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During the past few days we have been exposed to several topics describing aspects 
of minorities' ways of life in the U.S.S.R. These topics and what we have learned 
before coming to Ban££ illustrate the broad outlines of the problem and its great 
complexity. Enormous nwnbers of independent and dependent variables could be 
catalogued by everyone of us in the study of a minority group. To illustrate the 
complexity of the problem before us let me say that in a recent study by the 
International Association for the Evaluation of Educational Achievement (IEA) more 
than 800 independent variables were identified as contributors to the achievement 
of a single child in school. By trying to look at the political, economic, social 
and cultural dimensions of an ethnic group in the manner of IEA, the task becomes 
overwhelming and research implementation highly improbable given the problem of 
logistics and the present state of the art. 

Therefore, we have to rank our priorities not so much on what ought to -be ~one, 
but on what can be done. By necessity then, there are limitations to our generali
zations. We will be reluctant constructing grand theories describing certain sets 
of behavior of the human community. We should construct theorie·s that lend them
selves to testing of fruitful hypotheses particular to a specific area and/or 
ethnic group. LI have used ethnic groups, minorities, national minorities inter
changably, k~owing ~ priori some others have and maybe can, define them more 
judiciously~/ Be that as it may, relative scarcity of hard data on many aspects 
of a nationality's societal dimensions and the fact that specific behaviors of an 
individual or a community of people can not be quantified Le.g., externalities 
associated with investment in human capital, or the type of exhilaration that one 
experiences i~ a zikr halqa of a Naqshbandi, qadiri or chishty Tariqa~7 brings to 
mind the following from Jalaluddin of Rumi, who wrote several centuries ago: 
then Mawlana admonished the rationalists (and empiricists) among them Fakhr-i Razi 
in the following lines: 

u .a..!. c:.,,t .., u, I .., ..i I_, uj I.J ~ u ..J...:. Vlf .., c..V IS' J ~ .a:.- I 4.t .} 

The rationalists have wooden feet, 
Wooden feet are untrustworthy indeed. 
If by rationalization one could do the work of Din Ltait'rJ.7 
Pakhr-i Razi a secret sharer would have been. 

Here Mawlana, needless to say, favors Khinaqa over the madrasa, Ma'rafa over 
the 'ilm, i.e., gnosticism over science. The question is very relevant today. 
It is apparently a perennial problem; it is the problem of quantitative and qualita
tive methods in research. I submit that one without the other is defective. They 
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should complement each other, Purely quantitative approach is often imaginative, 
but can be divorced of insight. Probably one of the most important questions 
that one who does _quantitative research should ask himself or herself is why? 
Why there are no relationships, for example, between father's occupational aspira
tions and son's educational achievement in a particular culture? Why is there no 
variation·, little variation or great variation in the attitudes of several groups 
toward a certain phenomenon. Why? The answers to some of these questions may be 
anchored in the subject group's culture, traditions and history. 

Without a qualitative interpretation of accumulated data, the conclusions 
drawn, if implemented, could be dysfunctional and sometimes dangerous. There 
are too many instances in socia~ sciences alone testifying to the above situation to be 
listed.here. Suffice to ·say· that proper perceptions of concepts are .needed if. researche 
are able to see the fruitful translation of their work into action. Sin1ilarly, these 
qualitative researchers should always ask how does one know this? 

Why .should one do research on national minorities? We are interested in 
development - a general development in the social, political, economic and cultural 
spheres of a particular group or minority in a particular social setting. One can 
do such a study in one or more of the following ways: 

I. Important areas of inquiry: 

A. Economic: per capita income, growth in consumer goods, trade, capital 
goods, prices, money supply, investment, gross income, etc. 

B. Political development: elites, their induction and circulation, 
their political socialization, and their proportions in the party and 
government, and other functionally specialized poiitical agencie~. 

C. Social development: the specific minorities' . position in the social 
and occupational structures, role placement, status, power, class 
crystalization, class and/or ethnic boundaries, mobility, etc • 

.. 

D.. Culture: degree of assimilation (culturally and structurally) or .cul"." 
tural ·integ~a~ion and/or .interpretra~ion- in lingujstics~ · religion, . 
literature, plays, fine arts . among .different e;hnic groups. . ~ 

E. Educatton: selection, expenditures, curricula, staff and students, etc., 
in various levels and types of formal and non-formal educational 
settings. 

F. Others. 

II. Method: the general method '.of investigation, I feel, should be comparative. 
Within a comparative framework one can use nwterous specific methodologies 
from the social sciences, and humanities. Some of the following illustrate 
some of the methodologies that can be undertaken by a researcher: 

A. Look at one or more of the above (under I) or portions in each of the 
above for a particular ethnic group over time. 

B. To do "A" ·(above, for example) and also compare it with one or more 
other ethnic groups. 

C. To look at a cross-section of one or more items under I, e.g., to look 
at more than one ethnic group within the larger nation at a particul~r 
point in time. 
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D. To do "A," :iB," or "C" (under I) of an ethnic group (or groups) 
and compare it (them) with identical·groups in another social setting 
across political boundaries. That is to do "A," "B," and "C" for 
Germans in West Germany, East Germany, the Volga regions and Soviet 
Central Asia. 

E. To look at minorities as they react, toward any of the above, or more 
generally, in a capitalist and in a socialist society. Questions on 
the economic, social, cultural and political integration become inte
resting when one looks for examples at the above societal dimensions 
and the position of the American·blacks, Chicanos, and Indians in them 
and carefully compare them to the positions of minorities in the 
U.S.S.R., China, and other socialist countries. Why is it, for example, 
that the average rate of literacy has been always higher among many 
ethnic groups in the u.s.s.R. than when similar processes were going 
on in many capitalists countries? What are the ideological and 
economic basis of literacy in these countries? 

F. One can say, as Mao Tse-tung did, that in the final analysis, problems 
of minorities are problems in class struggle. But could a classless 
society have cultural minorities? Is it possible to remain a Tajik, 
Kazakh,Li, She, Uyghur and other non-Han Chinese citizen in a class
less Chinese society? Or does the process of economic development that 
obliterates class distinction among all the people also destroy the 
cultural characteristics now distinguishing one national minority from 
the other? 

III. Toward a theory of ethnicity: 

A. How should one proceed in constructing this theory? Is it needed? Who 
can best answer these and similar questions? Ethnographers? Demo
graphers? Historians? Linguists? Psychologists? Anthropologists? 
Maybe all of the above mentioned persons and others not listed should 
be consulted. Maybe a theory of ethnicity, if it is needed at all, 
should be able to explain the often multi-dimensional character of human 
behavior and its attending factors. Testing of such a theory at the 
present time is very difficult and extremely expensive when applied 
to one or more nationalities. 

In any case, what we have now are numerous researchable topics in the study of 
national minorities. Unfortunately, in general, the most manageable research 
topics seem to be the ones tha~ give ·the least explanation on a nationality. 
Conversely, topics that promise the most explanations are also those that, because 
of logistics, politics and the state of the arts, become the least manageable. 

These are just a few of the many areas of inquiry (and their attending metho
dological problems) into the question of nationality in the U.S.S.R. (and the problems 
that national minorities have in most nation states) which those interested in the 
study of nationalities should focus upon. 
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