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Participatory Research in the Empowennent of People 

Raj,:~h Tamh,n, A~i;111 lkgi,111;11 C,1nrdin;1h>r, 
P;1nii:ip.1tory ~c~c.in:h Nctwurl-, lmlia -

As a 11'ay to improve coordination and work 011 projects and activities, 
Rajesh Tandon and some members of the network have formed a registered 
a•ul rohm_Jary group caflt'd Panicipalory Research in Asia. 

The la;\ deem.le ha~ ~ccn a growing interest in alternative research paradigms in 
social science research. Much of the impetus fur the search for allernatives has 
come rrom lhl' cxpcricnlT> or professionally-trained researchers who found 
thdr paraJignb inadequate lo pmvide answer~ to all the questions they had. 
Another pu~h towards the ~earch has emerged from the continuing failures of 
development efforts in the Third World, as well as ·enhanced visibility of 
pm:kcts uf poverty within the Fir~l World. As accepted and prevalent models 
for development, growth and cha11ge begin lo show cracb, policy-makers and 
adlJlinbtrators are )elling for 'something' that may work, thereby restoring 
confidence in their positions or authority and il) themselves. 

At the same time, there .ire increasing trefid; of succes~ful development 
efforts initialed and organized by ordinary, common people acro;s l_he world, 
Such successful efforts in many instances by poor, illiterate and rural people, 
underscore the 'correctnc~s· of their knowledge and paradigms for develop• 
mcnl :md change: .ifler all. they muse have ba~ed their cflorh -on 'correct' 
as,umplions siiu:c they did succeed. 

The fru~lrated prorcs~ional researchers and dejected planners/administrators 
now appear to he looking into the,e successful attempts by common people in 
order lo seek 1hose alternative,. ·People's participation· as a catch-all phrase 
ha, cnierlc'.cd partly due to this 'run for the gold.' The term 'participation' has 
found greatest currency in the la,l Jecade and, like much of the currency in 
inflationary situations, it is a term used with different meanings and one that 
kads 10 confusion and also abU\C. 

Participatory Rc,earch (PR) as .i concept, approach and movement also had 
its birth and meteoric growth durmg this same decade. Many allege that PR i~ 
as much a part of the contemporary fad a~ the World Bank's pronouncement; 
on people's participation. While there may be some basis for this allegation, 
this paper atlempt~ to clarify PR a, it is practiced today and wha! it may/should 
be in future St' that such allegations may be soundly refu1cd The experiences 
and trends in participatory research in A,ia-providc the basis for my arguments, 
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although I have borrowed frequently from my colleagueS in other parts of the 
World. 

THE MOTIVE J<'ORCES IN PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH 

from its inception there have been two ba,is motive forces in the emergence 
and growth of participatory research {Tandon, 1980). The first is concerned 
with the discomfurl~ of Mime profc~~ional rcscan:hers who found the classical 
research paradigm insufncient as weH a~ oppressive. The classical paradigm 
lays emphasis on value-neutrality of the researcher: makes objectivity as the 
hallmark of the research process: suggests complete unilateral control by the 
researcher over the entire research procc~ses: trcuts people as objects only 
responding to the researcher's questions: and attempts to study people and 
social phenomena as the natural sciences do. Much ha~ been written on these 
aspects and limitations of the classical research par11digm. The important point 
here i~ that PR is an expression, at lea~t in part, again~l the limitations of the 
dominant paratligm. 

The second motive force for PR ha~ emanatetl from the continuetl and 
ever-increasing explnitalion am! nppres.,inn of a large majori1y of people. In 
many w.iys, the power of ll;e oppre,~or~ is tlerivcd from their superior knowl­
edge about legal right,; of a sharecropper or lanJ-holtling pattern, 10 a lantlless 
labourer or the balance sheet of a corporation to a contract labourer arc some of 
the commonplace il!us1ratinns of the ~ame. Knowledge ha\ been anJ will 
co11tinue to be a \Ourcc or po,,,,.er. l';irlicipatory re,earch hm, been an a\lempt to 
shift this balance of power in favour of the h11ve-nots. 

The two motive forces are interrelated in some important ways. One of the 
critical functions of the dominant research paradigm is to ,ocializc profc~sional 
researchers. Thb \ociali1a1ion is no1 li111ilc<l to 111c1e learn int'. ol rc,carch skills: 
it extend, to the conceptual frameworks guiding research a, well as the value 
positions underlying it. For example, the harmony model of ~ociety a, opposed 
to the dialectical, conflkl model ha, been ingrained in mo,t sociologi~ts 
trained in the Wcs1: their re~carche, arc, therefore, guided bv the harmony 
model {some call ii ~tructural funclional model). 

The socialization into value premi.,cs of neutrality and objectivity is perhaps 
more critical. A profe\\ional researcher thus ~ociali,cJ consider~ himself 
above ideology and, in fact, make, attempt, - mostly un~uccessful - >u 
remove ideology from the research. The research ~how~ 'what is', 'how i~', 
but rarely shows 'why i~ • because this may reveal the researcher's ideology: for 
example, Harijan\ (tlm~c without a ca,!c) are poor because they arc l;izy. The 
researcher eom,i<lcn. it irrelev:mt lo say "what it should be·. Such a stance, 
therefore, absolves a researcher from taking any po~ition in the work being 
undertaken. 

Another irnpor1ant wa) in which the t.loniinant rc~card1 paradigm i~ !inked to 
ongoing exploitation i, by asnihmg a profc~~ional expertise to rc,ear\h. This 
implies that re,earch i~ what only profe,,ionally trained person, c1111 undertake. 
And, such profc~sionally-traincd person, invariably come from the 'h"Ve\' of 
society. The h;1ve-nol~. llincl"ore, lad. accc~, to prnfes~ional ,kilh-, thereby 
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lacking some knowledge. 
The e.~scnce of the ahove argument is that participatory research is an 

.11tc111p1 In pmvi1le .in .11lcrna1ivc lo the donri11nnt research par.itlig111 as Well a~ 
tu provi<lc access to knowle<lge to the have-nuts. It is this twin emphasis in PR 
that distinguishes it from other fads and makes it more than a set of new 
techniques. Because of its ideological component, it could be useful to view PR 
within ;i theory of ~uciety, .is dcscribe<l below. 

THEORY OJ< SOCIETY 

One cannot prcseni a detailed theory of contemporary societies in a short paper, 
~o only a brief outline i~ presented of ~0111e relevant element~. 

Bro.idly spea!,,ing, all ~ocietie~ are ch.iracterized by two sets of people: the 
haves and the have-nots.,The haves are rich, educated, control positions of 
power in government, business an<l trade, own resources, such as capital, land, 
etc., have acccs~ to tho,c who own or control resources, are ~ocially high in 
status, economically well off and politically powerful. Invariably, their number 
is small and they constitute an rntemally cohesive and well-organized group. 
On the other hand, a large majority of people arc have-not,. They are politi­
l·all) weal.,.. um1rgani1.cd, poor, lanUJc,,, un~killeU, ignorall!, illiterate, etc. 

In rcali1y, !here may be ,o·cral layers of haves and have-nots and they can be 
idernifii::U ~pccificall) in a concrete ~ituation rather clearly. For example, in the 
A,ian cuntcxt, the .,mall and marginal farmers, !andlc,, labourer,, migrant 
worker,, women anU un~killcU inllustrial workers cunstitu1e the bulk of the 
have-nots. The dynamics of a ~ociety i~ ,uch that the haves want lo maintain· 
their po~itions of privilege anLI power anLI lhe have-nots want to usurp it. Over 
the year~. in reality, more m1LI more people in Asia arc in the ranks of the 
havc-1101,. 

There arc e,,entially two main mechanism~ by which thi~ exploitation or 
opprc~:;iu11 i., laking place (Saint, 1981). One can be called ,lirecl and another 
iluli11TI. 

The ,/i,-n I mcd1arnsm of exploitation is where the exploiter i, immediately 
available am! vbiblc, where local processe, of c:i.change and control arc used 
hJ nrnintain the position oft he have,. An example is the case of a typical Indian 
village. The lani..llorll anLI mw1cy-lenllcr are !he have,. They u~c the ignorance 
of the marginal farmers anLI landless lahourers lo perpetuate exploitation; 
custom, anLI trai..litions arc used agairi.,t .the have-nots: legal provision~ are 
ignnrcU: lanLI i, w,urpcU: low or no wage, arc pait.!: the have-not, are socially 
oul,:a,t: the ha~c, ao.:t a, politio.:al brnkcr~ or the village. In thi, si!llation, the 
cxplollalion i, vbibll.'., in11ncd1ate ant.! identifiable. The reMJUr<.:eb in question 
are within the community anU it is not possible for the have-nut, to collectively 
as,en themse!ve~ against the power of the haves. 

The i11d1rec1 111cd1anbm is a direct outcome of the proces~e~ ol modemi1.a-
1ion in the las! three to four Uccade;. The proce;s of exploitation here is 
reflected through increasing dependence or villagers on urban market mecha­
nisms, transfer of resource, away from the vi!lages, new plants/dam~/s,·hernes 
1:1,11 crndc lhc Inca! l'llllllllt1nicic,. The oppri::,,or, arc invi,iblc; science and 
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hnology are used against the co1nmon people; advancctl knowledge is 
n as the basis for maintaining eontml; governments, large corporations, 

ancial institutions and planning bodies influence small communities by 
«rnote cont ml. 

_J With increasing linkage, in lhc intcrnal[onal arena, such a mechanism opcr­
'',tes globally. Multinational corporation.<,, foreign governments and agencies 

111ay collude with national ins1itution, in this mechanism. 11 is not uncommon, 
for example, that a dcd,iun ma<lc in the headquarters or World Bank in 
Washingmn to aid a giant hy<lro-electric project in North Karnataka in ln<lia 

111ay uproot a million persons engaged in ,ubsistence agriculture. This indirect 

111echanhm is becoming increa~ingly more powerful; it is difficult to under­
sumd; it operates remotely; it cannot be countered by local action alone. 

It is within this framework of society that the mle of knowledge and the 
characteristiC5 of participatory research will be discu,sed. 

J{NOWLEDGE AS POWER 

Knowledge is the core of the issue m participatory research. The overriding 
purpose of all research is knowledge. H storically, knowledge-generation has 
t,een an ongoin!-' procc,s in r~oplc'~ lives. Before the a<lvcnt of modern 
sciences, people had a way of know in~, conceptualizing an<l <lisscminating 
knowledge. Even today, those segment, of populations which arc only rnargi11-
a!ly affected by modern cJut·alinn cn!,'i1gc in similar modes of knowlcdge­
generatmn, utili1ation and di~wmi11a1icn. Thi;, ha, bl'Cn labelled 'popular 
knowledge·. The cffcctivene,, of thc,c tr.idi1ional proce;ses can be c,tabli~hed 
by the fact that large bodic~ of rcligioU\ scriptures in Indian history travelled 
several centuries before bein!,' wril1cn. 

With mo<lcrn ,cicncc~, beginning with namral ,cicnct:~ and leading to ,ocial 
sciences, knowle<lge has hecome a co1111nodity. There is a market mcchani,m 
for this commot.lily: some cxpcrh produce knowledge, other expert~ consume 
it. The production of knowledge has become a specialized profession and only 
those trained in 1ha1 profc,smn can lq:itimately produce it. Large inqitution~ 
of research and training have developed as factories to produce knowle<lge and 
knowledge-producers. National and' in.crnational networks of knowledge­
producers and consumers have hccn creck<l. Transfer of knowledge has entered 
the international market an<l provides the greatest economic and political 
leverage lo those advanced in thi, bu~in,~ss (Amovc, 1981). 

Further sophi,tication is bcrng introduced in the production and transporta­
tion processes or knowledge (computers and microfilm arc two examples). 
National and inlcrn.itio11al hodJL'', man11CLI by 'reputed' prole~~ionals, have 
come up to monitor and con11ol the quality of pro<luction ol knowledge. Strict 
norms and standard~ have been laid down for this. Individual producers who 
follow the~e norms arc handsomely rcw11n!ed through professorships, scholar­
ships and olher ,1ppointmcn1s; tho,c whc deviate arc o,tracized, punishcJ and 
rejected {Gouklner, 1970). 

These -ievelopn1cnt, have made knowledge a~ the single mo~\ importan! 
basis of power and control. A~ a rcwh, ordinary people are not considered 
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either knowledgeable or capable of knowing, Therefore, decisions affecting 
ordinary people are shown to be based on 'ex.pert' knowledge and any attempts 
by ordinary people to coun1cr these dccbions arc labelled as 'uninforme,j', 
'pcdc,lri:m ·, anti Ml on. 

A related outcome is the alienation or people from those attempting to 
generate such knowledge. For instance, researchers are finding it rather diffi­
cult !o obtain aulhcntic data. This has a social psychological reason. An 
ordinary peP..on i, only nmshJered a re,pondem in a research project. This 
person ha., no inrlucncc over the researcher, the questions asked or the use of 
such research; he or she i~ neither aware of or interested in the research. It is 
possible to enlwm:e the authenticity of data by amusing the interest of respond­
ent,. l'inam:ial incentiw.:, lwve failetl to Ju '>o. Wh:it the respondent may like is 
influence over rc,eard\ and it, outcome. The researcher may be unwilling to 
cunccJc thb if the ovcrriJ111g concern i~ ohjectivity :md fear of criticism by the 
prolc"ional rc,c:irch cm1m1unily. The rc,carchcr i~, therefore, caught in a 
binJ. 

One possihlc way out of lhi., bind i~ to redefine the purpose of knowledge as 
power lo ordinary people. Thb implies Jcmocratization of knowledge-generation 
:rnd reduction in mo11opoli.sl1c nmlrol over the commodity of' krmwledge. Thi~ 
fu11hcr implies lh,it lhc b:ilancc ol power may ,hilt from the fr;t, of few to the 
hamb of many. If the ordi11;11y people, the have-nots, begin to have influence 
over the prnee.,,cs nt' t.1mwlcdge-generalion, utilization and dissemination, 
they can u,e the power of" t.nowlcJge to counter trend, of oppre~,ion against 
them. It may al.so prov1Jc the researcher an opportunity lo gel authentic 
informal ion. It may. therefore, help the res~archer 10 generate valid knowledge 
which rep1e,c111, reality cnrreclly. 

P;1111c·ipa101y 1e"·a1d1 appear, to provide this opporlt111i1y. 

CHARACTERISTICS OF PARTICIPATORY RESEARCH 

The concept. appro:Jch and mc!hotlology of PR a, ii ha, cvolvcJ over lhe past 
few year, ha, ,evernl characteristics. We enumerate them bncf1y. 

► Participatory research is a p1ocess of knowing and acting. People engaged in 
PR .,1multancou,ly enhance their under~landing anti knowledge of a particular 
,itualion a, well a, rnt.e action 10 chan)!e it to 1hcir benefit. To that extent, PR. 
attempt, to remove the e,tabli,hetl dichotomy of knowing and using that 
knov.!cJge. Knuwledge for the sake or knowing alone is de-emphasized; 
knowing i, linhcd lo a c011cr'Clc action. Thi, enhances the quality of knowledge 
a., well a, inform, lhc ba,i, for action. 

► The prot·e,, of PR is iniciuted in the contex1 of the actual reality which the 
havc-nols rnlcntl to change. Therefore, ;m e;,;,i,ting problem provide~ the initial 
motivation tor engaging in PR. In ,iluatiun~ where people arc already aware of 
a problem and :irticulate enough about it. they may initiate PR them~elves. 
They ma) or may not , :;e the resource, of experts from ouc~it.le. In other 
silualwn,, ,0111e oul~idcr, - he they accivish or educator:'> or re,earchers -
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rnay provide the initial problem focu~. However, the involvement of people 
from that situation in the proce~~, even if it begins with an external push, is a 
necessary clcmcnl of parlicipatory 1cscan:h. 

► While participation of people in Lhc processe~ of knowing-and acling is a 
necessary part of PR, the extent 11ml na!llrc of this participation varies cunsi<ler­
ably. Where initiative to engage in a process of PR corne~ from people of the 
situation, their p<.micipatiun is quite widc~prcad. In must such cases, they lake 
part in the methodology of data collection, analysi~ of data, planning, and 
taking action. In other ca~e~, where ini!iativc comes externally, the participa­
tion of people from the .,ituatinn is mi1ially limited, but tends to incrca\c in 
scope w1d dcplh as 1hc p1<KTS> nmvL'-'> on. They may nol he ,o involved in 
method~ of <lata co!le!;tion an<l analy,is as they may be in the planning anti 
taking action stage. 

► We come now lo lhe i,,ue of conlrnl 111 parlicip,lloiy re,eard1. The people of 
the ~iluation mU\l have cqntrol over the proce~~ uf knowing and acting. It is 
easier to obtain control when initiative !;Omcs from the people themselves. In 
case of e:-.ternal initiative, it i-'> a \low process by which people of an<l in the 
si1Uation hcgin lo nmlml lhc PR. The external parly 111.iy not ic/inqui-'>h CDnlrul 
so easily. Thi, gct, l"m1hcr crnnplic.itn! if thb exlern;il party i, an ex-pert. 
Experts have a tendency to control other\; ordinary people teml to voluntarily 
submit to an cxpcn·, con1rol. In either event, it i, imperative that the proce,\es 
of PR shift'comrol over 1hc prtKe,, ol knowing and knowledge to the people in 
that ~ituation. 

► The methodology of PR auempl, lo redu(e or climrnate the limitation~ of 
classical research. It employ-'> mclhoJ, ot data collection which are prevalent in 
classical research. However, ii aho cmpha,i1es qualitative anti phcnomonological 
methods which are generally considered 'un~cientifi(;• in the classical model. 
The methodology of PR, however. ,tres,cs mtcr-pcr,onal communication among 
diffc1cnl p;1rties and dcnwnd, daril ication of the nm1i ves of lhc ex1crnal party. 
if any. 

► An important characteristic of PR is it, collective nature. As evolved over 
the year,, the process of PR require, grnnps of people to engage together. The 
most imponant ~lep in thi-'> conlcxt is collective mialy,b of a given -'>iluation. It 
is thiS significam distinction from the cl;i~~ical paradigm that makes research 
an individual effon. Participatory rc,carch is a co!leciive enterpri-'>e and this is 
reflected in it\ different step,. 

An outcome of this ch,ir,K'!eristic of PR ha~ bee11 the crcaliun of urganita­
tion~ among the have-not,. As de.,cribcd earlier, n1any of the have-nots, in the 
Asian context. are unorgamzcd and isolated. The pmce\'i of PR brmgs wch 
persons together; collective ,!wring, analysis anJ action generate strong con­
nections between 1hcm. Over a period of lime. thc,c connections grow into 
organizations of the have-not,. Thi, ha, been demon~lrated many time, in the 
rural Asian context. 

► Finall). the process of PR is an l'duc11ivc experience fortho,c engaged in it. 
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The people in the situation become aware and more knowledgeable through 
their engagement. They hccrnnc more knowledgeable about methods of knowing 
;md ;111aly,i~: lhcy hcn>111<· aY..:nc nf llll·u ~i11m1iu11 and IM"~ihlc way to drnngc 
thul ,ituatiun. 11 is thi, nunpu11cnl or lcarning-lor-all that makes l'R a distinct 
approach. 

ExamincJ in the li!,'.hl of the above d1an1ctcriMics, PR ha, made valuable 
contributions in Asia and throughout the work!. It has been used to bring about 
improvemenh in villages, urban slums, tribal habitats, etc. It has been effectively 
engaged in adult literacy, primary health care, agricultural practice, economic 
enterprise. 11 has been brought rn from outside as a tool for Ju,.:al confrontation. 
It has contributed to people's organization, conscientization and liberation. It 
has highlighted possible approaches to development. 

In a!I the,c effons, panicularly in Asia, participatory research has confined 
ihclf to micro situations (a hamlet, a ,lum, a colony) and concerned itself with 
the have-not, (landless labourer. migrnnt worker, tribal people, women). It is 
now time for PR lo aJdre,s itself to the other side as well. 

FUTURE DIREL'TIONS FtlR l'ARTICIPATORY RESEARCII 

As aigucd <:..trlkr. mu,t experience, in PR, particularly in Asia, have focused 
upon mk10 ,cltinb'· Umlm1htcdly, thc,c have helped in coun1cring the direct 
mechanism ol exploilatio11. I luwever, there is un increasing impact or the 
indirect rnechuni~m;, on the lives of ordinary people. Moreover, this indirect 
mechanism operates through the processes of modernization and use 'expert' 
knowleJge as the basi, for making its ca,e. To counter thi, mechanism, 
·cxpcrl' knowledge from lhc viewpoin1 of ordinary people is to be generated 
and di,,eminated. It 1, in this process that I sec an important future role of 
participatory research: giving the have-nots the power of knowledge. A future 
rule of this kind may have nwny important elements. 

0 Firstly, the ·expert' l,.nowleJge being u,ed by the planner, and decision­
makers need, lo be thoroughly exposeJ and challenged. This expose can 
demonstrate both the incornple1enes~ of as~umptions on whkh this knowledge 
is po,ileJ and 1hc madcquacy of the ~nowlcdge i1,elf. However, for planners 
and decision-makers to take note of thi, t!Xpose, it has tu be fashioned, at least 
in form and knowledge, exactly after the way of that 'expert' knowledge. This 
implies lhal profc~sional re,carcher~ can bring their professional ,kills to bear 
on the cxp,v,C. To that cx1cn1, lhe role of profc,sionally trained researchers 
becomes crucial. 

□ However, it is important lo under~core the alliance of the professional 
resc,irchcr with ,ome poups of have-no!,. The expo.,C i, not merely an 
academic exerci,e but h intended to contribute towards the empowerment of 
the havc-nols. The alliance ha~ to be more than mere emotional sympathy. 
Ma11y professional resedl'cher, arc engaged al present in expof.es of multinational 
co1pnration,, 1·oreign !lade and government policic,. Yel, these urc imlividual 
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orts inspired by personal motivation,. While all such efforts are valuable 
tributions to the cause of the have-nots, they would not classify as participatory 

search. F,,r Pit. ;111 cli,·i1 alli:111n· is , .. ,,c11!iaol with a gr,,up ,,r h;,vc-11,,1, s,, 1h;it 
sc people can participate in chb CJ\I'"'-_; i114uiry. 

It may be somewhat unrea!htic to expect nascent groups of have-nots to 
ntribute towards this sophisticated CJ\pnW inquiry. Yet, their involvement is 
ntral in participacury rc,can:h. Wlwl is cc11uinly po,siblc is 10 initimc a 

'iiprocess of continuous _dialogue between the_ pru_fcssion_al r~searche_r and the 
group of have-nots during the course of the 111qu1ry. This will certainly make 
itiem better infor111cd about <mt.I more ,iwarc of 1hc lunc1ioning of the indirect 
111echanism or cxploitalion. ln any C\'L'III, a lranslation of the cxposC inlu the 
laJlguagc of ordinary people is the minimum that muse be• achieved to link the 
expose to their lives. 

O It is conceivable !hat the knowledge of crnmnon people - popular knowl­
olge - m.iy form an impo11mH ba,i, fu1 c~po,C und alternative 'expcrti,c'_ It 
baS been shown repeatedly that ordinary people have a way of knowing and a 
store of knowledge that has escaped the attention of planneVi and decbion­
maker,. One ta.sh or a prnfc"ional rc.,,·an:her in l'R may be to tr,im.late lhi\ 
store of knowledge in the dominant lonn -- a limn that plunncn, and dcei,ion­
makcrs under~tand and accept - ,o lhat their knowledge couhJ influence the 
•expert' know!Cdge. h i, clear that the popular knowletlge, unless translated 
in!O the dominant form and langu.,ge, canmll provide a ba,i, for con\ideration 
by planners and Uct·i~imHnohcrs. 

O An important theme requiring further clarity is the linkage between macro 
and micro research. It appears that if participatory rc,carch is to play an 
empowering role it has to focus on both micro and macro issues. Given this 
perspective, it is crucial to develop moi..lc, anU models for this macro and micro 
focus: simultaneous, sequential or both, or .? Similarly, the new direction 
of participatory research SU).!)'.e,ts an import.mt role for pmfes~ional rcscarchcn. 
This opens up the thorny 411cstions of 1ntcraction a11d influence between the 
researcher and the ordinary people. 

□ The aspect, I have menthmcd provide (>nly a partial outhnc for this future 
role of participatory re.,carch. Much rrn11c' need, 10 be consideretl, praclised 
and conceptualized. There arc several 1"ucs that require further clarity even 
within this outline. M} aim is to ,hare Ill) own praxis of reflection and action 
and tu continue the dialogue on new dii-'L·tion~ of participatory re\carch. 
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La Rechen:he Participante: un moyen d' Accroitre le Pouvoir du Peuple 

Le coordona!eur du projc1 de recherche pamcipante asiatique, Rajesh Tandon, rappelle le 
dCvdnp1>c111cnt du c·onccpl a partir de ses origin., jusqu'~ l'C,mcrgcncc <le ses preoccupation! 
prcmiCrcs ainsi <!UC scs futures 1en<lances 

Deux forces motrices CICmcnlain:s nnl donI>e le ton ii la maturation de la recherche panicipante. 
La premihe s'in1Cresse aux incommoditlls causees par la nature deficiente et oppressive de la 
red,crche classiquP. en poimant du doigt le fail que les chercheurs. n'ayant aucun sens des 
valcun<, cuntrl1lc11l unila16rnlcmcnt le dfaoulcmcnl <le la recherche el traitcnt Jes gens commc des 
objels de rechcrchc. La deu~iCn,c Cmane du fait que Jes pems groupcs les mieux nantis exploitent 
de plus en plu, les groupes Jes plus defavorisl!s de mOme qu'ils eontrOlent la production et la 
diffusion des connais,ances. 

' ' 

Les conna,ssanccs, en lanl que base de pouvoir et du contTOle se veulent le sujet central de la 
rcd,erche pamc,palc>ire. A lravcr., unc democralisation de la crfation cl Ju contrcile du savoir, la • 
rcchcrche participa1oire se donne pour ob jet de nCCr un savoir populaire afm de mieux munir le, f 
groupes opprimts par la soci01e. L' auteur pre.seme sept carac10ristique.s de la recherche participante: · 

' • c'esl une opfaation visam a Climiner la dichotomie savoir/agir; 

• cette operation dCcuule <les probl/,mes reels et concrets auxquels les gens son1 confrontes; 

• J'etendue et la nature de la participation <les gens au niveau des operations de la recherche 
varie de la collccte el de !"analyse des donnfrs ii la planification et la prise d"action; 

• les gens conlri,lent eux-mCmcs l"opiralion de la recherche; 

• la mC!ho<lologie rcgruupc la communication imerpersonncllc cl la discussion dans un meme 
cadre dom l"approchc sc veut qualitative; 

• c • cst unc aciivil<i collective qui pourrait Cventuellemcnt mencr a la formation de mouvemenls 
cl de grnupcs snciau,: 

• ropcratirn, csl unc cxpCri,·ncc educ~tive pour tous ccux qui y son[ impliques. 

En A,ie, la recherche participante en tanl qu "approche <le <liveloppemem s 'est impliquee avec 
suc·ces dan, Jes domaines de l"alphabe1isa1ion des adultes, de !a distribution des premiers soins, 
de la prntique de l'agriculiure ainsi que de; enlrepri,es economiques. Toutefois, la recherche 
participame, <lans tou.s scs dCplo1e111cnls, s·e,t confinCe, comme le soulignc l'auleur au domaine 
des pmblC11,c·, de moindrc cnvcrgure <le mCmc 'lu"au, plu, dimunis. 

En consCquencc, !"auteur prCconise en prl!visir,n du futur, un be,oin de comrc-carrer Jes 
mfranismcs, indirects mai, puissams, d'exploi1a11on ct d"oppression des gens du peuple exerces 
au nom du moJcrnisme. En vue d'une tellc 13.chc. ii scrail nicessaire d'explorer et de defier !es 
hypntllCses Cl le, ,;arcn<T' <le la soi-di,an1 connai.ssancc ·cxr,ertc" Joni se servent ceux qui 
planifient et prcnncnl des dCci,ion,. En emreprenant des recherches sur les corporations 
muhinationale.s, !'aide C!rangCre el les politiques gouvemementales, ii est essentiel pour le, 
chercheurs de s"allicr un groupe de demuni.s, car la pan1cipa1ion des m"ins b1en nantis dans ce 
genre de rcchcrche peut ou bien contribuer i, ladite recherche nu bien en beneflcier et mi,me 
parfoi, le, <leux. 

• • • 
lnvestigaci,in Pitrticipativ:i )' la Base Popular 

RaJc.,li Tandon. Coor<lina<l,,r A ,/a11u, dcl Proyccto Jc lnves1igaci,in Par1icipa1i va. lraza las 1/neas 
gcncralcs <lei <lc,arrollo <lei n>nccpto, clasificando sus antcc·c<lcnle, <lcsde sus or/genes hasla la 
esencia de los hechos y las <lirecciones futura.s. 

Dos razone; b.i,ica, e imerrelacionadas han dado fonna al crecimiento de la investigacirin 
parucipativa. La primera preocupaci<in en s/ misma. cs cl malestar asociado con la insuficiencia 
y oprc.si,in na1ural <le la invesligaci<in cl.isica. parad,gma en tt'rmino, de su enfa.sis en valores 
neutrales de los invc;tigadores, objetividad }' control, unilateral por Ins investigadores y el 
tratamiemo de la genie como ~,1 objeto de investigacirin El segundo motivo ha emanado de la 
continua y siemprc en anmento explo!aci<in y oppresi<in de las masa.1 desposefdas por grupos 
pc,1ncrin, ,k scctores pud,cntcs. 4uicnc, larnhifo comrolan la proiJuc·c·iOn y diseminacirin de] 
COIHlCltlllCllhl. 

' . 
' 

I 
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conocimiento es la esencia como Unica y md, import,uue base de podcr y control en la 
tigad6n participaliva. A traves de la dcmocratizaci6n del conocimiento, creaci6n y control, 

il'lvt:Sligacilln participativa est.a preocupada en la creac,On de un conocimiento popular cl cual 
a servir como un medio de habili1aci,in a Jo, grupo, oprimido, en la sodedad. 

En esle artfculo cstain bosqucjw.la, sietc cara,·lcrlslicas de In lnvcstigacilin Panicipa1iva: 

Es un proceso en cual trata de eliminar la dicolom(a cslablecida entre conocirnienlo y acci6n. 
L,o.S procesos se originan de una rcalidad concrcia del problerna enfrentado por !a genie 

La euenci6n y naturalcza de participacilin de la ieente en el pn>1:eso de investigacilin varfa 
:, considerablemente de.sdc la recolcccilln de an1cccdente.s. amilisis de datos a la planificaci6n y 
t 1oma de acci6n. 

• La gente tienc control sombre el proceso de invc.,tigac,lin. 

• La metodologfa hacc hincaplc en la comun,caci,in intcrper.sonal y la discusi,in en un marco de 
trabajo de un enfoque cualitativo. 

• Es una actividad colectiva la cual puedc eventualrnentc conducir a la formacilln de movimiento, 
soc-iales y otros grupos. 

• El proceso es una e~periencia c>Jucativa para todos los que est,in comprome!idos en CL 

En Asia. la lnvestigaciUn P-mic,pali•a oomo una propucsta de desarrollo, ha estado efectivamcnle 
c,;,lilprOlllClida en alfabelizaci6n de adultos, cuidados primarios de salud. prlicticas agricola, y 
11111presas econllmicas. Aunquc el autor sos!iene, quc en lodos cslos esfucrzos la lnvcstigaciOn 
,w,.icipativa se ha confinado a situacioncs micro y de desposcfdos. 

Consecucnternenlc. hac,cndo planes C!l direcc·irnw, futuras. cl aulor sos1icnc la nc,·c,idad de 
c,:,otrarcstar indirectamcnte podcrm,m mc,·ani,nm, Jc c,plotaciOn y opre.si6n de la genie, que cs 
1eVado a cabo, en nombre de la moderniuocion En csta tare a, e,i,te la necesidad de e,plorar a 
i:,ndo y desafiar la apropiaciOn de los llamado.s 'c,penos· en conoc,miento que est,i sicndo 
isa,do por lo, plamficadorcs. lo, quc loman In, desicioncs. En tarcas de mvcstigaci()n y 
op!icaciones de corporacionc.1 multinacionales. la ayuda for,inea l-' otras poHticas de i;obicmo, 
Pl esenciale, para un invcsligador ·solo con un grupo de desposcfdos. La pamc,paciOn (le la 
dcsposefdo, en csla clase de invc.sHgaciOn pucdc por un lado contribuir a la inoesligaciOn o 
lleneficiarsc de ella. o amba.s. 
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