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(A) Review of the traditions of theory and methodology.

A review of the literature on the Caribbean research tradition finds that the main challenges faced have been:

· Building endogenous theory and research

· Doing cross-disciplinary research
· Identifying external and internal dynamics

· Overcoming fragmentation

· Making research applicable to policy

· Identifying what is important to study

· Developing a research strategy

· Considering the ‘politics of research’

· Making research relevant to development

· Advancing critical theory and appropriate methodology.

Overview

When the social sciences first developed in the Commonwealth Caribbean (at ISER in 1948), its epistemology was western and influenced by questions raised by the European experience – the enlightenment, the industrial revolution, the rise of capitalism, and the French Revolution. These influenced political studies – studies of the State and democracy; the discipline of economics – studies of capitalism; sociology - the study of social order; and anthropology - the study of civilizations.

Once transplanted to the Caribbean, the region had to develop its own endogenous Social Sciences to explain Caribbean reality. The process of endogenization is, “the application or redefinition of existing models with the aim of providing valid instruments for understanding the region’s own reality, and the search for new approaches and procedures derived from within”. (Sankatsing, 2001: 39).

Sankatsing says that a first generation of Caribbean social scientists “made unceasing efforts to adapt, modify, contextualize and acclimatize fashionable models, paradigms, theories and methods from traditional social sciences, and…great efforts were made to develop new approaches and perspectives appropriate to the region’s own reality”. (p.39). 

They studied the process of decolonization, nationalism and national identity, nation building, new political systems, the problem of race, the nature of the economies of Caribbean societies, strategies for economic development, the viability of microstates and regional cooperation. Such scholars included, Arthur Lewis, C.L.R. James, and Eric Williams. 

A second generation calling itself the New World Group emerged in the 1960s. Its main representatives were Lloyd Best, Kari Levitt, George Beckford, and Norman Girvan. They developed the model of the plantation economy. The Marxist school, involving Trevor Munroe, Rupert Lewis, Mark Figueroa, Don Robotham, among others, challenged this. They coexisted with the New World Group. Scholars like Walter Rodney and C.Y. Thomas existed somewhere in-between. 

A current generation of scholars has a more eclectic approach in both theory and method. They include Trevor Munroe, Selwyn Ryan, Anne-Marie Bissessar, Denis Benn, Brian Meeks, Mark Figueroa, Neville Duncan, Verene Shepherd and Patricia Mohammed. They grapple with the new issues of the post-Cold War paradigm such as democracy and governance, justice, globalization, and feminism.

Research Themes

Sankatsing identifies two themes in Caribbean research:

Disciplinary: The need for inter- or multi-disciplinary studies. There has always been a consensus that whereas western social sciences had established disciplinary specializations. Caribbean reality required cross-disciplinary studies. One might begin from an area of specialization but the social facts that research must uncover should be explored across disciplines. The Caribbean scholar must be cross-disciplinary. 

External/internal dynamism: The first generations stressed external dynamism. Caribbean societies were outgrowths of metropolitan societies, dependent on them, decisions were made externally, and the economies lacked internal dynamism. Sankatsing favors the approach that emphasizes external dynamism.

However, the absence of an internal dynamic is a result of the fact that we have not created that dynamic and this is the task of capacity building or institution building, and regionalism. Our question is, how do we create the internal dynamic that gives Caribbean societies their own momentum for development.
Fragmented Research

M.G. Smith raises different kinds of problems about Caribbean scholarship. One is that Caribbean studies have been incomplete because scholars suffer from the same fragmentation that affects Caribbean reality – language, small size, isolation, and culture.  He addresses the role of the Institute of Social and Economic Research at UWI, now the Sir Arthur Lewis Institute of Social and Economic Research:  

The challenge of ISER is to overcome these. This leads me to ask, can we ever develop a broad pan Caribbean scholarship and do we need a truly multi-cultural university and research centre? Do we concentrate on the Commonwealth Caribbean? Who studies the vulnerability of the Cayman Islands, tourism in Bermuda, governance in Haiti or crime in Guyana? There are many understudied countries and under-researched issues. 

What is Important?
Another problem is what should we study and how? He says that studies must focus on race, culture, and economic class and singles out gender studies as one requiring special attention. M.G. Smith was famous for his own study of Caribbean culture in Cultural Pluralism in the British West Indies. 

He distinguishes two forms of social research: academic – devoted to method, theory and scholarly documentation; and practical – to serve social planning applied to the marketplace.  Students should know how to bridge the two.

Scholars must “generate basic data and analyses necessary to inform the society and its leaders about problems and opportunities that call for action”. (Smith, 2001: 77).  This should include:

· Demography: the changing size, composition and conditions of our population.

· South-South cooperation to reduce dependency.

· Social assistance: to determine all services, advice, goods, credit, money etc, necessary to relieve ignorance, deprivation and distress.

· The distribution of wealth, income and economic power.

· The structure and content of education. 

Academic and practical social research should “form an integrated programme of complementary and mutually supportive components”. (82).

Smith poses an important challenge, how to integrate theory and policy thinking. 
Research Strategy

To generate theory, Carl Stone advises that the research process must be a self-conscious one in which the researcher asks what the appropriate methodology for study should be. Should it,

· Be single country study or comparative?

· Take a macro perspective or micro one?

· Be unidisciplinary, inter or multi-disciplinary?

· Be primarily explanatory or descriptive?

· Use quantitative data analysis or qualitative analysis?

Subsidiary questions concerning the ‘politics of research’ are:

· What paradigms are being adopted?

· What questions are being asked and for what target groups;

· What the political relationship between the researcher and the subject is?

Stone notes the phases that Caribbean research has passed through:

1. A Colonial phase that relied on expatriates and Eurocentric perspectives with a policy orientation without theory building.

2. A nationalist phase producing a Caribbean school that begun to fill the theoretical void and attempted to explain relations between metropole and periphery. However, these theories tended to decline into ideology and did not sufficiently generate new explanations of Caribbean reality. The Plantation School did not sufficiently test its propositions and tried to explain too much in terms of the plantation legacy and seeing more continuity between the present and the past than justified.

3. The post-National phase, a Marxist reaction to the Plantation school. 

Development Sciences

J. Edward Greene suggests more than just a social science, the Caribbean needs one that promotes a development science. This would directs itself at improving quality of life, building capability to transform societies, increasing ability to manage the environment, and assisting psychological development to create the values and attitudes that break with the colonial legacy.

The development sciences should distinguish between the social sciences, which study man and his society (core disciplines) and the physical and environmental sciences (interactive disciplines). 

The development sciences must be both multidisciplinary (collaboration across disciplines); and theoretical with applied research value. 

These have potential, not just for making theory and research intellectually new and useful, but also for creating new industries out of multidisciplinary collaboration and applied research.

Newer Research 

The Caribbean has had a tradition of policy-related research that goes back to Sir Arthur Lewis and the role of ISER, and supported by M.G. Smith and J. Edward Greene. Yet, Don Marshall sees danger in a new emphasis on this kind of undertaking since the 1990s.

Marshall has noticed three trends at the UWI in the 1990s, (i) corporatization, reflected in a new reliance on corporate funding and fiscal efficiency; (ii) a resurgent liberal orientation towards what can sell in the market and what forms of governance best supports this; (iii) greater involvement in policy studies in response to making UWI more relevant to the needs of society.

Critical Theory and Methods

Marshall believes UWI scholars should concentrate on critical theory and “critical theory cannot be judged in terms of its application or use value” (1999:58). He believes that since the 1980s, “Social Science research in the main has lost both the critical and emancipatory character of its early years…[and] very little new intellectual light has therefore been cast on the complex problem of Caribbean civilization” (58-59).

He wants the Social Sciences to return to an emancipatory phase in which moral questions can be raised in critical theorizing in a way that does not reify method, especially the western positivist method. 

Deryck Brown agrees that a new emphasis has been placed on policy studies in the 1990s to support problem solving in public administrative decision-making in the quest for good governance. But he believes that critical theory and policy studies can coexist and complement each other. He says:

“There is no reason to suppose that critical research in any way lacks policy relevance, just as it is untenable to suggest that explicitly policy-oriented research sheds no light whatsoever on broader theoretical social, political, and economic studies” (1999:70).

Both are exercises in advancing knowledge, which serves theory building and problem solving. What is important is that both understand the limitations and purposes of each. 

Brown points to some limitations of theory.

· Often to satisfy the interest of the researcher, not the researched,

· Selective to fit what can be measured.

· Caught up in method losing sight of the human problem.

· Discover insights long after the decision-making period has passed.

· Employ a style of writing and a density of information that mystifies the policy maker.    

Brown raises the point that, in the end, the social science process is not an exact science. There are different roles and functions involved. To be sure the social scientist must produce rigorous theory and scientific methods. He must guard against loss of integrity and credibility if he becomes a policy advocate. The policy analyst must stop short of political contestation. He must provide policy options and a cost/benefit analysis for each. The politician should accept advise from the policy analyst. But ultimately, he must determine the different sides of an argument, rely on his intuition, and consider the right action from a range of personal, institutional and partisan interests.   
Summary

It is useful to think of the research tradition in terms of three research drivers:

Supply-driven, which is dependent on the characteristics of the research institution, such as sources and sufficiency of funding, competence and interests of the researchers, and mentality and worldviews of the researchers.

Academically driven, which is a function of the pursuit of the science of research and is concerned with the theoretical and methodological development of disciplines.

Demand-driven, which is the influence of the society and the problems that need solving through policy, leading to prescriptive kinds of research.

It is useful to consider the development and orientation of the Caribbean research tradition also in relation to three periods, the pre-UWI period before 1948, the first UWI period from 1948 to 1990, and the second UWI period from 1990.

Together, these provide the professional and time contexts by which the research tradition can be best understood.
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