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. Amer1can Research Analy51s Project (ANARA
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create an information system about Mative American research through C

the development of an 1nterpersonay network of interested parties,
the beginning of "The Journal of Native American Stud1es, and the
exhibition of ANARAP's data base dt conferences. The project revealed
three goals for Native American studies programs in the 1980's: (1)
research must become a primary concern for students in Native .

American programs; (2) ‘communication must be a more vital part of the'

education of students in Native American programs; and -(3) Nat1ve£
American studies programs should assume the role of mediator and
translator of academic research for their broader ethnic community.
To accomplish these goals, Native American studies programs must
overcome a grow1ng anti-intellectual and anti-research orientation in
the Native American community. The report urges & collaborat1on
between academia and ethnzc studies. (SB)
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. L. Brooks ‘-Ilﬁand Philip Lujan* . ' RECEWED
. i . ERIC/CRESS -
— The acronym ANARAP si nlfles the Admin tion £ . A rals
~d g i lstra io or 01638k
— Yative Americans Research AnaljSLS °roject,_those words ldenter
}ﬁﬂﬁ the source of funding and 'basic thrust of our project @nd this .,
/g paper.. ANA is an'administrative' subdivision of the Office ..o'f '

N Human Development Services which is.located within the Depart-

ment of Health, €£d&ucation, and Welfare. Its particular funCtionv

; "~ is to fund pro]ects des;gned to strengthen the develoonent of

gL

Indian tribal governmenr. Our- -Research Analys;s Project has "%
bean characterlzec as, "*eseafch about research about Native . "
Americans within the. paSt decade" ~-- a cnaracterﬂzatlon tallored
by a oovernment critic's wit. However, it net only aotly cqfr-
acterlzes the project, but also portends the lncreaSLnoly un- -

g;\ ' manageabl° ekplosian of recent Native Amerlcan research. A T e 7 ¢
ce 1Altnough research is a major concern of governmental, academlc,
- iand Vative American people, it has primarily conSLSted of un-
‘coorginatad efforts which have generatéd largely inaccessible
data:

%

.in the .cage of federal agencies, data inaccessj_bla to " .,

other agonc1es, in the case of academlc disciplines, /data in- . T
accessxole eo other dlSClDllneS, in the case offtrlbes, data.

e o 1naccesszble to other trlbes -and sometimes even,eo ~the suhject

“tribes and thus, overall, research generally inaccessible to all

- but the original researcher., This uncoordlnated unavallablllty

is the focgl OOlnt of ANARAP. - A k

of research
Funded
Ooportunlty

as a joint suom1551on by the Amerlcans for Indlan
and the Department of Communlqatlon and Natlve
ANARAP

P

American Studles Program at the UnlverSLty of Oklahoma~

Y
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*Both. authors are on the facqlty of the University of Oklahoma., S

Brooks ‘Hill (Bh.D., University of Illxnols, .968) .is a Professor, . .

of Communlcatlon. Philip Lujan. (J.D., University of New Mexico,

1974) iis Director of Native American Studleé and Assistant Pro-.

fess® of Communication. Paper was presented ‘at the Speech Com~
#\

-munlcatlon Assoc1atlon Conventlon, New York New York, November
. 76, 1£980. ‘s,
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ﬁrecogni
. ‘Native Zmerican organlzatlons and academic d1sc1p11nes i oL
BeYond this primary thrust, thlS progect had also enhanced the
natural relatlonshmp of lntercultural communlcatlon and 'Native
American Studlesl and has fostered ghe development \of acadepic -
_ goals which 1ntens1fy the ‘relationship of* Native American V.
) studies and research Cons1deratlon of our research’ project,
. therefore, urges d1scuss10n of the- goal of Natlve Amerlcan
‘Studies as a mediator and translator of research efforts of the
f_y -various-academic d1sc1pllnes, a particularly important conceérn .
| eas these orograms trans1tlon into the 1980's. This discus&ion -
;”7, V.also suggests the oncomlng decade may be the age of ‘true colla-’

4 - boration of: ethnlc studies and academia. The purpose, there- «
fore, of this’ paper is to prov1de a brief descrlptlon ofathe
DrOJect,'to posit: ooss1ble trans1tlonal goals. of Natlve Amerlcan
Studies into the. 1980 s, and to suggest a ratlonale for future
coooeratlve efforts between ethnlc studies and academia.

v ) ’fhe Researéhf;nalysis P,roject2
B In récent years the thrust of federal policy regarding
‘Native Americans has shifted from governmégt determination'to ,

~ increased tribal. determlnatlon of pollcy and actlon. Public

- Law 934638 symbollzes this shift and encourages local initia-

aftlve. 1 This trans1tlon now 1nV1tes Natlve Amerlcans to articu-

; ;'““3=late and 1mplement much of their own policy. However, their
efforts are severely hampered by the‘unavallablllty, 1ncomnre—.
hens1b111ty, or non-adaptability of avallable research and hard >

'data ta. gu1de thelr olannlng. These lntlmldatlng and frustratlng
condltlons necess1tate Better systematlzatlon, 1nterpretatlon,
‘and dissemination of the vast and—grow1ng amounts of research
subs1dlzed annually by prlvate organlzatlons, acadepic-institu~ -
tlons .and federal, state, and - trlbal governments. ™

0 ) ‘ - The evolutlon of<$ederal governmental Native American policy,

N ‘accompanled by the broad/natlonal 1ntere§t in cultural pluralism,
has led to burgeonlng lntere
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s in Native American research by
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ltloners from 1nnumerable scholarly d1sc1pl;nes, pr1vate
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by dlverse 1nst1tutlons. Their motlvatlons are well justfgxed
by 1ncrea51n§ concerns for human fights and the strlklng soc1al
and economlc dlsadvantages of Indlan groups, especlally thosev
s1tuaped in hon-productlve geographlc areas. Natlonal statls- j”'f
t1cs repeatedly point to Indlan groups as sharlng less in an '

overall. plcture of 1ncreas1ng prosperlty. Scholars and practl—

‘public organlzatlons have researched the percelved problems.

- But the products of thlS research are .available 1f and ‘only if

. the tribe and other 1nterested part1es are famlllar with the.

pecullarlt;es of research in each academlc d1sc1p11ne and w1th
the 1nternal 1nformatlon system of the seVeral organlzatlons
subs1dlzlng research.

The traditional response of federal and state agencles,) ™

u.trlbes, and academ1c1ans to tribal needs has.been to generate

vast amounts of 1nformatlon., Interested partles operate under

the assumption that any s1tuatlon 1s soluble if we only know

,Lenough about it and other similarcircumstances. Informatlon

is clearly of s1gn1f1cant potentlal use, but the undlfferentl-
ated, undlrected t1de of current 1nterest often remains. fallow, .

rather than contrlbutlng to a well-concelved well-artlculated

* and well-organlzed plan of actlon. The cr1t;cal problem is the.

lack of a systematic approach to information generatlon, rather

than any inherent inefficiency associated with particular’

1

researchers or agencies.

Not ,only does: the tribe suffer the 1nsuff1c1ency of appar-

-ently available 1nformat1qn, but the general American publlc

alsofsuffers.. From different orlentatlons, similar or dupllca-

Ftory\research is often funded, costing money which could better

_be used on other projects or to insure,complementarity of on-
"going researgch. Perhaps the‘greatest‘cost to everyone=is”the
‘farﬁure to utilize fully the research produced " Too often research

s1mply finds a shelf at the subs1d121ng organlzatlon and loses

its potentlal for the concerned parties 1nvolved

A specific Indian group, for example, may reallze 1ts need

. for'lnformatlon and guidance, but be unable fo locate or distill

® . -
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the information availahle; If they are sufflclently wealthy,
they hire adV1sors to, ass1st. These 1nd1v1duals typlcally
represent #he bias of=* thelr own - suec1alty; thus, they are often
'”unable to adapt thelr partrcular 1nformat1on to- the eﬁlgencles
' of a spec1f1c 51tuat19n and ¢U/adapt thelr gu;dance 1nto the
overall perspectlve of the tribe.’ The less Wealthy are’encour—‘
aged, to accept whatever is’ avallable whether anp;oprlate or not.
Unfortunately, adV1ce at whatever cost., too”often comes to the
trlbal governing bodies 1n an 1nd1gest1ble forg which’ 1nt1m1— .
dates dec1s10n makers frustratlng rather than fac111tat1ng pOllCY
More Natlve Amerlcan awareness ‘of avallable knowledge- '
could ass1st apademlc researchers w1th a,"self—correctlon ,
functlon. That is to say:. researchers typlcally operate  from ,
the bias of thelr dlsclpllne and as they approach theix research
progects tend to lmpose thelr SDelelC perspectlve on the sub-
jects and data..'Were the. Natlve Amerlcans more’ knowledgeable
about avallable research and information from varlous perspec—
_tlves, fidelity to the data and adaptatlon to_the ‘uniqueness of
trlbal srtuatlons would\S:afasier.i A bridge between diverse .
also become more likely. These

Fl

academlc perspectlges“wo
'patterns ‘of mutual assistance could correct 1mprudent analo-
gies between Native ‘American tribes and ‘other minorities, avoid
"rediscovery of the wheel,"” and lead to mutually beneficial
_researcher subject relatlons.3 ) R 4

More speclflcally, enthusiastic researchers often pose
problems for tribal leaders.‘ On the one hand trlbes»are
frequently. approached by 1nvest1gators who wish to ‘conduct
research.. To address these concerns, some . tribes, .such as the
Zuni and Navajo, have already establlshed‘committees to screen
4and\aporove research projects. The results of this study would
substantlally help them in this task, particularly to: urge the
_'researchers to better meet tribal needs and avoid unnecessary
:.dupllcatlon. On the other hand, more affluent trlbes are
. beginning” to sponsor research. For these tribes our study can
provide guidance 1n the formulatlon and. selectlon of prOJects

and’ competent researdhers : o S
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Ass1stance to Natlve Americans is obwlously “the prlmary e
'concern of th1s project. However, the results of this study_';

also have great potentdal for the academlc world, the govern-.
ment, and the prlvate sector. For the academlc communlty an
41mportant Dotentlal is the prlorltlzatlon of needs for research
to this end the study can 1dent1fy gaps 1n our existing know-
ledge and direction for study. Further, the cumulative result
of this project can begln to accompllsh for soclal studies the
synthesis of the information characterlstlc of the phys1cal ‘
sciences. To speak of theory may seem premature, but a well
formulated. conceptuallzatlon o6f what we_ know may aead to a
useful “mlddle-range"‘theory? which may ultimately facllltate
~ the 1ntegratlon of knowledge of Native Amerlbans in a unlfled
perspectlve off soclal actlon adaptable to- the varlous other '
social sc1ent1f1c theorles.‘; - , R N
“sAlthdugh?~ the idea is modest in compar1son,‘an “additional: :
contrlbutlon of thlS study is’ the 1ncreased usefulness of "free!
research : Regardless of funding pattern, academic study will
contunue to 1nvest1gate Natlve Amerlcan tribes - and.oroblems.
For example, a speclflc doctoral‘dlssertatlon may>have llttle
or no d1ssem1natlon or utlllzatlon of its -findings. The results

of ‘this research could complement other studles/ﬁnd bulld ’ -

Yo

e
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toward larger 1ns1ghts than s1ngle 1solated flndlngs. Unfortu- :r;

nately these«stqgles are often V1ewed .as ass1gnmepﬁs prerequ1s1te-_

for a degree, and their broader soc1al\Value neglected.1 Were

: these studles, as well as other unfunded academlc studles, ‘ .

synthes1zed .they might accumuLate valuable-generallzatlons.' o
¢ “Both 'the. Executive and Congres51onal branches of the‘%ederal
government have -long recognlzed the fragmentary naturé? "of avall—
able 1nformatlon regandlng Natlve Amerlcans.: qu exgmple,~a RV
Natnonal Councll on Indian. Opportunlty was establishedéseveral ,
years ago to: facllltate coordlnatlon of programs~1n *the various )
agenc1es, but ultlmately d1ssolved they realfged a cont1nued

need but were unable to complete thelr mission; because, among

'other reasons, of. a lack of hard data regardlng avallable 1uu.%§

= &
IeseéfCh. Cumulatlve 1nformatlon could have prov1ded the ~“' X'u'
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| necessary gu;dpnce totass¢st the1r effq@ts.. TheJresults‘of o

i
wSlmlla%ly, the prlvate sector could also beneflf from thls

this study will prov1de the kind of synthesis upon whlchhadV1sors"x.

- may gulde plannlng and 1mplementatlon of pollc1es, the screenlng

and sponsorlng of further research, and 1ncreased cooperatlon,
s sr.
. not ogly betweeh. agenc;es but also w1th tr1bal government

'”study E@ch year money is channeled 1nto many. prOJects des1gned

o

foundailons and agenc1es ‘need to know how to help. More

spec1f1cally, they need t0 know what gaps eX1st and_how: to guide:’

research toward crltlcal needs\of Native Americans.

Operatlng from the ratlonale developed in the preceedlng
pages, the spec1f1c ¢bjectives of” ANARAP afé threefold. Our
flrst objectlvé was ‘to 1déht1fy, rev1ew abstract catalog and
cross classify the past/decade of research concernlng Natlve
Amerlcans, 1nclud1ng/£mer1can Indians, Alaskan,and Hawallan
%étlves. We have/focusedvgenerally on that research which 1is
concerned w1th hum n and natural resource development The most
pressing need in d aling with current: 1nformatlon is s1mply to
dé%ermlne what is avallable, 1ts nature,'source, focus, approach

& findings. Appendlx A prov1des he format by which data are
accumulated and programmed 1nto the compute tem. Thls

portion of our pro;ectfls approx1mately 80% oo ete and functional.

Oour second object ve has two 1nterrelate parts: First we
‘will determlne major trends in tth research ;Because of the
volumlnous nature of Natlve Amerlcan research, very little is
known about geﬁeral~themes and top1cs wh1ch have played an
mmportant roleﬂln the fleld ‘Second glVen knowledge of major
trendgwand theq@s, wve will" then determlne s1gn1f1cant gaps and
weaknégges. We sﬁspect that gaps and def1c1énces, wherever they

ex1st - are not so much the fault of researchers or agenc1es as

. they . ar of. more geheral problemstof organlzatlon and eyaluatlon‘
—OFf the whole body of. literature. . Results of this portion of the,
" study will be avallable by June, 1981. '

3 v
3
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f’_. a ‘Pata concernlng N;ij;e Amerlcans, even if well organhized . -
S ,and analyzed are of little use if qenerally unavailable '
| ‘h-to potentlal users. our third objectlve 1s to create an An—‘
formatlon system which 1s not only sophlstlcated in 1ts organl— o
zatlonal and analytlcal capaclty, but one. whlch is also lmmlﬂbntly
usable even by the IaYman. . To facilitate max imum utlllzatlon,\ir
,of our system, we are first establlshlng an interpersonal net- .
work Q{ ligisons from tr:beSp tribal groups, academla, govern- ,
ment foundations, - and other 1nterested partiess. Second _our | '_3\ f“

prOJect wilI launch a new journal, The Jourfal of Native ' Coa

American Studles, ‘to insure contlnulty and<é¥str1butlon of

our results.° Finally, exhlbltlons and demonstratlons at reglonal°
and natgonal conferences of trlbal leaders and government

- ’ agencles w1ll commence in January, 1981; these will provide

"hands—on" experience with our system. -

w Merrlck Computlng Center and the Deﬁartment of Communlcatlon
Research Laboratory at the- University of Oklahoma will provide

the hardware for our storage and retrleval system. Central to
" this system i's GIPSY, a General Informatlon Process1ng System,

, which will fac111tate our systemlzatlon and ultimate dissemi- ;ﬂ

, : ‘nation and utlllzatlon ‘of the results.5 'dUESTRANI(Question
Translator), the retrleval language—of GIPSY ‘is a non-procedu-
ral language 1mplemented w1th the user in mind. The language ° -

y is of a macro type, cons1st1ng of commands to control the pro-
\-gram mbdules, and parameters whlch 1n1t1ate specific ooeratlons.
o/ Itm&as de51gned to have as few syntactlcal restrictions as
'posslble in order to retain a clear, logical and COnglse struc-

A ture. Experlence has proven that a non—computer-orlented person,
famlllar w1th -a particular subject area, can begin to get usefmf:w)
answers within 15-30 minutes using the simple command structure
+ 4 of QUESTRAN. - "

.- . In summary, ?%ﬁRAP began w1th a request for proposal from

" 'ANA during the ear¥y months of 1978. Given. the unique assets and

B . @

_s1tuatlon of " Oklahoma Unlvers1ty, we decided to respond. After

Q0
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egiensiveVréview and negotiation'we}were awarded the contract
beglnnlng June&l, l979 turrently in our second year of

fundlng, the bulk of the prellmlnary ‘work. has eep completed

"and we are n?w very ,anxious to begln th& "fun" parts —~— analy21ng
the results and using . the system. Our experlences to date are
very exc1t1ng, and the real potentlal of the system is now
‘beginning to'materlallze.

~

*1Fut/re Prospects for Natlve American Research
T

e remalnder of the paper will address aspects of Natlve
Amerlcan research ‘that have resulted from or are implied by - s
ANARAP. ‘Because the project was an integral part of the Native
Américan Studies program at Oklahoma Un1vers1ty,“1t has compelled
re-consideration of the program goals rlrst, no longer is
research secondary or perlpheral concern of our program and
currlculuifslf our students are to suCCeed they must under-
stand, utlllze, and/or produce research. g Second, communlcatlon,’
or lack thereof, has surfaced. as one of the most salient concerns
for the success of students ln Native Amerlcan Studles.6 These
concerns’ are- vital to the future of the program. 1n the academlc -
communlty and for the' resolution of. problems in. the broader . h
. Native Amerlcan communities. .We also belleve that these goals
caA be generalLZed to other Native American Programs and perhaps;'-
ethnlc’studles in general‘ ! .

Ethnlc studies programs currently face a cru01al trans1tlon:
perlod ‘ The decade of the 1960's" prov1ded the phxlosophlcal and
polltlcal lmpetus for program: estabilshment and was sufflclent
to propel the programs through the l970's --'at tlmes, however,

‘-only barely suffilient. . These programs now face a time when the

environment has altered, and student concerns are far removed,
from the 1960's. The management and translation of research A

represents an opportunlty for ethnic studies to assert themselves

.,\

more legltlmately in the forefront of . a gﬁy and‘fec1procally

beneficial relatlonshlp between researche;v
With lmproved academlc lntegrlty and substaﬁtlve contrlbutlons,

fd ethn1c commun:Lt:Les.7

T *
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Native American studies can command the'respect"so important

to their success; indeed, they may further help to correct:

some ,perplexing researchvproblems—whiCh current ethnocentricity

obscures.® : - | ':&;
Wwith this shaftlng emohas1s 1n goals, ethn1c studles can

counter a grow1ng anti- 1ntellectual and anti-research trend.

Manifesting thlS trend ethnlc or m1nor1&y communities have

recently begun to w1tness an increasing res1stance to research.

A major reason for this resistance is the general unava11ab111ty

~and 1ncomprehens1b111ty of résearch., This, however, is not the

only reason. 'As we have d1scovered m1nor1ty communltles them-
selves are developing a greater soph1st1catlon concern1ng the
philosophical - underp1nn1ngs of research; th1s devélopment is
partially a result»of educated minority members who Have begun
to quest%on the presumptlons of research and oZZer researchers
who have begun to- exhibit more sens1t1v1ty and utlon~about’the
nature of. thelr‘%ork .

Unfortunately, we have also begun to see the effect of

m1nor1ty academlcs who, for personal reasons or, peer pressure of

!

their group, express an uncritical, ‘wholesale rejection of all

research as cultuﬁally biased and therefore worthless.‘ These.

disenchanted academlcs argue that- we substltute Westetrn phll—

rosophical and‘scl ntific oaradlgms for those of the partlcular

minority. This seductive substitution, whether real or 1mag1ned
may be a leg1t1ma e; focal p01nt for the study of m1nor1ty groups,
and its corsidera 1bn may resolve some serious research problems
more generallv; ho ever, it should not force the d1sregard of
honest research an the cultivation of an- anti- 1ntellectual
orientation. 'This wholesale rejection could be psychologically
and soclologlcally comfort1ng to educational minority, members,

who may feel . the greatest stlng of perceived and real alienation

- from their groups, but it will not aid the long-term evaluation .

' of research. and the generatlon of reallstlc strategies of m1nor1ty

survivals « . | |
More press1ng than the seduction by Daradlgm, is a very .
realistic 1ntercultural questlon- If we acknowledge the economic

1nterdependen¢e'fof the. ethnic mlnorlty and overculture, how

" | _‘l-l(z
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'researchers are also vulnerable to the same deceotlon.

i e S . ‘ B
can we develop reallstlc strategies for successful 1nteractlon

x ith the overculture within the context of their oaradlgms and
tpgneiéeﬁtons’ Here ‘the 1mpact of. ethnlc studles as, a, translator
and diator of the ethnic experlence to the domlnant soc1ety
clearly emerges: thn1c studles is in a potenti 1ly excellent ' .
pos1tlon to medlate the 1mpact of the - seductlve\peradlgms

upon the1r mlnorlty members, as well as to 1dent1fy\ translate,

and guide. research by acadeuu.cs.9 | T ‘
' ,f Most” ethnlc studies prOgrams have developed and_ aintained
contact w1th thelr constltuent communltles. Indeed .ohe of

the major goals of Native Amerlcan Studles for the 1980 s is
the expansion and intensification of relatlonshlp Wlth their
broader ethnlc communlty. Manylof thf7e ethnic communltl s,

partlcularly Natlve Amerloqg, do not

eally desire anythin
like ;" truth? about themselves to emerge. They have éften n%

founded research byfdellberately misleading researchers. F r'i'
some, it is an. obligation'to provide misleading and distortel
data.10 Thls res1stanCe to research is. partlculan}y frustra ing,
because r rchers often never know that "they' ve been had."™ o
In fact, a researcher may never know, and others may use the.'ataf{
erroneously to generate strategles and"™ further research. Ofteh,

- later researchers will expose the error, hut this and succeedl g

Two particularly 1mportant attltudes among Natlve Amerlcans
must be addressed in counterlng ‘the resistance -to research. The
flrst may be- characterlzed as the currently fadd1sh WHEW mlndsei
about mlnorltles, a mindset w1th focus on the establlshment of .
the unlqueness of particular mlnorlty groups . Whether or not
one mlght cynloally attribute th1s .to compet1t1ve efforts in th
justlflcatlon df proposals for feder l funding, sufflce it to
say that many people, mlnorltles and Anglos allke, ‘have jéveste Fg
interest .in such a v1ewp01nt On ‘the one hand this may/be a
sucessful "gamesmanshlp" strategy “for reseaxch funding,. and.
without federal money ﬁost research would not be;done} it is :
another thing,. however, to let fundingqstrategy dictate approachesff
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,1 unfortunately, ‘the same research which generates the con‘;

_"good llfe.

11

3'The net effect of the "HEW mindset" is that studies emphasize

and produce empirical "proofs" -of differences which serve to
justify fund1ng for more studles that seek further. uniqueness

and solutions predlcated on this "uniqueness." As Sam Deloria,

Director of the American Indlan Law Center; has wryly observed

"Indlans unique themselves out of existence, so that nothing ,
hlz !

applles to them- . We are not saylng ‘there are no substantive

dlfferences- there are. However, such undue emphas1s on

“"unigqueness" cannot help but skew well meaning attempts to a1d

minority adjustments. Further, we are not 1mply1ng hgre.that
-such attempts do not begin with "good"‘motlvatlons. We are,
instead, talklng about balahce. - The sad truth 1is that we do
not know the’ ways in whlch mlnorlty groups in thls country are
s1mllar to the dominapt culture, we do not know the ways: in .

@

wh1ch they are unique, and finally we do not know _hoy “the

~ interplay between ese two conditions affects 1ntercultura1

1nteractlon and 1ntracultural develonment. W;thJNatlve Amerlcans,
for instance, we do not know if Native. Amerlcan communlcation ‘ A
behav1or is the result of a generallzed/mlnorlty reactlon to
the domlnant culture, a product of a unlque Ind1an cultural
attr1buteu or, some combination of the two whlch may attaln the
significance of a "third culture" developed for the interaction
alone.13 . - ) ~ R o ' L R
A less cyn1cal result of the "unlqueness" research is the

focus on psychologlcal needs of mlnorlty groups. themselvesg

“also fosters the problem. Mlnorlty groups experlence a, great
deal of 1nsecur1tj concarnlng\thelr 1dent1ty ‘as a group.”;Perhaps
the domlnant culture is confident in its categorlzatlonsﬁof
1nd1v1dual group membership, but 1nd1v1dual m1nor1ty members
themselves are.not so casual. Acceptance by the group and its
demands for approprlate behav10r often confllctadlametrlcally
with the demands of the domlnant cultureﬁfor suﬁcess and thev
wl4™ ppis problem'ls often helghtened to the point

fof neuros1s for minority members educated at the doctoral level

4+
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" to social problems: generated by intercultural conflict.
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a level deemed suff1c1é§tly trustw rthy ﬁo admln
"legltlmate" research by 1nst1tut1 ns of th nant soc1ety )
.For example, obserVatlons at national meet1 f Native <

. Americans reveal an almost neurotlc preoccupatlon w1th the

.

(congllomerations of beadwork, feathers, and the 11 dlsprOpor—

tlonately mixed 1nd1scr;m1nately to constltute 1mpropr1ety

"1n a trlbal context) but also in. use of slang and exaggerated

Y

mannerisms. There is something substantlve about such feellngs
of anxiety that provoke behavior ranging from the bizarre to
vague feellngs of 1nsecur1ty. These adjustment problems reflect
'a serlous dilemma as MNative Americans use soc1al science
research to establish their uniqueness.

A second'attitude suggests the inadequacy of spcial sciences
to make a valid contribution because they are culture bound.
Desplte attempts to be pbjectlve, our social sciences do contain
many assumptlons of Western culture. Even if it is culture
bound and subjectlve, practical considerations: ultlmately out-~
weigh the. phllosophlcal niceties of belabourlng its shortcom1ngs.
The social sciences may simply be the most reliable game going,
and we need the most objectlve#analytlca} means available to
define and provide an analytical framework.for”the~development of
interVention strategies. This line of reasoningémay beg some
,ultimate questions temporarily, but it can permit Indians a more
vital role in the generation of useful information, prudently
qualified. Ultimately, it may serve as a translator of Indian
experience into an academic context, may increase the understand-
ing of.academics, and may decrease tradltlonal res1stance to new
concepts of research by all parties 1nvolved.\ At least, with
this approach it will not be necessary to pioneer a "purely
Indian" approach to research--an approach which may discard both
good and bad w1th1n current research.

The traditional social science approach can also allow an
emphasis on the.commonality of experience which is shared by
m'inﬁy groups in relation to the dominant culture. In the pastl ‘

h

we noted a hesitancy by Native Amerlcans to accept research
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which identifies tommonality.. However, no.realistic and help~ -
“ful long—term strategy cah be formulated upon_ an approach that

for doctrlnalre reasons eliminates such commonalities. Espe- .,

cially 51gn1flcant is the commonalltles shared with Blacks,

Chlcanos and other phy51cally identifiable mlnorltles and, more
subtly, those commonalltles shared with non—phy51cally "identi~-
fiable  minorities. We do not know, for instance, how much the
behavior of a Native American in an intercultural situation can
be attributed directly.to Native American culture traits, hqw
much to a minority:reactidn in genéral, and how much to being
phy§ically different in“a perceived homogenous group. Recog-.
nition and acceptance of research focused on commonalities
shared by ethnic minorities could address some of the questions.
The most siénificant contribution of a research-oriented
approach to Native American studies, however, is.that it provides
a definition of the role of non-Indian people in working with
Native Americans&® There has been much confusion and agony ,
between non-Indians and Indlans over this issue. However, non-
Indians sensitive to Indian issues are able to provide their
expertise and assistance in a relatively objectified manner.
Théy, as non-Indians, are not telling Indians what it means to
be Indian; they are describing and analyzing Indian interaction
within a given intercultural éontext.':If behavior i§ ascribed
a negative function, it is not doné in any ultimate sense, but
rather contextually. Their caontribution will be the identifi-
cation and categorization’ of behavior patterns that negatively
affect success in coping with the dominant society. To be help-
ful, this must necessarily reflect all the inherent assumptions
of the Anglo culture. It does not matter how Indians may define
something like classroom reticence; it matters, instead, how
anglos define reticence. Where do our school teachers come from?
What is the rationale for a university education? What are the
built-in presumptions in the subjettive grading system? Anglos
grade minorities; fAnglo assumptions provide the criteria which

fail ‘minorities. Therefore, minorities need to know more about

K]



the dominant culture's presumptions abOut'mihof;ties. fhis _
is nqt d pleasant subjéct for Indian educators who 'speak so B
grandly, but all too vaguely, about Indian teachersﬂin the ’ E )
Indian classropm_teaching Indian.curriculum. How @racticai,is ‘
this sﬁggestiom? Do we have even a reasonable chaﬁée of N
accomplishing this even within the next aecadé?ls"fo'addrgss

these questions regquires research by Indians, as.well as‘hon-

Indians, and to condemn work simply because it is non-Indian

S —
N —_—

is a sad display of minority myopia.

Conclusion

This paper briefly reported a major research project
abbreviated ANARAP. Using this report as a ppint of departure,
we examined several results and implications of our project for
Native American Studies and research in the 1980's. Three '
general goals for Native American Studies began to surface:

(1) Research must become a primary concefn for students in

these programs; (2) communication must become a more vital part
of their education:; and (3) Native American Studies should

assume the role of mediator and translator of academic research
for their broader ethnic community. To accomplish these goals
will require us to overcome a growing anti-intellectual and ‘anti-

research orientatidn operating in the Native.American comm\nity.'

- Together, ANARAP and the reconceptualization of Native American

Studies suggested he;e;n may lead to a true collaboration of

academia and these ethnic studies in the challenging decade

of t‘b\e\\wso's.
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lFor an expanded discussion of this. see Philip Lujan and :
- 'L.. Brooks Hill, "Intercultural Communication As anﬁAcademic i
. " . Haven ?or,Ethnic_StudieS'Prbgrams;.Perspectivés for- the 1980's," 4
‘ paper -presented at Speech Gommunication Association COnvention, -’
" New York, New York, Mov. 14, 1980. e T
2p5rtions of this section were drawn £¥om the origfinal
proposal prepared by the co-authors and William R. Carmack,
Professor of Communication at Oklahoma University. L .

L T

, 3Fpr an elaboration of this see Vern .. Bengston, et al,
"Relating Academic Research to Community Concerns: A Case Study
in Collaborative Effort," Journal of Social Issues, XXXIII,

no. 4 (1977), 75-93. . » s

4Ever,ett‘Rogers and F. Flovd Shoemaker, Communication of
Innovations: A Cross-cultural Approach (2nd ed., New York:
Free Press, 1971), pp. 85-95.. ) g

N s
~ v R
5GIPSY is a currently working and proven system. The system
is now operational at the U. S. Geological Survey (The Depart-
v ment of Interior, Washington, D. C.) which utilizes GIPSY to
: : process bibliographic data, project files, and personnel files.
o The University of Missouri, Medical Center; Texas Institute
of Research and Rehabilitation, Houston, Texas; and the Kaiser-
Permanente Hospital, Oakland, California, utilize to analyze
patient records. At the University of Oklahoma, égEEY provides
the primary systems support in projects concerned with Regional
pPlanning information, 0il information, Legislative Research,
pPsychiatric record analysis, Palynological data, Educational and
Geologic Bibliographic .files. Most recently, the Energy Resource
Administration, in a contract analagous to the current proposal,
has arranged for the University and GIPSY to establish a repository
and system for dissemination and utilization of energy-~related
research. '

6See Lujan and Hill.

7For an extensive discussion see Joseph E. Trimble,
"The Sojourner in the American Indian Community: Methodological
Issues and Concerns," Journal of Social Issues, XXXIII, no.
‘4 (1977), 159-174.

~

fBFor an elaboration of this see William R. Kennan and
L. Broocks Hill, "Mythmaking As Social Process: Directions
for Myth Analysis and Cross Cultural Communication Research,™
Intercultural Theory and Practice, ed. by William M. Davey
TWasbington, D. C.: Georgetown University and SIETAR, 1979),
pp. 55-59. !
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% " 10See Tr;\ble. -,
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Concerns and Community," American Indlan Culture and ResearchJ
urnal, II, noa 3 4 (1978), /.

<

. . - . .
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llFor an extended dlscuss1on see Wlillam Carmack, "The

See Clara Sue kldwell- "Natxve American Studles. A@ademlc

' Practice, ,op. c¢it., pp. 87o96
@

¥ x)‘,

‘12Th1S‘quote was obtalned in a telephone cénversation:
between Philip Lujan and ‘Sagn Déloria on March 17, 1980. The

- conversation concerned the particular fasc1natlon ‘that the Indian

communlty has with uniqueness.

13A more complete conceptuallzatlon can be obtained in

' Status of Research in Planned Change," IntercuItural ‘Theory and-

?

Huber W. Elllngsworth "Conceptualizing Intercultural Communication, fo\
d -

Communication Yearbook,Vol. I, Edited by Ruben. (I.C.A., 1977)

;7 an

L. Brooks 111\“na'wllllam R. Kennan, "Ethnomethodology and Inter-

cultural Cgmmunication Study,' paper presented at ,the Southern

Speech As oc1at1on Convention, Biloxi, MlSSlSSlle, 2nril 13,

14For elaboration of this idea see: L. Brooks Hill_ and

Phlllp Lujan, "Cultural Pluralism: Implications from the Native

~Americans of North America," paper presented at the SIETAR ,

convention, Mexico City, Mexico, March 8, 1979 .
J o T
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1979.

The American Indlan Policy Review Commission, authorjized

by Congress to 1nvest1gate Indian problems, provides some sobering

statistics concernlng the number of Indian students located
within the various American educational institutions. Among
these, the public sthool system predominates. See American
Indian- Policy Review 'Commission, Final Report, submitted to
Congress May 17, 1977, Two Volumes, U. S. Government Printing

Office, 1977. THe Task Fporce on Community Services dealt with

education as a specific issue.
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