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and’ sympathetic u:éerstanding. Several rersonal.
and interacticnal patterns of the researcher ‘aiso

-;nfluince the quality of participation. (1 réciprcczty, (2r

ability, (3)  understanding of .vhat the particigants define as

- reality, -(4) constant zefineiment of one's perceptions and

assumptions, (5)-

awarenesg of onets: own observational llnltatzons.

and (6) attrition of ethnecentrisam. Research methods whichk infiuence
and amplify the nature of particiratidn include sufficient i to
deal wit h.the problen,‘ node for reflection, ang thé\pe&:anent
sequente of ahalysiz, statelen%, actioﬁ; reflectlen analysis.
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> 10s aren't that .mugh different. Those Indians and medieval men were

, ( . 2 [\ ' ‘ - N . ‘ . . ' .
. - , B
- \Participatory:-Reseamrh: ‘Research with Historic Consciousness
‘ — — ‘ \

. "It's cpmnletely natural,’* T say,"r.e tHink of Eﬂmpeams who believed
in ghosts or Indians who behev d in ghosts as ignoraht. The scientific
. . point of view has wiped out evety other view to a point where they 311 .
' seem primitive, so that if'a persan today talks about ghosts or spirits
he is considered 1gnorant *or maybe nutty. It's just.all but comletel)r
. impossible ‘to imagine a world where ghosts can actually exist." ,

OOIIQ!QQQ.

Ny c&n ‘opinion is that the mtellect of modern man isn't that superior.

just as intellig as we are, but the context in which they thought\
was compjetely different. hflthm that context of thought, ghosts
' spirits are qulte as real as atonms, particles photons and quants_
goa modern man, In that sense 1 believe in ghosts. Modern man has hxs
ghosts and splmts too, you know.™ © v ) |
!whatb’" L] . P .
. ""Ch, the\law of physms and of loglc...the numher svstem. ..the S
' principle/of algehraic substitiition. The3® are ghosts ‘We just Seheve

in_ them SO: themughly they seem real "
‘ : o ) ( S Dlalogue from Zen %d the Art
~ ' of Motorcycle faint@Mancel.

2 “ B! ] f ‘ N ‘c . / ”' I !

The concept and prectlce of nartxczpatory research is bemg Qeveloped by

h )

edusators/researchers as a reactmn to the historic Aduse and faxlure of

tradltmnal research to ask and ansm:r appmpr}ate -and useFul questmns in the ,
' -céntext of development rrojects in the 'I?urd World, Clearly mapy educators,

myself lncmded,ﬂfeel that this effert - the elaboration of a part1C1patory

Ay

research prmess qQr mod.cl - 1s necessary and possxbly unavmdable chever, t\e/

{
_,fac%remams thatt part1c1patory re&earch has been, thus far, defmed negativaly

in terms of charactenstlcs and actions t? avoid or overcome ’Ihe developers
have yet to euthne a clear strategy of how to carr}r out ‘suck an operation. *

'ﬂus Iackmf a clear def1mtmn presents a)large ohstacle to ;he development
» i- . . o
and acceptance of partxcmatory research '

] Coe
.

. J LA ‘
. _ \

lRebert M. Pzrsm Zen .and the Art of ‘htomycle“tain‘tenankce (Toronto:’ Ba.ﬁtam
Books, 1074), p.32. " . ' A |

Y
-



Before this defzmtmn can be fomﬂated practxtmners must confront
the fomdable task ofAsethinking what is research which also mphes rethmkmg 5
' -what is science. This effort, as well as that demanded to mcludespartlcz.pants {
An the research process requlres a pesearcher mth extraordinary qullflcatmf
c or charactensncs _one cormu.tted to understandmg and cuntrollmg lns/her
. - et}mocentnc biases so that s7he can permit and eyeourage the subjeet to define P
| and - direct the research effort. To achieve t}us :eceptxmty to partxcupancm,
- the researcher needs a well- éefmed research process thmugh which the subjec-
. ., « | t1v1t)' of the "natnre" will always be kept the foreqost oonsxderatlon |
| “To explain the need or impetus for partlcxpatmy research 1t is necessary

C »
' to rehew the relatively recent past of socml science research and then to

examne the history of research connected with developmntﬁrojects Most
sec131 reseamh methods and designs were developed in a period when Westem
-mpenahsm and cultural dxsruptmn and ::cmtrol were rarely moral or ethical
mnsxderatxm*s As Claude Levi- StrauSS/ traces the deve}loment of one area.of
‘social. research anthrg:ology, he makes this’ pomt clearly' about the "mots"‘?

of the science:
. Anthropology is the outcome of a historical prccess which has
- made the larger part of mankind’ subservient: to the other, and during-
which millions of innocent human beings have had their institutions
and beliefs destroyed, whilst they themselves were ruthlessly killed,
. thrown.into bondage, and contaminated by diseases they were unable
to resist. Anthrogplogy is the daughter of this era of violemce. Its
capacity, to assess more objectzvely the facts pertaining to the human
. condition reflects, on the epistemological level, the state of )
v. ~ affairs in whlch one part of mankind treated the other as objects.
: , . \

T ) e

N

B ..

: ‘S; ZCIaudE Len Strauss, ""Anthropology: Its Achlevements and Its Future", Current
| Anthropology, No. 2 (1966), p.126. ] . <
, ' — . :




\ :
Anthm?ologlsta quickly bgame gware of thé abuse in t;he sub;ect as- ObJECt
" approach and strove to develop-methods which ‘allowed greater ,self'~defuut1cm

by the "natives' mt.hm their own culturee. For msténce Margaret Mead has

maintained t}xat a weli-conceived partzcxpant&obser\rer method avmd.s treating .

]
. —§ ! ~ te ’
"natives" as obf]ects . A ’ R E

Anthmpologlcal researth does not. have subJects We work With [
informants in an atmoSphere of trust and mutual respect... It stresses
not only the importance of the relationship between a resedrch worker .
and those among whom he seeks new knowledge, but also the possibility
of substituting voluntary partlcxpatng for ’égnfcmed conseng" as a.
precondition of eth1cal ‘research work. o
\ \ . . '
Claude Levi-Strauss algo saw mcreases part1c1pat1m ‘or ‘a rensed research

relatmﬁs?up as a solution to th oppressmh of the research des:.gn. He en- -& ‘
V'Lsmne% that cultures’ gomg through "modernization" should take over the -
_research process: "F-or anthropology is ‘the science of culture as seen from t‘he
‘outside and the first concern of people made aware of thelr mdependent.
'enstence and priginality must bezo claim the r1ght to observe their qultum SN
themselves {ri the msidev) | | - o - o
Margaret Mead and Claude Levi Stauss are, of course, mﬂzmpologlsts

-

and representatwes of a school of thought in which disxre for information - on

cultures is sufficient Justlﬁcatmn for research, Appllm of the research
mfomatmn for the mprd‘/ement‘ of the ”natlves' 7t life, was/ls considered -

appealmg and laudable, but not reqm51te for ethical msearch (of course,
- /

there are mumerous action- 0r1ented applied anthmnoloclsts workmg teday, but

£

sHargaret Mead, "';Rzérch with Human Peings: A Model Derived from Anthrcpplogié:al
Fleld Practlce”, da}us Vol a8, No.2 (Qprmg 1969) p.361.
Le\n -Strauss, op. cit., p. 126. o ’ ' S

- ’ s
. - : ‘ '

their actxyxtles will not be d];?bSEd in thm paser ) This fallure to commit



" one's research to aﬁplicaticm ~ even to abhor application - has left many of
the lessons of anthmpology m /ntilize'd—by developers’, '

By 1946 Unesco was estabh@ed and together mth numemus private inter-
nétmnalzo/ ganlmtrons had begm educational developmnt projects. These pm;ects.
"’._: " th oﬁgb\the use of vanous *pedagoglcal strategms for dlssemmazmg mformatmn, .
o planned to improve t.he quahty of llfe of the "native" i.n the pm_ject area. | ¢
- Research had to be tx.egi to ‘application, because much had to be lmmm about ‘the

needs of the population and the: success Qf the project. Hom:ver, many questmned

 the smothness-of fit b‘etwaen the research and thc' apphcatlcm' rarely did

. research provide mfomatmn to assmt fhe operatmn of t}us project. One reason -
A .. for this dlscantmtnty was that the research dcugﬁ, the strategy for mpl‘ementlstmn
of the pm;ec; and the leaders}up -of the project were mvamably mpcrted from |
‘the "develeped" natmns and coordmatmn between managemnt and the research -
'comment was pcor. The mseaxth desxgns were usually develcped by socmlofg:;ts
‘ ) who concentrated on qua.nt1ta 1ve problems - ‘how many people ué*re at what Jevel

- <.

of nutn.tmn‘. er how many ciuldmn had died before the a,ge of fn‘e 'I‘he mtended
: )

‘beneficiaries,, the ™natives", were counted and dcscnbed thmugh Western methods
-
in ways that made sense in'a Western, literate soc1ety. The "natives" werpagam
/ . = e ~ )
treated as-objects - this time the objects of aid. o

(T}us gssmtance was 1neff1c1ent and as.early as 1963 scholars and "

S,

developmnt analysts were makmg statements such as t}mt of Alimnder H

* Leighten:
[ \ : .
When someone Writes the history of efforts hy great nations ©
. to aid in the development of smaller natlgns, he will be tegvted to~
o f cﬁll it "How 10 Back Wmng Horseq".s A
«~ ) . A
ng;rd Hmt Goodencugh Cooperatmn in Chang, (\"ew York Russell Sage, IQGS),
P .
_ \
e -
> " - ”
? s - #
y ) ‘
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. FEEEAN . 4. . ‘ ‘ . . B - €« :
It was discovered that develdpers were conriecting wlth the wrong people,
) " A ‘ ‘» - . . s { - : : ¢ >“ ) .
often working on the wrong problems and failing to improve the lives of.-
. « ..‘ . ‘ . - , ‘ : . ,‘ . ‘ ‘ ‘ \ A' "‘ . -

community imemhers. _ ST L - o o e,

| " Numerous solutions tq~t_he§'e' _p}obiemi havebeen pgsedu,- usually, with varying
degrees and levels (of inc‘rcased'p‘articirl’ation as the ameliorating inétedief;t.
For instance, Francis J. Method hals suggested that ednek;tianai researchers must . .

. _ | . . ‘ \ ) ) : o .
begin to 'aik questions of value$ and motivation rather than the ", ..aggregative
. : R «

L’and evaluative/déscriptive research" thgsticﬁxs presently being ansgrered(. This [

type of research would require participation of the insider*¥ the research i
* , ) i _ ) a

t would: .

.. .probably require a different’ relationship between re-
( searchers and research institutions and the researched....Mich .
Y more of this research must be done by local researchers and
_ -~ . through.local institutions than has been-the cise to date. This
S is suggested for three reasons: (1) much of ‘this research invglves
' . sensitive issues that may be difficult for the "outsider”, in- .
- cluding unfamiliar national researchers, to grasp; () as'
) reseagech attempts to assess values and motivationm, considerably
| more insight into the local behawiour and lccal perceptiods. - . v
will be necessary® for the interpretation of results; and (3} SR
mhch, if not most, of the necessary information will not be _ . ..
accessible to the short-term researcher of "off-shore'" scholar - b
.. ,much of’ the most mortant research can only be done by .
- extensive field work (including follow-up and tracer studies) 6
and close contact with local commmities, families and leaders.

i

Q
| Others, .most notably the Congress of the United States, argue for .in-
ci'easeil monitored participation at .the "grass-roots" level of the devéiopi,ﬂgc .
country. Developers would monitor a process in which the “peoplé" gfe the

,decision-majéers) equélly share the benefits of grd;vth and implément the project.

'Q

. SFrancis,J. Method, "National Research and Development Capabilities in
Edu;atio'{u", Education “and Development Reconsidered (Praeger Publishers,
1974), p. 1380 = Y -

‘,(‘

- ' ‘ . o .. -
* - 4

N S ; _ | - . v
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This statement‘)y twedty-five Repbuhcan Congressmen in support of Title IX

of t.he 1966 Forexgn Assxstance Act conveys the rationale for "gra.ss mots"

partlcmptlm o o _ \ .

D

. Unless the people benefit from development efforts, no

meanmgﬁzl probress can result from foreign aid. It is equally

 true that unless the people contribute to development efforts,

‘\\, no meaningful progmss can-result from fare1gn ald
' T

We -wauld be remss not ‘to mention development analysts such as Frelre ,

[ , R .

»Illld’l and Goulet who are structuring a phlloscphy or 'new mora order“ of

~

| development and. contnbutmg much to the chscussmn bf research- d partzcupaticm. |
Their emphasu i's on pmductmn of a new relatlmshlp between éevelcped" and
"developmg" nations: a relatmnshlp of collaboratlm, recxprouty, -and. equlty
- - This equity, reqmres wor}r on the’ "grass -roots" level with those affected by .S.

the pr03ect as well as on the gomnm:)e?t leVel

Freire has had much to say about the natlve -a§ - object appmach and has
. ) ‘

stated that checklists a.nd quantxtatlve measures ‘are msuff1c1ent when the

1 i

A ”<U | maht}’ of people is to be definedi : “ . o - .

\/’"
The concrete reality for many social suent:.stS is a hst of
particular facts that they would like to capture; for example,
the presence or absence of water, problems concerning erosion
in the area or those of production or productivity. ¥or me, the
concrete reality is something more than isolated facts. In my
-~ view, thinking dialecticallv, the goncrete consists pot only
\ of concrete facts and (physmal) mgs, but also includes the
way in which the people involved with these facts perceive thenm,
Thus in the last analysis, for the concrete reality is the
connection between subjectivity and ohjectnrlty, never cbj‘év:tlnty
- isolated from subjectivity.8

{
A !

o : ‘ S ‘ : . .

/David Hapgood, The Role of ngular Partlcmatmn in Development R.eport of a
Conference on the Tmplementation of Title IX of the Foreign Assistance, Act,
,June 28-Agust 2, 1968 (Cémbncfge Hassacﬁuse’tts l'nstltute of TedmoldcyTress

1565}, o. 22} g , x
BPaulo Freire,: "Researc:h Methods” LLtera Dlscussmn (Teheran The Inter-
natmnﬁl Institute For Adult Ixteracy Tring, 1074) p.134,
9
™ - i ; '
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X - . T
- Freire insists on a new research relationship = the, nati‘ve as' researchey:

...I have to go back, and instead of taking the peopg
- as the object, of my 'research I must try, on the contrary,
to have the people dlaloglcally involved also as sub;ects,,
as reseafchers with'me..,.Thus, in doing research, I am
educating and being educated mth.,(the péople. ..9

_ From this short sketch it should be clear that the forces pmdu::mg .'
the demand for somet.hmg called "par%ic atery researqh" are numerous fmd com-
nellmg. That 15 requlred is a rese\arch 51tuatmn or process which: -~/ )
\. ‘(\'1) changes the subject:as-object research approach; .
s (2) asks questions' concerning values and motivation rather than B
. ", or as well as quantifiahle factors ;: 1 .
(3) facilitates the: de51gn, mplementatmn and mterpretatfan of
research by msulers | I. '
i * (4) provides for develppmem: of rempmmty among researchers, .
ms:.ders and agenc.tes and -
(‘S} ‘permits the benefxts o£ the research, to be felt by the
. , | ms1der/'hat1ve" . . - R | ’ ( .
| j/) dhat does all this mean to redearch before, g and after |
develonment pmgects" How can untramed "mszders“ carry out -Sophlstlcated

msear;c.h des:.gns let along conce:we ;J'\em‘? What doe the :mcmase of part:.c:.patlcn

H

of the 'hatwe"‘ m the demsmn—mal mg, ,1mp £mentation and sharmg of the

¥
\benef1ts in a development pmpect nean‘? H can the "sczentifié researchef‘(
¥

Justzfy the mpmgement of the "mmer s" §ub3ect1v1ty on the research pmcess"
How can paftxcmatmn if accepted as a valx“d goal, be obtained from peopl.. not

- accumtomed to such’ mteractmn" What me thods cah be used to insure ~ i
-~ ' ~‘\_/;

,pap’txc_lpatmn? |
°Ibid;, p.135. - . R

§




.client by using - method, chever, I suggest that’gn investigation thls

_explore the philosophical stances and resulting'behaviours whieh produce an

. . . . ~
. ) PRI \ . < )
J R | - X ) .- .‘ . 8
d o . . ' . .

N C
- These questions and the requlrements fbr the "new'' rcseardh design

11sted abov? are those of the practitioners work;ng to develop the cencept and

,methodology of part1c1patcry research The fact that partlcxpatlcn is a North

"
American, Western Eu an ideal fer a pluralistic soc1ety and the fact that

research. is defined’%ﬁrquh’ret1onallst1c3gWbstern conception of SCIence make
the'taék(;f tﬁe participatory reséércher even more'diffiCult in societies
that adhere to nelther ccneept They perceive neither the benefits of’part1c1-
pation nor the desxrabxllty of reseatch The developers of partlc1patory |

reseéarch hawe.a profbundly dlfflGUlt JOb in addressxng all these quest1ons and

factors, but the questlons are the essence of the problems fac1ng all cperatlcns .

in cerss-cultural development situations, . - : t - .

Purnose of this study

Perhaps what many explorlng the po551b111t1es of part1c1patonr | L

research are. looklng for is a :ec1pe bdok in whlch situations can be categorrzed
—
and matched with appronrlate actlcn. For example, 1f you start at the p01nt of

seIectlcn of research methods you can best maximize the’ participation of the o

- .

-~

groach reveals itself to be not nearly as useful as it appears As we
"0 - .

frant1cally seapch for alternatives ‘to dead-end research metheds, we mist

recognize that research solutions teud to be too situation-specific with human

.

subjects for this approach to work well..A more'produefive approach is to

r

EnV}Jﬂnﬂtnt conduc1ve to partICIPBtlon

Part1c1pat10n evolves frem 1nd1v1duals perceptlons of thexr

»

situatian. Whether, the right (pervussxon) to participation is encouraged

given or taken, the participant must be aware that involvemeqt is poséible.



gl

. . ’ - . ) . ’ ,
. The researcher must be able to m‘a.ke room, give encouragement or have the rlght

to participation taken, or partlupatmn will not take place no matter which

. d

resear;h methodology is. used
. . - . ) . N .
Central to this question of receptivity to parti&ipation is the
]
researcher s attltude toward science. Is it the absolute rightness of Qb]ectl\’e&

t{l’fth as defined by Western man or can there be syn'pathy to the "ghests" of

* . other peeples~> who ‘can borker in hxwledge and again who can defme knowledge. ) s
fact, or t.mth" The researcher can operate mth’%ay view: of _the world, but '
that view mpmges on the researcher's ablhty to see, hear, and val whet a

- pecple is saying, possibly prpducm; a deafness wh:.ch precludes part:Zpatic‘am 3

A corollary element of the appmpr:.ate research ennmnment for ; /)

partlupatery research is the- dxaractenstlcs of the researcher ks%suggested
above the researcher has c:entrof of the research ennrmment by nr\-tue of hlS/
her position and has the power‘to allow and encourage ﬁa_rt-lcxpatmp.‘ Whilg v &, B
conceivable, rarely does a greup initiate reeea;cﬁ. More reallsticall);i, vthe'j\ o
' researcher must ‘promote participation and his/her personal, interactional -

characteristics are major element's in the sudc’ess ef the pmrintion. .
. /? , o
- Link ed mt.h the world view and personal characterlstzcs ef the 5

ey

researcher are ' the cholces tHe researcher makes 'm terms. of method Certam“ ‘ -
views of what; is sc1ent1f1c have led to develcpment of . quantltatwe measures,

- while other v1ew$ about the nature of reality have -led to qualltntlve descrrp-
10

/o

tions. Clearly, "research methods have ideological implications' and reflectg
the 1deoleg}r of those selectmg'them. . | |
10 - { . . X . A . ‘-:,3. -
Budd #all, 'Participatory Research: An Approach for Change", Coxwergenc:e','r
VIII, 2 (1975), p.29. o : | \ o

%
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s T e s ge s papery shetons, M) e o discuss Vst

7. . . «
..t‘ phnmcmhlcal understand;mgs and resultmg be}mvmurs wlll-produce and env;mn- "
" & vﬁ mnt conducwc ta nartlupatmn or canduc:.ve to acceptmg the defmltions B
: \ d of reahty j)?the pecple mvolved“ m she re§e:rch processx 'Eo ,tms end the | “*
" follmmr «ISSWS will be. dlsms’sed -(1) hchr ;he valueisystem of the rssearcher ’- ‘* T
. ‘ T mfi{xcrices the possﬂnhty of part1c1pat10n, (2) how the pe.rscmal charactenstlcs | .'
. “, O

and mteractmnal }:ﬁ:tems of thé researdmx;flgﬁuence the quallty of pamcxpatmne

PR

and (3) how the research mWs effect the nature of t.he part1c1pat1cm . i

Lo S . : . . -' * . ‘ [.‘ ;*-.‘ ‘ » .-‘ ’ - . ‘(‘ .
- A detour in search of a deflmtlm C "o ¥

.
e T
A

RN &7
.

The words "partlcz.patory msearch" glve 11tt1e clue as to what -

P
. develcpers of the concept are talkmg \about Parélc:.paticm in our scx:l.ety can be

" much different $rom the p%rticlpatory intétactu‘ms of othecsome}:;@ Smce the

concep®¥ depends on a relativistic view of all societiés ) it is impossible ‘to say )

| “that j'paztihipacion means..‘."' jfgr all cultures. ‘- -

- _ - "Rese’arch“:, alsa, is uéed in 'a "fuzzv"‘way. The developeré are not
.. talkmg about all research, but about® research carried out th]un a develcpment )

' prolecé ‘This means that the information- obtamed ;hrough research is expected 3

Y

_to be applied. What results is a conf' usion between evaluatmn’and research or
U ‘

;, pcrhaps a planned ambiguity hetween th\t\m enterpnses. Evaluatmn has been

4

. defmed as "dec1smn -oriented research" Whlle educatmnal research is "concluslm- ’
& .

based" These dxstmctmns can be lost when all research 15 expected to be -

<

-

o nEnIeman et al., Research for Tomorrow’'s Schools: Dz.smglmed Inqmry for = . .
/ Educatmn (New York: Macdi11an, 15697, p.720-Z1. .
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-~ « apphed.to some ‘action in a devélopm_en; pmjedt;j towever, most’ reé:ezgi'chgrg COﬁs_idgr
B R L ' 7 LI B _ )
"% " -their work as distinctly different from'that of an evaluator. For examle,“Géne -
] . } e v ‘ - P o . .. . : ) . - B ) . ) )
R V. Glass, states the differences are: .. . X ; S |
. , . . n ..‘,' ) ) L . . A « f‘;\ * . L

S
ST 7. . .i.that educational.evalyatich attempts to assess the worth
Sttt T, 0 of a thing-and education research attempts te dssess the L o~
DR - " scigntific truth of a thing. Except that truth is highly valued = S
: L “-,  and heénce. that: which possesses At is jorthy, this distinction -
‘ - . "serves fairly.to discriminate research and eyaludtion. The -
.+ ¥ . distinction can be.made less.ambiguous if “worgh' is taken .
3 . ' as syngnomous  with '"social utility” (which-increases with . -
e _ , increasés in health, happiness; life expectancy,/etc., .and
T . ‘decreases ‘with’increases in privation, sickness, ignorance,
' v .etc.) and if "scientific truth™ is-identified with two of
S -itsymany forms: (1) empirical;verifiability of a general
phenomenon ‘with' accepted methods of inquiry; (2) logical
- _ consistency. The distingtion betiseen assessing worth (eval-
R ‘ uation). and scientifi¢ truth (research) so defined now takes
: ' on more meaning.° ) . e
Evaluation is that actjvity which seeks directly to assess )
PN .. social utility. Research may yield evidence of social .
g - . . - utility, but.only indirectly - ‘becaule empirical verifiability ,
- : ' of a general- phenomenon and mtionall nsistency may eventually == -
7 .*. . " be of substaitial social utility.... . . S
) . . '

- (Qlearly, contémnorary educatipnal research thought does make' a distinction

+

N

‘between research and .eva;ugtﬁm',cbut this'is not a fie€ld of discussion that de: |

o - e

2 L v,efofqers of particﬁpét.ory research .héve,felg ngcessary to ent.e_r“.
F | At this ‘p.Oint, it},w'i_ll be usefti_i_.tto" lcﬁk 4t the fonning'definitibﬁ
of hafticipatnr;*réséarch.‘ Rudd Hall &;; his. e_lrti'c‘le, "_Particip;iatbyy P%:s'eérch: ‘
- .‘ An'Apiamach. for Change;f, offfe.rs‘x{o(de&'ini;ion but lists a séries‘ of princ'iples,'
from whzc.h one can infer a .defin'i‘.tign..'l'he‘y. are as‘follcn'ars: . {
1. Resee,:rch,.n'\.étho.dg have 'ideological impldcations. | | ' " | ~. \
. f ; . ‘. . 27 A research plmcess sﬁqnuld- be pf'sorv\fe immediate and direct b(enefit\ |

4 | . h ) _9' .

'“Gene V. Glass, "The Growth of Fvaluation Methodology" (Roulder: Laboratory of
Fducational Researchy, University of Colorado, n.d.), pp».11-12, reproduced.... -
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N ’7. A -the entlre research pmJect: frcm the fomulatmn o’f the pmblem |
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- to a <ommmity and not merely the basis fox'- an academic paper,
T340 A research process shodld mmlve t.he comurﬁty oF populafﬁ.on in

Y. to the cussnm of ‘how to seek solutions a.nd\the mterpretatmn

L)

s

. ofthe dmgs. SV V. S .

4. If the goal of the. researd'x is cha.nge then the research team

.shcmld be cmposed of. representa.tlves of all elements in t.he

J

T s:tuaﬁon that-have a bearing on the c.hange. | |
/ 5. The research process should be &en as part of a total e catmnal

experience whigh serves to estabhsh cmmumxty needs

creasqs awareness and cmtment mthm the commmny
6. The research process should be viewed as a dialectic pmcess a’
' dl‘alcgm over time and né\a stat1c_ mcture from one point ln '

7. 'me'obje‘gt of thevmsearcih«‘ﬁrdcess like.'the object of the

- educational proqess, should be the: 11beratmn of human ‘reative

potent:,al and the mob1112>atmn of hunan resources for the ‘ | i

‘solut:.qn of soc;.al prohlems. < R
The mrds part1c1patory research make me nervous when attached to

these principles, because it's .Clear t.hat mich more is meant ‘than partxupatmnf

~ and research. The words become Jargon whlc.h is dangerous in a world where d15c:1-

v4

ri-plmes haven't a vocabulary tb talk to each other. Involved in these pnnmples <

are research, pedagogv and mohlllzatmn and it is not i};ar what purpcse is

~ served by c91b1nmg the three operatmns into. one concept. Further, soge of the -

outccmes descrlbed in these principles - the goal of research is. change .-
apratmn of human potentxal etc. - ‘are not clearly the results of pactlcx-
natmn or of research. Nelther research nor partlc;patmn can produce change

‘ . X . . > ) L8
\ L S
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- s, | "\."\&.mhout appmpi'i:ite action in‘an e:iﬁwment é@poi'tive of tl‘mt action; humans f\j
liberate t}mmselves in a ‘time- and spa(:e anproprlate te t.hemselves Yo lead
.'_“partxcmatery research“ with these mystxcal powers may make the package too )

heavy to be-'-ftmctional and obscure the usefulness of addmg the dJ.mens1m of _ J |

o Ty
* o

.'-..'partlcmatmn tc;research o L R )
| I find it mere useful to look at. parncmatory reseamh as a pmcess
| | - towarc& gat.henng new Immledge mth the pecple capahle of defmmg that
\ lmewledge. The. kev h'erd in th.lS statement’ is "defmmg". and the key cens:deratlm
- 15 who gets the mwer te do that defmmg. Partxcxpatory research represenr.s

an effert to share or give over this power to the "natwe”\ --an enoTmouS. de- 7 |

earture fmm the past in wh1ch only f.he researcher could defme reahty or

’ 'tmtherimewledge , " o j. ._ o | - \/

) T ' .
& S ‘Not only is the auestmn ef w\c defmed central but also 1mportant

PO

are the questmns of deﬁlmtmn by whaf: met‘mods recorded bycdmn and for what

'pumese. The questmn of deflrutmnal propnetv 5mrges at the begmning of /.-

. 'the rese'frch endeavour as the researcher asks who has the right to defme the : \[ o

o 'SImatlm as appmpr:.;fe for research. The t&uestmnmg contmues througheut the

research process as somecne defmes what problem requxres research by what
~ method that problem will be researched hm». accurate the mfoml&tmn/data is, .

o hm to internret th&&dat; ang how to- anplv that mtemmtatmn Those workmg
tovard the ideal of parnc:lparoty resea:di would Ilke to ansver each quesucn | ‘
bv refemn\c? to the "people", these who are affected by the pmposed research.

\ These sunperters reason that each sxgm.fxcant def1mtmnal nomt in the re-
search nroces) should be contmlled hy the "natxve" of the target area. |

| Even if we accept the ahove goal of makmg the® "natlve” the =, /
researcher and definer of reality, we still come up w:th a blg "hew” To be

~

unclear ahout what research is, W \_we/t_hey are looking for, makes the "how'

. ‘ '.' : C ’ .
R YN (R
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even more obs re. Them must bc a clearer mderstandmg of what partlczpatmn
| f in reserach me:ms bcfore tixe how" can be adequately deve’lcped

: . -
r ’ . ' . ¢ . : ' ) . o
. . o . )
. ’ . - ‘ . . . . <
J ¢ . . . . : .
\

4

| ] Theu' ghosts Oor ours. : _,Q D ) “\
T o - As stated ahove, in t.he past, ,scmnt f;c research was defmed hy a '\A

o -researcher tramed to bch.evé that s/he had scmened out sub;ectxve mput

o ;’ordering of 'reahty. To? accept the mphcatlms of }h.ls relatlj stic view and
) take the extra’ step of comuttmg oneself m nmsmg an thé subjectlmty of the

. R

N "natxve" réqmres a p}ulosuphlcal stance m ich the "ghosts" of the "natwe" )

-are ‘valued as ‘much as our "ghosts" of sc1ent1f1c vesegrch. o o

- To be able to allow the expresmm of or defmt1m of reahty of a

~

people to be the fmdmgs of NST requires a partlcular perspectne regardmg
‘ 2
f

T the nature of science and scienti c research. In the recent past, many scientists

14

.' ’ ham mr}\ed on the "developmn‘c—by accmaulatxm" theory, that sczentxf:.c :

‘ .‘thcught is developed thmugh evczg refmed arlalysis cf e?er refm‘ed data as
sclentlfn: truth is approached Adherents to thlS scho{l of thought are 1mtated

” by the. sub;ectxve nature of self-definition and argue for "...increasing
elahborate tech’mques. ..of(tgn\based- on sophisticate statistical pmcedures the
overall effect of which have been to increase the gap betwicn the reseércher

and his sub;ect of study."l

. \‘;} ’ .\ C o .
S \TThcmas S. Xuhn, The Structtre of Scientific Pcvolutiuns (Chicago: University
of C}ucago Press, 1902) , ..

~

1SH:I.ch.ael Pilsworth and /RJZImexddoc}f Same Cr1t1c1sms of Social Research
fihoﬁ in Adult, qucatmn", Convergence 8,2,1975,.p.33. _

A ) .
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o - o .
’ / ‘ | ' o "'p1s.[
a | - second school of thought po:r.nts out thl scientific mthod 'has |
’\ oot been subjectwe all along, merely msqueradmg as objectwe makmg what is knc;wn L
| o ~as uncertain because it is elcuded by' subj;:ctxve input Tbcmas § Kuhn mkes

“a- . ‘ . -

- t}us pomt as he-discusses: } . .

. C < " v..the msufficmnqr of met}mdo’loglcal dlrectwes by -
s themselves, to dictate'a unique substantive concltxslm to \. |

‘many sorts. "of scientific questmhs Instructed -to examine .
o ~ electrical ‘or chemical pheriomena, the man who is 1gnorant
‘ ~ ~of these fields but who knows what it is to be scientific
~may legitimately redch any one of a number of incompatible *
- conclusions. -Among those legitimate possibilities, the ‘
particular conclusians he does arrive at are pmbably de/tgé-
mined by his prior experience in other fields, by the |
accidents of his investigation, and by his own mduﬁua
makeup...,the early developmental stages of most sciedces
| have been chiracterized by continual competition between
.. a number of distinct views of nature, each partially derived
from, and'all: roughly compatible wn:h the dictates)of |
. scientific observation and method... an app ly itrary
| ' -element comounded of personal and historical ident, -
- is alwa§s a formative mgredlent of the beliefs Tgpoused
-by a given scx.enuflc ccm;nutv at a given tlme

\
the research Brocess, we must develop much more humhty as msearchers Further,

-

as demcratlc beings, we must leave room for others to express thezr persanal

(g we accept that "perscmal and historic accident" is an elenent of

and hlstoym perspectwes Ackmx«rledgmg ‘that "'...the expenmnter 15 part of

17, we must allcnv the sub;ect to be a part as well (o

the expermental system"
”that the sub;edc s perspectwe - the ob;ect of the research - - can be expressed
audlblv e i N B SR

A o Tlus expression on the part of the sthect can be lost through the

mtlmdatmn of ratmnahtv - the hvpothesst the theery, the method,.etc. If

Qur own goal is knowledge ‘of a people,| then we rust somehow get around this

intimidation. As Berger and Luckman sta

\\vl . . .
6’1‘homas S. Kuhr, The qtmcture of %cxcntlflc ‘ ];xti.ons (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, i uZ) pp.3-4. — )

S -17Jean Paul qatre /Rearch for a }btho&,gxﬂw York thage Books 1068), p 32,

A .
- 2 ) . . ’.
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develop knawledge. 'I‘he requirement is essentially t.hat of dealing with ghe

’
To exaggeratc ‘the mportance of theoretical thought in.
society and history- is a natural faiting of theorizers. It
is then all the more necessary to correct .this intellectualistic
msapprehensx_m. The theoretical formulatioms. of reality, whethex{'
they be- sc;entlflc or philosophicdl or evey mythological, do
mt exhaust what is "real’ for the members of a socie Since
is is so, the sociqlogy of Imwladge must first of- a? con- -
cemn. itself. with what people 'know as reality’ in thei every-

-day, non- or pre-theoretical lives. In other workds, common-

sense 'kiowledge” rather than "ideas'™ pust be the central

. focus’ for the sociology of knowledge. It is precisely this
. "knowledge® that constitutes ﬁe fabric of -meanings.withour
- ‘-\dm:h no souety cauld exist,” | |

This Icncwledge thls "fahnc §f k.

! is not a ccmmdity"easy to

) )

mderstand measure or e\ren descnbe The endence 01:’ Western mterventmn and

dxsmptmn in ra%.;callv different cultures indicates that we have fa11ed to ob-

-

talfft}us hawlecfi\ge for whatever reason. Many argue that t.he -maJor xeason is
Wiestem man s fa‘lure to see beyond 1us rltuals revnlvmg amund the god of
science. As in t}us statipent attmbuted to Albert Emstem_, Westem man has

retreated»_ into the cosmos of science to avoid t‘he worid of experience whem ‘true

owledge is found:" o - o
: A T . F o,

... The sunreme ...is to arr:we at those universal

elementary laws f !uch the cosmos can be built up by

pure deduction. There is no logical path to these laws;

only intuition, resting on sym%thetzc understandmg of <

experience, can reach them. .

The v:ﬁmng of intuition and sympathetlc understandmg is a reqmre-

- ment for t.he researcher who would aspite to hst to a sub3ect to nmtual],y

' stmct.urcs of the other's mrld in an inductive matter or, as Mezirow suggests:

""the science and art of knosdny what we see may be somewhat less exact t_hat that

-

Peter L. Berger and Thomas Luchman The Social Constructmn of Realitv (New
York: Anchor Rooks, -¥967), n.15,

lgﬁobert M. Pirsig, Zentand’ the &rt of P-*ctofcycle'lf;aintenance f’rar&\to-: Bantam
NN), p.106. T~ o

19
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'.a\railaﬂtle tq help us see what'we Iqiw,'t‘:ut.it.hr‘(:bably has »fax,gmat‘e;rrelémce
to professional L&dgrstanding.’izq ot : ff& s U . -
B . . e, _ \.‘ .

: Charac_tpnstlcs of the Researcher Ethnocentnsm gf Rcc:.pmcitﬂ

-~

'Ihe researcf‘xer, glven }us/her def:,mlum of what: is- scmntxflc, sets | ‘
o T up the ground rules. For t}us reason, the researcher de;g:mnes 1f _' 14 happens

YA ,_m partzcxpatow research is sc1ent1’?1c, structures the particip mn and g ives
| "or demes the right (pem:gsicm) to part1c1pate. Nat Colletta underscores &s

. point as he mflects on his efforts in. partic:.patory msearc.h in Indtmesm "We .
had brought togaether a group that would probably have never. collected to discuss
ideas that may' never have occurred to them.'’ Particiriatio.n i; not ‘a natural

| phenmnncm, nor is it an mahenable right g1ven by a constitution, but rather

- a value held or dgnied ‘by the researcher: for a series of reasons partlcxpatlcn *

_is better or worse than non-invo’lmnﬁt in the mind of the researcher.

o i N  Once the reseamher has determmed that there is scmathmg to be \

. Q(; ‘gamed through the subject s involverent m reseanch he/she stxll has the .

problem of mplemntatmn part:.cipatmn requires the, active self—mvolvemnt of‘

the subject. Again to activate this mvolvement the participant rust bel:.eye

that such effort is poss1b1e and valuable. Tlus mformatmn is transmtted by .
N the researc};cr thmugh\hu/her behaviours and strategies for research For this
y{reason, several characterzstxcs are important for the rescarcher to develcp.

Probably the. most n;zportant is the belief in and movement toward rec1pmc1,ty.

“. - 20

Jack Mezirow, "’I'nward a 'I‘heot'y of Pra.ctlce", Adult Fducation Joumal XXI
3 (1971),.p.147. \

Nat J, Conetta "Partxcmatory research or nartlc:.patory putdown? Reflections -
on an Indonesian ezmern.ment in non-formal educatmn" Convergence , IX, 3 -

(1976), n.44., . |
T R . A
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| As Denis Goulet states: - .‘ A
A RIS The crucigl duestion is: are encaunters to be ;‘omded o~
Y o + - on reciprocity or on domination? Weaker partners reject .

domiriation as invalid, ahd stromger groups can no longer .
practice it in-good conscience or ever with realistic hopes
-~ of success. Ultimately, reciprocity is mecessary for - = |
’ esteem; an idea which has come of ape. And reciprocity, e
- is t% sole basis ~fqr‘-nm-mﬁpulagi€?elatimships. -

" Such a belief. is.necessary to ps.téﬁl_i_sh“ fgl'atim_ships in which exist a pos_s'ibil_i-ty, -
. of the_p,art'i'cipmt definﬂxg new .léqimlédge& But as Gmletpdints out:’ o

® ,..the relationship can lead to genuine development
only if the stronger nartner’'setechnical and .economic’ -
suoeriority, or the power to impose his cultural values,

_-is somehow neutralized. The mistaken belief that relative,

- superiority is abgolute constitutes the principal obstacle
to the success of the relatiopship, Recipients are al-
‘ready vulnerable; donors must become more so, Only then ~

. can recipients tease being beggars and donors manipulators.
In practice, no one can render himself fully vulnerable: R

- » but he-can exnose himself to the other's area of relatiye

- superiority and allow the other to make him vulnerable. |

. The researcher is the instigator and s/he initiates his/her

| .vulnerability, Goulet offers several suggestions for development toward this

-

4 vulnerability: & .

; 'First, he can acknowledge that his own superiority g
\ is but relative siperiority, attributed to him in virtue . :
of the ethnocentrism dominant in hils own society. Second,
he can reflect on the nowerlessness of his own knowledge
and wealth to answer basic value dilemmas posed by the
- development nrocess. This should at least make him humble
¥ ' ahout his skills. Third, he can accede to the same kind |
A - of critical consciousness of his own values - usually v
' - ' latent in his programs, policy plan, or image of ﬂdevelcm |
\ f ment - that the weaker partner seeks of his. own values,

. | €
' . .y MANDSE ‘ o . dv \ ‘ ‘ ic
“enis Goulet, "AnEthical Model for the Study of Values", Harvard Fducational
- -Review, Vol.41, Yo.2, May, 1971, P.25. ' ) _ :
id., nd7. . - S . R
| )Zdlbid., p.46‘. ' . ) o ..r'." h ; | . | “ . : e
. — N | _ - |

LY o

.v‘}*‘




'K . . - . ' ‘r, - o ‘ - o
v L | o ‘ , 1o,
: «

" I have empHasized the ‘role of the rejéarcher as.. gliver of the r_ight‘ .
< %o ;;Erticipét';-- because ‘I bil/ievevthai: it. influsnces, the interaction tween the. o
.Tesearcher. and t.he ;:eseamh subject and their mvemnt towards re pmcmy
| However, of eminent importance is f.he ahihty of the resparcher to understand S
. ,-‘“ What the part1c1pants de'fme as mahty, to hear what the part1c1pants fa‘tlculate. A
‘\' - Suwch understandmg is velled by the ethnocentrism every human bemg expenences ;.
by virtue of being bom and socmll\z.ed into a socxal structun: -To rend the ve11
‘t‘equxrzes time and "...great sen51t1v1ty and self-awareness on the part of the
\ mvestxgatar. The f1e1d worker is.his own pnnmpal research mstrment...i. ;S g
- Data frotn other mtnmmts used ‘are :mtemreted by this ultmate mstmment the’
_M_researcher. . | S ( L .i'
)" c . Refinement ‘of.the-xh-eséarther's s‘killls)hi-nges' among oth -

% “on D being aware of what assm;itions one is cai'-rying into resea
| m@ers\‘.andmg one’ 's observational style, Both require a commitment to c mstant
mfinement because assunptions change and percept'i.cms alter when a human inter-
acts w:nth the environment and (t.her humans: one must constantly be assessmg : .

| what is hanpenmg o ot ’ |

: The mrtante of stat’ing and examnmg assmptlms can be explored
thmugh the exmmle of the assumtion of most North Americans about the nature
of democracy and nar‘cmatmn. As stated by Glen Dealy "Vorth Amencans feel
that the basis of grue democracy is political nlurahsm that is, the repre- |

sentatmn and pmpagatlon of a plurahtv of mterests."26 It's not surpnsmg

that su:b is the belief becalse the North Amemc

c tmtn_es were founded in

Boulet n.46. . : -~ | .
26“1eﬂ Dealy,'"The Tradxtmn of Monistic Democ.racy in Latin !\mnca", Politics

. #nd Social Change in Latin America: The Distinct Tradition (Umversmy of Mass- .
~ achusetts Press, 1974), p. : e :

25
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th differences more pronounced than any rationale. for unity..On the

Latm Amenca countrxes at t.herr :aneptlén dld have 4 ¢
- great deal in common: one king, one system of law-and ad- 0

-7 ministratian, one religion (Judaism : and Prdtestantism were - '

‘not treated as rei:.glms but as heTesies), one military.

. system, one language among.their effective governing pop-

. ulation, and one general mpmach t educatmn. _

)

As a resmt, most Latin Amencm‘comtnes develq’ed der a mmstic democratic

systm "that 1,5, the cmtrahzatum a.nd control of potentlally competmg

28

interests." Clearlv, both systens are ccmtrachctcn' and would pose a pmb.lem -

- for grouns wurkmg towards recxpmclty Whlch polxtxcal system should be used’
» This nmblem is. cumlz.cated by the nature of the mpresent:at.lm

nractlced in ba\ systenis. 'Mcmstlc democrats adhere to the behef that a -

nation can best be represented when cangressmn represent the conmcm good leeral -

&
er plurahstxc democrats bv cmtmst' tend ta favnur a repﬁesentatwe govem-

menti wherebv congressmen stand for the mterests of a defined const1tuency "29

-

/
Hence vhen a North Merican talks mth a "representaum" of a mmsnc

nohtxcal system abmt 1ookmp for a renmsentatwe of a pmun. n: 's not clear

/s

t}*at ‘either the Nortﬁ Amenc:an or the native pohtlcal bpss can he happy with. the

nerfomance of the "chosen renresentatlve" smultaneously
Nat Colletta descnbes similar difficulty with his nartlc.tpgtory N
reqean:h nmject in Tndones:.a, when he hegan work with the Mayor who had

| ...great concermn over who would determ_ne the definition
"of "participation” in our "participatorv research" effort.. '
It became clearer in his mind, and ours, that the definition .
« of participation "Indonesian styie" was a bit different than
what we had envisioned. Our visions were of viHagers, heads .
of households, the ''grass-roots"; his was that of village
9f1c1als government emn oyees workmg in the dxstrlct and -

Ibid., p.73 , .
29, . .l ‘ . | |
“Dealy, p.ﬁq/ v ' . :

/ S 0.

"



. W - S | 21,

Al . m .

some of his staff, : > \ . ‘ .

It is_not clear. thatklndcmesia' is working under any form of democratic\gule, but‘
<> A :

/
a pohtlca.l system was ﬂmctlmmg whxch Colletta did n&t percewe as ?appro-

p%ately‘parumpatory ) .
Y >me idea’ that demcracv shculd allow for plurahstlc &xpmssmn is a
North Amencan ideal a.nd an assmptmn not shared by mmemus countries wluch L
_ percenre themselves as operatmg under a democratzc pohtxml isysteuu. It* s im- |
| portant that the researcher be aware of }us/her assmptmns as s/he mltlgztes
a partlcmatory research process because such a process my ‘

(1) require a break with established political procedure, s

. - - (2) require training of nartic:.pants in representatmnal
. hehawwr, and

(3) Tequire behanour not- stinportable by presmt pohtxcal
structures. _

| I'm not suggestmg that'it's appmpnate or mappmpnate for a deveiope:lo | |
) train "natwes" to act 11ke u.s. democrats. But T am suggestmg that what IS in-
“  volved in the desired behavmur be clearly mderstcod Assumptlms Tust he clear
& so t?at ‘what is seen is clearer, 'Ihe faxlure of a Latm Anerican 10 elect peht:.cal
' representatwes has less to do with that Latino's level of c:onscmusness and more |
to do mth the political system in which he Operates. Or, what could be seen as -

7 a perverse attempt at mamtenance of the status qua, can also be seen as mfanullanty

with a political process. ¥hen smethmg i% not as it is assumed it should be, . ~

B -
@

the assumtxm should be clanfzed and exammed to better detemme the
ammpnate action. . | | S -

Hinging on this need to state and exzinxine.assmﬁations is the need. for

o11etta, n.an.
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the reseamher to be aware of hxsfher own observntlcmal style "He “should }:rac-

tice observmg and reccrdmg events m order to dlscover his observatmnal v

bxases and to develop m:gre systamtlc tec.hmques of recall " 31

For example the rcsearcher shouId be aware of whxch of }us/her assmptmns cause
hmﬁwr to cencentrate on cme aSpect of a grouw as oppgsed to afiother, What the

- theorencal orzmtat:.m causes the researcher to look at, for msta.nce, the power

relationship of the men as opposed to who holds in which situation in a society,

" also deserves attention. The ob'servatim of live interaction between people is

usually too exc,ttmg td trust to haphazard reportmg. "Field work requlres much

~ more than simply 'bemg there! and .passively watchmg what people are about, " 2{

“Both clar1f1catmn of assumptions and mderstandmg of one's obser- | -~

vatmnal limitations are part of a movement tcwards attrition of et]mocentnsm.

]

Both are attempts to delmeate which categor:es are- ours and- wiuc:h are theirs -
and to understand how om'fcategomes colour our observatum. The desire for thxs

understandmg is an important characterlstlc of a researcher mterested in ob-.

3 tammg new I-cnowledge about a people "As Thomas Rhys Williams explams about the _\

experience, of anthmpolog1sts ‘
| P
™ » Anthrdpologists undergo a wearing away of their own cul-

tural ethnocentrism as they develo'p the ability to move easily .

in and out of culture categories known to another people., As : .
they hive learned to respond to new cues of emotion, develon | -
appreciation for strange foods, become accustome to alien in- - - /
tonations and alien concemns, anthmmlogzsts have evolved a

relativistic attitude toward man and culture that is vital
in their research. Cultural relativity means that any social

' form or act has to be understood as a part of the whole of the

>lperitei J. Peltc Anthmpclo&cal Research: The Structure of Inqmrv (New Yortk:
Harrer and-Rov, 1970) p.97. ,

32pe1to, p.92. )
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culture in which it occurs. The attitude or relativism is _‘\\ \
- one of being liberated from the parochial truths of éne .-
- culture to a freedom to be concerned with the diversity
- of human knowledge and experience with all of its dis- S
cords, its powerful and nervasive heterogehdity, and its:,
«  dissents and divergence. The attitigde of relativisn is -
_ one of being freed 'from local-orthodoxies and "etemal
< verities. It is a sense of libération from the constricting - S
bonds of race,.class, and time. The denial’ of the authenticity -~
‘ . .. of any one culture's claim t6 final veracity teggs to .-+, .
RN o shape, direct, nndcolmrall study‘o.faxl ' E .

-
-

" _Thxs desn'e for attrition of etImocentnsm is an mportal\dlaractenstxc of a
researcher attempting participatory research. The researchef must be able to
. hear. hls/her ‘own eﬂmocmx:hc assumpticns to be able to hear the defmtmn a
people gives to its own reality. No field methods will '\mrk" if the. researcher
~ is not refining his/her ultimate research mst}vnent. Ius/ﬁerself. L & . n

-~

o | 34 B 4
T There are no madv-made mstmments > ' : '

- As Hall suggﬁts, "resean:h mthods have 1deolog1ca}. ﬁmphcatmns n35
I beheve ‘this is so because of . the relative amount of pro_]f-ctmn allowed to‘the
resgarcher. Some methm such as life history recprdmg allow the s%bject maxi -
mum mtemretatum of his/her life, Others, such as that u,sed br Colletta to
measure the level of partlcxpatmn ("...each rescource persm was given a samle
scale of 1-4 ((verv actnre active, adequately active, and passme)) to rate |
both the frequen?f of individual oninion expressmn and the degree of md1v1dual
participation of any kind. ") allow the researcher to project on that soc:_ety

. <

!us culturally formed 1§f what nartlcmatlcm. Colletta by 1151ng this method,

II‘hc::ms Rhys Williams, erléf?bthods in the Qtudv of Culture (ﬁew York: Holt,
&mehart and Winston, 1967) » D.6T, ~ ‘

| 34P_e1to, p.90, ‘ o L .
“Hall, p.2s. I | B
®cottetta, p.41.
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shut hmself off from understanmng what possxbly could have been a mu:h more - { o

,.complex system of uartxcmatmn, not reducﬂ)le to the nusber of tmes a person |
“opened h15;’her mouth or nodded his/her head, ‘ - '_ . o S iﬂ N
meatim of the ohtuseness of projectxve\tQts such as that used

«F

bndl ta usually results in a discussion af the pros and cons of qualitative

Vs, qu tatwe nethods However, 1t‘; nut an e‘xh\){or sxt:uatmn"rathef quan- .
tltatnne methois ust bu:xld on the mfcmatmn develaped thmugh quah tatwe
methods: This need 'is partztcularlv acute in research done mtﬁ pre-literate’ 3
grouns, whem those groups have not ‘been defmmg themselves audxbly in a re- -
tnevable “fashion. In short the researdmr goes mto the field with little or no
hmlcdye on which to-base his/her mtemew fomats questxmnaxres and pmjecnve )

tests. ‘ﬁus s:.tuaum of non-preparation’ results in the mseard\er pmjectmg }us/

.
Y

(g . .
he: own culture ikto h15/'her quantitative - instruments. ) S,
' Socxc_:lgglcal methods am.mre appropriate for ‘d;esc'ripticm of a

. Western, literate population than for ‘interpretaticm of a nonéhfestem .pre-litefate

o popnlatim. f‘h the other hand anthmpology, with its heavy mhance on qual-

| itative mthod‘ij;d\as part:.mpant observamm and - informant colléboratmn, N m
pmmdes a procedure for obtaming \rltal f1r$t hand information not axfallable ’
on most ;mn -literate gx‘oups. In Ffus situdtion - that of the non- hterate _group -
..the' prehnnnaw data from partxcxpant obseﬁat1ms pmndes t.he f1e1dworker
' '__m.th ir151ghts ‘md clues necessanr fqr developmg qmstxmnalres, psychologlcal\

- ‘. I . ¥ -
e tests or ather more Speciahzed res:arch tools.'}'sg‘ a -

*

r

,3 7Thts statement is based en a d;.scussmn mth Dr. Benjamm Denms Professor .
of '%ocmlngy, Lm;versxty of M:chigan Flmt. ~ |

Pelto n91 e R R

T RT e e
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- . The euphams on self-defmxtmn m participatary researdl con;eSpcmds
|  to tﬁe enphasxs on hsten:mg and obser\v:'gng mheﬂnt in the partxmpant obser-
o vation method. But, I*muever appealm,g and emumally satisfying this procedure

, is, it has several drawbacks which have mde if nonfmcticmal for use in tradltxmal
o educational research in the past. First, the method mquires tg\e and inners:.m ‘
in 3n alien culture. Secand msearchers must be able to work in the language |
nf “the pecple. mrd, researchers must be trained in the method., but- also be able,
:m.'n tems of edncatxmal apphcat.mn. Anthmpuloglsts are usually tramed

to think of chafige strateg:es and apphcanm as. "1mpm" -mfrmgemnts on the . —

research pmcess. Fmally. development agenmes have.\not gwen ‘é'}h:canml re-. (o

o Seer:h h1g§ prionty and, hence extended f1e1d \mrk has not agppeared appropnate. | |

| Before thmmng out any. method for my utxhtanan reasan, though . " (

let 's look at what is reqmred fnr partxnpatory researth method “and then o -

rethink what is fmctlgﬁal The follow ng three reseamh method/ éiaractenstlcs, o
,I beheve are necessary to carry ouf psrtxmpht.ory research PP ‘fj . |

e - (1) The time alloved to the research';;mgs must be suffxcz.ent
- o S tO deal With thﬂ Cﬂﬂplenty of the- Pmblem. L v

}

(V)

o f The qu.ahty of p}rncmatary research rehes m the quahty of
relat:.ms developed between the subJects and resea;'chers and qualxty rel t:.mshxps

require time to build Surveys, questzmnmres and mtemews are appealing, .

j\' ; because they can be administered m a short time " but my auestmn the §efu.1-

ness of the resultant data (see Halls and Pils ) As E S. Webb states:

k|
: , Interviews m&\quesnonnau'es intrude as a fﬁreIgn element
“into t.he sacial settmg they would descnbe they Create as .

B, s, e S

"‘/ o ‘%Cm’*‘l Pilworth and Ralph Rudcﬁck r;critxczsms of Surve Research
Methods m Adult ) el mtlm" Canv*ergence VIi], 2 61976},‘ 33*43 S




.1 of hman expenmce.

. .

weld as measm attitudes, they elicit atypical roles and >
respanses, they are limited to those who are accessible L,
and will co-operate, and the respenses obtained are pro-.
- duced in part by d;Tmsmns of mdividual dlffemnces to
L the topic at hand. , .

Sm'mv research has also been temed "...ahmatmg, daunatmg or oppmssme in
‘ ds;amcten.'."42 Hall st.ates, "...((surwy research)) extracts «infomtxm fmm

v

. indiv:.duals in 1solat1m t‘m ane another and aggregates this mto a smgle set
: of fxgures (and) does’ so at the expense of reducmg ‘the complexxty and ﬂchness
u‘s s

These methods require that’ art1f1c1a1 relatmnships be develpped so
that "informaqlm“ can be ohtained, Partxcxpatnry research on the other hand

| requires that the sub;ect analyze and nmsmt mfomatmn. To' encaurage su:h

actmn, the msearcher v, iuust establlsh relanms of conﬁldence wlth mformants.f--?

Conﬁdence cmmrxses bot’x trust and the willmgness of interlocuters tn confxde :

- o or d;vulge mtimte thmxghts"‘“ Adult hunan bemgs dm't easxly gwe thls

~‘trust, An aporopriate amount cf t:mc must he allotted to thls devempment.

(2) The method nust allow for reﬂectmn "...conducted
jointly by researchers and members of a culture if
the distortion praduced hv &agmentatmn of value
- patterns is to be Teduced.,"

* A1l societies onerate in ccmplex nattems. The researcher ca:{ easxly cversmpllfy
f
1f sfhe is mot involved in "checkmg over” the mformatxm with those capable of

llllmnatmg the comlexlty The part1c1pants must he fmal determmers of

v o (3) The research process must he a permanen sequencs of .\«
analvsxs statement, ac:tmn\. reflection/analysis, er.c. A
T

E.J. Webb et al, K Unobtmsivc Maasures "Non- mactwe Research m the ‘Iocml

Sciences (Chicago: - Rand McNallv, 10717, p.T. |
Hall, p.26. . o o , b , )
I'b1d., n.25, ' |

Y

6 wulet, p.S1.




) . P .
:If psrtzcmatorv msearcy (hv 1m11cat1m) contains steps of m;earch pedagogy
and mbzhzanm, there mst he a strategy to go from phase to phase. Paulc |

~ Freire and f‘.eorges Allo descr:.he two d:.ffemt sequences for the pmcess. Freire
ms.xsts on actmn as an immrtant element wlule Allo takes a less intrusive

}xosxtmn. Frezm urges a stmcture for advancmg frm stagé to stage and dmgmms
. this stmcture as | - | |

Reflectmn(l - _mrd-mrk‘-pmxis LN
Freire describes the mvestxgancm ecould be t{anslated resqarch) of the ~

gengratlve thms as going throu.gh R '

. | (1) “analysis of the situation mth the subject |
|  (2) selection of the -important theme |
- (3 cc;difiéafi‘m of the theme | |
" (4) presentation of the theme R : IR _J R
() analysis of the-theme
(6) action on the. theme
(7) reflec'tilm'om acfioxa"’"" - S |
Georges Allo, French phllosbpher and change theorist in hz.s scheme .
| fﬁ‘r exploratlm of valu/es, suggests the follmng sequence"
! | . (1) Preliminary systhesm. The . mvestxgator ;nllcxts frcrn | L
| ' natural leaders in a cummmity and from popular sookes-

0 influence beyond their limited kinship
circles, their perception of what their

or affective
human existential sxtuat:mn is, what it means, .
.- an what it ought to be ... , o

;’gulo Frv(re Pedagogy of the Oppressed (New Yofk; ‘Herder and Herder, Jg?é), .
r. | o ,
‘7nnd., p.76-118. N !

30
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o (2) %ystmtic observation. Un&er ideal cmdlnms, |
S systematic observation should then talg place at
o ~ four different levels. The first is thit of pri- .
ff . mary groums or sub-systems constituting-natural | - .
| units of daily life. General observation can be . | |
. <conducted, for instance, on all aspects of life-
. _ in a’ mklage or among an itinerant tribe. A second
. - level of observation is some limited sector of
S activity such as work, ‘recreation, worship, or
family relations. Third ‘there is the cultural -
| - . system as a whole, whether it be the belief sys-
R o AR tem: (cognitive values), or the set of nomms,
oy pattemns. of interaction, or the total network
‘ . of social forces affectmg cohesion and disrup-
o : . - tion. A fourth level touches upon the broad
B .' I :.mrld-vxew, or phllascphy of 11fe...f- .
: <

- (3) Reﬂectxve S)@J:hesis by the research team. The
- . third stage in the process is the elaboration by :
T the research team of a reflective, critxcally . X
/’f' " [conscious synthesis,.as distinct from the naive |
o synthesxs of the flrst stage... . .
(Q Feedback of reﬂectwe sy!hcszs tc populace. The -
final stage of the normative sequence consists in
 resubmitting the critical synthesis obtained in
Stage 3 to informants who provided the naive
synthesis .in Stage 1.- The chczce of appropriate -
terms and symbols evidently depends on prolonged }
interaction between-thé research team and a rep- 48 .
resentatm portxon of the mtemsted populace..' . |
( _ me sequence stops sﬁcrt of action for Allu smce '.’... t_he '
: researt‘z team never arrogates to itself the ngﬁt to mtemret the pmblems of -~ -
the natxve pc.avnula\ce..."‘r9 lbwever, 1f the develnpers of the partxcipatary | T o
research process defme apphcat:.m as a gcal someone must interpret the prob-
lems and begin ac.tim for resolution of the pmhlem there must be a strategy

for. prans if the g-oals of the apphcatim of the participatory research are fo

¥

Gonleb p50~52
Ibid., n.527 - - 3f

u.m ERIC.

_EKC S
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Methods that mclude or allow for these elements - su.ffxment
~ time for develormnt of aut}umtm relations, a mde for reflection and a pema.nent
'sequence for praxis - mfluence and :;mhfy the mtum of part(c:.patmn. These |
| imt}mds permit and enegurage group defmm.tm (research) but usually do not Iend
themselves te short tem use : t}us research mode mqmres that the research
pmcess cmtxmxe throughout the developer s mteraction th.h the cmmxm:.ty
§> . Partxczpatory msearch%annot be redmed to a three-day workshap or a run
. thmugh the cmmlt\r survevmg randmly selected households Rather, the effart
:  to deveIop partimpatory' research signifies that many mseard’xers are nllmg to
use strategies that f’mally reflect the cmplexxty of the soc:.ety being |
" assxsted" The search for these strategxes is a search for ways af de\re{R m,g . \

' mcmrccity betmm peoples -a sxgn that our relanms are camng ef age.

Y

i
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About the PARTTCTPATORY RESFARCH Working Papers - IR

-~ These paners represent ideas and work in nmgréss. They_havev been .

- stimulated or sunported bv the work of the Particinatory Researdh Project.-

The project, within the Tntematjonal Council for Adult Fducation, has as
its goal the studv and dissemination of information ahout research processes
which focus on nonular groups in the. exploration and transformation of

| their M reality,. . | - | |
" These napers .are sunported by The Edward ¥, Hazen Foundation, =~ . -
-We invite your suggestions, contributions, and critique. Please dup- |

licate and distribute' these papers at will. We would be interested to-

7

“know if vou do.




