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________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ABSTRACT—The objective of this article is to present the partial results found in the analysis of the narratives, 

made by the actors of the Rabanal wasteland, based on the communicative interaction, from the Theory of 

communicative action proposed by Habermas, Jüngen(Habermas, 1981 ). In this sense, this research assumed that 

the TAC is the interaction that actors perform for social construction, based on language. Likewise, in the 

methodological process three stages were developed: descriptive, analytical and interpretative; considering the 

postulates raised by the critical analysis of discourse from the critical-social perspective proposed by Neyla Pardo. It 

stands out in this research that the discourse that is built around the Rabanal wasteland is polysemic and ambiguous 

and does not favor consensus.  

 Keywords—Language, TAC, Wasteland, ACD, LEEN, Rabanal. 

 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 

      Jürgen Habermas introduces language in communicative processes, as an element that allows "elucidating the world 

of life” (Habermas, 1981:10) and unveiling it from intersubjectivity. This approach led to the recognition of the 

importance of thinking the world of life around the Rabanal wasteland (Habermas, 1981:10) and trying to elucidate it, in 

order to understand the actions that are generated and reverted against a natural reserve, which generates environmental 

processes, ecological and conceptual constructions elaborated from language and that lead to practices that favor or 

disfavor human existence. 

      Therefore, the world of life that develops around the wasteland of Rabanal, shows the ecological deterioration, from 

mining, agricultural and livestock activities product of conceptual constructions, elaborated from the language and that 

are reverted into actions that degrade the environment and do not allow the development of consensus, leading to 

favorable practices for all social actors living around this natural reserve. This problem leads to answer the question: 

                                                           

*    Research article product of the research project entitled "Symbolic interaction around the concept of wasteland  in the Rabanal area. Registered in 

the Directorate of Investigations -DIN, UPTC. Code 2105. Research Group LANGUAGES IN EDUCATION - LEEN. 
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What is the communicative interaction that the actors of the Massif Rabanal Wasteland perform for the construction of 

the wasteland concept and its possible social and environmental effect? 

                                                               

    To answer this question, it was assumed that the Theory of Communicative Action (TAC), Habermas, as: 

 

Term communicative action for "those expressions (linguistic and non-linguistic) with which subjects capable of 

speech and action assume relations with intention to understand each other about something and coordinate their 

activities. These communicatively coordinated activities can consist of communicative or non-communicative 

actions”
 
(Habermas, 1981: 454) 

 

That is to say, the speaker has three pretensions of universal validity: a) truth constituted by the logic present in the 

objective world; b) correction (normative) organized in the linguistic understanding of the intersubjective world; and 

c) sincerity or truthfulness, which constitutes criticism in the subjective world. The theory of communicative action is 

an explanation of practice in the contexts of the world of life (intersubjective, objective and subjective), which is 

structured and organized with a specific and functional purpose from intersubjectivity. This characteristic is raised by 

Habermas (1981), as a practice that allows social actors to reach consensus, establish criteria of truth, identify 

coherences and inconsistencies between the intersubjective, objective and subjective world, as well as allowing the 

validity of actions, product of speech acts Austin (1981) and Searle (1969). 

 

In this sense, and assuming the interpretative perspective proposed by Max Weber, Habermas (1981) take up the ideas of 

social rationalization in the modern world making a deep and detailed critique of this concept and compares three 

specific positions of Marx, Horkeimer and Adorno, which were shared by Max Weber (Habermas, 1981:198). In this 

sense, Marx points to the social rationalization from the productive forces, from an empirical knowledge and the 

improvement of production techniques, qualification and organization, considering the efficiency of the available work 

force. Max Weber argues that the capitalist economy and the modern state as those subsystems of rational action, which 

are deployed in Western rationalism; it is here that Weber proposes the reification of social relations that stifle 

motivations and nourish life rationally; for Horkeimer and Adorno, from the Weberian perspective, and understanding 

the proposal of an automated instrumental reason, rationality is understood as the amalgam that occurs between the 

domination of nature, with the irrationality of some classes over others; "Thus the productive forces operate the 

stabilization of alienated production relations” (Habermas, 1981:199). Habermas observes that for these authors 

(Horkeimer, Adorno, Marx and Weber) what at the time the technique and science was emancipation now become a 

means of social repression. Thus, for Habermas, the relationship between social rationalization and the increase in the 

instrumental and strategic rationality of the contexts of action is contradictory. In the same way, he observes that a broad 

concept of rationality should be identified in the same plane of productive forces, something that does not happen, due to 

the minimal concept of action used by Marx, Weber, Horkeimer and Adorno. Habermas (1981) saying that this concept 

is not sufficently complex enough: 

 

To apprehend in social actions all the aspects which social rationalization can ignite [...] "the rationalization of the 

action orientations and the structures of the world of life is not the same as the increase and complexity in the 

systems of action”. 

 

     Here, he questions and says that they are not the same, the categories of action with the systemic categories; likewise, 

thinking rationality as a paradigm of knowledge (Condorcet) and under the foundations of methodical knowledge and the 

rationality of science (Kant) up to the perspective of the cultural significance of science (Weber), leads Habermas to try 

build the topic of rationality starting from 1). The logic of the rationalization of the images of the world; trying to get a 

2). Structural model of social rationalization (ethics from the Protestant ethic) and finally, propose the rationalization of 

law. For this research emphasis will be made on the first section in order to make an approach to understanding the 

processes of communicative interaction that allow us to construct an object (wasteland) product of intersubjectivity. 

 

     For the clarification of the first component, Habermas proposes that it is necessary to understand the phenomena of 

Western rationalism to go first to classification by content and secondly to conceptual clarification in order to understand 

if Western rationalism is inherent in a certain culture or it is a phenomenon of universal significance. Proposal that for the 

case that occupies us, would allow to understand if the processes of rationalism that are generated by social actors are 

subject to their peculiarities and are anchored to the culture of the community of the Rabanal wasteland or if the form of 

meaning and conceptual elaboration of the wasteland is constructed from some universal structures. 
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Scheme 1. Interpretation of the phenomenon of Western rationalism 

(Source: Educational Languages Research Group -LEEN.) 

Date: September 2017 
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     As seen in the scheme 1. Access to the problem of rationality, is addressed by Habermas(1981) from the 

paradigm of physical knowledge (assuming the postulates of Condorcet); the foundations of methodical 

knowledge and the rationality of science (proposed by Kant) and the cultural significance of science that 

implies the expansion of empirical knowledge, the ability to predict and the instrumental and organizational 

domain over empirical processes (according to the postulates of Weber). In this sense, Habermas analyzes two 

positions on the one hand if Western rationalism is typical of a culture and on the other hand observes 

whether Western rationalism is a phenomenon of universal significance. In this discussion he states that there 

are two ways to account for the particularity or universality of Western rationalism: one is the classification of 

contents, and the other is conceptual clarification. Facing the first Habermas (1981) proposes that a 

classification of content should be given from the social, cultural and individual (assume as a personality) and 

for the second should clarify the concept of rationality for which proposes two outputs one theoretical and one 

practical. Facing the theoretical Habermas proposes to assume a decentration posture (Piaget) which will 

allow us to move from the particularity to universality. In relation to the practical domain to understand 

rationality, Habermas proposes to consider the following aspects: a). Technique, b). Means, c). Purposes, d) 

values, e) Practical-action rationality f) the image of the world as symbol systems, and g) cultural rationality. 

In this sense, classifies the use of the media as the way to establish instrumental rationality; the choice of 

purposes, such as elective rationality; and the orientation of values as normative rationality. In the face of 

cultural rationalization Habermas defines that this is given by the formal re-elaboration and configuration of 

the images of the world and the aspect of categorial differentiation of the concepts of the world.  

  

    Under this perspective, communicative interaction understood as a product of communicative action makes 

sense. 

 

2. ACTION AND COMMUNICATIVE INTERACTION 

 

    To understand the concept of action Habermas proposes to understand it within rationality and from the 

sociological field. Faced with the first proposes that it be seen from the concept of communicative rationality 

in order to understand the concept of communicative action. In this aspect points out that the linguistic 

understanding refers to a rationally motivated agreement reached among the participants, which is measured 

by claims of validity susceptible to criticism and that these manifestations or emissions are symbolic and in 

this sense proposes to analyze how the actors (inhabitants of the Rabanal wasteland) refer to something in the 

world (Rabanal Wasteland). Thus the concept of communicative rationality (Habermas, 1981:110) requires 

looking at the validity forms of discursive performance; along with the relationships that participants engage 

with the world through communicative action and with which they expect their linguistic manifestations to be 

valid. In this aspect Habermas emphasizes the fact of the need for decentration that must be made by the 

actors to convert the world view into a process of evolution of the images of the world. Thus, "bases the 

concepts of action from ontology” (Habermas, 1981:111) . In his dialogue with Popper, Habermas adopts a 

reflective attitude towards the third world (the world of science, arts and poetics) and characterizes it as an 

autonomous world of higher level that refers to the truth and above all that has susceptible problems of 

investigation; that this (third) world is related to the first one inasmuch as its theories, problems and 

arguments allow it to describe and explain its processes. Thus, Habermas "places in the middle of the two the 

world of the subjective spirit, the acts of knowledge and action”(1981). At this point, it is necessary to 

highlight that Habermas (1981) realizes that there are non-cognitive elements of culture that are marginalized 

from this appropriation made by the third world in front of the first but that it is precisely these non-cognitive 

elements of culture that allow and support a sociological theory of action. And so concludes that social 

actions are guided by cultural values, however, that these do not always bear any relation to the truth.  

 

     It is questioned if these non-cognitive elements should be denied or on the contrary they would be included 

and classified within the third world. To give a solution, Weber accepts the second way and proposes that the 

non-cognitive elements constitute spheres of validity and says that just as the legal elements can be analyzed 

from normative rectitude and art from authenticity and beauty, for Max Weber, the non-cognitive elements of 

culture and cultural tradition as a whole can be classified and validated as knowledge that develop spheres of 

value and systems of special knowledge. In this way, he links these non-cognitive elements with the third 

world and assigns to it the responsibility of evaluating the components of the culture as well as the 

instrumental cognitive ones. In this sense, he poses a problem from the given language that must be 
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confronted, the meaning of "validity" and "knowing" on the basis that they cannot correspond in the same 

way as the theories and statements "cultural values do not fulfill an expository function” (Habermas, 

1981:121). 

 

      Graphing the above, we can show according to the scheme 2. that from the ontological perspective 

Habermas relies on the postulates of Popper and Jarvie to account for the objective, subjective and 

intersubjective relationships that allow us to understand the communicative action which would be given both 

by the congnitive elements that are the product of the investigation, the subjective product of the interaction 

and the objectives as a result of the interpretation and analysis that the first two mentioned.  

 

Thus, Habermas affirms that "in choosing a certain sociological concept of action we commit ourselves with 

certain ontological presuppositions” (Habermas, 1981:122). 

 

 
Scheme 2. Ontological perspective of the action 

(Source: Educational Languages Research Group -LEEN.) 

Date: September 2017 
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Scheme 3. Concept of the world from experience 

(Source: Educational Languages Research Group -LEEN) 

Date: September 2017 
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Scheme 4. Classification of the action. 

(Source: Educational Languages Research Group -LEEN.) 

Date: September 2017
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     Likewise, it distinguishes between primitive actions and complex actions affirming that this is done 

through "the execution of a different action; that to differences of that one cannot be executed by means of 

another action” (Habermas, 1981:141), aspect this considered by Habermas like false in reason that the 

actions are realized by means of movements. The actor correlates these movements in such a sense that 

correalization means that the end of the actor is the execution of a plan of action and not of the corporal 

movements with whose help he performs the actions. 

 

3.  METHODOLOGY 

     

    For the research, the methodology of Investigation-Action was taken, whose approaches allow a 

communicative and transformative output as Hoyos refers: 

"Generate a participatory process capable of critically relating the world of life of the participants, their 

contemporaries, the stories they know and their own, based on the structures of human communication, which 

lead to the reconstruction of the meaning of what is intended to be interpreted as a content and a message 

from someone, from a culture, from a certain era, worthy of being interpreted and criticized” (Hoyos & Uribe, 

1987:7) 

     In this regard, a six-month fieldwork was carried out, during which the corpus was compiled and the 

information systematized. Semistructured interviews were conducted around work tables, forums and public 

hearings interposed by the inhabitants in favor of the defense of the wasteland territory, which yielded a total 

of approximately thirty hours of recording in which an exhaustive review was made to select fragments of 

corpus in relation to the general classification of the categories of analysis.  

    

     This research was assumed from an "interpretive perspective”(Macías, 2003) This research was assumed 

from an "interpretive perspective" understanding that the role of language is essential to interpret the 

meaning, which is generated by the social interrelations of man, with himself, with the rest and with the 

world. Thus a qualitative approach will favor the understanding of the social contexts where the actions take 

place that, for that matter, was Rabanal Wasteland, the actors and their relations with the world. This 

approach helped to refine the questions according to the data collection, observations and descriptions that 

were made in the context. This flexible process favored the interpretation between the theory of 

communicative action and the research question, for which several answers were found. Thus, the 

fundamental objective was to analyze the construction of the Wasteland concept through communicative 

interaction. Field observations were made, daily activities were systematized, the natural environment was 

observed and the linguistic registers generated in forums, interviews and spontaneous conversations were 

made with social leaders, peasants, academics and environmentalists interested in the Rabanal Wasteland. The 

population was integrated by the inhabitants of the Massif Rabanal Wasteland, who were located in the 

geographic space corresponding to the municipality of Ventaquemada Boyacá; which is a part of the total 

extent of the wasteland. The type of sampling was intentional or selective, and was used because of the 

representative cases of the population studied. The strategy used was "snowball" (Rojas, 2006), which 

allowed identifying a key informant, and this identified another, whom to interview, and so on. It is 

understood to be key informant to the person who is recognized with more experience on the subject of 

analysis and who at a given moment could deliver relevant information on the perspectives of the wasteland; 

In this regard, 33 informants were registered, including professors, civil authorities, natural leaders and legal 

representatives of different organizations.  

 

    Due to the characteristics and techniques used, some ethical aspects were taken into account because of the 

social and scientific value, in such a way that it was sought to improve the living conditions or well-being of 

the community through awareness in the face of the consensuses and agreements in relation to the Rabanal 

wasteland. In this sense, the informants were not exposed to any risk or physical or psychological aggression. 

This investigation did not have any personal benefit or contribute to the acquisition of private or public 

pecuniary resources. In relation to scientific validity, this research assumed the description of the corpus 

based on the qualitative data analysis tool Nvivo 11 pro, under the institutional license obtained by the 

Universidad pedagogica y tecnologica de Colombia and implemented by the discourse analysis laboratory of 

the doctorate in language and culture. The corpus was classified, transcribed and uploaded to the Nvivo 11 

pro program. This procedure yielded inputs on high, medium and low frequencies; word trees, cloud marks, 
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cluster analysis, identification of lexical units and relationship diagrams among others. With these data, a 

process of qualitative analysis and interpretation was carried out, which allowed to recognize the phenomenon 

for the construction of the wasteland concept, together with the social actions product of the communicative 

interactions carried out by the actors. Likewise, this research considered the "ethical aspects for qualitative 

research” (González, M. 2002). informed consent in order to verify that the actors participated in the research, 

without their values, interests and preferences being attacked. Likewise, their participation was voluntary and 

with sufficient knowledge about the project in relation to the purpose, risks, benefits and alternatives of the 

research.  

     

4. RESULTS 

     The theory of communicative action allowed elucidating and understanding the social processes that were 

generated, with the intermediation of language. Each of the linguistic and non-linguistic expressions of the 

social actors that participated in this investigation were assumed as events given with the sole intention of 

making themselves understood in the face of the problem caused by the mining, agricultural invasions in the 

wasteland and with the desire to coordinate activities that mitigate the progressive destruction of this 

ecological niche. These communicatively coordinated activities were on the one hand communicative 

activities such as dialogues, forums, interviews among others, and on the other by non-communicative actions 

such as mining, deforestation, increased agricultural and livestock activities among others; which allowed to 

understand that if the truth can only be constituted by the logic present in the objective world, it would be 

necessary to observe the general environmental law 99 of 1993 of Colombia, which reads that: "The areas of 

wastelands, sub-wastelands, the births of water and aquifer recharge zones will be subject to special 

protection”
2
, this aspect is not constituted under the norm of the objective world and in that sense, what is 

established normatively in the intersubjective world generates ambiguous and complex organizational 

dynamics, which as observed in the narratives generated by the actors, each assumes different perspectives of 

linguistic understanding in front of the wasteland; an example that accounts for this second validity claim, is 

described in the following cloud markers: in number 1. Linguistic understanding is organized from the 

environmental, the normative, the institutional, centralized and controlled. This means that, compared to the 

cloud mark number 2. Regarding the transcription of corpus of the narratives of the inhabitants of the Rabanal 

wasteland, the understanding is organized from the territory, as a physical and tangible concept that 

morphologically semanticizes in wasteland (see cloud mark 2), next to this concept is that of water, as a 

paradigmatic synonym of the concept of wasteland. That is to say, the intersubjective world that is created 

from the law and from the speech, in front of the same territory, is contrastive and antonym. 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cloud mark 1. Corpus of the 

general environmental law of  

 

Image 1:Colombia (law 99 of 

1993). 

Date: August 2017. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cloud mark 2. Cross 

transcription of the corpus of  

 

Image 2. Conversations and 

interviews of the inhabitants of 

the Massif Rabanal Wasteland. 

Date: August 2017. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cloud mark 3. Transcription of 

the corpus of academics and  

 

Image 3. Environmental experts 

in the field. 

Date: August 2017 

                                                           
2 General Environmental Law of Colombia. (Congress of  Colombia, 1993),  Article  l, Numeral 4.  
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And in front of the third validity pretension, related to the sincerity and truthfulness that is constructed from 

the critic in the subjective world, it is observed in the same way, that as institutions (law, society and 

academia) are created conditions that imply propositions of truth or sincerity in contexts with specific 

structures and purposes, closed and functional only from the intersubjectivities that are established within 

each of them. But, the results of the analysis show that it is necessary for social and institutional actors to 

reach consensus and establish criteria of truth that allow coherence between the objective, subjective and 

intersubjective world, this would favor greater validity of the actions, with speech acts, that comply with its 

content, illocutionary and perlocutionary and that each propositional content generates conditions of sincerity 

and truthfulness. 

    For the above, and in reference to the social rationalization in the modern world, this research showed, as 

Marx says, that the law aims at the social rationalization from the productive forces and that is why next to the 

concept of wasteland are semantic expressions such as sustainability, corporations, renewable resources 

among others that point more to a knowledge from the techniques of production, qualification and 

organization (see graph 1.). Likewise, if the narrative is observed from the empirical knowledge of the 

inhabitants, a tendency to the capitalist and productive economy is recognized. Not far away are the narratives 

from the academy that advocate maintaining the water resource as a source for sustaining life (see cloud mark 

3.). 

     The same results were found in the conglomerates and branched maps elaborated from these three macro 

narrative structures (Law, society and academia). An additional result found in clusters 1-3 is the 

propositional identification of the wasteland concept from the reification (Weber) and from this 

communicative action an automated instrumental reason of domination of the Rabanal wasteland is generated 

from the norm and from the irrationality of some communities over others, with the purpose of generating 

either the displacement of the peasants, the invasion of the territory with productive activities and in the last 

forms of social repression that the communities demand of the intersubjective behaviors that imply the 

modification of their contexts of action. With these results, we observe the contradiction that exists between 

the social rationalization established by the inhabitants, as actors of the Rabanal wasteland; against the 

increase of instrumental rationality established by normative and scientific actors.  

5. CONCLUSIONS 

     Thus, as initially stated, it can be concluded that the conceptual elaboration of the wasteland is constructed 

through universal structures and that therefore Western rationalism is well anchored and rooted in this 

territory that it could be understood that the idea of wasteland as reification acquires a universal meaning, 

given the idea of water as a renewable resource. Thus, physical knowledge is not on a par with methodical 

knowledge or cultural significance or how the theoretical domain of reality, given by the norm or academia 

can be summarized, is not on par with the practical domain of reality established by the population. 

    Similarly, reviewing the perspectives of apprehension of the world (law, inhabitants, academics and 

environmentalists) shows that the theoretical domain that is proposed from the wasteland, generates three 

categories that highlight such as: environment, mean and resource. That is to say, the access to the problem of 

the wasteland is assumed from an instrumental rationality, where the aims, the technique and the means are 

marked but not the values. In this sense, empirical knowledge is emphasized in order to dominate, organize 

and control the territory. It is here, where particular positions are observed that do not allow the "decentration 

(Piajet))” (Habermas, 1981:141) to reach agreements and establish a cultural rationality. (See map branched 

1.) 
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Branched map1: cross-transcription of the corpus between law-inhabitants and academics and 

environmentalists experts in the subject. (Source: Languages Research Group -LEEN) 

Date: September 2017 

 

   The cultural rationalization, defined by Habermas, allows the re-elaboration and formal configurations of 

the images of the world and the aspect of categorial differentiation of the concepts of the world. In this sense, 

this research showed that the Wasteland images were configured from subjective linguistic resources; 

establishing differential categories based on instrumental reason. Consistent with these ideas, it was observed 

that from the identification of categories: ecological, social, economic and institutional policy were found 

subcategories. 

Categories   Sub Categories  

Ecological  
Water (s), Soil (s) (subsoil), air, wetlands, native plants, environment, (environmental 

(s)) wasteland, nature, fauna, flora, atmosphere, ecosystem 

Social  
Preservation, conservation, reforestation, recycling, pollution, sacred, education 

Economic Agriculture, mining, livestock, employment, income, 

Institutional policy 

Crime, norms, rights, politics, law (s) legal, (legality, legally), governmental 

environmental management participation (s), community (ies), Regulations, Legal 

(legal) 

Table 1: categories of analysis. (Source: Languages Research Group -LEEN) 

Date: September 2017 

 

It is not surprising in this part of the discussion, to find that in the ecological category, the semantic 

representations are given to the objective and phenomenological world, hence, once the narratives issued by 

the inhabitants are analyzed, the law and the academy gives a process of retentivity towards the flora, the 

atmosphere, the ecosystem, the plant, the soils, the water as isolated objects of the social world and resignified 

only with a particular interest. In relation to the economic category, the asemantic force is added to the 
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economic category, in such a way that it is expected to preserve, conserve, reforest, recycle only to the extent 

that social actions involving agriculture, mining, employment can be favored at the same time and income. 

These forms of rationalization, which must be coordinated and consensual, show that there are irrational, 

dismembered and separated actions in front of the same object that is the wasteland. Not far from this 

situation is the institutional policy, which as a normative action tends to instrumental rationality, control and 

domain of the territory.  

IR1: Of course, there are only the ones that count, is the only thing that counts is that? 

IC1: the money, the money that you are going to win and is that, today is ruling us, not the president, 

not the Senate, not the constitution, not the laws, the money is ruling us, and I already said that on the 

network, that's it, today the one that governs us is the money 

IR1: yes 

IC1: no more 

IR1: Of course, no, that's complicated 

IC1: and unfortunately the Colombian people have not wanted more, they come and offer the mayor a 

ticket, to the treasurer, to the planning 

IR1: and when the wasteland is over there, what will they do, what will the people do? 

IC1: they will think about bringing water from another side, I do not know what the hell, there is not 

the first machine that makes water. 

 

 

6. BIBLIOGRAPHY 

 Alsina, M. (1999). Intercultural communication. Barcelona. Anthropos Editorial.  

 Bokser, M. (2002). Illegitimate legalities: human rights and social practices. Ediciones Colihue. 

Buenos Aires. 

 Bouveresse, J. (2000). Wittgenstein Modernity, Progress and Decadence. Mexico: Philosophical 

Research Institute. 

 Cárdenas Páez, A. (2012). "Language, Meaning and culture". In press group and publications UPTC 

(Ed.) Readings and Scriptures. Doctoral Lessons (pp. 39-68) . Colombia: printing and publishing 

group UPTC. 

 Carrero, V., Soriano, R. M., & Trinidad, A. (2012). Grounded Theory. Grounder Theory. Montalbán: 

CIS. 

 Gadamer, H. (1986). Truth and Method II. Ediciones sígueme Salamanca. Spain. 

 García C. (2001). Communication skills in the Spanish Language. Ministry of Communication, 

Culture and Sports.  Madrid 

 Grillo, M., Berti, S., & Rizzo, A. (1999). Local Discourses: th new and the old, the public and the 

private. 

 González, M . (2002). “Ethical aspects of qualitative research”. Ethics and university education 29  

(may). 

 Habermas, J. (1988). The logic of social sciences. Madrid: Tecnos. S.A 

 Habermas, J. (1982). Knowledge and Interest. Madrid: Taurus. 

 Habermas, J. (2008). Theory of Communicative Action, I. Mexico: Taurus. 

 Habermas, J. (2008). Theory of Communicative Action, II. Mexico : Taurus. 

 Habermas, J. (2011). Theory of Communicative Action: Complements and Previous Studies. Madrid: 

Cátedra. 

 Habermas, J. (2002). Truth and Justification. España: Trotta. 

 Hernandez Sampieri, R. (2003). Research Methodology. México: Mc Graw Hill. 

 Hoyos, Guillermo y Uribe, Ángela. (1998). Convergence between ethics and politics. Bogotá: Siglo 

del Hombre Editores. 

 Leff, E. (2004). Environmental Rationality. México: Siglo XXI editores, s.a, de c.v. 

 López, J. L., & Lizaga, L. d. (2008). Communicative Reason and Democratic legitimacy. Madrid: 

Universidad Complutense de Madrid. 

 Mairal, R., Peña, S., Cortes, F., & Ruiz, F. (2012). Linguistic Theory. Methods, Tools, and 

Paradigms. España: universitaria Ramon Areces. 



Asian Journal of Humanities and Social Studies (ISSN: 2321 – 2799) 

Volume 06 – Issue 02, April 2018 

 

Asian Online Journals (www.ajouronline.com)  72 

 Marcuse, H. (1954). The One-Dimensional Man. Essay on the Ideology of The Advanced Industrial 

Society. España: Ariel. 

 Martínez Ferro (2013). Legitimacy, reason and right; two models of justification of political power: 

Universidad externado de Colombia. 

 Macías, Cortés. (2003). “Theories of group communication in decision making: context and 

characterization”. (Doctoral Thesis. Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona. Departament de 

Comunicació Audiovisual i de Publicitat). 

 Páez Días, L. (2001). The Frankfurt School. Critical theory of the Society. Essays and Texts. México: 

Unam . 

 Pardo Abril, N. (2001). Habermas: A Proposal for Modern Linguistic Theory. Colombia: 

Universidad Nacional de Colombia. 

 Pardo Abril, N. (2013). “How to make critical analysis of discourse: a Latin American perspective” 

Universidad Nacional de Colombia. Bogotá. 

 Proyecto Páramo Andino “PPA” (2015). Rabanal Wasteland Retrieved at 

http://www.condesan.org/ppa/node/62 

 Ridao S (2007). Pragmalinguistic Analysis of Conflict Resolutions. Labor Mediations. Universidad 

de Almería. Almería 

 Rojas Soriano, R. (2006). Guide to realice social investigations.  Plaza y Valdés S.A de C.V. 

México.   

 Rojas Soriano, R. (2002). Social investigation: theory and praxis. Plaza y Valdés S.A de C.V. 

México  

 Wodak, R., & Meyer, M. (2003). Methods of Critical Discourse Analysis. Barcelona España: Gedisa, 

S.A. 

 Schütz, A. (2003). Social realiby problem. Madrid: Amorroutu Ediciones. 

 


