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Abstract: When scientists embrace a different paradigm, this naturally leads to a shift 
in academic behavior. While the importance and necessity of the pluriversal design 
framework are evident, understanding how this paradigm influences academic con-
duct is less clear. Through a systematic literature review of 103 academic papers on 
the pluriversal approach, it is deducted what it is that researchers do or suggest to do 
when shaping their research and design practice through the pluriversal design para-
digm. In this study, the pluriversal design paradigm is distilled into a set of foundational 
prerequisites and design principles. These design principles can be applied by both 
scholars and practitioners across various design contexts. Since behavior and ethics 
are intertwined, this study also delves into the ethical considerations of pluriversal de-
sign.  
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1. Introduction  
“Life is universal. Its modes are pluriversal” (Erasmus 2020, 62).  

A growing community of design researchers is challenging the notion of universal 

knowledge. They assert that we inhabit a world composed of many worlds (StJohn and 

Akama 2022). These many worlds or worldviews encompass various aspects, including the 

material, spiritual, physical, and temporal dimensions (Cadaval Narezo, et al. 2023). These 

worldviews are not just perspectives (Conway and Singh 2011), but rather “a set of beliefs, 

values, and systems of knowledge that articulates communities’ social life to religion, politics, 

the economy and the environment” (Cadaval Narezo, et al. 2023, 1146). Here, the word 

‘community’ must be seen broadly: “community goes beyond the human realm as the term 

assumes that everything – the wind, the mountains, a rainbow, the animals, the people, but 

also books, our houses, the cities – has a azón-o’tan (‘heart’ in Maya-Tseltal)” (Cadaval 

Narezo, et al. 2023, 1146). These different worlds lack an overarching principle, otherwise it 

would be a universe (Castillo 2016). 
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The pluriverse embodies a process (Dunford 2020), a value (Dunford 2020), a human capa-

bility (R. Leitão 2023), a form of social design (R. Leitão 2022) and a tool (Fox and McDermott 

2020, Escobar 2020). The road to a pluriverse reality is paved by the degrowth, feminist and 

decolonial movements (Demaria and Kothari 2017). Particularly, the decolonial movement 

played a pivotal role in establishing pluriversality as a design paradigm. From a decolonial 

perspective, pluriversal design challenges the exclusive reliance on a Eurocentric perspec-

tive. Within this Eurocentric perspective, Indigenous people are often not seen as partners in 

research or design but are “situated as the object of research or design” (Barcham 2022, 7). 

This highlights “the need for renewed experimentation with practical approaches for better 

recognizing and working productively with ontological difference” (Campion, et al. 2023, 3).  

Viewed from a broader ontological perspective, the pluriversal design paradigm celebrates 

diversity. It goes beyond the mere attempt to amalgamate different viewpoints: “pluriversal-

ity is not a synonym for inclusivity or diversity. Instead, it refers to the human capacity to 

build worlds differently” (R. Leitão 2023, 17). Pluriversality encompasses a range of socio-cul-

tural worldviews and distinct realities, notably embracing what might initially appear as con-

tradictory belief systems or improbable scenarios (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020). In this 

light, pluriversal thinking can offer fresh perspectives and innovative solutions, aiding in the 

quest for alternative ways of comprehending the current and envisioning the future 

(Kayumova and Dou 2022). Consequently, the pluriversal approach finds its most fitting ap-

plication in addressing issues that require unconventional paths to progress (Maldonado-

Villalpando, et al. 2022), including matters related to sustainability, well-being, politics, jus-

tice, and the challenges of societal transformation. 

Although contributions to the pluriversal approach are relatively recent (Nourani Rinaldi 

2022), the approach represents a distinct paradigm in contrast to the universal design para-

digm. Table 1 underscores the difference between the universal and pluriversal design para-

digm. The pluriversal design approach is considered to be a shift in thinking and in creating 

and building knowledge (Dube and Moyo 2022, Kayumova and Dou 2022). This “existential 

shift” (Blaney and Trownsell 2021, 51) can be defined as a transition from an ‘ontology of 

separation’ to an ‘ontology of relatedness’ (Escobar and Maffei 2021a), thereby transform-

ing design from a transactional practice into a relational one (Noel, et al. 2023). This transi-

tion, sometimes also referred to as ‘the decolonial turn’ (Karmakar and Chetty 2023, Ortiz 

2023) or ‘relational turn’ (Trownsell, Behera and Shani 2022), implies a redesign of the de-

sign field (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020).  
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Table 1  Pluriversal paradigm versus universal paradigm (Leitão and Noel 2023, R. Leitão 2023) 

 

The emergence of this paradigm shift can be attributed to three key factors. First, academia 

is now more diverse than ever, and thus is challenging the current paradigm in many ways 

(Martinez-Vargas 2020). Second, it is a response to the prevailing zeitgeist. In contemporary 

times, programs centering too much on Eurocentric perspectives have lost international ap-

peal (Nayak 2022). Third, and most significantly, this shift is seen as imperative for our sur-

vival (Blaney and Trownsell 2021), particularly in light of the crises that demarcate the 

twenty first century (Noel, et al. 2023): “to navigate our threatened, threatening world, it 

seems more important than ever to seek out new alliances and sophisticated conjunctions” 

(Jensen 2022, 191). 

How does one navigate this path? How can we effectively implement the pluriversal design 

paradigm? How to manage difference (Jammulamadaka, et al. 2021)? Currently, knowledge 

on practical approaches to pluriversal design is limited (Arias-Gutierrez and Minoia 2023, 

Barcham 2022, Kambunga and Smith 2023, Kaul, et al. 2022) and there exists “an urgent 

need to see the pluriverse in action, directly engaging with other ontologies and world-mak-

ing practices” (Ehrnström-Fuentes and Böhm 2023, 257). If the pluriversal design paradigm is 

a tool (Escobar 2020), it's essential to understand how to effectively utilize this tool. There-

fore, this paper aims to provide practical guidance by presenting design principles. Given 

that “design is the activity that translates intangible values and ideals into tangible experi-

ences and artifacts” (R. Leitão 2023, 19), design principles serve as the mechanisms in this 

translation. These design principles can be thought of as possible strategies, recommenda-

tions, guidelines, or considerations (Interaction Design Foundation n.d.) that can be applied 

to varying degrees based on the specific context. It's crucial to distinguish between ‘design 

principles’ and the broader concept of 'principles’. While principles encapsulate fundamental 

truths or general laws, design principles offer specific recommendations or guidelines tai-

lored for the design process. Design principles provide practical suggestions to inform and 

guide the design team or design researcher. The here presented design principles have been 

derived from a comprehensive literature review, which involved dissecting the explicit and 

implicit principles proposed or used by scholars. 

 Pluriversal paradigm Universal paradigm 

Belief Multiple worlds with many 
possible ways to live and 

work 

One single world, with one 
right way to live and work 

Tendency Divergence Convergence 

Narrative Multiple narratives coexisting One underlying narrative 

Result Heterogeneity Homogeneity 
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2. Methodology 

A systematic literature review was conducted, starting with a search on Web of Science Core 

Collection using the keywords "pluriverse" or "pluriversal," which yielded 298 papers as of 

September 19th, 2023. No demarcations have been made, not on the basis of discipline, 

year or any other variable. These papers initially underwent screening by eliminating ‘false 

positives’, to retain only academically relevant research papers. After excluding book re-

views, non-English literature, and other irrelevant sources, 113 papers remained. Subse-

quently, these 113 papers were carefully examined, and based on relevance, 103 papers 

were included in this review (see the appendix for details). The 103 selected papers were 

then categorized based on their respective topics and research approaches.  

Figure 1 presents the paper distribution across various topics or orientations. It's worth not-

ing that the group labeled 'Education, Science, and Methodology' includes methodological 

papers, making it the largest category. This is not surprising, especially considering that we 

are still in the early stages of this emerging paradigm, where one would naturally anticipate 

a significant number of methodological papers. Figure 2 illustrates the relative youth of most 

papers, with the remark that the analysis was conducted in September 2023, and the year 

2023 was still in progress. It's important to emphasize that 50% of the papers have a concep-

tual nature, which influences how the design principles that are presented in this manuscript 

should be interpreted.  

To uncover design principles, open solo-coding was employed on the 103 papers, following 

Saldana's (2009) methodology, which consists of two iterative coding cycles. Initially, in the 

first cycle, data underwent In Vivo coding, marking sentences that elucidated the why and 

the how of the research. This comprehensive approach ensured the consideration of all po-

tential insights. In the second cycle, a focused coding technique was employed, categorizing 

all marked sentences into conceptual verbs and actions. Through axial coding, categories 

were iteratively organized and reorganized and two overarching themes emerged: essential 

prerequisites and tool-like design principles. The resulting design principles should be re-

garded as suggested principles, rather than being firmly grounded in practical evidence of 

effectiveness. As recently pointed out by Ehrnström-Fuentes and Böhm (2023), there is a 

pressing need for practical examples. The suggested design principles resulting from this in-

terpretative literature review may contribute to laying the groundwork for the development 

of these practical illustrations. The results of the literature study are presented in the follow-

ing section. 
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Figure 1  Distribution of the included papers by topic or orientation 

 

Figure 2  The allocation of the selected papers based on their publication year (as of September 2023) 

3. Foundational prerequisites and design principles 

The findings of the literature review reveal the existence of two fundamental principles. 

These principles are addressed first in section 3.1. They serve as foundational prerequisites 

that must be fulfilled for any attempt to implement pluriversal design to have a reasonable 

chance of success, regardless of the specific context. In the absence of these prerequisites, 

achieving a pluriverse design becomes an unattainable goal. In section 3.2, we delve into the 

discussion of the design principles themselves. 

3.1 Foundational prerequisites 
Various authors identify prerequisites or requirements for the pluriversal design paradigm. 

For instance, Blaney and Trownsell (2021) acknowledge two essential requirements: 1) tak-

ing seriously the plurality of worlds and 2) learning how to cope with incommensurate ways 
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of doing and being. Cadaval Narezo et al. (2023) also emphasize two key principles: convivi-

ality and relationality. Escobar (2021b) identifies 1) the need to challenge and undermine the 

dominant view of the human, and 2) the notion of relationality or radical interdependence 

as a way of understanding life. Despite the differences in their terminology, all these authors 

converge on two overarching principles, which, in essence, encompass similar ideas: 1) nur-

turing diversity and 2) embracing interconnectedness. 

Nurturing diversity 

A pluriversal approach signifies a shift from merely tolerating diversity to actively nurturing it 

(Querejazu 2016). This requires a ‘pedagogy of care’ or an approach centered on ‘sharing 

and caring’ (Arias-Gutierrez and Minoia 2023, Gray 2022, Loh and Shear 2022). The primary 

and most fundamental prerequisite is, therefore, the nurturing principle. Nurturing diversity 

involves recognizing that there may be various interpretations of the world and allowing 

these differing viewpoints to thrive: “pluriversality is about making those alternative worlds 

visible and contributing to their flourishing” (R. Leitão 2023, 33). This principle specifically ap-

plies to the “silent voices” (Ferretti and Barrera de la Torre 2023). Diversity, preceded by the 

active verb "nurturing," demands action: “the point of diversity is to hear from unanticipated 

sources, open up the space for different ways of knowing, and allow things to enter” (Akama, 

Light and Kamihira 2020, 9). This nurturing gets shape by embracing deep differences and 

combining that with “an ethos of non-interference coupled with hospitality and co-opera-

tion” (Conway and Singh 2011, 702). Nurturing requires effort (Eshun and Madge 2016) and 

a ‘practice of waiting’, which involves knowing when to ask questions and when to remain 

silent, when to step away and when to return while awaiting the emergence of knowledge 

(StJohn and Akama 2022). In this process, it is an inviolable rule “not to force a convergence 

of horizons” (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020, 4).  

Embracing interconnectedness 

The concept of interconnectedness must be understood as existential to the pluriversal de-

sign paradigm. As Blaney and Trownsell (2021) suggest, it's not merely a matter of starting 

with models that emphasize the deep interrelation of worlds; it's about recognizing and ac-

tively incorporating our inherent entanglement with the world as an integral aspect of our 

being, knowledge, and actions. In other words: “pluriversal should not be mistaken for a col-

lective of independent units or cultures and conflated with cultural relativism; it rather stands 

for an entangled collective of many worlds that exist and are connected by the colonial ma-

trix of power” (Azarmandi 2023). These entanglements make differences dynamic (Blaney 

and Trownsell 2021), and can lead to conflictual situations, also described as 'ontological 

conflicts' (Oslender 2019). This interconnectedness is not confined to cultures; it extends to 

methods and methodologies (Koro 2022) and to natural and spiritual entities (Akama, Light 

and Kamihira 2020, Ishii 2022). Embracing interconnectedness is fundamentally about the 

'principle of relationality' (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020, Masquelier 2022). Recognizing 

the relationships and connections between all conceivable entities is at the core of the onto-

logical approach, and this approach demands a “caring attitude for the relatedness of things” 



 

Design principles of the pluriversal design paradigm 

 

7 

 

(Croon 2022, 241). Pluriversal relationality is multidimensional (Trownsell, Behera and Shani 

2022) and all interactions should be conducted ‘in a spirit of kindness and honesty’ (Huaman 

2022). To nurture interconnectedness, the concept of re-rooting - strengthening existing 

roots and re-establishing lost or new ones - and re-commoning – re-establishing an ethos of 

the common - are suggested (Nirmal and Rocheleau 2019).  

3.2 Design principles 
From the comprehensive literature study, seven design principles emerge: 1) cultivating 

radical empathy, 2) fostering (re)imagination and delinking, 3) encouraging physical 

encounters, 4) employing narratives, 5) utilizing mapping, visual thinking, and bodily 

expressions, 6) embracing a participatory approach, and 7) harnessing knowledge. These 

design principles are best viewed as potential tools available to the designer or researcher. 

They are not mandatory but rather serve as a versatile toolbox for conducting design 

practice or research design. The interconnections between these principles are significant, 

and they are presented here in a random order. 

Cultivating radical empathy 

Given the substantial discrepancies among different worlds, the cultivation of radical empa-

thy is an important element in navigating in a pluriverse worlding (Brandão, et al. 2021). It 

enables the researcher to gain both a broader and a deeper understanding of complex issues 

(Noel, et al. 2023). Radical empathy entails exploring the work and perspectives of others 

“as valid contributions to the future and not as mere curiosities or exoticisms” (R. Leitão 

2023, 33). It involves a dedication to understanding (Noel, et al. 2023) and being moved by 

differences (Croon 2022). This approach encompasses curiosity, self-reflection, learning 

from, and exploring with Indigenous communities (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020), as well 

as embracing an affective attitude and a "feeling-thinking" process (Arias-Gutierrez and Mi-

noia 2023). Radical empathy can be particularly challenging when dealing with entities, such 

as “earthlings that we cannot speak with” (Francesca and Saverio 2022, 60). Cultivating radi-

cal empathy necessitates scholars to be acutely conscious of pluralism (Conway and Singh 

2011) and learn to be at ease with existential discomfort (Blaney and Trownsell 2021).  This 

discomfort prompts individuals to confront their own vulnerabilities and uncertainties, 

which fosters a deeper understanding of the human condition and cultivates a heightened 

sensitivity to diverse worldviews. Radical empathy also involves a willingness to unlearn 

what we think we know about each other and about design, and relearn how to collabora-

tively navigate the unknown (McArthur, Zhang and Xu 2022). Creating an ethos of radical 

empathy requires the establishment of a safe environment because a pluriversal framework 

demands the embracing of discomfort (Azarmandi 2023). This safe environment commences 

with the development of mutual recognition and respect (Campion, et al. 2023) and fosters 

open, unfettered discussions (Arias-Gutierrez and Minoia 2023). As complexity increases, 

which is inherent in a pluriversal approach, the importance of trust grows (Campion, et al. 

2023). Building authentic trust is vital for the progress of the design process (StJohn and 
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Akama 2022), since it fosters open communication and collaboration among parties in-

volved, leading to stronger and more meaningful relationships. However, this is easier said 

than done. Building genuine trust implies an investment in being benevolent, credible and 

authentic in one's actions and communication (Zeeland 2021). Authentic trust implies that 

there is no hidden agenda involved and that honesty and integrity form the basis of the rela-

tionship. 

Fostering (re)imagination and delinking 

Since the pluriverse “is a paradox of difference and sharedness”, the execution of the plu-

riversal design paradigm is all about “reframing difference” (FitzGerald 2023, 2). This refram-

ing hinges on the twin processes of imagination and delinking. Imagination is a crucial com-

ponent since the pluriversal design paradigm inherently has a future-oriented outlook (Noel, 

et al. 2023). Imagination serves as a tool for exploring a diverse range of possibilities (Blaney 

and Trownsell 2021), creating a space of possibility (Barcham 2022), unraveling these possi-

bilities (Bhattacharya et al., 2023) and crafting pluriversal alternatives (Cushman, Baca and 

Garcia 2021). Recognizing that, “the narratives that frame the interpretation of the world are 

a product of people’s imagination” (R. Leitão 2023, 22), active reimagination is essential for 

reevaluating notions of identity and difference and envisioning varied interpretations of the 

world (Masquelier 2022). This also involves the ability to imagine that one's assumptions 

may be incorrect and to envision what does not yet exist (Nirmal and Rocheleau 2019). In 

this imaginative process, four dimensions come into play: 1) the history of place, 2) the 

means of subsistence, 3) the relation to nature and 4) the narrative of the future 

(Ehrnström-Fuentes 2016, Escobar 2008). To facilitate this reimagination, delinking is a piv-

otal concept. Delinking requires scholars to “learn how to unlearn” (Cushman, Baca and Gar-

cia 2021, 14) and to reconsider questions that have already been answered (Dube and Moyo 

2022). Consequently, there is a need to redefine definitions, concepts, and relationships to 

imagine new solutions (Lang 2022). In this process of reimagination and delinking, designers 

emerge as catalysts for change, leveraging their abilities as instruments of hope and desire 

for a brighter tomorrow (Noel, et al. 2023, Masquelier 2022). As desire implies awakening, 

enthusiasm, energy, eagerness, and readiness for action, it is the driving force behind genu-

ine change (R. Leitão 2022).  

Encouraging physical encounters 

In the context of the pluriversal design paradigm, place-based methodologies are recom-

mended to incorporate location-specific concerns into the design process (Vanni and Crosby 

2023). This emphasis on place underscores the fundamentally site-specific nature of the on-

tological perspective (Huaman 2022). The creation of physical encounters can be achieved 

through the establishment of contact zones. Contact zones, or ‘safe spaces’ (Kambunga and 

Smith 2023), encourage meetings, sharing, clashes, and discussions among various stake-

holders. Interestingly, it is not the physical characteristics of a place that contribute to its 

safety in this regard, but rather the interpersonal qualities, such as mutual respect, ac-
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ceptance, and confidentiality, that play a significant role. Kambunga and Smith (2023, 2) de-

fine a safe space as “a consciously developed social environment for thoughts, situated ac-

tions, and mutual learning that allows participants both to engage in dialogues about their 

everyday experiences, tensions, and contested pasts, and consequently to imagine and co-

create alternative and plural futures”. It is vital to understand that these zones or safe 

spaces are continuously evolving and require ongoing attention (Mendes and Lau 2022). Be-

sides contact zones, physical encounters can also be achieved by the practice of walking 

around. Walking around allows designers to observe interactions, fostering a deeper under-

standing of the context (Bhattacharya, et al. 2023, Campion, et al. 2023). Furthermore, phys-

ical encounters facilitate the principle of serendipity – the act of stumbling upon valuable in-

sights without actively seeking them. Serendipity is recognized as a critical factor in driving 

creative breakthroughs (Titus 2007) and inspires new directions in design. By embracing ser-

endipity, designers can harness chance occurrences to enhance the richness and diversity of 

their work, fostering a culture of exploration. In both ways, either in contact zones or by 

walking around, physical encounters entail designers and researchers immersing themselves 

in spaces where various entities interact (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020). Consequently, 

pluriversal scholars “write from places rather than about places” (Vasudevan and Novoa 

2022, 80).  

Employing narratives 

Narratives play a pivotal role in most design practices within the pluriversal design paradigm, 

serving as a strategic medium for engagement and expression (Cushman, Jackson, et al. 

2019). They also serve as a source of actual data and knowledge in the design process. These 

narratives encapsulate the implicit and intuitive knowledge of regional practitioners (Gaio, et 

al. 2023) and facilitate the transfer of knowledge across generations (Noel, et al. 2023). From 

a strategic medium perspective, the utilization of narratives serves as a method to examine 

and comprehend diverse storylines (Bhattacharya, et al. 2023), and to facilitate the process 

of “unlearning historically embedded patterns” (Ortiz 2023, 183). Pluriversal writing fosters 

opportunities for building alliances and coalitions, highlighting the empowering effects of in-

tercultural dialogue (Cadaval Narezo, et al. 2023, 1157). It is crucial to approach pluriversal 

writing and telling without romanticization, with a focus on uncovering hidden narratives, 

and with a keen awareness of how power dynamics shape which stories are told, heard, and 

carry weight (Ortiz 2023). 

Utilizing mapping, visual thinking and bodily expressions 

Pluriversal research is often regarded as a form of creative research (Vasudevan and Novoa 

2022), which prompts the exploration of various methods and techniques to embody this 

creative essence. Techniques like mapping, visual thinking, and bodily expressions embody a 

‘thinking-through-making methodology’ (Francesca and Saverio 2022). These methods aid in 

establishing connections between history and the future (Vasudevan and Novoa 2022), mak-

ing ontological conflicts visible (Campion, et al. 2023), comprehending sensory overload 

(Jensen 2022), having a praxis of liberation (Castillo 2016), and clarifying relationships for a 
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broad audience (Nirmal and Rocheleau 2019). The arts are capable of inducing empathy, 

evoking emotional engagement, and facilitating visionary projections (Eshun and Madge 

2016). Three visual metaphors commonly associated with the pluriversal design paradigm 

are ‘weaving’ (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020, Barcham 2022, Campion, et al. 2023), ‘bridg-

ing’ (Escobar 2021b), and ‘opening doors’ (Esteva and Escobar 2017). 

Embracing a participatory approach 

Participatory approaches are advocated to ensure the active involvement of diverse world 

perspectives in the design team or within a governance structure. Emphasizing self-organiza-

tion and self-management of collective practices is crucial (Maldonado-Villalpando, et al. 

2022). The participatory approach encompasses the participation not only of marginalized 

groups of people but also of nature as an entity (Mandujano, et al. 2021). This may include a 

governance structure where officials engage in extended dialogues with natural features, 

like lakes and hills, before reaching decisions (Akama, Light and Kamihira 2020). In these 

structures, fundamental concepts of agency, autonomy, solidarity, and emancipation play a 

central role (Law 2015, Maldonado-Villalpando, et al. 2022, Masquelier 2022, Naylor 2022, 

Rosa 2023). It's not merely about listening to marginalized voices but fostering meaningful 

dialogues—rather than bargaining—through which alliances and cross-cultural partnerships 

can be forged (Dionisio, Dombroski and Yates 2023, Martinez-Vargas, Walker, et al. 2022, 

Masquelier 2022, Dunford 2020). The objective here is not to find a compromise but to gain 

a comprehensive understanding of the various worlds and how they intersect. From this un-

derstanding, collaborative plans can be co-produced, and a balance in executive power can 

be achieved (Campion, et al. 2023). Participatory approaches acknowledge the communal 

dimension of the pluriversal design paradigm (Escobar and Maffei 2021a, Escobar 2021b). 

Communality can be understood as the ‘we-condition of being’ and as such relates to princi-

ples of love, care and compassion as ethics of living (Escobar 2021b). The participatory ap-

proach encompasses multiple directions and dimensions: communities participate in the de-

sign research process, and scholars actively engage with communities (Vasudevan and 

Novoa 2022, 83).  

Harnessing knowledge 

This last principle relates to the process to uncover and capture overlooked sources of 

knowledge: “we have looked around instead of ahead for wisdom and guidance, addressing 

sources that may not have been accepted to date in scholarly fields” (Akama, Light and Kami-

hira 2020, 7). The “call to cultivate knowledge differently requires not only doing the aca-

demic enterprise differently, but also alters our conscientious worlding” (Blaney and Trown-

sell 2021, 58). In the pluriversal paradigm, the knowledge generation process can be seen as 

a space for expanding capabilities and empowerment in which various methodological ap-

proaches and knowledge systems are valued (Martinez-Vargas, Walker, et al. 2022). To ac-

cess this knowledge, methodological techniques are often deployed that acknowledge onto-

logical variations in lived experiences, such as case study methods or critical ethnographic 
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research (Vasudevan and Novoa 2022). The harnessed knowledge is inherently context-

bound, with place and time serving as its two primary contextual pillars.  

4. Ethics of pluriversal design 

Design is a “reflexive practice whereby we design our world, while our world acts back on us 

and designs us” (Barcham 2022, 7). Design inherently involves choices and these choices 

have consequences that affect others. Therefore, it is necessary to address the ethical con-

siderations surrounding the utilization of a designer's toolbox. Although the strong ethical 

dimension within the pluriversal design paradigm might not always be explicitly stated by 

scholars (Vasudevan and Novoa 2022), it is undeniably present: “pluriversality not only tells 

us how to do ethics; it also provides us with the measure for what does and does not count as 

an ethical outcome” (Hutchings 2019, 119). This ethical dimension pertains to the responsi-

bility and accountability of design outcomes in relation to others (Croon 2022). It under-

scores the importance of integrity as a fundamental value in the design practice: “pluriversal 

ontological design is helping to create a shared future, bringing distant horizons closer while 

maintaining the integrity of different worldviews” (Barcham 2022, 16). The significance of in-

tegrity is closely tied to the purpose of the conduct, as there is always a risk that indigenous 

people may be relegated to mere executors of plans developed by others, rather than genu-

ine partners in the design and implementation of management programs (Campion, et al. 

2023). The pluriversal argument can potentially operate as a Trojan horse, when local com-

munity members are “lured into the sphere of influence of the corporation” (Ehrnström-

Fuentes and Böhm 2023, 256).  

Another risk to consider is the tendency to perceive difference everywhere and potentially 

exaggerate or romanticize this difference (FitzGerald 2023). Instead, it is essential to adopt a 

functional perspective on difference: “a pluriversal ethics requires that we pursue the relent-

less task of examining over and over again the ways in which different moral voices and dif-

ferent moral knowledges are formed, the conditions in and through which certain moral 

claims and judgements gain authority and meaning and the good to be found in living differ-

ent forms of moral life” (FitzGerald 2023, 5). Recognizing where differences exist enables us 

to build bridges between them. These risks emphasize the importance of maintaining a self-

critical attitude throughout the research process (Huaman 2022). Jammulamadaka et al 

(2021) advocate a non-extractive critical researcher subject position “where one does not 

seek to extract others’ knowledge and profit from it, but instead to represent and give it 

voice” (Jammulamadaka, et al. 2021, 723). In doing so, scholars must exhibit qualities of 

fearlessness, reflexivity, and generosity simultaneously (Lobo and Rodriquez 2022). Some-

times, the boundary between a researcher and an activist blurs, which reinforces the need 

for reflective practice. Vasudevan and Novoa (2022) observe that the specific nuances and 

tensions of researcher-community collaborations remain under-articulated, so this is defi-

nitely a point of attention. 

Dunford (2020) presents two ethical questions concerning the pluriversal design paradigm. 

Firstly, does pluriversality serve as a shield or hinder criticism of oppressive ideologies, such 
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as fascism? The general response to this query is a resounding "no" as pluriversality explicitly 

rules out any practices that systematically shut down possibilities for others (Dunford 2020, 

Noel, et al. 2023). The same principle applies to sexist, racist, or imperialist worldviews: “if a 

given system, practice or worldview systematically rules out or marginalizes other ways of 

living, practices or worldviews, then it is not compatible with a world in which many worlds 

fit” (Dunford 2020, 792). The second question raised by Dunford (2020) pertains to whether 

the absence of a positive universality regarding solutions will lead to a series of fragmented 

struggles operating separately. This question receives a less resolute answer, since it de-

pends on the design of the process. Additionally, FitzGerald (2023) poses the question of 

whether global ethics can exist in the pluriverse. Her response is affirmative, as multiple 

worlds should be understood in the context of their interconnections. Although “taking plu-

riversality seriously would seem to put global ethics in an impossible position” (Hutchings 

2019, 118), it is not impossible. It requires rethinking global ethics by “shifting our under-

standing of global ethics away from seeing it as a route to determining answers to questions 

of global justice and toward seeing at as an embodied, reflective practice” (Hutchings 2019, 

123). 

5. Discussion and conclusion 

The ontological dimension is intrinsic to everything that undergoes a design process (Escobar 

and Maffei 2021a). This paper aims to address the question of how this ontological dimen-

sion can be shaped within the practice of design: “the world of multiple worlds, Pluriverse, is 

not an ontological project but a project of praxis” (Koro 2022, 140). In an attempt to facili-

tate this praxis, design principles are deduced from the work of various scholars. I have cho-

sen to articulate design principles because they allow for choice, permitting diversification in 

practice depending on the specific context. Through this, my contribution is twofold: 1) to 

offer practical strategies, recommendations, guidelines, or considerations and 2) to contrib-

ute to the theoretical framework underpinning the pluriversal design paradigm. 

While this paper is not the first to propose principles or dimensions, with notable works by 

Escobar (2021b), Huaman (2022), Masquelier (2022), and Noel et al. (2023), it distinguishes 

itself as the first to derive these principles from an extensive literature review, exclusively 

based on the contributions of others. The two overarching prerequisites I presented can be 

regarded as the essence of the pluriversal design paradigm, while the seven design principles 

are akin to the habits that characterize it.  

The pluriversal design paradigm is not a panacea. Its practicality is subject to encountering 

obstacles that confront all individuals navigating within colonial modernity. Such challenges 

may potentially be even more severe within specific cultural contexts, particularly those 

characterized by a pronounced cultural inclination towards consensus, diametrically op-

posed to the divergent nature inherent in the pluriversal design paradigm (McArthur, Zhang, 

& Xu, 2022). Challenges can also arise when participants lack self-awareness of their own 
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backgrounds and racialization (Menon, et al. 2021), when essential participants are effec-

tively invisible (Mezzanotti and Kvalvaag 2022) or in situations involving individuals who do 

not belong to any community or are in exile from their community (Woods 2020).  

In summary, this study explores how the pluriversal design paradigm shapes academic be-

havior. Furthermore, I provided a framework to guide researchers and practitioners in plu-

riversal design, addressing its ethical dimensions. While my aim is to contribute to making 

the paradigm more practically applicable, I am cognizant that the path to reversing a uni-

verse into a pluriverse remains lengthy: “to reverse a universe to create a pluriverse, the path 

is still long” (Cadaval Narezo, et al. 2023, 1157). 
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