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Introduction

This afticle is intended as an admonishment
against the uncricical use of social scientific theory
as it is preseated in academic craining. The writer
will look critically ac Western European social
thoughe in terms of che values and judgmeats which
are implied cherein, especially as it relates o Afri-
cans and cheir herirage. This writer argues, as others
have done, that because of the intimate connection
berween the Western' European world view " and
Western European social theory, it is either icrele-
vane or, as in most instances, dangerous to people of
African descent. It is obvious chac science is not
pristiae and chac scieatists do not exist in 2 vacuum.
Black social cheorists presumably have no use for the
myth of objectivity, a myth which has served the in-
terest of Western European policical objectives. Con-
trary to the propaganda of academia, whice social
theory does not represent a universally valid and “ob-
jective” body ot thoughe, nor a neucral tool w0 be
used for the purpose of understanding human ex-
perience. [t might be argued, inscead, that ic rep-
resents a parcicular view of the world as seen from
the perspective of supposed Western European su-
periority, and chat an image of che inferiority of
“African civilization is inherenc in che terms, defin-
irons, and theoretical models on which white social
cheory is based.

This paper will present certain key aspects of the
intellectual and emocional roots of Western Euro-
pean social thought generally and che genesis of an-
thropological theory in parricular. Anthropology will
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emerge, not as a "'science of man,” buc as 2 particular
manifestation of Western European culture. The face
that chese parcicular culturally based, cheoretical mod-
els have been presented and imposed as universals
is a fact of serious political consequeace.

Ideology and World View

It is possible to isolate cerrain seminal ideas
which have served as organizing priaciples in West-
ern scientific. choughe. These ideas emerge as a series
of interrelated chemes, somerimes hidden, -ar other
periods more visible. Though an atrempr will >e made
to single them our, they are nor usually disciaguish-
able as separare and discincr ideas, bue togerher they
help to decermine che coatours of the Westezn Euro-
pean world view.

These themes are intimacely relaced o che Wese-
ern Evropean atcitude towards other peoples and im-
ply a parcicular relationship to them, which will sub-
sequencly be referred t0 as "echos.” This term is used
to indicate the emotional rtone of a cuirure, the
uniqueness of its people. It refers to cheir coilective
€go. that which enables them to behave as they do
and, indeed. explains that behavior. The Westera
European ethos appears © thrive on che percepuocn
thar those who are culturally and cadically differenc
are inferior. It relates to other cultures as superior or
inferior, as powerful or weak, as “civilized” or "prim-
itive.” The European world view ceflects these re-
larionships.

This analysis can begin with the "Greac Chain of
Being” idea. Some scholars trace irs origins all che

Must be Returmned
To Circulation Desk

DONA RICHARDS is a former Field Organizer for the Student Non-Violent Coordinat-
ing Committee (SNCC), Director of the Tougaloo Work-Study Project, and 2 worker in
the Freedom Registration Campaign in Mississippi during che 1960s. Currencly, she is
Assistant Professor in the Department of Black and Puerto Rican Studies ar Huncer Col-
lege of the City University of New York. She holds the Ph.D. in Anthropology from the
\ New School for Social Reseacrch.

244 Dona Richards




est-
‘ries
her
-ade
ish-
:hey

P4

uro-

’est-
im-
sub-
used
the
ztive
y do
stern
stion
arenc
I OC
yrime
e re-

in of
| che

~dinat-
ker in
she 1s

e Col.

»m the

I

—— — L T prr— qo——

way to Plato, as most Western incellectual conscruces
are variations of the themes stated in Platonic cheory.
Alchough the idea has beea expressed in many dif-
ferent ways, from Classical Greece to the present, it

can be characterized as being consistently moaolichic_
without sacnfxcmg accuracy. Ie i isa _congeprion-of the
univers€ WHith holds cthac all "beings relate as parc

of a_hierarchy, their value increasing as che

the top. Differences of kind imply erences of
vnlue For Aristotle the hierarchy was bascd on the
“powers of the soul.” and each Being or organism
possessed its own power in addition o those “be-
neach” ic. For the Scholastics che most nawral or-
ganisms were in the bottom ranks of che hierarchy,
God and che angels held che t©op positions, respec-
tively, while man had a key posmon bemg both "na-
ure” and "spirit.” Two essencial | ien sup-
posed LWWS an ultimace
reason or rationaWerything thar
exisced in che world, and chat everything, every phen-
omenon had a place i shich it existed in sequencial
relarionship to_all others.! The lineal relationships
developing here form a very crucial aspect of Weesc-
ern thoughe and help o puc things in a perspective
necessary for the satisfaction or the Wescern self-
image.

The writer is concerned with the ideological and
culeural mehcnnons of these philosophical concep-
tions. First of all, "man” becomes number one in this
chain since, practically speaking, God and the angels
are noc really in che picrure. The “power” of man’s
soul endows him wich rational abilities and chis gives
him coacrol and superiority over the “lesser” beings.
One does not have to speculate as to what occurs
when the factors of race and culrure of mankind are
added to chis picture. In the Western European ethos,

" the ranks do noc skip from “higher” animals to man,

instead finer gradacions are discernible, wich whice
men ac the op and Black men almost always coming
barely above the higher animals. (According to some
theorists they did not make ic chac high.) The Greac
Chain of Being concept has had a cremendous in-
fluence on the theoretical models of Western Euro-
pean scientific thought. Whac is implied abour che
African herirage in this conception? How can it be
used ocher chan to distort and denigrate African civ-
ilizacion? But, chen, its purpose is to express the
Western European echos—not the African ethos. It
presencs the white man with a view of the world in
which he is ranked highest in a hierarchy of beings
and other peoples perceived as inferiors to him.
Two other seminal ideas are even more closely
related; chac of unilinear, or universal, evolution and
the "Idea of Progress.” During what Europeans have
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called cheir Renaissance, the Chain of Being idea
was expressed in a new form. Wicth God and the
angels apparently diminished in significance, "man,”
white Exropean man, is placed solidly in 2 dominanc
position. Subsequently, the idea of - progress came o
the fore. From Biblical eschntoTogy came the idea
of a meaningful historical process, bur che Western
European echos could not express tself comforrably
wichin a, religious conceptualizacion. It neecded the
“freedom” of a secularized view of history, one which
said that there were no holds barred and openly
stated the ascendancy of man. In a rapidly expand-
ing industrial society, for a culture whose imperial
drive was meeting with success after success, this
concept fitted perfectly. [c said rhar man, "w

mﬂmehe only direc-
gién. Whar allowed Europearl whites to do this above
all was cheir ability to radonalize che universe. ©
apply che principles of "science.” Since this progres-
sive movement was a good in icself, as Francis Bacon
had helped them to see, science was indeed above
moral scrutiny. Progress was a new morality. [t en-
compassed 2 mood of arrogance, superiority, power.
and, most certainly, etpmsion. The _idea of ess

is esseatially c~<pan51omsuc incorpomtinz all chac
e

has_past. gatt carrving it towards an

infinite :md undefined fucture. "Progress” wil never

be reached, it will coatinue mde‘tm ely, and what
continues indefinitely means the growth ot the em-
pire and the mechanization of the society. The idea
was embraced ar the same cime as the Protesuanc
Reformation was making way for che criumph ot cap-
talism in the West. In terms of the Western Euro-
pean echos, it was the perfect ideological mode for
the acquisitive instinct, expansionism, the white
man’'s burden, and the exploiracive imperial quest:
the conquering mencality.”

For the philosophers of cthe “Enlighrenment.”
progress was the blessed unfolding and unleashing
of man’s capacities for reason and goodpess. Lhe
Encyclopedists of the eighceenth ceatury struggled
o formulate “inevitable” laws of a “universal his-
tory” into which all human experience could be fic.
thereby making it incelligible. It was ouc of this ef-
fore chac the peculiarly Wescern European concept of
culture was born: universaliscic, elicisc, and chauvin-
istic. Given their political relationship to the rest of
the world, these Europeans were precisely the wrong
people to formulace the so-called universal laws of
human nature or o coascruct a universal science of
maa. The concepr of a “common humanity” became
a tool which was used o impose Western European
ideology on cthe world rather than a vehicle for the
recognition of and therefore validity of other cultural
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experiences.

And so the stage was set for che dominanc evolu-
tionary theories of the nineteenth cenrury. Spencer
and Comue state chat if one acceprs che face thac pro-
gressive historical movement is thac which propels
humans through time, then it becomes logical that
sociery must have progressed through stages which
relate to each other in a lineal sequence of the less
to the more progressive. Society can be underscood
as having progressed through certain evolucionary
stages, representing increasing stages of enlighten-
menc, rationalicy, propriety, mechanization, and so
forth. The point of reference was always European
society, which represented che most evolutionarily
advanced stage at any given point. The next pre-
dictable addition to chis picture is that again—at
any given poinc—the other culrures and societies of
the world are ficted within the evolutionary scale to
relace lineally to the most evolved society. In this
way evolution becomes universal and unilinear. Hu-
manity is moving chrough the same stages in the
same sequence. Human beings are all therefore
judged by che same ideology since chis is afeer all an
ideological and not merely a cheoretical coastruct.
The result is a more up-dated version of the Great
Chain of Being.

Taken togecher these ideas present a view of the
world in Wit i Luropean mag Becomes the

rogressive” and therefore “superior” man. He
relaces, chen, w0 others Who represent varying degrees
of inferiority. Quite properly he “teaches,” “con-
trols,” “orders,~ and. “exploies~them. Since the Euro-
pean white man knows best, his\bléssings he coo-
fers, through slavery, colonialism, expansionistic im-
perialism, and neocolonialism. Thus, Africa becomes
a victim of exploitation. Africans are made to believe
that cheir victimizacion is just since the African heri-
tage is "backward,” “primitive,” and “underdevel-
oped.” Afticans become victims of aa imposed world
view.

These theories ace not really rotally distince mod-
els or concepts, but threads of one ideological con-
struct. They have in common the fact thar they all
help to create a speccrum, or scale, thac judges ot
rates races and culcures, the Western European al-
ways being that model which is most valued accord-
ing to the logic of these schemes, and those culrures
which are most different from white Western Eu-
rope being lowest in value.

Africanists are obligaced to make it clear to social
theorists that all of these ideas mentioned above are
buc theoretical models, not “proven” truchs, but ca-
citly accepred presuppositions which form the whirte
Western European frame of reference. These are cheir
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givens, not argued for, buc assumed. There is no rea-
son for African peoples o assume o~ view Ot the
world which places chefh hopelessly 1a a position of
inferiority and justifies their powerlessness. Yet as
Africans have 1fifezited these forms of thoughe from
the European, they have tended to accepc them as

givens, aoc realizing cheir inherenc imiplications.

———

The Uses of Anthropology

It is now necessary o turn to cthe subject of an-
thropology to see how it relates specirically to the
foregoing discussion. The writer will consider an-
thropology only in its history as an academic dis-
cipline, bu it must be understood thac chis endeavor
reaches back to the beginnings of the Westera con-
sciousness. Anthropology mighe indeed be born out
of the Western European coasciousness, and it is
always projected when European people study “the
strange,” “the exortic,” or thac which is different from
and therefore considered less than Westera culrure.

As a recognized theorerical endeavor, anthropol-

ogy grows out of the Spencerian-Comtian milieu.
This mencal environmenc was itself a manifestation
of the Wescern European ethos which reached its
heightened and marured expression in the nine-
teench cencury, and it musc be understood as part of
a concinuum craceable from Classical Greece o con-
temporary American sociery. The Western Europein
ethos aad consciousness seeks expression in the
theory of whirte racial and cultural superiority and is
manifested in cthe political contrel and economic ex-
ploiration of peoples who are noc of this race or cul-
ture. The discipline and acrivity of anchropology has.
therefore, a particular relationship to the projected
image and behavior toward and creatment of civiliza-
tions, cultures, and people who are noc white and
who are noc Western European.
- It was the Western European echos which created
“the savage,” then explained his existence by giviag
the Chain of Being a historical dimension, so that
in terms of world view African peoples were placed
spacially and temporally in relacionship to whites in
a scheme which explained their superiority. The task
of anchropological theory was to explain culrures as
pact of a series of sequence of evolutionary eveats, in
genetic relacionship, in an hierarchical strucrure. The
fact thac social phenomena are ail thoughe to be ex-
plainable in terms of these principles of order is a
legacy from Plato via Scholasticism and Neo-Platon-
ism.?

Ic is this realm which Lewis Heary Morgan and
Edward Wilmot Tylor entered in the late 1800s. The
way had been paved for chem through the combined
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effores of a cradition of undeclared physical aachro-
pology and social evolutionism. The outlines of sub-
sequent anchropological cheory had already been
drawn. Writing in 1803, Saiac-Simon, architect of a
nascent sociology and socio-technical order, said thar
“the Negro, because of his basic physical scructure, is
not susceptible of rising to the incellectual level of

Europeans.”™ In his effores to unify Europe he argued
thac:

the surest means of maintaining peace in the confederation
will be to keep it constaatly occupied beyond its own bor-
ders, and engaged without pause in grear incernal enter-
prise. To colonize the world with the European race, super-
ior to every other human race; to make the world accessible
and habitable like Europe, such is che soct of enterprise by
which the European pariiament should continually keep
Europe active and healthy.5

For all European social theorists of the eighteench
and nineteenth cencuries, “civilizacion” was che re-
serve of whirtes, and che “problem of race” simply
meanc to them the theoretical problem of how dif-
ferenc races came 0 be and how they were evolution-
arily related to one another. The monogenists with
theig_heavy Biblical loyalcies, said chat whice Adam
and Eve were the parencs of ] penplebusshar other
races represenced degeneration from che original
stock. The polygenists argued thac God created ocher
"species” of man besides Adam. This view hinted ac
as early as che sevenreenth cencury coatinually gained
ground and flourished in the mid-nineteenth cen-
tury. The proponents of polygenism said chae dif-
ferences could not be accouared for by environment,
and chac, indeed, the diffefences were so grear chac
races constituted separate species. Polygenism was
the prevailing optnion of physical anthropologists in
the mid-nineteench cenrury, and, in cthe late aine-
teenth ceatury, racial craniology was che order of the
day. The structure of che crania was said to deter-
mine racial achievement, and there was much mea-
suring of brain size to predict mental capacicy. The
French anthropologistc Gratioler in 1856 said chac
Black inferiority was due to che fact chat the cranial
sutures of Africans closed earlier than whites. These
ideas dominated the American School of Physical
Anthropology of the nineteenth century.

Herberr Spencer mapped out the stages through
which society evolved; again it had to be the white
man who happily was the agent of its evolucion, and
all men did noc reach the wp of the evolutionary
scale, since mencal capacities were determined by race
and the “savage” peoples lacked abscract ideas. It was
all right thac cerrain groups (cthe Tasmanians, for in-
stance) had become extinct since chis was a law of
evolution.”

It is easy to piece togecher the threads and che
trends of white racialist chought that was to become
sociology and anthropology. Civilization was pro-
gressing. It was moving not only through time, buc
it was advancing rationally. It was getting “becter.”
It was the culture of the whites of Western Europe
that always advanced ir. Why? Because they were
physically constructed so chac they could ¢hink berer.
Brain differences accounted for culcural differences.
Culture must be analyzed in conjunction wich ana-
tomical and physiological differences. All of this
would help the European to derermine the universal
laws of progress in human civilization. It is not in-
cidental thar such reasoning resuleed in a scientific
hierarchy of "superior” and “inferior” races. It is che
Western ethos that rturns human diversicy inco
“raciology.”

What one often fails to understand is thar che
“racial” and the "culrural” are not really two isolaced
aspects of human experience in the white man's
mind; they are not two separate methods of explain-
ing and comparing human differences. To the con-
trary, race is both physical and culwural, 20d when
raciology ceased to be heavily physical in nawre, if
it ever really did, it did not cease o be. The socio-
cultural component of the ideclogy wear hand-in-
hand with ics physical aspecr.

By the time Edward Tylor, the “Founder™ of an-
thropology, began to write, ic was easy to speak of
“lower” and "higher” races in scienrific discourse.
His dichotomy is between “savage man” and “cultured
man.” Differences in cultures aré due, noc to diffe:-
enc tastes, values, or commicments, bur to different
evolurionary scages. There are no “culwures”; there-
fore, chere are only stages of culture (in the singu-
larj. This implicacion and chis image of non-Euro-
pean cultures did nor die wizh che nineteeach cen-
tury, buc persists now. There is still a tendency ro
compare peoples at "stages” of development, in spice
of the facr chat these “stages™ are manufacrured and
exist only in the mind.

For Tyler, the "lower races” were “the same
trom Dahomey to Hawaii.”® They were ac che same
evolutionary stage of culeture. The value of studying
them was o show Furopean man whar his prehistoric
ancestors must have been like. Such analogy or com-
parisoa is unfounded, bur again it supports the West-
ern ethos. This is, in facr, recounting the construction
of a culcuralist and racialise mychology; each aspect
supporting and reinforcing che other, so as to build
a systemaric scheme expressing the tenets of whice.
Western European ideology. This objective is that
which gave birth ro Western aathropology—to lay
the strongest scientific basis possible to the mytho-
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logical system—to provide the cheories (“and facts”)
which demonscrated whice, Western European physi-
cal and cultural superioricy. In this tradition, “sci-
ence” itself becomes “mych.”

Sympromacic of the disciplines of Western social
science is the penchanc for erecting schemes which
other culcures can be “fic” into. This. of course, helps
to satisfy che urge to power and the need to concrol.
The unilineal evolutionary scale did, intellectually,
academically, in sciencific terms, what Europe was

i doing politically in che nineteenth century—expand-
ing borders of concrol and seeking new methods of
exerting ever-greater power over conquered peoples.

“As a Vicrorian evolucionist, Tylor's mission was
oscensibly to discover the successive stages of che
human incellece. Primitive culture represenced man
at a crude intellectual level, with an underdeveloped
beair. Civilized man could think better and use his
brain more efficiencly. The superior incellect of the
progressive races had raised natdons to heights of
culture. It is partly 2 misunderstanding, partly an
over-simplification to say that Charles Darwin in-
fluenced the social sciences, or, as the apologia usual-
ly goes, “chey took his theories and misapplied them
—in ways chat he did noc intend.” The relacionship
is ceciprocal, circular, and very close berween the bi-
ologist, the physicist, and the social theorisc of chis
time. They all influenced and used each other, for,
afcer all, chey were of one mind; their goal was the
same. Darwin used noc only the Greac Chain of
Being concepr to support his cheories, bur he also
used the racial theories which were being offered by
the anchropology of his day. It was believed that men
like Tylor, John McLennan and Sir Joha Labbock
had demoascraced thar man had progressed from a
lowly condition to the highest civilized state. Darwin
said chac the gaps in che forms represented by var-
ious evolutionary stages in the physical development
of man were explained by extincrion. Ia the future,
he said, they could expect Africans o become ex-
tince, then the evolutionary gap berween civilized
man and animals would be much wider, instead of as
it was then—berween the "Negro” and the gorilla.?
If ic could be shown thar human history had pro-
gressed in cerms of a single evolutionary develop-
ment, from savagery ot barbarism to civilizarion; and
if white people could accepr the idea of being de-
scended from barbarians or savages, argued Darwig,
then they should be able o accepe the idea of being
descended from cthe baboon. It was anthropology
which had developed racialisc thoughe most success-
fully and could therefore help Darwin's theorists
gain acceprance.

1€ 2 physical scientist is to be singled out as being
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most influencial in terms of anchropological racialis
theory, it is the work of Chevalier de Lamarck whicy
must be chosen. The doctrine of the inheritance of
acquired characteristics coming one-haif ceatury be.
fore Darwin’s theory of evolution wis perfect. |
was just what was needed to seal the "marriage” of
race and culmure.

Lewis Henry Morgan, the most prominent Ame:.
ican anthropologist of che nineteenth Zentury. saig
thac as men created new inscitucions, mace im-enc'ions
and discoveries, the cerebral portion of their Srains
enlarged. This improvement was, of course. ;
on. His work, dncient Sociery, explicated his evoic-
tionary theory of human sociery in an elatorzce
scheme. The amazing ching azbour Westera socal
theoriscs is that as long as their theories suit the pur-
poses of Western European ideology. there e few
holds barred, and imaginacions are free ©o run zamp.
ant. Morgan's scheme was a very imaginacive crea
tion indeed. In it stages of culture werze neacly i
up in order of evolutionary advancement. act oniy
rechnologically, buc economicaily, morally, reii zicusiy.
socially, and policically. Even che cterms by which
people addressed their relacives and even ianguaiss
were either savage, barbarian, or civilized. For :ne
Western European it all worked our very weil anu
was self-fuifilling. Monogamous ma:csiage
were more civilized than others, aod that m
because Morgan was writing for an zudienc
society he used as che model of whar it mean:
civilized. (It is significanc that Engeis o
scheme very useful in explaining che origin or e
family, private property, and the state.)

Though many of Morgaa's conclusions 12 2w
out of vogue, his evolutionary cheory of sociecy. vy
with thac of Comte and Spencer, formed che basis ot
the assumptions and presuppositions wich whicnﬁ 0
cio-cultural and racial phenomena are approacies
Conservative, liberal, and lefrist alike. Wescern Euro-
peans generally assume an evolutionary hierazchy 8
which certain forms are superior and have evolves
from ocher, infecior forms. It should be obvious
such a view of social hiscory does nor allow tur :
pluralistic conception, nor admit of the validicy v!
cultural diversicy. It explains away diversity—45e "
to create, sustain, and reinforce the «hice seif-1maxc

Victorian evolucionism encouraged by Mors2*
Tylor, and, above all, Spencer, made icself relc 8
Wescern social theory avowedly uncil the 19205 10
aacicly ic still remains. The reason is clear if one 100
at the content of chis theory. Oaly Whi_fe's"““n, ]
large-brained races had reached the cop of che evolr
tionary scale and because they had created 1f‘-d‘ ":
dcipaced in this higher culrure their brains <€
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oped furcher. Darwin's descent of man succeeded in
placing Africans, like other living "savages,” as he
called them, in a chain. A racial hierarchy of univer-
sal evolution that wenc from ape to European. All of
this was to give a new racionale to the theory of
whice superioricy. During the period of 1890 o
1910, evolutionary social theory was being incocpor-
ared into the establishment of the social sciences as
parc of official academia, with all that thac honor
implies in Wescern society.

Policically, with the end of chateel slavery, new
methods were needed by which to assure coarrol
Relinquishing che slave clearly did not imply sur-
rendering the whice self-image or che image of the
Black man on which ic depended. Thac self-image
and ics dialectical opposite had to depend on a new
mode of control. This is where Western social sci-
ence came inco play. [n che earlier stages the burden
fell most heavily on anchropology, later on sociology
and psychology. Iatellectual, ideological control was
the order of che day. The objective was o prove
racial inferioricy to the Africans, noc with a whip.
out with a texcbook.

Conclusion

The writer has offered these argumencs ouc of a
specific concern for the Black anchropologise, who is
especially concerned with anthropology in relation to
Africa and o che needs of African peoples’ self-de-
termigartion.

The contemporary white anchropologist has al-
iowed himself to become irrelevant by typically fo-
cusing atcencion on small, powerless cultures, which
he theorecically and superficially abstracts from che
political context surrounding chem. The culure con-
cept, depoliticized, Europeanized, is then used to
make "objects” of African peoples, while placing
white people above ethnological scrutiny. It was this
misuse and limication of the concepe of culture chat
made cthe cultural and incellectual imperialism of
Western social science possible, while ac che same
rime it helped to sell the image of che “uncommigted

scholar.” An intimace relationship exists berween che
coaventional scance of white Western anthropology
and che policical fact of Western imperialism, and as
European domination is successfully challenged, as
white men lose their policical subjects, the whice an-
thropologists loses his “objects™ of study. [t is Pan-
Africanism and ocher self-decerministic ideologies
which tend o expose Eurocentrism in antchropologi-
cal concepeion. Eicher anthropology wiil be redefined
or it will become obsolete.

[f Black anchropologists are 0 be legicimate con-
tributors to che redemption of Africa then ir would
seem chat chey musc create a "new” anchropology.
one which severs the ties berween social thecry and
white supremacist ideology: one that nc longer
serves the interescs of Western European imperial-
ism in any of its torms. Africans musc emphasize the
political significance of the culture concepe. focusiag
on cthe relatioaship berween idevlogy and group com-
mitment. value, and che mobilization of human ener-
gies. The Black anthropologisc musc be a policically
commicced one, who uses his or her sense of culture
to change whar needs w be changed in the inceresc
of African seff-decermination.

The wricer ends by reicerating the caution made
by a colleague, Professor George Boad. in 19711 ¢
is not enough o repuciace the negative images of the
African he'xmse: which whices h.ne producec, assimi-
laced, and exporced. Racher, African sociai scientisis
must look more critically ac che theorerical assump-
tions and presuppuositions on which chese disciplines
are founded. [t would appear to be che mission ot all
African social scieatists, ac home and in che diaspora.
to devote cheir energies to che radical reconstruction
of the disciplines in which they have been trained.
Wichour such an approach, African peoples run che
risk of incorporating the cheorerical, mythological.
and ideoldgical models of whice social science into
their own methodologies, thereby unknowingly in-
ternalizing the values of Western European society.
including che negative image of Africa which whice
racialism and culcuralism has created.
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