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marticipatory research has now been in existence as a term for about 15 years. It
began with the practice of adult educators in the countries of the south - Africa,
Asia, Latin America. These adult cducators were confronting the contradiclions
between their philescphy of aduit education and their practice of research meth-
odology. Their phiiosophy of adult-education placed learners in the centre and
focussed on learners control over their learning process. The masor clementof this
philosophy is based on the premise that adults are capable. Trev arc capable of
learning, of changir . of acting, and of transforming the world. itis this essential
faith in people as an integral part of the philosophy of adult ciucation that was
being contradicted hrough the adult educators’ training as professional re-
coarehers. When thase zdult educators began to examine the provlems related to
the reality inwhich thoy were situating their practiccof adulteducation, when they
began toevaluate the mpact of their adult education cfforts, and when they degan
to study the leaming pracess of adults, they realized their research methadelogy
was alien to the adulz iecrners and unilaterally controlled by these adulteducators
as rescarchers treating their learners as objects of manipulaticn in the research
Process.

The social soence rescarch methodology became an elitist and dominant
methodelogy after the Second World War. The growing imporiance of develop-
ment and dobate on varous madels of the dJomimant micthodelooy, inthe newly




independent countries of the South witnessed a growing use of this rescarch
methodology in identifying and determining the agenda of development by the
ruling; clites of these new nation-states. Professionally trained rescarchers were
being produced by theemerging “factories” of knowledge production to carry out
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research on problems of poverty, developmentand growth. The research method- .
ology they learned, imbibed and practiced, had borrowed hea vily from the natural
sciencesand was based on myths of neutrality, objeetivity and scientificism. Under g
the guise of these tenets of natural science research methodology, the social science ¥
rescarch methodology became heavily dependent on behaviorismand empiricism i
as the basic definirg paradigm of research. Professionally trained adult educators i
were no exception to this historical trend. i
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RZCOVERY

It is this critique of the classical rescarch methodology which led to the coining of A
j the phrase “participatory research” as an alternative rescarchk methodology. The 5
: further pursuit of those involved in the practice of participatory rescarch and its
theoretical elaborations led to several discoveries world-wide. First, we dis-
covered that the thearetical underpinnings of participatory rescarch are much
deeper than classical research methodology. We discovered that participatory
researchis amethodology of alternative systems of knowledype production that has
been in existence since the very beginning of the human race. 1tis a knowledpe
production system of ordinary people, those who are deprived, oppressed and
under-privileged. Historically, this system has been unrecognized, neglected and
delegitimized, We discovered that elite control over knowledge and the produc-
tion of knowledge was the dominant system in much of human history. This .
dominant system tended to serve the interests of the elites in perpetuating the
status quo. !
; [t was this recognition which began a widespread scarch in different
regions and continents to examine the historical contexts of the origins of partici- :
; patory rescarch. We discovered its links with the struggles of people over long '
periods of history in our cultures, countries and continents. We saw that control
over knowledge tnd over the system of production of knowledge has been
; traditionally used as one of the ways to control poor and oppressed people. Control
( over knowledge production systems, dissemination and use of knowledge, and
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i access to knowledgre historically have been used in different socicties to continue :
{ the systems of domination of the few against the many, to preserve the status guo i
K and to undermine the forces of social transformation. In thecontemporary context,
;o the controlover ail aspects of knowledge has become a major source of control over
i . ordinary people, their lives and their minds.
j: tHowever, throughout history, popular systems of knowledge and an
¢ alternative system of knoswledge production have existed parallel to the dominant
¢ system. This has been the system of producing knowledge for the purposes of the
: daily survival of poor and deprived people. In the contemporary context,
L participatory rescarch is the methodology of this alternative, popular system of
" knowledge production.
i
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Participatory research emphasizes the use of knowledge as one of the
m: jor bases for power and control in our societies. It has enormous potential asa
m: jor contributor in transforming the struggles of poor and deprived people.

ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM OF KNOWLEDGE

When we examined the purpos=s of knowledge production, those involved in its
pioduction, the ways of producing knowledge and the resources needed, we saw
major differences between the dominant systems of knowledge production and
pirticipatory research. The dorninant system of knowledge describes its purpose
(answer to the question “For what?”) as the pursuit of truth. This appears as an
objective truth; though in practice it is a subjective representation and interpreta-
tion of reality. In contrast, aternative systems of knowledge production are
involved in answering questions of daily survival and providing insights into the
daily struggle for life and living of ordinary peoplein struggle. The methodology
‘of dominant systems of knowledge production is the classical social science
rssearch methodology (based on empiricist and behaviorist traditions) which
emphasizes the concepts of neutrality, objectivity, distance from the subjects and
rethods of data collection which exercise unilateral control over the process of
inquiry. o

In contrast, participatory rescarch methodology asa representation of an
:lternative systemof a knowledge production explodes the myth of neutrality and
objectivity and emphasizes the principles of subjectivity, involvement, insertion

and consensual validation in order to develop its methods of data collection and

Participatory research attempts to present people as
researchers themselves in pursuit of answers to the
questions of their daily struggle and survival.

analysis.

The dominant systera currently and historically recommends the use of
rrained and exclusive personnel as the sole pursuers of knowledge production. In
contemporary terms, these are the trained professionalsand researchers, like their
historical counterparts of thz Brahminical origin. In contrast, participatory re-
search attempts to present peopleas researchers themselves in pursuit of answers
to the questions of their daily struggle and survival. It recognizes the need foran

~ occasional special input of ex pertise and cantribution of certain skills, but it rejects

the myth of professionally trained experts as the only legitimate pursuers of

knowledge.
The resources for the production of knowledge also differ. Inthe dominant

system resources came from. the elites themselves, be they kings, rulers or ruling
classes. In their contemporary manifestation, these resources come from the state
and its agencies, and from national multi-national corporations, foundations and
other such elite institutions. In contrast, the resources for alternative systems of
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knowledge production, have been penerated by the people themselves. In some
cases in recent times, however, some participatory rescarch efforts have received
support from the_institutions of apparent elite control, though much of the
rassrools practice of participatory rescarch continues o be supported by the
peopic themselves.

Itis this fundamental difference in the lwo sysiems of knowledge produc-
tion which becomes the context for further claboration of the theory and practice
of participatory research.

KNOWLEDGE ENTERPRISE

In uncovcring;thcoriginsof participatory rcscarch,itbccomcsimportant ioanalyze
the knowledge enterprises in contemporary socicties. The twenticth century has
scen theemergence of the dominantsystem’s production, use and dissemination of
knowiedge asamajor modern enterprise. Insome so-calied developed countricsof
the world like the United States, the knowledge industry is contributing toclose to
half the gross national product. Insome of the so-called developing countriesof the
South, they are increasingly becominga major enterprisc. The knowledge industry
now has spccialisis, experts, projects, grants, research assistants, statisticians - a
whole range of people specially trained for a marrow part of the knowledge
industry.

With the growth of litcracy in the carly partof the twenlicth century in the
countries of the North, knowledpe systems use the printed word as a dominant
formof rcprescnting knowledge. Hence, over thedecades, it has beenegu aled with
knowledge Withthe increasing specialization of the knowledge industry, special
disciplines, journais, guilds of editors and expcrts, emerged subtly yet powerfully
repulating Jhe knowledpe industry. Financed by the state, corporations and other
olite interests In society, the knowledpe industry Jdetermined what sociely calhed
“egitimate knowledge” and “subjective opinion.”

with the rise of spccializaticm on the one hand, and thecultof cxpertise on
the other, two important social processes were <ot in motion in different socicties
at different points in time during the lastfew docades. The first major process was
the dismissal of popular knowledge and the alternative system of knowledge
production. With the growth of specialization and increasing centralization of the
knowledge industry,only a particular mode knowledge production recommended
and pursued by the dominant systems of knowledge production was accepted as
the only legitimate mode of knowledge production.

The second and related process which occurred over this period was the
underminingof the cnpaciliusufnrl.lin;nry propletoengape inserionsinguiry about
problems and issues of daily concern o them. On the onc hand, the increasing
organization of knowledge industry began to produce its own agents - the
professic nally trained rescarchers, whoalone were seen as fegitimate producers of
knowledge; and on the other, itcreated a widespread notion that ordinary people
tacked the capacities and the tools for production of knowledgpe and that it took
extraordinary training in clite academic institutions. to be able 10 acquire the
compelencies needed to produce the knowledge- ‘
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The second half of the twentieth century has seen the powerful use of the
meclia of mass communication to change and influence the opinions, attitudes and
values of people in a given society. The growing investment in communication
tect nology in recent decades has further strengthened these trends. The cutting-
edge research and development efforts of new communication and information
technology in the North, and growing fascination with and deployment of it in the
South, hasled toenormous powerinthehandsof ruling elites due to theessentially
ceniralizing and controlling nature of this technology. One of its major uses has
been to control the minds of people, not merely the minds of the middle classes but
also the minds of the poor and the oppressed. In fact, this control has been so
suczessfully exercised in some societies that poor and oppressed people have been
ma-e to believe in the inevitability of socio-economic inequalities in their societies
Their expectation is to continue in that lowest socio-economic sirata of society.
Even ordinary people began to believe that they lacked the capacities, the intellect
anc| the competence to produce :heir knowledge for solving their own problems

The oral tradition and the use of art and culture in its various
forms and manifestations as the major ways of sharing and
understanding knowledge produced through
the alternate system was cast aside.

their daily struggles and survival.

The rise of the knowlecge industry in the twentieth has narrowed and
lirrited epistemological options. Historically, knowing was a comprehensive
int2grated human process. Earlier cpistemological positions described threebroad
modes of knowing: thinking, feeling and acting. ftwas believed thathumans knew
about social phenomena by the use of their rational self through the processes of
thinking and analyzing. It was also believed that inquiry and the process of
knwing were pursued through fecling theemotional self of human beings. Infact,
the: phenomenological writings <eerned to support feeling as an important mode of
knowing. Acting was also a legitimate and important mode of knowing about a
givensituation. Early writingon action research seemed to support this epistemo-
log;ical position.

The rise of the knowledge industry, however, with increasing specializa-
ticn and the cult of expertise, led to the dismissal of feeling and acting as legitimate
modes of knowing. The narrow definition of epistemology became a rational
pt rsuit and not an emotional and action pursuit. In fact, the academics - profes-
sional producers of knowledge, were given the label of “thinkers.”

Thus the narrowing def.nition of epistemology and the dismissal of feeling
and acting as important and legitimate modes of knowing a given reality, found
support in the increasing forces of division of labour between the mental and the
manual. The new class of intellectuals thought of themselves as thinkers, while the
rest of the ordinary people were left out. The gulf between theory and practice
w dened. All human pursuit, in particular, development actions, became applica-
tions of theoretical principles, clerived through abstract manipulation of symbols
ar.d constructs by these professionally trained, certified and legitimate agents of
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the dominant system of knowledge production. The productionof knowledgeand
understanding from the daily practice of the people was dismissed, just as feeling
and acting were as epistemological modes.

The close linkage established between thinking and writing in this century
led also to the undermining of traditional and popular forms of knowlcdge
disserination, The oral tradition and the use of artand culture in its various forms
and manifestations as the major ways of sharing and understanding knowledge
produced through the alternate system was cast aside. The dominant system
instcad emphasized the written and printed words, both for the certification of
those who wanted to be legitimate knowledge producers and for the rest of the
socicty. Thus papers, books, journals, seminars and conferences became the only
legitimate modes of dissemination of knowledge. Infact, they became sodominant
in cortain socictics that these they often became confused with knowledge per se.

CONTEMPORARY CONTRIBUTION
OF PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH

It is in this historical context within the framework of the political economy of
knowledge and knowledge production that we have to examine and explore the
contributicns of participatory research.

1. VALJING PEOPLE'S KNOWLEDGE

In the face ¢f continuirg delegitimizing of people’s knowledge and alternative
systems of knowledge production, a major contribution of participatory rescarch
is Lo strengthen the forces of relegitimizing people’s knowledge. Caunter forces
must be established to demonstrate that popular knowledge and alternative
systems of knowledge production continue to be practiced by the poorin support
of their daily struggle and survival. Oncofits major contributions, for example, 15
the rediscovery of traditional health practices as important ways of sustaining
health in a community. Other arcas include traditional agricultural practices,
systems of irrigation and water management, protection of forests and other
natural rescurces. However, it has to be recognized that thesc alternative forces
continue to face the growing onstaught unicashed from the dominant system of
knowledge production.

2. REFINING CAPACITIES

The second major contribution of participatory research has been the recapturing
and refining of ordinary people’s capacitics in conducting their own rescarch. 'This
contails enhancing their self confidence in their capacities inorder for them analyze
their situation and to develop solutions. In doing so the analytical and critical
facilities of ordinary people which have been undermined and undervalued canbe
reinstated.

3. AFPROPRIATING KNOWLEDGE

A third major contribution of pa rticipatory rescarch is the assistance it provides tog
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ordinary people in approprialing the knowledge produced by the dominant
system. In contemporary soceties the dominant system produces knowledge
about various socio-economic phenomena and processes, in particular about the
conditions of the poor. Participatory research has assisted the poor their organiza-
tions in acquiring, incorporating, appropriating and reinterpreting the knowledge
produced by the dominant system for their own use.

4, PEQOPLE’S PERSPECTIVE

The fourth contribution of participatory reseaich has been the development of
knowledge that is relevant to ordinary people in struggle. Participatory research
hz s uncovered pertinent questions like alienation from the land and other natural
resources, the continued struggle to resist the forces of domination - questions
which are not the focus of inquiry in the dominant system of knowledge produc-
tion. These are questions that are derived from the perspective of the ordinary
people themselves.

5. LIBERATING THE MINDS

Ad finally, participatory research has contributed to the forces of liberating the
minds of the poor and the oppressed by helping them reflect on their situation,
regain their capacities to analyze and critically examine their reality, and to reject
the continued domination and hegemony of the elite and the ruling classes. By
er couraging critical reflection, questioning and the continuous pursuit of inquiry,
pe rticipatory research liberates the minds of the poor and the oppressed, and
ctallenges dominant forces. ' '

CONTINUITIES AND AMBIGUITIES

The early writings on participatory rescarch began to emerge in the late 70s. Many
of these writings including case studies, critiques, and theoretical reflections, were
ar attempt to document the carly formulations and theorizing on participatory
research to the world at large, albeit in the form of the printed word. These initial
witirigs served the twin purposes of inviting other like-minded practitioners of
participatory research to join them in the nascent movement on the one hand, and
to pose tentative challenges to the promoters of the dominant system of knowledge
production on the other.

The earty documents thus became the focus of great attention, both by the
protagonists and the antagonists. The conceptual, practical, epistemological and
methodological critiques of parlicipatory research pointed ocut several ambiguities
in theory and inconsistencies in practice. A decade later, with the development of
practice and the refining of theory, participatory researchers can respond to these
ambiguities and inconsistencies.

Four categories of ambiguities were highlighted in the writings on partici-
patory research about a decade ago. These ambiguities related to the objectives of
participatory research, the role of the researchers and the participants, the methods
of research, and the results of research.

The primary objective of participatory resecarch is the production of
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knowledye and encouraging the poer and oppressed, and those who work with
them, to generate their own knowledge, control their knowledge and control the
means of production of knowledge. Awarcness as an cducational process is a
by product ¢f this process of participatory rescarch. In pursuing knowledge, the
ordinary people experience an educational process and as a result become aware
of forces that control them and delegitimize their experiences and compectencies.
But awareness as an educational expericnce is not the primary objective. Social
change has aever been a direct outceme of participatory rescarch and therefore it
cannol be construed as one of its objectives. Social transformaltion requires several
types of intervention: organizing, mobilizing, struggle, knowledge (control over
knowledge, control over means of production of knowledge, appropriating know-
ledge produced by the dominant systcm). Participatory rescarch can make a small
but important contribution to the social change process bul it cannot lead directly

Participatory rescarch is a collective process of inquiry, as
opposed to the individualistic nature of
classical research methodology.

to social trensformation.

Tin: second ambiguity is related to the question of the roles of rescarchers
and particioants. This ambiguity ariscs out of those of us who have been products
of the elite system of knowledge production, who have rejected that system, and
who are trying to find relevance for ourselves in the context of the alternative
system. Weare called researchers. For ordinary people in parlicipatory researgh,
the distine.ion between the researcher and the participant is irrelevant - they are
both. For us, it becomes difficult to behave as participants in the ongoing social
realitics of the poor and the oppressed beeause we are not part of it. We must
therefore Ly to focus onthe processes of participatory researchand the alternative
system of knowledge production. Participatory rescarchisa collective process of
inquiry,asopposed tothe individualistic nature of classical rescarch methodology-
Asacollective process, therefore, it rejects the scparation of roles and the emphasis
on the rescarcher as an individual. In fact, there is a danger in this type of
scparatior of roles because it reinforces the division of labour between the mental
and the manual - the rescarchers and the participant. Do rescarchers like us who
have been trained in the dominant system but whohave rejected itin favour of the
allernative system have a role to play in our system of choice.

Formatly trained rescarcherslike uscan contribute our skills and expertise
by bringing additional information and constructs produced from the dominant
systen 1o the service of the alternative system and the processes of appropriating
such constructs. Those of us who have a philosophical faith in the underlying
principles of participatory research, have a definite role in conlemporary context
and must play that deliberately and actively.

‘This is a manifestation of one of the inconsistencies in the actual practice of
parlicipatory rescarch. Many of the contemporary experiences and illustrations of
participatory rescarch scemto involve professionally trained rescarchers. But then
this is the very nature of dialectics - the contradiclions being, the basis for further
mosement and change. In fact, the use of the label “participatory rescarch™ came

+
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from those of us who were ¢-ained in the classical mezhodology. Yet, as many of
us began to questicn the empiricist, behaviorist and controlling tencts of the
dominant paradigm, we began to sow the seeds of an alternative view of know-
Jedge and its production. [t is this dialectic which promoted several of us to
recognize the alternative paradigm of knowledge and system of production of
knowledge and to promote participatory rescarch as its methodology.

The next ambiguity involves methods. Historically, references havebeen
madec to methods whichare appropriateto participatory resca rchand others which
are inappropriate. Methodss of data collection which are qualitative in character
have been seen as more appropriate to participatory research, while survey and
other quantitative methods of data collection are seen as irrelevant. If concrete
information has to be collected froma Jarge number of people in a givensitua gon

" for strengthening people’s action, surveys and questionnaires are appropriate.

Participatory rescarch is the methodology of the alternative system of
knowledge production. Itis nota setof tools, techniquesand methods. Embodying
the values and philosophy of alternative and popular systems of knowledge
production, it is based on the belief that ordinary people are capable of under-
standing and transforming their reality. Itsarticles of faith include a commitment
to collective participation, and empowermentof the ordinary peopleinhaving and
knowing their world; in envistoning a new socicty; and in playing their collective
rolesin that processof transformation. Itis this faithin the participation ofordinary

people that also acts a5 the philosophical basis for participatory research method-
ology. The determinants of this participation in participatory research are three-

fold: .
1. People’s role in setting the agenda of inquiry,
2. People’s participation in data collection and analysis, and

3. People’s control over the use of outcome andl the whole process.

Practice shows that different combinations of the three determinants have
been employed.

Additional methods of data collection which do not rely on the written
word have been used inseveral examples of participatory rescarch. Thesemethods
derive from the oral traditions of communications and disscrnination of know-
ledge like songs, dramas 2nd music which cxpressideasina way thatisan integral
part of the life of ordinary people in our societies.

The fourth ambiguity, results of the partiapatory research, relate to the

objectives. The primary outcome of participatory rescarch efforts is new know- -

ledge or a fresh synthescs of old knowledge. Learning by the people and becoming
organized are byproducts of the collective pursuit of knowledge. The pnmary
result is knowledge. Whouses the results? Do people control the use of results?

The question of the relevance of participatory research presents a new
challenge. It has been argued that participatory research is relevant only in
developing countrics. This argument seems to negate the existence of developing
work situations in the developed countrics. If we continue the exploration of
participatory rescarch and contemporary represcntation of the alternate system of
knowledge production by the poor and the oppressed, then wherever such people
exist, (and they do exist in the North as they do in the South today,) such systems
of knowladge production exist. As a result, participatory tescarch as a means of
strengthening alternative svstems of know.edge production can be practiced
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anywhere, irrespective of the North and the South divide and irrespective of the
socio-politicat and geographical context of a given country. If we also look at the
contributions of participatory rescarch as referred to ecarlier, this confusion dis-
appears, These contributions can be made inany socicly.

LINKS TO SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

What have been the links between participatory rescarch and contemporary social
movements? Hislorically, alternative syslems have been related to and bascd on
theordinary peop.e’sneed o survive whichhasmeant maintaining close links with
the struggle of people. In its contemporary manifestation, participatory research
must discover, as well as build such links to the people’s struggles and social
movarnents,

‘The links of participatory rosearch with contemporary social movements
have varied in different parts of the world depending on the strength and location
of those movements, It also scems that voluntary organizations, grassroots
practitioners, development workers and other catalysts of social change have been
providing thema jor momentumto the practiceand conceplualization of participa-
tory research around the world. Four social movements in particular have links

Participatory research has sontributed by helping ordinary
people to generate new knowledge, and to appropriale:
knowledge produced by the dominant system.

with the participatory rescarch movemnent.

The movement to preserve natural resources provides one such link. In
different parts of the world, moveme sts have cmerged inresponscto lack of access
to, and conirolover natural resources like land, water and forests, by the poor and
ordinary people. The centratized, clite-controtied, development strategy isleading
to dispossession of the poor and displacement from their traditional access to and
ownership of natural resources. Degradation of natural resources hasbeen another
major consegnnee of the current development strategy being followed world-
wide. These issues have been the rallying points of the natural resources move-
ment. Participatory research has contributed by helping ordinary people to
penerate new Lnowledge, and o appropriate knowledpe produced by the domi-
nant systenw.

Participatory resca rch has devctoped links with the workers” movement,
particularly workers in the unorganized and the informal scctors of the economy.
The strupples of rural labourers, informal sector workers and women workers on
issucs ol wapes, rights, workplace health and safety, and living, conditions inslums
and housing colonies, have been the arcas where participatory rescd rch practice
has played anactive role. [t has also served to hightight their own experiences as
workers to provide them with a legitimate basis for the representation of their
rights in socicty. In some contexts, workers’ takcover of economic enterprises in
order to collectively manage and controt them has been the focus of parlicipatory
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research cfforts. Werkers’ cooperatives in different parts of the world have also
provided links with participatory rescarch in several countries. Workers’ inquiry
asan ongoing theme of the siruggles of the working class as an integral coraponent
of that struggle scems to be the basis for the links to this social movement.

Participatory research and the women’s movement have well-grounded
links. The special experiences of women as wcmen, the recognition of unique
modes of inquiry have been the basis for establish: ng these links with participatory
research. The points of interaction between the two have included the struggle to
overthrow women’s double oppression to be treated as persons in their own right;
the formation of women'’s organizations; the efforts to expose domestic violence;
and the struggle to gain equal and just status for women in society.

The human rights and peace movements have been arenas for links with
participatory research. In many societies with military dictatorships the daily
violation of human rights has been the basis for organizing social movements. The
links to participatory research, however, are fair'y weak at the moment.

The links of participatory research with contemporary social movements
are theoretically inevitable yet practically very diificult. Qur earlier elaboration of
the concepts and the origins in the meaning of participatory research makes the
establishment of close links with contemporary social movements inevitable
because of the nature of the struggles. Yetitis very difficult to establish these links
when professionally trained researchers are involved in trying to support the
alternative systems of knowledge production. Nevertheless, participatory re-
search must be used to strengthen the alternative: systems of knowledge produc-
tion. The links between the two are historically necessary. The future practice of
participatory rescarch needs to focus on these links in order torealize its historical
potential as a contribution to contemporary efforts at social transformation.

TRANSFORMATION SOCIALE ET RECHIERCHE PARTICIPATIVE

RAJESH TANDON

1 y a environ quinze ans qu'existe le terme “recterche participative”. Cetypede
recherche a été d’abord employé par les éducateurs d’adultes en Afrique, en Asie
eten Amérique latine. Leur philosophie deléducation des adultes placele controle
du processus d’apprentissage entre les mains des adultes eux-mémes. Les ¢du-
cateurs pensent que lesadultes sontcapables d'apprendre, d’agir et de transtormer
le monde. C’estcette confiance fondamentale enautrui qui guide cette philosophie.

Aprs la seconde Guerre mondiale, la méthodologie de recherche des
sciences sociales est devenur dominante. Des chercheurs de formation profession-
nelle ont ét¢ produits par les nouvelles “‘usines” de production de connaissances
pour effectuer des recherches sur la pauvreté et le développement. Fortement
dépendants de 'objectivisir e et du scientisme, les principes dela méthodologie de
recherche des sciences naturelles et la méthodalogie de recherche des sciences
sociales se sont orientés vers le comportementalisme et I'empirisme comme
paradigmes de définition d2 base.

La recherche participative est apparuc comme une méthodolegie de
recherche paralldle fournissant un systéme de production de connaissances pour

1
Cunpergence, Vol XXI, Number 2.3, 1953

h




les gens ordinaires. Historigquement, le systéme dominant de production de
connaissances était contrdlé par Iélite ou le pouvoir. Les gens ordinaires avaicnt
besoin d'un systéme de production dde connaissances qui leur permetirait d’améliorer
icurs conditions de vie.

Les objectifs des deux systemes de production de connaissances pré-
sentent des différences capitales. Le systtme dominant prétend avoir pour objectif
principal “Ja poursuite de Ia vérité” on utilisant la neutralité ct la distance par
rapport au sujet comme concepts de base. Contrairement a ccla, Ta recherche
participative Jdétruitle mythe de 11 neutralité et de la distance cn s'orienlant vers
les principes de subjectivité, d’er gagement et de validation consensuclle. Son
objectif est ure amélioration conc-tte de la vie des gens ordinaires.

Le vingtitmesidclea vule systeme dominant créer uncentreprise moderme
autour dela production de connaissances. Dans certains des pays dits développés
comme les Etats-Unis, Iindustrie de la connaissance contribuc A environ la moitié
du produit rational brut. Le mot imprimé est devenu la principale forme de
représentation de la connaissancc.

" Avec la croissance de cctte industrie, les spécialistes sont devenus de
puissants régulateurs du savoir. Les connaissances p()pulaircs ont é1¢ conséquemment
mises de cOté ne permettant pas aux gens ordinaires de s'informer séricusement
surles problemes ctles questions ~oncernant leur vie quotidienne. Les spécialistes
sontdevenusles “pcnscurs"', I"élément mental, les gens ordinaires i’ étant plusque
I'élément manuel. Le fossé entre la théorie et la pratique sest ¢largi.

Néanmoins, la recherche participative dans le contexte contemporain s'cst
efforcée de comblerle fossCeneréantun potentiel de changement. Elte s'cfforce de
mobiliser les forces pouvant remettre en valeur les connaissances populaires en
démontrant que le systéme paralitlede production de connaissances st utilis¢ par
los intéressés pour faire face aux problemes de la vie quotidienne.

La recherche participative a aidé les gens A développer leur capacité
d’effectuer leurs propres recherchesen renforgantfeur confianceeten développant
teurs techniques analytiques. Lo systdime dominant produit des connaissances sur
différents phénomdnes et processus socio-Cconomiques qui n’étaient pas aupara-
vanl accessibles aux pens ordinaires. La recherche participative a aidé les pens A
§’appropric’ Ces CONNAISSANCEs pour leur propre usage. Ellea aussi aid¢ les gens
ordinaires 2 soulever des questions les concernant plutdt que de répondre aux
quicstions posées par le systeme dominant,

i.a méthodologie de la recherche participative  ses débuts Ctait critiqudée
pour l'ambiguite de ses objectifs, du role des chercheurs o des parlicipants, des
méthodes et des résultats de la recherche. Les expériences récentes ontcla rifié ccs
ambiguilés

Les rapportsentre fes monvements sociaux contemporains et la recherche
participative ont leurs origines dans le rapport historique entre les luttes popu-
laires ct los systémes paralltles de production des connaissances. Le mouvement
pour fa conservation des ressources naturelles, le mouvement des travailleurs, le
mouvemert des femmes et les mouvements de défense des droits de la personne
ctdelapaix onttous développésdesliensavecla recherche participative. Cesliens
doivent Gtre renforcés pour permettre fa poursuite du développement de la
méthodotogie et la réalisation J'une transformation sociale.
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TRANSFORMACION SOCIAL E INVESTIGACION PARTICIPATIVA

RAJESH TANDON

El término “investigacién participativa” se origind hace aproximadamenwe 15
afios. Este tipo de investigacion se iniciéeon cuando los educadores de adultos en
Africa, Asia y América Latina. La base de la filosofia de estos educadores esta
centralizada en el poder de control propio quelos adultos emplean en desarrollar
sus propios procesos de desarrollo de conocinmiento. Loseducadorescenfianenla
capacidad de los adultos de transformar el mundo a traves de sus procesos de
aprendizajey susacciones. Esta fe esencialen el ser humano sirve de guia filosofia.

Pero después de Ia Segunda Guerra Mundial la metodologia de investiga-
cién de las Ciendias Sociales comenzé a prevalecer. Los investigadores profesion-
almente entrenados, fueron producidos por las “fabricas” emergentes de la
produccion del saber para llevar a cabo investigaciones sobre la pobreza y el
desarrolto. Centréndose enel comportamient sy el empericismo como paradigmas
dedefinicidn basica, las investigaciénesindicaban una dependenciadealtonivelen
la objetividad y aplicacion de los métodos cientificos, principios delametodologia
de la investigacién de las Ciencias Naturales y de las Ciencias Sociales.

La investigacién participativa surgi¢ como una metodologia alternativa
dela investigacién, on cuanto que cred un sistema de produccidn del conocimiento
para la poblacién. Histéricamente el sistema dominante de produccion del cono-
cimiento estaba controlado por la élite o ¢l poderdominante. La gente requeria un
sisterma para producir el conocimiento que less permitiese mejorar sus condiciones
de vida.

Los objetivos de los dos sistemas de produccion de conocimiemto presen-
tan diferencias sustanciales. El sistema dominante pretende que “la bisqueda de
la verdad” sca su principal objetivo, utilizandola neutralidad y el distanciamiento
de los sujetos como conceptos principales.  Contrastando con el sistema domi-
nante, 1a investigacion participativa desmiente el mito de la neutralidad y cl dis-
tanciamiento, centrandose en los principios de la subjetividad, del compromisoy
dela validacién por consenso. El objetivo es mejorar en forma concreta las condi-
ciones de vida de la” gente poblacion.

Ei siglo veinte ha visto al sistema dorninante crear una empresa modema
en torno a la produccidn del conocimiento.  En ciertos paises, llamados desarrol-
lados, como en el caso de Estados Unidos, la industria de produccidn o cono-
cimiento estd contribuyendo casi a la mitad del producto nacional bruto. En asi
como ¢l conocimiento impreso se ha convertido en la forma principala de
representacion del conocimiento. _

Con el crecimiento de esta industria los especialistas se han convertidoen
los podderosos reguladores del  conocimier to. A raiz de cllo el conocimiento
popular ha sido desplazado, minandolas capacidades del pucblode informarseen
forma apropiado sobre los problemas y los temas concernientes a su vida
cotidiana. Los especialistas se han convertic o en los “pensadores™, en ¢l compo-
nente mental, deidndo a la gente conuin apenas ol compenente manual. Ha
mimcnmdo la distancia entre la teorfa v la prictica.

Pero la investigacién participativa en ¢l contento contempoerancy ha
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servido para disminuir fa distancia y crear tas posibilidades de un cambio poten-
cial. Lsta tratando Je movilizar las fuerzas para volver a lepitimizar ¢l cono-
cimiento de la gente, demostrando que ¢! sistema alternativo de produccion de
conocimicnto esta siendo utilizado por Iz gente para encarar los problemas de la
vida cotidiana,

La investipacion participativa ha ayudado ala poblacion a desarroilar su
capacidad para conc.ucir su propia inves-igacidn, intensificando la confianza dela
gente en si misma y dearrollando sus habilidades analiticas. El sistema dominante
produce conocimicnto sobre diversos fENOMENos y procesos 50Cio-ccondmicos
que hasta la fecha resultaban inaccesibles a la poblacién. La investigacion partici-
nativa ha ayudadoaiagentea utilizaresic conocimiento para su propio beneficio.
Tambicn ha ayudado a la poblacidn a cuestionar aspectos que conciernen a sus
intereses on lugar de dar respucesta a las interrogantes impucstas por clsistemaen
dominante.

En su ctapa inicial, la metodolcgia de la investigacion participativa fué
criticada por las ambigiicdades de sus odjetivos, c rol de los investigadores y de
los paiticipantes, los métodos deinvestigaciony losresultadosdela investipgacion.
Las expuriencias recientes han aclarado estas ambigiicdades.

Los vinculcs entre los movimier tos sociales contempordncos y la investi-
aacidn participativa se originan en la conexion histdrica entre Jas luchas de las
clases y los sistemasalternativos de prociuccidn del conocimiento. El movimiento
para la conservacion de recursos naturales, of movimiento de los trabajadores, ¢l
movimientodelamujery losmovimientos de derechos humanosy delapaz, todos
cflos han desarrollado vinculos con la irvestigacidn participativa. Estos vinculos
Genen que reforzarse para permitir la basqueda det desarroflo de la metodologia
y el logro de una transformacion soctal.
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