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ABSTRACT

Qui del i nes and observations are presented for conducting research
in the Latino community. These were derived whi | e the author
served as principal investigator in a study of 105 Latino men
residing in the Bay Area, ‘Sout her n California, and San Antonio. An
important issue addressed is whether there is a need for a separate
Chi cano net hodol ogy. |Is the bias which has characterized research
on Cﬁicanos and other racial/ethnic groups the result of inproper
use of existing nethods or the absence of appropriate or adequate
nmet hods?

It is argued that Chicano methodol ogy is a separate, distinct
entity. Traditional social science biases in research on Chicanos
have generally not resulted fromovert racismor the inproper use
of existing nmethodol ogi es, but frommethods and procedures which
are grounded in dom nant societal norns and val ues and are
i nappropriate for studying Chicanos. These enphasize objectivity,
val ue neutrality, and universal ism which conflict with basic
Chicano cultural beliefs and val ues such as personalism
subjectivity, and particularism |If research is to be successfully
carried out in Latino coomunities, it must be socially commtted,
culturally sensitive, and responsive to indigenous beliefs and
values. Mnority researchers cannot, and should not seek to renain
detached, indifferent, or aloof. Research relationships, noreover
are not inherently exploitative, as has been suggested, but can be
structured to maximze direct and indirect benefits to

partici pants.



Research in the Chicano Coomunity: Prelimnary

Qui del i nes and Chservati ons

During the late 1960s and early 1970s raéial and et hnic
mnorities and wonen began to challenge the validity of prevailing
soci al science paradi gns and to introduce theories and
nmet hodol ogi es that were said to be not only less pejorative but
firmy grounded in an alternative world view Prevailing
conceptions, theoretical franemo}ks, and met hodol ogi es, it was
argued, reflected the |ife experiences, concerns, values, and
wor |l d views of the profession which was made up principally of
white, mddle class, heterosexual nmales. Qppressed groups sought
recognition of their own distinctive perspectives (More 1973
p. 65) and their incorporation into social science paradigm;.11

Qver the past fifteen years or so a paradoxical situation has
enmerged--as racial/ethnic mnorities and wormen have been
increasingly incorporated into sociology and other socia
sciences, there appears to have been a conéonitant decline in
"mnority oriented" research and scholarship. That is not to say
that mnorities are not doing research. They are doing research
and making significant contributions to scholarship,20 but
utilizing conventional social science theories and nethodol ogi es.
As a result, very few contenporary mnority scholars are working
toward the devel opnent of alternative paradigns. During the early
1970s, for exanple, a series of works enmerged within a field of

study that was termed the "New Bl ack Sociol ogy" (see, Ladner 1973



Stapl es 1973, 1976a and b; W/ son 1974; Bl ackwel | and Janowit z,
1974; and Watson 1976). Today, | amnot aware of a single Bl ack
scholar that is working in this field.

Chi cano Sociology is even'ﬁess wel | defined and devel oped. A
nunber of the early Chicano scholars, nost notably Cctavi o Romano
(1968a and b, and 1970), M guel Montiel (1970), N ck Vaca (1970),
and Del uvi na Hernandez (1970), wote excellent critiques of
historical and social science depictions of the Chi cano
experience. The predoninant thene of this early protest
literature, according to Maxine Baca Zinn, was that it "chal |l enged
the legitinacy of both existing societal practices and val ues and
a soci ol ogy which justified those practices and val ues" (1981, p.
256). Although these were significant works, they were in the
formof journal articles which were prelimnary statements, rather
than full -fl edged paradi gns or nmajor works. These statenents,
nor eover, were not extended or devel oped nore fully by the next
generation of Chicano scholars. Although a full-fledged paradi gm
with its own exenplars, theories, image of the subject matter, and
di stinct nethodol ogy has yet to appear, | contend that the
el ementary roots of such a paradigmcan be found in the early
protest literature.

The maj or objective of this paper, thus, is to present sone
prelimnary observations froman on-going‘study of Chicano nen
that, hopefully, can be used to generate guidelines for conducting
research in the Chicano community. Wile ny focus is on research

met hodol ogy, rather than theory, and | did not set out on the



study to devel op an alternative paradigm ny intent clearly is to
resurrect this early literature and to work toward the devel opnent
of a Chicano paradi gm

The paper addresses a nunber of i nportant questions in
carrying out research in the Chicano community, but it does not
provide definitive answers to these questions. First, should
there be a separate and distinct Chicano met hodol ogy? In other
words, is the bias which has tradi tionally characterized soci al
sci ence research on Chicanos and other racial/ethnic groups the
result of inadequate nethods, or the result of the inproper use of
exi sting methods? dosely related is the issue of "insiders" and
"outsiders.” Wo is best equipped to conduct research in the
Chi cano community? Howdo cultural beliefs and val ues inpact on
the research enterprise? To what extent are social science norns
and conventions universal and to what extent are they culture
specific? Finally, is it necessary or desirable to naintain

objectivity and value neutrality in conducting Chicano research?
BACKGROUND CF THE STUWDY

During the 1985-86 academc year | was awarded a post doct oral
fellowship to carry out a study of Latino fathers. The stipend
enabled ne to take a | eave of absence fromny regul ar teaching
duties and to initiate a study of Latino men in the Bay Area. The
nmaj or objective of the study was to analyze the role of the male
in the famly.

The fellowship provided only a very nodest budget that



covered research costs such as books, xeroxing, typing, and
postage but not interviewing. As aresult all of the initial
interviews in the Bay Area and subsequent interv{ems in San
Antoni o were done by the priﬁcipal investigator. Interviewing in
Southern California was carried out by two additional persons who
worked closely with the principal investigator. These budgetary
restrictions had both positive and negative consequences. A
negative consequence is that because the interviews were |ong and
ti me-consum ng the sanple size is not as |large as woul d have been
desirable. The positive results far outwei ghed the negative in
that | becane intensely involved with all aspects of the research
process, including typing and reproducing the interview schedul e,
arrangi ng and conducting interviews, and coding the data. This
made for a less efficient research operation but it produced
i nval uabl e insights which may wel | have escaped pri nci pa
investigators that enploy larger and nore bureaucratic research
teans where nmany of these activities are del egated to research
assistants and clerical staff. Even when interview ng was
del egated, the principal investigator worked very cl osely and was
in constant interaction with the interviewers. Both were
personal |y trained and supervised by the principal investigator
Stated sinply, | learned a great deal as a result of ny persona
i nvol verrent in collecting and anal yzi ng the data.

Several nonths were devoted to preparation of the interview
schedul e. The first phase was to carry out an extensive revi ew of

relevant |iterature on Latino mal e roles and, specifically, the



father role. Pertinent literature on masculinity and various
nmeasures of nasculinity were al so apprai sed and col | eagues were
consul ted during each phase of preparation.

The end result was a |engt hj( 20- page schedule. In-depth
personal interviews were conducted with a sanple of 105 Latino nen
residing in three areas with a high concentration of Hispanics--
Northern California, Southern California, and San Antoni o, Texas.
Interviews were conducted in English and Spani sh, usually | asted
between one and one-half and two hours, and covered six najor
areas: (1) background information (e.g., education, incone,
| anguage preference, and househol d conposition), (2 the Bem Sex
Rol e Inventory (BSR) (an established nmeasure of masculinity and
femninity), (3 the Latino Masculine Role Inventory (LMI) (a
nmeasure of séx role orientation derived fromtraditional Latino
val ues and bel iefs regardi ng appropriate gender role behavior),

(9 open-ended questions on attitudes toward masculinity,
machi sno, and traditional gender roles, (5, marital adjustment and
deci si on-naki ng in the household, and (6) values and ideal s

regarding children, child-rearing, and the father role.
THE | NTERV BV

Many of the generalizations concerning Latino culture and
Lati no men have been derived fromresearch carried out by
outsiders who all too often |acked genui ne know edge and
understanding of the cultural patterns they observed. The present

study differs in that the principal investigator and staff were



bili ngudl and bicultural and, thus, sensitive to and know edgeabl e
of Latino cultural and linguistic patterns. Spanish and English
versions of the interview schedule were prepared and respondents
were given the option of bei hg interviewed in either language. In
poi nt of fact, however, Spanish and English were often

i nterm ngl ed.

Being an insider nay help in creating a nore culturally
sensitive interview schedule but it does not grant one autonatic
access to the Latino community. Mxine Baca Zinn (1979) has
observed that while mnority researchers have a nunber of
advantages in carrying out research in nnority communities, they
al so encounter a nunber of obstacles. The nost immediate problem
that we faced was gaining legitimcy frompotential respondents in
order to elicit their cooperation in the study. Although as
Latinos we were insiders, in nost cases we were not residents of
the communities where the interviews were conducted. Thus, we
wer e what Robert Merton (1972) has termed "insider-outsiders,”
rather than "insider-insiders." This problemwas conpounded by
the fact that many of the questions in the interview schedul e
dealt with personal or private matters that Latinos, especially
men, will not readily discuss with strangers. W anticipated, for
exanpl e, that the question of nachi sno woul d prove to be a
relatively sensitive and controversial topic for Latino nen.

Two other factors set limts on the study. The first was
financial in that we did not have the resources to enpl oy

interviewers or to draw a very large sanple. The second, was that



the nature of our study popul ation, Latino fathers who are narried
and living in an intact household, nade it inpossible to identify
the total universe fromwhich a sanple could be drawn. Al of
these factors made collection of_a random sanpl e unf easi bl e.
Instead, the decision was nmade to collect a snowbal |l sanple that
was internally diverse and purposely selected so as to include
bot h working- and m ddl e-cl ass respondents, foreign and native-
born persons, and individuals residing in three diverse
geographi cal regions. Thus, while our sanple nay not be
representative it is diverse and includes a broad cross-section of
the Latino popul ati on.

A maj or advantage of the snowball sanple is that it enabled
the principal investigator to utilize key resource persons to
identify and contact potential respondents. Resource persons were
first approached and briefed on the nature of the study. They
were told that the principal investigator was a professor of
soci ol ogy conducting a study of Latino fathers and their role
in the famly, who was interested in identifying persons who woul d
participate in a study. The general criteria for inclusion in the
sanpl e was that the person be a Latino father with at |east one
child living at home (roughly between the ages of 4 and 18) and
that he be willing to be interviewed. W wanted to include
persons who were actively involved in fathering and to avoid those
whose children were either grown up and out of the househol d or
infants. Sonetinmes the resource person got in touch with

potential interviewees and obtained sone initial interest in the



proj ect priof to being contacted by the principal investigator,
but typically the respondent was approached directly by tel ephone.
The objectives of the study were explained and the person was
asked to participate in the projeét. After they were interviewed
i ntervi enees became resource persons and recomrended ot hers as
participants. The study gained additional credibility when a

woul d-be respondent could be told that the person who reconmmended
them for the study had already peen i ntervi ewed. -

Resource persons served an inportant function;, they were
"insider-insiders" who acted as a |iaison between the study
respondents and the interviewer. This process was a two-way
street, however. Qite often the resource person was a friehd or
acquai ntance of the principal investigator or one of the other two
interviewers. They were individuals, in other words, who knew and
trusted the principal investigator and his staff. They, in turn,
recommended friends, relatives, conpadres, neighbors, co-workers,
or other acquaintances. Cbtaining confianza, or legitimcy, is
critical in carrying our research in the Latino community. If |
call someone and tell himthat | ama personal friend of let us
say el Sefior Mendoza® and that el Sefior Mendoza has given me his
name and recommended himas a potential participant in the study,
the individual is likely to respond nore favorably. In fact, the
response to the study was overwhel mngly positive. A comon reply
to ny request by telephone to set a tine and place for an
interviewwas "SI conp no, seria un honor para nosotros" ("Yes, of

course, we woul d be honored"), or "'jSeguro que si!'" ("Yes, of



course!"). This appeared to be especially true among respondents
who naintained close ties with Latino culture and were relatively
unassimlated into Amrerican society.

The positive response to the>§tudy was very gratifying and
stood in sharp contrast to the way that nuch research has been
conducted in the past. In carrying out social science research it
is usually assumed that the respondent is doing the researcher a
favor by cooperating in the study. Maxi ne Baca Zinn (1979), for
exanpl e, has noted that the issue of reciprocity in social science
research has not been adequately addressed and that the research
relationship is inherently unequal so that researchers,
even mnority researchers, invariable receive far nore than they
give to respondents. Baca Zinn adds that "gestures of reciprocity
do not by thenselves, alter the unequal nature of research
relationships. Nor is having research conducted by insiders
sufficient to alter the inequality that has characterized past
research" (ibid., p. 218).

Qur overall experience differed fromBaca Zinn's and does not
support the contention that research relationships are inherently
unequal . The relationships established with respondents did
appear to entail mutual exchange and reciprocity. The researcher
was obviously obtaining val uabl e know edge and information and
establ i shing rewarding rel ationships, but the respondents al so
gai ned benefits. First, they often seened to be genuinely pleased
to be selected as participants in the study. Second, they were

honored that a profesor would cone to their home to ask their
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opinions on their r.oI e as padres de famlia (parents). Finally,
and perhaps nost significantly, the interview process generally
had a cathartic or therapeutic effect. Respondents vol unteered
that this was an inportant area of study and that they were glad
to have had the opportunity to reflect on their role and |
responsibility as fathers. The interview situation, noreover,
seermed to provide themw th an outlet to express feelings and
concerns that they had not had an opportunity to express

el sewhere. The interview covered many significant aspects of
their lives such as childhood experiences, narriage, child-rearing
practices, conceptions of masculinity, and their role as fathers,
over which they have strong opinions and beliefs. But our

di stinct inpression was that respondents did not often have a
chance to vent these feelings. Mny also seened keenly aware and
dissatisfied with stereotypical depictions of Latino males in the
nmedia and by the public at large. e person told me, for
exanple, that "there is a big lie out there about us that people
have bought." In short, the interview situation appeared to
provide a forum for expressing their views on issues that are a
central part of their lives. The response was so overwhel m ng
that we conpleted the interviews while obtaining al nost no
refusals. ne person failed to showup for the interview at a
cafe on three separate occasions, but when he was subsequently
contacted by tel ephone he apol ogi zed profusely and indicated that
because he worked as a courier, it was difficult for himto know

exactly when he would return home fromwork. Two or three other
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persons were not able to schedul e the interview because it fel
during the busy Labor Day week-end.

G the interviews conpleted one-third were carried out in
each of the three locales. Al of the interviewes are Lafino
Ameri canos and the vast majority are of Mexican origin. A though
nost are bilingual, some of the respondents are only limted
Engli sh speakers. Approxinmately one-third of the interviews were
conducted in Spani sh and two-thirds in English, although nany
persons intermxed the two |anguages. Sone persons who spoke
Spani sh extensively opted to do the interview in English because
they felt that their Spanish was not very good or very proper. It
was Chi cano Spanish, in other words, with a lot of cal o and

intermxing of the tw |anguages.
RESEARCH | N THE LATINO COMIN TY:  PRELI M NARY CBSERVATI ONS

Rat her than di scussing the many conpl ex issues surrounding
the devel opment of an alternative paradi gmand net hodol ogy, ny
intent here is sinply to share sone observations on conducting
research in mnority communities. A basic thesis advanced is that
traditional science, or "scientism" wth its enphasis on
objectivity, value neutrality, and universalismhas worked
directly and indirectly to perpetuate the subordination of
Chi canos and other socially oppressed groups. Rather than
devel opi ng new t heories, perspectives, or methodol ogies that are
derived fromour cultural experiences, traditional sociology

(i.e., the Sociology of Chicanos), forced our experiences to "fit"
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exi sting nodel s and paradigns. M vision of a Mexi cano/ Chi cano
Soci ol ogy on the other hand, is that it would be derived from and
consistent with, our culture and world vi ew

The tenets of scientism on the other hand, hold that one
shoul d be objective, indifferent, and detached in conducting
research. The inplication clearly is that, as "insiders," we woul d
somehow have difficulty carrying out valid research in our own
comuni ties due to our enDtionaL i nvol venent and | ack of
obj ectivity and detachnent. Research in mnority communities was
ideally to be carried out by "outsiders" or by insiders who were
trained to be objective and detached. Had this normbeen applied
uniformy, which it was not, it would have |ed to the concl usion
that nmenbers of the doninant group were also incapable of studying
t hensel ves. Howard Becker (1967) has noted, however, that the
issue of bias is usually raised when one takes the side of the
poor, the oppressed, or menbers of subordinate groups. Quriously
enough, research fromthe perspective of the domnant group or
those in positions of power, authority, or responsibility tends to
be viewed as bei ng somehow obj ective, bal anced, and devoid of
values. There exists a hierarchy of credibility so that "in any
system of ranked groups, participants take it as given that
menbers of the highest group have the right'to define the way
things really are" (ibid., p. 241). It is generally assuned, for
exanmple, that the statenments of |aw enforcenent are somehow nore
credible than those of crimnals, those of prison authorities mor e

credible than those of inmates, those of teachers nore credible
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than those of students, and those of the dom nant group nore
credi bl e than those of ninorityagroup nmenbers. The issue of bias
is generally raised when the subordi nate perspective is assuned
becauSe then both the hierarchy of credibility and conventiona

wi sdom are being called into question.

The enphasis on objectivity and val ue neutrality, however, is
in direct conflict with another norm of social science--that
researchers devel op rapport with, and gain the acceptance of their
respondents. This places researchers in a "Catch-22" situation
because as they becone involved with respondents and gain their
acceptance, they invariably becone nore enotionally attached to
them Their observations become suspect because they have broken
what Goul dner has terned the sacred cormandment of val ue-free
science--"thou shalt not conmt a value judgement"” (Gouldner 1962,
p. 199).

Contrary to this view, | subscribe to the position that it is
nei t her possible nor desirable to conduct research that is
objective or detached and free of personal or political values.

If to have values is to be hunman, the value-free ethic has posed a
fal se dichotony between objectivity and neutrality. The issue
then, is not really whether to take sides, since we inevitably
will, but deciding, as Howard Becker has noted,‘whose side we wil
be on (Becker 1967, p. 239). Those who adopt prevailing paradigns
and perspectives or who profess to be val ue-free know ngly or
unwittingly take the side of the dom nant group.

| do not seek to be detached, indifferent, or objective. If
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one were truly indifferent, there would be very little notivation
for undertaking a par?icular study. As a Latino, a male, and a
father, | amnot detached fromthe issues discussed here. ne of
t he reaépns for undertaking the study was precisely to nore
closely scrutinize prevailing conceptions of Latino culture and
famly life which have been proposed largely by outsiders who are
of ten nei ther know edgeabl e nor sensitive to the nuance and

conpl exity of the phenonena they are studying. The question is
not whether it is possible for me to be objective and detached but
whether it is possible for anyone to be so. The point sinply is
that all too often the rhetoric of objectivity and scientific

det achrment has been used to veil pejorative and culturally nyopic
portrayals of Latino culture.

Being a Latino male and a father afforded definite advantages
in carrying out the research. It greatly facilitated approaching
nmen and devel opi ng rapport with them The objectives of the study
were explained to resource persons and respondents as an attenpt
to present an inside view of Latino nen and Latino fathers. They
were told that while a great deal has been said and witten about
the role of the male in Latino culture and fanily life, nuch of
this has been negative, stereotypical, and not based on research
They were, thus, inforned that the proposed study and book woul d
be the first conplete and conprehensive study of Latino nmen. The
goal of the study, thus, was to give an inside look at Latino nen
and their role as fathers in the famly that captured the reality

of the Latino experience and the internal diversity of the group.
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Wien | approached people, | presented nyself as a profesor
and a social scientist. But rather than being detached and
indifferent, | més a concer ned person who wanted to know their
opi nions on a nunber of issues such as conceptions of masculinity,
marriage, and, nost inportantly, raising children. | attenpted to
foster the belief that their opinions on these nmatters were
inportant and that by sharing themw th ne, they would be
contributing to the devel opnent qf a nore accurate, conplete, and
non- st ereot ypi cal depiction of Latino men and gender rol es.

Anot her characteristic of scientismis adherence to the norm
of universalism which holds that scientific generalizations nust
apply to many individuals and groups across tine and space
Science is assuned to be universalistic rather than
particularistic. According to Robert Merton, the norm of
uni versalismhol ds that "the acceptance or rejection of clains
entering science is not to depehd on the personal or socia
attributes of their protagonist; his race, nationality, religion,
class and personal qualities are as such irrelevant™ (Merton 1963
p. 553).

This normconflicts with Latino cultural values which stress
particul arismand personalism It has been ny experience that
Latinos do not typically respond well to being treated as facel ess
and narel ess respondents. Wen first contacted, they were told
that their name had been given to me by the resource person
who had "reconmended" themas possible participants. In nmany

cases, sinply mentioning the name of the resource person elicited
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a positive response and an expression of willingness to
partici pate.

The inportance of personal contacts and referrals can be
illustrated by relating two incidents that occurred. 1In the first
instance, M. Art Gonzdl €z, was coht acted and told that he had been
recomrended by M. Ray Otiz. Ufortunately, M. onzdl ez
responded that he did not know anybody by that nane and adnoni shed
the caller "to get his facts straight before he went around
contacting people.” | l|earned subsequently that M. Gonzdl ez
apparently did know M. Otiz but did not remenber him

The second case involved a wonan who gave nme the nanes of
several Mexican nationals who worked for her ex-husband. S nce
she only knew themby their first nanes and she did not have their
horme tel ephone nunbers, she suggested that | call and ask to speak

to themat the shop. UWnfortunately, her "ex" answered the
t el ephone. Wen | asked to speak to the men, he responded véry
aggressively and wanted to know why | wanted to speak to them |

proceeded to explain the project and identified his "ex" as the
person who had suggested that | contact the workers. He becane
very irate and refused to et me talk to the enpl oyees, even
though |1 assured himthat she was not involved in the project in
| any way and had sinply given me a list of potential interviewees
whi ch included his workers. He said that, on the one hand, he
could see that the project had nothing to do with himpersonally

and he was tenpted to help ne out, but that, on the other hand, it

di d have sonething to do with him In retrospect, it was clear
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that nentioning her name was "the kiss of death," and that he
woul d have been nuch nore receptive if soneone el se had been the
contact person. These incidents are exceptions that prove the
rule that in a culture that enphasizes personal relations, a
negative referral is worse than no referral at all. In both
instances, | woul d have been better off approaching the party

Wi thout a referral.

Because | was in residence as a postdoctorel fell ow when the
project was initiated, | was required to subnmt the project to the
Hunan Subj ects Committee of the Whiversity. It was necessary for
nme to prepare a standard caveat when | elicited cooperation from
respondents that clearly indicated that they woul d be guarant eed
anonymty and that they would not be identified when the results
of the study were reported. Wile this is standard procedure in
social science research, it is one that may not always be
appropriate in the Latino connunity. Wi | e few respondents woul d
want very intinmate or personal aspects of their lives revealed in
print, neither do they w sh to be anonynous. Mbst are proud
fathers and identify with what they say and believe. In Latino
culture a strong value is placed and being una persona que cunple
con su pal abra (a person of his word). A person is, therefore,
expected to "back up" or "stand behi nd" what he says or believes.
The response to ny adnonition of anonymty was often indifference
or reassurance that they did not wish or expect anonymty as a
condition of participation. ne man, for exanple, said "Hy man

use ny narne, it;s okay!"™ The point sinply is that, except when
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di scussing intimate personal or famly problens, the Latino ethic
is to be proud of and to stand behind your beliefs. It should be
noted that many of the questions dealt with general attitudes and
beliefs that nost respondents would be not only willing, but eager
to reveal and discuss publicly. Another-may of viewing this is
that froma Latino perspective, it is inconprehensible why one
woul d take the time to conplete a one-and-one half or two hour
interview expressing their attitudes and beliefs and, then, opt to
renai n anonymnous.

Personal and collective pride is an essential ingredient of
Latino culture. Pride not so nuch in oneself and individual
acconpl i shrents but in the acconplishnents of one's famly and
friends. Many individuals were clearly proud to have been
selected to participate in the project. They were proud not only
to participate but that a fellow Latino was witing a book about
them Respondents showed a keenlinterest in the book and nany
wanted to know how they could get a copy. Sone said they wanted a
copy, even if their name was not going to be init! e man told
ne at the beginning of the interview, "Listen, one thing | wanted
to tell you is that a condition of doing this, is that | get a
copy of the book when it cones out, and I'mwilling to pay for it.
Is that understood?" Anot her said, "Even though you are not going
to use any nanes, |'mvery interested in seeing how you are going
to interpret all of this information that you re getting."

Wi le sone interviews were conducted in public places |ike

restaurants and bars, nost were held in the respondents' hones.
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The wife was often present when | arrived, but she would usually
excuse herself and go about her chores while | sat in the living
roomor dining roomand interviewed the husband. Sone wonen,
however, were very curious about the study and wondered why | was
not interviewng them alnost as though they had been slighted. |
apol ogi zed and explained that ideally | would want to interview
bot h husband and wife but that ny resources were very limted and
| was not able to do this at this stage of the research. In one
case, | was interviewing a man at the home of his conpadre
(co-parent). The conpadre, who had already been interviewed and
served as a resource person, was barbequing fajitas on the patio
and serving nmenbers of the two famlies outdoors. As we sat in
the dining roomdoing the interview, the conpadre would come in
and out of the house as he prepared the neal, but he |ocked the
sliding door and restri ;:t ed access into the house. After the
interview | visited wi'th the two coupl es outside and the wonen
started kidding the conpadre and chastising himfor not letting
anyone into the house. The woren al so wanted to know nore about
what | was doing, what | had found out so far, and how their
husbands "ranked." They al so wanted to know V\hét her | was getting
the full picture in that | was not interview ng wonen. In a sense,
they were conpl ai ni ng because they were not interviewed. They
also felt it was unfair that the conpadre got to "listen in" and
they did not. He said that he was not listening and that he was
just being respectful in trying to keep the noise down while the

interviewwas in progress. Quriously, the conpadre prepared and
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served the entire neal, while the wonen were conpl ai ning about his
chauvi ni sm

Anot her incident which occurred illustrates how the norm of
"universalism' in social science is often used to perpetuate
dom nant societal values. The follow ng protocol, used as
an introduction to the interview, was submtted to the Human
Subjects Commttee of the University for approval

W are carrying out a study of men and their attitudes
toward different issues. You can help us a great dea
by sinply answering sonme questions. There are no
right or wong answers. W are interested in what you
thi nk about these things. Please give us your honest
opi nion on each question. W wll not ask your nane
or attenpt to identify you in any way. Your answers
are strictly confidential and will not be given out to
anyone.  You aré free to not answer any question that
you do not want to.

The response of the Comm ttee was very interesting. They
felt that the protocol and the interview schedule itself were
acceptable but the Conmttee was concerned that | did not indicate
anywhere that | was doing a study of Latino nen. They felt that
the protocol should say that | was studying Latino nmen only. M
response was to ask the Conmittee whether they would require
sormeone who was studying Anglo nen to also indicate this on their
protocol. The Bem Sex Role Inventory (BSR), for exanple, was

normal i zed and val i dated on a predom nantly Angl o popul ation of
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col | ege students at Stanford University and a nearby comruhity
college. Yet, the issue of race is not typically raised when
evaluating the validity of her instrument. M prelimnary
findings suggest that several masculine traits assuned by Bemto
be universal, are, in fact, culture specific. Joseph H M eck
(1981) simlarly has witten a major work entitled The Myth of
Mascul inity, yet the index does not contain a single reference to
Chi canos, mexi canos, Latinos, nmacho, or nachi sno.

These exanples illustrate that both the norm of universalism
and the hierarchy of credibility are alive and well today.
Chicano men are men; no nore or less so than are Anglo men. There
is, thus, an unstated assunption in social science that findings
and generalizations obtained with white sanples and reflecting
dom nant theories, perspectives, and ideol ogies are generalizable
to fhe popul ation as a whol e, whereas studies of Latinos and
Blabks are studies of subpopul ations or specialized groups. A
study of Latino nmen is sonehow viewed as being |ess universal than
is a study of Anglo nen. Wuld the Human Subjects Conm ttee have
requested that Bemcall her instrunment the BemAnglo Sex Role
Inventory or that the title of Joseph H Pleck's book be changed

fromthe The Myth of Masculinity to The Myth of Anglo Masculinity?
CONCLUSI ON

This paper has presented some prelinmnary observations
relative to conducting research in the Chicano community that were

derived froma larger study of Latino fathers residing in the Bay
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Area, Southern California, and San Antonio. Since | did not set
out to develop an alternative methodol ogy when | first enbarked on
the study, nany of the observations are serendipitous. M
concl usions shoul d, therefore, be seeing as prelimnary
observations or guidelines, that, together w th other relevant
works (see, Paredes 1977; Baca Zinn 1979), woul d constitute the
bui I ding bl ocks for formulating an alternative methodol ogy.

« The follow ng are proposed as tentative conclusions and
gui del i nes for conducting research in the Chicano comunity:

Basi c Tenets

1. Chicano researqh/nethodology is a separate, distinct
entity that is not subsumable under either traditiona
di sciplinary boundaries or conventional science.

2. The bias which has characterized social science research
on Chicanos is not generally the result of overt racism
or the inproper use of existing social science
met hodol ogi es.

3. The research bias results largely fromthe fact that
exi sting methods and procedures are gounded in don nant
societal norms and val ues and, therefore, are
i nappropriate for studying Chi canos.

4. There is an unstated assunption in social science
research, and the society at large, that the Anglo
experience is sonmehow nore universal than the "mnority"
experience so that findings obtained or validated with

white sanples are generalizable to the population as a
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whol e, whereas studi es of Latinos and Bl acks'are only
applicable to these specialized, esoteric groups.

Scientism

5. The tenets of scientismwhich extol the virtues of
objectivity, value neutrality, and universalismare
i nconsi stent with Chicano cultural beliefs and val ues.

6. The normof universalismis antithetical to Latino
cul tural val ues whi ch enphasi ze particul ari smand
personal relations.

7. It is neither possible nor desirable for mnority
researchers to remain detached, indifferent, or
obj ecti ve.

8. The norns of objectivity, value neutrality, and
uni versalismserve not only to neutralize mnority
researchers but to perpetuate the subordinate status of
Chi canos and Bl acks.

Resear ch

9. Wile research on Chicanos is generally best conducted by
"insiders," being an insider does not automatically grant
one access to the community.

10. In order to carry out Chicano research successfully, it
is necessary to first obtain confianza, or |egitinacy
fromthe comunity.

11. Chicano respondents are much nore responsive to personal
appeal s and referral s than to universal, inpersonal,

anonynous norns, and such referrals are essential for
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cbnducting research in the Chicano community.

There is a need to devel op nmeasures and procedures that
are culturally relevant to Chicanos and validated in the
Lati no community. |

Research rel ationshi ps are not inherently unequal or
exploitative and can be structured so that the interview

experience is rewarding and beneficial for respondents.
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NOTES

LA uni gque wonen's sociol ogy, as distinguished fromthe

"soci ol ogy of wonen, forvexarrpl e, was proposed (see, Freenan
1975a and b; Firestone 1972; Ladner 1971; Smith 1977).

2| contacted three pr-orri nent bl ack sociol ogi sts and they
generally agreed with this assessment.

3In order to protect the anonymty of respondents, the names

have been changed.
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