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X. THEANBEDIFOR A METHOﬁOLOG! OF BIACK STUDIES

) ~ —

A.

The Problem

can be said to be-due to the failure of Black Studies to achieve

‘racial consrderatlons we can deflne tne degree of .its acceptance

,laek of an objectively identifiable unique methodolegy that under=™

‘g1rds Black Stud:.es.l ] :

;he degree to which Black Studies can be viewed as lacking aca-

B
N

In a general way, the current crisis in Brack Stud1es programs

full legitimacy ds a unique academic area of concern. Assuming

that Black Studies is primarily distinguishable on the basis of

among whites as external legltlmacy, and the degree of its accep-
- \

tance among Blacks as' internal legitimacy, It is contended«here
rd A —

that the lack of an external and internal legitimacy is due ‘to, the

.
-

The major issues wrth regdrd to external leg1t1macy pertaln to

demie rigor, as being subversive to the established institution's
and mores, as being ethnocentric, or as being academically redun~

dant. The problem ’here is that those who constitute the external

H . -

factor are the bery people who control the firancial strings and

are the very people who have perpetreted the injustices Black

Studles dedicates itself aga1nst The considerétions pertaining

to internal légitimacy may relate to the degree ‘to- wh1ch the . -
R \

majority of Black people fail to see the’relevance or utility of

Black Studies in furthering their goals. . ‘

It is, perhaps, corfect.to say that at this point in history,

4 - . .
the legitimacy of Black Studies as a content area of academic

/ . :

concern is fully accepted by all. As a content aYrea Black Studies ’ —_

can be fragmented alopg traditional lines and can be quite easily
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‘ ‘
) 1ncorporated into the major disciplines such as H1story, Sociolog¥y
. ' )

| ’ Economics, and so on, as a concentratlon in those disciplines. The
\ .

\

proponents of Black Studies, however, would quickl& point .out that

if such were the case not only would a unique pérspective be lost,
s .

but that the very disciplines that have, in the past ignored Black

-

; tudles, canrot be entrusted: wil h the respons1b111ty of susta1n1ng

/ it. The contentlon, therefore, is that in order to guarantee a o

JE———

proper perspective which makes Black Studies useful in eliminating

past, present, and future injustices against ‘Black people, Black
. r -

. studies should be institutionalized, as a ‘separate area’jf\j7iﬁemic

concern controlled by Black ‘people.

—

Black Studies, therefore, is distinguished- and justified pri-

marily on the basis of perspective and contentLZWe note here, also,

that thlS Just1f1cat1bn is made a priori in-light of tre h1stor1cal

- . experiences of Black pesople as a race. The 1mp11cat10n 1s that a x;
fcorrect® Black StudieslperSPECtiye is the mbnopoly of Black people.w
It follows then that by looking at the'oﬁtput of Black scholars iﬂ'

Black’Studies we shbhié be able to identify a unigue perspective“‘

=

: and unigue resvlts distinguishable from perspective-and results in

trad1t10na¢’d15c1p11nes. The problem, however, is that pqlitical
’ “ /

~

rhetor1c and polemics masquerading- under scholarshlp far cut—dlstances- Coem e

[V Re

e+

'serlous scholarship among Black Stuoles practitioners.
4

.In a recent essay, Harold Cruse has accurately p1npo;nted this -
/

~ . problem thus: : / s

. ’ . . /, ,/.1,
Ever since the tailing off of the momgntum -
of .the"Black Revolution", and the defusing of ‘
of the "Black Power"” time-bomb, the guallty
of Black social analysis has ‘seldom /trans-
cended the inclination to substitute posturing -
for keen social perceptions. Black social
analysis is pretty tame, evasive and super-
ficial stuff. -3 /
° /

L - // ) '
’

Q l 5 /

~




| ae - @3 . o,

This problem.can also be stated in another way: The uniqueness

-

- and separate existence of Black Studies cannot be justified, in the

longrun, so}e}y on a priori grounds, even if justified by history.
. ] . . .

If Black Studies content anduperspectiverare unidpe, they should
ba verifiably shown to be so by the quality and utility of schol-

arly output and activity emanating from it. It cannot claim this
f

'uniqueness on the simple basis that its practitioners say it is so!l
’ While the initial impulse is to distinguish phenomena for aca-

demic concern-on thé basis of our cwn cognition of them, it is .

nevetrtheless true that such a priori and squective criteréa cannotl
be the -sole sasis on which academic areas of cdncefn are sustained.
Such cognition herely.suggest a certain potentiali;y in tﬁe rhe~- ’,

nomena thét has yet to be truthfully realized. Since phenomena

are determinate and self-sufficient, and, in themselves meaniﬁglesé,

our subjective perceptions of them are potentially as numerous as -

%

there~are perceivers (that is, minds).4

- . .
- a

Meagihéfu}ness‘or pruthfulness in our perceptions can’Pest be
arrived at by suéporting our subjectivé cognition withAways of’%n";
terpretation that are object%lej identifiable, communicable, and
vérifiable..—éuch objective way; of arrivinéwat the true ngﬁggé of r*
thingé:are wha; éon;titute the scientific approach, or simbly
method. The basis of method is logic and as such it attempts to
eliminate gibiﬁrarinesg by regularizing creagjvity,in pxéblem -

* solving and underst;nding reality. Method is universal Lpd neither

originates with nor is a.prerogative of any part of hthﬁity let

alone white people, or Westerners.

-
4 ’
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Method should not be confused with mere orderiiness or des-
E 7 cr1pt10n, neither should.it be confused with tne mode or lifestyle-
of, its’ practitzoners. Method is that approach to apprehendlng phe—
nomena through the search for explanation, relationships, laws,

"tendencies, and theories. It relies on aggregative and cumulative

-

abstraction and systematization, guaranteeing repeatability, control,
and pred1ctab1 ity of processes and relationships among phenomena. -

T . It ensures efrlclen-y in the process. of know1ng, while it also

guarantees that knowledge is independent of the particular group

seek1ng to know. Thus knowing, tnrough method, 1s, .in the f1nal

»

- ¥ analysis a publlc and not a prlvate, individual, or parochlal -
affalr. If, thereforeq Black Studles has to acqulre a.legltlmacy

’
- -

" external to its practltloners it must "follow the canons of method. .

- . The distinctness of Black Studies as an écademic-area éf concern

W1llﬂthen depend on theé degree to whlch it succeeds in partlcu—

s A = ,' :
— 7 ,/f

’i'laxlzlngfmethod to serv1ce its. unique perspective and content in 1
’\-xy e

the same”magg@ffthat other disciplines have been able to.

Pl

- e

B. Mrtnod Perspectlve and Methodologx

- 3
_Methéd, ‘however, is not a total guarantor of the immunity of

scientific inquiry to the values and biases of academicians. A .

" priori principles, asSumptions,”and.goals“reflecting'the prefer- - L |
N - 4 - . . , Rt
- . N , )
ences of 1nqu%rer are of necessity infused into method, for .as
. ) e

Buchlerhas observed: - . ) -

Tbey bound his command perspectlve
or order of utterance. Collectlvely
they reflect a bundle.of aims. So ,
forceful has been the influence of
these aims- in’particuiar, especially .
on Western society, that they are .

.often =2quated with the aims of method .

as such.5 3 /
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It is these a priori considerations that can be said to constitute

perspective. We can distinguish between two ways in which such a
priori considerations;'whiéh we will refer to collectivef?ﬂgs

-

—_— .- —

_ 6
P . values, may determine an 1nqu1rer s perspectlve. v
v T Value Bias: . :

Flrst ‘values can be 1ntroduced when an inquirer pays scant atten-

tion to the 1mpersonal verdlcts ‘of objectivity ada‘verlflcatlon, )
e ! Y -

- but, ihstead,puﬁsues his,ihquiry on the basis of personal or -
* commpnal proclivities. The result&ng‘inquiry can'be said to ke

, valueJB;ased and as such it has.f//place“xn-sc1ent1f1c inquiry,
; - s\ i . 3
for it degenerates method into a personal or parochial tool.

B Value-pias,'therefore, is antithetical,to method,'and as such
» w = -
. ) -

- it .18 based cn assumptions tHat aré either metaphysical, or,

- " ‘that are in pr1nc1ple unverifiable or unidentifiable. -

The nature of the problem posed by a perspectlve based on.

value-bias can be rllustrated by the dIIiemma faced by quck

Studies programs in recruiting personnel. Many programs are T

-»«unwilling to hire white personnel on -the ground that they lack ,

therproper perspective. . On the other hand the same programs
.

have fallen victim to 1nternec1ne str1fe as a result of their

de31re“to f1re,Black personnel seen to lack a proper perspectlve.

In the former case color has been*a suff1c1ent cr1ter1a and yet

- - =

in the.latter case color seems not suff1c1ent. In geheral .

< r —

v

whether of‘not ,a Black scholar is ‘said to have a proper pér-

spectlve has been determined ex post The problem here 1s

.simply'that a ‘Black Studies perspective has not been articulated

—

in a manner that makes it externally identifiable.




. or feelings of 'togetherneSs'zfnd;qf another view that stresses ) o E

«

"/ . 3 3 .
experiential characteristics

(6)

In general, the popular view of the Black perspective is an-

- . P - S
fie view that stresses characteristics inherent in . -

..

d‘ ~A- - - = . = — - --"- - -_ e
Blacknegs suchpemotive and intuitive powers, and communal ‘vibes'’

- L Cs . .

esulting from being discriminated

against or subjugated pﬁ the basis of Blackness.
: ‘ sia

tendéncy in the popular view to ébntend'that these characteris-

There is a .

B

tics while kno&ab1a~internally (a%éng Blacks) are and cannot be

knowable externally (among whitéék.' The issue however is con-~
fused by the lack of unanimity among Black peopIe‘themseiyes as

-

. ' L )
to what constitutessa p;oper‘perspectize.
However, to claimﬂthat a Black perspective‘is such that it '

0 o

cannot be art1culatec, 1dent1f1ed)01 specified is tantamount

z y

to admitting’ that the perspective is a valpe,blas.’

~

Qs such the

persbective would be grossl& untenable as a basis .for scientific _
 Pirst, td

|

|

|

|

\

\

To see this consider the fbllowin; points.
. R
’ ’ .

inquiry.
claim that the perspective i$ in principle unidentifiable is of

Al - . .

cgourse, to reject a%cruc1al condition of sc1ent1f1c 1nqu1ry, that
any assertion be capable .of disproof in principle. Sacondly,

the ‘mere attempt to assert a_unidue Blaék perspective lmplies

some form ‘of .comparison. with other racidl groups, Or a process = Coe
- .‘ R ) . * ! ,i
of elimination both of whjch are ways'of proTing that the per- :

spective ex1sts and that it is thereforé 1dent1f1able and ex-
v ~ v’ ) .
ternally knowable. ‘Lastly, if the claim that a Black pefspec- . ‘ N
; ’ - \
tive is unldentlflable is made categorlcally on a prlorL grounds,

-

it amounts to predlctlng that an& attempt at determlnlng
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(7)

the validity of the claim will fail, which.again i$§ a very

[

unscientific postulate.

perspectivevshould be identifiable, externally knowable, and in °

principle capable of disproof for..

1

[

to clalm, therefore, that a

particular method is not-subject
to’ artlculatlon is virtually equiva-
lent to claiming that the method does

4 e

Value Or1entat10n'~ -

Whlle value bias should be minimized and if possible elimi-

nated in scientific inquiry value decisions as\such are not

7 - P
in écienpific inquiry "freedom from bias means having an open
tific inquiry in any of the foihrwing ways:

subject matter, problems, tools

theories; through the nature of jthe a pr10r1 assumptlons 1

=

B - ¥ - - - . -
through the:manner of 1nferr1nggpausa11ty, associations or re- ,
> [} - -~

lationships.

what we shail call, in accordance.With Max Weber, a value

-tation.9

b4

as long as the 1nqu1rer explicitly recognlzes and stipula

value-orlentatlon while affording any external observer

—

tunity to verify the

of his statements: lQ'.hen it should not be antithetical -to

~

For, indeed as Freud has observed: \

not exist.

¢

necessarily antithetical to method.

PN

i

f analysis,

1

T

through choi

and concepts

In 1tself a value orlentagfén could result in value bi%

Eorrectness of kls reasonlng and. the

-

For_ scientific inguiry then the Black

.

d

For, as Kaplan has obsgrved

mind, not ‘an empty one.“8 Values can be introduced into sc en—
e -of
or.

rade as

to goals, ends, means and the n; ture of the subject matter; and

" The infiltratipn of values in these ways determines

orien-

n oppor—
soundness

method .




. ’ 4 - .
Givén the extensive ‘and intensivé infinity o
of empirical reality.which no ‘'science can T
. wholly encompass, value-orientation is seen . p
% : . . to be that principle of selection which is :
the pre-condltlon ‘for at least partial.
knowledge. More precisely,, value-orienta~
S T ) tion is the subjective facter which enablés . ’ .
. a scientist to acquire a limited objectlve -
" . ' : 'knowledge, always provided that he is con~
\ : ¢ - sc1ou§ of this inevitable 11m1tatlon. -

. ",

oy

'y

Y.
Nad
!

o ’ Value:orienta ion, then, by ensur ring that a partlcular per-'

1
- E 3 _’/J

spective is imposed upon the,lnterpretation of phenomena, par—

.
* DR

: ticularizes method. When method is partlcularlzed in this way it : .
e ~

/ .
is transformed from a general "form of scient;fic inqulry into a

I

" methodology unigue to a particular value-orientation or perspective.
A ]

-

lA methodology then addresses 1tse1f to certa1n basic aspects of
.. 1 . .
| T sc1ent1f1c anulry. Flrst, it is based on an 1dent1f1able per- '

- spectlve or value-orrentatlon in general cons1st1ng of a prlorl v

~ - o
_i oo postulates oT assumptlons.' Secondly, it. cons1sts of a. substantive . . T
! .. /"\\ 7 - v' ’
related concepts, eflnltlons, models,etheorles, tax- .

. structure of

o o . onomic sﬁrucLurLs, laws and so on that fac111tate the t*anslatlon of

»

@

the perspect1u§ into- verlflable ypotheses about phenomjna. And
lastly, it has a syntactlcal structure st1pulat1ng. £

oo . - \what it does\by way of dlscovery . } . -
: \ -, ‘énd proof, what criteria it uses %
- . . " . for measuring the quality of its |
' .data, how strictly it can apply f
. . . canons of evidencé( and in géneral |
. " . - - \ of determining the route .or pathway !
o . by which the dlscipllne moves from
. U its raw data’ through a longer or
o : ) ) shorter -process -of 1nterpretatlon to )
. . its conclusion.’?® ] ! o
To a unique' methodology, therefore, correspcnds a unique per-,
spective or value-orlentatlon.. The reverse however is not necessarily’
L “ true for a perspective that is -primarily E value-pias cannot have a.
unique methodology. Thus, in order for Black Studles to legltlmlze '

itself as an.academic area ‘of co-cern, distinct and separate from

hd |

other disciplines it, should be able to shoy that its |
R v ’ . |

Q -‘ i ‘. | i]: ’ ) 1

v
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.i . ) a' .
T LA perapective .ispvalue- orientation having a claim’'to, and supported
~ EFN V . LY . < NEEN » <o e
; by unique substantive and syntactical structures. In short, Black ‘ . ﬂ
. N % .~
- / * « Studies, 1f it is not to be lost in the trad1c1onal dlSClpllneS, should

» . T, L3 ~

have a unique methodology. Such a methodology, by enhanc1ng'know1ng,

would move Black Studies closer to achieVing the external ahd énternal '

? Iy -

legitimacy it so desperately needs. By particularizxng method thrOUgh

.r___4u*
an amalgamation of a spec1f1c value-orlentation with appropriate sub=

[ . .

i . . »stantive and sytactical structures the scholarly,output identified as
N L ‘emanating from Black_Studies would live up to the ‘universal' canons / E}.\f
’, . . I3 ¢

. el

of scientific 1nqu1ry. L ‘

C. A Note oﬂ'the "Death of White %ocuologx" X SO
i - ' J
The preceedipg discu sion ‘should not\be understood to imply that
¢ . B v

- .
- . . +

the need to sc1ent1f1cally operationalize a Black Studies perspective

. has ‘gone unrecognized,among Black Studies proponents. The cohcexn
- l 1 \ r * ’ T P
. for an explication of.a methodology commensur7te with a Black per-
. . . .
spective has been fully articulated in at ledst two anthclogies, L A

3

The Black nesthetic, edited by Addlson Gayl; Jrq and The Death of *

- White Soc1ology, ed1ted by Joyce Ladner.130ur comments are re-

stricted to the latter book which addresses itself to the social .
N 5 o

oo
4

|
|
. B \ _
sciences. Ronald Walters has articulated the ‘main concern and : .

thrust of the book in observing that \ >
° ‘ " Whether or not one believes in the
\\ possibility that there is a body of

knowledge about Black\life which\can

. be disciplined and made useful in.the ’ ..
o T . survival -and developmen of Rlack people -
) ’ depends upon many factors. Among them
are a determihation that-'such knowledge
cah” be disciplined and a\conviction that
such knowledge will be useful when applied -
A . . to actual problems the community faces 14 .
RV , N ~ .

- BN
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: But, in order to 1dent1fy that body of knowledge which oué

= .
e -~

i be dlsc1p11ned for the benefit of Black people a-relevant perspec-—

' tive has’to be’ identified. " - . T - Lt : .
. ' ... Robert Staples argues. that the.relevant perspective canriot be

] ‘ . u- . . -,

. ) - found in mainstream social sciences for, in assuming structural-

P - D

Y

T -~ = . 7' »
functionalist approaches which view institutions and social rela-’

- .' . ’ L ~ . - . ‘

|

|

- . .
,tions as mutually_iﬁterdepepdeny for the harmonious maxjimization .
k4 ’ / ‘ - ) . ] ,‘ . s -
fﬁ~ : " of eveiybody's welfare, they fail to reflect the reality of the > g
. : . .o ., . , . s |
QA . pxperience of Black people.',ihe latter view their environment A
. < 7 L oo .
. as an oppressive one and as such require a4 social science of libera-— ﬁ
- . » e T Va h / |
- e - —~— L |
T ./ tion. Thus Gerald McVWortér states that' - . .
. 7/- ’j. , R . ) . .‘ : » . = . Vé
2 . _ "the concepts. ..yfor a Black

social science (should) -clearly . L

. suggest. a specific soc1o-polltical ’ :

: -, *  content, to be understood as the’ race
" problem.15 T : .

»E

" McWorter _proceeds to enumerate examples of such concepts such as

:'.

. y . 3"African", "colonization"‘ "Neo-colonlallsm", "leeratlon ’ and
. e - ’ , W
. ' "Freedom". Walters similarly suggests relevant concepts by adding AP
‘ . . . - P ’
to‘the preceding lﬂsb such concepts as "confilct" "qadlcallsm
. iy &
' - *
‘ "Afxlcanlsm . "nathnallsm R “cultural style", "self~
. ‘,% determination", and "racism”., ’ N
./ |
i T e - The above concepts aré cited-to 1llustrate the contentlon that )
- :
o a Blackatudles exspective ought to consist of a framework wh1ch K J
,’, ‘ < k4 1 - }
. = is cognitively meaningful to Black people’ on a priori grounds. ’ \ {
) N . - . ‘i
~ s ‘Nathan Hare’quotés Manrheim as follows: )
o © It wonld be ent1reiy naive to suppose ' {
. * that oui 1deas are entlrely shaped by . l
’ s . : the. objects of our_co emplat&on which . . |
o= . - 1ie outside of us or-fhat our .yishes - o
A ’ ‘ . - ‘and our fears have n'thigg'whateVet to i
ya ) ’ * ‘ do with what we perceive. . -|The most et
' //» - T important thing, -th¢refore, th: égye can . W
/ - o - knowwabout a. man is-what' he takes for ._ :
- granted, and the most elementai and T |

L - . . - important facts about a societ 9ée those ‘\*“‘4\4\\\\\\\\\~
Q . ) i \ .
" . - 4 - v ‘

R e 13 .-
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, ’ ' . " AR that are Seldom debated and <
Ao : - + . ——=--geperally regarded as settled.

S . .

. 5 : el s s
 According to-James Turner the relevant perspective 1s lncorpora-
< - . » =

ted in Black Nat;;HEIism%which he "objectively" identifies as having
. the attributes of Black people un1t1ﬁg as a(group, controlllng their

destiny, resisting a subordinate status, developing ethnic self-

interest, aqd,re-evaluating the .idea of self. He continues to ob-
‘ ~
E . serve: that - o A : ’ '
These characteristic attributes of
the social vhenomena referred to as .
- ; black/hatlonallsm do not represent '
glscontlnuous factors but are intri-—
~cately related elements which animate ° S

/ /// a particular process of interaction; . - ‘
,// which take the form of conscious culti- .
// * vation of social and cultural plurallsm 7 v -

and a movemént toward self-determlnatlon.

: SR

14

,\ . ) /
-/

In support of Turner, Joseph Scott. enumerates the following as the
r 3 - . .

what ought to be the methbdological aims‘of,Blackjséholars; (a)-to

* - . ;‘
' . percelve, record and theorize about the external world from a Black
o ) ) 2,
. ~ peoples' perspettlve; SR N
. o ,ﬁz,_” ’
’ (b) to deveIop relevant explanatory’ﬁodels; (c) .to evaluate

and expose 1nappl1cab111t1es of white theories; (d) to be ided- .
- & [ ’ . .‘\
logically non-conformlst, (e) to.be—" techn1cally innovative in setX -

d . ting about the tasks of problem selectlon, data gatherlng and con-
cept building"; (£) to be Black value-orlented- and (g) to inter- e

-, ' pret findings witha vieW”tb’assessihg;their‘relevance—fﬁfg;htributing- R
td‘Black'Liberation'and nation-building}18
/ v
There is no 1nd1cat10n.1n the artj cles by these wrlters and others

! ’

oo ’ in Joyce,Ladner s book that they espousé what Merton has objected

It

‘ iy » to ;,//’as the total."insiders" doctrine that alleBlack people ne- :

” . LY
,\\ . cessarily. possess what has been identified as a Black perspective.

A3

%ot P
< - . B
e v / . g
.
. . v
H

[ . R o v
. 3 . -,
. . .
.
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. Merton s '
They seem, rather, to subscrlbe to A structural conceptlon that

*

o . . - There is a tendency for, not a full

: T determination of, sociallys pattexned
differencesf'in the perspectives,
) preferences, and bzhavior of people 19
variously located in the social structure.
- F = - r . -
. ) The conthEignﬁshen is that since a majority of Black people.are .
s1mllarly 51tuated structurally, and have shared similar histori-~ |

t., . cal experienceSthey wlll tend to share a s1m11ar perspect1ve of

L. ’ ~

. : [
* the rea11ty of thelr\condltlon. Such a perspectlve constitutes : ’ e

e =t
. et
- e -

what we have generally.referred to as a Black perspectlve. But .

-~ ’ since—Black academicians -are generally in a soc1o-econom1c status )
" markedly different from that of ‘he  masses of Black people‘they'

F]

* : cannot be assumed to automatically-possess the relevant perspec-—

* “ 7

tive. solely on the’basis%of their being Black. The Black scholar

|

then acquires the proper perspectiVe by consciously and completely ;w
|

!

- ) 1dentify1ng with and commlttlng hlmself to the goals and asplra— ] ';;:,/f//’]
- - \

|

|

/
- L *.tions of the masses of Black people. Thus, while~ some Black schol-
~ ’ - R - -
ars may not, and some wh1te scholars mayohave a Black perspectlve, -, 4"

! ¢ « : -

in ggneral,'there is a highEr prohability of Black scholars identi~

s Afying'with a Black perspective,for ‘the racial and ethnic Bonds‘may
‘ not be completel& eroded by their socio-economic,mobility: In :
. . ‘ . . \

general, then, Black scholars.shguld be the custodiags,of a Black .

» . perspectlve by ensur1ng a majorlty control over . Blacﬁ\itudies.

Bué while the anthologlsts in.Ladner's work procla1 the death

of white social science,thej‘have not shown,that a unlque-hody of
a Black Studies substantiue structure buttressed by a unique metho- ) Wt Tt

. dology has arisen to replace it. So far, general orientations in

Fad =
’ /

form of a perspective and the relevant .concepts have been.identir
1 14

fied, but a substantive theoretical structure unifying the con~

cepts in a way that‘facilitates the derivation of empirical hypothe-

\‘l " / ’ . 15 - . . ‘ ] . /' lv’
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ses has yet been attempted.
\ Black Studies, then, needs a body of theories, concepts,

models and so on, constituting a general substantlye structure with

lmplications for empiricel rese;rch.' Alternatively;vﬁlso)it needs

a continuous boop of empirical research purposively directed at ‘
,ﬁi\‘ bujlding a substantiue structure through challenging or modifica~

- 20
tion of existing theories, introduction of new ones,and so on.

The current proliferation of pieceméal research and discrete theo-
rizing usually of a post faotém nature” only serves to demonstrate

the unviability of Black Studies as a separate academic area of

_ . - -
- br

concern. Social Science analysis in Black Studies requires am-

-

= bitious attempts at broad theorlzing similar in nature to th@

T attempts by Stephen Henderson and-Don L. Lee (Haki R. Medhubuti)

s . - - ~
in. developing a broad theoretical framework for the Black Aesthetjcgl
= - »

, . In the next ‘section a possible theoretical approach along the lines
suggésted here is attempted. The aim is to use current conceptuali- o
; ) zations of Black oppress1on for a theoretical sketch that is designed

\ . smore to demonstratentheoretlcal and empirical complexity of the 1ssue

before us in our attempts to evolve a methodology of Black Studles. o~

TOWARD A SUBSTANTIVB STRUCTURE FOR A BLACK STUBEES MBTHODOLOGY

Perceiving the Problem . '

f
!

A.

I

A prlorl, as Black people, we percelve b unsettled s1tuatlon,j

R P e — —-—

£

- - a- problem, in- ‘a universe that is mult1—rac1a1. We recognize from [ .
: . 7 \ R

13

our own experlences that this problematlc sitmation relates to ra-

< cial oppressioh in its many manlfestatlons: psychological, ecéq
- ' N\
/ ’ \
’ ‘nomic, cultural, social, politicalgggnd,histmgical. As a historybally

~

* 4
subjugated group, regardless of our"hPmbers, we are as a result/ ) 2

- \

.y:greatly 1nfluenced by exogenous forces emanatnng from the h1stor1call

dominant group,or‘groups. These exodenous fcnces ar1s1ng from W1th1n

- . “w ?

E;BJ!;‘ ’ . ‘ i ) 1€3 - ) ’ , ﬁ




— i g
.

!
4
te
4

~

- (14)
) - 2
the dominant group are, however, not always necessarily directed

. towards Black people.

In other words, many activities in the lives of the dominant

-

dgroup would conceivably -go on the way they normaily do with, or

without, Black people. The theoretical implication of this is

that a unique methodology of Black Studies, if it is to aid us in
understanding the reality of our condition, should assist us in

conceptually disentangling the general (e.g. class oppreSSion)

and the inherent (e.g. the dominating or controlling nature of all

institutions) from the particular (e g. rac1al ethnic or tribal ’
oppression) in our investigations. Such disentangling cannot be

done and cannot be accepted on a priori grounds.alone. Our metho-~
dology should be able to indicate to us the differentia of our con-

dition, and our goals. To ‘identify a methodology then is to ob-

Jectify our value-orientation so that it is amenable to and faCili-

tes scientific inquiry.

B. A Black Studies Perspective .
: : ) ,

~

.

Any .!perspective’, being.a priori, consists of a combination of

assumptions,'or hypotheses' about feality that are accepted without

‘the need for verification. Thus an aSpéct of identifying a metho-

dology. involves explicit specification of underlying assumptions of

Some such assumptions, relevant to a Black

the value-orientation.

‘perspective’, are as follows: o . o
(1) The basic environmenthlack people are involved in is

 one of domination and subjugation. This assumption is

cognitively meaningful to Black people even if it is

.-

’ likely to be rejected by the dominant group; whici'), as

. .
Joo- %, e

/ 4




- . oas) - ' *

reflected in the social sciences, assumes that the environ-
ment-is characterized by human freedom and equality.
. (2) The social system is to one degree or another pluralistic

(in form of races, groups, ethnicities or classes) charac- -

-

\\\_/9fized by social.conflict of one kind or another, antagonis- )
e : ) - -
tic or non-antagonistic. The historical experience of Black

¥

péoplc is such that the assuhptiqns of social harmony,'hoﬁo-
g

geneity, and so on, are the*e}geption rather than the rule.

(3) The primary goél (‘vision') sought by Black people is that

of acheiving freedom and ingependence. In their most gener-

\\\al form, freedom and independence,.as twin goals, shall be

’

: . 5 one i .
understood to refer to the desire of Black pecple to control

- their lives, destinies and resources in a manner that mini- .

> R - \ .
-3
kﬁzes the .xrole of exogenous forces but that maximizes autonomy,
N * . ~ . - '

ér\éelf-dete:ﬁinatibn. . , o p
Undoubtédly, more assumptions can be spelled out. The important
poinﬁ hére i; that a uniq;; Bléék 'pe;specti&e{ consist of those
intuiéively crystailizeé ﬁogiéns about éhe Black condition that-can - -

be taken for,éganted and be uégé as a Epringbpard for scientific in-

iry; for, only in this seénse is ‘the ‘perspective' a value-orienta-

.
’ .

fion. But while some of these, and other assumptions, are in princi-~

“ »

ple capable of verification, others can only be rejected of retained

- B

ex post on the basis of their utility in facilitating scientific in-.
= 4 (X - B - -

@ quiry. It can be indicated here .also that whether or not one has a

‘{préper' perspective will,dependkinitiaily on whether one accepts the

. il . - - .

.\\ . above, and similar assumptions a.priori, and proceeds to operate on
7 . o @ , ;

” >

their basis in §cpoiarly pursuits.

-




‘€. The Substantive Structure

This aspect of methodology inyolvés identifying in line with a
LBlack ‘perspective', basic concepts ahd conceptual frameﬁgrk; that
" facilitate inquiry into the.natuée of our c0nditidn; ~The basic

concepts have to;bp idéntiﬁied in terﬁs.of pgecisionlgf defini?ion,

communicability, acceptTnce, and so on; they are the vocabulary of

. \ . ;
investigators and others seeking to 'kné&' are talking about the

same thing. Thus, in line with the Black 'perspective' the follow-

|
\
: |
andlysis, and their semantics ought to be clarified to ensure that o
|
|

ing terms, for instance, need conceptualization: domination,, Sub- -

N ‘ ‘jugation,woppression,[discriminatigh, race, class, exploitatibn,\

inequality, culture, lifestyle, freedom,iiberation,and 30 on. \
A mere identification and congeg£ﬁali2ation, however, is not \&\\

enough. The elements of the semantics need to be translated, in
. < ~ “ * . > \

terms of their relations, into cénceptual structures such as ideal

.

types, frameWworks, theories, models,  taxonomic structures and so onJ

o Such conceptual stiuctﬁres ought'fd aid us in formulating, relevant

H -

. . ) ‘ . )
questions for inquiry/ These conceptual structures, being the sub- -
. \ R a

/ . . \

stantive structure of a methodology, in their totality, uniquely |

- . . " %, ‘

identify "a discipline or area of concern in a manner that ensures }
) v

2 longrun legi&}macy. We need not rely solely on iﬁvénting new ana- ' )

|

lytical structures; we can borrow from traditional methodologies

R IR 'thézé'a§§ééts ofEﬁgﬁ’ﬁiéaééméa*félévaﬁf”aﬁd”ugéfur“fpr:our‘;wn-n‘ R
perspective. mThe reéulting syntheéis pf suLh‘b;rrowinés_shouldyj . ] ,H 1

» - w«

- ‘ of course, be uniquely idengifiéble as ours,| and be relevant to a
B;gpk p;rséective. The inventiveness, theh, may lie in the ingen-
K uity with which we amalgamate them into dniqué'cpngeptuai strucé o 'j )
tures congruent with, and sc?Qicing our néeds. - )

- .
- -

- . \

4 . 7 ) . ' ; ( “ _— ‘
. .. |
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19 e

- -




-

~
P ALY

¥

- . - - ‘ ,’6 l‘ . /’ # " - ;
1 find that theré‘haslbeen a,conéerted effort. on the part of the

an |-

In 1line with assumpfion {2) ove we can begin by assuming.

that the social environment fromlthe point of iie@ of Black people
. ‘ LT
can be assumed to consist of hetérogenous groups differentiated on

the basis of various criteria, of which race is important for us.

o . <

Nov, 1f we assulMe that we cannot place cardinal or ordinal normatlve

valuations on the goals, ends, or interests of these groups, we can

~

further .assume, in accordance with Arrow’s contention, that no aggre-~

gated social.welfare function common to all the heterogenous groups

can be derived, for

3

B 477‘42\ - it must be-demanded rhat there be some

N sort of consensus on the ends of society
o t- - ox no'social welfare function exists<
N . -

Further, in line with assumption £3) above we can also make the

« =

‘general dssumption that freedom, sovereignty, and efuality of;,
and between groups, are desirable ends in themselves that need no

demonstration. &And of course, we can assume, along the same lines
of argument, that dictatorial or imposed relationships, goals, ox.-

i

ends are therefore undesirable.
A review of the historical association of Black people with

peoples of European origin (i.e. Whlte people) show* a great deal

of unlfbrmltx in the nature of the assoc:atlon of domlnatlon and

ed 4

subjugation,'be it in Africa, America; or the Cari ,bean.: We also

4 - = _—— R —— PN S - . - e o

§ Whlte people to ratlonallze thelr domlnatlon of Black people
\through legltlmlzatlon, 1nst1tut10nallzat10n, and the direct and
\ -
indirect use of powef\as'a way of containing conflict. We:note

Ao \ s .
fﬁzally, that much of this domination has been associated with un-
q

. . ’ ’ " ! .
al economigféelationshlps generallyvresulting in the expropria-

tion of Sdrplﬁﬁﬁfiom‘the dominated Black people. The me:e'persis—
tence of khese unequal relatlonshlps in a total envirgpment of domina-
m

-




. _ ' a8

tion gives the relationship a.significant degree of purposivenéss.‘

- _ The aspects of uniformity, rationalization, and purposiveness

1mp1y that the social env1ronment has a bu11t-1n purposlveness-

towards stablllty, equlllbrlum, and harmony which thus*!equlres

f

that for a study of—?he_environment as a whole a functxonal frame~-
. L H ; - ' ‘ - ’ 2
: work would be in ord%ru23ﬂowever, Black peodple, being on the re- -

ceiving énd as a sub%ugated group.might put a,functionalistic -
M i .
approach to good use;by ut11121ng 1t to 1nvestlgate the degree
L to—which'the built-ﬁn system malntenance purPOS1veneSs -of the
larger .(and dgminat%ng) society afféct'Black people in terms of . é
/ E
> ¥ the persistence of the domination, the geheratipn or'elimination

-

of confl%cti and so on. " o, L A : .

— s ) Fromlthe point of view qf,the‘subjugated group, however, the o, '
. more relevant.approach wouid,have to be'stiucturalistic, iricoxr- ‘ /

poratlng 1nst1tut10nal hlstorlca;, and soclal .conflict aspects ‘ .

’* . ; -+
*

of social relations. IStructuralist assumptlons and analytical

approaches come cJosest tp typifying the nature of the concerns'

Te

|
|
|
.

expressed in a Blach 'perspective’. Such an approach, therefore, N w

would haYe to rncorporate analysrs of the nature igd origin of s?"é :
i i 'power and its ieditimization of subjugation andwdomination’rela-‘ i
: . N . |
tlonshlps. Slnce the existence of conflict 1s the overriding con- J

- 'J,/
. . cern from the perspectlve of Black people, it ought to be the core-

of the substantlve structure of a Black Stud1es methodology.

; Ny

. But ‘not only should we be concerned with the manner in which ?

material, 1nst1tut10nal, -and normallzed soc1al relatlons orlglna;e ’ - T
v s ‘

and sustain emselves; but we’ should alsO‘be,concerned W1th the .

/ " -~

e -, .

“~
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o specific natura in which they change qualitaéivelx,of ghe spe-
-

cific ways in which they induce superstructural Eﬁgng7$. it is, -

therefore, necessary to6 incorporate into the sfructdralist approach

a dialectical approach.v The dialectical approach ﬁpf only rendexs

itself useful to the analysis of conflict but easily incorporates

—-—— - 5

' ) . the énalysis of both the marginal and discontinuovs changes 1ikeiy:£

to be reflected in the relationship between the socio-economic base

and the superstructure. -

D. - The Dominancé-Subjugation/Threat*Submission Systaﬁ24

, ) —
X3

Given the above Eonsidgrations, we can now proceed to outline

4

3

a possible general substantive framework that incorpo:atés func-
tional, structural and d;élgpticalfapproaches.

Definition I: A Dominance-Subjugation (DS) relationship can be-

A

" said to exist, when- there is unequal exchange in the consumption,

‘
-

production, and distribution of political and economic goods and ’ .

services befween groups. ¢

- Proposition I.A.: Two .or more groups of people will be said to s - 'f;'/

P - -

.. have an -equal or an equally beneficial relationship if and only if /_
such a relationship is agreed upon and maintained under conditions g/

- of (a) relative freedom among the groups concerned, and (b) adequate ﬂ
‘1 ‘ '_ = ‘ h = v },‘

knowledge of the short-run and longrun consequences and implications f

. . O : ’ ¢ ' i
-, ) of the relationship. y T ) | : y,

" proposition I.B.: Conversely, an unequal, or an unequally beneficial ~ ./ .
/‘ 7 ’ A ’ ’ %
relationship between two or more groups is one under which conditions

\ ) (a) and (b) in Proposition I.A. areiabrogatedvih a given period; and ’

B ) . 3

a xglaqggnship under such circumstances can only be, and is, a Domi /

nance-Subjugation (DS) relationship, as. in Definition I. ’ "/

v




. ~words-—the. des1rab1e goal for the domlnated group is that ofinde-~

.o

(20)° o L

-Definition II: A ThreataSubmission (TS)| system will be understood .

.

to-mean an institutionalized arrangementl whereby the dominant group
metes out threats, punishments and rewarlds to ensure the continued
submission, or pompiiance of the subjugdted group.

N . T
)
Proposition II.A.: An equal or equally|beneficial relationship -

&

among groups'wiil alweys tend towards a\etab;e equilibrium regard-

\

less of the degree of the legitimiietion of tﬂé relationship. .

—

. (While conflict exists here, it is generall non~antagonistic, f

that is, it does not chéllenge or threaten thevlegitimacy of the
: . . 3 -
. ‘ i

s- relationship as such).?

] . . R |

Proposition II.B.: Conversely, an equagl or an neﬁqélly benefi-
cial relationship‘(définéd aboVe as a [DS relatio ship) will always
tend towards dlseculllbrlum because of the actual \or potentlal ex-

»

fstenCe of”regulér or irregular chall nges from_ th subjugated

.group’directed against the legitimac'iof the unequéﬁ (Ds) relation-

|

|

. : |
ship. Stability may be.maintainea, owever, for given perlods ) ‘
" .. - ‘

tnrough a qontinuoﬁs ffort by the j mlnent grodb to legltlmlze B
h

the relationship apd to deploy the reat—Subm1651on (TS) system.

The Ds/?s i§§ em, therefore, re Lrs to a soc1a1 envlronment . s
1 - )
characterized’by Propositions I.B./and II.B. The goal-of the sub- .

Jugated group as assumed earlier- as that of freedom an equéllty
implies 4 need- for Propositions”I'ﬁ“'and‘iiA; above: Ir other f‘i\f~~ e

P .
Iy H “z S .

pendence, sovereignty, free%om, or self-determlnatlon suc i that . y

external forces cannot affect or determine the allocation, ‘or dis~’

. .
~ ~ . v

tribution of resources (political or economic) unilaterally

such that the group concerned cannot reciprocate, bargain,'or
. / - . .

T 23
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) ' . 4/ A DS/TS system ié,characterized by unequal power re ations be-

tween groups. While it can be.granted that the basis @Qf power can.

- .° - - - - - ’l -
be material or non-material, it is nevertheless true /that if the . o

final test of the existence of power .is the degree/tOVWhich the
. . . o . //‘

powerful group can contain extreme or intense

flict; then in the final analysis, the basig’of power has to be

tagonistic, con~

material. . Put another way, the existencg of unequal power rela-

.

B . . ’
tions requires that the powerful gr p be able, when necessary,e ’ B f

system; and that a, major elemenp

to resort to the Threat Subm1551o'
. ¥
of the ability to develop the TS system is thé ability to muster

» o

and utilize the requisite terial resources, Negatively then, a = N B

characteristic, of poweylessness is the inability to control any
’ .

significant materia; resources. This material powerlessgéss can
3 ° / ' : N 3 /

be institutionalized by any arrangement that guarantee$ lack of

by the group,.or, aiternatively, by simply- denying the subjugated

greup any opportunities to produce any economic surplus. Thus, a

: control by the dominated group over the economic sgt?lus ptoduced-
I

is therefore the degree of control ove

e L

of a.causal d1agram as 1n dlagram

/
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. ) Explanation of Diagram I f ) \ ) . |

, i : ] \ BN
- H :-This is a homeostatic variable representing the goal of the .

J‘ - 4

dominant group. Since itjis the ultimate basis of the)DS/TS

\ . system, it represents the goal of ensuring continued domlnat10“3

2 :-This is another homeostatic variable representing the goal of . - ‘
- |
|

Y J

H

o ] ' the subjugated group. Hl and H2 are inversely related. :

B ‘/

1:~ Dominant Group: This group consists of the various exogenous
o = p ’

Toer individuals, or groups who are in control of the DS/TS system,

2:- Legitimizing Values:- These include mores, values. beliéfs,

) ideol : symbolic structures- a d 11 other super-stru tu 1
R ~_ideology, sy uctw nd all othex super-structura

characteristics used to rationalize the DS/TS system and tq

ensure a- degree of tacit support of the system -on the part of

- . the subjugatéd. 3 ff

A . i ’
b

1
-

-

’ 3:~ Institutions:- These facilitate subjugation and the :expropria-
i o tion/appropriation of economic‘surplus. :Examples axe (a)

Political institutions--formal and informal arrangements of 1

ruling, domination, ete. (b) Cultural and Educational ins- -
titutions such as churches and schools. (c) Economic insti-

tutions and forms of economic orcanization. (d) ‘Communication

| i structures--these control or influence the~total social reality

e 5 . - . .,
of éhe_society and;can also be used to divert or sublimate po-

L

El

tential antagonistic tendencies. ,

~ . N N

4:~ T-S System° These are sanctions, arrests, imprisonment, killings;>_

rewards and punishments which, if constantly directed towards &
-~ <
’ _— N\

. - ¥
. _particular group imply the ekistence df a DS/TS system; their

’presencegis therefore a necessary and sufficient condition for f‘
- s - < ) . o
the existence of a DS/TS -relationship. R O

e $:- Subjugated Group: This.maylconsist of .any. group or combination

°

- of groups characterized by -work, race, culture, ethnicity, sex,

' ’ - o ) | "\,
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. ““contained through the use of the TS system (4). above and/or

* jugated -group.

and so on. ’ T .

- ~

- 3 .. ’ . )
6:~ Challenges:~ These are actions, regular and irregular, an-

e

- tagpnistic-and non-antagonist}c, directed at.the DS/TS system.

The longrun existence of potential or actual antagonistic

- « . *

challenges is a sufficient, although not a necessary condi-

or : - ) ’ :

tioni%he existence of a ‘DS/TS relationship. In a given period

tthe gnhllenges can, to one degree or another, be effectively
» . — & » * .

.

* effective legitimization of the DS/TS system as in (2) aboves
7:- Surplus JFlow: This is some part of; the economio surplus which

-

is used to re1nforce the TS system, and the support of the

~

: ,institutions and bureaucracres. As Bouldrng notes:

i *

. . For with goods wh1ch the’ threatner reéceives
- .he can organjze-his threat capabrllty and
: g‘ therefore H&s threat credlbrllty.
- - &7 . /

8:~ Surplus flcw through the enclave sectorg*This is some of‘the‘

.surplus that is retained within the subjugated group's environ-

ment and whrch, therefore, may consist of group or ¢lass in- .

} dlgenous to- the subjugated group as & whole, orvof‘gn external

grgup. ' -

The plus signs in the diagram.indicatevthat_the effect‘posftively

. .

re1nforces the DS/TS system; and a minus 51gn 1nd1cates that the

o

. effect tends to undérmine the DS/TS system. The framework, 1t should

be noted, is. a macro-framework as perceibed by the subjugated group.

It, thefefore, contains the major elements relevant +o the conditions

¥

of the subjugated group and excludes thosé elements of the domrnant

group that are irrelevant or perrpheral to the cond1t}on of the sub-




H
E. C¢nditions For the Identification of the DS/TS System

The two conditions identifying the existence of the DS/TS system

-

should be emphasized:

-0 . (1) the necessary and sufficient condition is the existence of a .
.1 TS system_ (direct or- indirect) which, by design, or in prac-
tice, temporally and spatially incacerates a particular group
in the soc1ety. Note here, that if the TS system is, in-its
. . ultimate effect, generally directed (that is it has an equal
¢ ) incidence on all groups), it can be said to be simply an as-
1 ¥ pect of institutionalization and therefore not indicative of
-a DS/TS system as.here defined. -
* (2) 'the ex:.stente of antagonistic chaJ.lenges is a sufficient al-
. though not a necessary condition of the eXistence of a DS/TS
F e Pos-gystem.

* .

B ] Antagonistic challenges are all those actiVities dzrected against

- S

the legitimacy of the DS/TS system. They are only ‘a sufficient con-

X hd N

dition because in any given period they can be effectively contained

‘th;ough legitimization or through the use of the TS system such that.
- N '\'»-—\ ~ . - B : s
the, cost of non-compliance becomes an effective deterrent.-
. ,

The conditions specified above_ indicate that‘the DS/TS system is:

’
' 2

identifiable, and;, in principle, as an explanation of some aspect

' 'of reality, capable,of being. invalidated. ‘It is, therefore a scien-
) 5

- N ; M
tifically meaningful fraAeWork. The conditions under which it degen-

> Xe

. erates into a scientifically meaningless concept need also to be S

-

« Specified, however. To see thisj -note that if the process of legit-

H

imization is so successful tha? the subjugated éroup, of its own

accord, accepts the unequal relationship as a 1egitimate and natural
i /
condition .of existence, antagonistic challenges ‘(the suffiCient con-
2 .
~ dition for the DS/TS system) will disappear. As a consequence, it

may not be necessary or essential to maintain a TS system -(the ;

_ necessary and sufficient conditian of a DS/TS system). It may, there---

.
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fore, be somewhat scientifically nonsensical under such circum-
F-3

stances- to talk about uneqdal relationships. This sort of poten-

e

l
tidl degeneration of the DS/TS framework. is somewhat eliminated x\“-\\\\\\\;

w - ”

when it is contended that the concept is a longrun ekpianatibn. |
- - ™
,For,;histoiy has adequately shown that legitimization of unequal

“relationships is in the longrun never completely successful. -

F. Implications of the DS/TS Framework

o oy

The DS/TS framework developed in the previous*Section is de-

signed to be used in the analysis of unequal power relations. In

its ‘generality it can be used for most unequal relationships pei-

®

taining to groups of people that ought to be sovereign-and free.

. ' ¢
As .such, it can be used for the analysig of racial, ethnic, tribal, N

-

. . and national unequal configurations of groups. It can, in other
- p x " < » . ot
words, be used for the .analysis of what we may refer to as intérnal

. C o\

and external colonial, Imperialistic, or neo-colonialistic rela-

tionships. : ) ) . . ) 1 v
The DS/TS framework can be~* rendered empirically meaningful - ’
- . [ d B -
. ] " by identifying aspects of it that are _identifiable, -

measurablé: or quantifiable. THus, on a’lower level of generality
- and in its empirically meaningful form the DS/TS framework can be

disaggregated into a relationship hypothesizing deperidency and domina-

tion relationships;zsA dependehcx relationship is a flow concept
which identifies the following: (1) all,communicated; imposed, or !,
.adapted values, and (2) expropr%ated and appropriated ecOnomié sur-

pluses which reinforce the.DS/TS relationshfﬁféuch that the subju-
H I} - . - B s
- gated group is unable to alter t@g situation. A Jdomination rela-
* ) A e
JE - A ; .
tionship on the--other hand is a situational concept réferring to

i}
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the manner in which -the dominant group can allocate the priorities,

resources, values, and the socio—economic‘behavior of the subjugated group

such that the latter group. . . . .
A is unable to alter the s1tuatlon. A domination relationship

on the other hand is a situational concept referring to the manner
. i ‘ ;-

in which the dominant group can allocate priorities, resources,
values, and the socio-~economic behavior of the sﬁbjugated group
! "

resulting in the continued domination and deéendency of the latter
group. "(:; : " -

The general usefulness of the’ DS/TS‘frameWOrk can thus be ’

éleaned“from a consideration of the ampllcatlons of the notions of

Py
o~

dependency,and domination in empirical'issues pertaining to Blacks.

-

- It should be noted that since the DS/TS framework is, from the point

of view of the dominated group, & macro concept, the empirical.issues _

13

cannot, s1ngly,,categor1cally prove the ex1stence of non-ex1stence of

a DS /TS relatzonshlpz They would have to be cons1dered in their total

E

effect -on the nature of group reIations.

" Superstructural Manifestations of the DS/TS System

v
Whlle the DS/TS system may not be viewed as such by the domlnant

group, which may view the system in functional terms, it is a struc—

*

tural framework embodying social conflict from the perspective of the
subjugated group. We will view the structuraﬁ\elements of the DS/TS

system as constituting the quantitative base. ﬁor a éomplete depic~-

tion of the nature of the subjugation we need to indicate also the
superstructural (quaiitative) manifestations of the DS/TS system.
Having done this our model will not only be structural but also
dialectical. A

-

p
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The .DS/TS System,Yike all other structural and institutional forms

of social organization)is a human creation. Such human creations,
however, in the course of timelbécome’cbjectiffed'and>thus become
separated from their creators and become reified as things posse§sing

a reason for existénce of their own.26This reification is associated

with, and legitimized by a superstructure consciously created and main-

. Ad -

‘tained by. the creators. Antagonistic ccnflict,in a society arises

.as a result of the degree to wh1ch a partlcular grcup in the soc1ety
N - 'refuses to accept the 1nst1tut10ns and roles assoc1ated w1th them as

reified ‘and does not subScrlbe“fully‘to the exlstlng - superstructure.

A DS/TS system characterizes such a society with actuai or potential
’ antagonistic .groups.

< - ‘ -

Everyday experiences are subjectlvely comprehended. by each 1nd1-

£

' ~ vidual who then finds that this comprehension is an 1ntersubject1ve

3

=

““one shared.by a.community of individuals. Through soc1al interactidh’
the nature of the subjectively shared comprehension of reality is ab-

fstracted and the roles. assoc1ated w1th them are typlfled and .generalized.

L

3
The result is an object1f1cat10n of the subJectlvely determlned compre=

3

¥
.

hension and its associated roles. The objec¢tification can take the
form of language, symb&lic interaction, or institutionalization. This

! then becomes the socially created reality, which to a greatér or lesser
/ - . e .
degree, assumes. an existence removed from that of its creators.

w

Institutionalization occurs when shared actions and goals are zou-

/
tinized so thatktheir existence and their ful?iil&ent of required func-
//( tions is not directly depengent on particular individuals. InStituticns
therefore "control human conduct by setting up predefined~patterns of
B o
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L, \& _ o o . ,
: - conduct”. Z@hls,"typlflcatlon of habitualized actions", assumes some
degree of freedom of association and mutuality ampng‘the memﬁers of

a society.> The resﬁlting social control through sanctions and re-

\\\1 ) wards further objecéifies institutions as real entities. Note, how-

ever, that the nature of the institution conforms to a‘preferfed and

logical pattern’arrived.at subjectively thrdugh the reflective cons-—

ciousness of_ the community. The knowledgé of the nature”and'logiéality

-

=

of the institution is assumed to be available potentially, and re-

trievable when needed: . - - N ’ o
T . This is the knowledge that
2 ! is learned in theé course of socialization ’
‘ and that. mediates in internalization

within ihdividual consciousness of . -
. the objectivateéd structures of the
‘ e Social world. < Knowledge in this sense
is at the heart of the fundamental
- dialectic of sociéty.28 T ) -

The playing and répetition of roles'commensurate'witﬁ thp'logic of

. ’ . N s ‘o . -
the ‘institutions gives the latter (institutions) a legitimacy for their
L4 : -

existence. In addition to ﬁhe roles, institutions have linguistic

>

- F . ’ . ‘
designations and objectifications, and complex symbolizations which

s

have to be continually enacted and resurrected through ceremonies,

rituals, myths, parades and so on for the continuous objectifiéation
of the institutions.; This, while institutiornis are created as a result
of the subi;ctive reflection of the Eqmmunity, éhe latter's comprehen-
sion of theé institutions is also alfered in éhé process of the objec-

2

tification -of the institutions. The proéess of interaction is thus dia-
L4 * .

“lectiqal.

" The knowledge about the institutions is available as an amalgam, of

* ideas and logic of the institutions and the history, values, preferences,

RO
.. . N - : )
ideology, and so on, associated with them. This amalgam of shared know-
ledge is structu;ed according to relevances, whicﬁ are vectors, as it

= . . i . - z

o ' .32
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.

vwere, or ordinal functions of those things the community intersub-

jectively deems deslrable aﬁd cherlshable. Instituticnalization,

- >

therefore,- depends on ‘the. spread and generallty of shared relevances.
The greater the spread and generality of shared relevances the greater

will ‘be the degree of instituéionalization in a society. '
The institutions can also be objectified through a conscious pro-

céss of legitimization. This process is a process of making evailable‘

to, and ingrained ihto the subjective cohprehension,of unknowledgeable

(or potentially doubting) individuals or groups, those pfimary or first

order relevances that give the institution their raison detre. Legiti=

mization, therefore, by spr%ading values and kno@;edge-cf the institu-
tions, gives the latter a normative dignity to their practical imbera—
0N

t1ves, a cognltlve valldlty to their ex1stence. The legitimizihg,pro- ]
cess is faclllgeted by the fact that relevance structures are avallable
+in form of symbolic universes of socially objectivated and subjectlvely

’ real meanings.
The sum total of a soclety s symbollc universes may be an aggregated
h.

symbollc universe which im its coherence prevades all aspects of soclety
/suchathat ~

its meaning<bestowing capacity .. 7
far exceeds the domain of social,
life, so that the individual

may 'locate' himself within it

even in his most solitary experiences.29

-

’ ‘ .
The symbolic universe ensures that everyone is iQ line with ‘'reality’,

M - - . - x » . . > ”M*
as society has created it, and‘-definéd it. Institutions, thus, have

3
.

an ontological existence relatively independené of its creators; they 1

—
~e

become refied, which refers to the

. Apprehension of human phenomend ’ >
as if they were things, that is,
in non-human -or pogsibly :

- supra-human terms. 30 w&y,

-~ .o N

P




N
*

: (31)

.- - n - s
The‘nature of the problem each society is confronted with can now

be identified as that of ensuringAthét the Eymbolic universe and its

institutions have expernal and internal legitimacy. The TS system (as
T . .
. - bt
defined above) and ;the Jegitimization *process, very broadly defined, :
N < . : - . :
are complimentary and substitutable means of ensuripg‘socigi equilibrium.

’ = - N

. L . ‘\
The problem is~inténsifie§,\Q?wever¢ when particular groups (qﬁph as

classes, races or ethnic grougéi possess unique symbolic subuniverses .

and unique corresponding typified forms of behavior that are not in

. . -
R

agreement with those of~the.dominan£ society. Iﬁ,this case; the pro-

-

cess of legitimization_and the deployment of the TS system will be

disproportionately directed towards these deviant groups. This is the

\

|

\

|

|
situation we have identified above as pertaining to a Dominance-Sub- o
jugation relationship--in fact it is the necessary and sufficient con-

~

dition for the existence of a DS/TS system described'eé;lier.

-~

Let us refer to the nature of }nstitutions, relationships between

institutions, and relationships between social groups as representing

the socio-economic structure, or the base; and refer to the symbolic

. oy -

. . i . - . . -
universe or subuniverses of -a group or the society as a whole as "the

superstructure. Because of its reification we will view the base as

>

+

the quantitative, and the superstructure as the qualitative aspect of

society. Note that both the base and the superstructure are human »
creations, as Berger and Luckmann warn us,

it is important to keep in mind

that the objéctivity of the instiﬁ;tional ] )
world, however massive it may appear e e g
to the individual is a humanly pro- -

duced, constructed objectivity.

The base gnd the superstrhcﬁure interact through the legitimization .

process which results in hgtual adjustments. of hoth.
- ]

"
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- Some implications of the above discussion for thg analysis of the

.

Black condition- can be stated in form of the fcllowing questions: - .
(1) Do Blacks and Whites share the same relevances and symbolic
universes? : : . ) -/
° - . - i v
(2) To what degiee are Black and White symbolic §ubuniverse§
complimentary, co-existing, or conflicting? -
. N N

If we answer the above questions according to the historical circum-

.- .

A . . . .
stances {nitially prevailing for Blacks, we can state categorically

structures, and that the nature of the initial interaction répf@sented

|
- - - ’ - , \ ]
that Blacks and Whites did'not share the same relevances or symbolic ;

a conflict of s&mbdlic structures with. that of the whites as the domi- N

nant .one. The problem, however, remains of unravelling and conceptua-

“ i -
¥

1izirg what has. happened since that initial time. . ‘

s -

H. Someé Implications of the DS/TS §ys%em for Emprical Research

‘Identifying Oppression

. o

Quantitatively Black peoplevare.bppxessed to the degree that de-
%pgngency and domination effects disproportionately affect Blacks in

_ their incidence and persistence spatially and temporally. The unique- -
o ) . : .
-~ ness of such oppression, however, cannot be adequately determined by "

f . - ) .

) i looking at quantitative indicators of dependency and domination as has

é - . .
traditionally been the case. This is particularly a problem when the

L

aim is to _assess the differences in oppression among groups at a given

point i time or for a given perioa.

i
i

£ s -

However, by superimposing supersfructural maﬁifestations of domina-
tion and dependquﬁ among,groups through a dialectical approach, a cate-
gorical and perhaps an unequivocal rule, that uniquely determines the

degree. of oppression can be derived.. The rule is théf:‘
diffexences in the incidence and persistence of subjugation
(és measured by quantitative indexes) among groups can be
said’ to be significantly’, and, therefore, uniquely dif=-
. ferent when domination ‘and dependency effects result, or -
s are associated with different‘jpalitétive (i.e. superstructural

- manifestations)

: - 35
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. manifestations. This dialectical rule, as we

shall call it, mot only helps in distinguishing the naturé of oppres-

sion among groups, but it also helps ‘in d1st1ngu1sn1ng the kind of oppres-
; o B '
sion characteristic of a DS/TS system as sketched &bove, from the domina-

tion of minority individuals or groups 1nherent11n'the nature of social

-organization )and institutionalization as such ih containing deviance in
. & .

1

. an otherwise homogenous SOCletj.

The DS/TS system presumes a 1ack of homogeneity so that the domina-
tion implied by it hypothes1zes that the dominated group will not re1fy

and will mnot hold as legitimate the soc1a1, political, cultural, and
O g "'}" -
g s

economic values, norms, and 1nst1tutiona1/structural framework -of the

- l

society -of which it is a—part. Superstructufal attempts to accommodate:

this refusal to reify or legitmize 'the ‘prevailing soc1al relations and

'4

norms can be manifested in socio-egconomic adaptations and adjustments
— supporf- e C
or antagonistic challenges which may or may notAthe DS/TS system?
/ st
” Thus, hypothetically, unique superstructural man1festat10ns will be .
/

associated with groups: fowahom domination and dependency effects dis- -

< z

propbrtionately‘persist over time. . -

The ﬂomogenietffof Black Peoplei ’ /
/

while at the time of the 1n1t1a1 contact between Blacks and Whites

/ /

* Black peoplé could be said to have constituted a hoimogénous -group, R
at this.point in history, as a result of structurai differentiation -
& .
the matter is not at all quite clear. ' The problem hefe can be phrased

in terms of the follow1ng 1ssues that need "to be eqpirxcally determined: ;4

L4

(a) On the. basis of race.pOOr,Blacks and middle-class Blacks are situa-

tionally potential victims of the .DS/TS system.. On the bdsis of c¢lass,

however, there is a difference, for, the inc1dence and pers1stence of - ~

) 4 2, s 3 B Ti

poverty is greater among poor Blacks. The combination of racial and’

class stratification factors can be viewed to result in differences in

— e~
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A

the categdrical conversion (i.e. the superstructural reaction) and the

subjective comprehension of the oppresglo between pooxr Blacks and mid-

dle class Blacks. ' : ; .

It needs to be determined whether both groups equally accept or re-
ject the factlclty and reification of the dominant symbollc universes
and structures. Further, for purposes of mobllizatlon and pollt;cal

strategy it ngeds to.be/determined how, in the longrun, socio-economié

differentiation and stratification within the Black community undermines

- B, - s - * - -
the bond of racial solidarity and identification. If it does undermine -

»

ié, is the mobilizatlon of all Blacks on the basis-of race a feasible
longrun strategy—~-the issue here it should be noted, is first and foremost
empirical and only»seccnéarily ideological.

If we assume, for instance that middle class Blacks fully accept the

legitimacy of the dominant social structure, its relations, and values;
and assume, alternatively, that poor Blacks do not fully accept as legiti-
. . T . N -

mate the existing social structure and its concommitant relations and

values. We can say then}in terms of the -DS/TS sysﬁem, that the disen-

chantment with the system among middleblass ‘Blacks on the basis of race

represents a - RN )
A 'nonantagonistic challenge and that -among poor Blacks on the ba51s

-

of race and glass.(their poverty) represents an actual or potential

antagonistic challenge. If these assumptions are true empirically, then,

the polltlcal grlevances of mlddleclass Blacks represent a contlngent

7

rde
consc1ousness since they do not challenge the legitimacy of the establlshed,\
M [

and therefore can be accommodated within it. On the other hand, the /
> = - - 7 ,

> /
- -
/!

political grievances of poor Blacks represent a necessary consciousness

in -that, being antagoniggichﬂtheyfchallenge the very>roots of fhe es-

tablished order and thus can only be fully accommodated through a ‘revo-

o~
lutionary transformation of socidl relations, Employing the dialectical

rule mentioned earlier we can conclude (if our initial assumptions are
' ] . .

-




- - cal moblllz'tlon. In thlS case then any moblilzatron on the basxs of*
!

spokesmen of the latter they should be v1ewed with c1rcum- ¢ A,ﬁ

/Race ana Class . . - . . . -

s a
This issue_ arises because not only do we have ‘class dlfferentlatxon wo.

- : o
within  one broad race category, as_shown above, but we also have rxa- !
cial differentiation within each broad c;ass'eategory. Crucial in ",

these racial and class dichotcmies is the relatfonship of poor whites

to Black people. .The dialectical rule can be applied here, just as’ .

weli, to illuminate the nature of the problem. Let us assume that’ .Q
. T

the 1nc1dence of poverty among. whites both temporally and spatlally . " .

-

is such that every newly born wh1te American has a relat1vely equal

~ - .
(39

probability of being poor, or rich. This assumpt;on means that the-

soc1o—econom1c system as viewed by whltes is generally directed (that

. prede51gned to
is) 1t is notA adversely or benef1c1ally affect one particular grqpp

* ”

7

' of whites in the longrun). If this is emplrlcally the case then poor

whites will view their condition as a tempeprary aberratlon. Thelr

[ .
grlevances, therefore, will constitute a contlngent consc1ousness in

= ! . N

D ethat,being nonantagonistic, they can be,accommodated {as viewed by -
' - ’ é P * . =
. ! poor whites) within the system in the course of time.
A : 4 .
i . ]
> ‘ If the preceding holds, then poor whites-dre closer to middleclass

-

- | Blacks in their non-antagonistic contingent censciousness. Also both

- , N

, o ! pgor whites (on the basis of class) and middleéléss Blagks~(on the
- bt * . . o co. .' '

L2

£
P




basis of race) constitute, because of their contingent consciousness,

. . 70 . . *
AR _ .only temporary and tactical allies for poor Blacks, whose consciousness
<, * *
. is a necessary one. It is in this respect .that one can view poor Blacks

as probably the most potentially revolutioﬁary class in America. But
. S e . -
e * if within any given period, say a prolonged, recession, poor whites -
- ) . . -
view their poverty in a manner that transforms their attitude ioward

’ ‘the system from a non—antagonistic one to an antagonistic one that chal-
/ ) ” ) . . . i . . . -
. lenges the legitimacy of the system, its relations, and its symbolic

- & . -
universes, then and only theﬁ,wii; their consciousness be a. necessaxy

O M b

one and as such one in unison with that of -poor Blacks. -
; .

What we Have then is the problem of: S « -,
The contradiction between sociological
contingency of the class, (stratified y
and divided by sectlonal 1nterest, etc.)
at a given moment, and its being as- cons-
T - - titutive of the structural antagonlsm of .., :
¢ capitalism. . . g

Marx refers to this as' a contradtiétion in the being and existence

. of labor" ) ‘ : 4 .o : o
- ’
whose solution«is a.necessary pre-
o requisite-~in its dialectical sense-- - 33
. to a successful restructuring of soc1ety. N

-

If the aim is_ to restructiure society, then, racial or class. unity

~ LY

. . ; .
cannot be presumed solely on the basis of a priori assumptions con-

L ) forming to some chosén ideology34

=

'III. - CONCLUSION : Ideology and Methodology -

Lt 4

If the a:.m is to restructure society then, racz.al) or class um.ty) among Blacks, o

-

Blacks and whites,respectively tannot be presumed solely on the basis of

,—/"

-

a priori assumptions confoxming to-some ideology. ,éiven the goéis of a -

group) an ideoivav Tnould be formulated on the pasis of a cor¥ect d1agnos1s

» P ¢

" of prevailing social reldtions. To achieve this a substantlve (theoretlcal) .
: . . ’ ,‘/,

structure commensurate with a given value orient_:at:-'on nas to ke developed | ,
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from which the relevant hypotheses about society can be formulated for

testing._ Since the value orientation is a.perspective it should be such:
’ “ .

1that it generally conforms to given ideological goals. The value orien-

tation then ensures that the relevant questions about social reality will
» » \
be asked.

™

.However to ensure that the social reality is correctly diagnosed-a

. -\ . ) - - ;
strict methodology has to be followed and from the pool of the consequent
empirical findings implications for ideology and political strategytcan

g 1
be derived. Ideology is related to methodology in that it prov1des a
i

basis (the perspectrye) from which to launch sc1entific inquiry of

— <
e -

utii!%y to a particular group. Once that baSis is provided, however,

« -
" 2

methodology takes over and through its. results ideology -can be refined.

K

4

* Thus, while to say an ideology is 'scientific' is a misnomer it is quite
Al N »

I3

possible that an ideology is bezsed on ‘scientific’ findings {that isg“the

’

product of a given methodology). v o * K .

We need a methodology relevant to a’Blaék‘perspective not only for
. 4 : : N R

A

the sake of refining ideology and stratégy but also for educational pur-

4

* . ‘,_
poses. * A unique methodology is needed to routinize ingquiry and to ensure
. X s o \

that the task of asking relevant guestions for soientific inquiry is under-
, taken efficfently. Black”Studieslresearch institutes and conventions should
be held solely for the purpose of developing a unified_substantive structure

‘through critiques and reviews of the numerous discrete and disparate scholarly

output now in existence. The outcome of such discussionsjshould be made
a -

-

availahle in form of theoretical textbooks whiog should bevnsed'ip required

‘courses on methodology and theory in Black Studies programsl' The dévelopment

of the disciplines such as sociology and anthropology into established areas
. (- R - N '

of academic¢ inquiry in a matter of déaades should bewstudied for the light

LR

-

e VI

-

o ' .
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they shade on the task before us.

- ) { ! . J
° . - ;The search for a methodolcgy of Black Studies should at this p01nt ‘ l
|

”~ - -~

in the, Black Studies crisis be the primary aim of actuallzlng\a_longrun

infeynal and external legitimacy. The identifigatlon of perspective and
content is;gnlywa starting poipt.' We should bevcautiogg, however, for

+ - - P
-

‘where interest in method ceases to

. -7 ) be primary and becomes militantly
R 2 v exclusive, where regard for methed
-wé ’ begins to be related inversely to
. regard for its results, a peculiar . .
‘ problem arises, belonglng to the

. soc1ology and ekhics of query.

v R

With such caution in mind the elaboration éfqa*methédology of Black Studies

<

-

.Wshould‘be intensified. With a methodology of ﬁlack Studies; a unique per;

.spective} and ,a unique substantive structure such as can be suggested by
. . - . ~ ¢ " - ]

' the DS/TS framework.sketched above}viable Black Studies programs can be °

aeveloped. Such programs will have, to be manned by those who share similar
] perspectivés and similar methodologies, letting'some chips fall where theyx'
) +he
: may, on Blacks or whites; however, to ensure that the p0551b111ty ofadi- ®

x

: lutlng or sabotaglng of the perspectlve and goals is held at bay, " Black
) .

Studles }n its 1nst1tut10nal mag;festatlon should ‘remain monopollzed by

K , . Black -people. 36 : 7 ' e .
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' . NOTES

-
L

NOTE ON THE PAPER: This is a revised version of a previous paper, B
similarly titled, presented at the 1975 African Heritage Studies Associa-
fion Convention in Washington, D.C., April, 1975. The first part of the
paper is abridged from a paper entitled "Methodological Uniquéness as a
Longrun Basis for the Legitimization of Black Studies Programs" presented
. at the Symnosium on Critical Issues in Afro~American Studies in February
- 1975, sponsored by the Afro-American. Studies program at Syracuse Uni-
versity. (also published as a selected phper from the proceedings in the
Afro-American Quarterly, Vol. I No. 3). The DS/TS framework was origi-
_nally presented in a paper entitled "Economic Exploitation and African
Economic Development: A Comparative critique of Marxian and Traditipnal-
ist views of Imperialism" for the African Studies Association l6th Annual
Convention at Syracuse, November 1975. And finally, the discussion on
"Superstructural Manifestations‘of the DS/TS System" has been excerpted ’ -
y£xom a previous paper entitled "Structural Oppreésign and the Persistence ’
"of Black Poverty: A Structural/Dialectical Approach to an Analyticai syn- )
i thesis of the Class and Racial Oppression of Black Communities," pr\sented
at the National Conference on. The Black Family in the. American Economy
P sponsored by the Pan i.rican Studies Department, University of Louisvjille,
‘Kentucky, March, 1975 (Preéeedings of the Conference scheduled for publi-
T cation by ECCA Publications, Summer of 1975). "~ .

.

- 1. In this essay ‘Black Studies' is understood to be synonymous with Afro-
American Studies. g

3\

2. A number of studies, reports and books have been published on Black
- Studies. In many of these works only content, perspective, and the
) general utility of Black Studies are discusse&; the issue of metho-
dology is rarely discussed. See for example, Armstead L. Robinson,
Ctaig C. Foster, and Dongld Olgivie, editors, Black Studies in the
Universfgz4 A Symposium, jYalei%niversity Preds, New Haven, 1969) s
John Blassingame editor, New Perspectives on Black Studies (Uni-
versity of Illinois Press, Urbana, 1971); Faculty of Arts.ana : 4
Sciences, Report of_the Faculty Committee on African and Afro-
American Studies (Harvard University, 1969); Walter Fisher, Ideas : i
for Black Studies (The Morgah State College Brogram, 1971); Nick =
Aaron Ford, Black Studies: Threat & Challenge (National University
Publications, Port Washington, N.Y. 1973); Allen B. Ballard, The
Education of Black Folk: The Afro-American Struggle for Xnowledge
in White America, (Harper and Row-Colophon Books, N.Y., 1973); and
Thomas Sowell, Black Education: Myths and Tragedies (David Mackay - -
" Inc., New York, 1972). .- B .

; 3. Harold Cruse,~"Black Politics Series: The Methodology of Pan Afri-

' canism", Black World, January 1975. A distinction should be made
. here between scholarship by Blacks of which there are outstanding

| examples in the. traditional disciplines, and.Black scholarship éeman-
/ " ating from the outspoken supporters of Black Studies programs, which,

it is argued here is lacking. )
-

-
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4. Justus Buchler, The Concept of Method (Columbia University Press,
New York, 1961) p. 7. Much of the discussion on method in this |
section is distilled from Buchler's treatise. -

5. Ibid., p. 9

6. For a discussion of the @ature of values in scientific inquiry see
Abraham Kaplan, The Conduct of Inquiry (Chandler Publishing Co., Ea
Scranton, Pa. 1964); and the many works of Gunnax Myrdal on scien-

7 tific inquiry, especially Value ip Social Theory: A Selection of .
Essays by Gunnar Myrdal, edited by Paul Streeten (Routledge and b

Kegan Paul, London, 1958).

7. Buchler, The Concept of Method, p. 131.-

/ ) 8. Kaplan, The Conduct of Inquiry; p. 375. . . .- ’ .

9. Julien Preﬁund, The Sociology of Max Weber (Vintage Books, Random
. House, N.Y. 1969 ( p. 53. . -

- ~ .

10. Ibid., p. 54. .

" 11. - Ibid., p. 54. * . . .
12. Joseph J. Schwab, "Structure of the Disciplines:* Meanings, and .
significances", in The Structure of Knowledge and the Currlculum
(Rand McNally Curriculum Series, Chicago, 1964) edlted by G.W.
L . Ford and Lawrence Pugno, p. 14. ) '
' . -

13. Addison Gayle Jr., editor, The Black Aesthetic (Doubleday and Co.,

'N Y., 1971); Joyce Ladner,.editor, The Death of White Soc1ologz

(RandoMouse, N. Y., 1573)3: < "

) ’

i
.'14. Ronald Walters "Poward a Definition of Black Social Science"; in
j Joyce Ladner, editor, The Death of White SQc1olggy, p. 190.

15. Abd-L Hakimu Ibn Alkalimat (Gerald McWorter) "Ideology of ‘Black
Social Science", in Joyce Ladner, editor, The Death of White

' Sociology, p. 187.

16. Nathan Hare, "The Challenge of a Black Scholar," in Ladner's,_ The.
* .Death of White Sociology p. 73. ’
17. James Turner, "The Sociology of Blatk Natlonallsm", 1n Ladner’ s,
The Death of ‘White Sociology p. 252. :

»

y

. ) 18. J. Scott, fBlack Science and Nation Bui;diﬁg", in Ladner's, The ‘
i , Death of White Sociology p. 308. .
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19..

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

Tom Bottomore, "Introduction", p. 5 and see the fuller discussion

by R.K. Merton, "Insiders and Outsiders: A Chapter in the Sociology
of Knowledge", both in American Journal of cOCiology, vVol. 28, No.,l,
July 1972. This particular issue of AJS is devoted to "Varieties of
Political Expression in SOCiology", and..contains useful discusSions
of meLhod, perspective, and bias in scientific inquiry.

For a description of the methodological components of a dispipline

and their inter-relations see R. K. Merton's On Theoretical/ Sociology
(Free Press, N.Y., 1967) chapters IV and V. See also the essays

in Ford and Pugno, editors The Structure of Knowledge arid the Curricu~

Jum.

Stephen Henderson, Understanding. the New Black Poetrfy, and "Saturation:
Progress Report on a Theoxry of Black Poetry", Black World, June 75;
Dan L. Lee, Dynamite Voices: Black Poets of the I960 s (Broadside

Press, Detroit). v £
. / : s

Kenneth Arrow, Social Choice and. IndiVidual Values (Yale University

Press, New Haven, 1972) p. 83. . // :
l / t

Arthur L. Stinchcombe, Cqﬁstructing SOCial Theories (Harcourt, Brace

and- World, N.Y. 1968).// / f

The DS/TS System as developed here is a conglomeration of various .
approaches. The idea of domination and legitimacy has been dealt
with in Max Weber's writings on political sociology ‘(see Reinhard
Bendix's Max Weber: An Intellectual Portrait- Doubleday, N.Y., 1960-
Part IXI). The implications of-the incorporation of social conflict,
antagonistic and non-antagonistic, have been dealt. with in the
Marxian tradition, and by sociologists such as L.A. Coser and Ralf
Dahrendorf. The idea of a Threat Submission system as an aspect of
domination can be found in Boulding's introduction to Economic '
Imperialism (University of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, "1972) edited
by K.E. Boulding and Tapan Mukerjee. The interconnectedness of the’
DS/TS system as suggested here is in general similar to -that ,0of Johan
Galtung, "A Structural Theory of Imperialism"”, Journal of Peace Re-

search ,Vol. 8, 1974, For case studies applying a framework Similar!b<lqd

implying a DS/TS system see the many works on the ‘political ecanomy cg
underdeveloped countries and,for a study of legitimizing institutions
see Martin Carnoy's Eduction as Cultural Imperialism (David Mackay,, .

1974). - .o i

Domination and Dependency are defined here along. the lines suggested
by Charles Elliott in "Growth Develcpment or Independence?", “in Heidei
and Udo Ernst Simonis, editors, Sccio Economic Development in Dual

Economics (Weltforum Verlag, Munchen, 1971).
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26. The discussion is derived from the freatise by Peter L. Berger and
Thomas Luckmann, The Social Construction of Reality (Doubleday
Anchor Books, N.Y., 1967). ’

27. 1Ibid., p. 54.
s . 28. Ibid., p. 66. . ) ]
29. 1Ibid., p. 96 The works of Frantz Fanon and } Memmi on the psychologicél

impact of colonial domination give eloquent testlmonles
to this observation.

30. Berger and Luckmann, p. 89.

- 31. Ibid., p. 60 . B .
- & *
32. Istuan Meszaros, "Contingent and Necessary Class Consciousness," in
. I. Meszaros, Editor, Aspects of History and Class Consciousness (Herder
T and Herder, N.¥. 1971), p. 100.

33. - Ibid. p. 100.

34. Thus Meséaros observes, however, tﬁaé ..
the development of nhecessary class h
consciousness does-not 1mply its constitution .
‘as a 'homogenous psychologlca] bond *-which
is a fiction. . .-but the elaboration of
strategically vaiable programmes of action
embracing a multiplicity of specific social
groups in whatever variety of organizational
forms may:+be reqﬁired. (Meszaros, op. c1t. p. 100).

]

35. Buchler, The Concept of Heth;é p. 105. Buchler. evangellstlcally
continues- thus: "For this klng of inverse relation has as an
eventual consequence an erasur€, of the sense of connection between
activity and its aims. The u%e and fruits of method become objects
of disdain. Methodolatry enters e scene, and methodic activity
becomes transformed into a cont1nu1ng proliferation of conventions.
Methodolotry is more a cultural than an individual problem. That
certain individuals should focus short-szghtedly is sometimes ne~

" . cessary, and contributory to, _invention. But that masses of indi-

viduals should do so implies social attribute of the alternative )

4 . course. Men afflicted with Methodolatry become self rightéous, .and .

© in their euphoria fancy themselves to have acquired unsuspected health.
Methodic activity is 1dent1f1ed with cultist works. Vlrtuousiy is
mistaken for orlglnallty. The epidemic ~olony turns into a reformist
/ party which sees itself a correcting extravagance of old ways. In

time, the aridity of correctness becomes ev1dent, even to the fa1th~
ful. The methodic imagination craves to be ‘utilized and fulfilled.
Procedgral tricks prove meager fare, and the epidemic is broken, at

) least until new and more provincial methodolaters threaten to seize

« . the day." (My emphasis) )

36. On the neéd for such monopolization, and not neceésarily absolute ex-
clusiveness, see Guy C.2. Mhone, "The Case Against Africanists", ISSUE,
(African .Studies Association Quarterly Journal of Opinion) Vol. II No. 2

o Summer, 1972.
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