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Resumen 

En la primera parte, se realiza una  distinción entre la psicología como una herramienta de 

análisis y como objeto de estudio través de una revisión empírica. Posteriormente, se 

describe la relación entre la psicología, sus técnicas de intervención y su demarcación local 

en escenarios académicos durante los años setenta. De esta forma se analiza la circulación de 

una de estas técnicas y se reconstruyen algunas de las tensiones relacionadas con el uso de 

economías de fichas en una cárcel colombiana. A través de la revisión de archivos 

institucionales en algunas universidades del país, la consulta de periódicos durante el 

periodo de relevancia y el análisis de tres entrevistas, se identifican distintos grupos de 

interés con sus respectivas retóricas y discursos.  En términos generales se plantea que 

algunos intereses asociados al poder constituyeron factores mediadores de la legitimación 

de las técnicas de modificación de conducta en los escenarios delimitados. Por último, se 

proponen las categorías de los Estudios Sociales de la Ciencia como medios adecuados para 

la reconstrucción histórica y actual de la psicología local y se sugieren algunos lineamientos 

viables para la investigación futura en este campo.  

Palabras clave: sociología del conocimiento, historia de la ciencia,  historia de las 

técnicas, escuelas psicológicas, historia de la psicología, estudios sociales de la ciencia.  

 

 

Abstract  

First, a differentiation between psychology as either a source or a subject matter is made 

through an empirical review. After, the relationship between psychology, its techniques of 

intervention and the demarcation of Colombian psychology in some academic scenarios is 

reviewed during the seventies; the circulation of one of those techniques in a local prison is 

analyzed and some of the tensions around the use of token economies in this scenario is 

reconstructed. Through the review of institutional files from some Colombian universities, 

newspapers and the analysis of three interviews, different interest groups are identified as 
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their rhetoric and discourses are addressed.  In a general way, interests related to power and 

administrative issues are proposed as possible mediators and legitimating factors of 

behavior modification techniques. Finally, categories from Social Studies of Science and 

Technology are proposed as means for the reconstruction of current and past local 

psychology and some guidelines for plausible future research in psychology are outlined.  

Keywords: sociology of knowledge, history of science, history of techniques, 

psychological schools, history of psychology, science and technolo gy studies.  
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Introduc tion  
 

An ontological twist, a subjective reconfiguration 
 

When I first got in contact with Science and Technology Studies (STS) categories, a profound 

and intense tension arose from the inside; all I had ever read, learned and said about 

0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÓÅÅÍÅÄ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÉÎ ȰdangerȱȢ 3ÏÏÎȟ ×ÈÁÔ ÏÎÌÙ ÓÅÅÍÅÄ ÁÓ Á ȰÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅȱ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈ ÔÏ 

what I had considered as impenetrable truths became an interesting, dynamic and passionate 

way to talk about psychology. The Sociology of Scientific Knowledge, the Strong Program, the 

Actor-network Theory, the Reflexive Thesis, the Second-Order Psychology and many other 

frameworks provided me with examples of this new and refreshed perspective regarding 

science. Curiously, this controversial and ontological twist drove me far away from the 

ȰÒÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÅØÅÒÃÉÓÅ ÏÆ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅȱ ÁÎÄ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÄ ÍÅ ×ÉÔÈ Á ÌÉÆÅ-project approach.  

 

After several restatements of my questions and learning that research is not a linear, 

(exclusively) rational and uniform activity, I reached an initial understanding of the social 

dynamics regarding the configuration of disciplinary fields. As an actant, whose subjectivity 

did not remain intact during the interactions with other actants and nodes of the STS 

network, I cannot avoid experiencing a deep feeling of satisfaction for presenting this 

divergent reconstruction of the events associated to the consolidation of therapeutic 

expertise in Colombian Psychology.  

 

Truth, as an absolute dimension of knowledge and science, is a boat which waters have flown 

far away; psychological facts and artifacts are embedded and assembled in a cultural and 

wider comprehension of science as a human and collective activity. Knowledge is a relative 

ÔÒÁÃÅ ÏÆ ÈÕÍÁÎ ÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÉÅÓ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ÂÅ ȰÃÌÁÓÓÉÆÉÅÄȱ ÉÎÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÂÏØÅÓ ÏÆ ȰÌÁÙȱȟ ȰÅØÐÅÒÔȱȟ 

ȰÅØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅȱ ÏÒ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÅÎÃÅȱ ÁÓ ÐÒÅ-existing conditions; instead, our reflections regarding 

knowledge and science should go beyond such categories, and this is what you are about to 

read.  



2 Introduction 

 

 

First a reflection about the possibilities of psychological artifacts to constitute fields of 

interest for STS practitioners; more than personal reflections, some questions that were that 

material guide of the discussions with my advisors are presented. Second, an empirical and 

qualitative exercise in which STS categories are used to revisit the first implementations of 

psychological therapies in the 1970s is provided, and a forgotten episode of Colombian 

Psychology is brought to our memory. Finally, some preliminary ideas are outlined about the 

possibilities of a new project, making local psychology and its interrelations with other 

disciplines a controversial arena for several STS approaches in the future.    

 

Why do I (as a reader) have to read this work in English? 

Well, there is no eÁÓÙ ÁÎÓ×ÅÒȣÂÅÌÉÅÖÅ ÍÅȟ ) ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ×ÁÎÔ ÔÏ ÐÅÒÐÅÔÒÁÔÅ ÅÉÔÈÅÒ Á .ÏÒÔÈ-South 

relation with my work nor a power relation between English and Colombian academic 

communities, actually the main reasons I decided to write this thesis in English were: (a) to 

have an easy communication with my advisor, and (b) to improve my language skills in order 

to look for more opportunities in the future; so I apologize to the readers.  

 

Let me tell you then, a piece of Colombian psychology history, and propose some ways to 

interp ret it.  



 

 
 

1.  (Local) Psychology as a subject matter for 
Social Studies of Science 

A general review of some empirical and conceptual works about epistemic controversies, 

technological circulation and expertise demarcation framed in Social Studies of Science and 

Technology (STS) approaches and other relevant fields is made; then, a differentiation 

between psychology as either a source or a subject matter is made. Finally, specific 

considerations about the relation between STS and Psychology are provided and some 

guidelines for plausible future research in local psychology are outlined.  

1.1 A possible understanding of STS 

Defining (demarcating) Social Studies of Science and Technology (commonly named STS) is a 

difficult task because of the variety of approaches, accounts and interests that have been 

integrated by its practitioners. For some beginners (as me), STS are more than mere 

ÄÅÓÃÒÉÐÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ Á ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÉÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÉÏÎ ÎÁÍÅÄ 3ÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÔÈÅÒ ȰÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅÓȱ 

(Merton, 1973/1977); instead, STS are an interesting activity which purpose is far from 

approaching science as a tool for economical growth or development (Cozzens, 1986:2003) 

Nevertheless, many practitioners would politely or aggressively disagree with this 

description, but this argument represents an understanding of STS and perhaps one of the 

ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅ ȰÔÒÁÎÓÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȱ ɉÉÎ ÔÈÅ ,atourian sense) of STS as an expertise in a specific locality.   

 

I have intentionally chosen this set of everyday words: interesting activity, to address not 

only a personal preference but also the main characteristic of STS which is its dynamic 

nature; tÈÉÓ ȰÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÙȱ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÅÓ ÁÎ ÉÎÔÅÒÄÉÓÃÉÐÌÉÎÁÒÙ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈ ÔÏ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÁÓ Á ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÓÃÅÎÁÒÉÏȟ 

ÉÎ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÔÈÅ ÆÁÃÔÏÒÓ ÐÅÒÃÅÉÖÅÄ ÁÓ ȰÅØÔÅÒÎÁÌȱ ÏÒ ȰÓÏÕÒÃÅÓ ÏÆ ÅÒÒÏÒȱ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÁÄÉÔÉÏÎÁÌ 

comprehension of science, such as interests, power relations, ideologies and beliefs, among 

others, are precisely the constitutive factors of any kind of knowledge. This activity achieves 

ȰÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÉÎÇȱ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ÁÓ Á ÓÙÍÍÅÔÒÉÃ ÃÏÍÐÒÅÈÅÎÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÍÕÔÕÁÌ ÃÏÎÆÉÇÕÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 
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ÃÏÎÇÌÏÍÅÒÁÔÅÓ ÏÆ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÁÎÄ ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅÓ ÎÁÍÅÄ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÃÅȱ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÃÏÎÇlomerates demarcated 

ÁÓ ȰÓÏÃÉÅÔÙȱȢ 3Ïȟ 343 ÒÅÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÓ ÁÎ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÁÇÅ ÏÆ 3ÏÃÉÏÌÏÇÙ ÏÆ 3ÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ +ÎÏ×ÌÅÄÇÅ ɉ,ÙÎÃÈȟ 

1994; Callon, 1986b; Latour, 1986), History of Science (Lampland and Leigh-Star, 2009; 

Restrepo, 2009), Anthropological ethnography (Knorr-Cetina, 1981; Latour, 1983, Latour and 

Woolgar, 1986) and other expertise whose conceptual developments and methodological 

tools provide a plausible if unorthodox account of socio-technical communities and their 

mobilizations. Given this dynamic nature, it is easy to understand why new expertise and 

fields are still incorporating STS into their reflections, and are reconfiguring STS at the same 

time (Woolgar, 2009). If this paper were to provide a description of the purpose of STS, 

perhaps this would comprise the symmetric reconstruction of (1) confrontations regarding 

ȰÆÁÃÔÓȱ ÁÎÄ ȰÔÒÕÔÈȱ ÉÎ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÒÅÓÕÌÔ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ɉÒÅɊ ÃÏÎÆÉÇÕÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ Á ÓÏÃÉÏ-technical 

network, (2) current or past public scenarios in which scientific rhetoric assembles with 

other discourses and (3) the mutual legitimizations between science and other forms of 

socially constructed knowledge as a set of relations, among other emerging and divergent 

interests. Nevertheless, the purpose of STS is a subject of deeper reflections which 

transcends the general function of this chapter.  

 

In regard to these research interests of the STS community, different reports have illustrated 

examples of sociotechnical reconfigurations through the circulation of devices.  In Health 

Sciences for example, Regula (2008) has argued that visualization machines and images are 

material and epistemic resources that are circulated in practices of boundary work and 

distinction; through the implementation of interviews, analysis of documents and fieldwork 

in several radiology departments and MRI centres in Europe and the USA, the author 

described the reactions of radiology experts towards the transformations that resulted from 

magnetic resonance imaging (MRI). In this case, such translations forced these experts to 

renegotiate visual expertise and to reconstitute their professional and disciplinary identity; 

one of the main conclusions of this work is that technology and pictures served as tools to (i) 

demonstrate professional skills, (ii) increase the proper prestige and (iii) renegotiate 

identity.  This kind of unplanned usages or transforming circulations have been reported 

with certain specificities in scenarios such as natural disasters (Sims, 2007), biological 

sciences negotiations (Fullwilley, 2008; Amsterdamska et al, 2008; Fujimura et al, 2008), 

genetics (Horst, 2007; Tutton, 2007) and design and displacement of technologies in health 

care (Lehoux et al, 2008) 
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Likewise, Goedeke and Rikoon (2008) have emphasized the need to recognize the nonhuman 

actants of a network because of their role at challenging and changing networks. They used a 

scientific controversy to explore the role of actant objects in the dynamism of networks 

forming to establish an effective ecological restoration of a river. The authors argued that the 

ÆÁÉÌÕÒÅ ÏÆ ÁÕÔÈÏÒÉÔÁÔÉÖÅ ÓÐÏËÅÓÐÅÒÓÏÎÓ ÏÒ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔÓȱ ÔÏ ÅÎÒÏÌ ÒÉÖÅÒ ÏÔÔÅÒÓȟ ÆÉÓÈȟ ÁÎÄ 

waterways, opened the door for a more diverse group of spokespersons who enrolled more 

actors to settle the controversy. Moreover, Goedeke and Rikoon highlighted the importance 

of power and convergence when competing networks are involved, and the way these same 

attributes have important consequences for human and nonhuman actants.  

 

The reflexive nature of STS has permeated a set of efforts to rethink and reshape its own 

conceptual and methodological tools. Such is the case of Actor-Network Theory (ANT). About 

this, Gad and Bruun (2009) argue that whether ANT is a method or a theory is still a matter 

of debate and claim that ANT went beyond itself so a post-ANT approach must not engage in 

either the preservation nor consolidation of the model. Instead of this, the authors propose a 

reflective engagement with ANT and its extensions in partial connection with other networks 

whose characteristics cannot be taken for granted, just as the consequences of such 

interactions cannot be foretold. In this sense, the ontological status and the characteristics of 

actants in Actor Network Theory has been addressed by STS scholars (Lehoux, 2008; Pluig de 

la Bellacasa, 2011; Storni, 2012) and criticized by different sectors (Vanderberghe, 2002). 

Even though, it is possible to think the agency of nonhuman actants falls beyond animism or 

fetishism since the actant property of a human or nonhuman is strictly relational, so it is 

comprised inside of a network; this means the actant does not mobilize alone, but in relation 

to other actants and this must be considered when describing sociotechnical networks from 

ANT approaches, which in my opinion (constructed itself inside of a STS network) is a 

ÐÌÁÕÓÉÂÌÅ ×ÁÙ ÔÏ ÁÒÂÉÔÒÁÒÉÌÙ ÁÔÔÒÉÂÕÔÅ Á ÐÁÒÔÉÁÌ ÏÒÄÅÒ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ȰÍÅÓÓȱ ÏÆ ÒÅÁÌÉÔÙ ɉ,Á×ȟ ρωωςȠ 

1999). About this, Storni (2012) has pointed out the notion of thing and the transformative 

moments behind artefacts; he has asserted that design practices and their outcomes are 

ÃÏÍÐÒÅÈÅÎÓÉÂÌÅ ÁÆÔÅÒ ÍÁÐÐÉÎÇ Ȱthe issue that gathersȱȟ Ȱthe gathered heterogeneous 

gatheringȱ ÁÎÄ ÈÏ× ÔÈÅÙ ÓÈÁÐÅ ÏÎÅ ÁÎÏÔÈÅÒȢ 4ÈÉÓ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÐÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÁÃÔÁÎÔÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÓ 

not always neat and the accounts of the design process are not generally well delimited. 

Instead, Storni argues that disorder, confusion, failure, and detour during this process are 

ÁÌÓÏ ȰÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÖÅȱ ÍÏÍÅÎÔÓȢ  )Î ÔÈÉÓ ÓÅÎÓÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÔÁÓË ÏÆ ÒÅÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÎÇ Á ÎÅÔ×ÏÒË ÉÓ ÎÏÔ ÏÎÌÙ 
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arbitrary but also limited, and the STS practitioner who engages in such analysis must 

acknowledge this in his/her approach.  

 

In a case study presented by Duana Fullwiley (2008), the author addressed the use of race in 

two laboratories of medical genetics describing how researchers committed to reducing 

health disparities in Latinos with asthma structured their research to show the relative 

frequencies of genetic markers in different racial groupings. They based this on the idea that 

ÐÅÏÐÌÅÓ ×ÈÏÍ ÔÈÅÙ ÔÁËÅ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ Ȭ/ÌÄ 7ÏÒÌÄȭȟ ÏÒ Ȭ!ÆÒÉÃÁÎÓȭȟ Ȭ%ÕÒÏÐÅÁÎÓȭȟ Ȭ%ÁÓÔ !ÓÉÁÎÓȭȟ ÁÎÄ 

Ȭ.ÁÔÉÖÅ !ÍÅÒÉÃÁÎÓȭ ÃÁÎ ÓÅÒÖÅ ÁÓ ÒÅÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÇÅÎÅÔÉÃ Òisk for common 

ÄÉÓÅÁÓÅÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ÁÓÔÈÍÁ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÃÁÌÃÕÌÁÔÅÄ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ Ȭ.Å× 7ÏÒÌÄȭȢ 4ÈÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ 

enactment of this ideology consists of a tool called ancestry informative markers (AIMs), 

which are collections of genetic sequence variants said to differ in present-day West Africans, 

East Asians, Europeans, and Native Americans. Fullwilley suggests this actant was assembled 

with ideas of race and many actors focused on this as a function of their personal identity 

ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÓ ÁÓ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔÓ ÏÆ ÃÏÌÏÕÒȱ ×ÅÒÅ ÔÒÙÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÒÅÄÕÃÅ ÈÅÁÌÔÈ ÄÉÓÐÁÒÉÔÉÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÏ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅ ȬÔÈÅÉÒȭ 

ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÉÅÓ ÉÎ ×ÈÁÔ ÔÈÅÙ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅÄ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ȬÇÅÎÅÔÉÃ ÒÅÖÏÌÕÔÉÏÎȭ ɉÐȢ ρρυɊȢ ,ÉËÅ×ÉÓÅȟ Kusiak 

(2010) has mentioned the role of technology in the establishment of colonialism by 

demonstrating some of the ways in which spiritual authority and secular technologies were 

assembled emphasizing adult public health campaigns in Africa; the researcher concludes 

that STS can adequately account for how technology may be used to construct an ideology.  

On this, Puig de la Bellacasa (2011) has pointed out that our modes of thought as well as our 

research ethos affect the politics we attribute to our objects, so every Dingpolitiks  denotes a 

thinkpolitics. If knowledge has ethico-political and affective effects on the perception and 

construction of matters of fact and sociotechnical assemblages, then the different ways of 

studying and representing things can have world-making effects.   

 

The above studies show important tendencies of STS to reconstruct the way scientific 

communities are configured and reconfigured, the mechanisms of expertise renegotiation, 

the establishment of power relations, besides proceeding in a reflexive way towards their 

own categories such as ANT. Likewise, this kind of approach to sociotechnical networks 

could be locally and globally performed about any expertise, disciplinary field, or scientific 

community, including Psychology.   
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1.2 Psychology as topic instead of resource 

Social Psychology of Science (Iñiquez and Pallí, 2002) has approached the normative 

character of the scientific activity, the social influence processes of the scientific 

communities, social comparison processes, values and belief systems, ethics in scientific 

research, and the organisational and institutional context of scientific research; these kind of 

topics and descriptions have found an important correspondence with the Sociology of 

3ÃÉÅÎÃÅ ɉÃÆȢ -ÅÒÔÏÎȟ ρωχσȾρωχχɊȢ !ÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇÌÙȟ ÔÈÉÓ ÎÅ× ȰÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÂÅÈÉÎÄ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅȱ ɉ4ÕÒËÌÅȟ 

1982) is interested in the behavior of the scientist and his/her respective talent, achievement 

motivation, cognitive development and personality traces. Even some psychologists claimed 

in the eighties that this research area was meant to become a new psychological discipline 

(Mahoney, 1979; Turkle, 1982), but such a field has not constituted a formal division in the 

American Psychological Association. In a more technological approach, the Psychology of 

Science assumes that it is necessary to apply the best theoretical and empirical tools 

available to psychologists in order to enhance, facilitate and promote the development of 

scientific thought and behavior in children and adults (Feist, 2011). Thus, the psychology of 

science is defined as an enterprise that applies empirical and theoretical methods of 

psychology to the investigation of scientific thought, behavior, and achievement; moreover, 

psychology of science is considered by some authors (Íñiguez Rueda and Pallí-Monguilod, 

2002) as a contribution of psychology to Social Studies of Science and Technology.  

 

In a different direction, the social appropriation of psychological knowledge has been 

addressed in some studies; for example Hartley, Sotto and Pennebaker (2002) have 

compared the writing style of introductory textbooks in psychology, biology, physiology and 

statistics, and its relation with the appropriation and representation of science for university 

students. The researchers suggest that biology, physiology and statistics textbooks present 

autonomous facts creating the reality of science, while psychology textbooks present 

evidence and hedge the claims made.  The authors argue that the boundaries between 

disciplines are created in the modalities of the statements in the textbooks since statistics, 

biology and physiology are presented as `certainty sciences' both in the home discipline 

textbooks and in psychology textbooks, but acceptance of material as psychological leads to 

the presentation of uncertainty. The main conclusion of this report is that the failure of 

psychology textbooks to present autonomous facts of psychology is not an indication that no 
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well-fabricated knowledge exists in psychology, but rather that the habits of textbook writing 

in psychology involve both relevance and evidence. In this sense, maintaining relevance to 

everyday experience produces a form of writing which does not present certainty, but which 

presents evidence instead.   

 

In a divergent way, Critical Social Psychology of science is interested in the binary 

science/ideology, and science as a rhetoric and a set of discursive practices (Iñiquez and 

Pallí, 2002). In this sense, critical social psychology has assumed a different focus to 

understand the way subjectivity is shaped, modified or transformed by technological devices. 

On this issue, Terkelsen (2009) has performed ethnographic fieldwork in a psychiatric unit 

practicing a psycho-educational treatment of young adults diagnosed with schizophrenia.  

Besides detecting their symptoms, the main purpose of the psychiatric treatment is helping 

the patients to become self-governed and self-responsible subjects who are capable of 

ÄÅÁÌÉÎÇ ×ÉÔÈ ÌÉÆÅȭÓ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÁÆÔÅÒ ÌÅÁÖÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÉÏÎȢ  4ÈÅ ÒÅÓÅÁÒÃÈÅÒ ÃÌÁÉÍÓ ÔÈÁÔ 

subjectivities emerge and transform in relation to the psycho-educational programme; this 

advanced liberalism (Rose, 1996 Cit by Terkelsen, 2009) has become one of the 

contemporary goals of mental health treatments as ideologies or power mechanisms. In this 

same direction, Kleinman and Fitz-Henry (2007) argue that subjectivities are interactive, 

multiple, never static, always in-flux (p. 55),  while inter-subjectivity  involves practices, 

ÎÅÇÏÔÉÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÎÔÅÓÔÁÔÉÏÎÓ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÔÈÅÒÓ ×ÉÔÈ Ȱȣ×ÈÏÍ ×Å ÁÒÅ ÃÏÎÎÅÃÔÅÄȟ ÉÔ ÉÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÔÈÅ 

medium within which collective and subjective processes fuse, enter into dialectical 

ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓÈÉÐÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÍÕÔÕÁÌÌÙ ÃÏÎÄÉÔÉÏÎ ÅÁÃÈ ÏÔÈÅÒȣȭ ɉÐȢ υσɊȢ 3ÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÃÒÉÔÉÃÁÌ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÁÔÉÏÎÓ 

addressing subjectivity have been provided by Strauss (2011) regarding migrants in South 

Africa, and Estrada (2006) about the construction of Colombian psychology.  

 

While psychology of science employs psychological categories as a resource for the analysis 

of scientists, studies of the social appropriation of psychological knowledge constitute an 

ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÅÍÐÉÒÉÃÁÌ ÅØÅÒÃÉÓÅ ÔÏ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ȰPsyÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÚÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒÌÄȱ (cf. Pulido, 

2007). In a different way, critical psychology of science describes the alignment of 

subjectivity with ideologies through the use of psychological/psychiatric devices. In spite of 

the relevance of these fields for psychology and other disciplines, and the possible and 

partially unexplored intersections between critical psychology and STS (Jaraba and Mora, 

2010) none of the above represents the approach adopted in this work.  
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Instead of using psychological categories as ways of understanding scientists, the STS 

approach that will be framed in the following chapters assumes that psychological 

knowledge, its technical devices and disciplinary claims precisely comprise the subject 

matter of study. So, a transdisciplinary analysis will be performed of psychology and its 

objects through the categories provided by STS such as ANT and others, to analyze and 

comprehend the internal tensions and resolutions of psychology as a community, a group of 

people, a set of complexities, in other words, as a socio-technical network. Let us see some 

examples of this kind of approach.    

1.2.1 Eugenics legitimated by IQ technical devices 

In 1907, the British psychologist Cyril Burt was invited to help with a nation-wide survey of 

physical and mental characteristics of the British people, proposed by Francis Galton, in 

which he was to work on the standardization of psychological tests. This work brought Burt 

into contact with eugenics, and other psychometrics developers such as Charles Spearman, 

and Karl Pearson. In 1922, Kimball Young cited Burt`s work about intelligence inheritance in 

Á ÐÁÐÅÒ ÎÁÍÅÄ ȰIntelligence Tests of Certain Immigrant Groupsȱ ÉÎ ×ÈÉÃÈ  ÉÄÅÁÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ 

decline of intelligence because of migration were formulated. In a part of the text, Young 

says:   

ȰȣÔÈÅ ×ÒÉÔÅÒ ÂÅÌÉÅÖÅÓȟ ÈÏ×ÅÖÅÒȟ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ ÁÃÃÕÍÕÌÁÔÉÎÇ ÅÖÉÄÅÎÃÅ ÆÒÏÍ ÓÔÕÄÉÅÓ ÉÎ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÌ 

intelligence of certain immigrant groups, at least, which material, coupled with the results of researches 

in the inheritance of mental traits, should cause us to consider rather carefully the bearing which these 

facts may have on features of the racial mixture that will surely come out of the shift in the source and 

ÎÁÔÕÒÅ ÏÆ ÉÍÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎȣȢȢÉÆ ÔÈÅ ,ÁÔÉÎÓȟ ÓÁÙȟ ×ÈÏ ÃÏÍÅ ÔÏ ÕÓ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÐÒÏÖÅ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÂÕÔ ÆÏÕÒ ÆÉÆÔÈÓ ÁÓ ÉÎÔÅÌÌÉÇÅÎÔ 

on the average and less variable when compared with the North European off- spring in this country, the 

racial mixture beÔ×ÅÅÎ ÔÈÅ Ô×Ï ÍÁÙ ÂÅ ÄÁÍÁÇÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ×ÅÌÆÁÒÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÕÎÔÒÙȱɉ9ÏÕÎÇȟυύφφȟ ÐȢ ψφχɊ 

 

In this paper, the work that Burt had mobilized through IQ tests was used to support such an 

idea, nevertheless Burt`s arguments about inheritance of intelligence were explicit and 

ÐÒÅÄÏÍÉÎÁÎÔ ÉÎ ÈÉÓ ÐÁÐÅÒÓȠ ÆÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅ ÉÎ ρωςχȟ "ÕÒÔ ÐÕÂÌÉÓÈÅÄ ÈÉÓ ×ÏÒË Ȱ4ÈÅ ÙÏÕÎÇ 

ÄÅÌÉÎÑÕÅÎÔȱȠ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÁÐÅÒȟ "ÒÕÍÂÁÕÇȟ ɉρωςχɊ ÓÁÙÓȡ  

Ȱ4ÈÅ ÁÕÔÈÏÒ ÕÓÅÓ ÄÁÔÁ ÄÅÒÉÖÅÄ ÆÒÏÍ Á ÃÁÒÅÆÕÌÌÙ ÒÅÃÏÒÄÅÄ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÏÆ Ô×Ï ÈÕÎÄÒÅÄ ÃÁÓÅÓ ÏÆ ÊÕÖÅÎÉÌÅ 

delinquency which came under his personal observation for diagnosis and treatment. In the introductory 
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chapter he gives a summary of his method of procedure and the factors taken into account. His point of 

ÖÉÅ× ÁÎÄ ÍÅÔÈÏÄ ÓÅÅÍ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÔÈÏÒÏÕÇÈÌÙ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȣȢȢ 4ÈÅ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ attitude of the author is shown in the 

fact that he is not dogmatic in his statement of psychological principles which are still debated among 

psychologists themselves. He states various points of view and then indicates the position which he takes, 

giving reasons for his  statement of psychological principles which are still debated among psychologists 

themselves. He states various points of view and then indicates the position which he takes, giving reasons 

ÆÏÒ ÈÉÓ ÂÅÌÉÅÆȣȱ ɉ"ÒÕÍÂÁÕÇÈȟ υύφϊ ÐȢ χύϋɊ 

 

In a later work, Burt (1947) argued that it was possible to observe negative correlations 

between family size and IQ; he claimed to have found a correlation of -0.2 arguing that every 

generation loses 1.5 or 2.0 points of IQ; after this, Glass Bentley (1948) commented that tails 

of the normal distribution were changing so that there were fewer geniuses than 50 years 

ago and more people under 70 points; Bentley argues that the possible reason of this 

ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÄ ÏÎ ÒÅÃÅÎÔ ȰÉÍÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎÓȱȢ ,ÁÔÅÒ ÉÎ ρωτωȟ ÉÎ Á ÐÁÐÅÒ ÅÎÔÉÔÌÅÄ Ȱ4ÈÅ 4ÒÅÎÄ ÏÆ .ÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ 

)ÎÔÅÌÌÉÇÅÎÃÅȱȟ "ÕÒÔ ɉρωτωɊ ÐÅÒÆÏÒÍÅÄ ÁÎ ÅØÐÌÉÃÉÔ ÅÕÇÅÎÉÃ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈ ÔÏ ÉÎÔÅÌÌÉÇÅÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ 

factors; in this defense of genetic factors of intelligence, an important idea of constructing 

and improving the nation was implÉÃÉÔȠ ÈÅ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÅÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÄÅÃÌÉÎÅȱ ÏÆ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÉÎÔÅÌÌÉÇÅÎÃÅÓ ÁÎ 

important problem to talk into account.  Burt said:  

 

 Ȱ"ÅÆÏÒÅ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÑÕÅÓÔÉÏÎÓ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÆÉÎÁÌÌÙ ÄÅÃÉÄÅÄȟ ÆÁÒ ÍÏÒÅ ÓÏÃÉÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÄÁÔÁ ÁÒÅ ÎÅÅÄÅÄȢ )Î ÔÈÅ ,ÏÎÄÏÎ 

surveys some effort was made to collect the relevant facts. But the first of the Scottish surveys suffered 

considerably by the lack of supplementary social and anthropometric information and of any 

ÁÒÒÁÎÇÅÍÅÎÔÓ ÆÏÒ ÆÏÌÌÏ×ÉÎÇ ÕÐ ÃÁÓÅÓȱ ɉ"ÕÒÔȟ υύψύȟ ÐȢ ύϊύɊ 

 

Mackintosh (1995) and Tucker (1997) have provided evidence of the possible fraudulent 

case resulting from the data Burt presented in 1946 about identical twins and intelligence. 

4ÈÅ ȰÉÎÖÁÒÉÁÎÔ ÃÏÒÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȱ ÓÈÏ×ÅÄ ÂÙ "ÕÒÔȟ ÁÓ ×ÅÌÌ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÉÄÅÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÃÏÎÔÅØÔ ÏÆ 

his work and usage suggest it was possible  that scientific arguments provided by psychology 

and IQ tests, were assembled with the politics of eugenics in England and other areas of 

Europe during the twentieth century. In spite of the account of Kamin (1974) against the 

possÉÂÌÅ ȰÆÒÁÕÄÕÌÅÎÔȱ ÄÁÔÁ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÅÄ ÂÙ "ÕÒÔȟ ÎÏ ÃÅÒÔÁÉÎ ÃÏÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÂÅÅÎ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÄ 

about this case, and preliminary STS reconstructions have revisited such confrontation 

(Ashmore, 2005)  
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1.2.2 The Memory wars  

Recovered Memory Therapy is a technique which assumes that the mind has the capability of 

encoding some events which can be painful or extremely stressing (Whithfield, 1995); 

moreover, therapists who have used this technique claim that remembering what happened 

ÉÎ ÁÎÙ ÔÒÁÕÍÁÔÉÃ ÅØÐÅÒÉÅÎÃÅ ÉÓ ÂÁÓÉÃ ÁÎÄ ÃÒÕÃÉÁÌ ÔÏ ȰÈÅÁÌÉÎÇȱ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÃÁÕÓÅÄ ÂÙ Á ÐÁÓÔ 

experience such as a sexual abuse. Currently this technique is still used in patients suffering 

from Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) and abuse survivors in some states of the US 

and some countries of Latin America, including Colombia. In spite of the initial acceptance 

and the use of this technique to treat abused children during their adulthood which led to 

many public demands, cognitive scientists claimed to prove that such an intervention was 

not only based on suggestion but also that such a professional exercise might induce False 

Memories. According to  Elizabeth Loftus and other Cognitive psychologists, experimental 

evidences showed it is possible to induce memories of events that never took place; in this 

sense phenomena like confabulations and perceptual closing are treated as explanatory of 

these false memories (Hirstein, 2004), and many of the legal cases of abuse were unfounded.   

 

About this public event, Ashmore, Brown and Macmillan (2005) have reconstructed this 

controversy in which the technical devices provided by Psychodynamic psychology (RMT) 

and the research findings reported by Cognitive psychology (FMS) legitimated different 

accounts regarding faith, politics and legal aspects of child abuse. These Memory wars 

represent a particular example of analysis in which the ontological and epistemological 

aspects of each psychology (either cognitive or psychodynamic) counted as scientific 

expertise in the public arena. Moreover, the empirical exercise performed by Ashmore, 

Brown and Macmillan (2005) entails one of the main aspects of psychology as a subject 

matter foÒ 343ȟ ÎÁÍÅÌÙ ÉÔÓ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÁÓ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ȰÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÅÓȱ ÉÎÓÔÅÁÄ ÏÆ Á ÓÉÎÇÌÅ ÕÎÉÆÉÅÄ 

ȰÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȱȢ 

 

Similar sociotechnical comprehensive exercises have been made about the public debates on 

Multiple Personality Disorder and insurance cover in mental health services in the US 

(Hacking, 1995; Ashmore, Macmillan and Brown, 2004) and the transformation of 

professional practices in psychotherapy in Germany after the fall of the Berlin Wall 

(Leuenberger, 2002). All of these reports have transcended the question abÏÕÔ Ȱ4ÒÕÔÈȱ ÁÎÄ 
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Ȱ#ÅÒÔÁÉÎÔÙȱ ÉÎ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȟ ÁÎÄ ÈÁÖÅ ÓÙÍÍÅÔÒÉÃÁÌÌÙ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ ÅÎÁÃÔÍÅÎÔÓ 

and transformations established between psychological discourses and devices and the 

social context where such relations are assembled, in order to comprehend the historical and 

current relation between science (psychology) and other social worlds.  

 

Bachelard (1938/2004) has pointed out that the configuration of a subject matter is strictly 

related to the technologies used to study such phenomena; in the case of Psychology, the 

concept of technology has been quite controversial since the traditional and linear 

convention that demarcates basic and applied psychology (cf, Cortés, 2010; Robayo, 2010) 

ÁÌÓÏ ÄÅÆÉÎÅÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÐÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÏÎȱ ÏÆ ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÙ  ÁÓ Á ÐÒÁctice carried out by applied scientists on 

the basis of the knowledge constructed by basic scientists. However, this is not the usual case 

in science or in psychology as a specific case. In fact, most psychological devices are the result 

of innovations that take place in professional contexts without a necessary relation to 

conceptual or empirical referents. Thus, a linear model of science is maybe not the best 

account of the construction of scientific knowledge and devices.  

 

A technological object is a device which sometimes is constructed on the basis of empirical 

ȰÆÁÃÔÓȱȟ ÂÕÔ ÓÏÍÅÔÉÍÅÓ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÓÕÌÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÏÎÇÏÉÎÇ ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅ ÉÎ ÒÅÇÁÒÄ ÔÏ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÔÈÁÔ 

professional disciplines and expertise deal with. (Latour, 1998; Callon, 1986a:1986b) So, 

technology refers to a set of devices designed with a purpose which represent a set of social 

conventions (Latour, 1986: 1998) Moreover, technologies are socially constructed objects 

which are circulated by people and that mobilize discourses and sets of action, as well as 

political assumptions, social ideologies and many other dynamics which are assembled as 

part of the object (MacKenzie and Wajcman, 1985; Bijker, Hughes and Pinch, 1987). 

Regardless of the type of psychology, the constructive nature of its technological devices is a 

common trace.  

 

According to this, a symmetrical approach to psychological devices might pursue 

psychometrical tests, projective tests, behavioral therapies, cognitive therapies, 

psychodynamic techniques, assessment protocols, intervention guidelines and other tools 

which point out a course of action in regard to a specific problem, since all of these are 

socially constructed and mobilized by communities of psychologists from different 

orientations.  
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1.3 Psychology as an expertise on subjectivity 

In Á ÒÅÃÅÎÔ ÐÁÐÅÒȟ 3ÈÁÐÉÎ ɉςπρςɊ ÁÒÇÕÅÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ 343ȡ ȰȣWe take objectivity as an ideal to be 

ÈÉÓÔÏÒÉÃÉÚÅÄ ÁÎÄ ÓÕÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÁÓ ×ÈÁÔ ×ÅȭÒÅ ÓÁÄÌÙ ÓÔÕÃË ×ÉÔÈȟ ÉÆ ×Å ÄÏÎȭÔ ×ÁÔÃÈ ÏÕÔȣȱ ɉ3ÈÁÐÉÎȟ 

2012, p 172) He also asserts through a series of examples of historical and philosophical 

studies of taste, how this matter (subjectivity) and the sciences interested in it, are 

ÅÍÂÅÄÄÅÄ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ ȰÁÅÓÔÈÅÔÉÃ-ÉÎÄÕÓÔÒÉÁÌȱ ÃÏÍÐÌÅØ ɉÐȢρχωɊȢ )Î ÈÉÓ ÄÅÅÐ ÒÅÆÌÅÃÔÉÏÎÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ 

taste as a subjective phenomenon, an important characteristic of subjectivity (ies) remains 

implicit in his account: its (their) social construction, or more specifically from ANT its (their) 

socio-technical configuration. In consistency with the assumptions and descriptive premises 

of ANT, perhaps a proper way for rethinking subjectivity from STS is precisely a relational 

approach. Metcalfe and Game (2008) have proposed an alternative ontology to the 

ÐÏÓÔÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÁÌÉÓÔ ÃÏÎÃÅÐÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ȰÄÅ-ÃÅÎÔÒÅÄ ÓÕÂÊÅÃÔȱ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÉÎÇ ÏÆ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÁÒÅ ÂÁÓÅÄ ÏÎ 

the experiences of rÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÁÌÉÔÙȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÐÒÅÓÕÍÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÁÌÉÔÙ ÏÆ ÉÎÆÉÎÉÔÕÄÅ ÓÏ ȰÓÕÂÊÅÃÔÈÏÏÄ ÉÓ 

ÓÕÓÐÅÎÄÅÄȱ ɉÐȢρψψɊȢ )Î Á ×ÁÙ ÍÏÒÅ ÆÁÉÔÈÆÕÌ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÕÃÁÌÔÉÁÎ ÓÙÓÔÅÍȟ 7ÅÔÈÅÒÅÌÌ ɉςππψɊ ÈÁÓ 

proposed the mobilization from subjectivity to Psycho-discursive practices as the unit of 

analysis of social psychology, which might be an interesting issue of reflection across the 

research problems about psychology from STS perspectives. On this issue, Discursive 

Psychology (Edwards 1997, Potter 1996) and the Discursive Action Model proposed by Potter 

ÁÎÄ %Ä×ÁÒÄÓ ɉρωωςɊ ÒÅÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÓ ÓÕÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÅ ɉÁÎÄ ȬÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌȭɊ ÐÈÅÎÏÍÅÎÁ ɉÍÅÍÏÒÙȟ 

cognition, emotion, etc.) in and as the actions performed through talk, texts and interaction.  

Social interaction is the primary ontological domain of these phenomena. 

An approach to subjectivity from STS could be quite controversial as Shapin (2012) has 

pointed out, perhaps because it is an inherently philosophical problem, but beyond the 

ontological status of subjectivities, a possible start point for STS is to seek to comprehend the 

kinds of expertise that claim a cognitive dominion over such phenomena, and the technical 

devices that have allowed such disciplines to construct their objects. This means that, beyond 

the description STS might provide about subjectivities, an interesting arena of empirical and 

conceptual reflection might aim at the PSY disciplines (psychiatry, psychology, 

parapsychology, among others); and this is indeed a partial objective of this proposal.  
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1.4 In the Colombian locality  

Several chronological and historical reconstructions that provide an approach to the 

configuration of psychology in Colombia (Ardila, 1975; Ardila and Pereira, 1975; Giraldo, 

1997; Mankeliunas, 1980:1993; Peña, 1993) are based on perspectives of the history of 

science that comprehend such process as the result of cumulative efforts assuming a linear 

development of scientific practices.  In spite of the intention of such accounts to consolidate 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÉÅÓ ÁÒÏÕÎÄ ÁÎ ÁÇÒÅÅÍÅÎÔ ÏÎ ȰÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅȱ ɉÃÆȢ -ÅÒÔÏÎȟ ρωχρɊȟ some 

authors from psychology and interdisciplinary scenarios have suggested the relevance of 

using innovative approaches that provide further descriptions of the social and cultural 

factors implied in the configuration of scientific knowledge (Danziger, 1979; Rose, 1996; 

Vezzeti, 1996, Woolgar, 1981; Mackenzie, 1981;  Latour, 1986; Lynch, 1994; Hacking, 1995; 

Urzúa,  2008; Brown and Stenner, 2009; Jaraba and Mora, 2010). STS analyses providing 

accounts of the social and cultural factors that have been assembled into the historical 

configuration of psychology in Colombia are scant.  

 

Considering that some psychologies have made an extensive effort to constitute themselves 

as scientific disciplines and others have broadly opposed such inclusion, these attempts at 

ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎȱȟ ÔÈÅ ÎÅÇÏÔÉÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÅØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÓÃÕÓÓÉÏÎÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ÎÁÔÕÒÅ ÏÆ 

psychological disciplines, the social dynamics of the construction of facts and devices, the 

ethnographic approach to psychology laboratories, the north-south academic and power 

relations between psychological communities, the political relations of psychology and other 

conglomerates, the popularization of psychological knowledge, the interaction of 

psychological discourses with other expert rhetoric regarding social problems and the 

ÄÅÍÁÒÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ ȰÉÎÎÅÒȱ ÁÐÐÌÉÅÄ ÆÉÅÌÄÓȟ ÁÍÏÎÇ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÐÈÅÎÏÍÅÎÁȟ  ÃÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ 

promising topics for STS and other transdisciplinary analyses.  

 

The STS emphasis on the socio-cultural character of science and technology, the local 

approach to psychology, the assumption that scientific facts are also rhetorical artifacts, the 

translation instead of the diffusion model, are elements that enhance and make possible 

critical, reflexive and situated analyses about (local) psychology, in other words, a Second-

/ÒÄÅÒ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ɉ"ÒÏ×Î ÁÎÄ 3ÔÅÎÎÅÒȟ ςππωɊ Ȱwhich attempts to pursue the psychological 

across the complex, cultural and material forms that it takesȱ ɉÐȢ υɊȢ If someone were to 
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describe the proposal of the following chapters from ANT, this actant could possibly describe 

it as an assemblage of different things. On the one hand, (1) the dynamic activity of practicing 

STS research, (2) the deconstructive approach to science reflected in the way STS groups in 

different localities are articulating ANT and the emerging reflections/frames about how 

scientific practices reconstruct sociotechnical networks, (3) the materialist approach to the 

reality of actants and (4) the world-making effects of science and STS themselves. On the 

other hand, (5) a deep concern about Colombian locality, (6) an interest in the sociotechnical 

reconfigurations that involve psychology and (7) a conviction that sometimes academic 

reflection can provide divergent comprehensions of science and society  

 

Some reports have analyzed the way these socio-technical relations have been assembled in 

Colombia with different devices, for example the nuclear reactor (León, 2004a:2004b) and 

the science metrics methodologies (Gómez, 2005). Both cases have described the way 

technical devices participate in different human actions, like the legitimization of diplomatic 

relations among Nations, providing authority and prestige to a group of scientists and 

allowing the Colombian government to regulate academic activities. The analysis of León 

ɉςππτɊ ÉÓ ÁÎ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÕÓÕÁÌ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 343 ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ ÉÎ ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌȱ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ 

and their devices; the case presented by Gómez (2005) addresses a device constructed by 

ȰÓÏÃÉÁÌȱ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅÓȢ )Î ËÅÅÐÉÎÇ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÃÈÁÒÁÃÔÅÒÉÓÔÉÃÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÁÓÅ described by Gómez, one of 

the objectives of this proposal consists of analyzing devices provided by psychologies, even 

ÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÓÏÍÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÍ ÁÒÅ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ Á ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎȱ ÁÓsumption. The following work  

pursues a description from STS categories through case studies about local psychology and 

its devices. Moreover, some of the problematic areas presented comprehend a possible frame 

ÏÆ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ÆÏÒ ÌÏÃÁÌ ÁÎÄ ȰÇÌÏÂÁÌȱ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓȢ  

 

Firstly  a possible reconstruction of the demarcation of psychology as a therapeutic expertise 

during the seventies, and the way intervention devices like Behavior Therapy were 

assembled with administrative and political interests in academic and public settings. Then, 

chapter 3 proposes future guidelines for performing a STS approach to different fields like 

the incorporation of experimental psychology practices in Colombian curricula, and the way 

such discourses were legitimated by psychotherapies in the seventies and then legitimated in 

different instit utions during the processes of accreditation as quality indicators after the 

regulations of the Consejo Nacional de Acreditación in the early 2000s.  
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Concerned with the social access to education and work, other plausible scenario addresses 

an empirical alternative to the description of psychometric devices and their agency in the 

configuration of practices in local organizations and educative institutions; moreover, this 

section proposes some possible intersections between STS and Critical Management Studies 

(CMS). Following this, the social problem of internal displacement is addressed as a future 

guideline which demonstrates how the technical devices used by psychologists and other 

experts to assess and treat Internally Displaced People, the corresponding public 

confrontations and the reconfiguration of the Sistema de Atención a Víctimas since 2011, may 

usefully be approached from STS.  

 

I hope the following empirical exercise and proposals will provide more examples of local 

psychology as a subject matter for STS; this innovative perspective will provide an account of 

the complexities of the local node, the negotiations of psychological expertise and the 

resulting emerging boundaries between different psychologies, the tensions 

regarding effectiveness and mental health indicators in the discipline and its 

professional settings, and the enactments of psychological expertise in diverse areas 

trough the circulation of technological devices, among other interests which the 

growing community of STS practitioners in Colombia may propose.  



 

 
 

2.  Intervention devices; demarcation of local 
psychology and controversies  

The relationship between psychology, its techniques of intervention and the demarcation of 

Colombian psychology in some academic scenarios is reviewed during the seventies; the 

circulation of one of those techniques in a local prison is analyzed and some of the tensions 

around the use of modification techniques such as token economies in this scenario is 

reconstructed. Through the review of institutional files from some Colombian universities, 

newspapers and the analysis of two interviews, different interest groups are identified as 

their rhetoric and discourses are addressed; then, control of behavior as one of the possible 

objectives of the usage of these psychological techniques is discussed.  In a general way, 

interests related to power and administrative issues are proposed as possible mediators and 

legitimating factors of behavior modification techniques. In this sense, categories from Social 

Studies of Science and Technology are proposed as means for the reconstruction of local 

psychology, approaching its technical devices as agents whose relational properties make 

them pertinent for comprehending scientific assumptions about human behavior legitimated 

by psychology in different scenarios.   

 

This chapter provides a description of the relationship between the configuration of 

psychology as a demarcated expertise from psychiatry, the circulation, promotion and 

divulgation of the so-ÃÁÌÌÅÄ Ȱ&ÉÒÓÔ 'ÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ 4ÈÅÒÁÐÉÅÓȱ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅÄ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ 

modification techniques such as token economies, and  the first applications of these devices 

in public scenarios which resulted in  an important controversy around the recognition of 

psychology as an intervention discipline in public arenas in Colombia. This empirical and 

conceptual exercise could also be understood as a reconstruction of some parts of the history 

of Colombian psychology from an STS perspective.  

 

The psychological intervention devices whose circulation will be considered are (a) 

exposition techniques: which are used in simple phobias, and generally consist of presenting 
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(in different ways) phobic stimuli and preventing avoidance; classical conditioning and 

extinction researches are the bases of these techniques. (b) Physiological regulation 

techniques: which are used to train an opposite response to anxiety and fear by using 

relaxation, controlled breathing and other strategies; reciprocal inhibition is the learning 

phenomenon of reference for these techniques. We will lay most emphasis on (c) Behavior 

modification techniques: which are used for modifying behaviors by using reinforcement and 

operant extinction procedures (Miltenberger, 2008; O´Donohue, 1998). These techniques 

were constructed and tested (claimed and defended) in the US before being circulated in 

Colombian universities and other scenarios under different assumptions; moreover, these 

techniques are still taught and used by local psychologists and represent one of the examples 

of linearly built technologies. Let us trace these objects over time, before they were 

assembled in Colombia.  

2.1 US circulations: society as a laboratory extension  

Long before the events of interest in this chapter took place in Colombia, behavior 

modification techniques based on learning experiments had been circulated in the US since 

the 1920s; for instance, in 1924 Mary Cover Jones implemented classical conditioning 

techniques as Direct Conditioning (and counterconditioning) for reverting learned fears in 

children.  The manual written by John Broadus Watson in 1928 entitled Psychological Care of 

Infant and Child gained him an important prize given by the American Society of Parents. 

During World War II, right after the publication of The Behavior of the Organisms: an 

experimental analysis (1938), Burrhüs Frederic Skinner spent a lot of time trying to develop a 

protocol for training pigeons to guide bombs towards German targets by shaping  response 

sequences through the delivery of food; unfortunately for Skinner, Project Pigeon was not 

ÓÕÃÃÅÓÓÆÕÌȟ ÂÕÔ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ #ÁÐÓÈÅ× ɉρωωσɊ Ȱduring the Second World War the scientific 

outlook and professional goals of American psychologist B. F Skinner underwent a remarkable 

ÍÅÔÁÍÏÒÐÈÏÓÉÓȱ Capshew (1993) argues that Skinner had been reluctant to venture his 

research outside the Laboratory and resisted the extrapolation of the results of animal 

experimentation to the realm of human behavior.  But after World War II and its technocratic 

tendency, Skinner claimed explicitly that the principles of behavior had applicability to 

human affairs; indeed, by the 1950s Skinner was suggesting the use of operant conditioning 

techniques for the control of individual and group behavior in a variety of settings.  In other 
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words, he was trying to extrapolate the arrangement of experimental procedures to the 

design of societies.  

 

4ÈÅ ÁÒÇÕÍÅÎÔ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÅÄ ÂÙ #ÁÐÓÈÅ× ÉÓ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÉÎ ÓÅÖÅÒÁÌ ×ÁÙÓȢ  &ÉÒÓÔȟ ÅÖÅÎ ÆÏÒ Á ȰÐÕÒÅȱ 

or basic scientist like Skinner, the emblematic symbol and founder of Experimental Analysis of 

Behavior, the social relevance and the translation of his findings found an important place in 

ÈÉÓ ÔÈÅÏÒÅÔÉÃÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÅÍÐÉÒÉÃÁÌ ×ÏÒËȢ 3ÅÃÏÎÄȟ 3ËÉÎÎÅÒȭÓ ÅÎÒÏÌÌÍÅÎÔ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ×ÁÒ ÅÆÆÏÒÔ ɀ his 

attempts to condition pigeons with military interests ɀ is an example of the increasing 

ÅÎÒÏÌÌÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÂÙ ȬÅØÔÅÒÎÁÌȭ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÓȢ  !ÎÄ ÔÈÉÒÄȟ ÔÈÅ ÎÏÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÅÍÅÒÇÅÄ 

ÁÓ ÁÎ ÉÎÔÒÉÎÓÉÃ ÇÕÉÄÅÌÉÎÅ ÏÆ 3ËÉÎÎÅÒȭÓ  "ÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÁÌ %ÎÇÉÎÅÅÒÉÎÇ ÎÏÔ ÏÎÌÙ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÏÐÅÒÁÎÔ 

chambers (of the Laboratory) but also in behavior modification techniques developed as a 

result of the translation of operant conditioning into techniques designed for different social 

ÃÏÎÔÅØÔÓ ÁÓ ȰÌÁÂÏÒÁÔÏÒÙ ÅØÔÅÎÓÉÏÎÓȱȢ &ÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÔÏ ÃÏÎtrol pigeons that 

directed bombs towards human targets by means of a behavioral protocol of reinforcement; 

as Capshew explains, Behavioral Engineering would allow the National Defense Research 

Committee (NDRC) to manipulate pigeon-guided bombs in the same way they could use a 

remote device to manipulate the releasing of the bombs; taking into account that the US did 

not have much experience in guided missiles, this could be an innovative solution.  

 

4ÈÅ ÓÁÍÅ ÎÏÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÉÓ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ Ȭ"ÁÂÙ ÉÎ Á "ÏØȭ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔ ɉ3ËÉÎÎÅÒȟ ρωτυɊȠ ÔÈÅ 

ÉÄÅÁ ÏÆ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌÌÉÎÇ ÂÁÂÉÅÓȭ ÁÎÎÏÙÉÎÇ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÂÙ ÍÏÄÕÌÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÓÕÒÒÏÕÎÄÉÎÇ ÃÏÎÄÉÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÎ Á 

box such as temperature and humidity could have interesting results, especially for parents. 

For example, a big problem such as a crying and fractious baby could be solved in a very 

simple way:  

Ȱ4ÈÅ ÄÉÓÃÏÖÅÒÙȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÐÌÅÁÓÅÄ ÕÓ ÍÏÓÔȟ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÃÒÙÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÆÕÓÓÉÎÇ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÁÌ×ÁÙÓ ÂÅ ÓÔÏÐÐÅÄ ÂÙ 

slightly lowering the temperature. During the first three months, it is true, the baby would also cry when 

wet or hungry, but in that case she would stop when changed or fed. During the past six months she has 

not cried at all except for a moment or two when injured or sharply distressed-for example, when 

ÉÎÏÃÕÌÁÔÅÄȢ 4ÈÅ ȰÌÕÎÇ ÅØÅÒÃÉÓÅȱ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÓÏ ÏÆÔÅn is appealed to reassure the mother of a baby who cries a 

ÇÏÏÄ ÄÅÁÌ ÔÁËÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÕÃÈ ÐÌÅÁÓÁÎÔÅÒ ÆÏÒÍ ÏÆ ÓÈÏÕÔÓ ÁÎÄ ÇÕÒÇÌÅÓȢȢȢȱ (Skinner, 1945) 

 

The most explicit extension of operant conditioning from the laboratory to other social 

scenarios appeared in SkiÎÎÅÒȭÓ ÎÏÖÅÌȟ Walden Two. Here, social rules were behaviorally 
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engineered by a group of people based on reinforcement principles. The scientifically 

organized and planned society represented in this novel, exemplifies the possibilities of 

technological control of social behavior in a very clear way. This kind of control is deeply 

assembled in Skinnerian rhetoric, his technical devices and his technological account for a 

better society in which necessary conditions for reinforcement to occur include the 

prevention of free access to certain conditions, and the withholding of something of value in 

ÏÒÄÅÒ ÔÏ ÉÎÃÒÅÁÓÅ ÄÅÓÉÒÁÂÌÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓȣȢ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ ×ÈÏÍȩ /Èȟ 4ÈÁÔǰÓ ÒÉÇÈÔȦȟ ÔÈÅ ȰÎÅÕÔÒÁÌȱ 

criteria of the behavioral engineer!. In other words, control is necessary for society to work 

in a proper way, but not any kind of control, it was necessary a behaviorally engineered one 

for society to work as a utopia. This is a very important issue to take into account when 

considering the Colombian circulation of these devices; let us consider some other aspects of 

the US assembling before addressing the Colombian case.   

2.2 US circulations: The case against psychoanalysis, the 
Manchurian Candidate and The case against Skinner. 

Behavior therapist Andrew Salter, a former student of Clark Hull and a partner of Kazdin, 

wanted to prove that hypnosis could be experimentally explained from classical conditioning 

techniques and categories; his book: What is Hypnosis? (1944) consisted of a public 

confrontation in which the author claimed a lack of scientific proofs in psychoanalytical and 

ÐÓÙÃÈÉÁÔÒÉÃ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈÅÓȟ ÃÏÍÐÁÒÉÎÇ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÅÄ ÂÙ ȰÍÅÎÔÁÌÉÓÔÓȱ 

ÁÎÄ ȰÍÁÇÉÃÉÁÎÓȱȠ ÏÐÐÏÓÉÔÅÌÙȟ ÂÅÙÏÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÅØÉstence of unconscious events, Salter claims that 

classical conditioning techniques can be used to modify even the most established habits, and 

ÔÈÁÔ ȰÈÙÐÎÏÓÉÓȱ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ Á ȰÍÉÎÄȱ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÂÕÔ Á ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÍÏÄÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅ 

better explained with Pavlovian categories.  

 

"ÕÔ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÃÏÎÆÒÏÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÁÓ ÏÎÌÙ ÔÈÅ ÆÉÒÓÔ ÓÔÅÐ ÉÎ Á ÃÒÕÓÁÄÅ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ȰÐÓÅÕÄÏ-ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ 

psychologies.  The Case against Psychoanalysis (1952) consisted of one of the most intense 

tension between Psychoanalysis and Behaviorism in the public arena; in a provocative way, 

Salter attacks Freudian concepts based on 388 references extracted from the psychoanalytic 

ÌÉÔÅÒÁÔÕÒÅȠ ÈÅ ÅÍÐÈÁÓÉÚÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÎÄÅÎÃÙ ÏÆ &ÒÅÕÄ ÁÎÄ ÈÉÓ ÄÉÓÃÉÐÌÅÓ ÔÏ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔ ȰȣÅÖÉÄÅÎÃÅ 

×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÓ ÌÅÓÓ ÔÈÁÎ ÎÉÌȣȱ ɉ3ÁÌÔÅÒȟ ρω52, p. 30) Moreover, Salter claimed in this book: 

"Whenever a psychoanalyst has a fact he can't explain, he modifies it with a hypothesis he 

ÃÁÎǰÔ ÐÒÏÖÅȱ ɉ3ÁÌÔÅÒȟ ρωυςȟ ÐȢ υψɊ 4ÈÉÓ ÂÏÏË ×ÁÓ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÈÉÓ Best-seller pieces and was widely 
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circulated among the psychological community of the US; as we shall see later on in this 

ÃÈÁÐÔÅÒȟ Á ÃÏÎÆÒÏÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ȰÐÓÙÃÈÏÄÙÎÁÍÉÃȱ ÐÓÙÃÈÉÁÔÒÉÓÔÓ ÁÎÄ ȰÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÁÌȱ 

psychologists took place in different scenarios in Colombia, and some of these arguments 

developed in academic and public contexts as well.  

 

Thus, the translation of Classical Conditioning made by Salter which is widely explained in 

Conditioned Reflex Therapy (1961), and Operant Conditioning, as formulated by Skinner, 

were now assembled in academic and public scenarios as the two principal ways for 

ÍÏÄÉÆÙÉÎÇ ɉÏÒ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌÌÉÎÇɊ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȭÓ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÁÓ Á ÓÅÔ ÏÆ ÉÎÃÌÕÓÉÖÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ 

projects named Behavior Therapy. The extra-academic circulation was really wide; an 

example of this mobilization is represented in the film adaptation of The Manchurian 

Candidate (Condon, 1959) by John Frankenheimer (1962). At the beginning of the film, when 

Dr. Yen Lo, a Chinese scientist-agent is explaining to some Russian officers the techniques 

that he and his group of scientists have been using on American soldiers, especially on one of 

them named Raymond Shaw, a later presidential candidate under the control of Communism 

and the Manchurian interests, the following lines take place: 

Ȱ$ÒȢ 9ÅÎ ,Ïȡ ɉÔÁÌËÉÎÇ ÔÏ 2ÁÙÍÏÎÄɊ 2ÁÙÍÏÎÄȟ ÐÕll your chair over here by me, please. (Talking to 
the Russian officers) I am sure you've all heard the old wives' tale that no hypnotised subject may be 
forced to do that which is repellent to his moral nature, whatever that may be. Nonsense, of course! Oh, 
you note-takers might set down a reminder to consult Brenman's paper "Experiments in the Hypnotic 
Production of Antisocial and Self-Injurious Behaviour", or Wells' paper which was titled, I believe, 
"Experiments in the Hypnotic Production of Crime" Or, of course, Andrew Salter's remarkable book, 
"Conditioned Reflex Therapy", to name only three. Or, if it offends you that only the West is working to 
manufacture more crime and better criminals  Against the modern shortages, I suggest Krasnogorski's 
"Primary Violence Motivation",  or Serov's "The Unilateral Suggestion to Self-Destruction".   

Russian Officer (Dimitri): My dear Yen, as you grow older, you grow more long-winded. Can't we 
get to the point?  Has the man ever killed anyone, or has he not? 

Dr. Yen Lo: I apologize, my dear Dimitri. I keep forgetting that you're a young country and your 
attention span is limited. Tell me, Raymond. Have you ever killed anyone? 

Raymond: No, ma'am.(believing he is talking to a woman) 
Dr. Yen Lo: Not even in combat?    
Raymond: In combat? Yes, ma'am, I think so. 
Dr. Yen Lo: Of course you have, Raymond. Raymond has been a crack shot since childhood. 

Marvellous outlet for his aggressions.   
 

Later in the film, the real motivations of the candidate to the Presidency of The United States, 
Raymond Shaw, are explained in detail.  

 

ȰMajor Bennet Marco: What happened? 
Raymond:  Patrol was taken by a Russian airborne unit and flown by helicopter across the 

Manchurian border to a place called Tonghua. We were worked on for three years by a team of specialists 
from the Pavlov Institute in Moscow . They developed a technique for descent into the unconscious mind, 
part light -induced, part drug  

Major Bennet Marco Never mind all that. Not now. Tell me what else happened at Tonghua  
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Raymond:   We were drilled for three days. We were made to memorize the details of the 

imaginary action-  
Major Bennet Marco What else? 
Raymond: And I strangled Ed Mavole...and shot Bobby Lembeck.    
Major Bennet Marco: One red queen works pretty good. Let's see what we get with two of 'em. 
Keep playing. 
Raymond:  Then I killed Mr Gaines. It was just a test. It didn't matter who I killed. They picked 

ÈÉÍ ÔÏ ÓÅÅ ÉÆ ÁÌÌ ÔÈÅ ÌÉÎËÁÇÅÓ ÓÔÉÌÌ ×ÏÒËÅÄ ÂÅÆÏÒÅ ÔÈÅÙ ÔÕÒÎÅÄ ÍÅ ÏÖÅÒ ÔÏ ÍÙ !ÍÅÒÉÃÁÎ ÏÐÅÒÁÔÏÒȱ 

 

What Skinner had suggested in 1941 as a possibility for winning World War II by the use of  

pigeons, was now being used in the movies as a way of suggesting the possibility of scientific 

control of human behavior during the Cold War, the control of an ex-soldier that could be 

placed in high rank selected positions to guarantee war investments and conduct important  

ÁÓÓÁÓÓÉÎÁÔÉÏÎÓȠ ÉÎ ÏÔÈÅÒ ×ÏÒÄÓȟ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÃÁÐÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÆÏÒ ȰÅÒÁÓÉÎÇȱ ÐÒÅÖÉÏÕÓ 

experiences and to configure new experiences and habits in people´s biological structure (the 

brain) through the use of a conditioning and behavioral technique; taking into account that, 

according to Behaviorism in a wide sense,  a person is the result of his own experiences and 

environment, such a possibility was plausible, at least for the writer of The Manchurian 

Candidate, Richard Condon,  who consulted Andrew Salter about the scientific arguments in 

favor of this account.  Moreover, the scene in which Raymond Shaw kills several members of 

his platoon, in spite of being cruel and terrifying, is a good example of the expected result 

after using a behavioral technology: an individual who behaves according to the demands of 

the environment, who believes such behavior is correct because he (or she) has been 

instructed to believe it that way, and who does not need to exert any kind of counter-control.  

 

Even though behavioral scientists would not claim this kind of result as their own, this 

assumption about Behavioral Engineering and Behavior Therapy was now present in the US 

social imaginery. This movie, the ideas expressed in Beyond Freedom and Dignity (Skinner, 

1971), the several comments on this book in The New York Times, and the academic 

confrontation between Skinner and Chomsky,1 were some of the possible events that 

consolidated such an idea in academic and several other social circumstances. During these 

controversies, the technological control of human behavior and the possibilities for a 

behaviorally engineered society were highly criticized; famous quotes sucÈ ÁÓ Ȱ7Å ÃÁÎǰÔ 

                                                
 

1
 The main tensions between Skinner and Chomsky are condensed in their texts Verbal Behavior 

(Skinner, 1957) and Review of Skinner´s Verbal Behavior (Chomsky, 1959)   
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ÁÆÆÏÒÄ ÆÒÅÅÄÏÍȱ ɉ3ËÉÎÎÅÒȟ ρωχρɊ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÅÄ ÍÁÎÙ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÒÅÁÃÔÉÏÎÓȢ  &ÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅȟ Science 

News stated in August 7, 1971: Ȱ"ÕÒÒÈÕÓ &ÒÅÄÅÒÉÃ 3ËÉÎÎÅÒ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÉÎÆÌÕÅÎÔÉÁÌ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ 

alive today, and he is second only to Freud as the most important psychologist of all time. This, 

at least, is the feeling of 56 percent of the members of the American Psychological Association, 

who were polled on the question. And it should be reason enough to make Dr. Skinner's new 

book, Beyond Freedom and Dignity, one of the most important happenings in 20th century 

psychology,"  (Science News, cited by Rand, 1982, p. 166) 

 

Other kinds of reaction argued that Ȱȣthe argumentation is often sloppy, the sensibility often 

ÐÈÉÌÉÓÔÉÎÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÎÇÕÁÇÅ ÏÆÔÅÎ ÅÃÃÅÎÔÒÉÃȰ (The New Republic, Oct. 16, 1971). Noam Chomsky 

claimed:  

Ȱ! ÃÌÏÓÅ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ÓÈÏ×Ó ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÁÐÐÅÁÒÁÎÃÅ ÉÓ ÍÉÓÌÅÁÄÉÎÇȢ 3ËÉÎÎÅÒ ÉÓ ÓÁÙÉÎÇ ÎÏÔÈÉÎÇ ÁÂÏÕÔ 

freedom and dignity, though he uses the words ´freedom´ and ´dignity´ in several odd and idiosyncratic 

senseÓȣÁÓ ÔÏ ÉÔÓ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÉÍÐÌÉÃÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ 3ËÉÎÎÅÒ΄Ó ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ ÈÕÍÁÎ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒȟ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÑÕÉÔÅ ÖÁÃÕÏÕÓȟ ÉÓ ÁÓ 

ÃÏÎÇÅÎÉÁÌ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÌÉÂÅÒÔÁÒÉÁÎ ÁÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÆÁÓÃÉÓÔȢȱ ɉChomsky, 1971; The case against B.F. Skinner)  

 

As these rhetorical confrontations suggest, technological control of behavior in different 

social contexts was not only an accidental venturing of behaviorists into social problems, or a 

misunderstanding of their principles; it was actually an inherent trace of their theories and 

technologies about human behavior. Even though behaviorists such as Salter and Skinner 

might think their technologies and explanatory models were free from personal, economic 

and political interests, the political, economic and personal implications of their work were 

the main confrontational issues of their rhetoric in academic, scientific and other contexts.  

 

During the sixties and the seventies, psychologists Ayllon and Azrin (former students of 

Skinner) Kazdin, Yates and others were developing and implementing different techniques 

based on classical and operant conditioning. Maybe, some of the most successful and well-

used techniques consisted of Exposition techniques for fears and phobias, Self-regulation 

techniques for anxiety and Token Economies for motivational systems. This last procedure 

was especially implemented in psychiatric hospitals and prisons by Indiana University 

researchers, Ayllon and Azrin (1965) and other health institutions (Ayllon and Michael, 

1959); this intervention device consisted of an extension of Skinner´s operant conditioning.  

As Ayllon and Azrin (1974) suggest, one of the main conditions to guarantee the effectiveness 
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of the token economy consists of behavioral equilibrium, this means that the tokens received 

during the procedure in exchange for desirable behavior (again, according to whom? Oh, 

that´s right, Behavioral Engineering) could not exceed the number of spent tokens during the 

implementation of the program, so that the participants could not save tokens; if this event 

occurred (saving tokens) the procedure was destined to fail. In other words, to guarantee 

behavioral change, you must prevent subjects who cannot exert control of their environment 

(psychiatric patients, prisoners or children) from getting things they like or prefer, and make 

them pay (behaviorally speaking) for those things by doing what the Behavior Engineer tells 

them to do (Ashmore, 1993a). Well, control had now taken another form in this Behavioral 

Technology, a capitalist control! 

 

Technological control of behavior, emotions and even ȰÍÉÎÄȱ ÅÖÅÎÔÓ ÈÁÄ ÂÅÅÎ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÅÄ ÁÓ Á 

main guideline for Behavior Therapy (Watts, 1975). By this time, the Black Box (Woolgar, 

1981; Latour, 1988a; 1988b; 1991) named Behavior Therapy consisted of an assembling of 

classical conditioning, operant conditioning, ´animal´ experiments, human experiments, 

technological social control and even capitalism; this kind of technology claimed a positive 

dominion and control of subjectivity. Behavior Therapy had spread around US universities in 

a massive way (Brayfield, 1965; APA, 1967) and most of the recognized formation centers for 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔÓ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÉÍÐÁÒÔ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÁÎÄ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃÁÌÌÙ ÐÒÏÖÅÎȱ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓ 

such as Behavior Therapy.  A new expertise that consisted in the use of experimentally-based 

techniques to modify behavior had arisen; behaviorists could have used Henry Frankestein´s 

×ÏÒÄÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÈÉÓ ÃÒÅÁÔÉÏÎȡ Ȱ,ÏÏËȦ )Ô΄Ó ÍÏÖÉÎÇȢ )Ô΄Ó ÁÌÉÖÅȢ )Ô΄Ó ÁÌÉÖÅȢȢȢ )4΄3 !,)6%ȦȱȢ Let us see now 

ÈÏ× ÔÈÉÓ Ȱ'ÏÌÅÍȱ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÐÁÒÔÓ ÃÉÒÃÕÌÁÔÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ #ÏÌÏmbian locality.  

2.3 From the University of Nebraska to Universidad Nacional 
de Colombia  

After the assemblage of these techniques in the US by Skinner, Salter, Ayllon, Azrin and 

others (Miltenberger, 2008) during the late sixties, Rubén Ardila, a Colombian psychologist 

from Universidad Nacional,  received training in their conceptual framework (Ardila, 

personal record 2010) during his Doctoral studies in Experimental Psychology at the 

University of Nebraska. A few months after his graduation, Ardila returned to Colombia and 

in 1969 established an alliance with the International Union of Psychological Science named 

IUPsyS supported by the Colombian Federation of Psychology (Ardila, personal record 2010, 
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Lopez et al., 2006). It is interesting to note that many psychologists from the US including 

Russell, R. W; Bruner, J. Pfaffmann, C; Holtzman, W. H.; Jacobson, E.H. were part of the 

executive committee of IUPsyS from 1966 to 1975; this could have been an important issue 

that contributed to the successful circulation of these intervention devices (Behavior 

Therapy) in Colombia with the support of an international community which promoted 

ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÒÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÁÒÏÕÎÄ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒÌÄȢ !ÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÉÓȟ ÁÎ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎ 

between a Center (North) such as the nations of IUPsyS, and a Periphery (South) such as 

Colombia could have been established and legitimated in the early seventies during the Cold 

War. In relation to this, the promotion and support offered by international entities such as 

the IUPsyS, could have implied the promotion of models such as Behaviorism and other 

scientific approaches to psychology around the world, and the Colombian psychologists who 

participated in this alliance benefited by sustaining an intellectual relation with the US.  

 

Some psychologists such as A. J. Yates (University of Western Australia), R.M Suinn (Colorado 

State University, USA) and R. Lieberman (National Institutes of Health, USA) published 

papers in the second volume and number of Revista Latinoamericana de Psicología (1970). 

These articles about Behavior Therapy were originally written in English, but Ardila and 

some of his students, like Leonidas Castro translated them into Spanish; of course, such a 

labor was important for guaranteeing access for local psychologists interested in the new 

therapeutic expertise.  

 

The mobilization of these techniques at Universidad Nacional de Colombia took place in 

different settings.  First, the changes in the curricula between 1968 and 1972: in the first 

curriculum, no reference to behavior therapy was made at all, but in the 1972 curriculum, the 

inclusion of a new course named Técnicas de Terapia Psicológica (Psychological Therapy 

Techniques) in the preliminary paper of the curriculum was commented and hand-written by 

Ardila adding the topic Terapia del Comportamiento to the subject (Annexes A). Second, the 

teacher-training program designed by Ardila in 1971 included two professors who would 

travel to the US to be trained in Behavior Therapy and return in the same year; this kind of 

information is relevant because it suggests that Ardila and the Council considered Behavior 

Therapy to be an investment area for professors. Third, the theses of the students from 1972 

to 1975 show a growing interest in Behavior Therapy and Experimental Psychology (Table 2-
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1), since most of the previous dissertations were on psychometric tests and psychodynamic 

topics (Annexes A)  

 

Table 2-1: Titles of the theses presented by psychology students at Universidad Nacional 1973-1975 

about Behavior therapy and psychology of learning 

After proposing and incorporating a new seminar about psychology of learning (Annexes A), 

Ardila requested the transfer of a psychiatrist who was teaching in the Psychology 

$ÅÐÁÒÔÍÅÎÔ ÓÔÁÔÉÎÇ Ȱȣthere will be no more lessons from him until the next termȣȰ ɉ!ÎÎÅØÅÓ 

A); about this Ardila pointed out that psychoanalysis was not going to be a priority in the 

Department (Ardila, personal record, 2010). The demarcation from psychiatry was in 

process, and the displacement of psychoanalytical and psychodynamic psychiatry at the 

Department of Psychology at Universidad Nacional was taking place.  

 

These tensions were absolutely excluded by Ardila (1973?) in his review of an Argentinean 

book entitled The role of the psychologist (Britch, 1973).  in this paper the author asserted, 

Ȱȣperhaps the strength of psychoanalysis in Argentina had made physicians avoid any kind of 

ÅÎÃÏÕÎÔÅÒ ×ÉÔÈ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔÓȟ ÔÈÉÓ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÈÁÐÐÅÎ ÉÎ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁȠ ȣȢȢ0ÈÙÓÉÃÉÁÎÓ ÁÎÄ ÐÓÙÃÈÉÁÔÒÉÓÔÓ   

have   worked  in  harmony  for years.  Maybe the ´zeitgeist´  in  Argentina  is   not sufficiently 

Author(s)  Year Title (Translated)  

Luz Victoria Suarez, Leonidas Castro, 
Fernando Barrera, Eduardo Arcila, 
Luis Restrepo, Gabriel Oviedo, y 
Álvaro Galvis  

1972 The concept of relevance in the methodological approach of 
Skinner  

Myriam Rodríguez y Oscar Cifuentes 1972 Use of an operant technique in the socialization of an autistic 
child with mental retardation: experimental study   

Flor Stella Sacipa 1975 Opinions of parents, teachers and students about the use of 
punishment, its contingencies in the control of undesirable 
behaviors in a simple of participants from Villavicencio  

Juan Guerrero y Rosa Agudelo 1975 Effects of Lithium carbonate on the performance during a 
ÍÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍ 6) ρωȱȠ 62 χ  

Martha Restrepo, Gloria Isaza y 
Nohora de Restrepo 

1975 Effects of habituation in the suppression of the anxiety 
reaction  

Aristóbulo Pérez y Alvaro Benavides 1975 Maternal privation in chickens and their resulting feeding 
behavior  

Carlos Pereira 1975 Teaching machines and token economies as tools for the 
individualization of teaching.  

Ernesto Arturo Rico 1975 Use of a manual teaching machine for the learning of Reading 
without error in a child with retardation  
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established to let objective techniques of behavior modification appear, or any other kind of 

ÁÌÔÅÒÎÁÔÉÖÅÓ ÉÎÓÔÅÁÄ ÏÆ ÏÒÔÈÏÄÏØ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓȣÔÈÅ ÂÏÏË ×Å ÈÁÖÅ ÒÅÖÉÅ×ÅÄ is an indicator of the 

confused state a profession may reach when there are not clear guidelines, new alternatives 

ÁÒÅ ÎÏÔ ÓÅÁÒÃÈÅÄ ÁÎÄ ÃÒÅÁÔÉÖÅ ÓÏÌÕÔÉÏÎÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÅØÉÓÔÉÎÇ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÁÒÅ ÎÏÔ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÅÄȣÉÔ ÉÓ ÒÅÁÌÌÙ 

pleasant that Colombian Psychology has definitely succeeded in that stageȣȰɉ!ÎÎÅØÅÓ A). Well, 

ÔÈÅ ȰÃÏÎÆÕÓÅÄ ÓÔÁÔÅȱ ÏÆ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ×ÁÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÅÖÉÄÅÎÔ ÁÔ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ .ÁÃÉÏÎÁÌ 

during the seventies when several discussions about the new curriculum took place from 

1975 to 1978, and it would be even more evident in a later public scenario like El Buen 

0ÁÓÔÏÒ ÉÎ ρωχυȠ !ÒÄÉÌÁȭÓ ÃÌÁÉÍ ÁÂÏÕÔ Á ȰÓÕÃÃÅÓÓÆÕÌȱ ÎÁÔÕÒÁÌÉÚÅÄ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȟ ÆÒÅÅ 

from confrontations and tensions only existed in that review (cf. Ardila, 1973? in annexes A).  

 

As Ardila has argued (2010, personal record) at the ÂÅÇÉÎÎÉÎÇ ȰȣI was told that experimental 

psychology referred exclusively to the study of rats, but I could prove the usage of that 

knowledge in humansȣȱ )Ô ÉÓ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅ ÔÏ ÓÁÙȟ ÔÈÅÎȟ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÃÉÒÃÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÓÕÃÈ ÄÅÖÉÃÅÓ ÈÁÄ Á 

second interest which consisted in legitimating the experimental practice of psychology, and 

the inclusion of subjects related to this topic in the curriculum at Universidad Nacional. In 

ÔÈÉÓ ÓÅÎÓÅȟ *ÏÓï !ÎÔÏÎÉÏ 3ÜÎÃÈÅÚ ɉÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ ÒÅÃÏÒÄȟ ςπρπɊ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱȣbehavior therapy 

possesses the ideal properties of a techno-scientific tool because of its experimental basis, its 

ÐÒÏÖÅÎ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅÎÅÓÓ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÒÅÌÅÖÁÎÃÅȣÔÈÁÔ ÉÓ ×ÈÙ ×Å ÔÏÌÄ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÉÔȣȢȱ About 

this, Ardila (personal record, 2010) claimed that psychiatrists wanted to keep therapeutic 

expertise ȰÕÎÄÅÒ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌȱ ÉÎÓÔÅÁÄ ÏÆ ÌÏÏËÉÎÇ ÆÏÒ ÁÎ ȰÅÎÃÏÕÎÔÅÒȱ ɉÃÆȢ !ÒÄÉÌÁȟ ρωχσȩȟ 

!ÎÎÅØÅÓ χɊȠ ÔÈÅÙ ×ÅÒÅ Ȱtraining us (psychologists) to do something (therapy) we would never 

doȱȢ 3Ïȟ ÔÈÅ ÃÉÒÃÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓ ×ÁÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÕÓÅÆÕÌ ÆÏÒ ÐÒÏÍÏÔÉÎÇ Á ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌȱ 

approach to behavior; in other words, a non-medical approach. But the usage of these 

ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓ ÔÏ ÐÒÏÍÏÔÅ Á ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ÍÏÄÅÌ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȱ ÈÁÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÉÍÐÌÉÃÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÂÅÓÉÄÅÓ 

ÔÒÁÎÓÃÅÎÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ȰÃÏÎÆÕÓÉÏÎ ÓÔÁÔÅȱ ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁȟ ρωχςɊȠ ÆÏr example the possibility to compare 

different models of intervention allowed psychologists and psychiatrists from different 

perspectives to discuss a common topic: clinical expertise; on the one hand, projective tests 

and psychoanalytical therapy, on the other hand, psychometric tests and Behavior Therapy. 

In spite of the fact that each set of devices represented different assumptions about 

psychological facts, therapeutic expertise provided a common context of discussion in terms 

of effectiveness and viability. Because of this, some psychiatrists could have realized that 
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these new techniques would provide effective solutions for certain kind of problems because 

of their experimental basis.  

 

The demarcation of a new expertise due to the circulation of these devices resulted in their 

use as Boundary Objects; Lampland and Leigh Star (2009) define a Boundary Object as a 

device which, by circulating through the links of a network, permits translation between 

groups on either side of some boundary or demarcation. These objects have an interrelation 

property which allows groups with different interests to communicate in quite effective ways 

about a common topic. In this case, Behavior Therapy allowed behavioral psychologists, 

psychiatrists and psychologists with other approaches to discuss and negotiate about 

therapeutic expertise.   

 

The mobilization of these devices through Revista Latinoamericana de Psicología, the 

curriculum and the First Colloquium of Behavior Therapy at Universidad Javeriana, resulted 

in an initiative of some psychologists to travel to the US in order to gain such expertise 

ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁȟ ρωψυȠ ,ĕÐÅÚ ÅÔ ÁÌȟ ςππφɊȟ ÔÈÅ ȰÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎȱ ÏÆ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔÓ ÆÒÏÍ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ *ÁÖÅÒÉÁÎÁȟ 

ÌÏÏËÉÎÇ ÆÏÒ ȰÍÏÒÅ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ ɉ,ĕÐÅÚ ÅÔ ÁÌȟ ςππφɊȟ ÃÕÒÒÉÃÕÌÁ ÃÈÁÎÇÅÓ ÔÈÁt prevailed in 

ÌÁÔÅÒ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÁÌÓ ÁÔ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ .ÁÃÉÏÎÁÌȟ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÎÅ× ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ ×ÉÔÈ Á ȰÍÏÒÅ 

ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌȱ ÅÍÐÈÁÓÉÓ ÁÔ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÕÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÉÅÓȠ ÆÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅ ÁÔ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ ÄÅ ÌÏÓ !ÎÄÅÓ ɉ0ÅđÁȟ 

1993; López,  2006)  

2.4 Other universities, confrontations and  mobilizations  

3ÏÍÅ ÙÅÁÒÓ ÂÅÆÏÒÅȟ ÔÈÅ ȰPSYȱ ɉpsychiatrists, philosophers with an interest in psychology and 

the first psychologists) socio-technical node at Javeriana had already evidenced an initial 

tension between psychiatrists, philosophers and the new expertise named Psychology. In 

1964, Efrain Riaño wrote a letter to Alvaro Jiménez, a Jesuit philosopher and theologian who 

had got a masters degree in experimental psychology in 1963, to inform him of his new 

obedience position as the Faculty Dean. In this letter the Jesuit Riaño said to the philosopher: 

Ȱ) ÁÍ ÓÕÒÅ ÙÏÕ ×ÉÌÌ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐ ÁÎ ÁÐÏÓÔÏÌÉÃ ÊÏÂ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÏÓÉÔÉÏÎ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÔÈÅ &ÁÃÕÌÔÙ ) ÁÍ ÔÒÕÓÔÉÎÇ 

ÙÏÕ ×ÉÔÈ ÉÓ ÂÏÕÎÄ ÔÏ ÈÁÖÅ Á ÄÅÅÐ ÉÎÆÌÕÅÎÃÅ ÉÎ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÌÉÆÅȣ) ÁÍ ÓÕÒÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÙÏÕ ×ÉÌÌ ÄÅÄÉÃÁÔÅ 

special attention to the Department of Psychology because of your evident capability due to 

your specialized studies. I want you to do it because of the importance this line of work is taking 

ÉÎ ÏÕÒ ÃÏÕÎÔÒÙȱ.  
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Following this, Álvaro Jiménez wrote an article circulated in 1967 regarding the situation of 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÉÎ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÈÅ ÁÒÇÕÅÄȡ ȰÉÎ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÏÐÉÎÉÏÎ ȣÔÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ Á ÄÅÆÏÒÍÅÄ ÉÍÁÇÅ ÏÆ 

the profession of psychologist. Many people, even with a high cultural level, think that this new 

professional is a sort of magician or wizard, who only lacks a turban, a crystal ball and the 

ÃÁÒÄÓ ÔÏ ÔÅÌÌ ÆÏÒÔÕÎÅÓȣÉÎ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÍÅÅÔÉÎÇÓȟ ÅÖÅÒÙÂÏÄÙ ÓÐÅÁËÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ ÁÓ Á ÐÅÒÓÏÎ 

×ÈÏ ÉÓ ÃÁÐÁÂÌÅ ÏÆ ÒÅÁÄÉÎÇ ÍÉÎÄÓ ÁÎÄ ËÎÏ×ÉÎÇ Á ÐÅÒÓÏÎ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÓÉÄÅ ÂÙ ÊÕÓÔ ÌÏÏËÉÎÇȱȢ )Î ÔÈÅ 

best scenario, psychology is considered a female course of study, which provides a certain pride, 

especially suitable for polite and high-class girls, as well as excellent opportunities to get a good 

ÂÏÙÆÒÉÅÎÄ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÕÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙȣȣȢȢȱ ɉ3ÕÓÐÅÎÓÉÏÎ ÍÁÒËÓ ÁÄÄÅÄ ÂÙ *ÉÍïÎez, 1967) Besides this 

particular appreciation, Jiménez also claimed that psychiatrists considered the psychologist 

ÁÓ Á ȰÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÌÅÖÅÌ ÐÒÏÆÅÓÓÉÏÎÁÌȱ ÏÒ Á ȰÌÁÂÏÒÁÔÏÒÙ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÃÉÁÎȱ ×ÈÏ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÔÒÁÉÎÅÄ ÔÏ 

ÃÏÌÌÁÂÏÒÁÔÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅÍ ÁÓ ÁÎ ÅÑÕÁÌ ÂÕÔ ÔÏ ȰÓÅÒÖÅȱ ÔÈÅÍ Ây the implementation of tests; 

moreover, Jiménez asserted that the very possibility of a psychologist performing 

psychotherapy made his colleagues worry and some of them to oppose this possibility.  

 

During 1967 and 1968, Jiménez wrote several letters to directors at Javeriana, asking for 

ÐÅÒÍÉÓÓÉÏÎ ÔÏ ÏÆÆÅÒ ÃÏÕÒÓÅÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ Ȱ%ØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÄÅÓÉÇÎÓ ÉÎ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȱ ÁÎÄ 

Ȱ0ÓÙÃÈÏÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȱȟ ÓÏÍÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÍ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÔÁÕÇÈÔ ÂÙ *ÏÓï !ÎÔÏÎÉÏ 3ÜÎÃÈÅÚȢ )Î Á ÌÅÔÔÅÒ ×ÒÉÔÔÅÎ ÏÎ 

November 30, 1968 to Jesus Arroyo, an invited professor at the Faculty who was not in 

Colombia at that moment, Jiménez pointed out some tensions with Alvaro Villar Gaviria over 

psychotherapy; tensions which took place during the VIII National Congress of Psychiatry. 

Jiménez said: Ȱ$ÕÒÉÎÇ ÈÉÓ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎȟ $ÒȢ Villar made some ´hints´ against our Faculty. It is 

ÎÏÔ ÓÕÒÐÒÉÓÉÎÇȣȢȢÔÈÁÔ ÏÕÒ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔÓ ÒÅÔÕÒÎ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ǰÆÅÖÅÒǰ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȣÄÏÎǰÔ ÂÅ 

ÁÎØÉÏÕÓȣ×Å ÓÈÁÌÌ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎ ÈÅÒÅ ÁÎÄ ÄÅÔÅÒÍÉÎÅ ×ÈÁÔ ÔÏ ÄÏȣȱ  

 

In 1971 Jiménez was replaced by José Antonio Sánchez, and Behavior Therapy, as well as 

other experimental courses, was introduced in the curriculum; the arrangement of the First 

Colloquium about learning and Behavior Therapy was carried out in 1972 with the 

collaboration of José Antonio Sánchez, pointing out the relevance of techniques other than 

psychoanalytic ones (Ballesteros, 2005 cited by López et al, 2006) About this event, Sánchez 

ɉÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ ÒÅÃÏÒÄȟ ςπρπɊ ÁÒÇÕÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ȰÐÓÙÃÈÉÁÔÒÉÓÔÓ ÁÎÄ ÐÈÉÌÏÓÏÐÈÅÒÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÉÎÖÉÔÅÄ ÓÏ ÔÈÁÔ 

they could learn about scienÔÉÆÉÃ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÁÎÄ ÇÅÔ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÅÄ ÉÎ ÉÔȱȢ  )Î ÁÎ ÉÎÆÏÒÍÁÌ 



30 Colombian Psychology: reconstructions from STS 

 
interview carried out during this research, a psychologist who graduated from Universidad 

Javeriana during the seventies said:  

Ȱ!Ô ÔÈÁÔ ÔÉÍÅȟ ÍÁÎÙ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÉÓÔ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔÓ ÃÁÍÅ ÈÅÒÅ ÁÎÄ ÓÏÌÄ ÔÈÅ model in a very fanatic way; many 

of us believed Behaviorism was the Revealed Truth and some of my colleagues followed the line of Ardila 

at Universidad de los Andes; when they realized that many of the promises made were false, it was too 

late for some of them, who were even accused in the media of carrying out unethical experiments on 

ÈÕÍÁÎÓȱȢ (Anonymous record, 2011) 

 

The evident deception in these words refers to the partial success of Behaviorism through 

Behavior Therapy at Universidad Javeriana; in spite of this initial success the events that took 

ÐÌÁÃÅ ÌÁÔÅÒ ×ÅÒÅ ÉÎÔÅÒÐÒÅÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÍÙ ÉÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÅÅ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÆÉÒÍÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ Á ȰÆÁÌÓÅ ÐÒÏÍÉÓÅȱȢ 4ÈÉÓ 

relative success of Behaviorism and its Boundary Object was reconstructed by Maggui 

Gutiérrez (2010) in the following words:  

Ȱ)Î ÁÎ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÌÅÔÔÅÒ ÄÅÌÉÖÅÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ &ÁÃÕÌÔÙ #ÏÕÎÃÉÌȟ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔÓ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÕÐ ÔÏ ÔÈÁÔ ÍÏÍÅÎÔȟ ÉÎ 

the Faculty, the requirements for psychology to be considered as a science had not been applied to the 

field of Clinical Psychology. A few of them migrated to the Universidad de Los Andes, a bastion of the ´true 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅǰȱ.  

 

!ÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÅÖÅÎÔÓȟ 0ÅđÁ ɉρωωσɊ ÃÌÁÉÍÓȡ ȰIn 1970, Father Jiménez was succeeded by the 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ *ÏÓï !ÎÔÏÎÉÏ 3ÜÎÃÈÅÚȣȢ×ÈÏ ÈÉÒÅÄ ÓÏÍÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌogists from Universidad 

Nacional who had already returned after getting their post-graduate titles. These psychologists 

led by Sánchez, introduced in a really cautious way, experimental psychology and behaviorist 

concepts. ȰȢ $ÅÓÐÉÔÅ ÔÈÉÓ ȰÃÁÕÔÉÏÕÓȱ ÅØÐÒÅÓÓÉÏÎ ÕÓÅÄ ÂÙ 0ÅđÁ ȟ ÔÈÅ ȰÉÎÔÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÏÎȱȟ ÏÒ ÂÅÔÔÅÒȟ ÔÈÅ 

circulation and mobilization of these concepts through Behavior Therapy was actually very 

successful in that many students from Javeriana moved to Universidad de los Andes. This 

migration of students from Universidad Javeriana to Los Andes occurred in 1973; one year 

ÂÅÆÏÒÅȟ !ÒÄÉÌÁ ÁÎÄ #ÁÓÔÒÏ ÈÁÄ ÆÏÕÎÄÅÄ Á ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÎ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ 

ÅÍÐÈÁÓÉÓȱ ɉ0ÅđÁȟ ρωωσɊȠ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÍÏÂÉÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÁÓ -ÁÒþÁ 

Teresa Gutiérrez de Pombo who shall be addressed later.   

 

During the seventies, Ardila and Sánchez moved through different universities located in 

Bogotá such as Universidad Santo Tomás and Universidad Católica de Colombia; animal 

behavior laboratories, courses on Learning, and Behavior Therapy programs were 

established in most of them during the late seventies and the early eighties, and several 
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ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÆÏÕÎÄÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÎ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÅÍÐÈÁÓÉÓȱ ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁȟ ρωψυÂɊ 

headed by a significant number of students from Universidad Nacional, Universidad Católica 

ÄÅ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁ ÁÎÄ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ ÄÅ ÌÏÓ !ÎÄÅÓ ɉ0ÅđÁȟ ρωωσɊȢ 4ÈÅÓÅ ȰÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎÁÌȱ ÅÖÅÎÔÓ 

converge in a descriptive possibility: the strategy implemented by Ardila and Sánchez, can be 

understood as opening new fronts or think tanks in these different universities, not only 

about Behavior Therapy but all of its social assembling; at any rate, the promotion and 

proliferation of Behavior Analysis (as well as its social projects) and experimental 

psychology through Behavior Therapy was successful. Moreover, the consolidation of a 

Masters program in 1976 at Universidad Santo Tomás and the possibility for physicians and 

ÐÓÙÃÈÉÁÔÒÉÓÔÓ ÔÏ ÁÐÐÌÙ ÔÏ ÓÕÃÈ ÇÒÁÄÕÁÔÅ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ ÓÏ ÔÈÁÔ ȰÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÐÒÏÆÅÓÓÉÏÎÓ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÌÅÁÒÎ 

about the findinÇÓ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÁÓ Á ÕÓÅÆÕÌ ÄÉÓÃÉÐÌÉÎÅȱ ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁȟ ςπρπ ÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ ÒÅÃÏÒÄɊ 

suggests the plausibility of this account. Nevertheless the opening of this program resulted in 

a criticism from other universities including Javeriana and Nacional.  

 

Some years before, Ardila and Castro, while professors at Universidad de los Andes had 

published an article (1973) entitled: The role of applied psychology in the national 

development programs in Colombia; in this paper they argued that experimental psychology 

ÁÎÄ "ÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ !ÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÁÄÅÑÕÁÔÅ ×ÁÙÓ ÔÏ ÃÏÍÐÅÎÓÁÔÅ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ȰÌÁÃË ÏÆ ÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ 

ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔȱ ÉÎ ȰÐÏÏÒ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȱȟ ×ÈÏ ȰÁÃÔÅÄ ÉÍÐÕÌÓÉÖÅÌÙ ×ÉÔÈ Á ÌÁÃË ÏÆ ÓÅÌÆ-control, sexual 

ÆÒÅÅÄÏÍȱ ÁÎÄ ȰÁÇÇÒÅÓÓÉÖÅÌÙȱȠ ÔÈÅÙ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÎ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈ ÔÏ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ Ánd 

ÓÕÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÃÏÕÌÄ ȰÍÏÄÉÆÙ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÂÉÔÔÅÒÎÅÓÓȟ ÄÅÐÅÎÄÅÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ ÐÁÓÓÉÖÉÔÙȱ ÂÅÓÉÄÅÓ ÔÈÅÉÒ ȰÌÁÃË ÏÆ 

ÐÌÁÎÎÉÎÇ ÁÂÉÌÉÔÉÅÓȟ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÓÅÎÓÅ ÏÆ ÒÅÁÌÉÔÙ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÍÐÒÅÈÅÎÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÉÒ Ï×Î ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒȱ 

(Ardila and Castro 1973 pp. 72-73 2; cited also by Pulido, C. 2006). This kind of conception of 

                                                
 

2 4ÒÁÎÓÌÁÔÅÄ ÑÕÏÔÅȡ Ȱ,ÁÃË ÏÆ personal development. The poor have insufficient understanding of things, beliefs, etc.. He is not 
a self-realized person. Close contact with nature. The poor  accepts the government  of nature, follows its rules and 
acts impulsively. Lack of self-control. Sexual freedom, aggressiveness, impulsivity, all are related to close contact with 
nature and lack of a personal life. Internal contradictions. Pride and humility, skepticism and faith, toughness and softness, and 
so on., Present at the same time. Instability of convictions. Dependency and passivity. Lack of self-consciousness. The 
poor person does not have a vision of his own life and conduct. He lives in the present, not planning the future, not taking care of 
his money, his children or his work. He does not learn from experience, repeating the same mistakes over and over again, he 
lacks a sense of reality, responsibility. Psychological simplification: things only have one side for him because those are either 
black or white. Bitterness and resignation: the poor resents being converted into an element of production, an appendix of the 
machine that must operate; this deep bitterness provides a feeling of impotence and learned helplessness, he believes nothing 
can be done and that ÈÅ ×ÉÌÌ ÆÏÒÅÖÅÒ ÂÅ ÐÏÏÒȟ ÔÈÁÔ ÌÉÆÅ ÉÓ ÈÁÒÄ ÁÎÄ ÕÎÆÁÉÒ ÁÎÄ ÎÏÔÈÉÎÇ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÃÈÁÎÇÅÄȱ 4Ï ÓÅÅ ÁÎ ÅØÔÅÎÄÅÄ 
analysis of the text in the consolidation of the Colombian worker in the seventies, see Pulido, C. (2006)       
ȰFalta de desarrollo personal. El pobre tiene insuficiente entendimiento acerca de las cosas, convicciones, etc. Es una persona no 
auto-realizada. 
Contacto cercano con la naturaleza. El pobre acepta el gobierno final de la naturaleza, sigue sus reglas y actúa impulsivamente. 
Falta de auto-control. Libertad sexual, agresividad, impulsividad, todas están relacionadas con un contacto cercano con la 
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#ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ ȰÐÏÏÒȱ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÓÔÒÁÔÅÇÉÅÓ ÕÓÅÄ ÂÙ 3ÁÎÃÈÅÚȟ !ÒÄÉÌÁ ÁÎÄ #ÁÓÔÒÏ ÔÏ 

mobilize Behavior Therapy and the experimental rhetoric assembled into it, allow us to 

comprehend some of the translation (Latour, 1986) of this device in our locality.   

2.5 From mobilization to demarcation  

During the same period, different associations were founded in regard to the main topic of 

reflection: Behavior Therapy.  For example, in 1971 the Colombian Federation of Psychology 

(FCP) proposed a legal project to the Congress with the purpose of making Psychology a 

recognized profession in Colombia; Ardila, Sánchez and others wrote the project document 

×ÉÔÈ Á ÐÁÒÔÉÃÕÌÁÒ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌȱ ÁÎÄ ȰÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÉÓÔȱ ÒÈÅÔÏÒic having an important place:  

Ȱ4ÈÅ ÍÁÉÎ ×ÏÒËÉÎÇ ÁÒÅÁÓ ɉÏÆ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙɊ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÅȡ ɉυɊbasic  and applied research, (2) University 

teaching, (3) psychological diagnosis, (4) psychological prophylaxis (5) Selections and orientation for 

individuals and groups (6) Behavior analysis of the individual as part of  the group (7) Behavior 

Modification (8) solving individual and group adjustment problems Ȣȱ (Ardila, 1975) Plan 

quinquenal de la psicología 1970-1975. Revista latinoamericana de Psicología. 7, 3 3 

 

It was not until 1983 that the first Psychology Law was approved in Colombia, due maybe to 

a typical delay in this kind of procedure or because of the public and academic space 

psychological communities had recently achieved. Whatever the reason, the resemblance 

between the projected law from 1971 and the approved law in 1983 is remarkable:  

Ȱ3ÏÍÅ ÆÕÎÃÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ Á "ÁÃÈÅÌÏÒ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ ÁÒÅȡ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÁÇÅ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÍÅÔÈÏÄÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓ ×ÉÔÈ 

the following purposes: basic and applied research, teaching, psychological diagnosis, psychological 

                                                                                                                                              
 

naturaleza y la falta de vida personal. Contradicciones internas. Orgullo y humildad, escepticismo y fe, rudeza y suavidad, etc., 
presentes al mismo tiempo. Inestabilidad de convicciones. Dependencia y pasividad. Falta de Auto-conciencia. El pobre no posee 
una visión de su propia vida y conducta. Él vive en el presente, no planea el futuro, no toma cuidado de su dinero, de sus hijos, ni 
de su trabajo. No aprende de la experiencia, repite los mismos errores una y otra vez. Falta de sentido de realidad. Falta de 
responsabilidad. Simplificación psicológica. Las cosas para él solamente tienen una cara. Directamente son o blancas o negras. 
Resentimiento y resignación. El pobre es un ser resentido convertido en un elemento de la producción, en un apéndice de la 
máquina que tiene que operar; este profundo resentimiento proporciona un sentimiento de impotencia, y de desesperanza 
aprendida, él cree que nada puede hacerse, que él vivirá pobre por siempre, que la vida es dura e injusta que nada puede ser 
ÃÁÍÂÉÁÄÏȱ Ȣ ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁ Ǫ #ÁÓÔÒÏȟ ρωχσȟ ÐÐȢ χς-73)  

 
3 Ȱ,ÁÓ ÐÒÉÎÃÉÐÁÌÅÓ ÜÒÅÁÓ ÄÅ ÔÒÁÂÁÊÏ ɉÄÅÌ ÐÓÉÃĕÌÏÇÏɊȟ Á ÓÁÂÅÒ  ɉυɊInvestigación básica y aplicada , (2)Docencia en nivel universitario, 
(3) Diagnóstico psicológico, (4)profilaxis psicológica, (5) Selección y orientación a individuos y grupos (6) Análisis del 
comportamiento del individuo dentro del grupo (7) Modificación del comportamiento (8) Solución de problemas de ajuste 
ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌ Ù ÇÒÕÐÁÌȢȱ ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁȟ υύϋωɊ 0ÌÁÎ ÑÕÉÎÑÕÅÎÁÌ ÄÅ ÌÁ ÐÓÉÃÏÌÏÇþÁ υύϋτ-1975. Revista latinoamericana de Psicología. ϋȟ χȱ  
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treatment, orientation and professional selection assistance, group and  individual behavior analysis 

and modification ȟ ÁÎÄ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÐÒÏÐÈÙÌÁØÉÓȢȱ (Ley 58 de 1983) 

 

The 1971 law project consisted of a plausible strategy to promote the idea of an independent 

ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ÄÉÓÃÉÐÌÉÎÅ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ ÅØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅȠ ÅÖÅÎ ÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÓÏÍÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÍÅÍÂÅÒÓ ÏÆ &#0 ×ÅÒÅ 

neither therapists nor behaviorists, the scientific discourse assembled into Behavior Therapy 

and Behavior Analysis was a useful rhetorical tool to promote and circulate such ideas in 

academic and legal settings. Nevertheless, the delayed approval of this law (12 years later) 

suggests that other events were necessary, such as the mobilization in different applied 

scenarios, the foundations of different associations, the consolidation of scientific practices 

and the need for more professionals and experts in local scenarios promoted by the 

Education Minister through the Professional Practice Law of 1981.  

 

In addition to this, the First Latin-American Conference about training in Psychology was 

held in 1974. According to Ardila (2011) this important event was financially   supported by 

the International Union of Psychological Science (IUpsyS) and UNESCO to promote a (North-

American) scientific model based on the American proposals for psychological training 

circulated in the conferences in Boulder and Vail (in 1949 and 1973 respectively) in which a 

Scientific-professional approach to psychological training was negotiated and agreed. The 

Vail and Boulder models had now been assembled and translated into a five-year program 

consisting of scientific training in basic psychology (Perception, Cognition and Learning), 

professional practices, and a degree thesis; this program was circulated as Modelo 

latinoamérica, later called Modelo Bogotá (Ardila, 2011) which had an important influence on 

several local and international curricula (Alarcón, 2004; Ardila, 2011; Klappenbach, 2003; 

Vilanova, 2003).   

 

In the Latin American Conference held in 1974, four of the 22 presentations addressed 

clinical expertise from Behavior Analysis and Behavior Therapy, with six further 

presentations on the professional training of psychologists which stressed the importance of 

ÔÈÅ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ÖÁÌÉÄÉÔÙȱ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓȢ 3ÏÍÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÉÎ ÁÇÒÅÅÍÅÎÔÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ ÅÖÅÎÔ ×ÒÉÔÔÅÎ 

up by Ardila which were reviewed and approved by the participants (Gallegos, 2010) 

concluded: Ȱ0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÉÓ Á ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ Á ÐÒÏÆÅÓÓÉÏÎȢ 4ÈÅ ÔÒÁÉÎÉÎÇ ÏÆ ,ÁÔÉn-American 

psychologists must consider both aspects; first of all, the psychologist is a Behavior scientist  
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ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅÎȟ Á ÓÐÅÃÉÁÌÉÓÔ ÉÎ Á ÃÅÒÔÁÉÎ ÍÅÔÈÏÄ ÏÒ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅȱ and ȰȣȰ3ÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ÒÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÏÎÌÙ 

way to develop psychology and it is also a way to update the knowledge of the professor, the 

student and the professional. Scientific research in psychology must be promoted in Latin-

!ÍÅÒÉÃÁÎ ÃÏÕÎÔÒÉÅÓȱ Moreover, one of the main proposed actions in this Conference consisted 

of asking UNESCO for ȰȣÁ ÍÏÒÅ ÁÐÐropriate new classification of psychology, so that this 

ÄÉÓÃÉÐÌÉÎÅ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅÄ ÁÓ Á ÎÁÔÕÒÁÌ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ ȰÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔÓ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÁÔ 

ÃÌÁÓÓÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎȱ ɉ'ÁÌÌÅÇÏÓȟ φτυτȠ ÐȢ ότχ- 805) 

 

The participants in the event were mostly professors from universities in Bogotá and other 

cities in Colombia from the late seventies to the mid eighties; some of these, as  students, had 

traveled to the US during 1971-1972 to be trained in Behavior Therapy courses, as the 

investment plans for Universidad Nacional from 1970 to 1974 suggest. Moreover, some of 

the participants had traveled to different North-American universities to enroll in graduate 

courses in Behavior Therapy and clinical psychology.  In accord with this, the Colloquium at 

Universidad Javeriana and this Conference could be described in two different ways: (a) as 

major events that circulated a scientific model for the raising of local communities of 

psychologists, and (b) spaces of translation to promote a specific model of science or 

American Science (behavioral psychology) in Latin America.  These were important events 

for the consolidation of a social and political project in which technological control of social 

behavior was one of the main goals, especially during a controversial decade due to the 

politics of the relations between less developed countries and the US and other Center(North) 

countries. The Latin American Association for Behavior Analysis and Modification (ALAMOC) 

was founded in Bogotá in 1975; this node gathered psychologists, teachers, physicians and 

other professionals (Ardila, personal record, 2010).  The establishment of the Foundation for 

the Advancement of Psychology (FAP) in 1977 and the Colombian Society of Psychology 

(SOCOPSI) in 1978 were two other events that indicate an important reconfiguration of the 

sociotechnical network of Colombian Psychology during the seventies. Also, some of the 

sessions at the first Colloquium of Behavior Therapy at Universidad Javeriana in 1972, the 

annual meetings of the Latin-American Congress of Behavior Analysis and Modification from 

1975 to 1978, and the Interamerican Congress of Psychology of 1974 also suggest that a 

similar reconfiguration was occurring in a wider context. In addition to this, recent local 

studies (Gómez et al, 2012; Jaraba et al, 2012 Guerrero and Jaraba, 2011) have suggested that 

specialized journals such as Aprendizaje y Comportamiento (directed by ALAMOC) were 
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circulated during the late seventies meanwhile Revista Latinoamericana de Psicología 

(directed by Ardila) increased its number of articles.    

 

Even though psychological expertise regarding tests and psychometrics had already been 

assembled and established in Colombia  during the fifties and sixties (Ardila, 1967:1971; 

Rodríguez-Valderrama, 1997; Hernández-Vargas, Valencia-Lara and Rodríguez-Valderrama, 

2003), it was the circulation of Behavior Therapy and its corresponding translation as a new 

 expertise which allowed psychology to demarcate itself from psychiatry at Universidad 

Nacional and from philosophy at Universidad Javeriana. The assembling of this Boundary 

Object was achieved through the many academic events, associations, and publications 

focused on Behavior Therapy, so its inherent project of socio-technological control was 

widely promoted in different  Colombian curricula in which the training structure and 

knowledge construction policies were derived from the Boulder and Vail models.  The 

circulation of experimentally constructed devices could be understood as a way of 

legitimating the experimental practices of psychologists. This new confidence shows itself in 

successful demands for unique training spaces (specialized laboratories), and the growing 

ability of psychologists to offer clinical expertise in a range of settings without the 

supervision or control of psychiatrists. In this sense, it is interesting that in the records of the 

ÐÒÏÆÅÓÓÏÒÓȭ ÍÅÅÔÉÎÇ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÃÕÒÒÉÃÕÌÕÍ ÃÈÁÎÇÅÓ ÆÒÏÍ ρωχπ ÔÏ ρωχς ÁÔ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ 

Nacional, no discussions about the experimental validity of the techniques took place.  This 

suggests that these devices were already a Black-box 4. At least in the academic setting this 

seems to be the most probable conclusion.  

 

According to the traditional reconstructions of the history of Colombian psychology that 

propose specific moments or events when "Foundation" takes place (Ardila, 1973;  

Mankeliunas, 1980: 1993; Peña, 1993; Rodríguez-Valderrama, 1997; Peña and Perez, 2004), 

psychometrics is addressed as the relevant expertise on which local psychology was 

ȰÆÏÕÎÄÅÄȱȢ  (Ï×ÅÖÅÒȟ the events that occurred around the circulation and translation of 

Behavior Therapy in Colombia were important reconfigurations in which clinical expertise 

mobilized the consolidation of a scientific community, in a wider sense than had 

                                                
 

4 In the sense used in STS; see Woolgar, 1985 
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psychometrics. Actually, if "foundation" is replaced by a dynamic and flexible concept such 

as demarcation, in opposition to these institutional chronologies, the seventies were the 

years in which major reconfigurations and demarcations of the local psychology took place 

through Behavior Therapy.  !Ó *ÁÒÁÂÁ ɉςπρρɊ ÈÁÓ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÅÄȟ ÔÈÅ ȰÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÍÙÔÈȱ ÏÆ 

Colombian Psychology might be contested through understanding psychology as a social and 

local practice.    

 

Up to this point in this reconstruction, the circulation of intervention devices at Universidad 

Nacional, Universidad Javeriana and later at Universidad de los Andes can be assessed as 

ÐÁÒÔÉÁÌÌÙ ÓÕÃÃÅÓÓÆÕÌ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÉÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÕÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÉÅÓȭ ÃÕÒÒÉÃÕÌÁȟ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÉÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎ 

in the teachers´ training programs at Universidad Nacional, the academic migration of 

students to the US (Peña, 1993), the transferring of students from Universidad Javeriana to 

los Andes, and the financial/logistic support of local events from American associations. All of 

these elements have a common theme: the discursive use of techniques to legitimate 

experimental and professional practices. Moreover, a translation from their construction to 

their rhetorical use or adaptation is evident; the actors who circulated the techniques (Ardila 

and Sánchez) did not really have a trained expertise in their uses but were nevertheless 

effective at legitimating experimental practices.  In addition, as a result of this circulation 

these actant devices were given a relational property which consisted in promoting the idea 

of psychology as a potential or actual natural science, because of its empirical domain and 

capability of prediction and control over human problems such as phobias, anxiety or 

ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÁÌ ÄÉÆÆÉÃÕÌÔÉÅÓȢ !ÇÁÉÎȟ ȰLook! It's moving. It's alivÅȢ )Ô΄Ó ÁÌÉÖÅȢȢȢ )4΄3 !,)6%Ȧȱ this time, in 

the Colombian locality.  

2.6 A social experiment and public test: Behavior Therapy in 
a Colombian prison 

While some professors at Universidad Nacional were discussing curricula changes (1975-

1977), after the first Colloquium held at Javeriana (1972) and as a result of the academic 

migration of some students from Javeriana to other universities (1972-1973), one student at 

Universidad de los Andes, who had participated in the move from Javeriana, showed a 

particular int erest in these techniques and their experimental issues. María Teresa Gutierrez 
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de Pombo5 ÐÒÏÐÏÓÅÄ ÁÎ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÅØÅÒÃÉÓÅ ÁÔ %Ì "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒȟ Á ×ÏÍÅÎȭÓ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÌÏÃÁÔÅÄ ÉÎ 

Bogotá; this work was a thesis project in partial fulfillment of her degree in psychology, 

which was granted in 1975; at that moment, prisons were just beginning to represent a 

professional scenario for different disciplines.  As the resolution from Ministerio de 

Educación in 1974 suggests, the only professionals who were already working in prisons 

were physicians, nurses, dentists and lawyers.  

 

In the conceptual introduction of her thesis, Gutierrez addressed some Latin and North 

American cases of token economies implemented in hospitals and prisons. In her theoretical 

and empirical review, the idea of implementing techniques that had been successful in other 

places was persiÓÔÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÐÏÉÎÔÅÄ ÏÕÔ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱȣbehavior therapists had not worried 

ÅÎÏÕÇÈ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÐÁÔÈÉÃ ÁÎÄ ÄÅÌÉÎÑÕÅÎÔ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓȱ quoting a symposium carried out by 

Jones and Gelder (1965, cited by Gutierrez, 1975) in the US, and some studies implemented 

by Buehler, Patterson and Furniss (1966, cited by Gutierrez, 1975), Buchard and Tyler (1965, 

cited by Gutierrez, 1975), Ayllon and Azrin (1972, 1974 cited by Gutierrrez, 1975) also in the 

US, and by Dominguez Trejo (1970, cited by Gutierrez, 1975) in México, among others.  

 

In accord with this review, Gutierrez implemented a preliminary exercise from March to June 

1974 with the consent of the General Director of Prisons. During the first month, the results 

were presented in a very general way and Gutierrez suggested that there were no records of 

the opinion of the nuns directing El Buen Pastor about her psychological practice; 

nevertheless in  a Colombian newspaper a reporter suggested that ȰÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÎÅÉÔÈÅÒ ÔÈÅ 

nuns nor the prisoners were very happy at the beginning because of the arrival of María Teresa 

ÄÅ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȣȢȢÓÏÍÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÍ ÐÒÅÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÅÖÉÏÕÓ ÐÓÙÃÈÉÁÔÒÉÓÔǰÓ ÃÏÕÎÓÅÌÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÈÅÌÐȱ (El 

Tiempo, May 25, 1975, page 3A). This preliminary exercise was implemented on 26 prisoners 

and was intended to constitute a pilot study of the conditions and applicability of the 

ÅØÅÒÃÉÓÅȠ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÅÌÉÍÉÎÁÒÙ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÓÈÏ×ÅÄ Á ȰÓtrong tendency to 

punishmentȱ ÁÎÄ Á ÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ×ÈÉÃÈ Ȱthe director of the prison and the guards had absolute 

control ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȣÔÈÅ ÐÕÎÉÓÈÍÅÎÔ ÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÏÎÌÙ ÂÅ ÁÖÏÉÄÅÄ ÉÎ Á ÍÉÎÉÍÁÌ ×ÁÙȱ 

                                                
 

5 In a letter headed to the Faculty Council at Javeriana, María Teresa Gutierrez explained the reasons for her transfer request 
×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÌÌÏ×ÉÎÇ ×ÏÒÄÓȡ ȰȣÁ ÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ÂÅ ÁÃÃÏÍÍÏÄÁÔÅÄ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙȟ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÉÔ ÉÓ ÏÕÔÓÉÄÅ ÔÈÅ 
current curriculum. In the field of psychological research, flexibility is required ÔÏ ÒÅÐÌÁÃÅ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÓÓ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÓÅÍÉÎÁÒÓ ȣȢ) 
ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÁÎÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÍÙ ÃÈÁÎÇÅ ÏÆ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÓ ÉÓ ÉÎÃÏÍÐÁÔÉÂÌÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÃÕÒÒÅÎÔ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍȣȱ ÒÅÆÅÒÒÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÈÅÒ ÉÎÔÅÎÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÌÅÁÒÎÉÎÇ ÁÂÏut 
experimental research in psychology. (June 5, 1973)  
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ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ρωχυȡ Ð τςɊȢ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȭ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÒÅÌÉÍÉÎÁÒÙ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÏÍÅ 

small improvement of the prisoners´ condition was obtained because of the exercise. As part 

ÏÆ ÈÅÒ ÃÏÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎÓȟ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÁÒÇÕÅÄȡ Ȱthe experimenter considers the research must go on as 

long as it is necessary to achieve the prisoners´ rehabilitationȱ ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ρωχυȡ ÐȢ τχɊȢ  

 

After the preliminary study, the experimental procedure was implemented from October 

1974 to May 1975 with 32 prisoners from 18 to 40 years old from the block Normandía also 

called the Punishment BlockȠ ÍÏÓÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÍ ×ÅÒÅ ȰÖÏÌÕÎÔÅÅÒÓȱ ɉÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÏÆ ÃÏÕÒÓÅ ÉÔ ÉÓ ÄÅÂÁÔÁÂÌÅ 

what degree of voluntarism a person has under these conditions) and a few were selected 

ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÉÒ Ȱdifficult attitudes and behaviorsȱ ÁÎÄ ×ÅÒÅ ÁÌÓÏ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÅÄ ÁÓ Ȱhighly 

dangerousȱ ÁÎÄ ȰincurableȱȢ  4ÈÅ ÓÅÌÅÃÔÅÄ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÂÙ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÄ ÏÆ ɉÁɊ 

Inadequate sexual behavior: searching for sexual relations by violent means, searching for 

physical direct contact, mutual stimulation, prolonged oral stimulation, exhibitionism. (b) 

Physical aggression: physical damage, carnal abuse, self destructive partnership covenants, 

punching, pulling other´s hair; (c) Verbal aggressionȡ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȭ ÌÁÎÇÕÁÇÅȟ ÄÅÌÉÎÑÕÅÎÔÓȭ 

language, obscene vocabulary, harmful references, (d) Verbal behavior: answering in an 

aggressive tone, disrespect, vulgar expressions used as qualifications; (e) General behaviors: 

rude manners, undesirable games, suggestive dressing, throwing food, suggestive postures 

(Gutierrez, 1975: pp. 30-33). The criteria used to classify these behaviors as inadequate are 

not included in her paper, but a few clues are given, for example Gutierrez indicated that all 

ÔÈÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓ ÅØÃÅÐÔ ÔÈÅ ȬÉÎÁÄÅÑÕÁÔÅ ÓÅØÕÁÌȭ ÏÎÅÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÅÄ ÂÙ ÈÅÒ ÏÒ ÈÅÒ ÁÓÓÉÓÔÁÎÔÓȠ ÓÈÅ 

also said that inadequate sexual behaviors were self-ÒÅÇÉÓÔÅÒÅÄ ÁÎÄ ÁÒÇÕÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱȣthe 

confidence of the self register was relative, but after running a comparative analysis of general 

data, it is possible to say that the registers were filled out in a serious wayȢȱ ɉÐ υσɊ 4ÈÉÓ ÕÓÁÇÅ ÏÆ 

Á ÃÒÉÔÅÒÉÏÎ ÏÆ ȰÓÅÒÉÏÕÓÎÅÓÓȱ for claiming empirical validity of the data is interesting; especially 

about sexual behaviors which are not reported in an open way by many people and could 

represent a possibility of punishment in spite of the new conditions offered by the token 

economy system.  In regard to this, in a report of El Tiempo (June 7, 1975) Gutierrez also said: 

Ȱ) ÁÓËÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÎÕÎÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÇÕÁÒÄÓ ÉÆ ÔÈÅÙ ÁÇÒÅÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÍÅ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓ ) ÓÅÌÅÃÔÅÄ ÆÏÒ 

modification because of the difficulties they represented, and after three voting sessions, we all 

ÁÇÒÅÅÄ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÁÔȣȱȟ suggesting that the decision of what goal behaviors would be subject to 

intervention had been negotiated.   
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As a result of not engaging in selected behaviors, prisoners could exchange received points 

ÆÏÒ ȰÁÒÂÉÔÒÁÒÙ ÖÁÌÕÅÓȱ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ÇÏÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÈÁÉÒÄÒÅÓÓÅÒȟ ÃÈÏÏÓÉÎÇ ÁÎ ÁÌÔÅÒÎÁÔÉÖÅ ×ÏÒËÐÌÁÃÅȟ 

working in a preferred activity, going to the doctor/nursery/dentist or receiving medical 

drugs, going to the church, going to other blocks for social meetings, visiting sick friends, 

inviting friends to the institution during holidays, going out of the block to receive classes 

and other activities (see Table 2, below). Some of the activities could be accessed if a prisoner 

was not in the punishment block, but others like inviting friends for holidays and receiving 

medical drugs were not available for most of the prisoners; in this sense what was previously 

considered as a punishment block, started now to be perceived as a good opportunity to get 

things that prisoners could not get otherwise. Moreover, after accumulating arbitrary values 

in a frequent way, prÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÁÃÃÅÓÓ ȰMoral valuesȱ ÌÉËÅ ÒÅÃÅÉÖÉÎÇ ×ÅÅËÌÙ ÖÉÓÉÔÓ ÆÒÏÍ 

their families and friends, being in private with their families, writing and receiving letters to 

and from their families which could not be opened by the institution staff, staying in 

preferred places during breaks, inviting their children to spend some days at the institution, 

celebrating birthday parties, and other things which were not available to other prisoners on 

a regular basis but only under exceptional conditions. 

 

 Inadequate behaviors: rights and values obtained by their omission  
Behavior  Registered by  Obtained Right  Obtained Value  
Inadequate sexual 
behavior 

Self-register Going to the doctor and the dentist, 
receiving medications.  
Going to the church on holidays 
Going to other blocks to social 
events 
Make phone calls to their relatives 
Visiting ill friends in the prison 
Invite friends to spend some friend 
from the prison in the block 

Going out of the block to attend 
classes 
Make sport teams 
Play in the grass during the breaks 
Receive payment for a work 

Physical aggression Guards, psychology 
student, Model 
prisoners 

Inaugurate a beauty parlour 
Pick the working places 
Work in preferred activities 

Receive a visit from family and 
friends 
Be in private with the family 
Write and receive letters that had 
not been opened and read by the 
guards.  
Invite their children to spend two 
days in the block.  
Celebrate birthday parties for 
friends and children 

Verbal aggression Guards, psychology 
student, Model 
prisoners 

Tokens or papers similar to real 
Money that could be exchanged for 
other goods.   

Participate in a contest to obtain 
the highest number of right words. 
Being a Model prisoner of the 
group.   

Verbal behaviors 
General behaviors 

Table 2-2 Obtained rights and arbitrary values by not engaging in selected behaviors.  

Gutierrez, 1975.  
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In this sense, the participant prisoners who behaved according to the program could receive 

a public recognition as Model prisoners and could be the leaders of that block or others in the 

institution. According to this, it could be possible to think that prisoners´ privacy was not 

being respected at all by the guards, but in order to get these privileges, a prisoner must 

parÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÁÎÄ ÂÅ ÔÒÁÎÓÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ȰÐÕÎÉÓÈÍÅÎÔȱ ÂÌÏÃËȢ )Î ÆÁÃÔȟ ÔÈÉÓ ×ÁÓ 

possibly one of the main reasons for some participant prisoners´ riots that took place later in 

1975 after the withdrawing of the points system. It seems to be, then, thaÔ ÔÈÅ ȰÁÂÓÏÌÕÔÅ 

ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌȱ ÅØÅÒÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ ÇÕÁÒÄÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ $ÉÒÅÃÔÏÒ ÈÁÄ ÎÏ× ÂÅÅÎ ÔÒÁÎÓÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÎÅ× 

tokens/points system.  

 

About the presentation of results it is important to say that in all of the conditions the graphs 

of goal behaviors show a tendency to decrease during intervention.  Apparently, no 

ȰÅØÔÉÎÃÔÉÏÎ ÃÕÒÖÅÓȱ ×ÅÒÅ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÅÄ ÉÎ ÁÎÙ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÒÅÃÏÒÄÓȠ ÉÎ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÐÒÏÃÅÄÕÒÅÓ 

the extinction curves tend to show a slow decrease of the registered frequencies, but in this 

case the decreases were abrupt and almost immediate after the moment of intervention (see 

Table 3, below and Annexes B). Moreover, zero levels of response reportedly occurred 

immediately after the implementation of the treatment.  

 

These results show a different tendency to those reported in similar studies in other 

localities (Ayllon and Azrin, 1965:1974; Ayllon and Michael 1959) in which decreases were 

ÎÅÖÅÒ ÔÈÁÔ ÁÂÒÕÐÔȢ  7ÉÔÈ ÒÅÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÏÆ Ȭ)ÎÁÄÅÑÕÁÔÅ ÓÅØÕÁÌ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓȭȟ 

Gutierrez claims in her thesis that the prisoners had self-registered these behaviors; in this 

case there are at least four possible ways to interpret these results: (a) it was a highly 

effective behavior modification technique; (b) the psychologist thought sexual behavior was 

under control, but ÁÃÔÕÁÌÌÙ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÅÒÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ÏÆ ȬÇÏÏÄȭ ÓÅØÕÁÌ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÉÎ ÅØÃÈÁÎÇÅ ÆÏÒ 

ÂÏÎÕÓ ÐÏÉÎÔÓȠ ɉÃɊ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÍÏÖÅÄ ÆÒÏÍ Á ÐÒÏÍÉÓÃÕÉÔÙ ȰÓÔÁÔÅȱ ÔÏ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÏÔÁÌ ÃÈÁÓÔÉÔÙȦȠ ÏÒ 

(d) Gutierrez really wanted to get that job!. Precisely, because of these remarkable results 

presented to the prisons administration, the General Director of Prisons, Ramiro Carranza 

hired María Teresa Gutierrez as the psychologist of El Buen Pastor in April 6, 1975. Carranza 

and the Minister of Justice, Alberto Santofimio wanted this treatment to be implemented in a 

wider way and in different prisons (Gutierrez, 1975). In this sense, token economies in 

prisons had been circulated in a successful way; the control conditions of a prison offered a 
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unique opportunity to guarantee that such an experiment had good results; in other words, 

the control conditions were given, the data were supportive, and the people in charge of 

Colombian prisons had seen excellent results and effectiveness of the psychological device. 

What could go wrong? Maybe GutiÅÒÒÅÚ ÁÎÄ ÈÅÒ ȰÁÂÓÅÎÔȱ ÓÕÐÅÒÖÉÓÏÒ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÓÅÅ ÓÕÃÈ Á 

controversy coming up. 

 

Table 2-3 Results presented by Gutierrez in her thesis document in 1975  
(Images taken from the thesis document, All rights reserved); note the decrease of the registered responses right 
after the intervention, approaching near-zero-levels in every case. Some graphics are composed of two 
photographs because of the moment of beginning of the treatment. (y= frequencies; x= sessions /days; Annexes B) 

 

Frequency of undesirable behaviors (Gutierrez, 1975)  

Behavior Baseline and intervention phase 

1. Inadequate sexual 

behaviors 

 

2. Physical aggression 

 

3. Verbal Aggresion 

 

4. Verbal behavior 
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2.7 Riot against the psychological treatmen t: controversies 
regarding control and power   

It was the morning of May 5, 1975 and the headlines of some Colombian newspapers 

ÄÅÃÌÁÒÅÄ Ȱ(ÕÎÇÅÒ ÓÔÒÉËÅ ÁÔ El Buen Pastorȱ ÁÎÄ Ȱ0ÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓǰ ÒÉÏÔ ÁÔ El Buen PastorȱȢ $ÕÒÉÎÇ -ÁÙ 

3 and 4, the prisoners ÉÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÉÏÎÁÌÉÚÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÍÅÎǰÓ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÓÁÉÄȡ Ȱ×ÅǰÒÅ ÇÏÉÎÇ ÏÎ Á ÈÕÎÇÅÒ 

strike if the General Director of Prisons, Ramiro Carranza insists on hiring Mrs. María Teresa 

'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÄÅ 0ÏÍÂÏ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÃÌÕÓÉÏÎ ÃÅÎÔÅÒȱ  4ÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÁÎÎÏÕÎÃÅÄ 

they would go on with that plan if Carranza insisted on replacing the director, Sister María 

Gómez and her staff of 23 nuns (El Tiempo, May 5, 1975); in a general assembly, six 

ÒÅÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÁÔÉÖÅÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ υππ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÁÒÇÕÅÄȡ Ȱɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÄÅɊ 0ÏÍÂÏ ×ÁÎÔÓ ÔÏ ÃÁÒÒy out a 

ÃÏÕÐ ÄǰïÔÁÔȱ 4ÈÅÙ ÁÌÓÏ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ȰȣÔÈÅ ÄÏÃÔÏÒ ɍÒÅÆÅÒÒÉÎÇ ÔÏ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚɎ ÉÎÉÔÉÁÔÅÄ ÁÎ ÁÂÓÕÒÄ 

experiment in which the prisoners from the punishment block received a treatment that 

allowed them to be the guards of the others [referring to the ones that became Models] 

ȣȢȢ4ÈÅ ÔÁÂÌÅÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÔÕÒÎÅÄȦȱ6 -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÁÒÇÕÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÏÓÅ ȰÓÕÐÅÒ- ÓÐÅÃÉÁÌȱ 

prisoners had many weapons and had hurt other prisoners because they did not have to 

ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÕÌÁÒ ÐÁÔÄÏ×ÎÓ Ȱ4ÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ Á 3ÔÁÔÅ ÏÆ #ÉÖÉÌ War that is being tolerated by 

ÔÈÁÔ ÄÏÃÔÏÒȱȢ !ÄÄÉÔÉÏÎÁÌÌÙȟ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÓÔÁÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅÙ ÈÁÄ ÂÅÅÎ ÓÅØÕÁÌÌÙ ÁÂÕÓÅÄ ×ÈÅÎ 

ÔÈÅÙ ×ÅÒÅ ȰÒÅ×ÁÒÄÅÄȱ ÂÙ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÁÌÌÏ×ÅÄ ÁÎÄ ÉÎÖÉÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÅ ÆÏÒ Ô×Ï ÄÁÙÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÁÔ 

experiment and drugs had been consumed by many participants during that period 

 

The hiring of María Teresa Gutierrez was not acceptable to the Sisters of Charity because she 

ȰȣÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÅÄ Á ÎÅ× ÆÏÒÍ ÏÆ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȣȢȢÔÈÁÔ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÖÅÒÙ ÕÓÅÆÕÌ ÆÏÒ 

ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȱȢ )Î ÔÈÉÓ ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ said they were not going to accept this imposition 

and warned the media (newspapers) that, if Carranza insisted on this, they would quit the 

administration of El Buen Pastor and many other institutions they were in charge of (El 

Tiempo, May 4, 1975; La República, May 5, 1975).  

 

                                                
 

6
 [in Spanish los pájaros tirándole a las escopetas: the birds shooting against the shotguns]. 
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According to Gutierrez in an interview carried out on June 7, 1975, the problems began 

immediately after she was formally hired by the Justice Ministry on April 6, 1975.  The next 

day (April 7) she programmed a meeting with the Director (sister María E. Gómez) and the 

Colombian Superior, sister Maria Javier in order to explain to them that although the Justice 

-ÉÎÉÓÔÒÙ Ȱȣ×ÁÓ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÅÄ ÉÎ ÁÐÐÌÙÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÎÅ× ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÔÏ τπ ÏÒ υπ ÍÏÒÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȟ 

ÐÒÅÆÅÒÁÂÌÙ ÒÅÃÉÄÉÖÉÓÔÓȣȱ ÓÈÅ ÐÒÅÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÎÏt to accept any prisoner who was not a volunteer; it 

seems to be that in the experiment from October 1974 to March 1975, some of the prisoners 

in the block had not been volunteers. Gutierrez´ claimed in this interview that the sisters did 

not accept this rÅÑÕÅÓÔ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÈÅ ÆÉÎÁÌÌÙ ȰȣÁÃÃÅÐÔÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÂÌÏÃË ÏÆ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ 

×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÆÏÒ ÈÅÒ ×ÏÒËȱȢ 4×Ï ÄÁÙÓ ÌÁÔÅÒ ɉ!ÐÒÉÌ ωɊȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ Ȱ×ÅÌÃÏÍÅÄȱ ÈÅÒ ×ÉÔÈ ÉÎÓÕÌÔÓ 

ÁÎÄ ÁÇÇÒÅÓÓÉÏÎȢ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÓÁÉÄ ȰÁÓ ) ×ÁÓ ÇÅÔÔÉÎÇ ÃÌÏÓÅÒ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÆÁÃÉÌÉÔÙȟ ) ÒÅÁÌÉÚÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ 

ÇÅÓÔÕÒÅÓ ) ÈÁÄ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÏÏÄ ÁÓ ÇÒÅÅÔÉÎÇÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÁÃÔÕÁÌÌÙ ÉÎÓÕÌÔÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÒÅÁÔÓȱ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ 

ÔÏÌÄ ÈÅÒ ȰÙÏÕ ×ÁÎÔ ÔÏ ÔÁËÅ ÏÖÅÒ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÓÅÎÄ ÁÌÌ ÏÆ ÕÓ ÔÏ ÙÏÕÒ ÂÌÏÃËȟ ÁÓ ÉÆ ×Å ×ÅÒÅ ÁÌÌ 

ÈÁÒÍÆÕÌȱȢ !ÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ×ÈÅÎ ÓÈÅ ÁÓËÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ Ôhis incident their 

responses were negative or indifferent; Sister Maria Javier had even told the prisoners that 

'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ȰÌÏÃË ÔÈÅÍ ÕÐ ÁÎÄ ÔÁËÅ ÏÖÅÒ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÆÏÒ ÈÅÒ ÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ ÕÓÅȣȢÔÈÅÙ 

ÔÈÏÕÇÈÔ ÏÆ ÍÅ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÄÅÖÉÌ ÈÉÍÓÅÌÆȱȢ (Ï×ÅÖÅÒȟ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÌÁÔÅÒ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄȡ Ȱ) ÏÎÌÙ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÒÅÁÔ 

ÔÈÅÍ ÁÓ ÈÕÍÁÎ ÂÅÉÎÇÓȱ 

2.7.1 4ÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȭ ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔȡ Ȱ7Å ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ×ÁÎÔ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÔÒÅÁÔÅÄ ÁÓ ÇÕÉÎÅÁ 
ÐÉÇÓȱ 

According to El Tiempo (May 4, 1975; El Siglo, May 7/8; 1975) the problems started after the 

replacement of the previous person in charge of the prison, a physician dedicated to 

3ÏÐÈÒÏÌÏÇÙ ɉ%Ì 4ÉÅÍÐÏȟ -ÁÙ ρτȟ ρωχυɊ ÁÎ ÉÎÔÅÒÍÅÄÉÁÔÅ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÃÅȱ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ÍÅÄÉÃÉÎÅ ÁÎÄ 

psychology which had the main goal of treating criminal behavior through meditation and 

other techniques (Caycedo and Rangelrooy, 2003). The prisoners said they had allowed the 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ ÔÏ ÒÕÎ ÈÅÒ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÓ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÂÅÇÉÎÎÉÎÇ ÂÕÔ ÔÈÅÎ ÓÈÅ ȰÓÈÏ×ÅÄ ÈÅÒ ÔÒÕÅ ÃÏÌÏÒÓȱ7  

and tried to expel some prisoners from a block in order to have it occupied by her group of 

ȰÐÒÅÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÏÎÅÓȱȠ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ÁÃÃÅÐÔ ÕÎÄÅÒ ÁÎÙ ÃÉÒÃÕÍÓÔÁÎÃÅÓ 

the inclusion of Gutierrez on the prison´s staff. The prisoners claimed that the true intentions 

                                                
 

7
 In Spanish: ȰÓÁÃĕ ÌÁÓ ÕđÁÓȱ  
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ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÄ ÏÆ ÔÒÁÉÎÉÎÇ Á ÇÒÏÕÐ ÏÆ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÉÎ ÏÒÄÅÒ ÔÏ ȰÇÁÉÎ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌȱ ÏÖÅÒ 

different blocks in the prison.  

 

The public opposition to Carranza´s decisions by the sisters was supported by the prisoners 

at El Buen Pastorȡ ÔÈÅÙ ÃÁÒÒÉÅÄ ÏÕÔ Á ÓÍÁÌÌ ÄÅÍÏÎÓÔÒÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈ ÂÁÎÎÅÒÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÁÉÄ ȰWe do not 

want to be treated as guineÁ ÐÉÇÓȱ ɉ%Ì 4ÉÅÍÐÏȟ -ÁÙ ϋȟ υύϋωɊȢ  The usage of this expression by 

the prisoners is interesting because of the connotation of being part of an experiment. Even 

though the device used by Gutierrez was supported by an experimental discourse, in this 

case that discourse was used in a pejorative way to qualify the usage of such devices in 

humans. It is even more interesting that the expression was used by prisoners who had not 

been part of the first experiment or the preliminary study; whose account did they believe in 

order to characterize those devices in such a way? The report of the participants, the account 

of the psychologist or the explanation of the nuns? This issue remains uncertain, but it is 

possible to wonder if they would have said the same if they had been part of the experiment; 

ÉÎÄÅÅÄȟ ÍÁÙÂÅ ÔÈÅÙ ×ÅÒÅ ÎÏÔ ÃÏÍÐÌÁÉÎÉÎÇ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÔÒÅÁÔÅÄ ÁÓ ȰÇÕÉÎÅÁ ÐÉÇÓȱ, but rather for 

not having being treated as such during the first experiment because of the advantages it 

conveyed.  

 

As was mentioned before, on May 5, 1975, the prisoners announced they would go on a 

hunger strike if Carranza insisted on replacing the director and her staff (El Tiempo, May 5, 

1975); this hunger strike would also be implemented in other prisons. About the accusations 

of allowing prÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÔÏ ÕÓÅ ÄÒÕÇÓ ÁÎÄ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ÓÅØÕÁÌ ÍÏÌÅÓÔÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ȰÉÎÖÉÔÅÄȱ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȟ 

this means one of two possibilities: either (a) the psychologist missed important data, or (b) 

the prisoners were using these arguments to delegitimize the technique.  

 

In a Latourian analysis, power gained as the result of the circulation of knowledge and 

devices, had been lost through the failure to enroll crucial allies, namely the prisoners and 

the sisters. I do not want to suggest that Gutierrez actually wanted to carry out a Coup d´état, 

but she probably wanted the device to be as successful as it could be, and these arguments 

given by the different actors in the prison showed it was not, even though she had presented 

Ȱremarkableȱ ÅØÔÉÎÃÔÉÏÎ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓȢ  !ÎÙ×ÁÙȟ ÉÔ ÓÅÅÍed that this public challenge to Carranza´s 

authority would have implications during the following days.  
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These constructions of the events encourage a second reading; that several prisoners 

(participants) made the psychologist believe they were engaging in the experimental 

procedure in order to get the benefits/rights/values that would not be available otherwise.  

In other words, the participant prisoners made the psychologist believe the control was hers 

through the technical device and that the technique was being effective, but the control was 

actually theirs. This kind of counter-control is also observed in the operant chamber, where 

two organisms interact with each other (the experimental subject and the experimenter), and 

the response of one of them (for example, lever pressing) causes the other to engage in some 

other behavior (for example, delivering food); it is sometimes impossible to determine which 

ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÏÒÇÁÎÉÓÍÓ ÉÓ ȰÏÐÅÒÁÔÉÎÇȱ ÔÈÅ ÆÕÎÃÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÏÔÈÅÒȢ !Ô %Ì "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒȟ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ×ÁÓ 

actually a bidirectional relation so that the prisoners engaged in the instructed rules and 

decreased undesirable behaviors (the registered frequencies), and the guards or the 

psychologist also engaged in behaviors such as delivering points, rights and values. On this 

ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓȟ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÄÅÖÉÃÅ ÉÓ ÅÓÓÅÎÔÉÁÌÌÙ ȰÂÉÄÉÒÅÃÔÉÏÎÁÌȱ 

 

2.7.2 4ÈÅ ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 3ÉÓÔÅÒÓȡ Ȱ7Å ÎÅÖÅÒ ÅØÐÅÃÔÅÄ ÔÈÉÓ ËÉÎÄ ÏÆ 
ÕÎÆÁÉÒ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔȱ 

The support from the prisoners of different institutions received by the Sisters, suggests that 

ÅÖÅÎ ÉÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÔÒÅÁÔÅÄ ÉÎ Á ÓÕÂÈÕÍÁÎ ɉȰÉÎÆÅÒÎÁÌȱ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚɊ 

way by the current administration, they still supported the religious administration.   

 

4ÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÓÁÉÄ ÔÈÁÔ ȰÔÈÅ ÁÔÔÉÔÕÄÅ ÏÆ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ ÈÁÄ ÂÅÅÎ ÁÇÇÒÅÓÓÉÖÅ ÁÎÄ ÉÎÓÏÌÅÎÔȱ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÈÅ 

×ÁÓ ȰÁÎÇÒÙ ÌÉËÅ Á ÂÅÁÓÔȱ ×ÈÅÎ ÈÅ ÁÒÒÉÖÅÄ ÁÔ "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒ ÔÏ ÉÎÆÏÒÍ ÔÈÅÍ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ $ÉÒÅÃÔÏÒȭÓ 

ÒÅÍÏÖÁÌȠ Ȱ×Å ÎÅÖÅÒ ÅØÐÅÃÔÅÄ ÔÈÉÓ ËÉÎÄ ÏÆ ÕÎÆÁÉÒ ÔÒÅÁÔment after 85 years of managing the 

ÐÅÎÉÔÅÎÔÉÁÒÙ ÆÁÃÉÌÉÔÉÅÓȱȢ ɉEl Tiempo, May 7, 1975; El Tiempo May 8, 1975; El Espectador, May 

8, 1975) Between May 5 and 6, Carranza fired Sister María E. Gómez from the directorship of 

Buen Pastor.  Removing a religious from a public job was not a very common practice at that 

time without the consent of the Church, and a few weeks later a Cardinal (Anibal Muñoz 

Duque) published a letter (El Tiempo, June 7, 1975) claiming that this should not have been 

the procedure, and that this type of persecution had been part of the present political agenda 

of the country.  In an article published by El Tiempo (May 13, 1975), the Sisters described the 

ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÁÃÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÅÄ ÂÙ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ ÁÓ ȰȣȢÁ ǰÃÏÎÃÅÎÔÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÃÁÍÐǰ ÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎ in the 
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#ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ ÃÁÐÉÔÁÌ ÃÉÔÙȣȱ 4ÈÅÙ ÁÌÓÏ ÓÁÉÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÃÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÈÁÄ ÂÅÅÎ ÃÕÔ ÏÆÆ ÁÓ Á 

punishment for having allowed a journalist to get into the prison to listen to the complaints 

ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÓÙÓÔÅÍÓȱ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌogist.  

 

#ÏÕÌÄ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ ÂÅ ÕÐÓÅÔ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÓÉÓÔÁÎÃÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ Ȱexperimental 

psychotherapyȱȩ )Î ÏÔÈÅÒ ×ÏÒÄÓȟ ×ÁÓ ÈÅ ÁÎÇÒÙ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÅ ÏÆ 

scientifically validated and effective devices in prisons? This could be a possible explanation 

but we shall detail some more of this tension to construct alternative accounts.  

 

4ÈÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÒ 3ÁÍÕÅÌ (ÏÙÏÓ ×ÒÏÔÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÎÅ×ÓÐÁÐÅÒ ,Á 2ÅÐĭÂÌÉÃÁ ɉ-ÁÙ ρςɊȡ Ȱ%Ì "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒ 

×ÁÓ ÉÎ ÐÅÁÃÅȢ -ÁÎÁÇÉÎÇ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ×ÈÏ ÁÒÅ ÉÎ ÄÉÓÇÒÁÃÅȣ ÉÓ ÎÏÔ ÁÎ ÅÁÓÙ ÔÁÓËȣȢÁÎÄ ÉÔ ÃÁÎÎÏÔ ÂÅ 

ÄÏÎÅ ×ÉÔÈ Á ÒÉÇÉÄ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÓÅÔ ÓÑÕÁÒÅȱȟ ÒÅÆÅÒÒÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÃÅÎÔ ÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎȢ 4ÈÉÓ ×ÁÓ ÌÁÔÅÒ 

described by the Superior on May 31 as the main motivation for subsequently quitting all the 

prisons in Colombia. With regard to this, Cardinal Anibal Muñoz publically regretted the 

ÄÅÃÉÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÎÕÎÓ ÁÒÇÕÉÎÇ ÔÈÁÔȡ ȰȣÔÈÅ ÒÅÐÒÅÓÓÉÖÅ ÍÅÁÓÕÒÅÓ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÅÄ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȟ 

ÔÈÅ ÎÕÎÓȭ ÉÍÐÁÔÉÅÎÃÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÉÍÐÏÓÉÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÁÎ ÕÎËÎÏ×Î ÍÅÔÈÏÄ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÁÔÅ 

dismissals of several sisters allocated the responsibility exclusively on them and the different 

ÖÅÒÂÁÌ ÉÎÔÅÒÐÒÅÔÁÔÉÏÎÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÐÁÒÁÐÈÒÁÓÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÃÏÍÍÅÎÔÓȣȱ )Î Á ÌÅÔÔÅÒ ÓÅÎÔ ÔÏ 

ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÎÅ×ÓÐÁÐÅÒÓ ɉ%Ì 4ÉÅÍÐÏ *ÕÎÅ χȟ ρωχυɊ -ÕđÏÚ ÁÓÓÅÒÔÅÄȟ ȰȣÒÅÐÌÁÃÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÂÙ 

psychology students and transforming prisons into experimentation centers are sins against 

ÃÏÍÍÏÎ ÓÅÎÓÅ ÁÎÄ #ÈÒÉÓÔÉÁÎ ÃÈÁÒÉÔÙȣȱȢ .ÅÖÅÒÔÈÅÌÅÓÓȟ ÔÈÅ #ÁÒÄÉÎÁÌ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÍÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÅÉÔÈÅÒ ÔÈÅ 

privation and infrahuman conditions that Gutierrez had exposed in the public media, nor the 

bad-treatment and sickness situations in the Punishment Block which also may be said to 

ÌÁÃË Ȱ#ÈÒÉÓÔÉÁÎ ÃÈÁÒÉÔÙȱ 

 

In this same public letter of June 7, 1975, Cardinal Muñoz described the experimental 

procedure as ȰȣÁ ÔÒÉÁÌ ÏÆ Á ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÍÏÄÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÒÅatment, which was insufficiently 

ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÏÏÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÏÓÅ ×ÈÏ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÉÎÆÏÒÍÅÄȣȣÁ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÁÓ ÐÁÒÔÉÁÌ ÆÕÌÆÉÌÌÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ Á 

ÕÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÔÈÅÓÉÓ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÃÁÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÆÌÉÃÔȣȱ  Here, Muñoz points out the possible lack of 

expertise of the student of psycholÏÇÙȠ ÈÅ ÓÔÒÅÓÓÅÓ ÔÈÅ ȬÐÉÌÏÔȭ ÃÈÁÒÁÃÔÅÒ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ 

the training status of the thesis work.  However, he did not question the effectiveness of the 

technique but only the competence of the experimenter, so the seal of the Black Box was now 

more defiÎÅÄȢ !ÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ÁÃÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁȟ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÓÁÍÅ ÌÅÔÔÅÒ -ÕđÏÚ ÓÁÉÄȡ Ȱ7Å ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ×ÁÎÔ 
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ÔÏ ÓÕÐÐÏÓÅ ÔÈÁÔ Á ÊÕÄÇÍÅÎÔ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ÒÅÌÉÇÉÏÎ ÉÓ ÈÉÄÄÅÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÐÒÏÃÅÄÕÒÅÓȱ ÔÏ ÅØÐÌÁÉÎ ÔÈÅ 

possible motivations of the administrative decisions supported by the Minister of Justice 

(Santofimio). In regard to the work of the Sisters in the prison, the priest claimed that a high 

ranked former worker at the Ministry of Justice had stated that there was order, cleanliness, 

discipline and that the prisoners were well-treated because of the direction of the nuns 

ȰȣÔÈÅÒÅ ×ÅÒÅ ÁÌÓÏ ËÉÎÄ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓÈÉÐÓȟ ÈÁÐÐÉÎÅÓÓ ÁÎÄ ÏÐÔÉÍÉÓÍȣȢeffective methods for 

rehabilitation, powerful stimuli  ÔÏ ÅÎÈÁÎÃÅ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒËÉÎÇ ÃÁÐÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ȣȢÁÎÄ ÇÏÏÄ ÆÏÏÄȣÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ 

the sisters act according to the way of the Gospelȱ ɉ%Ì 3ÉÇÌÏȟ *ÕÎÅ τȟ ρωχυɊ 4ÈÅ ×ÁÙ ÔÈÅ #ÁÒÄÉÎÁÌ 

ÕÓÅÓ ×ÏÒÄÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ȰÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÍÅÔÈÏÄÓȱ ÁÎÄ ȰÓÔÉÍÕÌÉȱ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÅÓ ÁÎ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÉÎÇ ÏÆ #ÁÔÈÏÌÉÃ 

religious discourse and a scientific rhetoric in terms of effectiveness and results in widely 

circulated texts aimed at public opinion in 1975.  

2.7.3 4ÈÅ ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔȡ Ȱ) ÊÕÓÔ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÒÅÁÔ ÔÈÅÍ ÁÓ 
ÈÕÍÁÎ ÂÅÉÎÇÓȱ 

After having been accused of allowing the use of ÄÒÕÇÓ ÁÎÄ ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌ ÓÅØÕÁÌ ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅÓȱȟ 

Gutierrez rejected such imputations in an article published by El Tiempo (May 7, 1975); she 

ÓÁÉÄȡ ȰȣÔÈÅ ÔÈÒÅÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÔÈÁÔ ×ÅÒÅ ÐÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÅÎÇÁÇÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÒÉÏÔȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÓ Á 

proof of the effectiveness of ÔÈÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅȱȢ 4ÈÅ ÎÅØÔ ÄÁÙȟ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÒ !ÌÅÇÒÅ ,ÅÖÙ ÐÕÂÌÉÓÈÅÄ 

ÁÎ ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅ ÉÎ %Ì 4ÉÅÍÐÏ ÅÎÔÉÔÌÅÄȡ Ȱ) ÊÕÓÔ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÒÅÁÔ ÔÈÅÍ ÁÓ ÈÕÍÁÎ ÂÅÉÎÇÓȱ ÔÏ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓ ÔÈÅ 

ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ×ÈÏ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ Ȱȣ×ÅÒÅ ÄÒÅÓÓÅÄ ÉÎ ÄÉÒÔÙ ÃÌÏÔÈÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÓÉÔ 

on ÔÈÅ ÆÌÏÏÒ ÏÆ Á ÃÏÌÄ ÈÁÌÌȣÔÈÒÅÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÒÅÍÁÉÎÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÊÁÉÌȟ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÍ ×ÁÓ ÈÁÖÉÎÇ ÁÎ 

asthma attack, she had asked for help and a guard threw cold water on her so her clothes 

×ÅÒÅ ÓÔÉÌÌ ×ÅÔȣȣȢȢÔÈÅ ÏÔÈÅÒÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÓÉÌÅÎÔÌÙ ÃÒÙÉÎÇȣȣÔÈÅÒÅ ×ÅÒÅ ÎÏ ÂÅÄÓȟ ÎÏÒ ÍÁÔtresses or 

ÃÈÁÉÒÓȣÎÏÔ ÅÖÅÎ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÂÁÓÉÃ ÔÏÏÌÓ ÏÆ ÓÕÂÓÉÓÔÅÎÃÅ ȣȢÄÁÉÌÙ ÌÉÆÅ ÒÏÕÔÉÎÅÓ ÔÏÏË ÐÌÁÃÅ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ 

ÆÌÏÏÒ ȱȢ -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÒ ,ÅÖÙ ÁÒÇÕÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÈÁÄ ÂÅÅÎ ÄÅÎÉÅÄ ÁÃÃÅÓÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÁÔ 

ÂÌÏÃË ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÈÅÌÌȱȟ ÁÎÄ ×ÈÅÎ ,ÅÖÙ ÁÓËÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÕÄÅÎt if she was afraid of getting 

ÉÎÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÂÌÏÃË ÓÈÅ ȰÓÔÁÒÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÃÒÙ ÁÎÄ ÁÎÓ×ÅÒÅÄȣ9%3Ȧȱ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÓÈÅÄ ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅȢ "ÕÔ 

ÉÎ Á ÈÅÒÏÉÃ ÓÅÎÓÅȟ ,ÅÖÙ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ȰȢȢȢÈÁÄ ÆÉÒÍÌÙ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÅÄ ÔÏ ÇÅÔ ÔÏ ×ÏÒË ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ 

ÂÌÏÃË ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÈÅÒ ÈÅÌÐ ×ÁÓ ÒÅÑÕÉÒÅÄȣȱȠ ÁÔ ÌÅÁÓÔ ÔÈÅÓÅ ×ÅÒÅ ÈÅÒ ×ÏÒÄÓ ×ÈÉÌÅ ÓÈÅ Ȱȣ×ÁÓ 

smoking a cigarette in her studio in the North of Bogotá and a detective was watching her 

ÈÏÕÓÅ ÔÏ ÐÒÏÔÅÃÔ ÈÅÒ ÆÒÏÍ ÁÎÙÂÏÄÙ ÅØÃÅÐÔ ÔÈÅ 0ÏÍÂÏ ÆÁÍÉÌÙ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÃÌÏÓÅ ÆÒÉÅÎÄÓȱȢ 4ÈÅÓÅ 

words were used by Alegre Levy in El Tiempo, in the midst of this controversy, to circulate a 
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ȰÈÕÍÁÎȱ   ÐÉÃÔÕÒÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÎÔÒÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÏÒÍȠ ÔÈÅ ȰÂÅÁÕÔÉÆÕÌ ττ ÙÅÁÒ ÏÌÄ 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔȱ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÉÎ ÐÒÏÔÁÇÏÎÉÓÔ ÏÆ ÈÅÒ ÐÏÅÔÉÃÁÌÌÙ-worded article.  

 

This article/poem to the work of the scientist/hero quoted Gutierrez in regard to other topics 

and events that had taken place during the course of her work.  For instance, Gutierrez 

ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÈÁÄ ÁÓËÅÄ ÈÅÒ ÉÆ ÓÈÅ ×ÁÓ ÃÁÐÁÂÌÅ ÏÆ ȰÃÕÒÉÎÇ ÔÈÅÍ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÉÒ 

ÌÅÓÂÉÁÎÉÓÍȱ ÁÎÄ ÈÅÒ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅ ×ÁÓȡ ȰÙÏÕ ÁÒÅ ÎÏÔ ÌÅÓÂÉÁÎÓȟ ÙÏÕ ÊÕÓÔ ÎÅÅÄ ÁÆÆÅÃÔÉÏÎ ÓÏ ÌÅÔ ÕÓ 

ÓÕÐÐÒÅÓÓ ÔÈÁÔ ×ÏÒÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÂÌÏÃËȣȱȢ  4ÈÕÓȟ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ÔÈÅ ȰÐÒÏÂÌÅÍ ÏÆ 

ÌÅÓÂÉÁÎÉÓÍȱ ÄÉÓÁÐÐÅÁÒÅÄ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÏÎÌÙ ȰÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎÁÌȱȠ ÉÔ ÓÅÅÍÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÁÇÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ 

word  ×ÁÓ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÁÄÅÑÕÁÔÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ȰÅØÔÉÎÇÕÉÓÈȱ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ 

token economy. According to Gutierrez, as quoted by Levy, the effectiveness of the treatment 

was so great that the punished prisoners had become Models, recovering all of their lost 

rights in the prison, and consequently, the Director Sister of El Buen Pastor had approved a 

new treatment with 33 other prisoners who were also considered highly dangerous.  

 

In an article published by El Tiempo (June 7, 1975) Gutierrez again presented her version of 

the riots that had occurred in May, because of the psychological treatment. Germán Espinosa 

ÓÁÉÄ ÔÈÁÔ ȰÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÄÉÔÉÏÎÓ ÓÈÅ ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚɊ ÆÏÕÎÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅÒÅȟ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÃÏÒÒÅÓÐÏÎÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÏÆ Á 

rehabilitation center, in her opinion the work that the prisoners had to do was unpleasant, 

ÈÅÁÖÙȟ ÄÉÒÔÙ ÁÎÄ ÂÁÄÌÙ ÐÁÉÄȢȱ -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÁÒÇÕÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÒÅÍÉÎÄÅÄ ÈÅÒ ÏÆ 

ȰÁÎÙ ÏÆ $ÁÎÔÅǰÓ ÉÎÆÅÒÎÏÓȟ ÉÎ ÓÐÉÔÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ 3ÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÏÆ #ÈÁÒÉÔÙȟ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÎÅÁÔ ÖÅÉÌÓ 

ÁÎÄ ÉÍÐÅÎÅÔÒÁÂÌÅ ÆÁÃÅÓȱȢ 0ÅÒÈÁÐÓ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ×ÁÓ ÉÎÓÉÎÕÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÎÕÎÓȭ ÈÁÎÄÌÉÎÇ ×ÁÓ 

inhumane, or that they were as indifferent as their facial expressions, or that the nuns were 

ÁÔ ÆÁÕÌÔ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÔÈÅÙ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ȰÇÅÔ ÄÉÒÔÙȱ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȢ !ÎÙ×ÁÙȟ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÁÒÅ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÉÎÇ 

words to be used by a scientist/psychologist in the public media for signaling the less than 

human condition of the prison before the arrival of the experimental treatment.  They 

suggest a possible influence of Espinosa, author of Colombian novels such as Los Cortejos del 

diablo: balada en tiempos de brujas [1970] and La Tejedora de Coronas [1982]. Appositely, 

%ÓÐÉÎÏÓÁ ×ÒÏÔÅ ÉÎ Á ÎÅ×ÓÐÁÐÅÒ ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅ Ȱȣthe 44 year old doctor was a woman of gentle 

ÍÁÎÎÅÒÓ ÁÎÄ ËÉÎÄ ÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌÉÔÙȣÔÈÅÒÅ ÁÒÅ ÓÏÍÅ ÓÕÄÄÅÎ ÇÅÓÔÕÒÅÓ ÉÎ ÈÅÒ ÆÁÃÅ ÔÈÁÔ suggest energy 

ÂÕÔ ÎÏÔ ÁÎÙ ËÉÎÄ ÏÆ ÒÕÄÅÎÅÓÓȣÈÅÒ ÈÕÓÂÁÎÄȟ ÁÎ ÁÇÅÄ ÔÅÎÁÎÔȟ ÈÅÒ ÙÏÕÎÇ ÃÈÉÌÄÒÅÎ ÁÎÄ Á ÆÒÉÅÎÄ ÏÆ 

hers who is the wife of a high ranked politician pass through the studio, in which several books 

of psychiatry and literary topics were prominentȣȱȢ (Espinosa, El Tiempo, June 7, 1975) 
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Ȱ7ÁÒÍÔÈȱ ÁÎÄ ȰÓÅÎÓÉÔÉÖÉÔÙȱ ×ÅÒÅ ÐÒÏÂÁÂÌÙ ÅÍÂÅÄÄÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÐÅÃÉÁÌ ÓÔÒÅÓÓ %ÓÐÉÎÏÓÁ ×ÁÓ 

attributing and circulating about Gutierrez, opposite to coldness and indifference from the 

Sisters through the newspaper in a public arena. In other paragraphs of the same article, it is 

ÒÅÍÁÒËÁÂÌÅ ÔÈÅ ×ÁÙ %ÓÐÉÎÏÓÁ ÕÓÅÓ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÒÈÅÔÏÒÉÃÁÌ ÆÏÒÍÓ ÁÎÄ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ×ÏÒÄÓ 

ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ȰÒÅÉÎÆÏÒÃÅÍÅÎÔȱȟ ȰÓÕÐÐÏÒÔ ÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȱ ÁÓ ×ÅÌÌ ÁÓ ÍÁÎÙ !0!8 style references; moreover, 

it is extremely peculiar the way the scientific discourse of Behavior Analysis was assembled 

with particular literary figures in a public newspaper. In addition to this, the religious figures 

that were used by Espinosa to address the indifference of the Sisters over and against the 

secularized references to the warmth of the scientific work of Gutierrez, added to the 

effectiveness of the technique. This suggests either an outstanding comprehension of 

Behavior Therapy from Espinosa, or the existence of a pre-existing text which Espinosa could 

have incorporated in his article.  

 

)Î ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÔÔÅÒ ×ÒÉÔÔÅÎ ÂÙ #ÁÒÄÉÎÁÌ -ÕđÏÚȟ %ÓÐÉÎÏÓÁ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÄÅÄ Ȱ$ÒȢ 0ÏÍÂÏ ÄÏÅÓ 

not believe she has behaved impulsively since her work began in February, 1974 with a 

period of direct observatioÎ ÉÎ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÓÐÅÃÉÆÉÅÄȣÓÈÅ ÂÁÓÅÄ 

ÈÅÒ ×ÏÒË ÏÎ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃÁÌÌÙ ÐÒÏÖÅÎ ÆÁÃÔÓ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÍÁÎÙ ÙÅÁÒÓ ÏÆ ÒÅÓÅÁÒÃÈȱȢ %ÓÐÉÎÏÓÁ ÉÎÓÉÓÔÅÄ ÏÎ 

ÔÈÉÓ ÐÏÉÎÔ ÃÌÁÉÍÉÎÇ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÏÆ Á ȰÎÏÒÍÁÌȱ ÐÅÒÓÏÎ ×ÁÓ ÏÆÔÅÎ ÕÎÄÅÒ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÏÆ 

external ÁÇÅÎÔÓ ÏÒ ÔÈÅ ȰÅÎÖÉÒÏÎÍÅÎÔȱȢ -ÁÙÂÅȟ %ÓÐÉÎÏÓÁ ÉÓ ÐÒÅÃÉÓÅÌÙ ÃÉÒÃÕÌÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ 

dynamics conglomerated and assembled in Behavior Therapy and token economies, namely 

the possibility of the technological control of social behavior. Espinosa appropriated the 

×ÏÒÄÓ ÏÆ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÁÒÇÕÉÎÇ ÔÈÁÔȡ ȰÔÈÅ ÅÓÓÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ Á ÓÏÃÉÁÌÉÚÅÄ ÐÅÒÓÏÎ ÉÓ ÐÒÅÃÉÓÅÌÙ ÈÉÓ 

ÉÎÄÅÐÅÎÄÅÎÃÅ ÆÒÏÍ ÅØÔÅÒÎÁÌ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌȣÏÖÅÒÒÕÌÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÅØÔÅÒÎÁÌ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÏÆ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÓÏ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ 

prisoners who received the treatment were capable of controlling their own behavior in an 

ÁÄÁÐÔÉÖÅ ×ÁÙ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÐÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÓÏÃÉÅÔÙ ÁÇÁÉÎȣȱȡ ÔÈÉÓ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÒÐÏÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÁÔ %Ì "ÕÅÎ 

Pastor. Maybe Gutierrez and the Director of prisons were not expecting the prisoners to 

behave like Raymond Shaw in The Manchurian Candidate, but a clear purpose consisted of 

ÅØÅÒÔÉÎÇ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ ÄÅÖÉÃÅ ÎÁÍÅÄ "ÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ 4ÈÅÒÁÐÙ ÓÏ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ȰÁÂÓÏÌÕÔÅȱ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ 

ÅØÅÒÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ 3ÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÒÅÐÌÁÃÅÄ ÂÙ ÁÎ ȰÅÎÇÉÎÅÅÒÅÄȱ ÏÎÅ ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ρωχυ ÐȢ τσɊȢ  

 

                                                
 

8
 American Psychological Association publishing style  
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Surprisingly, in her thesis, Gutierrez pÏÉÎÔÅÄ ÏÕÔ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱthe director accepted the necessity of a 

ÃÈÁÎÇÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÅÎÉÔÅÎÔÉÁÒÙ ÓÙÓÔÅÍȣȢÁÎÄ ÓÈÏ×ÅÄ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔ ÔÏ×ÁÒÄÓ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÏÆ Á ÎÅ× 

ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔȣȢ ÁÎÄ ÁÓËÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÄÉÆÆÉÃÕÌÔ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÅÄ ÁÓ ÉÎÃÕÒÁÂÌÅ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÍÏÔÉÖÁÔÅÄ 

and included in the studyȱȢ ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ρωχυȡ ÐȢ τψɊ -ÁÙÂÅȟ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÉÓ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÉÎÇ ÈÅÒ 

perceived acceptance of the effectiveness of the technique by the director; moreover she is 

claiming she was asked to include the most difficult prisoners because of the good results 

shown in the preliminary studies. In her thesis, Gutierrez also suggests that the staff at the 

ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ×ÅÒÅ Ȱresignedȱ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÆÆÉÃÕÌÔ ÓÉÔÕÁÔÉÏÎ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÔÈÅÙ ÈÁÄ ÎÏÔ ÆÏÕÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÒÒÅÃÔ ×ÁÙ ÔÏ 

ȰÅØÔÉÎÇÕÉÓÈ ÔÈÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÓȱ ÔÈÁÔ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȭ ÒÅÔÕÒn to the punishment block; in 

this way, Gutierrez was probably pointing to the absence of expertise in the staff at the prison 

which could only be overcome by the usage of a token economy, her token economy.   

 

In base of this report, it seems possible that after the negative response from the sisters, she 

had informed Carranza about what had happened, and he maintained his decision to hire 

Gutierrez at Buen Pastor in spite of the opposition of the sisters and the prisoners. On May 4, 

1975 the sisters claimed in the media that they did not agree with Carranza about the hiring 

of Gutierrez, arguing that the new technique used by her was not useful for the prisoners. If 

the device had been so effectively implemented (according to Gutierrez´ account) why were 

the sisters resistant to a new exercise? What was this psychologist possibly ignoring?   

2.7.4 4ÈÅ ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ $ÉÒÅÃÔÏÒ ÏÆ 0ÒÉÓÏÎÓȡ Ȱ) ÓÉÍÐÌÙ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÈÅÍ ÔÏ 
ÁÃÃÅÐÔ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓȱ 

In the introduction to the final thesis document, which was not written by the supervisor but 

the general Director of Prisons wrote:  

Ȱ) ÈÁÖÅ ÔÏ ÃÏÎÆÅÓÓ ) ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÔÒÕÓÔ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÁÔ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÉÍÅ-the last week of October 1974-when I 

first knew about the exercise implemented by María Teresa Gutierrez at El Buen Pastor. I had a 

vague idea of the method of this science because of messy readings and imprecise data taken as 

a reference in Penal Law studies; - and on the other hand, an applied psychology of advertising 

and political repression, mass control, whose efficacy I had noticed and which motivated my 

attitude. But my distrust of María Teresa Gutierrez´ work was threatened when I found out she 

×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÅÁÒÎÉÎÇ ÁÎÙ ÍÏÎÅÙ ÁÔ ÁÌÌȱ ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ in 1975, page 2; see Annexes B)  
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The reasons for this change of mind could refer to a change of attitude towards psychological 

science, but his words could also be understood as a way of legitimating a controversial 

technique in a public scenario. Carranza claimed that the reaction of the prisoners had been 

ÕÎÆÁÉÒ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÁÔ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚ ÈÁÄ ÂÅÅÎ ÐÅÒÆÏÒÍÉÎÇ Á ȰÓÕÉÔÁÂÌÅȱ or ȰÑÕÁÌÉÆÉÅÄȱ ÊÏÂȢ -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ 

Carranza suggested that ȰȣȢÍÁÎÙ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÆÕÌÆÉÌÌ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÉÂÉÌÉÔÉÅÓ ÉÎ Á ÒÅÇÕÌÁÒ ×ÁÙ 

ÂÕÔ ×ÅÒÅ ÒÅÃÅÉÖÉÎÇ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÐÁÙÍÅÎÔȣ even before the riot of May 6, only 10 of the 18 sisters were 

actually attending their responsibilitiesȣȱ  -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒ ÈÅ ÓÁÉÄȡ ȰÓÏÍÅ ÉÒÒÅÇÕÌÁÒÉÔÉÅÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ 

ÆÉÎÁÎÃÉÁÌ ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÂÅÅÎ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎȱ ÁÎÄȡ ȰÅÖÅÎ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ×ÈÏ ÁÒÅ ÎÏÔ 

ÉÎ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁ ÁÒÅ ÒÅÃÅÉÖÉÎÇ ÍÏÎÅÙȱȢ (Å ÔÈÅÎ ÓÁÙÓȡ ȰI know I am being accused of persecuting 

religious women, but I simply wanted them to accept the use of techniques that they were 

ÕÎÆÁÍÉÌÉÁÒ ×ÉÔÈȱ (El Tiempo, June 3 1975, page 8 A) In other (my) words, the Sisters were 

receiving money for a job they were not doing but he fired them because of their resistance 

to scientific innovations.   

 

#ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÔÈÅÓÉÓ ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÎÇ ÁÓ ȰÆÒÅÅ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȱ 

ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ȰȣMaría Teresa de Pombo had used psychology and all the knowledge this science 

possesses about the human soul in a strict, empirical and objective way in a task motivated 

ÃÈÉÅÆÌÙ ÂÙ ÌÏÖÅȣ ȱ 4ÈÅ ×ÏÒÄ ȰÌÏÖÅȱ ÕÓÅÄ ÂÙ #ÁÒÄÉÎÁÌ -ÕđÏÚ ×ÁÓ ÎÏ× ÂÅÉÎÇ ÕÓÅÄ ÂÙ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ 

to describe the scientific performance of Gutierrez in the prison.  

 

7ÁÓ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ ÕÐÓÅÔ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȱ ×ÁÓ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÄÅÐÒÅÃÁÔÅÄȩ )Î ÏÔÈÅÒ 

words, was he angry because the sisters were against the use of scientifically validated and 

effective devices in prisons? Was he defending the development of psychological science as 

an expertise in the service of prisons and the treatment of criminal behavior? Other 

possibilities, as I have already mentioned, are that the personal attacks against Gutierrez 

were bothering him; that he had been publicly challenged to a duel of authority in the media 

and he had to prove his point at all costs; or that he had different administrative and financial 

motives for removing the nuns and the tensions around the use of the intervention device by 

Gutierrez was a convÅÎÉÅÎÔ ÅØÃÕÓÅ ÔÏ ÅØÐÏÓÅ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓȭ ȰÉÎÃÏÍÐÅÔÅÎÃÅȱȢ  

 

-ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÖÅÒÓÉÅÓ ÁÒÏÕÎÄ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȱ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÈÁÖÅ ÂÅÅÎ ÕÓÅÄ ÂÙ 

Carranza as an argument for firing the nuns; it is possible that the actual interest of the 

General Director of Prisons implied administrative issues; for example, the Minister of 
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Justice, who was in charge of prisons, in his resignation letter (El Espectador, June 10, 1975) 

ÓÁÉÄȡ ȰȣÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÓ ÁÄÍÉÎÉÓÔÒÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÄÅÓÐÉÔÅ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÁÎÄ ÒÅÓÉÓÔÁÎÃÅÓȟ ×Å ÈÁÖÅ 

guaraÎÔÅÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÎÅÙ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓǰ ×ÏÒË  ÉÓ ÄÅÓÔÉÎÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ 3ÔÁÔÅȢȢȢȱ !ÂÏÕÔ 

this same issue, in the letter written by the Colombian Superior of the Sisters of Charity after 

ÔÈÅÉÒ ×ÉÔÈÄÒÁ×ÉÎÇ ÆÒÏÍ ÁÌÌ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÓ ÓÁÉÄȡ ȰÁÓ ×ÁÓ ÅÓÔÁblished by the law, a 

percentage of the income produced by the prisoners´ work was delivered to the General 

Director of Prisons, another percentage was used to get regular supplies, another percentage 

was invested in the prison and the remaining percentage was used by the community for 

ÃÈÁÒÉÔÙȣȱ !Ó ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÅÄȟ ÔÈÅ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ÖÁÌÉÄÉÔÙ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÓÉÓÔÁÎÃÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÁÇÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ ÄÅÖÉÃÅ 

was probably not the conflict area of these public confrontations, and the support given by a 

public figure to the usage of such devices in the introduction of the thesis document had been 

mobilized by interests other than those of the advancement of science, in this case, of 

psychology. Anyway, the result of such public support of this device consisted of the 

legitimization of psychological devices in prisons, at least during this short period.   

2.7.5 Technology is society made durable, in this case, controllable.  

US Social control projects assembled with the conceptual background of behavior 

modification and its technologies were part of the controversy at El Buen Pastor. Well, maybe 

not the kinds of control Gutierrez was expecting but let us try to do what the social imaginary 

believes psychologists sometimes do: that is, reading minds, perhaps in a similar way to how 

the mind of BlondlÏÔ ×ÁÓ ȰÒÅÁÄȱ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ Theatre of the Blind (Ashmore, 1993b). In this case, 

ÔÈÉÓ ȰÍÉÎÄ-ÒÅÁÄÉÎÇȱ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÐÅÒÆÏÒÍÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÉÍÐÌÉÅÄ ÁÃÔÁÎÔÓȢ &ÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ 

ÃÏÕÌÄ ÈÁÖÅ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄȡ ȰAs expected from a controlled experiment, the results show a beneficial 

tendency to behavior improvement, adaptation and pro-social decisions; it was the expected 

result because of the natural principles of behavior that support interventions like token 

economies. Before this device was implemented, control was not exerted in an adequate way in 

the prison. So, it is necessary to implement similar strategies in other prisons and 

ÉÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÉÏÎÓȣÔÈÅ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÅÄ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÁÒÅ ÍÅÒÅ ÒÅÓÉÓÔÁÎÃÅÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÅÎÇÉÎÅÅÒÅÄ ÃÈÁÎÇÅȱȢ )Î 

conclusion, the Black Box was already sealed for Gutierrez and her thesis advisor, and they 

were not expecting such a public controversy.  

 

The prisoners (that were part of the study) could have asserted: Ȱ4ÈÅ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔ ×ÁÓ Á 

complete success; we received things that we could not get otherwise; we only had to do as 
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instructed and they, the psychologist and the guards, gave us what we asked for. The only 

ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÁÔÉÃ ÁÓÐÅÃÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÂÅÉÎÇ Á ÐÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÉÔȦȱ In conclusion, it is not 

important whether the device works as promised, as long as it provides what ÉÔ ÐÒÏÍÉÓÅÓȣ 

the psychologist and the guards under their behavioral control.  

 

!ÌÔÅÒÎÁÔÉÖÅÌÙȟ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÍÉÇÈÔ ÈÁÖÅ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄȡ ȰThe experiment resulted in a loss of control; 

everything was chaos and that provisional technique obviously requires further testing. Because 

of that device, riots took place in the prisonȱ )Î ÃÏÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎȟ ÔÈÅ ÂÌÁÃË ÂÏØ ×ÁÓ ÐÁÒÔÉÁÌÌÙ ÓÅÁÌÅÄȟ 

the sisters believed in the natural principle contained in the technique, but they mistrusted 

the capability of the inexpert psychology student, who also accused them in the public media 

ÏÆ ÉÎÈÕÍÁÎ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔ ÔÏ×ÁÒÄÓ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȟ ÂÅÓÉÄÅÓ ÁÌÌÙÉÎÇ ÈÅÒÓÅÌÆ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÎ ɉȰangry as 

a beastȱɊ ×ÈÏ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎ ÁÎÄ ×ÈÏ ÁÃÃÕÓÅÄ ÔÈÅÍ ÏÆ ÓÔÅÁÌÉÎÇ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ 

resources.    

 

In a less fetishistic or animistic way, but in a more metaphorical manner, the actant object 

could have claimed: Ȱ7ÈÅÎ ÓÏÍÅÏÎÅ ÎÁÍÅÄ ȬÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒȭ ÄÉÄ ÓÏÍÅÔÈÉÎÇ ÏÔÈÅÒÓ ÈÁÄ ÁÇÒÅÅÄ ÁÓ 

ÄÅÓÉÒÁÂÌÅȟ ) ÍÁÄÅ ÓÏÍÅÏÎÅ ÎÁÍÅÄ ȬÅØÐÅÒÔȭ ÇÉÖÅ ÔÈÅ ȬÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒȭ ÓÏÍÅÔÈÉÎÇ ÓÈÅ ÒÅÁÌÌÙ ×ÁÎÔÅÄ ÁÎÄ 

had been restricted from getting for a long time. After some months, the problems began 

because everybody was claiming control and attributing power among them, but it was me all 

ÔÈÅ ÔÉÍÅȦȦȦȱ In this sense, control is a relational property resulting from circulation (Latour, 

1986:1987; Ashmore, 1993a). Though every actor was claiming either a lack or excess of 

ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÆÒÏÍȾÏÖÅÒ ÏÔÈÅÒÓȟ ȬÃÏÎÔÒÏÌȭ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÏÏÄ ÁÓ Á ÍÕÌÔÉÄÉÒÅÃÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÄÉÍÅÎÓÉÏÎ 

emerging from the translation and circulation of the token economy system. An important 

ÐÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÎÓÉÏÎ ×ÁÓ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÅÄ ÂÙ ÁÌÌ ÐÁÒÔÉÅÓȭ ÂÅÌÉÅÆ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÏÎÌÙ ÏÎÅ ÄÉÒÅÃÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 

control, and their consequent attempts to control each other. Perhaps the public visibility of 

this confrontation also underlined a tension between a kind of control legitimated by a 

ÒÅÌÉÇÉÏÕÓ ÔÒÁÄÉÔÉÏÎ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ Á ÒÅÃÅÎÔÌÙ ÁÒÒÉÖÅÄ ȰÅÎÇÉÎÅÅÒÅÄȱ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÌÅÇÉÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ ÂÙ Á .ÏÒÔÈ 

American science. The notion of control assembled by Skinner with his experimental box, 

ȬÐÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÐÉÇÅÏÎȭȟ ÔÈÅ ÂÁÂÉÅÓȭ ÏÐÅÒÁÎÔ chamber, Walden II and behavior engineering had now 

been circulated, evidenced and assembled at El Buen Pastor; in such an environment, a 

behavior engineer would never have expected that something could go so wrong; in other 

words, it was a prison!, so there was control of the reinforcement schedule, and there was 

also effective control of access to rewards. But, even in the Skinner box (and experimental 



54 Colombian Psychology: reconstructions from STS 

 
ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȭÓ ÁÐÐÁÒÁÔÕÓ ÉÎ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÌɊȟ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÁÒÅ ÆÏÒÍÓ ÏÆ ɉÃÏÕÎÔÅÒɊ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÁÒÅ ÅØÅÒÔÅÄ ÂÙ 

the experimental subject or participant.  

 

This token economy was originally designed to control the behavior of prisoners and make it 

socially acceptable, but prisoners also controlled the behavior of the guards and the 

psychologist by displaying acceptable behaviors to receive privileges.  In addition, it was a 

×ÁÙ ÆÏÒ #ÁÒÒÁÎÚÁ ÔÏ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌ ÔÈÅ ȬÉÎÁÄÅÑÕÁÔÅȭ ÁÄÍÉÎÉÓÔÒÁÔÉÖÅ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 3ÉÓÔÅÒÓȠ Á ÎÅ× 

way for the Minister of Justice to fire religious representatives in public positions, and it 

constituted just another example of a public confrontation over power between the 

Colombian government and the Catholic Church.  

 

The positivist dominion over subjectivity as a goal of a social rehabilitation technology was 

one of the main aspects defended by the psychologist and legitimated by the Director of 

Prisons, but this was also the main concern of the contrary versions mobilized by the Sisters 

and the prisoners who did not participate in the experiment. North America had pursued the 

technological control of society as a political goal after the Second War and even in the Cold 

War (Herman, 1995), and this was precisely the underlying arena between the actors at El 

Buen Pastor, played out in the form of financial and political interests.   

 

The statements given by the nuns suggest the possibility that the problem with Gutierrez 

consisted of administrative issues, rather than experimental validity, ethics or effectiveness. 

But as Gutierrez made her reports of the infrahuman conditions of prisoners only after the 

public statements by the nuns suggests that this rhetoric was used to support her position 

and enhance the idea of the effectiveness of behavior modification techniques. In this 

controversy, Carranza´s arguments suggest the participation of economic and administrative 

interests in the confrontation and legitimization process of behavior modification devices in 

this prison (cf. Mackenzie, 1981; Woolgar, 1981).  

 

The reconfiguration of the sociotechnical network was mobilized in other contexts, for 

example the psychologist Álvaro Jiménez wrote an article in a Weekend Magazine published 

by El Espectador which was entitled: Where is Colombian Psychology heading? In this article, 

ÔÈÅ *ÅÓÕÉÔ *ÉÍïÎÅÚ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÅÖÅÎÔÓ ÁÔ %Ì "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒ ÓÁÙÉÎÇ Ȱȣ) ÈÏÐÅ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ ÎÏ ÒÉÓË ÏÆ 

ÔÒÅÁÔÉÎÇ ÈÕÍÁÎ ÂÅÉÎÇÓ ÁÓ ÌÁÂ ÒÁÔÓȣȢÁ ÒÁÄÉÃÁÌ ÍÏÖÅÍÅÎÔ ÈÁÓ ÔÁËÅÎ ÐÌÁÃÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÃÌÁÓÓÅÓ ÁÔ the 



Chapter 2: Intervention devices, demarcation of psychology and controversies 55 

 

5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ȣȢÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ &ÅÄÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÍÁÎÉÐÕÌÁÔÅÄ ÉÎÔÏ 

becoming a rigid, unilateral, blind and dogmatic behavioral system. Its influence has reached 

(in an overconfident way) the Psychology programs, manipulating their curricula and the 

ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÌÁÓÓÅÓȢ %ÖÅÒÙ &ÁÃÕÌÔÙ ÈÁÓ ÌÏÓÔ ÉÔÓ ÁÕÔÏÎÏÍÙȣȢÍÁÎÙ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔÓ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ 

have felt the impact, their field of vision has been narrowed making them believe that 

Behaviorism is the only scientific approach and that a Humanistic Psychology is a pre-

ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ÍÙÔÈȱ  (El Espectador, May 25, 1975, Magazín Dominical p. 5) These arguments are 

also addressing a mobilization which was taking place in the Colombian Federation of 

Psychology,  whose members were also circulating Behavior Therapy in Colombia in the 

early 1970s: Ardila, Sánchez and some of their students. Nevertheless, it is remarkably 

interesting that these public accusations were made in 1975, taking into account that the 

inclusion of Behavior Therapy at Universidad Nacional and Universidad Javeriana took place 

in 1970 and 1971. Maybe, the confrontation at El Buen Pastor was a unique opportunity to 

ÐÏÉÎÔ ÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ȰÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÁÌ ÓÙÓÔÅÍȱ ×ÈÉÃÈ ×ÁÓ ÎÏ× ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÄÏÃË ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÎÅ×ÓÐÁÐÅÒÓ ÁÎÄ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ 

opinion, and Jiménez used all the rhetorical artifacts assembled in the US against the of 

3ËÉÎÎÅÒȭÓ ÂÅÓÔ-sellerr Beyond Freedom and Dignity (1971), addressing the brainwashing 

techniques featured in movies such as The Manchurian Candidate. About the token economy 

*ÉÍïÎÅÚ ÁÌÓÏ ÁÓÓÅÒÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱȣ#ÏÌombian Psychologists could reach the extreme position of 

ÔÈÏÓÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÃÅÎÔÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÃÁÍÐÓ ÉÎ 'ÅÒÍÁÎÙ ÕÓÉÎÇ ÂÒÁÉÎ×ÁÓÈÉÎÇ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅÓȣȢ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÉÎÇ 

the rapid development of contemporary psychology, comprehensive control of Human 

behavior is now more plausible, in ways which used to be only possible in Science Fiction 

ÍÏÖÉÅÓȣ×ÉÔÈÏÕÔ ÅÔÈÉÃÓȟ ×ÉÔÈÏÕÔ ÈÕÍÁÎÉÓÍȢ 7ÈÁÔ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ ÅØÔÒÅÍÅÌÙ 

powerful weapon of Psychology? This is why we must keep asking, where is Colombian 

ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÈÅÁÄÉÎÇȩȱ 
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Figure  2-1: Article written by Alvaro Jiménez (May 25, 1975)  

Recovered on September 10, 2011 from the printed files available at Biblioteca Nacional de Colombia. 

 

 

One week later, in the same section of the newspaper (June 1, 1975) Ardila submitted an 

ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅ ÒÅÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÉÎÇ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ ÄÅ ÌÏÓ !ÎÄÅÓ ÅÎÔÉÔÌÅÄȟ Ȭ(ÕÍÁÎÉÓÍ ÁÎÄ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȭȢ "ÅÓÉÄÅÓ 

showing a diagram of a brain and claiming the close relationship between Psychology and 

Biology to support his arguments, !ÒÄÉÌÁ ÃÁÕÔÉÏÕÓÌÙ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÄ ÔÈÅ ȰÁÂÓÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ ÈÕÍÁÎÉÓÍȱ 

ÍÅÎÔÉÏÎÅÄ ÂÙ *ÉÍïÎÅÚȟ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÓÁÙÉÎÇȡ ȰȣÉÔ ÉÓ ÎÏÔ Á ÍÁÔÔÅÒ ÏÆ ÓÁÙÉÎÇ 

that psychologists are humanistic and follow the ethical guidelines of the profession instead 

of appreciating it in the reality. For a long time these topics have been discussed but nothing 

has been done. When things are done, some people get angry. The best way to have peace is 

not to do anything, and avoid criticism. Nevertheless, it is maybe better to do things instead 

ÏÆ ÔÁÌËÉÎÇ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÄÏÉÎÇ ÔÈÅÍȠ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ Á ÖÅÒÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÂÉÂÌÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÁÙÓ ȬÎÏÔ ÅÖÅÒÙÏÎÅ ×ÈÏ ÐÌÅÁÄÓȡ 

,ÏÒÄȟ ,ÏÒÄȟ ÓÈÁÌÌ ÅÎÔÅÒ ÔÈÅ +ÉÎÇÄÏÍ ÏÆ (ÅÁÖÅÎȭȣȱ 4ÈÅ ÕÓÅ ÏÆ Á ÂÉÂÌÉÃÁÌ ÑÕÏÔÅ ÔÏ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÄ ÔÏ 

Jiménez addresses a lack of proactive action from other parts of Behaviorism, as well as a 

self-attribution of proactiveness. Nevertheless, no mention to the work of Gutierrez is made 

in this article which results peculiar because Gutierrez had been a student of Ardila, she had 

ÁÌÓÏ ÍÁÒÃÈÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÌÉÎÅÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ȰÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎȱ ÁÔ ,ÏÓ !ÎÄÅÓ ÁÎÄ ×ÁÓ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 

objects of criticism by the public opinion. Perhaps Gutierrez had been a Lost in action soldier 

and did not even deserve a public defence by one of her mentors and the main mobilize of 

Behavior Therapy at that moment.    
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Figure 2-2: Article written by Rubén Ardila (June 1, 1975)  

Recovered on September 10, 2011 from the printed files available at Biblioteca Nacional de Colombia. 

 

Two weeks after this battle in the media, a psychologist who had just got her degree at 

Universidad Javeriana, Blanca Patricia Ballesteros presented, in the same magazine, a text 

ÅÎÔÉÔÌÅÄȡ Ȱ"ÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÉÓÍȟ ÁÎ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÓÙÓÔÅÍ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÔÈÅÒÁÐÙȱȢ )Î Á ÍÏÒÅ ÅÍÐÈÁÔÉÃ ÁÎÄ 

strong way, Ballesteros questioned the attacks from Jiménez and other instances of public 

ÏÐÉÎÉÏÎȟ ÁÓËÉÎÇȡ Ȱ7ÈÙ ÄÉÄ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ÆÅÅÌ ÌÉke guineas pigs? They had no information about 

ÉÔȟ ×ÈÏ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÄ ÔÈÅÍ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÆÏÒÍÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÔÕÒÎÅÄ ÔÈÅÍ ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒËȩȱȟ ÔÈÕÓ 

suggesting there could have been some influence from the nuns. Moreover, she said 

ȰȣÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÅÖÅÎÔÓȟ ÉÔ ÉÓ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅ ÔÏ say there were some personal issues between the 

Sisters and María Teresa de Pombo, because they agreed the Behavior Modification 

4ÅÃÈÎÉÑÕÅ ×ÁÓ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅȣÂÕÔ ÔÈÅÙ ÒÅÆÕÓÅÄ ÔÏ ×ÏÒË ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ×ÈÏ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÅÄ ÉÔȱȢ &ÏÒ 

Ballesteros, the technique was a sealed black box for the Sisters who attributed all the 

problems to the incapacity of the implementer.  
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Figure 2-3 Article written by Blanca Ballesteros (June 15, 1975)  

Recovered on September 10, 2011 from the printed files available at Biblioteca Nacional de Colombia 

2.7.6 A note on the possible political context of the public test at El 
Buen Pastor  

The liberal and conservative political agendas in Colombia during the seventies were an 

important background for this controversy;  on the one hand, Liberals such as Carranza and 

his boss, the Minister of Justice, legitimated the account of the psychologist in newspapers 

with a long liberal tradition at the time (El Tiempo, El Espectador), for secular, administrative 

and economic reasons perhaps; on the other hand, Conservatives favored the account of the 

Sisters and the Cardinal  in newspapers with a conservative tradition (El Siglo, La  República) 

because of the close relationship between this party and Catholicism in Colombia. 
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Figure 2-4 Article written by Germán Espinosa, El Tiempo, Junio 7,  1975.  

(Left) Recovered on December 2, 2010 from the digital files compilated by El Tiempo 

Figure 2-5 Article written by Jorge Ortiz, El Siglo, May 9, 1975  

(Right)Recovered on September 10, 2011 from the printed files available at Biblioteca Nacional de Colombia 

 

Several disputes had taken place during 1974 and 1975 in the media between the 

Conservative and Liberal parties around issues such as the approval of divorce for catholic 

marriages, the legalization of abortion and other political-religious topics; the controversy at 

El Buen Pastor was another arena of confrontation and assembling between religion, 

scientific discourses and political parties in Colombia. 

 

 

Figure 2-6 Declaration of the Conservative Party in El Siglo, June 6, 1975.  

Ȱ$ÉÎÁÃÉÏÎÁÌ ÅØÁÌÔÓ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒË ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 3ÉÓÔÅÒÓ ÁÔ %Ì "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒȱ 2ÅÃÏÖÅÒÅÄ ÏÎ 3ÅÐÔÅÍÂÅÒ ρπȟ ςπρρ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÎÔÅÄ 

files available at Biblioteca Nacional de Colombia 
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2.7.7 )Î ÔÈÅ ÅÎÄȣ 

The controversy of El Buen Pastor was a major topic in the local media from May to June 

1975 and the Sisters of Charity stopped working in Colombian prisons at that time. In spite of 

the public support that Gutierrez received, she was not hired at that institution, but a new 

psychologist was hired later to perform rehabilitation tasks. Moreover, no further token 

ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÅÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÌÁÔÅÒ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÅÄ ÉÎ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÓȢ  'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȭÓ ÔÈÅÓÉÓ ×ÁÓ ÎÅÖÅÒ 

ÐÕÂÌÉÓÈÅÄȟ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ ȬÓÕÃÃÅÓÓÆÕÌȭ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÍÁÓÓÉÖÅÌÙ ÉÇÎÏÒÅÄ by the academic psychological 

community, the only mention of this work being made by Ardila in 1985 who wrote, briefly: 

Ȱ4ÈÅÒÅ ÈÁÖÅ ÎÏÔ ÂÅÅÎ ÍÁÎÙ ×ÏÒËÓ ÏÎ "ÅÈÁÖÉÏÒ !ÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ÃÏÎÃÅÒÎÉÎÇ ÄÅÌÉÎÑÕÅÎÃÙȢ 4ÈÅ ÍÁÉÎ 

ones were by María Teresa de Pombo and Blanca Isabel Calero; this is a field with great 

ÏÐÐÏÒÔÕÎÉÔÉÅÓȱ ɉ!ÒÄÉÌÁ ρωψυ ÐȢ σφυɊȠ ÅÖÅÎ ÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÉÓ ÁÂÓÅÎÃÅ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÄÕÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ 

underdevelopment of formal publication at the time, it is strange that a work obtaining such 

remarkable results had not been published, and it seems clear that the huge public 

controversy it provoked, which remained recurrently absent from the formal institutional 

ÒÅÃÏÒÄÓȟ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÉÎ ÒÅÁÓÏÎȢ 4ÈÅ ÐÅÒÍÁÎÅÎÔ ÁÂÓÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ 'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȭ ÓÕÐÅÒÖÉÓÏÒ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ 

confrontations, the thesis introduction written by the Minister of Justice instead of the 

supervisor(Annexes B), the absence of the name of the supervisor on the cover of the thesis 

document (Annexes B), the total absence of mentions of Gutierrez in the reply to Jimenez 

presented by Ardila in a newspaper, the absence of the experiment in every book on the 

history of Colombian psychology are enough reasons to argue this is not the result of  mere 

coincidences or unmotivated forgetting. Her chapter of Behavior Analysis in Colombia was 

forgotten or ignored in the historical accounts of Behavior Analysis provided by different 

sources (Ardila y Pereira, 1975; Ardila, 1995; Giraldo and Rodriguez, 1997; López et al, 

2006). Whatever the reasons, the exercise performed by Gutierrez as a psychologist of 

#ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁÎ "ÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÉÓÍȟ ×ÈÏÓÅ ÓÕÂÓÅÑÕÅÎÔ ÃÁÒÅÅÒ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÌÅÁÄ ÕÓ ÔÏ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅ ÁÓ Ȱmissing in 

ÁÃÔÉÏÎȱ, has only been formally referenced and reconstructed in the document you are 

reading.  

 

In 1992 (El Tiempoȟ .ÏÖÅÍÂÅÒ ρυɊ !ÒÄÉÌÁ ÁÓÓÅÒÔÅÄȡ ȰȣÔÈÅ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÒÅÃÅÐÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÈÁÓ 

been very positive in hospitals, industries, schools, delinquent rehabilitation centers, sports 

ÉÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÉÏÎÓȣȢȢÒÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÉÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒÓȣ)Ô ÉÓ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÁÔ ÍÁÎÙ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÉÓÔÓ have 

occupied public positions as Ministers, vice-ministers, government consultants and mayors 

ÁÍÏÎÇ ÏÔÈÅÒÓȣȢ ȱ $ÅÓÐÉÔÅ ÔÈÅ ÈÕÇÅ ÁÎÄ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÃÏÎÆÒÏÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÉÎ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÓȟ ÔÈÉÓ 
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ȰÏÐÔÉÍÉÓÔÉÃȱ ÁÒÇÕÍÅÎÔ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÅÄ ÂÙ !ÒÄÉÌÁ ÁÂÓÏÌÕÔÅÌÙ ÉÇÎÏÒÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÕÁtion at El Buen Pastor 

in 1975 and represents another heroic (self) reconstruction of Colombian Psychology. 

Actually, token economies were not used in Colombian prisons again until the late eighties 

and the early nineties (Parra, 2000). ; according to Nancy Vargas (quoted by Muñoz, 2005) 

there was a Behavior Modification congress in 1978 at Universidad Católica de Colombia 

whose Dean was José Antonio Sánchez, and elective seminars on Juridical Psychology and 

criminology were opened in 1981 when professional practices in this area were inaugurated 

with the General Director of Prisons and a group of psychologists led by Mercedes Loizo 

starting these practices in the prisons.  In this sense, the Behavior Therapy implemented at El 

Buen Pastor was not successful for a direct socio-technical reconfiguration of psychology and 

its professional exercise, as these other events mobilized by Sánchez and others turns out to 

be the conditions needed to achieve such reconfiguration.   

 

Addressing the enactments from the circulation of technology, the initial construction 

process of the intervention devices of this chapter in the US did not contemplate the latter 

use of those techniques to (a) demarcate a new therapeutic expertise from psychiatrists in 

Colombia in the curricula and the professional practice, (b) promote experimental practices 

in Colombian universities and (c) legitimate an administrative and political decision on the 

direction of a Colombian prison. In other words, those devices delimitated a boundary or 

frontier; in a similar way to that proposed by Lampland and Leigh-Star (2009) for 

standardization devices, these intervention devices allowed a communication process in the 

therapeutic arena between different experts, psychiatrists and psychologists in this case.  In 

the same way, the circulation of these devices was one of the factors that allowed Colombian 

psychology to move from expertise based on testing towards one based on therapeutics 

during the seventies.  

 

Other conÃÌÕÓÉÏÎÓ ÄÅÒÉÖÅÄ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ-ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌȱ ÂÁÓÉÓ 

of these devices was one of the reasons of their success in the consolidation of experimental 

psychology practices, and in the construction of the social imaginary of psychologists as 

ÅØÐÅÒÔÓ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÁÇÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÓÅ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ÄÅÖÉÃÅÓȟ ÉÎ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÁÃÁÄÅÍÉÃ ÓÅÔÔÉÎÇÓ ÁÎÄ ÉÎ 

society in general. Nevertheless, more empirical and historical research is required in order 

to strengthen the argument that these behavioral techniÑÕÅÓ ÉÎ #ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁ ×ÅÒÅ Ȱactants that 

offered the possibility of holding society together as a wholeȱ ɉ,ÁÔÏÕÒȟ ρωωρɊȟ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÉÂÌÅ ÆÏÒ 
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the reconfiguration of the sociotechnical network named Colombian Psychology into a new 

whole. Perhaps these devices transformed social relations such as the ones between patient 

and mental health caregiver through the formal and public regulation of a new professional 

exercise; tracing changes to mental health categories in the political and public arena is a 

research direction that could achieve a more conclusive argument.  

 

It is possible that actors such as Gutierrez and her professors thought that certain local 

problems could be solved by using Behavioral technologies or applied psychology to enhance 

ÔÈÅ ÃÏÕÎÔÒÙȭÓ ȰÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔȱ ÉÎ ÁÄÄÉÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ ÐÏÓÉÔÉÏÎÉÎÇ Á ÔÅÃÈÎÉÃÁÌ ÄÅÖÉÃÅ ÔÏ ÌÅÇÉÔÉÍÁÔÅ ÔÈÅÉÒ 

own practices. If so, the notion of control as an adequate means of societal improvement was 

ÔÈÅ ÒÅÁÓÏÎ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÉÓ ȰÄÉÆÆÕÓÉÏÎȱȠ ÂÕÔ ÎÏÔȟ ÏÆ ÃÏÕÒÓÅȟ ÁÎÙ ËÉÎÄ ÏÆ ÃÏÎÔÒÏÌȟ ÂÕÔ ÓÐÅÃÉÆÉÃÁÌÌÙ Á 

behaviorally engineered one, in which behavioral technologies should be used to improve 

society. Nevertheless, from a deconstructive perspective, we might argue that as these actors 

ÃÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ȰÁÆÆÏÒÄ ÆÒÅÅÄÏÍȱȟ ÁÓ 3ËÉÎÎÅÒ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÅÄ ÉÎ ρωχρȟ ÓÏ ÁÎ ÉÄÅÏÌÏÇÙ and a politics of 

control to produce ideal behavioral results (rehabilitated people) were assembled with the 

ÐÕÒÐÏÓÅ ÏÆ ÓÏÌÖÉÎÇ ÏÕÒ ȰÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔȱ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓȟ ÁÌÌ ÂÅÇÉÎÎÉÎÇ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÔÅÓÔ ÁÔ %Ì "ÕÅÎ 

Pastor.   

 

It is also important to take into account that though the Sisters had performed their work for 

a long time in an efficient way , the public accusation against them in a liberal social moment 

in Colombia was highly effective. They addressed their public trajectory,  requested support 

from higher  instances, offered explanations of the way the money was being used, received 

the support of the conservative party, and they even tried to fight against their opposition by 

ÉÎÆÌÕÅÎÃÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓȟ ÍÁËÉÎÇ ÔÈÅÍ ÂÅÌÉÅÖÅ ÔÈÅÙ ×ÅÒÅ ÕÓÅÄ ÁÓ ȰÌÁÂ ÒÁÂÂÉÔÓȱȢ (Ï×Åver, the 

Sisters also acknowledged the technique was effective, and that their problem was not with 

ÔÈÅ ȰÓÔÒÁÎÇÅȱ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÓȟ ÂÕÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÁÃÃÕÓÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÉÒ Ï×Î ÁÎÔÉ-Christian 

methods and practices. They claimed psychological treatment should be accompanied by 

ȰÌÏÖÅ ÁÎÄ #ÈÒÉÓÔÉÁÎ ÃÈÁÒÉÔÙȱ ÙÅÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÎÉÓÈÍÅÎÔ ÂÌÏÃË ÁÔ %Ì "ÕÅÎ 0ÁÓÔÏÒ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÁÎ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅ 

of this. Unfortunately for the Sisters, the scientific device turned out not to be on their side. 

4ÈÅÙ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ȰÁÆÆÏÒÄ ÆÒÅÅÄÏÍȱ ÅÉÔÈÅÒ 

 

As we have seen, behavioral technologies spread through several new psychology curricula 

and departments in the late seventies and the early eighties. Likewise, several Psychological 
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associations were founded from 1972 to 1979, and different academic events about Behavior 

therapy were held from 1972 to 1980; in the same way, many Colombian psychologists 

studied at Doctoral Programs in Clinical Psychology in the US during the seventies and 

returned to train many students during the eighties. Many professors and students from 

these institutions have led different practices in the Colombian community of Psychologists 

and Clinical Psychology seminars in several Colombian universities still include Behavior 

Therapy as a major topic so it is possible to assert that Colombian Behaviorism is still well 

represented in the current academic scenario. In this sense, the consolidation of this 

ȰÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÉÓÔȱ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ ɉ×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÓ ÎÏÔ ÈÏÍÏÇÅÎÏÕÓÌÙ ȰÒÁÄÉÃÁÌȱɊ ÉÓ ÌÅÓÓ Á ÍÁÔÔÅÒ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÕÔÈ 

of the scientific facts that underlie the approach, but of the historical contingencies and the 

social strategies that have been addressed in this paper. These include the mobilization of a 

ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ÄÉÓÃÏÕÒÓÅ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÉÔÓ ÔÅÃÈÎÉÃÁÌ ȰÐÒÏÖÅÎȱ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅÎÅÓÓ ÔÏ ÄÅÍÁÒÃÁÔÅȟ ÔÈÅ 

legitimization it received from political figures, the North-South network that was spreading 

at that time, the mobilization of its actors through a legal project in the Congress, the 

circulation of these new devices through a publication in 1969, along with other features that 

deserve a deeper approach in the continuity of this project.  

 

The academic tensions at Universidad Nacional, Javeriana and Andes, the public 

confrontation over the intervention devices provided by Behavior Therapy, and the 

reconfigurations of the sociotechnical network of that moment, are only some examples of 

the mutual configuration of psychological science and other social settings, showing how 

ÂÁÔÔÌÅÓ ÉÎ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÁÒÅ ×ÏÎ ÎÏÔ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ÁÒÇÕÍÅÎÔÓ ÁÌÏÎÅ ÂÕÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÔÈÅÒ ×ÅÁÐÏÎÓ 

such as interests and power rÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȢ 4ÈÉÓ ÅØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅ ÏÎ ȰÓÕÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÉÔÙȱ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÁÓÓÅÍÂÌÅÄ ÉÎ 

#ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁ ÉÎ Á ȰÈÅÒÏÉÃȱ ×ÁÙȟ ÂÕÔ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ Á ÓÅÔ ÏÆ ÃÏÍÐÌÅØ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȢ  

 

The description of the circulation of devices such as the ones chosen for this study can be 

used as a possible model for analyzing many other actant devices used by psychologists and 

related professionals in the history of Colombian and Latin-American science. Moreover, it 

could be one more step on the way to a better understanding of the relation between science 

and society, not only as the interaction between scientific communities and other social 

institutions but also as an ontological redirection towards the recognition of scientific 

knowledge as a social dynamic, as a sub-cultural organization within a bigger cultural 

ÆÏÒÍÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÁÎÄ Á ÈÕÍÁÎ ÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÎÓÔÅÁÄ ÏÆ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÅÉÔÈÅÒ ȰÉÎÔÅÒÒÕÐÔÅÄȱ ÏÒ ȰÉÎÔÅÒÆÅÒÅÄȱ ÂÙ 
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personal and social conditions, is actually only possible because of these factors which are 

inherent in its dynamic, as they are in all forms of knowledge.  

2.8 What about STS?   

With reference to the negotiations between different actants, the so-ÃÁÌÌÅÄ Ȱ4ÈÉÒÄ 7ÁÖÅ ÏÆ 

343ȱ ɉ#ÏÌÌÉÎÓ ÁÎÄ %ÖÁÎÓȟ ςππςɊ ÈÁÓ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ Á ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔÉÁÔÉÏÎ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ expertise and 

experience, and that it is up to the core set of a scientific controversy to enact these 

distinctions in terms of relative competence. After analysing the historical reconstruction of 

the controversy over Behavior Therapy in Colombia, it is difficult to maintain such a 

distinction which seems an attempt to return to the demarcation between lay people and 

experts, which has been precisely deconstructed by STS since the incarnation of the Strong 

Programme (Bloor, 1971:1998), the Sociology of Scientific Knowledge and the 

Emancipation/Popularization movements (Freire, 1974; Pérez-Bustos, 2010).  

The ontological frontier traced by Collins and Evans (2002) assumes that a core-set is made 

up of those scientists deeply involved in experimentation or theorization directly relevant to 

a scientific controversy; in this sense, a core-set is often quite small ɀ perhaps a dozen 

scientists. Sometimes it is possible to identify a core-group which is a group of scientists 

which emerges after a controversy has been settled for practical purposes. Collins and Evans 

assert that only the members of the core-set or core-group can legitimately contribute to the 

formation of the consensus, or develop the science thereafter.  It is not always easy to define 

the boundaries of a core-ÓÅÔȟ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÉÔÓ ÄÉÓÐÕÔÅÓ ÏÆÔÅÎ ÉÎÖÏÌÖÅ ÔÈÅ ȬÂÏÕÎÄÁÒÙ-×ÏÒËȭ ÏÆ ÔÒÙÉÎÇ 

to define people in or out. While presenting the category core-set, Collins and Evans argue 

ÔÈÁÔ ÉÔÓ ÍÅÍÂÅÒÓ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÓ ÏÆ ÁÃÔÁÎÔÓ ×ÈÏ ÁÒÅ Ȱdeeply involved in the experimentationȱ ÓÏ ÔÈÅ 

core-group is exclusively made up of people who deserve ÔÈÅ ÏÎÔÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÓÔÁÔÕÓ ÏÆ Ȱscientistsȱȟ 

×ÈÏ ÓÈÁÌÌ ÂÅ ÔÈÅ ȰÏÎÌÙȱ ÏÎÅÓ ×ÈÏ ÃÁÎ ȰÌÅÇÉÔÉÍÁÔÅÌÙȱ ÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÆÏÒ ÃÏÎÓÅÎÓÕÓȢ -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ #ÏÌÌÉÎÓ 

and Evans claim that:  
 

ȰThere may indeed be pockets of the public that have such knowledge as a result of their 

experience, but why think that this is true of the public at large in this one area of (highly 

disputed) academic study? Once more the discovery of pockets of expertise seems to be being 

romantically extended to the public as a whole.ȣ Perhaps these authors [ Arksey, Locke and 

Turney ] are mistaking the spreading cynicism about science among the public for sociological 

expertise. Distrust is easy; sophisticated evaluation is difficult. The hard problem is to make the 
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evaluations sophisticated enough to be able to do more than just criticize; the public has also to 

struggle with the very, very difficult problem of making positive evaluations if the Problem of 

Extension is to be resolved for them as well as us.ȱ (p 281)  
 

 

)Î ÓÐÉÔÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ȰÒÏÍÁÎÔÉÃÉÓÍȱȟ expertise and experience did not have such boundaries at El 

Buen Pastor; in spite of the fact that the only certified expert in psychology had not yet 

received her degree at Los Andes, the consensus about the effectiveness and legitimacy of the 

technique transcended the ÇÒÏÕÐ ÏÆ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔÓ ɉ'ÕÔÉÅÒÒÅÚȟ ÈÅÒ ȰÁÂÓÅÎÔȱ ÓÕÐÅÒÖÉÓÏÒȟ ÔÈÅ 

0ÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ &ÁÃÕÌÔÉÅÓɊ ÔÏ ÉÎÃÏÒÐÏÒÁÔÅ ÔÈÅ 3ÉÓÔÅÒÓ ɉ×ÈÏ ×ÅÒÅ ÎÏÔ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔÓȱ ÉÎ ÓÐÉÔÅ ÏÆ ÂÅÉÎÇ 

ÅØÐÅÒÔÓ ÉÎ ȰÌÏÖÅ ÁÎÄ #ÈÁÒÉÔÙȱɊȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÎÔÓ ɉ×ÈÏ ÂÅÃÁÍÅ ÅØÐÅÒÔÓ ÉÎ ÃÏÕÎÔÅÒ-control), the 

other prisoners (who did not engage in the experiment but perfectly understood the 

implications of it) and the General Director of Prisons (whose enactments were supported by 

ÔÈÅ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃȱ ÓÔÁÔÕÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÅØÐÅÒÉÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÄÅÖÉÃÅɊȢ  0ÅÒÈÁÐÓ ÔÈÅÒÅ ×ÁÓ Á ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÓÉÔuation at 

Universidad Nacional, but a core-set was not established either since Behavior Therapy 

lacked supporting actors after Ardila and Sanchez left the University; at Universidad 

Javeriana the effectivity and legitimacy of the device was a matter of consensus between a 

ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔȱ 3ÁÎÃÈÅÚ ÁÎÄ *ÉÍÅÎÅÚ Á ȰÔÈÅÏÌÏÇÉÓÔ ɉÁÎÄ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔɊȱȢ )Æ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÒÅ-set proposed by 

#ÏÌÌÉÎÓ ÁÎÄ %ÖÁÎÓ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÓ ÏÎÌÙ ÔÈÅ ȰÉÎÔÅÒÎÁÌȱ ÃÏÎÆÒÏÎÔÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔȟ ÔÈÅÎ 7ÈÁÔ 

is the point of researching Science and Society? If this is the case, then we are sealing the 

Black Box again under the assumption that no other scenarios are assembled into the 

ÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ ËÎÏ×ÌÅÄÇÅȢ )Æ ×Å ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÁÎÄ ȰÂÏÕÎÄÁÒÉÅÓȱ ÆÒÏÍ ÁÎ ÉÎÔÅÒÁÃÔÉÖÅȟ ÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÖÉÓÔ ÁÎÄ 

relational approach, they are the result of a specific dynamic of circulation, not a given entity 

ÔÈÁÔ ÓÈÁÌÌ ÂÅ ȰÄÉÓÃÏÖÅÒÅÄȱ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ 343 ÓÃÈÏÌÁÒ ɉ2ÉÐȟ ςππσȠ *ÁÓÁÎÏÆÆȟ ςππσɊ  

 

.ÅÖÅÒÔÈÅÌÅÓÓȟ ÔÈÉÓ ËÉÎÄ ÏÆ Ȱ0ÅÒÉÏÄÉÃ 4ÁÂÌÅ ÏÆ %ØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅȱ ɉ#ÏÌÌÉÎÓ ÁÎÄ %ÖÁÎÓȟ ςππςȠ ÓÅÅ 'ÏÏÄÁÙȟ 

2009) named Social Studies of Expertise and Experience redirects our conceptual and 

methodological questions regarding the idea of extension: in other words, what is the 

ÅØÔÅÎÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÐÔÉÏÎ ȬÃÏÎÔÒÏÖÅÒÓÙȭ ÏÒ ȬÓÏÃÉÏ-ÔÅÃÈÎÉÃÁÌ ÔÅÎÓÉÏÎȭȩ Instead of performing 

a nostalgic exercise of attributing scientific or expert status to different actants, or becoming 

somehow the judges of knowledge distribution, the STS empirical approach to controversies 

such as Colombian Behavior Therapy and El Buen Pastor increases our understanding of  the 

social dynamics of science, in the sense that such core-sets are simply another way to 

describe science and that such divisions between expertise and experience are constructions 
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of reality in which it is the traditional assumptions of some STS scholars (in this case Collins 

and Evans) that get assembled. 

 

If a topological and limited description of the network interactions at El Buen Pastor were 

possible, other categories than the core-set must take prominence, perhaps under the 

ÁÓÓÕÍÐÔÉÏÎ ÔÈÁÔ ȰÅØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅȱ ÉÓ ÁÎÏÔÈÅÒ ÔÈÉÎÇ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÓ ÃÏ-constructed during the interaction 

with the actant device. 

2.9  Primary and secondary assemblages  

We can define a primary assemblage as the set of direct interactions between the described 

ÏÂÊÅÃÔ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÁÃÔÁÎÔÓȢ (ÅÒÅȟ ȰÄÉÒÅÃÔȱ ÍÅÁÎÓ Á first-line transformation and translation 

between the elements of the assemblage, this means the actants descriptively located in this 

ÎÏÄÅ ÏÒ ȬÓÉÔÅȭ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÅÓ Á ÆÉÒÓÔ ÓÅÔ ÏÆ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÎ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÎÏÎÅ Ïf the actants need to have 

ȰÅØÐÅÒÔÉÓÅȱ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÏÂÊÅÃÔȟ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÔÒÁÎÓÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÁÎÄ ÅÎÁÃÔÍÅÎÔÓ ÏÆ ÉÔ ÁÒÅ ÅÎÏÕÇÈȢ ,ÉËÅ×ÉÓÅȟ 

a secondary assemblage addresses the interactions between the described object and actors 

from other spheres. This kind of indirect interaction is a second line transformation; this 

means that the complexity of this secondary set of relations integrates the translation 

provided by an actant or group of interest from the primary node. In turn, this implies that 

the interactions of an actant in the secondary node with the technical device is also mediated, 

transformed and translated by the primary node actants. Moreover, outside of the 

description of an assemblage, it is possible to find other actants implicated in the tension of 

the node, but again, their interaction with the described object is also mediated by other 

intermediate actants.  

 

With the case of El Buen Pastor as our example, the described object is the Behavior 

Modification Technique circulated by Gutierrez, who enacted specific translations and 

interests such as a public test of effectiveness and a public and political recognition of the 

possible uses of these US techniques.  The interaction of Gutierrez was mediated by her 

supervisor in another moment (and never again), but in the specific moment at El Buen 

Pastor she was the one in charge of mobilizing this device, so we could say her interaction 

×ÁÓ ȰÄÉÒÅÃÔȱȢ 4ÈÅ ÐÒÉÓÏÎÅÒÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÎÏÔ ȰÅØÐÅÒÔÓȱ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÍÅÁÎÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÏÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÄÅÖÉÃÅȟ 

but their experience and Behavior Therapy were mutually reconfigured by the 

implementation of the device. Even those prisoners who did not participate in the 
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experiment, were also transformed by this interaction and co-constructed the object.  The 

Sisters of Charity were not part of the experiment and did not manage the initial circulation 

of the device, yet their social organisation and practices were directly reconfigured by this 

circulation, and vice versa. Thus, the Behavior Modification Technique, the student of 

psychology, the prisoners, the Sisters of Charity and the transformations, reconfigurations 

and new complexities resulting from these interactions, constitute the Primary Assemblage.  

 

In this empirical and descriptive exercise about Behavior Therapy at El Buen Pastor, there 

were also different actants who did not interact directly with the object but with a translation 

of the object performed by the actants of the Primary Assemblage. For example, Cardinal 

Anibal Muñoz (whose comprehension of the object was mediated by the Sisters) and the 

General Director of Prisons (whose understanding was modulated by Gutierrez) comprise 

the Secondary Assemblage. There were other actants like the Minister of Justice, the Catholic 

Church, the Liberal and Conservative parties, but their interactions, tensions and 

negotiations could not be approached closely enough with the methodology used for this 

research, so, it is  decision of the researcher or the STS scholarly community to set practical 

limits on those other relations.  

 

A graphic representation of the assemblages implicated at El Buen Pastor is depicted in 

Figure 7; it is important to consider tÈÁÔ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÒÅÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÔÈÅ ȰÓÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔÓȱ ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ÈÏÌÄ 

any privileged positions in comparison with other actants, so it is not necessary to be an 

ȰÅØÐÅÒÔȱ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÍÁÒÙ ÓÅÔ ÏÆ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȢ -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒȟ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÓÔÉÎÃÔÉÏÎ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ 0ÒÉÍÁÒÙ ÁÎÄ 

Secondary Assemblages is not a given, instead it is a description of the ways the 

interrelations were constructed in the analyzed case.  Thus, the categories of Primary and 

Secondary Assemblages result from, and are not prior to, the description; even though the 

ideas of assemblages are provided by ANT comprehensions of reality they are just another 

way of constructing reality from a research point of view.   

The central location of the technical device is not a form of technological determinism or 

fetishism.  Its centrality is because the technical device and its mobilizations provided the 

means to trace the relations empirically, and because, in its very composition, it comprises 

the relations of the assemblages. Where further research of a similar kind to address, for 

example, the scientific controversies around abortion in Colombia in the 1970s, it would 

involve different contingent assemblages around techno-scientific devices, tensions between 
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the liberal party, the church, the conservative party and other actants and would entail 

tracing a new set of relations. Whatever any forthcoming investigations may be, an important 

consideration STS scholars must keep in mind while doing research is that the limits of the 

relevant network traced in a case study are not given or pre-established, they are 

constructed during the research.  This means that a question like what are the limits of the 

network? is actually empirical  instead of  a mere conceptual enquiry.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Figure  2-7 Graphic representation of Primary and Secondary assemblages. 

 

Let us see in the following chapter, other possible research directions in which STS research 

would allow us to rethink psychological devices and different problematic interdisciplinary 

areas, and outline possible primary and secondary assemblages in other fields.  
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3.  Possible research guidelines   

Several fields of research could be outlined from interdisciplinary approaches such as STS, 

the way psychological devices interact and assemble with other devices comprise a rich set of 

phenomena which directions may be merely described.  

3.1 The life in the l ÁÂÏÒÁÔÏÒÙȣÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙȠ ÆÒÏÍ 
experimentation to accreditation  

 

The circulation of intervention devices was a key strategy to legitimate experimental 

psychology at different universities in Colombia during the seventies. This chapter describes 

how laboratories of experimental psychology were established from the late 1970s to the 

early 2000s in different universities, the knowledge production of these laboratories as a 

factory of facts and artifacts, and the way having laboratories became a requirement for 

accreditation of different Faculties and Departments of Psychology by the Consejo Nacional 

de Ácreditación. The transition of laboratories and experimental practices from legitimated to 

legitimating instances may be understood as a conceptual development of psychology and a 

successful spread of scientific models in Colombian psychology; nevertheless, it is also 

possible that the inclusion of such requirement in the accreditation guidelines may be 

associated with an administrative interest in exerting control over the growing number of 

psychology faculties in the country.  

 

Since the inauguration of a laboratory of experimental psychology implies the acquisition 

and usage of operant chambers, T-mazes, apparatuses for the study of perception and other 

cognitive phenomena, specialized software and other apparatus which tend not to be made 

in Colombia, an analysis of these devices as a means of maintaining North-South academic 

relations is made. Moreover, because the financial capability to invest in laboratories is a 

condition which is not fulfilled by many faculties and departments, an assemblage of 



70 Colombian Psychology: Reconstructions from STS 

 

ȰÑÕÁÌÉÔÙȱ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎȱ ÏÆ ÐÓÙÃÈÏÌÏÇÙ ÉÓ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÄ ÁÓ Á ÐÒÅÖÁÌÅÎÔ ÃÈÁÒÁÃÔÅÒÉÓÔÉÃ ÏÆ 

accreditation processes in different Colombian localities. Finally, through a review of 

institutional files and the use of ethnographic methods, a case study is provided about the 

practices performed in laboratories of psychology regarding the negotiation of facts, and the 

rhetoric used by scientists to establish relations between the laboratory facts and the social 

relevance of their results as a condition for continued financial aid in different institutions.  

3.2 Psychometric tests and the access to education and 
work  

 

The statistics and metrologies used by psychology have allowed this discipline to demarcate 

itself as a measurement expertise of psychological traces; this kind of naturalization and the 

claim of scientific knowledge about subjectivity have mobilized psychology in different 

professional fields, organizations and educational institutions. This chapter analyzes the 

enactments of psychological expertise and psychometric tests in selection processes as ways 

of filtering and regulating the huge number of applications for education and work.  

 

The deconstruction of the ideological assumptions assembled in statistics, the personality 

theories supporting such arguments, and the psychometric devices themselves, is provided 

in this chapter. Moreover, some possible intersections between Social Studies of Science and 

Technology (STS) and Critical Management Studies (CMS) are outlined as fields interested in 

the agency of such devices. Finally some considerations about the social rights of education 

and work are discussed.  

 

Through interviews, the analysis of the most common psychometric devices employed in 

selection and application processes, and the review of various technical reports on 

performance during the tests, two empirical cases are reconstructed; one in Empresa 

Temporal de Trabajo (ETT) and the other in a private university in Colombia.  
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3.3 Assessment and intervention devices for Displaced 
People: controversies and regulat ion of social rights  

 

According to Francis Deng (2007) Internally Displaced People (IDP) are persons or groups of 

persons who have been forced or obliged to leave their homes or places of residence, in order 

to escape from armed conflicts, situations of generalized violence, violations of human rights 

or natural or human-made disasters, and who have not crossed an internationally recognized 

state border.  The Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre (IDMC, 2010) asserts that there 

are at least 27,500,000 IDP in the globe and countries such as Colombia (5,200,000) Congo 

(1,700,000) and Iraq (2,800,000) have the highest percentages of IDP in their populations. 

Different from refugees, IDP people are not eligible to receive international protection under 

the 195ρ 2ÅÆÕÇÅÅ #ÏÎÖÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ρωφχ 0ÒÏÔÏÃÏÌȢ !ÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ )$-#ȟ ȰȢȢthe 

international community is not under the same legal obligation to protect and assist internally 

displaced peopleȱ ÁÎÄ ȰȢȢNational governments have the primary responsibility for the security 

and well-being of all displaced people on their territory, but often they are unable or unwilling 

to live up to this obligationȱ  

 

Most of the research carried out about this growing situation in Colombia could be classified 

in three major areas: (a) the study of violence as a cause and a social problem from 

Anthropology, Sociology and Criminology (Cuchumbé and Vargas, 2007), (b) the description 

of the policies about displacement currently ruling these social dynamics (CEO, 2004) and (c) 

the effects of displacement on mental health and life quality in general (Quintero, 2008; PGN, 

2009; CODHES, 2011). However, the scientific arguments and the technological devices 

surrounding this problematic have not been addressed in a theoretical and empirical way.  

 

An important issue around the possible deconstruction of the scientific assumptions 

underlying the public confrontations about social displacement due to violence regards the 

ÎÕÍÂÅÒÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÃÌÁÉÍÅÄ Ȱ3ÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ 6ÁÌÉÄÉÔÙȱ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔÓ ÔÈÅÍȠ ÔÈÉÓ ËÉÎÄ ÏÆ 

confrontation is only one of many examples that have taken place in Colombia; an STS 

approach to these standards (Leigh Star and Lampland, 2009) could describe and 

comprehend these kinds of controversies and negotiations, so that new policies can take 

those underlying assumptions of different interest groups into account. This does not mean 

ÔÈÁÔ Á ÂÅÔÔÅÒ ÃÏÍÐÒÅÈÅÎÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÔÙÐÅÓ ÏÆ ȰÔÒÕÔÈȱ ÉÍÐÌÉÅÄ ÉÎ ÅÖÅÒÙ ÐÏÓÉÔÉÏÎ ×ÏÕÌÄ 
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lead to improved policies about the problem, but it would be an interesting first step to 

compare it with other localities.  

 

The Colombian government has created the Sistema Único de Registro (SUR, in English 

Unique Registering System) in which displaced people must register as a mandatory 

requirement to access State aid. According to this system, there were 1,148,696 violently 

displaced people in Colombia in 2003; but this number decreased because the government 

created the Sistema de Estimación por Fuentes Contrastadas (SEFC, in English Estimation 

System by Contrasted Sources) in which experts in statistics and other scientists performed a 

ȰÃÏÎÔÒÁÓÔȱ ÏÒ ÃÏÍÐÁÒÉÓÏÎ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÏÒÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÍÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ ÁÃÃÅÓÓ 

ÔÏ Á ÐÌÁÃÅ ÔÏ ÌÉÖÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ ÔÏ ÅØÃÌÕÄÅ ÔÈÅÍ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ Ȱ$ÉÓÐÌÁÃÅÄȱ ÃÏÎÄÉÔÉÏÎȢ 

Therefore the number of displaced people in Colombia estimated for 2003 -2010 was 

expected to reduce to 753,224.  

 

According to some public media, the number of violently displaced people in Colombia has 

increased by 300% from 2004 to 2011 (Vargas, 2010). Nevertheless, the regulations and the 

ways of intervention have been slightly modified during recent years; while the Colombian 

government claims that the number of displaced people has decreased by 56% since 2004, 

NGOs such as CODHES (Human Rights and Displacement Consultory Service) have claimed that 

ÔÈÅÓÅ ÎÕÍÂÅÒÓ ÁÎÄ ÓÔÁÔÉÓÔÉÃÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÂÅÅÎ ȰÍÁÎÉÐÕÌÁÔÅÄȱ ɉ6ÁÒÇÁÓȟ ςππωɊȢ 

 

The official government responses circulated in Colombian media claim that NGOs are 

overreacting to the problem and that NGOs consider everybody who claims to be a displaced 

person an IDP without a systematic registration procedure (Forero, 2008). Even though the 

Colombian government has asserted that it has performed a suitable and strict assessment 

process, during 2010 and 2011, several cases have been ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔÅÄ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ ȰÆÒÁÕÄÕÌÅÎÔ 

ÄÉÓÐÌÁÃÅÄ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȱ ÏÒ Á ȰÄÉÓÐÌÁÃÅÍÅÎÔ ÃÁÒÔÅÌȱ ɉ-ÏÌÁÎÏȟ ςπρπɊȢ  4ÈÅÓÅ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÁÒÅ ÓÁÉÄ ÔÏ ÂÅ 

ÇÅÔÔÉÎÇ ÍÁÎÙ ÂÅÎÅÆÉÔÓ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ 3ÔÁÔÅ ÉÎ ÓÐÉÔÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ȰÓÔÒÉÃÔȱ ÁÓÓÅÓÓÍÅÎÔ ÐÒÏÃÅÓÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÓÔÒÏÎÇ 

demands and penalties have been dictated against these persons in the International Court.  

 

The possibility of STS and other disciplines interested in the public management of social 

rights as an approach to global socially relevant problems, could represent an interesting 

way to understand this controversial arena through a PhD research work. The technical 
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devices and scientific discourses used by the governments of less-developed countries and 

private (NGO) organizations to assess (define), and treat displaced people (because of the 

violence) and manage their social rights, constitute a socio-technical network in which a 

reflexive analysis (Ashmore, 1989), or  a Second-Order Psychology (Brown, 2009) and other 

critical approaches (Rose, 1996; Jaraba and Mora, 2010) may provide plausible descriptions 

and partial analyses of the implied dynamics.  

 

As well as statistics and percentages, most of the technical devices are provided by 

disciplines including psychology, psychiatry, social work and others.  The circulation and 

implementation of these devices may be controversial, because of the regulation of social 

rights they imply; these controversies could be reconstructed and depicted with empirical 

and field work. The main public topic has consisted of government responsibility in public 

scenarios and several organizations with different interests have been involved in 

ÄÉÓÃÕÓÓÉÏÎÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÄÅÖÉÃÅÓȢ Ȱ3ÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃÁÌÌÙ ÖÁÌÉÄÁÔÅÄȱ ÔÏÏÌÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ÔÅÓÔÓȟ ÃÈÅÃËÌÉÓÔÓȟ 

assessment and intervention protocols, among others, are mobilized as Golems (in the sense 

proposed by Collins and Pinch, 1994) in order to legitimize different interests and power 

relations. It is also interesting that most of the time the devices used by public entities are 

quite different from the ones employed by private organizations, at least in the Colombian 

case.  

 

The controversies between the government administration and the NGOs have been carried 

out in some of the public media, but such confrontations have not been addressed in an 

empirical way to analyze the scientific arguments and assumptions underlying the various 

claims. A preliminary search on the topic evidences the agency of technological objects over 

this problematic yet a critical analysis of the scientific arguments are not topics in local 

publications or academic settings. These technological objects mainly consist of assessment 

protocols constructed by physicians, psychologists or psychiatrists, most of them oriented to 

the diagnosis of Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) and/or Dissociative Disorders (DD). 

Some other devices consist of checklists where general life quality indicators are addressed, 

×ÈÉÌÅ ÏÔÈÅÒÓ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÒÁÐÅÕÔÉÃ ÐÒÏÔÏÃÏÌÓ ÔÏ ȰÔÒÅÁÔȱ 043$ ÁÎÄ $$Ȣ 4ÈÏÕÇÈ ÍÏÓÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÓÅ 

devices are used by professionals and expert trained people, there are many aspects of these 

implementations that could be addressed in an empirical and critical way through research 

ÆÉÅÌÄ ×ÏÒËȢ &ÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅȟ ÔÈÅ ×ÁÙ ȰÅØÐÅÒÔÓȱ ÄÅÃÉÄÅ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÐÒÏÔÏÃÏÌ ÔÏ ÕÓÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÓÏÕÒÃÅÓ 
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implied in such decisions, the arguments they use to receive financial support, the interests 

and agendas followed by the government and the private organizations, and the institution 

ÁÎÄ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔ ÇÒÏÕÐ ÔÈÅ ȰÅØÐÅÒÔȱ ÂÅÌÏÎÇÓ ÔÏȟ ÁÍÏÎÇ ÏÔÈÅÒÓȢ -ÏÒÅÏÖÅÒ ÔÈÅ presence of scientific 

ÃÁÔÅÇÏÒÉÅÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ Ȱ043$ȱ ÁÎÄ Ȱ$$ȱ ÁÓ ÎÅÃÅÓÓÁÒÙ conditions / requirements for receiving 

financial aid and other social rights by the government or other enterprises represents a 

scenario where the agency of the technological object and the standard (Latour, 1991; 

Lampland and Star, 2009) play a very important role in different localities, including 

Colombia.  

 

Besides the possible underlying interests and the scientific rhetoric used by the government 

and private sectors in the public media in reference to violent displacement and to legitimate 

the effectiveness of intervention programs in Colombia, this research proposal is also 

interested in approaching this wide social problem in different localities from a socio-

technological perspective. If the problem of displacement is understood as a set of complex 

relations that take place inside of a network of actors and technological objects, new and 

interesting relations, and descriptions could emerge to provide innovative and more 

symmetrical perspectives on the problem.  

 

The description of the social dynamics that rule over these Golems (technological objects and 

scientific discourses around displacement) could represent an empirical challenge; in general 

terms an important question would be:  ¿What is the agency of these devices in the regulation 

and administration of social rights of displaced people in different countries? Some of the 

questions that can be derived from this one include:  

-What are these devices? 

-Where where these devices constructed? 

-What social and cultural dynamics were incorporated (or assembled) in the 

construction of such devices? 

-When and how were these devices circulated and mobilized in public scenarios? 

-How has the socio-technical network (devices, displaced people, experts, 

government, NGOs etc.) been reorganized after the circulation of these devices? 

- What disciplines (psychology, psychiatry, medicine, legal expertise, public 

management, etc) have been involved in these controversies? 

-How are these devices used? 
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-Who use these devices? 

-Why are these particular devices used and not others? 

-What discourses and indicators of effectiveness have been used to address the 

necessity of these devices? 

- What interests could the public administration have to decrease the percentage of  

displaced people? 

- What interests could private organizations have in suggesting that the government 

has manipulated the percentage of displaced people? 

- Have any controversies around this topic taken place in other localities? 

- Could there be commonalities in the socio-technical dynamics around this problem 

(displacement) in different localities? 

-What social rights of IDP are regulated through the usage of these devices and their 

supporting scientific arguments in different localities? 

-What social rights are possibly being denied to IDP through the use of these devices 

and arguments in different localities? 

The main objectives of this approach comprise: (1) identify the devices and technical-

scientific discourses that participate in the process of validation and psychosocial 

intervention given to displaced people in different localities. Moreover, (2) describe the 

relations, tensions and negotiations between actors, discourses, practices, devices and socio-

political groups around displacement and (3) revisit the public controversies about these 

devices. Finally (4) compare the dynamics of assessment and intervention regarding 

displaced people in other places such as the Middle East and Africa.  

 

On the basis of the cross-national approach of this preliminary proposal, the following 

strategies could be useful to perform the empirical task; after identifying important actors 

(professionals and experts in charge of assessment, intervention and follow-up, directors of 

NGOs in the UK or the USA) from different interest groups in every network (Colombia, and 

others), it could be possible to conduct interviews in order to analyze the discourse obtained. 

The same strategy could be performed with displaced people in assessment or following 

assessment, in treatment.   

Moreover, a documentary review of the protocols used in different localities and the 

corresponding policies about displacement; this review could extend to the official 

documents published by private and government organizations in different localities. It 
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would also be compelling to manage focus groups of people in situations of displacement 

from different areas of every relevant area.  Because of the empirical character of this 

proposal it would be interesting to perform field ethnographies about the practices of 

implementation of these devices in the centers or places where they are administered. 

Finally, an exhaustive local media review about different topics of displacement in different 

scenarios, especially the ones that refer to assessment and intervention processes, or 

controversies between interest groups.  

 

#ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÓÏ ÃÁÌÌÅÄ ȰÌÅÓÓ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÅÄȱ ÃÏÕÎÔÒÉÅÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÆÒÅÑÕÅÎÔ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÒÅÌÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ 

social inequality and internal displacement, but the deconstruction of scientific, 

administrative and technological assumptions around the technical devices used to distribute 

and manage social rights in Colombia and other countries could contribute to reduce the 

inequality between displaced people without rights and others by a critical approach to the 

scientific, administrative and technological arguments regarding the practices put in place to 

deal with displacement as a social problem. Or at least, this kind of proposed approach could 

ÂÅ ÕÓÅÆÕÌ ÔÏ ÁÒÒÁÎÇÅ ÍÏÒÅ ȰÓÙÍÍÅÔÒÉÃÁÌȱ ÄÉÓÃÕÓÓÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÄÅÃÉÓÉÏÎ ÓÃÅÎÁÒÉÏÓ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ 

social, political and cultural dynamics around Internally Displaced People.  
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