participatory
reéearch. therefore, assumes significance, While thé

 researcher may initially begin the research process

R S A

P with an advantagecus power position. it has to be
followed 4n a manner that power equalization takes
Place..

The second 1mp11catton relates to the local resource

' utilization in the research process 1tsel£. The

assumption that people are’the critical rescurce is to
be translated in practice.. People can contribute ideas,
1qformation. insiqht.gnd analysiss people can /:lso’
provide the context for inquiry. Participatory social

T

&ch other ana only then break the viscious circle of traditional




(c)

(a)

(a)

g

detaermined by the people involved in paxticipat

-y' 2‘\"-

research rxelles on peOplo as the most central m

for its success.

-Thirdly, the control over the entire process of

participatory research has to be nutually ahat.d. ‘
“expert® researcher 18 not the sole arbiter of tb fon
mathods and analysis of rasearch. The "expertise® s
the specific request of the people and yet Lt car
influence the direction and ptepaxition of reassarche

Participatcry social xegearch is in a way poap!o'l
research, It entails a framework that is evolved fem
the local contexty it uses a tectmclogy that 1s small..
and appropriate. Methods of data-collection and

analygis are gsuch that they contribute towards am ;
understanding of micro situations and their mecreo,

contexts,

Finally, participatory social research has saveral
cutcomesn. Educational and action outcomes are €% "
valued as knowledge and learning outcomes,
the knowledge and learning outcomes are not con
to the ressarcher alone but shared by the peoples
thia.notiorg. the criteria for evaluating outed

research and not by any external reference. ¢
dynamica of sovexal valued ouhcomas makes uoﬂ
demands on parttctpatoty .acul :euu'ch

*t*tottta'

X
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