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To judge from the traffic, you might think that Filipino social

scientists had built a better mousetrap. For the good ones among them

are currently besieged with requests for their services, on and off campus,

far beyond their capacity to comply. SOIll9 of those requests seem routine

and redundant-to teach this or that standard course, gi.v s a talk or a

seminar for this group or t.hat--wh i Ie others are clearly out of the ordinary.

But at first glance every such proposal is beguf Ling , 'sweetened as it with

the real or illusory possibility that, if ...reLl, done, it will contribute to

the growth of a young Republic, this YOU!1g Republic, the Philippines.

This constant consciousne 5S, the' awareness of' one's nation-building

role, is scne th ing that grows on you almost despite yourself. It is thrust

on the social scientist (and on others, of course) at every step and turn

of the daily way. And the feeling builds up wi thin you that what you do,

by God, will count, it will make a difference. Because if it (lG.idn ' t make

a difference you ~ouldn't be doing it, because time is short, the hands

are few J and the task enormous.

I write this way in hopes of conveying, however, pocr-Iy, the feeling

of urgency that enlivens and impels the many good social scientists I know,

IIl9n and women, for wham the Philippines is hearth and home and classroom

and laboratory-e.n a.Ll-dri-cne , till-death-do-us-part arena for their schc--

larly life and labors. This is what it !!!Jd§t be at this point in history,

less a work place than a way of life, more a calling than a job. For t re

demands are great, the pay is not; and we are not yet helping the nation
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as Giuch as we might.

What then is asked of us? In particular, to speak of those who most

often knock on our doors, what do students expect of us, and what do the

nation's leaders hope that we can do? What part is ours in the growth of

the nation? And how can we play that part better?

Ateneo college seniors

What other Filipino students may demand or desire, I can only

conjecture. But I can say somet.htng about the college man at mJT own

university, the Ateneo de "'la'1ila, and soout the seniors in particular.

These latter number some 230 in an undergraduate population of 1400.

Like other. Philippine college seniors, their modal age is 20 years.

They are young. \'lith few exceptions they are also Filipinos and Iioman

Catholics. Most of t.hemwe rs Darn in the Greater I'Janila a.ree and speak

Tagalog as a mother tongue. However, as is true of several colleges,

public and private, in ~tropolitan I''anila, great numbers come f'r-orn other

parts of Luzon , from toe Visayas, and Mindanao, where they learned a

variety of first languages. All of them speak, read, and write English,

the language of instruction in all Philippine college.;.

In certain respects the Ateneo semiors are unlike thlisir opposite

numbers in all but a few other Philippine colleges. The rrain difference

is the wealth and education of their parents. As is the case in a few

other schools, the parents come from the nation's educational and economic
1 .

elite. Moreover, if this year' ~ seniors follovf in the steps of their

predecessors of the past century or so, they will eventually find their

way, iri disproportionately high numbers, into the ranks of the nation's
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influentials. I dwell on this point, not for p.irpose s of bra(!ging--there

are other schools who do equally well,rerhaps better than we--but to make

it clear that these students are in some ways unl ike the mjority of

Filipino college seniors.

What they ask of social science, implicitly at least, we can Jldge

from the interrelationships of two things we kno-.... of them: their pe rce pe

tions of the nation I s greatest probLems, and their notions of relevance,

the relevance of college studies in particular.

In a survey conducted in December 1969 and re;:orted the following

month, At.ene o college student s and their f'acu Lt.y agreed that social in-

jllstice, graft and corruption, and lack of peace and order were high-
3

ranking national problems-that is, wi r.hin the first four of a list of 12.

The students' emphasis on moral issues might strike the reader as possibly

the result of th<iir attending a Jesuit school, but the fact is that the

nation's,' l~cal and national influentials take the same position the

students do. On the other hand, pern aps as par-t of growing up in Philip-

pine society, perhaps because of the school environment, more likely

because of botl!, the average Ateneo student apparently undergoes a pro-

gressive refinement or shar-perring of standards during t.ne eight years

between beginning high schoo], and finishing college. For one can trace

in the replies of students over the se years a gr-owing concern for basic

problems (instead of symptoms) and for mora l problems (instead of more

exclusively technical ones). The final focus, achieved in senior y iar' of

college, is on th~ problem of social injustice (Lynch 1970a:26).

Consider tab now in the light of what students mean by relevance.

Asked to define it--they have used the term for several year's in dialogue
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and broadsides--they reply with much phrases as this: "applicable to the

problems and real situations of the society the university serves,"

"connected with daily, ordinary life, and with what is personally important

to you;!' "useful in the modern situation," "(yielding) standards applicable

and useful in specific situations. 11 Clearly the emphasis is on a perceptible

conne ction between the classroom and the street, the le ct.ure hall and life.

But what kind of connection? Do the seniors seek deeper understanding,

or practical advice? Both, as a matter of fact, but when forced to choose,

they show a slight preference for the f'orme r (Table la). Further, when

asked which is most relevant, a course about 2nwself," about the Philippines

and Filipinos, or about the world and mankind, three out of five (58 per

cent) choose the course about "ne" (Table Ib ), Sane light is thrown on

these preferences by the answers 60 a third cuestioll, nane Iy; "In your It

coll~ge career, which subjects did you find most relevant?" In view of

their definitions of relevance, reported earlier, it may seem surprising

that almost seven out of 10 (69 per cent) give first place to philosophy,

its -nearest competit/or being economics, with less t aan one fifth the number

of votes -(13 per cent). All other social sciences combined account for

only nine per cent; theology, for less than one per cent (Table 2). ~'lhat

makes philosophy so relevant for most?

A:a answer is suggested by a further study of the seniors' norms for

releJl:ance, crossclassified (as in Table 1) by the subject.they thought

most relevant of all those taken during four years of college. "hat this

second look reveals is that philosophy fans, appreciably more than others,

consider understanding more relevant than practical so.Lut.Lons; further,

more than otheJ3, they find the greatest relevance in courses about
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themselves, not as Filipinos, but as human individuals.

Even without the statistical n0eW of assurance we get from Table 1,

we suggest that, from the viewpoint of relevance, this year's seniors are

at least two quite disti.cgt populations. Une of them (the philosophy fans)

represents a clear majority. ~Qmbers of this grouping seek above all a

special ~ind of self-understanding, self-lmowledge not of the inVOlutJt;

navel-gazing so~, but of the kind that must (to be relevant) reveal the

individual as such and in relation to contemporary Philippine society.

The minority also wants to know about themselves, but they are even more

intere sted in the Philippine s and the world, in Filipinos and all rrankdnd ,

Further, they think that understanding is less relevant than finding ways

to Qjeet and solve important practical problems.

To summarize, t"he seniors see the nat ion I s greate st problems as moral

in nature, traceable in the final analysis to post-juveiilil.e delinquents of

their parents' generation. Perhaps becaus; of this, or because it is their

time to do so, about 10 per cent of them are ap~rently trying to work out

their personal sy\ntheses of norms and realities, to find their changing

p.Iace in a changing society. to this quest, philosophy has pl.ayed a major

role. "'he behavioral sciences have h4-lped J.ittle; theo~logy, even less.

~or the minority, however, non-philosophy courses have proved relevant to

their desire especially for practical knowledge about the Philippines and

its problems, and a better understanding of manki.ng; We have not failed

completely.

Influentials

What Filipino leaders ask of the social sciences the working social

scientist well ':nows. For they come to him continually for he'Lp in
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understanding and in solving the problems that the country faces. The

gravest problems, t.hey ore agreed, Ue in the economic and mo ra L spheres:

lack of peace and order, deficiencies in the national e conomi c institution,

graft and corruption, and social injustice. Ranked fifth by naticnal-

level influentials and sixth by locals in a category of problems we label

"moral, cultural, and religious deficiencies in the general populace"

(ljynch 1970a:18).

The' possible role of social science in meet ing the se problems will

be clarified if we display the contents of this last category, as well as

of that called "deficiencie s in the national economic institution." The

general moral, cultural, and religious deficiencies are said to include

the following: citizen complacency, general indifference, failure to

exercise democratic rights, lack of national discipline, bah3.la na, lack

of civic consciousness; conflict between the Filipino family systerr. and

moder-ni zat.Lon], break~9n of traditional values; lack of faith, low pro-

portion o~men to women attending church services; lack of public opinion

(ljynch 1970b;2). The nation's economic deficiencies' have \reen described

in the se terms; economic instability, economic dependence, underproduction,

economic insufficiency, lack of sound economic planning, lack of long-

range plans,lack of money, low buying power, low dollar reserves, lack

Of foreign exchange, unfavorable balance of payment, lack of organization

(ibid.).

As these problems and ot.he rs like them are recited and recalled,

litany-like, by any competent social scientist who knows the Philippines,

he will see again and again the contribution his disci pUne might make to

the solution :Jf each, or at least to many of them. Knowing his trade ~
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thE! Philippines, hir will also recognize that whi Le he will not be asked to

cut any corr,ers professionally to make that contribution--on the contrary--

contributors relative to problems are in short supply, and his decision

to be involved is fast vecoming about as free ~ that of a fireman at a

four-alarm fire. The question is not whether or not, but how ue st, to be

involved.

Discussion

Students and responsible citizansask two things of us, that we

furnish frameworks for understanding and help them solve t.he i r problems.

In what follows 1 put aside the que st.Lon of how we might improve re search

and the strategies that guide it. I say not.h ing of the need we have to

write more often and more clearly, spelling out in simple terms the prac-

tical consequences of our rs se arch finding, thus accomplishing in sorre

measure at Last, the wO~)1y ambition of making a little more sense to a

few people. l''y concern here is rather with a cont r-ibut.Lon that social

scientists, and anthropologists in particular, . might make to those under-

graduates who, like most of the Ateneo seniors, are actively interested

and engaged in constructi~ their personal world views.

To bee-in .lith, we do know something about the individual's relation

to society and vice versa. But students are typically impatient with those

treatments of the slitbject that are too basic, so far removed from concrete

reality that their relevance can scars ce.Iy be perceived or appreciated.

Basic information is alwQ,Ys acceptable and desirable, but it must be, and

be seen as, applicable to real-life problems and interests, a perception

often enhanced by demonstration.
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too often, perhaps, we are tempted to present the basic information;,

bait a Socratic hooll: with some teasing hints at further implications, and

wait for the bite. The problem is that the ordinary student has other

things to nibble on, most of them much more appetizing than the generalities

that disintegrate untasted at the end of our lines. Similarly, a sbljool

of thought would say that in a college offering courses in the arts and

sciences, philosophy and theology included, the role of the faculty stops

at presentation of the constituent subjects--the individual must make the

synthesis.

This may be one of the reasons why over the years the most constant

complaint of Ateneo alumni has been the gap between what they learned of

life in school and what they later experienced--the rules and norms we

learned are beautiful, they say, but they can It be applied in the real

world. There are other norms, other rules, by which the real garre is

played.

It seems quite clear that only the exceptbnal student will make the

desirable integration on his own. Most of them need help. I do not suggest

they should be presented with an integration, ready-made and pre-t~ne~.

Rather, they need help in putting the parts together. And the ae Lp that

is needed will vary with the st.udent., as it does vith builders ·of radios,

model airplanes, cars,and ships. I recall how when 1 started making model

airplanes .I. had to read the assembly instructions step by step, but when I

had become accust.oned to their construction, experienced in the art of

assembly, I ignored the instructions: I had deve loped IT\Y own styLe, IT\Y own

approach to the integration of balsa wood, celluloid, rubber, metal, paper

and paint into a flying model airplane. And they flew--or so ... recall at
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this remove.

A student needs similar help when he tries to integrate such heady

concepts and unde r-st.andfngs as the I-thou relationship, cultural pressures,

values, societal goals, social injustice, graft and corruption, and the

Supreme Being. He has all the parts in his kit but, until he develops his

own style of putting things together, as he must, he will need SOlTe examples

of how others have done, it before his.•. He will need to read or observe--

not instructions, precisely--but pre cedent s, He will need to be shown

some of the alternstive ways in which the parts can be fitted together

into a workable integf'ation--one that will fly.

Can anthropology do this? Is anthropology the super-science to

integrate the others? I certainly do not see it as a latter-day queen

of the sciences, replacing philosophy andvt heoLogy in thei~ tracit~al

capstone roles. But perhaps because it is so broadly compar-at ive , anthro-

pology can furnish the searching student the examples he needs, the preceden~s

of putting together, out of knowledge, beliefs, values, norms, goals, and

desires, a personally meaningful and more or less integrated way of life

that will, 'with repairs en route of course, take a man from here to there.

This approach seems especially appropriate, in fact, for student s who

apparently make the~e integrations most meamngf'ul when they feel under no

pressure from the Establishment, be it the Church or their 0\'/11 traditional

culture, to follow a particular pattern. B;I{ displaying the integrating,

world-view-constructing behavior of many kinds of people in many kinds of

society, .and by showing !:!sTh' these integrations wsre effected, we shall

have done as much as we can do. The content s , the what, will be the student 's

private task. .let kly doing our part in the process we shall have helped a
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man, a fraction of a 'growing nation, find himself and, lmowing this, may

sleep more soundly for' it.

Notes

1
As of 1965, less than three per cent of Filipino f'ami He s reported

annual incomes of PIO,OOO or more. The mad'i.an annual family income for
Ateneo college parents is P2J,60d\l; for the parents of seniors the rredian
category is P30-39,000. According to the 1960 Census 3.5 per cent of
Philippine residents 25 years of age and over were college graduat.e s ;
for Ateneo college parents the corresponding figure is 65 per cent (-4rnch
1970a:22).

The Ateneo de ··'anila is a small jesuit university (about 2700 college
and graduate students) founded in 1859 'and since 1953 located on aB.2::­
hectare campus in Quezon City, Philippines. It is coeducational at the

gra:a-aa£e level, accepts women unde rgradu tes as cross-registrants.

The faculty (numbering 200, most of them employed full time) may be
characterized in average terms as male, single, Roman eatholic, and about
36 years of age. They tend to be Filipinos and layrren, but about 40 pe r-e-c .
cent are priests or religious; 33 per cent, non-Filipinos. Almost four
out of five have the masters or doctorate degree <32 per cent have the
Ph.D.). Two out of three earned their degree abroad, generally in the
United States (Lyn.ch 1970a:14 and Table 30).

2 Since January 1969 the Institute of Philippine Culture, the Ateneo I s
social science research group, has been Ldent.If'ying and interviewing
Filipino inIluentials at the national and local levels. These leaders
tend to be graduates of a relatively small number of schools, the Ateneo
de .danila included.

By an influential is nearrt one whose activities measurably affect
public policy or opinion at either the national or local level. l~ames

are arrived at by a combination of reputational and behavioral approaches,
with panelists and nominees interviewed in Greater Manila andve Lght other
cities (see Lynch 1970b:3). The study is sponsored""by the Philippine
Accrediting Association of Schools, Colleges, and Universities, with funds
furnished mostly by the Faura Research Center, Inc.

3
The facultY~l:)tudent survey on national problems (funded by the Kaura

Research Center, Inc.) was conducted by Perla Q. Maldl and Horacio
Barrorreo, Jr., both of the IPe. Faculty opinions, like those of influentials
(Note 2), were given in reply to an open-ended que st i on , Students ranked
12 problems presented to them for that purpose. These problems Wlre derived,
in turn, from a tabulation of replies from influentials.
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k This survey on relevance was done the last week of January, 1970.
Respondents are about 170, or three fourths, of the 230 students in

senior year. I am grateful to colleagues Bovenrnars, Ferriols, Ocrospe ,
Green, O''Hare , Reyes, and Torralba for the part they played in admmss­
tering the questionnaire to their class sections.
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Table 1. Ateneo de l'lanila college seniors classified by their reported
norms for academic relevance, crossclassified by the subject they think
most relevant (January 1970)

NdlidmM for academic Most relevant subject taken Signif.
relevance Philosophy other TotaJ,.

Subjects

Helps me to understand
~oJrething important 59% 41% 54%

0.05*
Helps me to meet and
solve important but
practical problems 41 58 46

TOTAL N 115 53 168

b. Courses

About !!\Yself 68% 38% 58%

About the Philippine s 11 24 15 0.01*
and Filipinos

About the world 21 38 26
and mankind

TOTAL N 115 53 168

.. .l.he chi-square test of significance we used.



Table 2. Ateneo de Manila college seniors classified by the "most relevant
subject" they had taken, crossclassified by the norms they report for subjects
(see Table la) and for courses (see Table lb) (January 1970)

Most relevant Understanding Practical
sub teet taken Self Phil. \'iorld Total Self Phil. vlorld Total

Philosophy 45 6 18 69 32 46
Economics ·3 2 4 9 1 13
Business 0 0 0 e 5 8
other social sci.* 3 1 4 8 2 7
Math., and Phys. sci. 3 1 0 4 2 2
Theology 0 0 0 0 0 1
English, 1 O· 0 1 0 0

Total 55 10 26 91 42 16 19 77

*Includes "behavioral sciences" (an undergraduate sequence in anthropology,
linguistics, psychology, and sociology), conununications, and political sciences.
Undergraduates do not take anthropology as such, though the IN.A. in anthropology
is offered.



Table 3. Weighted ranks (in order of "relevance") given by Ateneo de --anila college seniors to subject'S they had
in college, classified by subject, crossclassified by their present philosophy section (January 1970)

M6
Average

trank Subject 163 A 1038 104B 104C 104 D 10~ 104F 1041' 4-NE Range
order* of ranks

1. Philosophy 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1
2 Econormc s 3 3 3.5 2 5 5 3 2 ;'3
3 Business 7'·4 10.5 5.5 3.5 4 15 1 /.'·4 14

4 Humanities 2 17.5 11 19 2 9.5 11 3 17
5 Psychology 9 4 9 13 11.5 3 19 5 16
6.5 Sociology 13 5 7.5 3.5 10 2 10 6 11

G..6.5 Behavioral
sciences 16 6 12 6 4 6 7 8 12

8 Hathematics 8 16 10 3 13 7.5 13 3 13
9.5 Theology 5 8.5 2 7 11 4 12 12 10

9.5 .c;ng1ish 6.5 7 7.5 11.5 7 5 10 10 6.$
11.5 Political

Science 14 17.5 16 10 0 9.5 9 8 0 9.5
11.5 Physics 19 10.5 18 17 16 16 16.5 19 13 8.5

, 13 History 12 8.5 5.5 8 14 6 7.5 9 11 6.5
14 Communications 6.5 2 13 16 8.5 12 13.5 11 0 14
15 Anthropology 10.5 12.5 17 18 13 8 12 16 7 11
16 Biology 15 12.5 15 11 17 14 16.5 18 14 7
17.5 Chemistry 17 14 3.5 14 15 17 18 17 15 14.5
17.5 Filipino 10.5 19 14 17 8.5 19 13.5 15 16 10.5
19 language!'

.Linguistics 18 15 19 15 18 18 15 14 17

Number of students
ranking 14 18 14 21 27 13 17 22 . 31

* Agreerrent on ranks is very close among all class sections (0.001 level using the Kendall coefficient of
concordance w),
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