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Abstract
The accuracy of results in social research is based on the sharpness of data collection tools.For long the 
researchers have been using traditional tools such as questionnaire survey, case study method, projective 
methods,etc.,but inthe recent past, Participatory Rural Appraisal (PRA) tools have emerged as a new research
method. NGOs and some Government Institutions have now adopted PRA and Rapid Rural Appraisal (RRA) tools
aselements of their institutional culture and are increasingly used in social research. In agricultural extension, the 
researchers used PRA for the identification of research priorities, a field problem, training needs assessment, 
infrastructure facility availability,etc. This article is a criticismofPRAin the light of personal research experience 
conducted in 2013 on Maternal and Newborn Child Health (MNCH)project wherein PRA tools including Transect 
Walk, Social Mapping, Focused Group Discussions(FGDs), Networking Diagram, and Cause and Effect Diagram 
were used. The first three activities were found to be continuous repetition. The researchers’ negative role was 
observed as they kept on directing the respondents; hence the purpose of the PRA method was notbeing fulfilled.In 
the group activity,people hesitate to provide sensitive data; hence originality of data is challenged. Marginalized 
people were the target groups, but the elite of the area had more representation. There were gaps between the 
environment of the training session for the application of PRA tools and field activity for the collection of data 
through PRA tools. The procedures and protocol of PRA could not be followed.During FGD twelve people were 
invited, but in reality, more than fifty persons were present, which affected the efficiency of researchers and quality 
of data. Hencethe prime objectof PRA was not achieved.
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Introduction
PRA is an approach of social sciences for quick data collection by using a set of participatory visual techniques. 
This approach emerged in the late 1970s and at present majorly being used by Non-Governmental Organizations 
(NGOs) and other national and international agencies involved in local and international development(Chambers, 
1994b). The basic aim of PRA is to collect information by generating close cooperation with the local community 
and quickly analyze and evaluate information on rural conditions and local knowledge(Kemmis et al., 2016; Kumar, 
2002). This has been a popular approach among the development sector in Pakistan. 

Talking about the period of major development of PRA,(Chambers, 1994b)says that during the period of the 1980s
and 1990s this new approach was developed and introduced that was majorly used by the government field 
organizations and NGOs. PRA is among the family of participatory approaches and methods that focus on local 
knowledge and empower local people to do their appraisal, planning, and development. PRA is the combination of 
different methods that include; mapping, transect walk, visiting, meetings, survey, voluntary labor, trends and 
historical diagrams, seasonal calendar, street plays, problem priority chart, etc.(Kambel, 2014). While using PRA a 
facilitator is very important and plays a vital role to collect more valid, reliable, and concerned data(Chambers, 
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1994b; Schaap & Nandi, 2005). More details about the role and importance of facilitators and researchers are 
mentioned last part of this paper. 

Methodology
Field research was conducted inBastiBasheerNager, a small village of district Rajanpur Punjab, Pakistanfrom mid-
June to mid-August 2013. This research project titled “Role of Community Spaces and Mechanisms in Health 
Promotion amongst the Poor Communities in Rural Pakistan” was funded by the Maternal and Newborn Child 
Health Program and Research & Advocacy Fund (RAF). Five PRA tools were used during this social research, 
including Transect Walk, Social Mapping, Focus Group Discussion (FGD), Networking Diagram, and Cause & 
Effect Diagram. The research team was comprised of five members, including a field supervisor, two female 
researchers, and two male researchers. The team of female researchers conducted PRA sessions among the female 
community members; likewise, male researchers among the male community members. 

The major object of this research was to know the role of community spaces and mechanisms for the promotion of 
MNCH, which has beena very sensitive topicin Pakistan. During this social research project,some 
limitationsincludingthe validity of the data and equal participation of the community members were commonly
observed.

The objectives of the paper are to critically analyze RPA in social research, to draw attention towards the field 
challenges while using PRA, to look at how PRA affects the validity and reliability of data in social research. 
Moreover, the objective of the paper is to share the field experiences while using PRA. 

Area of Research 
District Rajanpur, is part of Dera Ghazi Khan Division and is located in the southwest of Punjab province of 
Pakistan. Administratively district is divided into three tehsils and 43 Union Councils (UCs). The selected village 
for the study called ‘Basti Basheer Nager’ is situated in UC Hajipur of tehsil Rajanpur. In the village a major source 
of income is agriculture. The village is divided into three parts, where people of different ethno-lingual identities and 
castes are living.Generally socio-economic status of the residents is dependent on the entitlement of land. Landless 
people of the area cultivate the land of the owners on 1/8thshare by providing labor.

Results and Discussion
PRA has been a popular technique in social and rural research that further leads towards project planning; which 
helps to generate information at the local level by direct community participation(Chambers, 1983). The objectives 
of the research conducted in Basheer Nager were more or less the same, i.e. data collection by using PRA had to be 
helpful for further policy-making inthe future. The research was important to know the MNCH issues; PRA was 
used to know the issues at the community level and to evaluate the concerned programs working in the area. In his 
scholarly work (Mosse, 1994) argues that local knowledge depends upon the value of learning and information; for
such purpose, PRA is a successful application. Furthermore, (Mosee, 1994) raisedthe question that is it possible for 
PRA to be undertaken in completely ‘new’ areas, where an agency is unknown? It is very important to know how 
often the organization visitsthe local community and practicesPRA.

In BasheerNager for the first time, Rural Support Program Network (RSPN) introduced PRA, as the community was 
not introduced to it, so they had great difficulty understanding the process of this research activity; hence while 
conducting a session of PRA the oral and practical participation of the community members was very limited.The 
community members in their private circle repeatedly said that such activities have nothing to do with them. The 
author had experienced the pre-test of the above-mentioned PRA tools in Tehsil Kotli of District Rawalpindi. 
Duringthe pre-test, it was revealed tothe researcher that NRSP had created a Community Organization (CO) where 
researchers of RSPN and NRSP frequently visit fora pre-test of different PRA tools. RSPN was the consortium of 
seventeen Rural Support Programs (RSPs) and due to this reason, NRSP introduced RSPN to the CO in Tehsil Kotli. 

Through such pre-test activities, the community members of Kotli have learned and experienced different methods 
and mechanisms of PRAs. So, during the pre-test, the facilitators found it very easy to conduct a PRA session, 
because the community was actively participating and following the ethics of PRA.Here a question strikes to mind 
why the PRA are being pre-test in the same CO and what are the bilateral interests of the CO and NGO? The NGO 
financially helps the CO for socio-economic or infrastructure development of the area and in reward the NGO



International Journal of Early Childhood Special Education (INT-JECSE) 
DOI: 10.9756/INT-JECSE/V14I2.534 ISSN:1308-5581 Vol 14, Issue 02, 2022

4790

haddeveloped its rapport and trust.During the implementation of PRA tools among the targeted group in Basheer 
Nagar, the community involvement was very limited owing to the aforementioned reasons. 

Trust and rapport are very essential to ensure the validity and reliability of data in social research (Acharyya & 
Bhattacharya, 2019; Bernard, 2017). Here a question strikes to mind if the agency has not beenundertaken PRA in a 
new area then how the issues of trust and rapport are being considered while using PRA in social research? 
Objectively, it is very difficult to measure the level of trust and rapport. The representation of effective rapport is 
based on the set of assumptions that an outsider keeps about the effective communication of the villagers(Mosse, 
1994). The concept of trust and rapport in social researchis very subjective. It is linked with an individual’s or 
community emotions, feelings, likings, like being, etc. that results in early or late development of trust or rapport. In 
Basheer Nager the community was much poor and marginalized and rapidly they developed their trust in the 
outsiders, because theyconsideredthepresence of an organization in the area, either as an opportunity for massive 
development or to help the people in material terms. 

A massive gap was observed in hear and sayings at both community and facilitators’ end. Due to time constraints 
and to develop a rapid trust and rapport one of the team members misguided and bluffed the community members. 
This contradicts to ethics of the research(Acharyya & Bhattacharya, 2019; Bernard, 2017). In the beginning, the 
community was told that the NGO wants to help the poor, and in response needed community cooperation. On the 
other hand, the community members claimed to be very poor and showed submissiveness. The sensitive and 
personal issues of the individuals such as family planning, the use of contraceptives, abortion, physical contact, etc. 
were asked publicly.To inquire about such private information there requires a strong rapport of the facilitator.In a 
large gathering people do not share their private matters; if they share then the reliability of information is not sure. 

The two most prominent elements can be found in Chambers’ work which includesinclusiveness and the role of 
outsiders. The inclusiveness is to make sure the participation of all members ofthe local community in PRA 
meetings and workshops. Particular attention is paid to include the poor and marginalized people: “the poor, weak, 
vulnerable and exploited should come first’ (Chambers, 1999).Ideally, it is very essential to include all unequal in 
PRA sessions to ensure the empowerment and the representation of different groups(Shava, 2017).To achieve the 
objectives of PRA various methods and unique techniques are deployed; hence to ensure community participation, 
regardless of literacy levels, the visual inputs or a combination of oral, written, and visual communication are 
emphasized(Kapoor, 2002; Solano Lara et al., 2018).

In BasheerNager the level of inclusion was overflowing as the required number of participants exceeded the limit, 
but the empowerment of the poor and the marginalized groups were not ensured. During the session of each module 
of PRA tools, the facilitator mostly asked points of view of participants of high socioeconomic and political status. 
The voice of poor people remained very limited. During FGD an influential participant was narrating the story of a 
poor participant who was part of the activity. On this, the facilitator asked the poor participant to share his story by 
himself but he responded, “He is telling you my story and he is wise too”.

Chambers viewpoint about the role of power in the participation of community members, especially the poor and 
marginalized, is very negative; ‘For learning, power is a disability’, and further that, ‘All power deceives, and 
exceptional power deceives exceptionally’(Chambers, 1999). The landowners were the power holders in Basheer 
Nager, whose participation in PRAs swallowed the learning of the poor people. During the study, it was observed 
that power was deceiving the participation at different levels. During informal discussions,youngers were not 
allowed to counter-argument their elders. In another situation,the poor were not supposed to counter the argument of 
the local political leader or landowner.It is believed that the realization of the ideal speech situation is not an easy 
task, as the important obstacles are to remove or minimize the power relationships among the participants(Habermas 
& Rehg, 1998). In Basheer Nager the cultural concept of power based on land has shaped the overall power structure
of the society. So, it is very difficult to eradicate the power relation in the community whereas it could have been 
minimized. To follow the ideal state of empowerment certain measures can be taken, but the community has to live 
in that power matrix, where they require help, favor, sympathy, etc. of their local political leaders or landowners.  

One of the major concerns is about the role of the facilitator and his/her involvement over time. PRA tools are 
mostly designed to conduct one or two-off sessions, while to facilitate the local action there requires a long-term 
involvement of the facilitator that leads towards sharing of knowledge and the inclusion of activities for sustainable 
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groups, confidence-building, and provide skills for conflict resolution(Schaap & Nandi, 2005).During the study at 
Basheer Nager the facilitator had neither long-term nor short-term involvement in the local actions or with the 
community members. Only one of the team members belonged to Rajanpur, but he was not a native of 
BasheerNager. For the first time, the team approached the village in June 2013. The schedule of the team was to 
spend three days a week in the village. The team was staying in a hotel at the district headquarter. After approaching 
for the first time in the village how was it possible to gainthe trust of the local community members while living in a 
hotel and spending around 9 – 12 hours a week? In this way, the role of the facilitator for confidence building and 
the utilization of his/her skill in conflict resolution is challenged. The community members more than once said, 
“For you, it would be very difficult to bear the blazing heat of June, because you are accustomed to Air-
Conditioners (AC) as your vehicle is AC, the room is AC and you are from Islamabad”. The traditional research 
tools of Anthropology are equipped with their unique approach of Participant Observation, in which the researcher 
becomes part of the community. Through this, he/she gains confidence. On the other hand, in PRA the limited and 
opportunist interaction of facilitators marks some serious point on his/her role. 

Often the process of facilitation remains purposeless. As(Kemmis et al., 2016; Schaap & Nandi, 2005) said that a 
team of facilitators is welcomed by the community with great excitement, and at the end of a high exciting session 
of PRA, in which several problems including sensitive one are identified, is left without any solid results. The 
participants of the PRA sessions in BasheerNager had identified several problems. The research team went back to
write upthe findings of the research. The community is still waiting for a solution to their MNCH problems and,
there is no value in this so-called PRA approach. In the future, they will not trust any of the research team and they 
may not spare time for participation. This is a great mistake at facilitators’ end who had not clearly and categorically 
told the community about the research and its objectives.Moreover,(Kemmis et al., 2016; Schaap & Nandi, 2005)
say that at the end of a long hour’s discussion people go back to their fields and start doing their routine work, while 
on the way back they think about the benefits of this session for themselves. Often peoples’ expectations result in 
disappointment. During a meeting, the participants started discussing their issues and the objectives of the PRA got 
perished. The least interest of the participants has nothing to do with the objectives of the PRA; hence the efforts to 
conduct PRA sessionsare in vain. 

The bilateral interest of community members and facilitators are strong reasons for the success of PRA and the 
active participation of the community members(Sandham et al., 2019). During the training of the field staff at 
Islamabad, both the trainer and facilitators had a deep interest because they were being paid by the organization. 
Along with this air-conditioned hall, friendly environment, literate group, no time constraints, etc. were the causes of 
high motivation. On the other hand, during fieldwork, the hot weather, local power matrix, mobility issue, 
community engagement with local calendar, income-generating activities, etc. were also the cause of the failure of 
the facilitator to conduct a successful PRA session. 

If the approaches of PRA are to play an empowering role,then the researchers and facilitators need to know different 
types of differences between the communities and within a community group(Schaap & Nandi, 2005). The 
facilitators should be equipped with some skills and strategies to handle status and power differences. The facilitator 
should know the local power dynamics based on caste, income, land, etc. to play his/her effective role to empower 
the marginalized and poor groups of the area. In Basheer Nager the power is based on entitlement of land. The 
tenants are bound to obey the landowners. Based on political differences and ownership of land the Punjabi Ariyans1

and Sindhi Ariyans2 visit each other’s residential area at the time of funerals.The facilitators provided all possible 
solutions fora social gathering to conduct PRA sessionsin the same space, but all in vain. The objective of the PRA 
is to invite every group for their representation in one space and the session should be conducted in one go. But, the 
non-cooperative behavior of these groupsfailed inthe actual objective of the PRA. In such situations the facilitators’ 
roles become obvious. 

The complexity of the community difference that is based on age, religion, economic, caste, ethnicity, and 
particularly gender are not dealt within many participatory development initiatives(Guijt & Shah, 1998). The 
community differences not only decide the inclusion of the community members inPRA but also decide the quality 

1 A local ethno-lingual caste group; speaks Punjabi Language and migrated from Okara, Punjab Provence of 
Pakistan.
2 A local ethno-lingual caste group; speaks Punjabi Language and migrated from Sindh Provence of Pakistan.
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of data and equal participation as well. In Basheer Nager, during all of the PRA activities, it was observed that the 
agrarian elite of the area had hijacked the session. On the other hand, the facilitator rather than ensuring the equal 
participation of the community members, irrespective of differences, kept on asking questions from members of a 
particular group. This happened more than once and the team leader interrupted during all of the activities to control 
the situation and to ensure equal participation. 

Age, gender, education, and kinship are indicators that influence the level of participation in PRA sessions(Mosse, 
1994).The participation of the community members based on age group was not ensured by the facilitator. MNCH is 
a very sensitive and personal issue for people. Among the participants, there were several unmarried and physically 
newly mature boys. On hearing about the sensitive and secret issue of MNCH they started sharing the conversation 
with their age fellows. During the activity of Social Mapping and FGD, the ones who had more social knowledge 
about the administrative and political developments were recorded more than the rest of the participants. During 
PRA activities,local resources were to be used as symbols. Most of the participants were illiterate and did not know 
how to mark symbols, write and draw straight lines. During this activity, just three people actively participated and 
drew a social map. It was observed that the non-participating community members were busy in their routine 
discussions about their crops and cattle. So, the disparities based on caste, sect, religion, education, economy, social 
status, gender, etc. decide the true implementation of the PRAs.

The key to deciding the positions of a community group and their active or lethargic attitude to participate in a PRA 
session is its political environment and general culture(Kumar, 2002). The people may have different political 
affiliations, as it is their basic democratic right, but such affiliations may lead towards inequalities and irregularities. 
Such socio-political disparities not only hinder the inclusion of community members but also hold people to 
participate in PRAs. Sindhi Ariyan’s, who were living at a distance of four to five hundred meters from the main 
cluster of population, refused to participate in PRAs. The facilitators invited the male representatives of all castes, 
socio-economic and political groups to participate in PRAs at Government School Basheer Nager and women to 
participate in the house of a local landholder. At first, the community members started to ask reasons for the 
selection of venue. The Sindhi Ariyans refused to participate in PRAs by saying that their honor does not allow them 
to send their women in the house of Punjabi Ariyan’s. On tracing the reason it was found that political elites of 
Punjabi Ariyans had not distributed the food items among the residents of this adjacent area during the 2010 massive 
flood. Hence, the facilitator must find an undisputed space to conduct a PRA session. 

Time, distance, and social considerations can be reasons for nonparticipation(Mosse, 1994).Before starting research 
in Basheer Nager no one had studied the seasonal calendar of the area. The facilitators were not aware of the daily 
schedule of the community members. Every Tuesday and Thursday the community had to water their plants. Friday 
is a religiously sacred day and the shop keepers keep their shops close and fulfill their household commitments. 
During the time of the study, the women had the responsibility to bow the cottonseed. This busy schedule of the 
community members resulted in minimum interaction. The village is male dominant society and due tothe Baluchi
concept of honor, female mobility is very limited. The existing conflict among two community members was one of 
the major hurdles for the mobility of females; hence the agrarian elite had hegemony on PRA sessions among male 
and female groups. The voice of all participating groups was not documented in the field report. 

On commencing a series of PRA the best-documented sessions are conducted by team leaders, researchers, or 
experts, but generally,the majority of the sessions are conducted by inexperienced and average facilitators(Schaap & 
Nandi, 2005). Before the start of this research, a ten days training of the field team was conducted in Islamabad. The 
research skills of the researchers were polished and their capacity was enhanced as perthe requirements of the donor 
agency. During the pre-test of research tools, the sessions were conducted by lead trainers among the community 
organization of the NRSP. It was observed that the facilitators were used to traditional Anthropological Research 
Tools. At that time they were experiencing the PRAs for the first time. The young researchers had limited 
knowledge and were the least experiencedin the objectives, process, and execution of PRAs. The experienced 
facilitators cared for the research ethics and social norms. The facilitators were required to get signatures on the 
permission form before the start of every PRA tool. But they did not follow the research protocols. During every 
PRA tool, the team leader helped the researchers to divert the discussion in the right direction. Some topics have 
more than once been explored and were not required in any formal PRA activity, but the researcher’s limited 
experience of the PRAs was the cause of such repetition. The facilitator should have the skill to get the right 
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information from the targeted participant. During PRAs at Basheer Nager the facilitator was asking questions about 
family planning and contraceptive method to an unmarried participant. 

The timing of a PRA session plays a vital role to ensure the participation of community members and talking about 
this(Schaap & Nandi, 2005) says that for facilitators and researchers PRA tools are time efficient; on the other hand,
for a farmer, it is no more than time-consuming, hence sometimes it becomes very difficult for the researchers and 
facilitators to get everyone together for the successful completion of the whole exercise. The timing of the PRA 
session should not have clashed with the schedule of the local community. The facilitators needed answers to their 
questions and the community was demanding a material benefit. The former were achieving their desired goals, 
whereas the latter was disappointed. 

There are several harvest seasons in North Bengal and men are found busy on harvesting or planting and women on 
post-harvest processing or planting, or both were found to be occupied(Schaap & Nandi, 2005). In BasheerNager 
there are two main harvest seasons. This research was conducted during the cotton cultivation season. The men were 
engaged in watering and fertilizing the fields. The women were found busier than that men. The women had to work 
inthe field to bow the cottonseed and had the responsibility of their cattle, family, kitchen, etc.As issues regarding 
MNCH belong to women and they were supposed to be present during PRA sessions to tell their own stories. 
Women were requested to ensure their participation in PRAs. On invitation, they responded positively, but during 
activities number of women who were invited did not participate by saying that they were busy in the field. 

There is the involvement of researchers and facilitators in the activity of Transect Walk, during this they walk 
through the community along with local community members and record the socio-economic and physical features
of the area(Aalst et al., 2008). It is one of the significant tools of PRAs because at this stage the researchers walk 
through all of the residential areas of the community and interact with all walks of life including the poor and 
marginalized. This tool helps the researchers to gain the confidence of the local community members that plays an 
effective role in the collection of sensitive information(Aalst et al., 2008).During a transect walk, a researcher does
an open-ended discussion with the community members to ask about different areas of his topic, and all of the 
information is mapped and diagrammed(Chambers, 1994a). The researchers were told to map and diagram all 
concerning information about the area. The notes taker had to write all of the discussion, but neither had they 
documented the information nor did they map the physical features of the area. The notes taker relied on the 
recording device, but there was noise of wind in recording. Due to this negligent behavior of the notes taker some 
information missed from the documentation. 

Likewise, the mapping of the physical infrastructure of the area was not done as well. On reaching the hotel the 
facilitator and notes taker were asked to map the information, but they did not remember the east and west direction 
of the village. Three representatives of the village were to be part of a team to conduct the activity of transect walk, 
but on commencing the walk there were more than fifteen people, who wanted to be part of the team. The 
community was assuming that the NGO persons (The Researchers) were in the village to evaluate the poverty of the 
area and later they will give cash or kind to the poor of the village. Because of this reason, everyone was interested 
to lead the team to his/her home for evaluation. Finally, five male community members were part of a team and later 
on, the number started increasing again. The facilitators were not intended to offend the community members and 
due to this reason they did not ask the community members to spare the research team. It was also noted in the 
recording that the community members repeatedly asked the reason forthe visit and objectives of the research. The 
researchers kept on telling this rather than asking about their concerned information. 

The diagrams provide an empirical representation of the information, which is used to illustrate a casual 
relationship, flows, and analysis of data(Adepo, 2000), moreover, the diagrams encourage community members for 
active participation(Conroy, 2002; Solano Lara et al., 2018).To develop a diagram there is a need for some 
knowledge and information about the activity. Asit has been discussed that the pre-test was conducted by the lead 
trainers among the community organization of NRSP. Those people know all protocols because they have become 
familiar with the process, objectives, and proprieties of PRAs activities. On the other hand, the people of Basheer 
Nager were interacting with such methods for the first time. They did not know how to place proper symbols. For 
such a purpose the facilitator suggested they place symbols. 
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The networking diagram of PRA tools tells about the strong and effective relationship of an individual with 
community members and institutions as well(Sontakki et al., 2019). But the people did not know how to show a
strong or weak relationship. The recording of the activities revealed that the activities of social mapping, 
networking, and cause & effect diagram were made by the facilitators rather than the community members. During 
the activity of the networking diagram, the facilitator asked the participants to place a symbol for Basic Health Unit. 
They started thinking about that and meanwhile, the facilitator suggested placing an empty bottle of syrup. This is 
how the community participation and local knowledge were put into brackets. 

To acquire a particular knowledge is the main objective of FGD(Uddin & Anjuman, 2013) and to achieve a planned 
FGD is designed among the small representatives of the community or stakeholders to discuss a particular issue of 
the research(Kambel, 2014). A facilitator and assistant to facilitator are required to conduct an FGD, where the 
former leads the discussion and the latter has the responsibility to take notes, record the event in audio form, take 
care of unexpected interruptions and write his or her observation of the event(Uddin & Anjuman, 2013). Duringthe 
training of the field staff, it was told that while conducting FGD and other PRAs the facilitators willlead the 
discussion and the notes taker will write his observation, take care of audio recording, take pictures and write his/her 
reflection. The blank pages of the drafting book of the notes takers showed their professional attitude. The 
observation of the peoples’ participation and the facilitator’s state of conduct were not taken down. So, this act of 
both facilitator and notes taker is linked tothe validity of data and peoples’ attitude towards the solution of their 
problems.Defining the characteristics of the facilitation team(Uddin & Anjuman, 2013) said that they should have a 
pleasing personality, ability to speak the local language, respect to local norms, behavior, etc. Two team members 
could not speak the local language of the area and they were assigned the task of notes taking. For notes taking the 
researcher should have familiarity with the local language, terminologies, metaphors, and symbols. The 
understanding of these indicators helps to know the literal meanings of oral and material information. 

A massive repetition of questions and information was found during the research. During the introductory visit, the 
facilitator asked several questions that were repeated during the activity of the Transect Walk. Considerable
information was gained during Transect Walk but these questions, in the same context, were asked again during the 
activity of Social Mapping and FGD. The participants along with facilitators were fed up by facing the continuous 
repetition of the list of questions and piles of information.

Talking about the post-PRA intervention in Marale Village of India(Kambel, 2014),in his case study, said that to 
deal with the community problems identified through PRA with the help of community participation some student 
social workers were positioned in the village.In Basheer Nager numbers of MNCH issues were identified and were 
shared with the community as well. But the organization did not appoint any social worker in the village to educate 
them or to help them in raising their voice for the solution of their health and MNCH issues. 

Conclusion 
The literature of PRA and field experiencesillustrate that the practical application of PRAs in rural agrarian societies
is a very technical task. Although it is a useful method to save time, on the other hand economically it is very costly. 
The research organizations and NGOs prefer the stay of their researchers in the hotels rather than staying within the 
community; this approach is a cause of great hindrance to developing rapport and trust, due to which it is a great 
challenge to collect reliable and valid data. PRA is considered as rapid research to analyze and evaluate the social 
problems and this quick approach can be challenged because of the validity and reliability of data. The rapid 
methods of PRA are done in a few sessions and thus cannot find the underlying meanings of social problems. Hence, 
comparatively Ethnographic Research Tools are more valuable, because the researcher has a long-term involvement 
in the community and his close contact with the respondents can help in the collection of sensitive data without 
discussing it publicly. The facilitators and researchers should have vast experience of PRAs, so that equality of 
participation, empowerment of the poor and marginalized, and freedom of expression should be ensured. Before the 
start of any social research, there is a need to understand the norms, values, routine and social calendar of the 
community. The sensitive issues being studied by using the PRAs result in the diffusion of personal information 
about the people. Ethically the PRAs should avoid asking the personal secrets publicly. It is a big question why a 
community will participate in PRA sessions for social research? The research will not give them any material 
benefit. As far as the use of PRAs for the development of the community is concerned, it is supposed to be the right 
approach, because at the end of the session the organization will give them something or will let them know how to 
find the solution of exiting problem, but in social research, they are not being helped out in any way. The time of the 
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community is equally important, so they should be given some amount of money in reward for their time. It is most 
important to prepare the PRA manual very brief and concise to avoid repetition of questions and information.
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