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PARTICIPATORY COMMUNI

participatory communication is-

an approach capable of facilitating,
people's involvement in decision-
making about issues impacting
their lives - a process capable of ,
addressing specific needs and
priorities relevant to people and at
the same time assisting in their
empowerment
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Participatory Development

communication
Participatory communication has been defined
as “a dynamic, interactional, and transformative

process of dialogue between people, groups,
and institutions that enables people, both
individually and collectively, to realize their full

potential and be engaged in their own
welfare. ”
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Participatory design of
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themes
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four different ways of participation can be
observed in most pment projects
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Participation in decision-
making: —

SS, conc
activ doasac unity. S
may be relate ore com avelopment areas
such as buildi ools e

(Mos | gre at participatio iSion-making IS

the most i tant form to promote.) '

.

“ Some dev ent initiative ovide peopl
0 all these four ways of partici
and restrict participation to on



Action

I-Participatory communication in




Begpides helping the
communities reflec
- o serve d

It became clear tl
not always c
with each ot
comfortable e

hile people .
le discussing issu
to-face, they were

ng their views on filz %




Photo novella

are equally effective. People

cam hey are
free thing
they

“pictorial n
themselves.
shot are displaye
arranged into a
through the colla
efforts of members of the
co

,
L3
[

help in reflection,
unication with

ars, and measuring
of cooperative



Form/approach

Participatory drama, including
interactive and “forum” theater
approaches

Folk and traditional
performance forms, such as

song, dance, puppetry, poatry,
and storytellimng

Participatory media,
including community radio and
participatory Or Cormmunity-
based video

Participatory photography,
including photo-essays and
social or personal documentary
wrork

Participatory interpersonal
communication, including
participatory learmning and action
(PLA) methods, interactive

peer education and training
technigues, and various forms of
community dialogue

Examples

DramAidE and Mothertongue
(South Africa); Wan Smolbag
(South Pacific region); Sistren
Theatre (Jamaica); Tuelimishans
(Tanzania)

FPhare Ponlue Selpak (Cambodia);
Proyecto Payaso (Guatemala);
Bibi Bulak (Timor Leste)

™V Maxabomba (Brazil);
CALAMDRLA (Peru); Insight
(multi-region); Video Volunteers
and Radio Ujjas/Drishti Media
(India); NMutzij (Guatemala);
Maneno Mengi {Tanzania);
Telemanita (Mexico); Through
COur Eyes (multi-region)

Shooting Back (multi-region);
FPhotoVoice (multi-region);
Kids With Cameras (India); Binti
Pamoja (Kenya)

Stepping Stones (mMulti-region);
Tostan (West Africa); Community
Conwversations (Ethiopia)



In the Philippines...
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on scientific research which many people
had first thought alien and not useful to
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After members of the community
have understood the findings of
the research, they move on to
prioritize problems and plan action
to address these problems. The
action is usually written-up in the
form of a proposal to a local
government agency.




Limits

—

Participatory communication processes
are not a remedy for development all
the time. Such processes are not
suitable for solving all problems in all

contexts or time frames.
A TN |
The apparently opposing concepts of

"participation”" and "manipulation”

. . N
The price people have to pay for taking part in participatory
| processes is often overlooked. It is often assumed that the
| villager has nothing better to do with his or her time.




Rx for participatory communication

The following gquestions can help program staff
assess the potential of participatory communicatiorn
approaches in their social development vwork:

Is thhere a general lack of language-appropriate,
culturally-specific materials for local audiences on
critical issues?

Is thhere a gap in reaching certain groups with
important information due to low literacy levels
and/or the inaccessibility of available print
materials?

Hawve current outreach activities (for example, mass
sensitizations, health education talks) becomma
repetitive or dull for participants?

Are certain issues not being adequately addressed
through existing activities and forums for
discussion?

Are community members in general not highly
invested or engaged in program goals and
activities?

Are current activities maintaining their effect at
the lewvel of avwareness-raising, without noticeable
progress toward changes in local practice and
behawvior?




If the response to any of these
questions is “yes,”

then it is very likely that participatory
communication approaches can help
revitalize community engagement
and advance program goals.



Chande Wil 1ot Come if
WE Waif 10r SOmE OThr
PErSon or Some oTher TNt

I art ThE OIICS Wt \C
bCCN Waifing for

0 G
e

F’*al Cﬂan \‘wj




Sources:

o i

unity

YA CITLY

(http://idlbnc.idrc nace/bi 0625/31476/33/
9952.pdf)

| D

H, c http:/, SCEENBOUNd.com. Mlnicationglearcom.htm

i .
m Partic&to velopment unicatio
African Ac Editors: G ssette and
jasu '

- “k- &
i i ;
- ' j
(l
- ! .
. - \
Al i e e


http://www.southbound.com.my/communication/parcom.htm

