APPENDIX D: THE CONTEXT AND PROCESS OF THE ANALYSIS

The methods section of this report reflects a bW@sards the explication of my

reactivities in regard to the research processs blas highlights my position both as a
historical as well as a racial subject. Given tkatrlity of both the experiences of the
researcher and the researched in interpretive nadsemethods (Terre Blanche &

Durrheim, 1999), | sought to craft an argument fba¢-grounds and acknowledges my
reactivities as the researcher right at the begmof the report, to achieve the following
considerations. In as much as this bias demarcateckactivities out of the analysis, it
also marked and announced their presence and @hgdinence throughout the process.
Examples of these reactivities were included in regponses towards what the
participants were saying; my thoughts and feelelgsut racial identities, and how raced
subjectivities were playing themselves out in mteiiaction with the participants, my
engagement with the history of race and racismea@ally in Cape Town. | have chosen
to discuss these reactivities at the beginning loé tmethods chapter as an
acknowledgement of my having impacted on the deéaltanalyzed, and for the reader

to take these into consideration as (s)he readsghrthe report.

As can be observed in the quotes that | used wtstidites points of discussion and
argument, the excerpts are not always limited tatwhe participants were saying, it is
the whole interaction (at least at the verbal [gwbht becomes a focus of analysis,
highlighting my inextricability from the data inigp of the focus of analysis being biased

towards the researched. Further, to the extenttisastudy focuses on subjectivities, and



not intersubjectivities, | considered the discussad the possible role of this bias in
Chapter 2 as the most prudent move to facilitataralysis of a subject which would be
too complex to engage were all the subjectivitieglenfocal in the analysis, especially
considering that it was not only the conscious festations of these subjectivities that
were subject to analysis, but the unconscious #&spéthese subjectivities too. Given all
of these, it is clear then that focusing the analga my reactivities, was not part of the
objectives for the current project, although suehctivities are acknowledged to have
impacted on the process. It is reflections on ‘ooddl subjectivities’ that | needed to put
emphasis on, which emphasis potentially could bailéel if the focus was spread too

widely, depriving the analysis of the depth tha tbcus | adopted afforded it.

It is with this in mind that | provide a further gication of the analysis process,
specifically in regard to how | developed the brélaeimes which | have used as chapter

titles.

The early stages

Given that the interviews were audio-recorded, plyed a research assistant to help
transcribe most of the audiotapes, having transdréo few of these myself. Once all of
the tapes were transcribed, | checked each of themccuracy, which | did by listening
to all the tapes, while at the same time | was irgpdnd making corrections where
necessary. This stage did not involve any ordeohthe information contained in the

transcripts; however, it was an invaluable stagechvitontributed to my levels of



familiarity with the data. In addition to havingroducted all the interviews myself, and
having interacted with most of the participantsdyey the two hours (on average) of the
interview, | had gone through the tapes beforesthge of transcription in preparation for
subsequent interviews. The point of this descripteoto illustrate that | employed a data
analysis approach based on Rae Sherwood’'s (19§0pagh to analyzing life history

material. Sherwood describes his approach as imglv

‘self immersion in the interview material of onediwidual (the verbatim
transcripts in full) staying with the material fas long as necessary for my
empathy and insight to grow from within the datelf, throwing light on the

patterning of that particular life’ (p. 311).

Conducting the interviews, reviewing the recordeateral in preparation for subsequent
interviews, and conducting an accuracy check orirdrescripts, all constituted aspects of
the self immersion described above in the cashisfresearch. It is apparent that part of
what this process is meant to achieve is for tlseaecher to gain adequate familiarity
with the material, a process that paves the wayhermore involved process in which
the development of empathy and insight and intésion of material are the ultimate
goals. This kind of self immersion in the researdterial provided an opportunity to see
where field observations fitted in with the rest thie recorded material for each
individual, and how different transcripts evincedlated contents. Following a thorough
reading and re-reading of the different transcyipthat emerged were the following

preliminary, ‘rough’ themes:



» Performing race: being coloured through complicity

» Some of us are black and others are coloured:-tatrdlial race relations

» The privilege of a ‘coloured identity’

* Couples in black and coloured: A child in this et

* Race and sexuality in processes of identity andtifieation

» Subjective relevance in the 1990’s: Sources ofesiive transformation

» Shame vs pride in being coloured

* ‘Tabooization’ of interaction with blacks

» Contact in social spaces

* The coloured vote again

» The emasculization and hypermasculization of trecllpatriarch in coloured
homes

» Home, even ifitis racist

This list of possible themes came out of the precgsself-immersion in the data, and as
compared to the final list of chapter titles, ihdae appreciated that it reflects a closer
relationship with the data before interpretatioowever, it cannot be denied that the data
as it stood in the recordings, as well as the fidldervations were filtered through all that
I was and all that | knew and was continuing tareand incorporate in my experience at
that point. This points resonates with Sherwood38() assertion regarding his project
and the process of analysis when he says ‘natyr@llythat | have learnt and thought

about throughout a varied professional career fieetltontinents has been brought into



play, but not in a consciously pre-determined wgy’ 312). The beginnings of this
project were motivated by my professional expemsnm Cape Town, as well as my
personal experiences there. Even though this hiabeem fore-grounded as an aspect of
analysis, its influence has been acknowledgedhBurimy experiences as a raced as well
as a potentially racist subject in a society ttest pre-determined my relationship towards
the participants inevitably played out while | ttieo sift through and gain some insight
into the data. For instance, for someone whoserigsl classification placed him in the
lower rungs of the racial ladder, and who experenthe degrees of exclusion and
deprivation associated with this social positidie access that a coloured name afforded
one in regard to socio-economic resources was fiignt enough to warrant being
discussed as a sub-theme in one of the chapteep{€hb). Possibly, this access would

have been less significant for someone else whqseriences were different.

By the time | conducted the analysis, | had readdly in the area of coloured identities,
and how these interacted with other racial idesgitin South Africa. These historical
appreciations, as well as the clinical theorieswich | have been schooled (e.g.
developing specific sensitivities in me (for examplegarding the state of being a child,
the psychodynamics of shame and the dominanceeopltiallus in racial and gender
relations) and my personal processing of theseygatime to attach more significance to
some aspects of the data, and less to otherswHyi©f integrating previous knowledge
and experiences emphasizes that this project ‘stanédnd within a tradition and at times
moves on and beyond the confines of that sametitadin keeping with a dynamic

process’ (Rawson, 2002, p. 55). This was not alatisd research project, and past and



present experiences as well as the context withiiciwit was carried out would have an

impact on the final outcome, whether this impaedknowledged or not.

Thelatter stages

By its very nature, the relationship of the reskarearticipant is asymmetrical. It is the
researcher who conducts the background literattmeceptualizes the project, analyzes
the data and writes the report (Mama, 1995). Alghoil is desirable that the researcher-
participant relationship be characterized by edqua$ much as possible during the data
gathering phase, it is impossible to maintain #tisther stages of the process. The point
that is being made is that the initial stages & #nalysis, where the ‘bottom up’
approach is employed bear the closest relationghifhe interviews as conducted and
recorded. However, with the refinement of analyisye tends to be a shift away from
direct similarities between the data and the abstras made of it. The challenge as the
process continues, is to ensure that such intefpzas and allocations of meaning are as
strongly rooted in the data as possible. It is @gathis then, that the initial list was
refined in an attempt to link the identified themtesbodies of literature that could help
with the explanation of and meaning-allocation éhation to the data. The refinement
process included the reading of drafts of chaptgrsmy supervisors, who made
invaluable recommendations that were in turn diseds elaborated and modified
accordingly. 1 cannot overemphasize the importantehis contribution by others,
especially for a research project that foregrouswalsjectivity. To the extent that this

project still had to adhere to the prescriptions sofentific research, checking and



validation of interpretations by more than just tiesearcher is a crucial aspect of the

process. Subsequently, the initial themes wereedfas follows:

Complicity

« Familial difference

* Privilege

* Mixed race childhood

* Sexuality

» Subjectivity and transformation
* Shame and pride

+ Taboo

* Race and the public space
* Colouredness and the State
» Patriarchy

* Belonging

During this process which is similar to theme initut, as explained in Chapter 2, theme
elaboration was taking place too, as conveyed bydifierence between the two lists of
themes provided above. To the extent that the selisinrepresents a refinement of the
first list, setting the stage for interpretatiordaamriting up the report, it also represents a
further consideration of the data through the psead self-immersion, resulting in a map
through which to navigate the data. For each offifferent themes identified, the whole

body of data was re-considered and nodes of sogmfimeaning were marked using a



colour marker and making notes and connectionsdetvthe different transcripts. | have
attached two transcripts as Appendix E1 and AppeR&@. The first one illustrates the
early stages of data analysis, where | was markimgy making notes regarding any
information on the transcript that sounded sigaificbased on my experience as well as
what felt like the most deeply cathected momentsredfection in the interviews.
Appendix E2 illustrates the latter process of asiglywhere the coding was closely
related to the themes that had been identifiecctiyrérom the data, and refined through

considerations of associated literature and sugiervi

At the end, the list was reduced to five centrahtles, which allowed the compression of
some of the themes that were identified earlieg.(e#ace and the public space,
colouredness and the state) into one theme (ebgedive transformation) or fewer more
comprehensive themes. Further, it became appdranthere was a risk of the richness
of the data being lost if the data was spread adaas many themes. The five themes that

remained and became overarching themes for thectiragters are as follows:

Performing colouredness, abjecting blackness
* Intrafamilial ‘racial difference’

* Coloured childhood

* Race, coupling and sexuality and

* Subjective transformation

Conclusion



One of the advantages of qualitative research tanareéscription that a smaller sample be
used is the manageability of the data produceturim this manageability ensures depth
of analysis, given that such human processes asthynpan be employed to lend the
analysis a quality that would otherwise be impdssilContrastly, for quantitative

methods large samples are crucial because of thenoa aim in quantitative research to
attain results are generalizable to more thanthestsample used. Consequently, in this
case more rigid methods of managing data are remgess help deal with the large

amount of data, whose careful management is inladuar purposes of generalizability.

This does not suggest that careful management t@af idanot critical for qualitative
research. Indeed, thematic analysis comprises dtmges that can be followed in
analyzing data. However, part of the strength oélitative research resides in its
(transparent) flexibility, which allows the analygb reach the crevices of experiences
which rigid analytical methods would miss or exdudhe thematic analysis that was
used for and described in this study capitalizedhenmanageable size of the sample and
the resultant data, the acknowledged role thatestibjty plays in research, and the
indispensability of empathy as a research and/atyais tool, producing a depth and

complexity in the analysis not easily achievableeotvise.
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