
EDITORS' INTRODUCTION TO 

THE PAPERS IN THIS ISSUE 

The focus of Psychology in Society has always been on or around the theme 

of tbe practice of psychology in Soutb Africa. In this issue this theme is 

aanifested in a number of articles which deal with various aspects of social 

science practice under apartheid. 

Within the blithe empiricism/positivism which characterises most psy­ 

chological practice in this country there is seldom a noticeable awareness 

of the ideological and political roles which social science practice plays. 

This point bas been made many times before; the 'tragedy' (if it deserves 

so august a label) is tbat it needs to be made again. 

Social science practice under apartbeid follows many directions. Three 

of the DOst obvious ones are: (1) to support or promote apartbeid, (2) to 

oppose apartheid and (3) to opt for 'scientific neutrality'. The first two 

directions, if they are followed consciously, are 'honest' in as much as the 

political alas behind them are not concealed (even though they may be quite 

confused). The third direction is often favoured by psychologists who 

thereby conceal (frce themselves at least) their political aims; in it the 

practice of ideology achieves its most subtle form in which it (ideological 

practice) functions while pretending that it doesn't exist. 

These three directions are discussed in various ways by the papers in 

this issue of Psychology in Society. 

·ebster's paper is an abridged version of the original published in 1981. 

It serves to focus our anent ion on a crucial moment in the history of social 

science practice. The Botha government has attempted to reform apartheid 

frce an overtly racist and oppressive system to an elitist system. Written 



durinl the .arly period of thi. rafol"1D, W.b.ter'. p.p.r look. both .t the 

crud. control and co-option of .ocial .ci.ncI practicI and at thl .mlrllnt 

morI .ubtl. form. of control and co-option. In thi. pap.r on ••••• the way. 

in which .ocial Bcienti.t. w.ra .nU.ted aa ' .. rvanta of apartheid' (thl 

fint direction) and the probl.ma .xperi.nced by the t.w who attempt.d to 

OppOI' aparth.id. 

Clo.t., Hull.r and Orkin pick up the thrlad of W.b.ter'. arrumlnt and 

extend it hiltorically up to the pre •• nt. The •• writ.r. portray a mori lubtll 

attempt by the Stat. to co-opt .ocial .cilntiat.. Th. Stat •• I.k. 'Iciln­ 

titic' lelitimisation for ita re!orm.; thl loch] .cientilt. in return ara 

offered funding with a umblanc. of academic fraedom. Th. key .l.m.nt of 

thil attlmpt il .eln to bl thl HSRC, and thl k.y method .mploYld il to dil­ 

luia. thl fint diraction .. 'IciIntific nlutrality' throulh thl appllrent 

transformation o! the HSRC from an obvious stat. ideololieal apparatu. into 

an indep.ndent Icienti!ic inltitution. An important thr.ad runninl throulh 

thi. paplr i. the ob •• rvation that a numb.r of 'nautral' .ocial .ci.ntilt. 

ar. willinl to bl co-opt.d onc. tha dillUi •• bicomi' Iff.ctiv •. 

Louw'. pap.r .x.min'l a much .arliar p.riod in .ocial .ci.nc. practica 

in South Africa and .xamin •• the roll of p.ychololi.t. and .ducationi.tl in 

thl Carnllil Commi •• ion of thl 1920'.. Thl hiltorical naturl of thil paplr 

il valuabll in itl own rilht. Thi. p.p.r illu.trat •• thl way in which .ocial 

acianti.t •• t the tim. u •• d the .ocial-political 'poor whit.' probllm a. a 

v.hicl. for .. tabl ilhinl the value and credibility of their diaciplin ••. 

Thl linll. IraaUlt achievlmlnt of th .... oci.l .ci.nU.ta lol", ArIU.bly, 
thl PR work don. for .ocial .cilnc'l thlir contribution to the rl.olution 

of the 'poor whitl' probllm lol" perhap. mlrely to lInd loml ·'.cilntitic 

cradibility' to an .... nti.lly politic.l r .. olution. An important la .. on 

to b. drawn from thil i. that the co-option of locial .cilntilt. i. not • 

one-way initiativi by • dominatini Suu; thl .ci.nU.U th.mulv.. m.y 

.lizl opportuniti •• pra .. nted by thl SUte and the co-option 11 in tact • 
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colluaion. The political resolution of the 'poor white' problem led in good 

tLDe to the establiahment of the apartheid state and its ideological appar­ 

atua.a: an important ar •• of research opened here is the development from 

tbe Carnegie Commission's coterie of social scientists to the programmes of 

the HSRC and it. ideological brethren. 

Fullaaar and Paizi.' paper, in the area of Industrial Psychology, examines 

a tension be~een the first and second directions mentioned above. Again 

the forces of co-option, particularly in the forms of sponsorship and fund- 

ing, are examined. An important further development in this discussion 

concerns the behaviour of those social scientists who choose the second di- 

rection. In choosin& to work against apartheid or for the oppressed, re- 

searcbers are not free agents: they need to accept direction from the 

oppressed. The possibility that the oppressed may not particularly want nor 

need tbe ministrations of 'friendly' social scientises is revealed through 

a survey of trade unionists' attitudes towards psychologists and their ser­ 

vices. This pointa out an important distinction within the ranks of 'second 

diraction' social scientists between those who, like the 19th century welfare 

workers, know what is 'aood for the poor' and thus set the aims and methods 

of the work, and those who choose a more radical approach and allow the op­ 

pressed to know what is good for themselves. This more radical approach is 

likely to be BOre frustrating and lIore humbling but in the long run more 

constructive. 

Turton's p.per exaaines the problems encountered by an attempt to provide 

a counselling serv1ce to the residents of an African township. The service 

is seen to be liberal, humanistic and, by implication, politically neutral: 

in sbort, a 'third direction' ('neutral scientific') initiative. The anal­ 

ysis ot the service's failure exposes the nonsensicality of it:s supposed 

polit.cal or, to be acre precise, ideological neutrality and attributes its 

failure, in larg_ part, precisely to its ideological bias. Two lessons may 

be dr .... rn fro. it. The first is that 'neutral scientific' initiatives are, 
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outside of academia, less viable than might be supposed and and even len 

viable still if not confined to operating within essentially bourgeoia com­ 

munities. The second lesson is that a 'neutral scientific I stance (with 

liberal/humanist dimensions) is a liability to those who would oppose apar­ 

theid through their work. As with Fullagar and Paizia' paper, the implication 

here is clearly that a more radical approach is required. 

It is to be hoped that the papers published in this issue of Psychology in 

Society make useful contributions to the central debate with which this 

journal is concerned. Hopefully too they will prompt more psychologists and 

other social scientists lo take up this debate and use this journal as their 

forum. 
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