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Introduction

The study of Africa experienced tremendous expansion both in scope and
“=pth during the past four decades. In England, the University of London’s School
= Oriental and African Studies has been in existence since 1916, and in France,

Way. using, to the extent possible, scientific methods. Likewise, the former Soviet
Cazon and the Scandinavian countries (Denmark, Norway, and Sweden) estab-
Sshed several programs on Africa (such as the well-known African Studies Insti-
“ute at Uppsala, Sweden) and are devoting more resources to the study of the con-
=ncnt. Even the Japanese have added similar programs to some of their

wsttutions of higher learning, as is the case of Kyoto University, which estab-
ished the Center for African Studies in 1979, and Tokyo University with it Insti-

Sack as 1964. In fact, the 1950s and 1960s, which the well-known anthropologist
A:dan Southall has called “the golden age of Africa,” were decades of excitement,
movelty, and experimentation.

At that time, scholars, particularly American with strong input from Diaspora
African Americans and continental Africans, were determined to correct the tradi-
=onal disciplines biases toward Africa and Africans and expend the focus of the
sxisting human sciences. In the social sciences (e.g., history, political science, soci-
slogy, economics, geography, psychology, and anthropology), humanities (litera-
ture, religion, and philosophy), and fine arts (art, music, dance, and theatre)
scholars burnt the midright oil collecting data on Africa, restoring its history, dis-
pelling myths, and providing an accurate picture of the continent and its people.
Even the so-called “hard sciences” {physics, chemistry, biology, mathematics, and
satistics) felt the pressure to re-examine the role played by Africans and peoples
of African descent in the discovery of new knowledge and the laws of the uni-
verse. Today, there at least 52 recognized African Studies departments and pro-
grams worldwide and 12 Title VI African Studies Centers in the United Stares,
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namely, Boston University, University of California at Los Angeles, University of
California at Berkeley, University of Florida, University of Illinois, Indiana Uni-
versity, Michigan State University, Ohio University, Ohio State University, Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania, Stanford University, University of Wisconsin, and Yale Uni-
versity, which provide excellent library resources, grant fellowships to scholars,
administer K-12 school outreach programs, promote and teach African lan-
guages, and offer strong undergraduate and graduate programs to majors.

This chapter defines the field of African Studies, traces its evolution, examines
the nature of its various disciplines, and weighs the impact it has had on our un-
derstanding of Africa. However, even though the field of African Studies has been
recognized as a legitimate academic pursuit, it still faces many obstacles, includ-
ing: lack of adequate resources; uneasiness on the part of African authorities to
allow research of areas deemed sensitive; lack of coordination and collaboration
between American and African institutions; epistemological disagreements; the
relevance of scholars’ current pursuits to Africa’ current conditions; the impact
of negative reporting by the electronic and print media; the persistent control of
the field and the African Studies Association (ASA) by Western scholars; the role
that continental African scholars should play; and its inter-disciplinary nature.
The following discussion should provide the undergraduate student with a foun-
dation for the understanding of the “state of the art” or the most updated current
state of African Studies and the role played by the social sciences, the humanities,
and the arts toward the acceptance of the field within the “academy” [community
of scholars] and our knowledge of the African continent itself.

Major terms and concepts: African Studies, “academy,” scholar, theoreti-
cal framework, ethnocentrism, canon, Eurocentric vs. Afrocentric perspective,
causality, applied research, modernization, traditional, class, dependence, Marx-
ism, objectivity, colonial and Pan-African models, equilibrium and conflict theory,
structural-functionalism, behavioralism, bourgeois, cultural pluralism, charisma,
the military.

I

Definition and Historical Evolution
of African Studies

African Studies is a broad field or area of studies which combines.several disci-
plines in the arts, the humanities, and the social-behavioral sciences for the sole
purpose of studying and understanding Africa and its people from all facets—
their origins, history, culture; experiences, achievements, contributions, aspira-
tions, and even human and physical environment. A discipline is an organized
body of knowledge accumulated over a period of time that has its own canons
[rules, methodologies, and specific focus or parameters, e.g., history can only
focus on human past and anthropology only on culture and not on culture and
government, the latter being the focus of political science], and experts—teach-
ers, writers, and researchers —who set the standards and pass on their knowledge
to a generation of students, apprentices, followers, or disciples, hence the use of
the word “discipline.” Except in the physical sciences where accumulated knowl-
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edge usually does not change but is constantly added, in the social sciences, the
humanities, and fine arts, old as well as added knowledge can be altered, revised,
or discarded altogether as new evidence is uncovered. The major subjects com-
prising the interdisciplinary field called African Studies are history, political sci-
ence, anthropology, sociology, religion, literature, music; art, philesophy; geogra-
phy, linguistics, archaeology, and economics. Africanists™ [specialists who are
trained and experienced and conduct research and publish on Africa] attempt, to
the best of their ability, to study the continent using scientific methodology or the
rules of scientific inquiry by collecting data systematically, analyzing it [separating
the relevant from the non-relevant data], interpreting it [giving it a meaning], and
applying or using it in a variety of ways, a phase sometimes known as applied re-
search.

The major questions these disciplines attempt to answer are: why, how, who, -
when, where, and what lessons. However, the field of African studies deals with
human beings whose actions are often unpredictable and cannot be replicated, as,
for example, a chemist replicates a compound mixture through repeated experi-
ments in his laboratory. Because people can be actors with hidden motives and
idiosyncrasies that are capable of escaping all scientific scrutiny, their motives or
“causality” of behavior may be difficult to ascertain. Therefore, conclusions ar-
rived at in the field of African studies cannot be as re-assuring and definitive as
those of the natural or “hard” sciences such as physics, mathematics, chemistry,
biology, and zoology. Scientists can replicate their experiments over and over,

again and come up with laws and generalizations that can stand the test of time.

In the social-behavioral sciences [those that deal with humans and their behav-
ior], as well as in the humanities [which focus on the interpretation of ideas and
emotions| and fine arts |[which study and apply aesthetics or the concept of
beauty], scholars deal mainly with reasonable theories and opinions, feelings and
emotions, probabilities and hypotheses.

Since African Studies deal with Africa, the development of the continent of
Africa and its place in world history determine by and large the content and focus
of the disciplines involved. These disciplines in turn have the ability to influence
and shape the continent’s events and processes, particularly those related to the
more relevant and appropriate school curriculum. Prior to the 1950s, Africa was
not the object of a systematic focus of any traditional discipline, although some
historians and anthropologists had already taken the initial steps in that direction.
The emergence of the nation-states in Africa during the 1960s, or the decade of
Africa’s independence, and the subsequent role the continent played in the world
community indirectly revolutionized the field of African Studies.

For a long time, Africa was said to have no history and to have contributed
nothing to mankind. For example, while Arnold Toynbee, one of the most influ-
ential British historians, held the view that Africans had “not contributed posi-
tively to any civilization,” Oxford University Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, an-
other British historian, called the African past “nothing but the unrewarding
gyrations of barbarous tribes.” This belief was prevalent in Europe prior to the
twentieth century and was reinforced by misguided nineteenth century social Dar-
winists who, applying the evolutionary theory of the “survival of the fittest,” saw
Africans as belonging to an inferior race, one that was destined to extinction.
While, on one hand, as Festus Ohaegbulam notes in his Towards an Understand-
ing of the African Experience from Contemporary and Historical Perspectives
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(1990), German philosopher George Hegel declared that Africa did not constitute 253
part of the history of the world, on the other, such American “scientists” as John zis
Burgess, William Sumner, and Josiah Strong carried out studies designed to prove o
the inferiority of the black race. 1095
Even though, at times, Western denial of a worthy African past was done un- ho ¢
consciously, it was often a deliberate act to justify and maintain European subju- o
gation of the continent and its people. Europeans claimed that Africans should be <=
enslaved and colonized in order to be saved from extinction and rescued from
their own barbaric ways of life. Civilizing Africa was, as the English poet Rud- 2l
yard Kipling put it, the “white man’s burden.” As Ohaegbulam further reminds 5
us, British geographer James McQueen expressed more clearly the issue of white ESE
superiority when he once wrote that “if we [the British] really wish to do good in rmces
Africa, we must teach her savage sons that white men are their superiors.” As in- 13
ferior people, therefore, Africans had nothing to show but so much to learn. Sim- By,
ilar writings and pronouncements by prominent Western scholars were common- 2
place prior to the 1960s. A
Festus Ohaegbulam identifies several reasons why Africa was excluded from Hasss
the academic community. Some of these reasons are summarized below. One was s
the narrow European definition of history which recognized only written records 0SS
as sources of knowledge of man’s past. Since Africa, except for Egypt, Ethiopia, 2
Nubia, and some early states, such as Mali, had mostly non-literate [with no writ- BETe
ing system] languages, its people were excluded from historical consideration. In
fact, while Egyptian civilization, prior to the works of scholars such as Anta
Cheik Diop of Senegal, was considered to be non-African, the Ethiopian and the Mokh:
Nubian civilizations were attributed to Arabs and fair-skinned outsiders. Two
other factors that kept the continent outside the “academy” were the impact of T
the early missionaries who looked down upon African culture—its music, lan- the
guages, arts, religion(s), and customs—and the overall inability of the Africans to -3
shape their own destiny as a result of the Atlantic slave trade that began during :
the fifteenth century and the subsequent European colonial occupation of the con- oS
tinent from the 1880s to the 1960s-1970s. BORET
However, African independence, the changing pattern of world relationships,
the student movement of the 1960s in the United States, which, among other
things, demanded the establishment of African American and African Studies pro-
grams and the creation of autonomous African universities staffed by African
scholars had the effect of restoring credit to Africa’s pristine contributions to
world civilizations, particularly in the fields of art and music. No longer, therefore,
did one have to prove that Africa had a history. The acceptance of oral tradition as
a valid source of historical knowledge, accomplished through the efforts of schol- H
‘ars such as Jan Vansina (a Belgian historian who worked in Zaire, now the Demo- s
cratic Republic of Congo), the availability of new written documents, the effort of cher
such archaeologists as Louis Leakey, who worked in Kenya during the 1950s and a
1960s, and that of linguists, particularly German, and the involvement of conti- =
nental African scholars facilitated the development of the field of African Studies. sils, §
For the first time, historians read with interest Greco-Roman references to robos
Africa and marvelled at the descriptions of African kingdoms by a number of IS8
Arab and non-Arab travelers and scholars, as summarized by Joseph Ki-Zerbo’s Afc
Histoire de I’Afrique noire (1972). Among others, Ki-Zerbo cites the following v
chroniclers: Al Masoudi (of Baghdad, dead ca. 956), who traveled to Iran, India, ok whe

—
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and Indonesia, and included in his memoirs two chapters on Africa; Ibn Hawkal
(also of Baghdad), author and traveler, who wrote about Africa in 976; Al Bakri,
from Cordova (1040-1094), who wrote on ancient Ghana; Al Idris
(1099-1164), of Ceuta, Morocco, geographer-traveller, and student at Cordova,
who described Africa and Spain in his writings; Aboulfeda (1273-1331), scholar,
born in Damascus, who devoted some of his work to the Sudanic states; Al Omari
(known as Ibn Fadl Allah), also from Damascus, advisor to sultans in Cairo and
Damascus, and author of an encyclopaedia, who described Africa, and made spe-
cial references to the kingdom of Mali; Ibn Battuta (1303-1377), from Tangier,
who travelled to China, the Middle East, East Africa (down to Zanzibar), and
West Africa where he was a guest of the emperor of Mali, and left insightful refer-
ences to the ancient kingdoms of West and East Africa; and Ibn Khaldoun
(1332-1406), of Tunis, secretary, minister, ambassador, courtier, traveller, merce- '
nary, and once prisoner, who visited North Africa and Spain and, in 1382, wrote
a universal history that describes the Berbers of North Africa.

Ki-Zerbo also enlightens the students of African history about the works of
Hassan (alias John Leo the African) (1463—1554), born in Granada (Spain) and
student at Fez, who left interesting comments about the continent. In fact, Hassan
crossed the Sudan around 1507, visited Cairo and Mecca, was captured by pirates
and eventually taken to Pope Leo X, who baptized him under the name of Jo-
hannes T.eo de Medicis. Subsequently, he became a professor at the University of
Bologna, Iraly, and later returned to Tunisia only to reconvert to Islam. While in
Rome, in 1526, he wrote about the continent of Africa and its wonders. In 1520,
Mohamad Kate, historian from Timbuktu (ancient Mali), advisor to King Askia
Mohamad, wrote of Songhay and the Moroccan invasion in his Tarikh el-Fettac
(Chronicle of the Searcher). Finally, “Moor” Es Sadi (or Abderhamane) wrote of
the continent in his Tarikh es-Sudan (Chronicle of Black Lands) around 1655. Ki-
Zerbo further points out that the uncovering of several sources (both from the
Middle Ages and the modern era) at the Vatican, from private European collec-
tions, monasteries, and other institutions have allowed interested scholars to piece
together the missing links of the African past.

The Disciplines and the “State of the Art”
in African Studies

History, the “queen™ of the social sciences (or the humanities, according to
some) has been more responsible for the restoration of the African past than any
other discipline. With its rigorous methodology of data collection using every
available primary and secondary source (government documents, diaries, mem-
oirs, books, newspapers, oral traditions, witnesses or contemporary actors, fos-
sils, pictorial data, artifacts, etc.) from archives, libraries, excavations, and cor-
roborative materials from other disciplines, the Africanist [Africa-trained]
historian, insisting on objectivity, has pioneered the systematic understanding of
Africa and provided a foundation for other social sciences and the humanities to
utilize their methodologies and thus reach a more comprehensive understanding
of the continent and its people.




——

10 Africana Studies

The historjography of the colonial period treated Africa primarily as an exten- e
sion of Europe, using European concepts and a Eurocentric point of view. The plic
new Africanist historians brought Africans center-stage, treating them as the pri- pea
mary focus of their work. African scholars, such as Kenneth Onwuka Dike and S
J.E Ade Ajayi at Ibadan University, Nigeria, Abu Boahen ar Legon, Ghana, Beth- o

well Ogot at Makerere University, Uganda, Joseph Ki-Zerbo at Ouagadougou ol
(Burkina Faso), and Engelbert Mveng at Yaounde University, Cameroon, were
among the trailblazers of this development. Tn the words of Abiola Irele, once
Professor of French at the University of Ibadan, Nigeria (now at Harvard), “It I

ogy
within the discipline of history. This was the most convenient terrain for taking ol
on the colonizer, so to speak: for repudiating the colonja] thesis that Africa had no -

£

human value or significance.”

In the United States and England, the critical methodologies of historiang such
as Jan Vansina, Philip Curtin, the late Basil Davidson, the late Walter Rodney,
Rene Pelissier, and many others contributed to the credibility of Africanist history

Africanist historians came to dominate the field of African Studies and the African
Studies Association (ASA). The accomplishment of historians js evidenced by the

cluding Ajayi, Boahen, Ogort, Ki-Zerbo, and Davidson. e o

However, pioneering Africanist historians have been criticized by a younger '
generation of Africans and “radical” scholars who insist that the discipline is too
conservative and irrelevant to solving Africa’s current problems, partly because it
still utilizes a Eurocentric rather than an Afri- or Afro-centric approach to the
study of the continent. They point out, for example, that most of the focus has T
been the history of Europe in Africa, narratives about African kings and chiefs, of TR
wars and empires, of great men and their deeds, of nationalists and trade union e
leaders, and perhaps of some oppressed segment of society simply to vindicate the B

ries” rather than “macro-studjes” of the African past, thus rarely presenting a T
larger picture of the continent as European historians have successtully done re- T
garding their continent, Marxist Africanist historians insist, for example, that a St
class analysis of Africa must be an intrinsic part of the study of African history. B

On methodology, the neo-historians [the new breed of historians, who wish to ey
revise traditional history] argue that the claim of objectivity leads the Africanist = F
historian to nothing, or, as historians A. Temu and B. Swai of the Dar-es-Salaam =W
School, Tanzania, put it in their Historians and Africanist History: A Critique Ea =
(1981), reduces history to a cul-de-sac, never venturing “beyond a timid empiri- Iy
cism” [description of facts without analysis or vision of the world]. They point -
out that ideology and methodology cannot be separated because the mere chojce f e s
of a specific focus betrays the historian’s predisposition, values, and partisanship, T
thus shattering the claim of objectivity. Temu and Swaj sarcastically conclude that e v
the historian’s objectivity has been the “objectivity of a eunuch” [that of a cas-
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trated man who brags about his sexual escapades]. The claim of the universal ap-
plicability of their theories and conclusions (i.e., that generalizations about Euro-
pean history necessarily apply to African history as well) has likewise come under
attack. Western academics have, in fact, unwittingly tended to generalize about all
societies and cultures using ethnocentric standards, which have often distorted the
reality of the world under study. This was clear, for example, when political scien-
tists, sociologists, and economists misapplied to Africa the universality of the
modernization theory (to be discussed later in this chapter) during the 1960s.

In the United States, some scholars have coined the term Africology or Afrocol-
ogy in an attempt to stress the point that Africa is both the object and the subject
of inquiry and to distance themselves from the shortcomings and biases of tradi-
tional scholarship. Note: The expressions “traditional disciplines” or “traditional
scholarship™ refer to the disciplines that have been long established and accepted
by the “academy,” such as history, political science, anthropology, Western music,
and Western literature. Non-traditional disciplines would include African studles,
African American studies, Women’s studies, Jewish Studies, history of science, and
art history. It is also interesting to point out that a couple of decades ago some his-
torians toyed with a new popular but shallow methodology called “quantifica-
ton.” This quantitative analysis or statistical analysis in the social sciences was
supposed to add a scientific flavor to their work, one that would strengthen their
seneralizations and allow prediction of human behavior. The attempt has virtually
failed because it raised more questions than it provided answers. History or other
iocial sciences are not precise sciences and cannot, therefore, predict human behay-
ior. Thus, most historians have now distanced themselves from this tempting but

problematic methodology, which, interestingly, continues to attract political scien-
sists and economists. Along the same lines, the so-called Ibadan and Dar-es-Salaam
- "ools of Africanist historians, of which the late Walter Rodney was the major ex-

vent, further complaln that present hlstorlography s dommated by Western th—

teresting point that, even though Leopold von Ranke, the father of modern
historiography, advocated objectivity and a dispassionate approach to the study of
the past, he himself glorified his Prussian state, and that Lord Ashley, renowned
Boiush historian, extolled the virtues of the British empire in which, as we all
snow, Africans were exploited and treated as sub-humans. Therefore, many new
African scholars demand a combination of objectivity, to the extent that it is possi-
ole o be objective, and ideology (the latter meaning a “revolutionary conscious-
=ess.” to use Lansine Kaba’s expression)—to make history and other disciplines
more relevant to Africa’s needs.

:‘L::Ehropology or the study of culture first in the form of ethnography [study of

Ve SO qetzes ’], began studying Africa before history did. However, the anthropo-
szical methodology has encountered the ire of even the most fair-minded
A micanists both on the continent and in the West. The first ethnographers, who
worked during the 1920s through the 1940s, did their research in collaboration
with the colonial administrators whose aim was to understand the African cul-
suses they encountered and facilitate colonization. Some of the ethnographers
shemselves were colonial administrators who visited their areas of authority and,
= their free time, interviewed a few Africans about their most exotic customs and

sroduced sensational monographs. A good example of the latter was Felix Eboue,
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black-Antillian and governor-general of former French Equatorial Africa SOCIES
(1941-1944), who left severa] ethnographic treatises on Oubangui-Chari (present for “e
Central African Republic). His observations constitute interesting reading because heard
of the unique practices he describes, but are of little scientific value. all, he
These early anthropologists, mostly British and French (Americans entered the sach
field only after 1945 ), concentrated their attention on the culture of small African WeSESS
social units— which they called “tribes.” In most cases, they presented a picture
of timeless, static small societies, characterizing their values, to paraphrase Kaba,
“as savage or at best as exotic curiosities.” It is true, however, that despite their
ethnocentric assumptions, the new “social scientists” tended to sympathize with
the ethnic groups they studied, and demanded their preservation rather than their
elimination by what they called the “superior” European culture.

the first ethnographers, who claimed to be using a scientific approach, were no “the o
more than, to use the words of Southall (a former President of the African Studies
Association), the “handmaiden of colonialism.” No wonder Kaba notes with
scorn that “the collusion between this sort of scholarship [that of anthropolo- Propex:
gists] and the colonial doctrine culminated in the rise of the ‘tribal’ image of 1945

African societies among Westerners...” While they popularized the scientific 19%60s.
method of field work and participant-observation [meaning a method whereby re- POIOES
searchers observe and participate in the culture they are studying] and sometimes =

playing no concern whatsoever for history. Furthermore, as defenders of minority Pics: 5
cultures, they showed no regard for the concept of the nation in a culturally di- s
vided continent for the simple purpose of preserving exotic “ethnic distinctive- srai.
ness.” In other words, they were fascinated by small societies they characterized How
as “primitive” and tended to generalize their findings and apply them to the
whole continent of Africa. One result of such ethnocentric scholarly arrogance is STREran
the strong criticism directed against the works of such well-known anthropolo-
gists as E. Evans-Pritchard, who wrote on the Nuer Sudan in 1935, Thus, the = essen
claim of objectivity on the part of the early anthropologists has been questioned ptasa Af
and characterized, as one African scholar put it, as “another name for Western Sescyie

ethnocentrism and monopoly of the right to interpret other cultures of the cam) sc
b

world...,” and as a subtle way of infusing their “moral values, unrecognized EOdern

prejudices, covert racism, vested interests and, indeed, political economy upon T
theory.” e

be fulfilled before Western anthropologists are totally accepted in Africa: 1) they SO
must have a mastery of the language of the society they study; 2) they ought to T
show readiness and commitment to letting African scholars do the necessary and EE PeTX
basic research, which requires in-depth cultural knowledge; and 3) they should be il =g
willing to engage in a critical and open intellectual dialogue with their African = o
counterparts and abandon their alleged “arrogance.” As expected, of course, the CECD

younger generation of anthropologists are aware of the errors of their predeces- DEE W
sors and are much more careful in their study of and conclusions about African mow [=
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societies. Many of them have, for example, abandoned the use of the term “tribe”
for “ethnic group,” society, or people; brideprice for brideweatlh; paganism or
heathenism for African traditional religion; and huts for homes (or houses). Over-
all, however, notwithstanding the errors of the past, the works of anthropologists
such as Melville Herskovits, founder of the Center for African Studies at North-
western University in the early 1950s, as well as those of African American sociol-
ogists, including E. Franklin Frazier, have contributed to the reintegration of an-
thropologists as credible social scientists in the field of African Studies. Their
influence can be measured by the fact that, from 1957 to 2005, more than eight
presidents of the African Studies Association have been anthropologists. In fact,
anthropologist, Melville Herskovits, sometimes known as the “Dean of African
Studies™ in the United States, was the first president.

Just as with the earlier anthropologists, the first sociclogists [those who study
“the origin, organization, institutions, and development and evolution of human
society”] have been highly criticized by continental African scholars. In fact, the
first sociologists were undistinguishable from the ethnographers criticized above.
Properly trained and unbiased sociologists did not enter the African field until
1945 and expanded their work in Africa only following independence during the
1960s. Thereafter, their major concern was to disengage themselves from anthro-
pology and abandon the tendency to focus their attention on “scientific exoti-
cism” [looking “scientifically” at unimportant and farfetched cultural issues], as
was popular among the ethnographers. As Jean Copans writes, sociology was not
just “a new specialization, it constituted a complete break on several counts; em-
pirically, as it was taking into consideration the real history of the African peo-
ples; in scale, as it moved on from village to national social groups (from ‘mini’ to
‘maxi’);” and theoretically, as it did not ignore the reality of colonialism on the
continent.

However, just like other social scientists immediately following independence,
sociologists saw Africa as a fertile ground for the testing of their theories on mod-
ernization, social change, and development, and assumed that African societies
would follow the same developmental pattern as European societies. They were,
in essence, evolutionaries who used the European theoretical framework to ex-
plain Africa’s “transition from feudalism to capitalism” and from a traditional
litestyle to a modern (European) lifestyle. As a result, African (and African Amer-
ican) scholars have seriously questioned the methodologies and assumptions of
modern sociologists, casting doubt upon their claim of scientific objectivism [in
this case, non-biased treatment of black people] and rejecting one of their major
cheoretical frameworks, namely, that which looks at black societies through the
prism of the white middle class family.

It is understandable, therefore, that a well- known African scholar, O. Onoge,
o= Nigeria, would echo loudly what many critics feel —that is, insofar as Africa is
concerned, sociologists, including Lucy Mair, whom he calls “the Dean of applied
~unctionalism,” have demonstrated “amnesia [purposeful ignorance] of the colo-
m:al period,” bias, and reactionary tendencies. In fact, like many Africans, Onoge
sm:ll maintains that the “history of African sociology has few redeeming features.
I= the main [he adds], it is perverse and counter-revolutionary from an African
szandpoint.” Temu and Swai, already mentioned in this chapter, scorn the disci-
oime when they note sarcastically that sociology “...soars into empty abstrac-
=om” [meaning that it is too abstract and irrelevant for Africal.
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On another level, two female Kenyan sociologists, Diane Kayongo-Male and
Philista Onyango in The Sociology of the African Family (1984), cast doubt on
many research activities undertaken by sociologists in Africa, particularly in refer-
ence to the African family. They point out that over-reliance on the survey method
[which uses questionnaires and interviews] has been a major problem and that the
interviews are usually not private, are conducted by people who are alien to the
culture and the language, and that the final product is usually replete with transla-
tion misrepresentations. They urge that scholars “place highest reliability on fam-
ily studies coming from indigenous researchers” and “read clearly to find out ex-
actly how the study was carried out before we jump to unwarranted conclusions
about African family life.” The criticism, however, seems to have transformed the
discipline for the better, making sociology one of the most vibrant and relevant
disciplines in African Studies today.

Political scientists, who study government and the decision-making process,
were the last ones to enter the field of African Studies for reasons not too difficult
to ascertain and, when they did, they entered in full force. In Africa, the colonial
administration (1885-1960) was weary of political scientists because they in-
evitably would have found too many unacceptable features within the governing
system. Furthermore, because political education in the schools was forbidden,
African political scientists were almost non-existent on the continent during the
colonial era. Just prior to and following independence, however, political scien-
tists, particularly Americans, were welcomed and even invited by the new African
leaders as advisors, professors, and human resources. Some of the best known
names include James Coleman and Carl Rosberg (Nigeria), Henry Bienen (Tanza-
nia), Martin Kilson (Sierra Leone), Aristide Zolberg (Cote d’Ivoire), and Dennis
Austin (Ghana). This first wave of political scientists was ebullient about the fu-
ture of Africa: they enthusiastically talked and wrote of the process of moderniza-
tion. They viewed Africa’s problems of instability, centralization, ethnic and elite
competition for resources, political repression, and competing power politics as
temporary stages and as the pains of growth, so to speak, in the process toward
democratization (the maintenance of multi-party states and the institutionaliza-
tion of free elections), rapid industrialization, equitable distribution of national
resources, an end to intense ethnic loyalties, social mobility, the weakening of ob-
structive traditional values, urbanization, expansion of literacy, elimination of
diseases, and improved infrastructure (new roads, schools, health centers, and
communication networls).

Unfortunately, as Naomi Chazan et al. noted in Politics and Society in Con-
temporary Africa (1988), “the modernization theory focused on internal factors
to explain political processes in Africa” and underestimated the agrarian nature
of African societies, the entrenchment of the bureaucracy and the impact of exter-
nal factors, such as neo-colonialism, the external debt, and the unfair interna-
tional trade system. It also showed clear ethnocentric arrogance in its patterning
of African realities after Western values. A number of others, however, looked at
the various competing cultures on the continent and foresaw the potential for se-
rious political conflict. Unlike the modernization theorists, this group of political
scientists emphasized ethnic differences or “tribalism,” to use their preferred ter-
minology at the time, group interests, and aspiring leaders, all vying to acquire for
themselves and their “cronies” the state’s scarce resources. Overall, the themes
political scientists dealt with in general, up to the 1970s, were African nationalist
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leaders, parties, elections, constitutions, ideologies, political instability, African
“charismatic” [articulate nationalist] leaders, ethnicity, and intra-African rela-
tions. Unfortunately, their initial euphoria was shattered in 1963 when the first
military coup in Sub-Saharan Africa resulted in the assassination of President Syl-
vanus Olympio of Togo. Several other military coups followed, including one that
puzzled nationalists and pan-Africanists alike: The overthrow of Kwame
Nkrumah, Ghana’s first president, by the army in 1966. Prior to 1966, most polit-
ical scientists had viewed the army as a modernizing force, disciplined and cohe-
sive, and as a professional corps trained at such best military academies as Sand-
hurst (England) and St. Cyr (France), ready to defend the modern state rather
than topple or overthrow it.

As a result of the shock, many political scientists began to revise their theoreti-
cal frameworks. In the tradition of Samuel Huttington, they began looking at the
“stress and structural weaknesses” of African institutions which, in their view,
showed extreme “fragility, systemic flaws, and low levels of political culture—
which act[ed] as a sort of magnet to pull the armed forces into the power and le-
gitimacy vacuum.” Huttington had postulated that, in the developing world, “the
most important causes of military intervention in politics...[were] not military
but political and reflect[ed] not the social and organizational characteristics of the
military establishment but the political and institutional structure of society.”
other words, the army’s behavior simply reflected how inadequate African soci-
eties were, with weak and corrupt governments, functioning primarily on the
basis of ethnic loyalties, selfishness, and abuses of citizens’ rights. More recent po-
litical scientists, however, Samuel Decalo being a good example, have discredited
both theories, and have instead focused their attention on the internal organiza-
zion of the army itself, namely, its weaknesses and rivalries which are often based
on ethnicity, age, rank, education, personal ambition, and nepotism. These social
scientists have pointed to the inefficient performance of the military as they re-
place a civilian government, making a mockery of their announced objectives of
ending ethnic conflict and corruption and improving the economy.

As in other disciplines, political scientists have been criticized for distorting
ifrican realities to fit their own personal theoretical framework, explaining
African realities through complicated and exotic terms and concepts such as

ientelism, dependence, machine politics, corporativism, modernization, cul-
maral p]urahsm and so on. In their midst, there has been a conflict between
bourgeois and non-bourgeois” political scientists, the terms bourgeois and bour-
==oisie being negatively used by African Marxists and neo-Marxists to character-
z= most American scholars and their colleagues on the African continent.
Zarongo once wrote that “bourgeois African political scientists have turned polit-
cal science into an instrument of class domination and exploitation.” He advised
===m o focus more on the issues of class exploitation and poverty as causes of de-
semdence, the dominant role of the elite, excessive exercise of power, destabiliza-
=om. and the colenially-inherited pohncal institutions and practices that have cor-
mmpeed many Adrican leaders.

.d.-; reader might wish to know that there are other divisions within the politi-
_2 science “academy,” a topic that is suited only for more advanced students. Yet,

m here. There are the traditionalists who use a descriptive quasi-historical /
smoroach to the study of politics and focus mainly on diplomacy, formal mstlt_u/

ake of completeness and for the benefit of the instructor, we will br1eﬂy'\“4.' /
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tions, and legal systems such as constitutions, states, and parties. They dominated
the discipline prior to 1945 This breed of political scientitsts tended to doubt the o
validity of scientific methods as applied to human behavior, and, although they = T
carefully studied and obseryed political behavior, they did not attempt to predict
it, as they had no faith in statistical probabilities. Very few traditionalists exist
today.

As a result of the changes in world politics in the aftermath of the Second
World War ( 1939-1945), however, a new breed of political scientists, less Furo-
centric, emerged in reaction to the traditionalist model, namely, the behavioral-
ists, who focused on the concept of the nation-state, calling for the use of scien- e
tific methods and theory-building to explain and even predict political behavior. e
(Patrick McGowan represents the major revisionist in the discipline. ) Accordingly, 3
behavioralists attempted to use data quantification (statistics) and measurements
(numbers) to predict political behavior and test their “empirical hypotheses.”
They too are on their Way out as relevant political scientists. The structural-func- L
tionalists ridicule the claims of (social) “scientific” approaches that produce “scj- =
entific” results. Instead, they look at international political systems rather than at .
individual nation-states and use a comparative approach to politics through a
focus on such features as legislatures and leaders’ roles and assessing how these Ihes wang
tunction. (Immanuel Wallerstein is a proponent of this theory on Africa, and most ConsE they
Marxists and neo-Marxists fall within this category of thinkers.) "0 secare 2

Interestingly enough, however, following in the footsteps of Samir Amin, once )
Director of the Institur pour le Development Economique et Progres in Dakar, B
Senegal, many political scientists are now fascinared by a variety of frameworks =
focusing on political economy [the interface between politics and the economy], s -
which is popular at the schools of Dar-es-Salaam and Ibadan. Political economy T
attempts to use the scientific tools of economics and stresses the point that politics 2
are dictated by economic considerations and vice-versa. In this group, one finds L
the political science activists, Marxists, and proponents of the dependency and s
underdevelopment theorists. The dependence mode| views Africa (the periphery,
the margin or the exploited end of the relationship) as a victim of international -
capitalism (the core, or the center that decides about and benefits from the depen- ¥
dence relationship), and claim that the African masses are exploited by a small
African elite— the bourgeoisie or petty bourgeoisie — that renders Africa depen-

spiracy which controls information and knowledge, technology, wealth, and the .
economic market. Immanuye| Wallerstein ( according to Chazan et al.) holds this
theory, which also implies that the progress of one nation necessarily “impedes™ =
the progress of other nations. : =
Although the dependency theory sheds light on the roots of underdevelopment, _
on social inequalities and economic Structures, it falls short as it focuses primarily 4 - <
on factors external to Africa, makes Africans passive receptors rather than actors, E il )
neglects the issues of ethnicity, race, and nationalism and provides a totally mate- -
rialistic perspective of African societies, disregarding the spiritual and intellectual E
side of life. The statist school, as classified by Chazan et al., on the other hand, M W8T
which seems to be popular among African scholars as advanced by well-known ewr i the <
* ) Africanists such as Carl Rosberg and Robert Jackson, emerged during the 1970s. S =

~ - The statist (a word derived from the word state) emphasizes the state as “the P
<7 '-\\A
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motor force behind social and economic occurrences in Africa,” and focuses,
therefore, on the autonomy of the state apparatus, on leadership styles, and pa-
tron-client relationships. It concludes that the post-colonial state does have the
power to mobilize and transform resources but that it has not done so for the
benefit of the masses. It blames African leaders for most failures, accuses them of
abusing their power for personal gains, and makes them responsible for the conti-
nent’s chronic international debt. Again, to borrow from Chazan et al., the statist
theory, while drawing atrention to African “internal dynamics [i.e., the state it-
self],” confuses the concept of state and government. States remain but govern-
ments come and go easily. In addition, it provides no understanding of the rela-
tions between state and society or between state and classes, and exaggerates the
degree of power of the leaders.

A theory related to the statist model is one expanded by Robert Bates, known
as the political choice theory, which sees the state as autonomous or, as Bates put
it, asserts “the independent status and determining power of politics.” Bates goes
on to say in Essays on the Political Economy of Rural Africa (1983) that states
have their own objectives:

They want taxes and revenues and intervene in their economic environments to
secure them. Politicians want power. And they use the instruments of the state
to secure and retain it by manipulating the economy to political advantage. In
Africa, political elites have rendered economic markets instruments of political
organization.

Whereas the statist approach has been fundamentally negative on the nature
and intentions of African states as it portrays them as inexorably linked to the im-
perfect nature of the leadership, Bate’s theory seems to straddle the middle
cround, stressing the enormous but not absolute power and autonomy of the
state, which has been used to enhance leaders’ political gains to the detriment and
misery of the masses. Contrary to the dependency theory, the political choice the-
ory sees economic development not as simply related but as subordinate to inter-
nal politics. Bates claims that “the political is not merely reducible to the eco-
nomic; rather, it stands apart from it and can act upon it, often in a manner that is
costly in economic terms.”

One of the most recent versions of the political choice perspective has been ad-
vanced by Naomi Chazan, Robert Mortimer, John Raveland, and Donald
Rothchild. They look at the state in Africa as maintaining some degree of auton-
omy and at political leaders as being able to mobilize resources, the economy, and
society to achieve certain goals but also as constrained by historical legacies, de-
mographic pressures, cultural ecology, ideological divisions, and international
facrors. Thus, while this perception focuses on past errors, its proponents say, it
“uncovers components of ongoing processes and elucidates future opportunities
and constraints.” Unlike the statist theory, the political choice model further
posits that a study of politics in Africa should focus on state-society relationships
rather than on state-economic relationships or simply on the state itself.

To recapitulate, here is a brief summary of the preceding theories as applied to
Africa. 1) The traditionalists used historical narrative to study politics and did not
believe in the so-called social “scientific” method nor did they attempt to explain
=scientifically” current and predict future political behavior in Africa; 2) The be-
havioralists focused on the functioning of the new nation-states in Africa and, un-
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like the traditionalists, had faith in using numbers and statistics to explain and pre-
dict political behaviour; 3) The structural-functionalists study the structures and
functions of political institutions, disregard the claim of “scientism” and compare
nation-states in order to make more realistic generalizations; 4) The Marxists focus
on the role of social classes and the resulting exploitation, as well as on the rela-
tionship between politics and the economy, and claim that an equitable economic
system would solve all societal ills; 5) The proponents of the political economy sta-
tist school focus attention on the strong power of the African state and its political
leaders, who thus determine the direction of the economy, and blame the African
leadership for the problems the continent experiences, especially in the economic
sector; 6) Bates’ political choice theory, like the preceding theory, capitalizes on the
power and autonomy of the state in Africa, making the economy subservient to
politics and the state, and blames the African leadership for the continent’s eco-
nomic mess, a result of their unwise choices; 7) Chazan’s (et al.’s) type of political
choice theory differs from Bate’s in that, although recognizing the power of the
state, points to the various challenges and constraints the leadership faces, includ-
ing the various colonial legacies, personal ideologies, cultural traditions, and the
inequalities of the international market system.

The new emphases and approaches in the discipline will perhaps make political
scientists less vulnerable to criticism from continental African scholars and others
in the academy. In fact, Barongo, a major critic, gives some credit to the scholars
in the discipline when he observes that, “Ladd’s and Lipset’s survey of the profes-
sion clearly shows that American political scientists in general stand politically to
the right of sociologists but well to the left of the general population.”

Geographers have been the least controversial in the field of African studies.
Even during the colonial period, geographers had established several associations
which sent trained and quasi-trained “scientists” to the continent to survey the
terrain for the benefit of diplomats and the army, and for other scientists inter-
ested in Africa. As expected, their activity increased following independence. For
a number of developmental reasons, African governments undertook surveys of
different regions of their countries. In general, geographers tend to be less hin-
dered than political scientists or sociologists in their analysis of African affairs.
One reason, as pointed out by critics, is that, at least in their earlier period, they
concentrated on apolitical physical geography and paid little attention to cultural
and demographic geography. Most geographers, including the greatest pioneer,
the late William Hance, have escaped criticism.

Linguists have been less conspicuous in African Studies circles but have played
a vital role in the analysis of cultural origins, and, along with literature experts,
such as Ruth Finnegan, have shed light on African societies, on the possible influ-
ences these exerted upon each other, on migratory movements, and on geographi-
cal and demographic distribution patterns. Since the 1850s, German missionaries
and linguists (such as Westermann and Homburger) and lovers of oral literature,
collected African folklore, proverbs, riddles, and stories, some of which were later
accepted as valid historical sources. A similar role has been played by musicolo-
gists who have strengthened the history of Africa by showing cultural and mater-
ial contact (through musical instruments, for example) even prior to the 188485
partition of the continent. This is exemplified by as works by musicologist Perci-
val Kirby have done in Southern Africa. In other words, one could establish the
nature of contact between two cultures or peoples by studying their musical in-
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struments or songs and discover, through similarities, whether or not the two bor-
rowed from each other. If yes, then their history may be linked. These humanists
and artists have helped restore the worth and dignity of African traditions and
cultural manifestations, often denigrated and neglected during the colonial era.
During the post-colonial period, musicologists and ethnomusicologists have
pleaded with the African elite and their leaders to preserve their rich but poten-
tially vanishing traditions.

The study of African art has also been a significant component of African Stud-
ies. Since 1905, when a mask from the Fang people of Gabon was taken to Eu-
rope and its stylistic freedom eventually inspired such artists as Pablo Picasso and
Andre Matisse, African art, particularly sculpture, through the recent works of
scholars such as Frank Willett and William Fagg, has been gaining acceptance
from the academic community. Therefore, earlier ethnography-art specialists, in-
cluding P. German (on Cameroon, 1910), Gunter Pressman (on Fang of Gabon,
1913), and J. Van Wing (on the former Belgian Congo, 1921-1938), paved the
way for the new artists to establish once and for all the fact that art and music are
the two most important contributions of Africa to world civilizations.

According to Daniel Biebuyck, however, African art specialists still have a long
way to go. Their achievements in the discipline still “lag in range, scope, depth,
and comprehensiveness, and...impact on the other academic fields of study.”
Biebuyck outlines several approaches and themes that need to be explored, in-
cluding more focus on the neglected areas such as the former Spanish, French,
and Portuguese-speaking colonies in Africa; individual African artists; socioeco-
nomic and legal aspects of art; the acquisition of artifacts through purchase and
inheritance; labor and acquisition of the primary materials of art and payment of
services; taxonomy of materials; and the system of ownership or temporary con-
trol and guardianship of an artist’s creative possessions. Biebuyck also complains
that there is much confusion and uncertainty among the experts themselves re-
garding the scope and the definition of basic terminology such as art, craft, artis-
tic, material culture, and aesthetics.

The study of African religion by scholars such as John Mbiti, George Parrinder, 1/
and Aylard Shorter (in Afrzcan Theology, 1975) has had two effects. The first has
been the restoration of Africa’s religion(s) to almost the same level of respectabil-
ity and acceptance as other religions of the world, as a system that attempts to
cope with human existence, understand the cosmos, and explain the relationship
between humans and the supernatural. These authors have thus attempted to dis-
pel the stereotypes and myths attributed to African religion by nineteenth- and
early twentieth-century missionaries who viewed it as nothing more than a series
of superstitious beliefs associated with ancestors’ “worship” (rather than venera-
tion), with human sacrifice, the drum, and polytheistic practices. The second ef-
fect has been to sharpen the similarities of African religion (e.g., belief in one cre-
ator of the universe), and differences (e.g., absence of elaborate physical buildings
for worship as in the West, of proselytizers or ambulant preachers who strive to
convert others and travel from one locality to another, and weekly predictable
days of worship) between African religion(s) and Christianity or Islam. African
philosophy, on the other hand, is the latest of the disciplines in African Studies.
Carholic priest, Placide Temples (who worked in former Zaire and wrote Bantu
Philosophy, 1945), and John Mbiti, himself an African philosopher and theolo-
zian, are known for their pioneering works in this discipline. Again, their studies
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have refuted claims that Africans are unable to develop or understand complex
philosophical systems and that their thought patterns resemble those of a Western
child with whom one must talk in symbols and examples. In fact, proponents of
these claims attempted to prove the validity of their position by pointing to the
round (rather than rectangular) shapes of African homes and the “crooked” or
curvilinear rather than straight nature of their paths and traditional walkways.
They were trying to make the point that Africans think in a circular fashion.

Notwithstanding the importance of economic development in Africa, econo-
mists have been the late-comers into the field of African Studies. Just as the sociol-
ogists, however, Africanist economists, during the 1950s and early 1960s, also as-
sumed that African societies would follow the same developmental stages as
Western societies. They, therefore, attempted to apply the theoretical models fitting
European societies. Essentially, early economists used the traditional vs. the mod-
ern framework or the economic stages theory advanced by W. W. Rostow. Rostow
identified at least five stages through which all societies are expected to go, and
postulated that, once conditions such as enough capital, entrepreneurship spirit,
needed skills, existence of foreign exchange [i.e., American dollars, British pounds,
and French francs], and sound management practices were present, African
economies would advance the same way those of the West did centuries ago.

This unrealistic framework has been replaced by the international-structuralist
model, which views the developing world, especially Africa, as helplessly depen-
dent on the capitalist world due to unfair and unequal economic and power rela-
tionships. Proponents of the theory see the world as made up of two societies and
two economies: the capitalist and the less-developed world and the “haves” and
“have-nots” within the developing countries themselves. As social scientists, these
cconomists have tended to focus on policies designed to eradicate poverty and
provide employment for all. As Michael Todaro notes, there are two sub-models
or versions of the theory, both attempting to explain the reasons for underdevel-
opment. The first is the neo-colonial dependence sub-model which focuses on the
unequal relationships between the Western economies (the core or center) and the
developing nations (the periphery or margin). Todaro claims that “landlords, en-
trepreneurs, merchants, salaried public officials, trade union leaders, etc.” in the
developing world simply perpetuate the conditions of dependence, as they serve
as compradors (buyers) of the former, with no power or initiative of their own.
The second submodel, which Todaro calls the “false paradigm” model, claims
that underdevelopment has been caused and perpetuated by the ill advice of the
Western institutions (the UN, UN ESCO, the IME, the World Bank, and others)
and their experts, who distort African realities to serve their own economic pur-
poses and test their assumptions and theories on development. Scholars who ad-
vance this submodel also hasten to add that, because the training of most of the
Third World experts takes place in the West, the cycle of underdevelopment and
dependence will continue as the indigenous experts return home simply to apply
their irrelevant and distorted theories and end up defending the status quo of the
elites. (Both submodels have been advanced by neo-Marxists.) As expected, many
African scholars from the continent tend to look with suspicion at these develop-
mental theories. Wang Metuge, for example, characterizes both political scientists
and economists as pseudo-scientists who, to gain “scientific credibility,” have
lately inundated their journals with statistics, expressed in “econometrics” and
“politimetrics.”
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What, then, seems to somewhat unify the scholars from so many persuasions
and disciplines in African Studies? Ohaegbulam, referred to earlier, identifies four
interdisciplinary models that are implicit in many of the intellectual constructs ad-
vanced by Africanists, which are summarized below: the traditional, the colonial,
the Marxist, and the pan-African models. Ohaegbulam notes that the traditional
model has been proposed by some as the most appropriate for the understanding
of Africa and the black experience. Proponents of the model claim that a return to
“the source,” such as Egypt, to African traditions, to early civilizations, and to
Africa’s pristine state is a conditio sine gua non for any study of black people.
One of the weaknesses of the model is that it ignores the fact that Africa is no
longer purely traditional: the old and the new either live side by side or have man-
aged to merge.

The colonial model tends to emphasize the colonial period (1885-1960) and

its everlasting impact on all African institutions, without, in any way, justifying '

colonialism. Its proponents maintain that Africa would not be what it is today
without the misfortune of colonial domination. They tend to see Africa and
African-America, for that matter, as colonies of the West: Africans under neo-
colonialism [a new type of colonial domination following Africa’s independence
during the 1960s and 1970s] and dependence, and black Americans under domes-
tic colonialism, with both people still experiencing “political domination, eco-
nomic exploitation, and cultural subjugation.” One of the problems of this model
is that it tends to overlook the African traditional past and its lasting impact. It

also looks at the continent from a negative perspective, portraying Africans as~

struggling helplessly to free themselves from Western colonial and neo-colonial
domination and the evil and sinister intentions of the white man.

The Marxist model, increasingly popular during the 1970s, when it was ener- ‘

gized by the establishment of the now-defunct “revolutionary” Marxist govern-
ments in Angola, Mozambique, Guinea-Bissau, and Ethiopia, posits that the only
way to understand accurately the African experience on the continent and in the
Diaspora is to “scientifically” analyze the class phenomenon, which is based on
the control, ownership, and management of the means of production (property,
business, land, equipment, factories, mineral resources). Marxists, or the follow-

ers of Karl Marx’s philosophy, hold that the major social problems are caused by *

class differences, which pit the poor against the rich, hence their use of the expres-
sion class struggle. For Marxists, while the spiritual world does not exist and reli-
zion is the opium of the people, our actions are fundamentally and primarily mo-
avated by economic considerations, even though we are often not aware of it.
Interestingly, Marxists and neo-Marxists [scholars who wish to revise Marxism in

light of the fall of socialism and its economic system, as is the case in the former .

Soviet Union] hold that racism is based on economic factors and that it can be
eliminated if social classes are done away with. Thus, according to them, once the
=conomic issue is resolved, race will simply whither away. Such an assertion is
certainly problematic as the concept of class in Marxist terms may not be applica-
ble to Africa. Roxborough notes, for example, that “classes in Africa are more
complex, and. ..usually weaker. They are frequently incomplete in the sense that
the dominant class, or one fraction of the dominant class, is absent.” Rural
“classes,” are much more important in developing societies than in Europe or

America. Furthermore, to believe that racism will vanish when economic condi-
mons become equitable is tantamount to living a utopia or in an unreal world.
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The pan-African model, on the other hand, focuses on the commonalities of ex-
periences of black people—slavery, colonialism, racism, Imperialism, neo-colo-
nialism, and desire for unity—and on one naturally unifying factor: skin color
The proponents of the model, invoking the ideals and goals of the early pan-
Africanist movement Jed by W. E. B. DuBois, Kwame Nkrumah, George Padmore,
Marcus Garvey, and later, by Malcom X and the late Reverend Ieon Sullivan,
hold that pan-Africanism not only explains the black experience but also provides
solutions to black peoples’ problems. However, as Ohaegbulam observes, the pan-

are dissimilar in Africa, in the African American community, in the Caribbean,
and Latin American countires, such as Brazil. Notwithstanding the shortcomings,
however, the pan-Africanist model is a useful comparative teaching tool.

The African Studies Association

The study of Africa acquired enhanced status from the creation of the African
Studies Association (ASA) in 1957. The first meeting that led to the establishment
of the association rook place at the Roosevelt Hotel in New York City under the
auspices of the Carnegie Corporation (which provided $6,500 to underwrite the
proceedings). The corporation was represented by its President, Dr. Alap Pifer, and
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to collect data and expand knowledge about Africa and its people. In addition, the
ASA would stimulate and promote research “in ways appropriate to a scholarly
organization” and facilirate communication among interested scholars,

However, some members, particularly African, Caribbean, and African Ameri-
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white, Anglo male scholars, whose research agendas seemed to them totally irrel-
evant to Africa’s needs, They accused the association’s leadership of continuing to
play the condescending role of “libera] mediators” and secular “missionaries” of
Africa, while collaborating with government agencies such as the State Depart- Sic
ment, Defense Department, Central Intelligence Agency, and the African Ameri- =
can Institute (headquartered in New York). They wished to sec the ASA play a £re

major role on critical issues and problems relevant to Africa, such as the libera- of
tion of the whole of Southern Africa, especially South Africa economic develop- ne
ment, the strengthening of democratic Institutions, health promotion, literacy ex- Sta




