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Question: 
What are the main challenges facing the Caribbean research tradition?

According to Carl Stone in his contribution entitled “Some Issues in Caribbean Social Science”, a “tradition had developed and generated a particular style of work, a particular way of analyzing social phenomena”; a phenomena we will refer to as Caribbean Social Science. Social science is a body of related courses concerned with the knowledge of the social life of human groups and individuals including economic, geography, history, political science and sociology. With this said, research tradition can be referred to the methodology, ideology, paradigms, categorization and concepts used to generate a body of work on a matter or concern or importance. For analytical purpose and geographical reference, the term Caribbean for this presentation would encompass the English- speaking, Dutch- speaking and Francophone Caribbean based on their
 similarity in history, political science and economics - all had the plantation economy as the economic bases. 


For centuries, researchers and social scientists have been plagued with a number of challenges in the Caribbean research traditions. These problems include the ‘importation’ of theories, methodologies, concepts and ideologies, the lack of financial support, the composition of theories ideal for the Caribbean region, large concentration of researcher outside of the Caribbean, the effects of the Plantation School and technology research. 

In “Social Sciences as a Victim of its own Discipline- The English and Dutch Speaking Caribbean”, Glenn Sankatsing noted that “the first thing that strikes the observer (when observing the origins of Caribbean social science) is that they were not developed in the region as an endogenous response to its own challenges and social process but were transplanted from another latitude where they were generated in response to socio-historic process of a different nature.” (57) Western social science developed out of the trails and tribulations faced by a nation-state during the 18th century arising from the Renaissance, the Enlightenment, the Industrial Revolution, the Rise of Capitalism. (57) At the development of social science within the Caribbean, European/Western social sciences theories, concepts, paradigms and ideologies were imported to the
 Caribbean. It can be assumed that with the transfer of western theories, scholars held the view that when altered to fit the Caribbean’s dilemma, most, if not all problems would be solved. On paper, the ‘imported’ theories gave some promising solution but upon application the theories it did not capture the reality of the Caribbean. One could then conclude that due to the use of theories not designed for the Caribbean, the research tradition had the challenge of drawing conclusions on theories that did not quite explain the problems of the Caribbean to its fullest. Therefore, explanations and theories developed to render possible solutions for Caribbean problems did in fact create more problems and divisions in the Caribbean school of thought. 

Wanting to rely less on Western theories and paradigms, Caribbean scholars and social scientist using the unique experience of the Caribbean sought to develop and establish their own theories, models and ideas. This led to a generation of
 scholarly work and what could be described as constant back lashing between 
the various theories. The Caribbean research tradition had the challenge in having to design a model and defend its position. There was always a constant guide by researchers to safe guard their work from falling on fallacious grounds. It should be noted that having to drop western theories, the Caribbean took a backward step
, in the fact they had to key in events of the past to develop a Caribbean theoretical model. Not saying that this is a bad move but it was more time consuming on developing theories and have not been the case if researchers had in the first place sought to develop there own Caribbean paradigm.   It would appear that 
not many wanted to drop the western theories all together. This could be seen in the struggles that the first generation of scholars faced when they attempted to give the Caribbean its own base to stand on.  In the 1940s Arthur Lewis sought to explain the Caribbean and give a possible solution from an economic vantage point “which led a strategy to industrialize of the Caribbean based on a dual economy” (58). Eric Williams sought to 
distort traditional historiography which led to slavery being the birth of racism. These efforts along with others led to the development on works in the area of nationalism, slavery, plantation economy. The New World Group which came about in the 1960s “continued to and deepen the search for new approaches more capable of unravelling the complex and social historical reality of the region with the plantation economy” (58). 
Some researchers expounded on the Caribbean experience and discarded the Western model. In the sense of true human nature some still relied on western theories. It should be noted that 
efforts were made to develop a Caribbean theory through anthropology but it was suggested by several authors that it has its origins and greatest stimulus in European Expansionism and the new challenges presented in the West. The fact of the matter is that no matter how much soul searching is done of a Caribbean theories to drive the region to a Capitalist or Industrial state, 
they is no way that the Caribbean can rid themselves of western thoughts as Europe caused the very existence of the Caribbean.   

The main challenge of Caribbean research tradition is the lack of funding through the Institute of Social and Economic Research (ISER). The ISER was established by the British Government under a special grant in 1948. At the time of its inception the Institute was funded directly from London and was independent to the University College of the West Indies, now UWI. The ISER gained its independence after the collapse of the West Indies Federation and incorporated itself with the University of the West Indies. According the Michael G. Smith in “Some Future Direction for Social Research in the Commonwealth Caribbean”, the ISER and the UWI research programmes in the social sciences began to fall on hard times, primarily for lack of funds from the Caribbean Government on which the University depended for finances.” (71) This lack of resources caused a change reaction throughout the Institute. They were grossly under staff both in the areas of administration and research. To keep the ISER afloat, grants were accepted but they came at price as they had to use the “regionally unique man power resources to pursue what were essentially ad hoc non-commercial projects of marginal academic and regional value in order to secure the funds needed to support some research projects by its own and other UWI staff.” (72) Research topics that should have been given priority were given secondary importance. Due to the lack of financial support, the ISER was held at ransom, which highlighted the challenge that Caribbean research tradition fell to the mercy of non- academic institutes that only had their own interest at heart. 

During the 17th and 18th centuries, all historical documentations and recordings were done by white Western Scholars. It has been a concern for scholars that history as it is known, may have been distorted. It can be presumed that recordings were twisted to indicate a hero (a European) and a nemesis (an African Descent). Carl Stone refers to this sort of documentation as the “Politics of Research” (152). It was believed that because recorders during that period had to answer to a colonial master or an individual of higher authority, actual events had to be altered to suit the main readers. Europeans were depicted to be the saver of the Black Nation as they provided the basic amenities for the “Negroes” which they believed they did not have in Africa.   The fact that these events were altered Caribbean researchers face the problem of having to rely on altered and tampered statements of events. Caribbean researchers spent more time trying to access documents and conduct research seeking additional information they can find through methods such as oral history. As expected, the lack of funding from the ISER and the UWI posed the problem where research of academic importance does not get the required attention and funding. Agreeing with Carl Stone, “the development in the Caribbean of advanced models of data analysis cannot proceed until the conceptual schemes and classificatory methods they assume are developed to a more defined stage” (156). Until this is done, theoretically the Caribbean researchers would be in a 
backward mode as more time would be spent trying to devise and alter western theory to suit the Caribbean climate. This would help in the proper assessment of the Plantation School of Thought.  

The fact of having more social scientists located outside the region involved in Caribbean research and studies is a cause for great concern. Michael G. Smith highlights that a great concentration of these researchers are located in the United States of America, Holland, France and the United Kingdom (70).  This poses the challenge to Caribbean social scientist and researchers whereas information documented about the Caribbean may be somewhat exaggerated. Living in the Caribbean reality and observing it from a distance creates a gap in Caribbean research and could pose problems for future readers. Again more 
time is being spent correcting fallacious arguments and altered statements, and less is being spent pushing the Caribbean cause forward. Language barriers and 
cultural expressions have resulted in some Caribbean scholars having problems researching some area whereas persons not having much training in Caribbean social science drawing conclusions which can lead to future misunderstandings and misconceptions of the Caribbean and its peoples. Often these papers are written with a particular audience in mind and often time facts are altered to keep the readers’ interest which again highlights the “Politics of Research”. It can then be assumed that social scientist spend most their times trying to correct the wrong and clear the distorted air of fallacious arguments and outrageous conclusions. 

Caribbean research tradition will continue to face major challenges. Not until 
they succeed to break away from Western thoughts and ideas will the Caribbean be able to flourish within its own dynamics and conceptions. 

Attention: PETA GAY:

Challenges: Immitative, reactive, under-resourced.

YOU HAVE OT DISCUSSED GREENE’S NOTION OF A DEVELOPMENT SCIENCE. ALSO COSIDER OTHER ISSUES OF RESEARCH, SUCH AS COMPARATIVE RESEARCH AND INTER AND MULTI-DISCIPLINARY RESEARCH.  

�And Hispanic Caribbean


�More like 60 years 


�Some examples


�Examples of scholars and models


�What does “back lashing” mean?


�Clarify “backward step”


�Example of “not may”


�Confusing. Explain


�Indicate some of them


�Such as which, by whom?


�Controversial


�Again, clarify “backward”


�Scholars are reactive?


�From within and outside?


�You said “no way” possible





