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ABSTRACT
An investigation of Federal funding for Afro-American
related projects for 1f/8 through 1983 shows that, during this
period, research in the areas where Afro-American research is
overvhelmingly concentrated—-the social sciences and the
humanities~--has not kept pace with the substantial increases apparent
in the funding of research in the "hard sciences.” In terms of
overall Federal support, the total available funding in 1984 for
psychology and social science is probably less in real terms (given
inflationg than the amount available in 1978; humanities support
through the National Endowment for the Humanities has also declined
dramatically. More specifically, Afro-American research has suffered
from the shgft in Federal priorities toward the "hard sciences.” The
investigation shows that only the National Institute of Mental Health
(NIMH) has continued to emphrsize Afro-American-related ressarch, and
even within this agency the number of studies of major relevance has
decreased. Furthermore, the NIMH total budget represents a very small
proportion of the total Federal research budget. Given this
discouraging state of affairs, scholars in the field must work
. concertedly to counter these shifts and influence funding
policies--as the fate of Afro-American Studies is very much a
function of research funding, the destiny of the field itself is at
stake. (RDN) ~
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~1 IS AFRO-AMERICAN STUDIES
0 RESEARCH IN JEOPARDY?

s A Review of Recent Trends in
:% Federal Research Suppoit

by M. Selinda Tucker
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betief is the Reagan Administration’s decision to emphasize the
“har  siences” (e.g., biological, physical, computer) while de-
. emphasizing the social sciences and the bumanitics. Research in
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has become (in the view of funding agencies) **passé” while the in- e e -«~_»~_:,=;fj_; A

creasing visibility of Latinos and Asian-Americuns has fed 1o a T T
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of the ethaic studies **pic’’ has remained stable, now more groups

are competing for larger shares, .

We recently sought to determine whether the perception of
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- 1984, we contacted the primary sources of federal research support artist.” This drawing appeared in_Frank Leslie’s Iustrated.
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other relevant staff in the Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mcntal Health

Arts (NEA), “N:hmm‘:m Mgm: st the Cemter, 5. 4, 5

the for the ,

<< the Notional Institutes of Health (NIH), and the Natiooal Scfece - Afficsuative Action prospects under Reagan's Court, 9. 7
~  Foundation (NSF). It should be noted that ADAMHA includes the Caribbean sociological reader reviewed, p. 13
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Nationsl Institute on A'cobol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA),
the National Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA), and the Natiooal

institute of Mental Health (NIMH). in addition, the massive NIH

itself inchudes twelve different funding institutes (e.g., National
m.mmwmmmmww
a number of very large funding divisions (e.g., Division of Rescarch
Resources).
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ten years, much of the data received were not that extensive. Since
mma@mmm'swmum
mmmmsﬁgm%mﬁswﬁumm
@u.mlmmnm.mmmwﬂm
whether social science and humanities funding gencrally has suf-
fered more relagive to “hard"” science funding. The second saction
examincs trends in support for Afro-American related re.carch
specifically.

The Fate of the Social Sciewces and the Humanities

Social sci andli

Wissther a shift has occurred to focus on the **bard™ sciences
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cent and support for the soclel sclemces @e., anthrogology,
. itical science, sociology, and other related ficlds) in-
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s double-digit” inflation that characterized the late 1970, it is clear
rising ccst of lving. . .

If we focus only on the agencies mdst inclined 10 support Afro-
Amecrican  Studics research '— the Deparument of Heaith and
HmnnSeﬂiees(HHS).ADAMHA,mdNIH—dnpmmw-
pwstobelmdmimmwwthesoddsckm.fmody
measures the difference between actial support in 1978 and 1984
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halted in 1962. In fact, 1982 was a catastrophic year for suppost in
certain agencies; NIH's 1982 support for social scence was less
than half what it had been int the previous year, decreasing from
nearly ten million dollars to less than four million. Furthermore,
mmxmwlmmmmnuxmufmam
and 1981 obligated amounts. Over the same period life science sup-
pmdmbled.Andwmmesydtobannhodmbhd.
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that ADAMHA is the most likely source of social science suppost.
F«MMMMNM.MMW
betweeén 1978 and 1984, with total support for these disciplines

i amounting to 40 percent of the total 1984 expected ADAMHA

mmmmmmkw.smw
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_ ical rescarch and research in the other sotial sciences is
lm.amuddmhmdﬂﬁmmmmmlﬂl.
Hm,mfmmkinmydlohumd!hemhdsadﬂ
sciences is expected to decline in 1983 and 1984.

in contrast to ADAMHA, HHS support for psychology and
mdmmmmﬁwym.mﬁmomeof
the total research obfigations in 1984 (which is slightly less than the
ledm-mdefaﬂm

disciplines peaked in 1980, declined in 1981, and is expected to re-
main & the 1981 lovel through 1984 However, considering the—-~—

Table 1

Federal Obligations for Basic Research, Total All Agencies
Fiscal years 1978-1984

'Estimutes only

(thousand: of dollars) i
1978 1979 N 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984’
Total 3,698,604 4,192,655 4,674,156 $,041,295 5,481,603 6,086,013 ¢,615,380
.. all felds e
Psychology 34,049 75060 . 84206 T T 092 7 9SS o B0 10S,190 -
Social Sciences 124,347 129,118 147,180 136,951 120,198 125,169 136,364
Engigeering 375,985 434,658 465,228 526,018 610,467 665,455 786,041
Environmental 451,278 457,284 522,360 $32,833 520,049 $60,316 603,396
Sciencts :
Life Sciences 1,588,390 1,891,777 2,054,425 2,223,848 2,526,017 2,796,346 2,926,579
Math & Computer 97,737 104,164 116,258 " 140,360 165,064 195,780 239,993
Sciences _
_ Physical Sciences 941,421 1,050,002 1,220,588 1,324,940 1,393,844 1,856,765 1,731,484
Other 35,397 49,993 63,991 65,353 $6,091 87,165 . 83,793
Source: National Scicace Foundsiion, Federal wnds for Research and Development, n.d. .
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. : Table 2
Federal Obligations for Basic Research in Psychology and Social Science with Percent of All Ficlds Total by Discipline
. for ADAMHA, HHS and NIH: Fiscal years 1978-1984
. (thousands of dollars)
1978 1979 1980 . 1981 1982 1983' 1984
ADAMHA
Total . M0 94,622 104,736 116,309 117,331 137,382 154,504
all ficlds - :
Psychology 24,82 26,122 30,035 34,652 38,151 43,455 41575
. GLD (21.6) 8.7 (29.8) (32.5) (312 0.8)
Social Science 7,289 9,253 12,175 10,321 11,099 12,516 14,431
‘ o.n (9.8) 31.6) @9 9.4 o.n 0.3)
HHS . {
Total 1,274,063 1,576,011 1,762,668 1,900,384 2,144,6M 2,388,397 2,468,104
"+ ol fields 0
Psychology 35,272 40,098 4,721 58,985 57276 64,772 69474
Q@8 @3 @8 3.1 @.n @n L)
Social Science 19,290 28,347 34,237 33,187 20,908 23,300 26,676
) (.5 (.8 9 a.n 1.0 (.0 n
NIH
Total 1,181,004 1,463,200 1,642,341 1,766,788 2,202,650 2,243,944 2,308,135
all fields . - : ‘
Psychology 10,450 13,976 19,686 24,333 19,128 21317 21,899
g 9 0.0 1.2) 4 9 9 (K
Social Science 1,808 3,39 8,503 9,482 - 3,76 4,263 ,4.380
" 2 2 (.5 5 2 D (2)

Sowrce: National Science Foundation, Federa! Funds for Research and Developrent, n.d.
Nave: Figures in parenthese indicate percest of “all ficlds towml" represented by discipline total.

‘Estimates oaly.

relatively small size of the ADAMHA total budget (compared 10
HHS and NIH), the 4 percest suppor for social science research
through HHS far outstrips ADAMHA support in terms of total
dollars committed. Even from the perspective.of dollars as opposed
10 percentages, NIH support remains exccedingly Jow.

==~~~ HHymenities funding

How did the humanities fare over the same pegiod? NEH, the

primary source of ‘ederal support for work in the humanities, pro-
vided us with mformation on the t(otal funds obligated yearly from

1977 throngh 1983. (We did not receive information from NEA

which, although focused on the arts, supposts some work that may
fall within the humauities.) }t is instructive to compare the above
shard™ and social science figures with the NEH funding and how
that total has changed over the years of intevest,

Total NEM Dollars Obligated by Year

1977 116,801,690
1978 148,979,748 -
1979 185,063,446

. " 1980 142 589,466

- 1981 144,366,330
1982 115,818,324
1983 123,314,609

Table 3 shows a striking decline in available funds for years 1980
through 1962. While the funding in 1983 increased somewhat, the
‘El{l‘kaMWMMh‘r.mlim.
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It is worth emphasizing that suppor for the humanities through the
national endowment has never exceeded 185 miltion dofiars, while
federal suppori for basic research in the sciences discussed carlier
was expected 10 be over 615 billion in 1984.

Summary - *
n‘mwmmmmﬂmmmup#

science and the humanities has not kept pace with the substantial

increases apparemt in the “hard"" scicuces. In terms of overall
federal support (i.¢., across agencies), the iotal dvailable funding in
1984 for psychology and social scieace is probiably less in real ternw
(given inflation) than the amount availsble in IM‘M
support through the NEM has miffered 8 clear and dramatic
decline. Since ethmic studies suppont is primaiily derived within
mmnamwmummm
has suffered accordingly, It sxst be recognized 100 that this shift in
focus is the defiberate programmatic intent of th> Reagan Ad-

- ministration a3 an annesnced- component of  is. Program for - -
_ Economic Recovery.

Changes In Afre-American Studies Sopport

While a change in the level of support for Afro-American Stuclies
rescarch can be inferred from the above figures, a cloarer deter-
mination would degend on an examination of actual funds devoted
to such resesrch. Unfortusately, ouwr recent data-gatheriog ex-
perience snggests that this information is not easily obtained. Some
agencies professed that such statistics are not nmintained, while
mmm-wmwmm«m
mmmmmw"ns"mmw
the National Jastitute of Menia! Health (NIMH) and through the
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Center for Studies of Minority Group Mental Health (a component
of NIMH hereafter referred 10 as the “Minority Center’’). NIH
M}xdampmmmér“mmedmﬂhckm"
and an extensive listing of all projects funded through NIH since

1973 which were classified as **Afro-American rclated.” NEH sent

~ a list of il funds awarded for *‘Black related’ projects in fiscal

year 1983 and levels of funding for ethnic studies research since
1977. Therefore, while the information obtained is in no sense com-
pku.hhm@hmmkemmmmndtmdsinl\fm-

.Amevican research supgbrt for selected federal agencies.

s gy e o mam s meen

National Institute of Menial Health

Deta supplicd by NIMH, as displayed int tables 4 and $, indicate
that the total funds available for minotity research generaily and
Afro-American research specifically have actually increased over
the six-year period. Once again, however, close inspection reveals
disturbing trends in the pattern of awarding. The year 1979 was
pivotal and signaled a dramatic increase in NIMH support of ethaic
rescarch. In 1981, though, & two-year decline in the number and
amount of awards began, While the nbimber of projects funded in
:mﬁwm;wmkmmmmm
1979 and 1980 levels. The 17 rhillion dollar level of support was

only 5.3 percent above the 1980 figure. -

Also of significance is the degree of relevance 10 ethaic studies
exhibited by funded projects. The NIMH teports divide relevance
into four groups: major (major focus on oue of the five major U.S.
ethnic/racial groups), partiel (focus on the five major ethnic/
racial groups but part of a larger study), general (focus on other
U.S. minorities or minority/majority relations), subject (on¢ of
mmt/rﬁdmknm&lmofdn‘m.m
namahlﬁdty'snmnﬂyud).hbhhbmadmnﬁcdedim
bylmhthcnmngheroffmdedmjmsmmmw

Table 5 demonsirates that NIMH support for Black-related
resesrch has consistently exceeded support for s:udies of other
major ethnic groyps. Dollar amounts directed toward each cthnic
mman&hkody!orml%thwshlm.whﬂelm
Mlmrmmm:hemofmmofm
funyled (the meaning of the percent figure for 1981 s unclear).
These figures suggest, however, that the proportion of NIMH
cthoic minority funding directed toward Afro-Americans (relative

A

Table 4 .
NIMH Minority Grants: 1978-1983
(funds in thousands of dollars) a

No.of  Percent Percent

Minority ° of Major' Total of NIMH
Year CGrants Relevance  Funds Funds/ Awards
1978 Ly) % 3,200 n/a
1979 Y] 4% 15,300 16% NIMH funds
1980 13§ 3% . 16,400 16% NIMH funas
1981 109 0% 14,000 15% NIMH a¥vards
1982 104 47% 13,736 - 15% NIMH awards
1983 125 3 17,269 22% NIMH rants

v with human
s.ojects

Source: Office of Minority Concerns, National Institute of Mental Henlth.

‘Projects with a major focus on onc-of the five major U.S, cthmic/racill

BrOups.
10 other major ethnic groups) has nge dectined. [While the percen-
tage of numbers of grants may not isely reflect the percent of

amounts awarded — due to differing numbers of extermely large or
very small grants — some relationship certainly exists.]

This last finding may be surprising to many. given the media at-
tention directed toward Hispanic/Latino an. Asian/Pacific con-
cerns. It may simply be that the emphasis has not yet resulted in
changes in the funding patterns of this particular agency, for the
paiterns must still reflect 10 some extent the number and quality of
proposals received. Exsmination of the most recent funding pat-
m,dtheNlMHMCmdm_hMeamhndM
shift in Black and Asian funding. Black research support dropped

- ﬁnmdlmhlmmzsmmlmwﬁkmmﬁﬁc

funding increased from 7 percent 10 17 percent during the same
paiod.SinutheMMyCmaisdmxedwiththemponﬁbi&y
of stimulating minority research (smong other tasks), Asian/
Pacific research (an area of relatively little previous activity) may
have been emphasized at that time. This development, however,
did not chapge the overall patiern of NIMH funding of ethnic
research,

" NIMH Minority Grants by Ethaic/Racial Group

Fiscal ycars 1978-1983

(thousands of doilars)
Ethnic/
Racial Group 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
Black 1,400 6.300 8,000 n/a n/a n/a
(44%)' “1%) (48%)' (44%) (50%) (58%)’
Hispanic 600 3,500 -3,500 n/a n/a n/a
(13%) {23%) 21%) (19%) 118%) (14%)
Asian-American % 1.200 900 n/a - Confac - ofg- -
, (8%) (8%) (5%) (6%) 9%) (%)
Native American 400 1,200 1,000 n/a n/a n/s
. (12%) (8%) (6%) (%) (6%) (%)
Multiple 250 2,400 3,000 n/a p/a n/a
{8%%) {16%) {(18%) (22%) {14%) (15%)
Other © 300 700 - 4200 n/a n/a - n/a
(10%) “%) %) 2%) (3%) %)

*

Source: Office of Minority Conceras, National lnstitute of Menial Health.
'Pescent of doliar amount awarded for research on cach ethaic group.
Whumdduhmwmnwﬂmum.
TPercent of number of swaids made for resedrch on each sthaie growp,
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mation obisined from NIH. While we received detsiled informa-
mmwgz.ummmwwum
WWG;M,M.)MM«NMNM

dollar amounts awarded. Nevertheless it is possible to determiine

" how many projects a givén NiH agency supports and the extent to
which those projects are of major Afro-American relevan =
Givmtheeﬂmﬁemmofme@auubymﬂ.famem
ent article we conducted only a preliminary review limited to those
projects funded through NiH only during the years 1982 and 1983.
We learned the following: 1) A relatively small number of grants
with Afro-American relevance were awarded. Over the sixteen NIH
' wﬂnsinsitmndhmedhﬁom.onlylﬂmu&hlmn\d
150 in 1983 were made. This oumber is astonishingly low when

mdtomenmbummwNmH(M‘
mﬁu).znnmmsomd.nqu

having relevance t0 Afro-American issues were funded through
cither the Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (HLBY) or the National
Institute on Child Health and Human Development (NICHD)

" rather than through one of the other 14 funding units. 3) When we

used project titles and abstracts to code for degree of reevance to
AtwAmaimMa(Le..aemrﬂfommA’a-Am
MmdeAMAmrammﬁwmmw
u.mmmxmﬂym:mduxmmm
) mhmmﬂh&ﬁﬁduhmmm(mmbk
6). wmmewptmmdﬁmgmmuamimdmnhu. we
learn that eleven (45.8 percent) of the 1982 primary focus projects
and fifteen (38.5 percent) of those funded in 1963 consisted of
research on sickle cell anemia (all funded through HLBI).

Table 6 .
™ NIH Grants and Degree of Relevance 10 Afro-American lssucs
1982 1983
Relevance ~
Primary A 24 (24.3%) | -39 (26.0%)
Comparative 90 (65.7%) 73 (48.7%)
Relevance not 13 (9.3%) 38 (25.3%)
apparent )

National Endowment for the Humanilies

The NEH summaries.of support for research relating to Blacks,
thuﬂcs.-ndNaﬁchmaicmsmmemlmM]m
mnmhokq:dombyahnkm.hnmofnmpm
for all ethinic projects, including perceutsges of total NEH suppost,
is shown in table 7. Other information provided by NEH for 1983°
indicates that support for *Black-related” projects that year
totaled $3.6 million, which represents 49.2 percent of the.total
NEH suppon for the three major cthnic groups.

.. Several aspects of the data in table 7 are striking. First. after &

steady increase from 1977 through 1980, the level of 1983 support
reached 8 new low for the years followir.g 1976. Second, the overall
- mhﬂnﬁmﬁyfmhmm.mﬁﬂbw&m
deonmuﬁmmmmmuw
Pxcific support while NEH summaries do not). Third, with the
‘ manm:mmdmwumm
to the amount of funding received. This appesrs 10

indicate that cthnic projects receive Jow funding per project than ¢

nonethgic studies.

NEH also sent a Jist of all **minority-related” projects fundedin.

fiscal year 1993, inchuding titles and descriptions. Wihen the sixty/
. Hiack-pelsted projects were susessed for degree of relevance, it was
lc&wmumamwmui‘
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focus 0o Afro-American related issues. So, while there is relatively
Kttle support for ethaic research in the bumanities, Afro-American
mameWNEﬂmwmlyﬁkdymbed
wm,mhamtohfm-mmh.ddﬁim.nm
Mmdmuwufumm_ms
still directed toward Afro-American studies.

- Table 7
NEH Grants for Minority-Retated Projects
(smounts in thousands of dollars)

. Nygnber Amosim

Year af Projects Obligated

1977 139 (6.8%) 5,547 (4.7%)'

. I 1% (9%) - 7,025 (4.7%)

07, T 264 (10.2%) 10,258 (5.5%)

1980 289 (10.0%) 10,692 (7.5%)

981 n/a n/a
1982 - n/a n/a

1983 114 (6.0%) o 7,345 (6.0%)

'mdmﬂNﬁHmuMhms.
Figures for 1981 and 1982 are unavailable,

.Conclusions and Questions

While notions of funding cuts and a decline in support for Afro-
American research have been sired for some time, an actual
accounting of the “state of Afro-American funding™ has been
lacking. While this assessment bas been far. from complete, it
demonstrates that there is cause for ‘great concern pmoang Afro-
Americanists who depend on external funds to-support their
research efforts. It is clear that Afro-American research fs being af-
rmwmmmmfmmmmm
“hard” sciences and away from the social sciences and the
humanities. Only the National Institute of Mental Health has con-
tinued to emphasize Afro-American-related research — snd even
wﬁhhmhmcythcmbeofmdiudminrmh‘
MM;M.MNNHMWM
-mmmummwmw.mg

gain

_ Are theve changes In the wind?

Dr. Delores L. Pammon was recently named NIMH's firg
Associate Directos for Minority Concerns (an office established by
the 1983 Public Health Services Act). As outliited under the provi-
sions of Public Law 96-398, included among the cight functioss of
the associate director is a responsibility 10 *‘support progvams of
basic and applied social and behavioral research on the mental

health probless -of minority populations.’ As NiMiH-bey beew

designated a3 ADAMHA'S lendt instisute for mizority concerns,
Parron i responsible for coordinating sminority progeams and
activities throughout ADAMHA. [Since the National Institute on
Drug Abuse (NIDA) and the Natiooal Institute Abuse
and Alcobolism (NIAAA) both fund etbaic
levels then does NIMH they should be prime areas for Parron's
attention.] - .
m.mwu.hummmm-
she works with ADAMMA divisions 1o develop mechartioms for
funding projects by, for example, looking for areas where the in-
teresis of ethaic minorities can be served. Parron also said that a
ten-year review of ADAMHA funding snd minority concerns was

" just conducted and will be svallable in flcal year 1985. This review
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* included assessments of the proposal review process through exam-

ination of the *'pink sheets" prepared on each submission.
Pasron also cautioned that her office is small, has few staff, and

a frirly small budget and is therefore Kmited in the amount that it

can accomplish. It is encouraging to note, nevertheless, that some-

one is committed to making positive changes in the pattern of fund-
ing for ethnic-related reseapch in ADAMHA. Rt remains fonic,

- however, that the agency that is already mast actively engaged in

supporting sach efforts (i.c., NIMH) appears to be the only one ac-
~tively pursuing this goal. (It may be that we are simply unaware of

~ similar efforts clsewhere in the federal government.)

Other concerted efforts to stimulate research on the concerns of
ethaic inorites generally and Afro-Americans specifically appear
> be minimsl, Earlier this year, the National Cancer lustitute
(NCI) issued iwo Reguests for Applications (RFAs) addressing the
mmmaMmmmuamm

. The National Heart, Lung, and™

Blood institute (NHLBI) sponsors a for rescarch on the
cause, prgvention, and treatment of sickie cell disease, which
amobnted to, approximately 17 million doflars of support in fiscal

year 198). In addition, although the NSF phased out s numbegof

its *‘minority-focused" programs in 1962, it currently supports two
mm:«mmmmm
the Research Initiation at Minority Institutions program (directed
primarily at historicaily Black colleges) and the Mincrity Research
Initiation Program. The NSF programs are geared toward increas-
mmmﬁmmmmmm
rescarch per se.

Solutieas?

Given this discouraging state of affairs, what steps wight be
taken to address these deficlencies in support for Afro-Asnerican
research? We might consider the actions taken by psychologists in
the form of the Association for the Advancement of Psychology.
Themmintion'sbbbyiueﬂmmmm.mm
1981 issue of their newsletter, Adwence, which was maile’ to every
member of the American Psychological Association, cutlined the

mdkmdmmmmdaamonmo!
concern to psychologists. Readers were told how they could let

————1esponnble individuals know their feclings abowt the matter (eg.,

‘._[
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not affected nearly as negatively as other social science disciplines.
Could this be because of psychology’s aggressive defense of
psychological research as a priority?

As a rule, schotars of ethaic studies have Rot made concerted of-
forts %0 counter these drastic shifts in funding priorities or to in-
fluence funding policies generally. it can be argued that new
nonfederal sources of research funding are needed, sources that

priorities. It remains the responsibility of the federal government,
m.mwmmmmmamor
its citizenry. A substantial portion of the billions of dollars appro-
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Amefican concermns. :

Specific knowledge of the state of Afro-American funding is 2

of actual funding patierns, it does not approach the aress of pro-

posal solicitation, proposal subsnission, the peer review process, or
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tion of submitted Afro-American proposals are approved? What
propostion are funded? Is the peer review process adequately
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tions represent critical clements of the filnding process. They must
be asked more frequently of more agencies.

A basic premise for the present discussion is the betief that the
fate of Afro-American Studics as a field is very much a function of
rescarch funding. Empirical viability may determine a department's
or program’s sicoess within the hdst institution ( articularly in
large research universities), its ability to attract superior scholars
and students, and the degree of seriousness accorded it by the com-
munity at large. Individual scholars *ho fail to conduct high qual-
ity research are deprived of the upportunity to do so as they are
eliminated from the academic institutions that are best able 1o sup-
port research activities. The data presenied here indicate that the
field is in the midst of “troubled times."” In the interests of the
future of Afro-Ame.ican Studies we cannot ignore such signs.
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