
LO POPULAR COMO SUJETO DE ESTUDIO
UN REPASO DE TRADICIONES DE INVESTIGACION

EN AMERICA LATINA y AMERICA DEL NORTE(I)

La investigación sobre comunicación en América Latina y América del
Norte parece tener poco en común en cuanto se refiere a los estud ios sobre
cultura popular y cultura masiva. La explicación para esas perspectivas
contrastantes se encuentra en las diferentes percepciones en cada región
sobre el papel de la comunicación en la sociedad, en la manera como la
tradición de investigación se ha apropiado de ellas y en como se representa
el concepto de lo popular, así como las maneras en que se ha visto en ellas
la relación entre teoría y práct ica.

Adicionalmente, las condiciones históricas, sociales y económicas que
conforman las industrias culturales en cada región han afectado la
inves tigación y el interés a nivel regional, y también sus acercamientos a los
problemas de cultura masiva y cultura popular.

El artículo de Riaño examina la evolución de la invest igación sobre
comunicaciónen América Latinay América delNorte.Discute los paradigmas
más influyentes enla investigación en cada región. Una supos ición central
que guía su anál isis es el papel primordial que juegan los programas de
investigación en la legitimación de programas politicos vigentes. Al repaso
de los paradigmas sigue una evaluación crít ica de las suposiciones
subyacentes en la investigación. Luego la autora presenta un análisis de la
metodología empleada en cada región.

l . Abstraetdel articulo The Popularasa SubjectafStudy:A Review o(LatinAmericanand North
American ResearchTraditions de PilarBiaño. ElAbstractfue elaboradoy traducidopor Katlheen
Gladden PhD, profesora visitante de la Universidad de Pitnsburgh en el Departamento de
Antropologla de laUniversidad Nacional de Colombia.
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En la segunda sección del artículo, Riaño presenta el marcopara anal izar
la identidad cultural de los jóvenes como un elemento importante en el
estudio de culturas populares. En este contexto se presta especial atenc ión
a la manera como los acercamientos a la cultura popu lar han afectado la
programación y los métodos de investigación en la comunicación .

La mayoría de los análisis comparativos reseñados en el articulo evalúan
la evolución del foco de la investigación en comunicación y medios masivos.
Se comparan tanto las investigaciones en los Estados Unidos e Inglaterra
como los acercamientos en América y Europa de los medios masivos y la
investigación a la comunicación crítica . Sinembargo, comparaciones
comprehensivasde las tradiciones entre América Latina y América del Norte
sólo aparecen hacia la mitad de la década de los ochenta.

Aunque el análisis de Riaño trata de las tradiciones de investigación en
el estudio de cultura popular, se refiere en gran parte , a los aná lisis de
medios masivos y comunicación crítica que incluyen la cultura popular como
área de interés. Si bien el estudio de cultura popular integra diferentes
disciplinas, en el articulo de Riaño el análisis se concen tra en estudios
dentro del campo de comunicaciones que han influido o impactadoel estudio
de cultura popular.

158



MAGUARE

TIIE POPULAR AS SUBJECT OF STUDY:
A Revlew 01 Lalln American and North American

Research Tradlllons.

Por: Pilar Rlaño

Antropóloga

Latin American and North American research in comm unication seems
to have lew commonalties inapproaching issues ol mass culture and popu lar
culture.!'' Explanations lor such contrasting views are lounded in regional
perceptions 01 the role 01 communication in a mass society, in the ways each
resea rch tradition has appropriated and represented the concept 01 "lh e
popular", and in the ways they have seen the relationship between theory
and practice. Additionally, the nistorical, social and economic conditions
shaping cultural industries in each region have effected regiona l research
interests and their approaches to the problems 01 mass cuiture and popular
culture. These conditions might explain the more narrow scope and
lunctionalist understanding 01 popular culture in Norlh America versus a
rather holistic and historical understanding 01 "cultura popular" in Latin
America.

This chapte r examines the evolution 01 communication research in Latin
America and North America, and discusses the most Inl luential research

l . Oitferences 01 approaches beteen the regions are currenUy recognized . However, this
acknowledgment has Iargely sean studies on Popular culture in eacn regioos as two separate
fields 01study. Th is is the view, lo r example . containad in the Editorial letter to contributors 01 the
Journal Studies on Latin American Popular culture. JI states: -By Popular Culture, we general ly
do no! mean "cultura popular" or folk culture. By popular culture we do mena -and this is onty the
most tentat iva 01definitions- sorne aspects o, culture which are accepted by or consumad by
significant numbers of peopte" (University ot Arizona) . lt is my view thal without attempting to
analyze Ihe orig ins and influences in shaping such divergent approaches in each region, a
comparative framework Ihat allows regional exchange and cnncat anaysis seems imposible.

2. The usage of the nolion of "paradigmW in this thesis is basad on Marcus and Fischer (1986)
definition: "an established set of questcns mat are to be answered by a research program- see
Marcus and Fischer 1986:179.
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paradigms in each region.'~ A central assumption guiding this review
stresses the role played by research agendas in the legitimation 01 prevailing
political agendas. The review 01research paradigms is lollowed by a critical
evaluation 01 underlying assumptions and methods in the two regions. The
second section 01 the chapter posits the Iramework lor an analysis 01youth
cultural identily as an issue in the study 01 popular cultures. In this context,
specia l attention is given to the ways popular culture approaches have
effected the agenda and methods 01 commun ication research.

Most 01 the comparative reviews asses the evolution 01 communication
research locus on mass media. These reviews have compared U.S. and
Britdish Studies, as well as American and European approaches to mass
media reseach'" and to critical communication research.w However
comprehensive comparisons 01research traditions between Latin America
and North America have only appeared in the middle 01 the 1980's.'"
Although this review deals with research traditions in the study 01popular
culture, it relers largely to reviews on mass media and critical communication
that have included popular culture as an issue 01 interes!. Although the study
01 popular culture or rcuítura popular" has involved very different disciplines,
lor the purpose 01 the present study, this review concentrates on studies
within the l ield 01 communications that have influenced or have had an
impact on the study 01 popular culture .

1.1. NORTH·AMERICAN APPROACHES 16)

The purpose 01 this section is to discuss the various research paradigms
that have emerged in North America by reviewing !heir main conceptual

3_Sea Carey 1979; Hardt 1989. 8ennet 1982; currant el al, 1982: Hall 1982.

• Sea Carey 1983; Jornal 01 CornmunicationSummer: 1983; white 1983; Hardt 1989.

s The Joumaf 01 PopularCulture has published two reviews on tne researcb trenos in Latín
American PopularCulture. The revtews looked al "all aspects of popular culture" which lncluded:
pulppress, cinema.TV. sports, popular artandmusic. The ameles. bowever. lacko,thecreñcat
depthandsubstanee.80th reviewsr8markhow little attention Lati"AmericanPopu larCulture has
receive in North Americas studíes on Popular Culture. (Sea Geist 1980; Hinds 1980). A ñrst
rigorous attempt lo address the ignorance in North Amanea of Latin Amanea research on
communicationarefound inR. AtwoodandE.McAliany(Eds.) (1986).Thisbookpointsoutbiases
effeeting researchon Latín America (carried outbyNorth Americans). E. McAnany (1986, 1989)
offers the rrost comprehensive anempt to establish and contrast differences between North
American and latin American Communication Research. Articles by Swhartz and Jaramillo
(1986) and bySimpson (1986) take a comparativemelhodtocharaeterize latinAmerican cntcet
and ettemative research . R.- Beltrán (1976) and M. Barbero (1988) analyze the undertying
assumptions and methods01US communication researchand theirinfluence in Latin American.
E. Fox (1988) has edited an evaluative col1ectionof articles on mass media in LatinAmerican .

• AIthough researd1 inGanadaand UnitedStatespresentscontrastingdifferences,thepredominant
research studies have been exposed to similar influences. I nave triad to avoid simplistic
generalizations forthewhole region,usingtheteon 'North American Approaches' torecallthe mam
research paradigms and inlluences. Inothercases, I will referspecifically to either United States
or Canadian studies.
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Irameworks. The review locuses on communicalive research trad il ions and
lheir views on mass soc iety and popular cultures. It is argued here that
lunctiona lism has been lhe paradigm dominating most 01 lhe research on
mass culture and popu lar culture in North America . l~ Functionalism has
become in almosl all lields 01 Social Sciences a way 01lh inking mat reduces
complex social and cultural questions to problems 01 behavioural change .

1.1.1 PragmatismolO)

American Social Scienl isl in lhe early 1900s questioned predomina nt
theories 01 individualism and soc ialism . A tradilion 01 cr ttical lh inking
originaled in the sociology 01 the times, with lhe wril ings 01 John Dewey, and
in the pioneerwork 0\ lhe Chicago School, part icularly Albion Small, Edward
Ross and Robert Park.l91 These scholars enhanced lhe coll eclivisl spirit
experienced in American thought belare Wo rld War 1, arguing lo r a more
cu ltural oriented analysis 01 social phenomena and a piuralisl ic view 01
society (Hardt 1989).

Pragmal ic theories cril icized dominanl "biologisl" views 0\ society,
introducing a human isl ic ana lysis concerned with problemas 01inlegralion
and adaptation. Focusing on an analysis 01 the lndustriallzatton and
urbanizalion processes,they poinled out lhevolalility, inslability and alienation
experienced by members 01soc iety at this lime (Hardt 1989). Society within
th is view was seen as a plura listic entity and the ideas 01 gradual change,
adjuslment and conlinuity were conceived as intrinsic elemenls 01 its
dynam ics. Social scíentists identilied with the beliel 01 the cenl rality 01 lhe
community in lhe building 01 a democracy, and lhe role that communication

1. The distinction between twoparadigms.dominantandcritica!hasraised contusions andal times
terse associations sucn as the equaling 01 "empiricism" with "administrativa reseerch" cr
"positivtsm." In Latín Am érica . the most common termsusedlo reter to dominan! paradigms are
'funcnonalism".denoting oosuwtst inquiries.and"structuraüsm" lo reter locntíca torientations.For
me discussion in this secton. I wül use the term "functionalism"lo recañ the domma nt paradigm
in North Amerca. The Latín American definitions 01 "tunctionalism" is summarized by Atwood
(1966: 17) as. "a way 01 studying how the media serve and sustain scciery. particularty the
members 01theirauderce. and is charged with beingredecnomst. positivist. and funeamentaüy
supportive 01 tne status quo."

a J. Dewey (1952) delines Pragmatism as "an extension 01historica! empiricism but wilh this
fundamental diHerence, thal it does not lnsist upon antecedent phenomena but ccnsequent
phencmena: not upon the precedents but upon the possibilities01action." (Oewev. in HardI1 989).

9 See J. Dewey "Netcre. Communicationand Meaning~ (Experience and Nature, Chicago:Open
Court. 1925: 138-170) and "The Development 01 American Praqmattsm" (Phifosophy and
Civilization, New York: Minlon. Balch, 1931: 13-35). Some publicationthatoevelop Ihis problem
bytheChicagoschoolscholarsare:E. Ross."SocialDecadence" (AmericanJournal01Sociology,
23(5). 1918:620-632); R Park. Race and Culture. (Glencoe 111: Free Press) and R. Pa rk; E.
Burguess and R McKenzie. The City (University 01 Chicago Press 1967).
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plays as a cond ition tor the working 01a democracy. Communication was
seen as the loundation ot society and the base lor the lormation 01 culture.
Media were seen as agents 01 persuasion, highly intluential and powerlul in
the shap ing 01 alti tudes and ideas (Curran , Gurevilh et al. , 1982).

The pragmatic view 01 cooperation and socialization as prerequisites tor
a successlul democracy demonstrates the social sensit ivity 01 this approach.
However,pragmatism tended toview communication and cultural processes
in an isolated manner, ignoring economic and cultural differences
characterizing the processes. In particular issues such as ownership and
ideological control 01 messages were absent in their analysis. Their critique
ot society and their ideas 01 the social role 01 commun ication remained at an
abstract level. Hardt (1989) expresses this as,

"Such an idea 01 communicationdescribe a process that differentiated
between those incontrol 01 the technology (the operators 01the press)
and those receiving the messages (the public), but failed to recognize
the ettects 01cultural or economic differences 01 the communication
process in the working 01society. (10)"

While the scientil ic pract ice 01 these scholars was sens itive to ideas of
democracy and the primacy 01community, their analysis was affected by an
extreme optimism as to the succes 01American democracy and by a view
that, in understanding communication solely as a powerlul and inlluential
too l, den ied the implications 01 econom ic and social differences . The result
was a retormist discourse that saw cultural and social differences as
problems 01 mallunctioning or lack 01 adaptation to society. Carey (1983) has
noted the lailure 01pragmatic research to pay altention lo power relat ions
(dominance, subo rdination) and the pervasive intluence thal their 'cheery
optimism' has had on American research throughout the years.

1.1.2 The consolidalion 01 a Funclionali sl Parad igm

TheChicago Schoolsocio-culturalapproachlo the study 01 communication
declined in the 19405; years in which a "scientistic" approach concerned with
order and systemal ization in the study 01communication emerged. Social
scientist rediscovered nature and promoted an approach that explained
soc iety in terms 01 a set 01 structures obeying palterns and dynam ics 01
persuasion (Mathews, 1977; Hall, 1982; Hardt1989).

Malhew (1977) and Hardt (1989)explainthis shitl in locus asaconsequence
oflhe inlluence that emerging European socioiogical theories (Parsons) had
at the time in North America. Views on the role that socioloqists must piay

10 H. Hardt. 1989. 567.
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in the society under study changed to a non-hurnanistic view that promoted
social detachment as a condition for objectivity in resea rch. Other inf/uential
tactors in the shift 01analysis were related to the economic depression 01the
1950 's, the increasing importance 01 the med ia and the rise 01lascism and
communism in Europe.''' 'The instability expe rienced in North America in the
economic and political sphe res effected the sociological realm in a reverse
sense. Social scientists viewed society as a product 01 stable structures wi th
lunctioning social, political and commercial systems. Mass media were the
technology that art iculated society.

The 1940s and 1950s consol idated a behaviorist view in Social Sciences
in the U.S. A period 01 an obsession with developing rigid models began.
Communicationandmasscommunication weredefined according toscientific
and empirical models based on psychological and learning theo ries that
encouraged an understanding 01 comrnunicat ion processes as a linearcycle
01 messages active ly sen t and passively received. The power 01
communication processes reliedonthepersuasiva nature ofcommunication
practicas and on the effects they intended to prod uce . A "transportatíon
view" dorninated the concept 01 communication as a mere process 01
transmission 01 messages with pre-determined intentions (Ca rey 1979).
Problems 01communication became question about persuasion, attitude
changa, behavior modification, conditioning or influence.

In the 1960s, the work 01 l.azarsteldconsolidated lunctionalist tendencies
in communications research, as it injected an administrative orlentatíon to
research. Lazarsleld's emphasis on the marketing potent ial 01 communication
research constituted in these years the guiding approach lor most American
scholars. As Atwood (1986) states, the tradition created was "instrumental"
because the boundaries 01 the lield were set in response to the needs 01
government and industry and to the need 01 the scientilic community to
maintain research lunding. Hardt (1989) has summarized the conservative
approach 01 this dominant parad igm: a model 01mass media effects based
on the isolation 01 independent variables, concerned with the stabi lty 01
individual values,obessed with efficiency and the identilicat ion 01 instrumental
values with moral va lues.

11 Hall (1980. 1982). Bennen (1982) and Barbero (1988) argue tnattte concem 01 American
schotars witha benavorat eñect was influenced by an empiricar European íraditon 01lhoughl.
Among many predominaledIhe politicallheories01 Tocquevñle.StuartMill.LeBonendmecultural
theones01 OrtegayGasset.Amold, Etliot, ano Nietzsche who ñrst discusseeand conceptualized
the emergence 01 the "Mass Society". Tbeonsts 01 Mass Sociely assessed tne decline 01organic
communily because 01me nse ot mass society and mass culture. Mass media represented the
Iimits 01 socery'sdegradation.American scholarswereinfluencedbytnese Europeanoeveiopments
but the oplimism lhal surrounded American sociery al tM limes and the pragmaticonentanon 01
their researcn. produced a very diHerent conceptuauzatco 01me media and mass society .
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A lunctional view 01 media responded to the pluralistic optimism 01
American Social Sciences . Media were the reflection 01 grassroots cultural
Iraditions and an open lo rum tor diverse societal groups (Guretvitch et al,
1982). Indeed, media were identil ied with "the popular", the 'unsung heroes
01 liberal pluralism' and their role was that 01' Iourth state". In Bennett (1982)
words,

"The clash and diversity 01 the viewpoints contained within them
contributed lo Ihe free and open circulation of ideas thereby enabling
them lo play the roleot a ' tourth state' through whích governing elites
could be pressurized and reminded 01 their dependency ot majority
opinion. Further, in a decisiva rejection 01 the mass culture critique. the
media's role asthe purveyors 01 culture was defended as it was pointed
out that. in addition to an adminedly slushy pulp culture. they were also
responsible formakingtheestablishedclass ics 01highculture available
to a wider audience whose cultural standars had been liftad with rising
educational standards .t?"

The idenlil ication 01 "the popular through íts relationship with techno logy
cha racterizes the North American paradigm in these years. The Ideologlcal
operations carried out by Ihis view deprived "lhe popular" 01 the subject it
dep icts: the people. "The popular" was equaied lo mass consumption, as its
exprssions were del ined through masscutturalproducts. As a consequence,
histor ial and grassroots charactenstics ot popular cultures had been ignored.
This narrow underslanding 01the ' popular' and its lack 01social emphasis
continues lo permeate American social sciences to date." 3I

Bennett (1982) argues that this reductionist view 01 the popular was a
consequence 01the orientation taken by the debate on mass communication
during these years. The author points out that in Nort America the debate
over mass society was conducted by sociologists, while in Europe the
debatewas more interdisciplinaryand conducted by Cultural theor ists.North
American debate was guided by a concern with hypothesis test ing and
quantitative l indings, and wilh a social approach that was only interestd in
lunct ional questions lo social organization. The discussion about mass
society remained at this empirical level and was not associeted with
questions about the cultural direction 01 mass society . As a consequence,
social,cultural and politicalaspects01mediawereabsent in these approaches
(Carey 1979; Hall 1982; Corcoran 1989; Hardt 1989).

12 bennet el al., 1982. 40.

u Martín Barbero has snown ( 1987. 1989), lhal tne process o, redacten o, Ihe 'popular' was
jrutiated inme XIXcenlurywhena newcooceplion01Ihe roleo, tne mumtuoes insociety developed.
I am relerring inmis pomtspecificatly lo tne iniliation011M tast and prevaíent view 01'the popular".
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Hall (1982) contrasls this empiricism 01 North American approaches wilh
lhe hlstorical and philosophical orientalion 01 European approaches. The
North American emphasis on hypolhesis lesling and effecls measuremenl,
overtooked historial aspects in lhe study 01 mass media. As a consequence,
processes 01communicalion were seen as linear processes 01 diffussion
(Carey 1979, Curan et al, 1982; Martín-Barbero 1987). Hall (1982) lurther
poinls out lhat theses absences are explained by lhe kind 01 polilical and
ideological presupposilions embedded in American approaches . Martín
Barbero complements Hall's idea:

"It necessitated the entira economic force 01 th9 new empire, the
complete optimism01 a country that had defeatedfascismand the total
faith 01 its peopleinDemocracy.tomakepossible theinversion 401capital
andmeaning- that allowed American theorists tosee astheculture01 the
American people astheculture produeed byIhemassmedia: themass
culture.(141"

1,1.3. Fanldurt School In North America: Critical Theory

The arrival in North America 01 two members 01 the Frankfurt School ,
Theodoro Adorno and Max Horkheimer, opened the lield 01 Mass
Communication and Culture lo a new stream 01 lhought characlerized by an
historica l approach to Media studies and a critical view 01 society. Frankfurt
scholars were the l irst-Marxist lheorisls lO bring lorth culture as a l ield 01
inquiry. They developed lhe concept 01 ' cultural induslry" to underline lhe
capilalist logic 01 mass repraduction and the inseparability lhat exists
between objects and the produclion 01 necessity (Martín-Barbero 1989).

Frankfurt scholars equated popular cullure with mass culture which in
essence symbolized 'all what is wrong wilh the capitalisl syslem' and a
mechanism lor lhe pacil icalion 01 the people. In lhis context 'the people '
became associated with the masses, a passive group 01 consumers
incapable 01 perceiving their alienation (Gruneau 1988; McAnany 1989).
This pessimistic view 01 mass society argued thal capitalism has imposed
a process 01 mass produelion and consumption effecting lhe most important
areas 01 arts and culture. Frankfurt scholars were concerned with lhe
ideological role 01 the media industry in a mass society and directly
questioned lhe political values 01 American society. perpeluated by lhe
media .

Allhough the Frankfurt scholars brought a crucial challenge to North
America with their queslions about power relalions, their ideas were not
inmediatly accepted. The works 01 Alomo and Horkheimer were Irequently

14. J. Martln·Barberl'\ 1987, 43.
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ignored by [ournals and reviews because 01 the peripherical interest 01 North
America scholars in a cnncat approach . Critical Theory began to be
acknowledged only in the 70's by a stream 01 North America communication
researchers working on a critical approach to communication research and
concemed with a sociology 01 knowledge that integrated questions 01 power.
(Jay 1985 in Hardt 1989).

1.1.4 Crillcal approaches

Critical approaches to the study 01 commun ication have not been
completely absent among North América researchers. In lact, there is a
tradition 01 critical research in the region. "Ferment 01 the lield" in the Joumal
01 Communication (Summer 1983) marked the lirst academic publ ication_
that devoted an entire issue to the discussion that North American critical
scholars were having about the changing paradigms in Communication
Research and the necessity 01 adopting a crit ical perspective (Hardt 1989).
The various artícles included in this issue, pointed out the importance of
placing the analysis 01 commun ication processes in their socio-structural
context, that is to say, as structured by relations 01 power, dominance and
subordination (Blumer 1983, curry-Jansem 1983; Gerbner, 1983). The
epilogue article 01 the joumal by Gerbner ("The Importance 01 being Critical
in One's own Fashion") stresses this point:

"lhe significant dialogue of perspectivas ls, as it should be, about how
tomakeresearch mast productiva iniIIuminating thedynamics 01 power
ot communications and01 communications insociety. Inother words, it
ls about ways lo pursue the critical mission 01 the discipline.t'u"

In the 1960s, critícal scholars initiated a questioning 01 pragmatic and
positivístlc paradigms dominating the research tradition 01 United States.
They posed questions about the relationship between media influence,
cultural institutions and the socio-cultural context inwhich a specific behavior
emerges,and stressed the need 01 a structural analysis 01 the social system
under which media operate . Media were seen as ideological agenc ies
play ing a central role in maintaining class domination and the ideological
control 01 the audience (Bennett 1982; Curran et al., 1982; White, 1983).

Atwood (1986) has also noted lhe tendency 01 Critical schotars to equate
empiricism and administrative research . Critica! scholars were crtncal 01 the
quantitative tendency that has characterízed the positivist research and its
methods 01 data collect ion, interpretation and use 01 evidence. The problem,
with th is criticism, Melody and Manswell (1983) point out, was its
underestimation 01 the contributions that quantitative analysis can provide in
backing up polit ical, economic and cultural explanations 01 social processes.

15 G. Berboer 1983. 356.
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According to Carey (1983), C. Wright Milis, David Riesman, Harold Inn is,
and Kennelh Burke were the ñrst group 01 scholars lo adopt a critical
approach lo lhe study 01 communicalion processes and mass media in North
America. These scholars stressed a view of communicat ion lhal dealt wilh
questions about American soc iety, its culture and its po litics . However,
Carey (1983) argues, these questions were considered in terms 01
communication and mass media. The absence 01 social and polilical
queslions broughl torth olher disciplines (literary,politicaland anlhropolog ical)
accenluated an analy1ical tendency lo study soc ial problems 110m partial and
isolaled Irameworks.

Critica l scholars adapted Neo-Marxist theories to lhe analysis 01 mass
media role in North American soc iety. Wh ile they supported lhe lheoretical
prepositions 01 Marxism and its v iews on soc ial relorm, lhey fai led to pay
attentíon to the cultural and polit ical or igins 01 these theories. Consequently ,
they did not lake into account lhe limitations marxist theories would have
when applied to a soc iety where media and cultural industries have a
differenl role (HardI 1989).Slauko (1987) hasalsoqueslionedthe eihnocentric
characler of the discussion carried out by lhese scholars . The concentration
on the development 01 media in Western soc ieties and the lheorizations 01
media roles according to neo-marxisl models have missed the lact thal a
"speci fic tradition is a product of specific cullural/historical condit ions and
may produce differenl consequences when these condilions are chan ged."
In Canada, the critical work of Dalias Smy1he in political communication has
represenled one of th is country 's mosl recognized conl ributions at the
internationallevel. In the 1970s, Smy1he (1979) was one ot the lirst to aim
strong cril icisms at Am erican functíonaüst paradigm s, poi nting to their
"conservative, conlormist and escapist (scientil ic) activi ty." 1'"

In lhe United States, the cr itical discourse is now acknowledg ed. McAnany
(1986) maintains that this recognition does not represent a moving away
Irom old behavioral social sc ience paradigms, but it does represent a
g10wing 01 tolerance to accept differenl readings and explanations 01 what
is happen ing in society dynamics.

In the late 1970s, research on "uses and gratil icalions" was an lnnovative
atte rnpt to overcome the excessive emphasis on effects and the quantitat ive
tendency 01 the old behavioral paradigm. Findings Irom research have
questioned the idea 01an all- powerful med ia and has shown the media role
in reinlorcing ideas and values developed on the basis 01 consensus (Hall

16 An important note lo add about Critical Scho!ars in their acknowledgement ot other critical
approaches lo lhe studyof communication. and lheir recognitionof latín American scholarship.
Dalias Smytheand WilliamMelody. are some 01 the few scholars thal nave maintained an active
exchange01ideas with and nave been publishedin LatínAmenea.
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1982). Research on uses and gratilications locused on the conscious and
unconscious motivations 01 audiences in their uses 01 media. The notion 01
"selective perception" was central in explaining processes 01 media
consumption and the different individual's interpretations. This change 01
locus represented an important step towards the construction 01 a different
communication paradigm. A long-standing lorgollen side 01 communication
- processes 01 reception and use-was recovered in this energent approach.
However, the emphasis on media 's uses as an individual act ivily 01 seeking
gratilication,isolatesprocesses 01 receptionand underestimates the inlluence
oflhe social, economicorcultural contexto Hall (1982: 61) concludes thallhe
acknowledgement 01 a selective perception 01 media messages did not
relate back either"lo a theory 01 reading orto a comple map 01 ideologies".
Social perception was lunctionally understoodas the different interpretations
individuals make media messages and the sat islactions derived lrom the
reception activily.

1.1.5 Cultural Studles In Norlh Amerlca

Studies on popular culture in United States emerged with in the lield 01
Mass Communication Research during the late 1960s and early 1970s, and
increasingly gained "popularity" in the late 70s and throughout the 1960s.
Popular culture studies in the U. S. ís not an easy l ield to delineate however.
There is an absenca 01 an identilied theoretical leadership because 01 the
difficu lties in establishing thle conceptual and methodological commonalties
01 scholars working on issues 01 popular culture . Undoubtediy, Bowl ing
Green Universily and its Journal 01 Popular Culture has gained sorne
leadership in the publications 01 studies on popular culture, which seems to
be generically understood as, "lhose literary and audio-visual fictionaltexts
which are widely diffussed ,generallyaccepted and approved by the majorily."
(Fluck 1967: 31) The delinition, however, lacks 01 precision, as it avoids the
examination 01 the relational and historical elements by which popular
cultural practicas are materialized. The Joumal has so lar represented the
predominant research interest in the area 01 popular culture. The emphasis
up to now has been on "celebratory" and ritualized description 01 almost any
expression 01 "popular arto: hobbies, video games, dolls, jokes and so on.
The articles, however, tend to have a very narrow locus on the description
01 the cultural product or text and lillle allention is given to theory (CRT,
1967:2). In conclusion, it is a research approach affected by a romantic
vision that avoids critical and contextual elements 01 analysis.

Fluck (1966) explains the emergence 01 popular culture Studies in North
America as a reaction to the pessimist ic cultural cnt icisrn 01 neo-marxist
studies. He argues that popular studies have been developed under a
number 01 "takenlor-granted" associations. Three associations are clearly
delineated: 1) a romantic delinition 01 "lhe people" and "popular art": 2) a
disregard 01 cultural industries influences on popular cultural lorms, and 3)
a granting to popular culture 01 an "authentic" and "democratic" expression.
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Another group 01North American scholars has approached popular in a
more comp rehensive manner to study its association with expresive forms
and perceptions of audiences. These authar have offered a hurnanistic
approach to the analysis 01mass media, engaged the issue 01power, and
have criticized the dominant quantitative and behaviorist paradigm.J . Carey
(1979), T.Gil lin (1982).H. NewCombe (1982) are someof thesesholarswho
are working on a more comprehensive analysís 01 popular culture as a
Iramework to analyze power and social relations. British cultural studies are
an important field 01 reference in their analisis 01media and audiences.

The framework 01 this group 01 communicators challenges views ot
popular culture as "mirror-imaqe" 01a nation which has underlined the l ield
01popularculturalstudies in North America.They have provided aconceptual
Iramework to analyze popular culture as a process, inwhich cultural texts are
defined as conflictive sites and audiences are seen as negotiatin the
ideological discourse 01 media (Fiske 1987; Carey 1988).

In the writings 01 this group, popular culture appears under vario us
definitions. The term seems charged with ambiguity both in terms of the
"institutions" it is associated with, and in the social and potitical dynamics it
is related too As early as 1973, C. Bigsby aimed to outline sorne kind of
theoretical boundary, identilying popular culture as an area 01 study within
mass communications. His article, "Approaches to Popular Cultures"
(1976), however, demonstrated predominant ambiguities. Popular culture
tended to lolk culture. Popular culture was also equated with attitudes and
values of subordinated groups . The fundamental characteris tic that
nevertheless remains in the various deñnítíons 01popular cultura, is that 01
its reproductibility, via its relationshíp to technology (Shiach 1986). T. Gitlin
(1982) approaches the study 01popular culture forms from a more historial
land dialectical view. Gitl in's analysis integrates the study of the political
economy of popular cultures and an examination 01 the dynamics 01cultural
knowledge . However, his attempt to deline the dynamics and boundaries 01
the "popular" tends to be affected lar the same ambiguity noted above . Gitlin
initially delines popular cultures as "torrns and occasions 01 symbolic
expression through which creators articulate meanings which are widely
valued ", but later defines it as "a system" through which the terms 01
hegemony are negotiated and affirmed. Popular culture is atso seen as an
institutional convergence 01 processes that absorb oppositional ideologies,
domesticate them, and represent a real site lar the expression 01 resistance
(Gitlin 1982).

Questions raised by these scholars about "reader", texts, and their
socially perceived meanings broadened the scope 01 traditional questions
about the media. As result an analysis 01the institutional and cultural context
in which media operate is introduced . The progression to a different
Iramewark emphasizes the importance 01media in relation to me societal
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eontext ralher than on isolated phenomenas and independent variables thal
are intrinsie in lunetionalist researeh.

Despite the broader Iramework this approaeh protesses, their studies
reproduce a historieal treatments embedded in lunetionalist paradigms.
Sueha tendeney is manilested in the way the "objeet 01sl udy" (Le. television,
rock muste, cinema, etc) has been analyzed. The objeet 01 study is
eonst ituted through an analysis 01 the laetors influeneing audienees cultural
competenees and dynamics 01 produetion,but without establishing historieal
inliuenees shaping the specíñc role 01 cultural Industries in North America ,
and the pereept ion that audienees have 01 the role 01 med ia. Geist's (1984)
statement eoneern ing the ahistorieal characteristlc 01 the artieles in the
Journal 01 Popular culture (more than hall 01 its articles were limiled to the
past 30 years), gives some key lor undertanding such a lendency.

"Certainly reeent Popular Culture is importan!. Yel I sense many 01us
sea no need to explore and seek understanding 01 the antecedents to
the modem phenomena. Perhaps we are too lnvolved in the culture
around us to look backward. Perhaps too many 01 us hava assumed,
errroneously, tbat the study 01 popular culture is limitad lo the modern
mass media"tl 7).

1.2. Latín american approaches

Mass media and Popular Culture researeh have been approaehed in
Latin Ameriea as separate lields. However, the study 01 the material and
symbolie eiements mediating audienee eonsumption 01 mass produets has
provided Latin American scholars with a new researeh lield that integ rates
and questions both researeh traditions. This seetion introduces researeh
trends in Latin Ameriea; anlyz ing their understnding 01 "the popular" and Ihe
role 01 mass media in Third World socíeties. It is my central eontention in this
seetion, to demonstrate that the eontinuity 01 Latin American researeh
trad ition is eonslrueted on two main ideas: 1) the democratizaeion 01
eommunieations and 2) the idea 01 social ehange. However, the same
researeh trad ilions have divergent views on what the "popular" and the
process 01 "massness' mean. As a resultthere has been different delinitions
01the role eommunieation in bringing about ehange and demoeratizaeion.

1.2.1 Developmenl and Modernlzallon

Although the eohes ion 01 an indigenous eommunieation seholarship
relates baek to the late 60's with the emergenee 01 dependeney Iheories, the
late 50's and earty 60's are crucial years in shaping a Latin Ameriean

17, Geist, 1984. 392.
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communication scholarship.ln the 1950's, Latin American governments Sé. •

"communication" as a strategic field to encourage stab ility , soc ial and
cultu ral homogenizat ion and the political evolution required lo r lheir nation ­
building (Monsivais 1978; Márquez de Melo 1981).

Media, part iculary radio and film, played a crucial role in the lormat ion 01
such a national identityby consolidatingacollective percept ion that integrated
the immense cultural and social diversity 01 these countri es into a unilied
fee ling 01 nation.ln these years, "populist states" (that claim to represent the
peop le) were preoccupied in creating a sense 01nation that would solve the
complexities that arose in the conditions 01ethnic and cultural heterogeneity
01 these countries and that would legitimize the populist state. Med ia were
conceived as the diffusion agents tor such a task. Through media, people
from small villages, remote areas,and urban dwellers experienced,a similar
idea ol"nation".Media, by presenting localceremonies, dances.ortradil ional
pract ices as common national heritage,mediated people's perception 01 'the
nation'. The communicalive intent 01 the State was to integrale a local sense
01community to a broader sense 01 political boundaries that the relormist
political discourse 01the populismo ''' 'actively promoted. Media were seen
by the state as an ideal vehicle lo create nationhood and to obta in political
legitimacy by promoling retormist ideas.Martín-Barbero (1989) cnaracter lzes
this transforming role 01media as,

The role which the massmediatrulyplayed in thatperiod rested in lheir
capacity10 make themselvesthe moulhpiecesofaninterpellation which
trom the time 01 populism onwards was converting the maSS8S into a
people and the people intoa nation;an interpellation that carne trom the
state, but which was only effective lo the extent that the masses
recognized in it sorne 01their mest baste demands and the presence of
their modas 01expresslon. 119)

However, this political role 01media was transformed in the 60s . In these
years, communication, and particulary technology, was thought to playa
distinct role in the modernization process of Latin American sociel ies

(Rogers 1989) . ''''

le From lhe 19305 lo the 19605. "populismo" was the predominanl polilical system in the region
(Presidenl VargasinBrazil,Cárdenas inMexico. Per ón inArgentina. RojasinColombia). Pcpuüst
statesattempted lo respond lo Ihe Iack 01 representativily 01 potcitat parnés andto tne increasing
gap -economic bul social- between local bourgeoisie and popular ctasses . The populisl state
conceived itself as a releree and truly representeüve 01people mterests. For an etabcraüon on
this lssue see Deseo (1981); M érquez de Meto (1981); Martín-Barbero (197).

19 J. Martín-Barbero. 1989.455.

ro The theory 01 modernization argues lor the updating of structures or practices considered
"arcnac". Viewed schematically. modernization theory lunctions on the principie of opposing
concepts. encompassingtne broadest application 01 thedualistanthropological andsocoioqcer
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The ideals lor modernization were materialized in proposals 01economic,
social and cultu ral development. Development was conceived as the
promotion 01 centralized planning and the implementation 01 a capital­
intensive heavy industrialization that would be based on energy -driven
imported technologies (Rogers 1989). Modernization, understood as
econom ic growth through capital intensive industries and the improving 01
standards 01 living, was seen as the model thatwould make underdeveloped
nations "developed": urbanized, educated and closer to economic models
and lile styles 01a North (Jacobson 1989; Rathgeber 1989).The 1960s were
denomiated the 'development decade' tor the United Nations Agencies
(McAnany 1989). In the launching 01 development programs to the Third
World Countries , the idea 01 development as a "linear path along which all
countries travel" was a dominate one (Schwarz and Jaramillo 1986:61). (21)

The presence 01 United States in Latin American countries was then
strongly telt. The North leared the development 01 leftist movements in the
region. The North was as well obsessed with infiuence 01 commu nism
through the region, which gained ascendency in the region after the victory
01 the Cuban revolution. Fears and obsessions were counterbalanced with
large Development campaigns (Shwarz and Jaramiilo 1986; McAna ny
1989a). National governments, international development agencies, the
United States progrom 01the "Alliance lor Progress" (1963) , and the World
Bank promoted expensive development programs in the areas 01 housing,
community development, and techonlogy diHusion.

In the Development approach 01 the 60s, mass media played a unilateral
role as a means 01communication lrom governments to people ,and lorm the
deveiopment programs to their targets. In particular, the role 01 the media
was conceived in terms 01 the dissemination 01 technologies , lifestyles and
behaviours, and as contributors to the alleviation 01 the regions socio­
econom ic problems caused by the so-called "underdevelopment" 01 the
region (Jacobson 1989; McAnany 1989). Communication was thought to
have a central role in rapidly modernizing altitudes.The Iramework 01 North
American scholars was adopted and applied to National communication

lraditions 01 establishing amecharnsmofchangethroughculturaldiffusion.Theapplicalion 01 this
theory lo the Latin American reality anempted lo promete developmenl, the wel tare 01 the
community and its homogenization through the introduction of technological innovation and
extemat modele 01 industrialization and control 01 urbanizalian.

2 1 In 1959 the govemment01 Ecuador, UNESCO and me Central University 01 Ecuador creeted
CIES PAl [Inlernational Centre fer Advanced Communicalion Studíes lar Latin Amanea ] which
was the ñrst academic centre inLatín Americaloprovide joumalislicandcommunicationdegrees
al anadvanced level. In the 60s. the centrebroughtU.S.scholars suchasRogers,Ber lo and Nixo.
Theteaching 01 thesedeveropmentcommunicationscholarsandIheresearchcarriedoutbyNorth
Amerieans on the regions constituted the predominant schclar influence during these years
(Gcmez-Palacio and Jara 1989).
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campaigns that were oriented to change altitudes, promote literacy and
facilitate urban adaptation. The widespread view was that media would
diffuse information from the centre to the periphery, and would promote
modern images 01 succes and adaptation . Such diffussion would help to
change social altitudes and motivations needed for the economic and
technological change . More particularly , the desire lor social mobility would
come after media exposure (Jacobson 1989). (22)

In the "developmentalism" apporach, modemization was conceived as
cultural diffusion and the imposition of a set 01 cultural values that rejected
traditional ones (Servaes 1989). These assumptions underlined conceptions
of "the popular" as backward and resistant to change. From an ethnocentric
stance, these views considered that the major obstacles to change were
inherently cultural (Diaz Bordenave 1974; Atwood 1986; Beltrán 1976;
Servaes 1979). Freire (1970) refers to the "messianic" notion inherent in the
1960s development programs as,

unwell andrequire "medicine"-whereas in fact their"aliment"isthewish
lo speak up and participale. Each lime Ihe people lry lo express
themeselves freely andtoact, it is a sign that they continua tobe iII and
thus need more medicine. In this strange intepretation 01 democracy,
health is synonymous with popular silence and inaction , (23)

Butthis economicand socialdevelopmentphilosophywassoonquestioned
by the failure in the 1970s 01 most the "Alliance lor Progress " projects. The
promised economic aid was never completely delivered , as the numerous
plans and reforms designed to create national planning systems and modify
rural , fiscal and administrative structures were never achieved (Agudelo­
Villa 1966; Schwarz and Jaramillo 1986). Ironically, altempts at controlling
community organization had never been minimally achieved. The strength
and autonomy of social movements in those years defied any initiative to
control them. At the same time, strong criticisms 01 the technocratic
orientation of the programs, their hidden imperalistic agenda, and their
lailures lo consider the specific socío-econornlc reality 01 the region were
raised from within the region. Then main promoters of this crilical stream
were a group 01 sociologists, demographers and economists best know as
Dependency Theorists.

1.2.2 Dependency and Cultural Imperiallsm

Dependency Theories explained the presence 01 social inequalities as
the product 01 international economic relalions sustaining an imperialistic

Z2_The masl jnñuential wereLamer(Thepassing ofTraditional Society, 1985), Rogers (Diffusion
01 lnnovañons. 1962) and Pye (Communication and Polítical Deveopment, 1963).

23 Freira, 1970 .
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power, socto-economíc dependency, and unequal economic distribut ion.''''
Lat in Ame rican countries suffered Irom the dependent nature 01 their
economics, and social systems, manilestaed in problems such as the lack
01control 01 intemal urbanization processes, the inadequacy 01 housing
services , and the scarcity 01 collective services. Dependency theories
criticized the Developmentalist view 01 Latin Ame rican countries as living in
an underdeve loped stage 01capitalism. Underdevelopment was rather seen
as the result 01external imperialistic lorces, that had an "internal expression"
in the social practices 01 local classes which enlorced loreign values and
interests (Schwarz & Jaramillo 1986; Cancl ini 1989).

At the level 01 communication. Dependency Theories emphasized links
between national TV and radio broadcasting sytems with the Transnational
American Corporation (TNCs). Communicat ion was viewed as a central
element in tha American economic and political agencia, and as a strateg ic
means to enhance cultu ral imperialislic ideology. U.S. Imperialism was
conceived as a new economic and cultural colonialism . Communication
scholars engaged in research projets that aimed to demonstrate the
characterol such "penetration":origins01 intemational investments,enterprise
ownership and hidden ideological agendas.

The theme 01 cultural imperialism has been recurrent in Latin American
communication research since the early 1970s. Amo ng other scholars, the
work 01 Mattelar! in Chile during the social ist govermment 01 Salvador
Allende. Pasquali in Venezuela and Veron in Argentina representad the
theoretical and pragmatic approach 01 the time. '''''

According to Cultural imperialism theories,mass media werecommodities
that have becameletishes inmodern societies (Mattelar!, 1975). Media were

2~ The ñrst outlineo, a Oependencytheory ts founded in tne writings 01 Paul Baran The Polítical
EconomyofGrowthandAndre GunderFrankCapitalismandUnderdevelopmentinLatínAmarica.
A basic stance 01 their lheories was that underdevelopment was the opposite eonsequence o,
development and tbet the relations characterizing wor1d systems were tha! 01 'metropolies­
satelnts'. InLatín Amanea thewcrks o, A.QuiianO -Redefinición de la Dependenciay procesode
MarginalizaciónenAmérica Latina-. the ECLAgroup andE.Laclau(1971)applied(haseprincipIes
lo stress that the ennre history 01Latín Amarica since the ronques! had been or a dependen!
process. Sea Morsa (1971).

25 Sea A. Pasquali Comunicación y Cultura de Masas (Pasquali 1976) which isconcemed with
lhe influence of mass media in the "massification" 01society and the extermínation 01 social
communication andcultures.The wol1( 01E. Veron Conducta, Estructuray Comunicación(1963)
analyzes the latera meaning and ideological operation of communication messges and the
ideological funcñon of mass media in shaping peoples' consciousness. Works of A. Manelart
Agresióndesdeelespacio(Mexico:SigloXXI, 1975) andDorfmanand Manelart To read Donald's
Duck (Mexico: Siglo XXI, 1987) analyze, Irom a marxis t Iramewor1<, the lelish cha rac ter 01
communication media, and the North American cultural lmpenausm by means 01TV programs,
comics ene books. A review inEnglishonthese authors isloundin SchwarzandJarami1lo (1986).
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viewed as potential tools 01 ideological manipulation, having a hidden but
persuasive power in inlluencing audiences. The imperialistic transnational
character 01 United States corporations in the Latin American scene
represented then a dominant theme 01a reseach direction (Schwarz and
Jaramillo 1986; McAnnay 1986, 1989b). This research locused on revealing
mechanisms 01 ideological domination, and on the study olcultural industries
and products such as advertising, cartoons and marketing (Dorfman and
Maltelart 1972). Ata more pract ical level the diffusion 01 research results was
a uselul means to demystify mass media ideological tools.

Dependencytheories have a critical valuewithin Latin American research
tradition.Dependencyscholars were the l irstgroup promoting an indigenous
perspective that open ly rejected North American modernizat ion and
functionalist perspectives. However , their view 01 econom ic and cultural
imperialism as phenomenon penetrating all levels 01 soc iety reduced any
popular man ilestation to a dependent act. From a Dependency point 01 view,
the cultural expression 01 the popular classes was an alienated expression .
A "Franklurt school" view 01 the "people" as "cultural-dopes" dominated their
analysis, as it altempted to raise the consciousness 01 the people. The
approach lailed to recognize the weight 01 cultural differences in shaping
social, economic an communication relation. An excesive emphasis 01
adaptation and resistance by which Latin American popular classes
experience and perceive their position in society. As García- Cancl ini
alli rms.

In the 60s and until Ithe mid 70s, analysis 01 culture consisted 01
describing strategies 01 domination. Whether the issue was lo study
Marxism,orto renovare itwilhstructuralismandlaterwithsemiotics, the
objectives were not scientificbut focuson uncovering the machinations
01 power and its manipulations 01consciousness as a manner in which
toexplain why"the masses"didnot behave withtherevolutionaryenergy
that corresponded to thei r historieal interests. (26)

Within the Developmentalist view, the term "people" preserved the
negative connotation inherent inmodernization approaches which associated
the traditional with resistance to change ; by aligning tne term "people" to the
language 01 Dependency: passity and alienation. "The popular" evoked a
revolutionary essence delining any social actor, practice or process which
demonstrated political awareness ."Cultura popular" became a revolutionary
ideal, an abstract reality , tnat would be materialized through an educative
process 01consciousness raising and the establishment 01a newsociety.As
Subercasaux (1968) states, the cultural imperialist del inition 01"the popu lar"
conveyed a reductionist and "political lecture ofthe popular" that stresed "the

2t N. Garcta-Canclmi 1987, 2.
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popular" as an abstract ideal but den ied it as a daily cultural expression 01
the people.

For García·Canclini (1988), Oependency views 01 culture were restricted
to narrow descriptions 01 strategies 01 domination . Most Oependency
research unveiled power strategies and manipulations 01 people's
consciousness, but an extreme concentration on dominant strategies
disregarded the way people percaive messages and the audiences' use 01
dominant messages. It was assumed that people as consumers would
accept pass ively the dominant proposals and become obedient executors 01
the induced practices. This view olcommunication processes implied a view
01 communication as an all-powerful producer 01 effects. 27 García-Canclini
lurlher includes a crit icism 01 a "Iheological" idea 01 power that did not
acknowledge lhe existenca 01 any autonomy inpopularcultures.A"deductivisr
methodology was embedded in a onesided , latalistic perspect ive which
viewed any social problem as a direct consequence 01 outside torces
(Martínez 1983; Simpson 1986: McAnany 1986, Martín Barbero 1987)

1.2.3 Alternativa Communlcalion

The emergence 01 an idenlifiable latin American body 01 communication
thought and the development 01 original comm unication experiences
(Comunicación Popular) are sorne 01 the expressions 01 the very active
period 01 the 1970s. Marxist and Neo-marxist theories inlluenced the work
01 a large number 01 scholars and pract itioners in the region. The period was
characterized by a growing socio-political awareness among most scho lars
and a concern with making social science research a contribution to social
praxis.

Alternative communication scholars agreed with cultural imperialist
approaches in terrns 01 the premise 01 latin American dependency Irom
transnational economicand cultural systems,but they criticized the excessive
emphasis 01 the Cultural Imperial ist approach on the power 01 external
lorces. The Cultural imperialist understanding 01 external domination as
unilaterally imposed in one nation, could notadequately explain international
power relations. The development 01 industrial, technological, linancial and
cultural systems was rather the result 01 a complex transnational net 01
economic and ideological structures. The economic and ideological
dependency 01 latin American countries was manilested in the transnational
structure 01 mass media and in the ideological rol assumed by the media. In
order to counteract such views, an indigenous communication theory and
practice based on liberation, not liberalism, and participation 01 all sectors 01
soc iety, needed to be developed.

27. Thesame viewo,communication thalhasinfluenced functionalisland criticaltheoryapproaches.
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New methods 01 communication research were conceived upon the
premise 01a commitment between theory and the practice 01 liberation. Both
the theoretical production and the communicative experiences carried out
under these premises were characterized as alternative commun ication
processes.

Two main concerns were presented in the research agenda 01 alternative
communication scholars: the democratization 01 commun ication structures
lor the establishment 01 a new international order 01 inlormation and
communication; and second, the experimentation with new democratic
means lor popular communication that would assist popular c1asses in thei r
social struggles and liberation trorn economic and class oppression .

a, Democrat lzat lon 01 communlcallon

As a point 01 departure, Latin American scholars analyzed the effect 01
transnational corporations on Latin American communication systems,
part icularly the unlairness 01 national and international information and
communication orders (McAnany 1966; simpson 1966). Communication
processes were suffering the consequences 01 poñtícal coerc ion, capitalist
economic interests and cultural industries monopoly. Changes in the
international inlormation and communication order had to be introduced to
guaranteedemocratic,horizontalcommunicationand inlormation exchange.

With support 01 Unesco (1976), 1'" commun ication scholars lobbied lor
the creation 01national communication policies, lor the promotion 01 local
news agencies and the pooling 01 resources among news agencies 01 non­
aligned countries (Beltrán 1976a; lox de Cardona, 1976; Muñizaga and
Rivera 1963; Canclin, 1966). The views expressed in the MBride report,
regarding access, exchange 01 inlormation, change 01 perspective and
recipocity were accepted and implemented through actions such as the
creation01 the "Agencia LatinoamericanadeServicios Inlormativos" (ALASEl)
[Lat in American Feature News Services) and the Intergovernmental
Inlormation Service (ASIN). LatinAmericans,however,emphas ized that the
democratization 01 Inlarmation would not succeed without a democratizat ion
01 societies. In this sense, the democratization views contained in the
McBride report would never be reached il systems 01 political repression,
censorship , and coercion 01 expression were prevatent. Latin American
argued that in order to achieve the desired levels 01 Democratization,

n In 1970, the SVI General Conlerence of UNESCO decided lo involve the institution in me
formulation of natonat pelees 01 mass media. In July 1976, representatrves o, twenty Latín
American and Caribbango....ernments met todiscuss issues ofNational Communication Poücies
and to identify probems in its nationatmedia systems. For an overview 01media pticies in Latin
America see the collection of essays editad by E. Fax (1988).
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communicalion activilies would have lo be implemented wilhin Ihosespheres
01 society where the control 01 inlormation vests with Ihe people and their
organizalions. They emphasized that inlormation and communication were
not sepárate Irom Ihe global social contsxt and that their democralizalion
was part 01 the slruggle against hegemonic classes (Roncagliolo 1982;
Kaplún 1983).

Parallel to Ihe concerns lor a new international inlormalion and
communicalion order and the estabtishinq 01 nalional policies, !hese scholars
critized Developrnenlalisl assumplionsolIhe polilical and economicneutralily
implied in lechnology Iranslers to the third World . They were concemed wilh
the ideological irnplications (economic,bul mainly social) 01 !his Iransler.
Research in this area measured the impacl 01 Ihese lechologies. Research
was also carried out on the ideological contenl 01 news, !he US presence in
Latin American advertising, Ilows 01 TV programs and !he mecanisms 01
manipulation involved in informative syslems (Simpson 1986; Schwartz and
Jaramillo 1986) .

,
Since the 1970s, "transnationalization" has been Ihe central concepl

applied by alternalive communication scholars in describing Ihe actual
phase 01 capltalist economy. Capitalism, in order lo promete a
Iransnationalization 01 the economy, has regarded culture as stralegic Iield.
In particular, communication lechnologies are seen as Ihe syslem lacililating
cultural expansiono Communication technologies, lurthermore, represenl
the main transnationalization agents 01 a political model in which the
boundaries 01 the .nanonar and Ihe state are becoming increasingly blurred
(Roncagliolo 1985; García-Canciini 1988, Martín-Barbero 1988) .

The analysis 01 the transnalional character 01 economic, cultural and
communication systerns is undoubtedly a contribulion. The concept 01
transnationalization has not only helped to understand the economic and
polilical role 01 local/nalional elites -that is, how benelits and decisions ofthe
transnational systerns concentrate on the metropolitan elites- but also the
complexities 01 international power relations.

The view 01 Hegemony that has emerged lrom this approach stresses
retatíons 01 'transaction' among hegemonic and subordinated groups.
Hegemony, in this view, is not the direct imposition 01 a culture, but rather
the resemanlization 01 peoples knowledge in order to subordinate it to a
transnational system . The interest 01 commercial and government media to
promote Ihe broadcasting 01 'indigenous' or 'peasant' iconography, music or
popular religious practices are rooted in Ihis view; a path towards
homogenization that denies thecultural pluralism 01 LatinAmerican societies.
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b, Popular communicalion

This second concern 01 Latin American cornmunication research looks at
democratic alternatives 01 cornmunication lor lower-status groups. Popular
communication research originated outside of social scientilic sholarshíp,
andwas developed by social activists and intellectuals involved in processes
01 "popular education" and communication lor social change. Consequently,
research objectives and themes were delined according to the evolution 01
the political and practical needs 01 educative and communicative experiences,
rather than according to academic work . The Iramework adopted by
researchers and practitioners relied on the educational ideas 01 Paulo Freire
and Ivan lIIich on "education for liberation". The methodological Iramework
01 communicators such as Mario Kaplún (1983), Allredo Paiva (1983), Javier
Esteinou (1981), was applied to experiences 01 "comunicación popular"
which encouraged the non-prolessional use,ownership and control 01 media
lor the benelil 01 powerless groups (White 1987).(29) It viewed the research
result as knowledge that would leed sociai practice and contribute to social
change was lundamental to these approaches. The researcher was a
lacilitator in people's learning processes and a committed intellectual who
encouraged peopte's understanding 01 their material and social reality, and
educational and communicative alternatives.

Popular communication practicioners and scholars argued that
communication processes based on an educational approach lead to
alternativa communication systems. Alternativa communication was defined
wilhin this Iramework as,

"Altemative communication is part 01 a soclo-poññcal praxis 01 social
transtorrnation ; consequently (...), these forms 01 communication are
predetermined frcm outside the communicative lield. They are found
within the framewark 01 a political project that produces them as
instrument and exp ressi on 01 its develpment.(JO)"

Sorne common characteristics delining this communicative approach
are:

a) Popular communication processes are democratic and participatory
processes commilted to social organization and mobilization. The goal is

29 Attempts al reviewing the underlying assumpli ons as well as the strengths and limitati ons of
practica! experiences in "Comunicación Popular" have been generall y limited to individual
counlries . See tor example Peirano (1985) in Ihe case 01Peru. and Rodriguez (1988) ter the
Colombian case. The magazin CHASQUE, edited in Ecuador by ciespal. has ateadüy published
experiences and research findings from the region . A more holistic attempt lo characterize
"comunicación popular" in the region ís founded in White (1987, a, il).

JO. M. Mata, 1983, 34.
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to promote processes 01 consciousness raising and the people's active
involvement in their soc ial adn economic liberation,

b) Popularcommunication approaches questioned the powerposition olthe
sender in traditional communication models -as the one controll ing the
technological expertise and the message to be fransmítted.The alternative
model consisted 01 an horizontal process 01 shared-messages,circularity
01 communication,and feed-bac k,Horizontal communication was achieved
by the interactive use 01 media and by involving the peop le in the
prod uction 01 their own communicative messages. The use 01 small
format media (bulletins, newspaper~, cardboard, slides, loudspeakers)
and educational radioat !he local level (barrios populares , rural areas and
unions) represented !he comm unicative altematives to traditionaleducative
processes and one -way media (Reyes Matta 1981; Paiva 1983; Peirano
1985).

c) Communication practices were characterized as "oppositional" to the
dominant communication system, playing roles 01 "counter-inlormation"
"non-formal education" "conscious-raising" "contributors to mobilization"
and "empowermenl" .

The most common themes 01research covered topics such as popular
press or workers newspapers, smalHormat media, indigenous or peasant
radio stations, altemative experiences in technology use, indigenous
knowledge and traditional communication systems. Peirano (1985) and
Martínez (1983) note the difficulties in implementing appropriate research
methods and in communicating research resuils 01 these experiences.
Alternative communication research was challenged, in its assumptions and
methods, by its rejection to app ly "positivisl" research methods, and by the
lack 01 minimal methodological guidelines 01 the marxist Iramework adopted.
A large amount a bibliography was nevertheless produced and pub lished in
pol itical orunion magazines. ltemphasized the political potent ial 01particular
lorms 01 expression and their capabilities to reinlorce a culture 01res istance.

Popular culture was not a current theme 01this research but was rather
seen as a politica l objective oto be constructed through political labour
(Shiach 1986). Sunkel (1984) argues that this view reduce "the popu lar" and
replaced the popular language lor a language about "the popular".
consequentiy with this view 01 "the popular", alternative communicative
expressions (programs, plays, bulletins, music) represented soc iety as
contradictory locus -01 class struggles- and "the popular" as the political
"vanguard" (proletarians and peasants) (Sunkel 1984 ; shiach 1986). The
"popular" was conl ined to a lew actors and to a lew spaces (e. g. the union,
!he st rike , the manilestation). Everyday cultural expressions with no explicit
"pol itical" direction were excluded Irom the discourse about the "popular".
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These expressions were integrated in a discourse about alienation and
consciousness raising.

With the consolidation of a regional theoretical and political position in
malters 01 communication and cultural polic ies, dynamic and progressive
schoois 01 thought gained leadership. Their advocacy lor the lormulation of
national communicationpolicies that integrated asocial view and aprogressive
vision was no doubt a valuab le step towards the democratization of
communications in the region (Reyes Malta 1981; 1986). Although alternative
communication approaches have seen the present organization of cultural
industries and the structure 01 the mass media as projects opposed to
alternative communication, they have also perceived media as occasional
allies in the strugglesol subordinate groups and spaces that could eventually
recovere for the benefit 01the majority. Research on this theme is not very
prolific, because the issue is seen more as a point in a political agenda rather
than as a research topic.

During the 19605 and 19705 alternative communication was the
predominant approachamong communication practitionersand researchers.
Marques de Melo has stressed the value of the practical connection of its
research methods and the research potential of tne conceptual apparatus.
However, the author argues, that the "politicization 01 communication
research" has created a reluctance among North American and european
researchers in adopting íts guiding assumptions. De Melo's point is debated
by McAnany and Atwood (1986) who argue that the practícal and commilted
orientation of Latin American communication research is what represents
one 01 its more important lessons for North American scholars.

1.2.4 Crisis 01 Representation and Culture

The late 70s and beginning ot the 80s were, in Latin America, years 01 a
total reassessment 01 the paradigms and guiding ideasconducting academic
research and political praxis. The impact of political repression and the
horrors 01dictatorship suHeredby many countries, the lailures 01 most 01 the
democrat ic and alternat ive proposals in providing concrete solutions to the
deterioration 01 the living cond icions of the middle and poor classes , the
economic crisis and break-down 01 national economies, the inability 01
governments,parties and organized groúps toacknowledg and give response
to the emergence of new social movements, all diagnosed the exhaustion 01
discourses (political and scientific) about "lhe popular". A crisis 01 models,
in part icular mode ls 01 econom ic, social and political alternatives was felt in
the region. Garcia Canclin (1988) has clearly demonstrated how the crisis
aHected both rightist and lellist political discourses, and their cultural and
political agendas.
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Among them, stand out lhe breakup of: a) conceplionsot culturalpolicy
promotedbyaristoeralicoligarchies(thebiologis-teluric conception) lhat
promoted folklore and conceived the popular as colleclion of nalural
essences (e. g. the race); b) slatisl conceptions promoled by populism
in which the popular ts embodied in the statestructure; e) conceptions
01"nacionalismoacuartelado"[nationalisrndefinedbya militarymentality]
derive trom the "doctrine 01 national security" and, last, 01 conceptions
ofthepopularcontained ¡nthemoreglobalstrategyofmarketunification.C31}

Political and theoretical discourses assoc iated lhe "popular" to an
homogeneous essence absent of conñíct. The ' popular' was defined either
as museum object, or as revolutionary essence. The crisis of the late 19705
revea led the exhaustion 01 these discourse. The weight 01 Latin American
economic and political changes could not be explained bythese Iinearviews.
Part icularly, these views were cha llenged by the rise 01 a variety 01 new
social movements which actors were women 's, youth expressing social and
generational protest, homosexuals, the basic christian communities , urban
dwellers and progressive journalist which, recreating ways 01 struggle and
spaces of political action, opened a new arena of political action which is
large ly cultural and is rooted in eyeryday concerns and experiences 01
oppression (Biernatzki and White 1987:2).""

In the communication l ield, the crisis of theoretical models revealed the
incapability of research paradigms lo give aecount 01 the dynamics of
reception, and the communical ive practices 01 lhe popular clases. The
widespread development 01alternative media, popu lar radio, video, popular
theatre lor community mobilization was demonstrating the independent
capacity ofpopularclasses lorcultural creativityand resislance to transnational
culture. However,questions are still being raised by schoíars and practitioners
as to the basic assumptions and practical guidelinesapplied in the lramework
01 alternative communicalion. In a total reexamination of taken-tor-qranted
truths about the popular, "cuitura popular" emerged as a lheoretical and
polil ical place loconduct this questioning.The challenge lor"cuttura popular"
studies, is to: 1) explore new theoretical, melhodological , and political
alternatives that give account 01 the complexity and diversity 01 Latin
America socia l formations, and 2) to explain the ways in which Latin

31, G. Sunke l, 1984 . 15.

32 Thetheme 01newSocialMovements has becomeol central importanceinlatinAmerican Social
Sciences. aswell as, in the educativa andpoIitJcaI practica.Anempsl lo conceptualize thesenew
movements haya stressed: 1) the socio-culturar roo energizing these movements -instead 01 a
political one; 2) their poIitical independence -ftom both left and right-; and 3) the socio-cultural
drversityoftheirmembershipandamanees.SeeT.EversandC.Muller-Planlenberg. Moviml9lltos
barriales y estado: Luchas en la esfera de la reproducción en America Latina (Bogotá, Cinep,
1983) and T. Evers, "ldentldad: la faz oculta de los nuevos movimientos sociales en America
Latina" (Procesos y Políticas Sociales, 24, 1986: 7-24).
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American popular classes experience their relatíons with !he social aOO
political context, particularly their experiences 01 consumption. The !hird
section 01this chapter will attempt to more lully develop!he central poinls 01
this approach.

1.3. NORTH AMERICAN ANO LATIN AMERICAN RESEARCH
TRADlTIONS: What is the Oifference?

The large differences between the historical and political research
tradition in Latin American, and the pragmatic and ' optimistic" research
perspective 01 North America are clear at !his poin!. E. McAnany's (1989)
comparison 01 the research traditions in the study 01television in !he two
regions, has provided an excellent and pioneer analysis 01 the reasons and
lactors which explain why North American and Latin American discourses
differ so radically.

Latin American reaserch traditions since the 19605 have been very
critical 01 the organization 01 cultural industries and especially 01 !he mass
media. The U. S. research tradition, on the other hand , has been highly
influenc9d by the optimism 01 liberal pluralism thought and the view 01 media
as mirror-images 01 the Nation. Additionally, U.S. research has been
constrained by delining the research subject according to lts marketpotential
ra!her!han ils epistemological relevance. The orientation 01 Latin American
research has been appropriately understood by Halloran (1981) as a critique
01 !he Iack 01 relevance in research topiescharacteristic01U.S.communication
research, but also as a critique 01 the basic assumptions 01 a dominant
lunctIonalist model. H. Newcombe has recalled an American phrasing 01 this
contrast; "!he American tradition has been one 01 laith while that 01 Latin
American one 01 suspicion" (Newcombe in McAnany 1989:12).

Thla chapter has highlighted the influence that historical, economic and
regionaJ lactors play in del ining the role 01mass media in 5OCiety. It has been
argued!hat!he shaping 01 two contrasting discourses about"!he popular",
is effacted by two lactors: First, by the way in which cultural industries, and
In specIfic media, have operated in each society, aOO second, by !he
perceptlon !hat the members 01each society have had about !he role 01
media.

Two o!her points have been highlighted by this review. The first point
eoncems the contributions 01 Latin American research in analyzing
Intemational and national communication orders, cultural industries aOO
local cultures in a historical and socio-political contexto Such historical
Iramework is missed in North America communication research ,
contemporary research on popular culture included. A difference !hat will
become evident in the discourses about "lhe popular": in Latin America, "lhe
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popular" is perceived as a historical matrix, while in North America "the
popular" is assocíatad with widespread consumption and mass media.

Latin American analysis is socio-nistorlca! and looks at audiences Irom
that view.The cultural competence "3) 01 audiences to critically look at media
discourses is seen as determined by the broader socio-cu ltural, economical
and political history 01 the country 01 the region. Such analysis in U.S. tends
to be based on the context 01 individuals .

The second point highlighted in thls review involves diflerences in
analyzing macro processes (e.g. the media), in particular, the differentlocus
01 study. The Latin American locus on inequalities 01 power, economics and
recently on cultura contrast with the U.S. which tend to locus more narrowly
on the media and their central rol as articulators 01 society. While the
discourse 01 LatinAmericans has developedasa response to the transnational
threaton theirnational cultures and economies,U.S.discoursehas responded
to an urgency in legitimating its political and economical position in the
transnational system . In conclus ion. while the altempt to link goals 01 the
research to a concern lorsocialchange reveals the pract ical elementguiding
Latin American research, it also reveals one 01 the centra l issues missing in
North America dominant research traditions.

Looking at the roots 01 these contrasting discourses McAnany (1989)
argues the appropriateness 01 cultural explanations.

Itis, howevernot enough tosayina more anthropological sense thatthe
twocultures simply"see" television ina dltterent cultural prtsm --although
thera is certain intuitiva rightness in the observation. Rather cne could
argue that thera ís a base in everyday life experience that finds
televlsion's meaning quite different in the twe cultures.(34)

Besides cultural explanations, McAnnay notices the different intellectual
traditions that have influenced research in each regions. That is, that
Marxism in Latin American effected the mainstream 01 communication
research during the 1970s and 1980s. In the U.S. , Functionalism has
permeated the different research traditions. Lastly, there are the economic
and political lactors 01 the evolution and role 01 cultura l industries in each
region and the ways in which research traditions have chosen to become
critical 01 such roles or to accept them by developing explanatory and
luctional Irameworks.

n Cultural Competences: tne critical understanding 01media text andoftheconventionsby which
texts areconstruted.

34 . McAnany 1984, 14.
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1.4. POPULAR CULTURE: A Framework for Analys is

Popular cultu re represents in Latin America a Iramework tor the analysis
01 the historical perculiarities and socio-cultural plura lity 01 these societies.
Socio-economic translormations atthe beginning 01thecenturyand processes
01 constructing national identities did not result in the total destruction 01
popular cultures. Oespite the subordination popular classes experienced, a
popular history evolved out 01 this succession 01 continuos expropriations
and dominations. Popular history evolves as a positive underground and
silent process, re-ereating people's ways 01lile, and symbolizing peoples'
own modes 01 expression and struggle (Vargas and Riaño 1984) . In this
Iramework, "lhe popular", is del ined by its historical and soc ial origin as a
peoples' grassroots culture and "lhe peop le"as the majorityol the population
which is excluded Irom economic, political and social benef its 01a society.

Mestizaje and Confllct.

Lat in American scholars have criticized the reductionist approach 01
essential ist, romantic and exclusivist views 01 popular culture, insisting that
"lhe popular" shou ld be approached as a hetereogenous, dynamic and
conflictive cultural matrix. In the case 01Latin American , this cultural matrix
is ground ed in a history 01colonization in which, despite the destruction 01
politicaland socialstructuresol indigenouspopulations,indigenousknowledge
and cultural lorms could not be completely exterminated (Monsivais 1978;
García-Canclini 1985; Martín -Barbero 1987). The peculiarities 01 colonial
history in the region have accernuated ethic and cultural lusions . "Mestizaje"
represents the delining element 01 this popular cultural expression but aiso
the keydevice lorsocial, economic and symbolic interaction 01 Lat in America
societies (Martín·Barbero 1988).'351This lusion, however, has not dissolved
indigenous and local cultures into a unil ied "mestizo" culture. "Mestizaje" in
!he Lat in American context represents not just cultural blending, but the
creation 01a new identity, "lhe mestizo identity", that is continuously and
sectorially recreated with new lusions (the rural and the urban, the massive
and the popular, the ethnic and the new social actors).

"In th ís way. a new map is tracad: the survival of ethnic groups as an
inlegralpart01 capilalisticslructuresbutproducing at lhe sametimeand
intheirtuma cultural truth whichis not consumad In these structures.(36)"

:J$.Overthe time"mestizo"hascomelosignifythe.mixed'population.produetofmanygenerations
01inter-mamaqe (indigenous. spantsh. b1ack). "Mestizaje"recallstheprocessot cultural lusions
that charaeterizes anyLatín American cultural expressk>n.

JS. Jesús. Martín 1989: 21.
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Pluralityand "impurity"areotherelementsthat Latin Americansscholars
have applied in approaching the curious mixture 01 cultural backgrounds
(indigenous, rural, black, spanish and so on) and systems 01 values
contained in, lor example, the culturalpractices01 peorurban dwellers. The
various cultural practices 01 street youth 01 the barrios populares 01 Bogota
that are described in \his thesis iIIustrate the dynamic 01 such mestizaje.

II "mestizaje" represents the essence 01 Popular cultural composttíon, ij

is subordination which defines popular classes posltion with respect to \he
dominantsystem.Garcia-Canclin'sdefinition01 popularculturesby a theory
01 social reproduction develops \his idea. The maintenance 01 Popular
cultures in \hecapitalistsystemisseenbyGarcia-Cancüniasaconsequence
01:

a) the unequal appropriation 01 economic and cultural goods on \he par! 01
differentclasses,ethicandsocialgroupsinproductionandconsumption;

b) \he characteristic elaboratíon 01 their conditions 01 life and \he speci!ic
satislaction 01 their needs;

c) the conflictual interaction01 the popular and hegemonic classes lor \he
appropriation 01 goodsand the exchangesthat counterbalanceconflicts
and renew interactions (García-Canclini 1988: 484).

In conclusion, the presence01 popularcultures in the capitalist system is
explainedby thelunctionalandadaptivenature01 popularculturalpractices,
and, by the maintenance 01 popular social context that lunction outside
dominant "Iogic". Neighborhood survival networks in the barrios populares
01 Latin America are an example 01 the dynamicand adaptive character 01
Popular Cultures. Neighborly relations have preserved rural val~ and
traditions01 solidarity, reciprocity, moralobligations, lor examplesysteme01
"fiado" [system 01 ínterest-tree credit bases on trust and bargaining] bu!
adapting them to the urban ambience. The barrio popular, as social and
cultural space, has become the basíc regulating context lor all such trust
relations, constitutinga multitude01 small lavours relatedto daily cash, lood
and security that make up these mutual-help networks. Inlormal social
relations exhibit a multifunctional character which satisfies \he people's
reproductive and survival needs. These relations promote integration into
the systembytheircontributiontothe reproductiono, thework 'orce,bu1also
cornprísehorizontalrelations01 solidarity,providinganarea in whichcultural
re-elaborations are possible (Vargas and Riaño, 1984; Vargas 1985).(37)

:17. Research on the symbolic and economic strategies 01 survivaJ 01 the urban peor in Latin
American ls a theme 01great interest in cultural studiesin Latin America. Anatysis of domestic
cyclesand processes stresses on the wayspeople adapt te economic changes and in the use
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Butlhecultural re-elaborations exist underconllict. Social translormations
01 productive and power relations deactivate and appropriate popular
cultural practices, traditions, and ways 01 lile . The dominant "Iogic" 01
appropriating popular expressions and deactivating traditional systems
deline the conflictive context in which "lhe popular" is expressed. but
appropriation isnot onlyan element characterizing theprocess 01 deactivating
the popular. The cultural dynamic 01 subordinated groups is shaped in an
active process 01 appropriations and reappropriations 01 dominant proposals.
The re-appropriating 01 symbols and practices are all redefinitions taking
place within a dialectical process 01 struggle , seduction, containment and
resistance .

The structuring principie 01 "lhe popular" relies on this dynamic 01
tensions and prcposltions. As Carlos Monsivais (1984) states, the popular
is "lhat which can not avoid being just that, what is constituted by exclusion
and under oppression (...)". S. Hall's (1981) discussion on "tha popular"
emphasizes these dialectical tensions and opposing relations as defining
principies 01 popular cultures; a dynamic 01 opposltlons structures the
domain 01 culture into the 'popular' and the .non-popular'.

Statlc Socletles?

One 01 the underlying assumptions 01 dominant approaches to the
"popular" is its relering to "popular" as resistance to change. Tradition, in
these views, ís opposed to modernity, and associated with static societies.
Although popular cultures recall traditional lorms 01 lile, they can not be
associated with unchanging or static cultures. They are neither passíve flOr
mere anachronisms because the popular relates to continuous change.
Research on the translorming nature 01 the popular practices, lor example
01 the indian's handcrafts or the rural fiesta, has shown the potential 01
traditional systems and cultures to adapt to the market economy, recycling
traditional costumes, practices or rites into translormed practices. (38) In the
present, these translormations are closely related to the interaction 01 the
traditional with the mass society (García·Canclin 1987; Martín Barbero
1989). Mass media are at the centre 01 this re-organization, representing
critical spaces lorthe expression 01 popular narratives (undoubtedly the best
example being the Latin American soap opera) and as sources lor cultural
borrowing, appropriation and identification.

01 domestic units as sources 01 economic and social streteaee. Studies 01 domestic units
oemonstrate therelevance thal"traditionarpopularcontextnave for peoples' modes 01 ¡ntagration
lo society, and as positiva mechanism 01 reaetion. Sea L Lomnitz (1978); Vargas (1985) ;
Stavenhagen(1970).

311I. Sea N. Garcla·Cancliní (1985) study onthetransformatíons01 themes andfigures 01 Mexican
indian's "artesenias" fO( their sel1ing inthe touristic market and J. González (1980)study onthe
"fiestas" in Mexico.

187



PILARRIAÑO

If the lorms 01 provlded commercial popular culture are not purely
manipulative, then ~ is because, alon9side lhe false appeals, lhe
toreshortenings,thetrivialization andshortcircu~ , there arealsoelements
01 recognition and ídentiñcation, something approachinga recreation of
recognizable experiences and altitudes, to which people are
respondin9·t»I

'Cultura popular" approaches have debated views 01 mass society as
equated to mass media. Further, lhese approaches queslion lhe view 01lhe
process 01 massilication 01 culture as movemenl lotally extemal lo "\he
popular". The delining character 01 mass society, Martín-Barbero says,
cannot be a collection 01 objects or contents, but lhe cultural model it
conveys, and lherelore, lhe sel 01 behaviours and principies 01 perception
that it involves. Mass media have become an integral part 01 popular culture
and "Ihe popu lar" can no longer be seen outside mass society.The lorms lhal
"Ihe popular" can no longer be seen outside mass society. The lorms lhal
"Ihe popular" is taking in mass society, particularly in urban Latin America,
involves lhe ways in which media materíals become compelling models lor
thought and aclion in everyday lile. The ' popular" today shows the direclion
acquired by inlemalional processes 01 communication, satellites and
technologies included, but il also shows lhe direction 01local processes, lhe
helerogenous and rich manilestalion 01 popular protesl (Martín-Barbero
19a9).

The shaping 01 popular idenlities takes place in lhis inleraction 01 lorces.
The sludy 01 processes 01 cultural idenlilication carried oul in lhis thesis
supports this guidingview.Youlh cultural expression isparticularly constructed
in a dynamic 01 "consumption" and cultural borrowing 01 mass cultural
products. The active experience 01 youlh consumption operates in the
terrain 01 appropriations and borrowing. Concretely, this process involves a
translalion 01 products-commodities, action-practices and symbols 01 the
group's style and the translormation 01 products and symbols ínto new
meaninglul ones (Clarke 19n, Hedbidge 1979).

The difficulties 01 delining "Ihe popular" and the various reductionist
delinilions to which "Ihe popular" has been subjected are at the centre 01
diseussions among Lalin American seholars. García-Cancl in, analyzing the
varíous seientific and political delinitions 01 "Ihe popular" prevalent in Latin
America, points oullheir tendency lo reduce "Ihe popular" to either"lolkoric"
objectsor "mass' products."The popular"cannolbe delined by lhedescríption
01 common intemal lealures, or as sel 01 traditional conlenls; rather, and
applying Gramscian views 01 lhe cultural dynamic in capitalist systems, "Ihe
popular" is a relational category rather than an essence,

" s. Hall. 1981 , 233.
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"Thepopular" can nol been defined by i1s onginor its traditions, bu! by
its position 01 beingconslrueted in lronl 01 Ihe hegemonic.''''

1.4.1 The crisis 01 Represenlatlon: The vlew ollhe "olher"

The above mentioned understanding 01 "!he popular" has eflected a
complele re-orientation 01 research paradigms and political slrategies
lowards a representation 01 a reality Irom lhe perspeclive 01 its actors, This
research approach has slressed lurther exploralions in terms 01 lhe relatlon
between melhod and situatíon. The poinl here is lhal crossing theorelical
discourses reveals lhe disconnection between lheory and experience and
lhe inability 01 currenl research methodologies lo caplure lhe poinl 01 view
01 lhe "oíher". This gap was perceived in Latin American as a crisis 01
represenlalion aflecting lhe discourse 01 Social Sciences and where lhe
change has lo be operated: Irom lhe "inlellectuar logic lo the context 01 lhe
social actor lile (Laclau , 1971; Marcus and Fischer 1986). Lalin Amencan
scholars on popular culture have undergone a total reexamination 01
orienlalions and methods guiding social reality analysis.Special inlerest has
been placed in lhe understanding 01 lhe new social social movemenls, and
particulariy lhose social actors mat tradilional leftisl and conservative
discourses have ignored or repressed . It is in lhis context, lhal the inleresl
in popular youth as new social aetors and as a dynamic social movemenl has
emerged.

The re-orientation 01 research paradigms implies,as well,a melhodological
displacement. Latin Americans aim lo develop a melhodological strategy
that gives account and lacilitates the underslanding 01 lhe view point 01 'he
cther". And it is here, when re-discovering anthropoloqícat reasons
(understanding 'he other"), that Latin American Social Sciences appeals lor
an elhnographic perspective as a way to explore cultural realilies, silent
logies and confliclive cullural manilestations.

The interest in elhnography is also guided by an attempl to resolve lhe
dislance separating research discourse and the logicand reality 01 people.''''
The researchers lask, under lhis view, is lo provide representations rather
lhan supposed 'objeclive" descriplions. Represenlalion as an ethnographic
lask is understanding peoples' cullural experiences, and representing the

010. N. García-eanclini. 1987.9.

-,.-PeopIe- is howeveranequallyconfllctive800 ambiguos tenn.A$ Mofach Schiah(1986) shows
theYsrious rneanings attaehed tothe c:oncepl (asthe totalpopulation o,acountry.astheexduded
majority. as themob) iIIustrale changing vlews ofthe popularscene befare theEnlightenment. In
Latin America, the term has been appropriated in the sama conflictiva mannsr. AJthough
appropriated bypoplJlist, dictators,J8flist andrightist,theterm hasbeenmainlyassociated lothose
social actors that are exctuded torm the social, economic andpotitical benefits.
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cullure Irom Ihe peoples' perspeclive. The voice retums to the protagonisl,
making them commentalors 01 Ihe experiences Ihey are undergoing. The
ethnographicaccount "reads" (as recognilion 01 narrative discourses) cultural
crit icisms circulaling among lhe people aboul their evel)(day lile experiences
(Marcus and Fischer 1986). Because lhese cultural criticisms do nol have
an explicil expression inpopularcullures,ethnographycould search lorkeys
which reveal the sociallevelsand contexls inwhich reactionsand resislances
are generated. Thi issue is 01 crucial importance lar the Latin American
cultura popular approaches because 01 its commitment lo l inding altemalive
views 01 socia l reality. The objective guiding Ihis proposal is crear: the active
engagement 01 both research and Iheoretical production in Ihe search lor
altematives Ihat acknowledge Ihe dynamism and potential 01 popular
cultural expressions. My roles as a researcher in the l ieldwork and in Ihe
wril ing 01 this thesis is placed wilhin Ihis Iramework.

1.4.2 The communlcatlve view: study 01 medlations

Al the level 01 commun ication, cultura popular scholars have raised
prolound questions as lo the ways in which lunclionalist, dependent, and
cultural imperialism paradigms have approached: 1) the conceplion 01 mass
culture and the interrelation between popular cultures and mass society; 2)
the study 01 processes 01 reception and 01Ihe medialed nature 01 consumption
processes.

The ideas 01 the social perception 01 messages and the aclivity 01
receplion as a mediated aclivity raised Ihe interest 01 communicalion
scholars in the study 01 popular cultures as a way to understand Ihe material
and symbolic elements mediating processes 01 communication:

The starting point terresearch should not bethedisjunction01 media as
hegemoniccontrol andpassíve reception, butthe medlanons, the points
of artícutanon between the processes 01 media production on the cne
hand and the daily routins 01 media use in the context 01 family,
community and nalion on the other.(42)

The central poinl 01 Ihis Iramework is the view 01 "lhe popu lar" as Ihe
space in which Ihe direction olcommunicalion processes ís visible. Culture,
in this sense, is understood as social mediation between communication
processes and "lhe popular". Mediated·receplion losters circulat ion 01
meanings, the adaptalion 01 "lhe popular" to Ihe media, and people's
recogn ition 01 Ihe ir identilies in media discourses.

q Communication Research Trends. 1977.7.
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My exploration 01 sources 01 youth identitiy is rooted in an analysis 01 the
symbolic and material mediators that deline and orientate youth cultural
experience. Material mediators are specilic instances in which views and
ways 01 living and interpretation 01 other l ields 01 existence are generated
and materialized. Symbolic mediators are those elements mediating a
group's ways 01reading and memory, its universe 01relations and values
(Martín-Barbero 1982; Martínez 83:34-35).
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