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Concepts and Theories of
ocial Change

) INTRODUCTION

Social change is a widely discussed subject but its theoretical
position in sociology remains controversial. Interest in this
area has also fluctuated because of many vexed theoretical
problems, especially those relating to explanation or predic-
tion of the course and content of social change. We may find

£ 'a periodicity in the literature of Western sociology about its
g theoretical concern with change. In its formative phase
¢ (roughly 1875-1920, see Sorolkin 1965: 833) sociology was
2 deeply attached 1o historical reconstructions and generaliza-
= tions about social change. Such theoretical postulates were
g also reinforced by those from social anthropology and
¢ ethnology. The contributions of Spencer, Comte, Marx and
¢ Pareto about social and cultural evolution and its laws were
Eoriented to historical reconstruction similar 1o those of Henr
gMorgan, McLennan, Bachofan and Henry Maine. Social
jchange was, however, the central concern of sociology at this
Blime. It also had a nascent ideological bias, that of universal
Eprogress of mankind, and unilinear course in social evolution
ifor all societies following the Western model. There were
gslight variations on this theme, but by and large, this
gssumption permeated the sociological literature of the time.
. This over-concern with social change got a setback in
"" Toughly during 1920-58. The focus shifted from
ﬁii%hf social forms to their function: the speculative
B 16lastic approach was replaced with an emphasis on
studies and collection of first-hand empiricql,,dgﬂg
e = " M W
10logical generalizations gave way to smal!_;ﬁ';q_ﬁﬂ
d micro-sociological theorizing; system Ehi‘!_ggi;
!

=2 N0 more the dominant focus of sociology; instea
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remained no more the dominant foow of sociology: imitead, the interes
shified to ryucim inwegrstion and boundary maimsepance lunctions
of sexial fomms  Thii teend 166 had ju erigin in the Weie It albo
reflected  the growing methodological swphinication in seciclogy.
Theoretically, the implied ol social sysem with organic
wpiem, and of social proces with biclogial evolution (opecially the
hﬂﬂiﬂlnul:ﬂluﬁmurfmﬂjﬂm:ﬂﬂiﬂm?ﬂdm
be sustained on empirical and historical grounds. Existentially, the
jacia] eoat of indwirialisation aad ihe two world wars dispelled the
optimizn about the univern] evolutionary progres of mankind, and
the invasiable laws poswulated by wilitasian positivism. i

During the decade Following 1958, however, 3 fevival in the sudy
of social change can be observed in Western sociology. The theoretic-
al presuppositions of funcional analysi wme increaingly under hre
(= R. Dahrendarf. 1958: C. Wright Mills, 1938, C G. i
1959: G, C, Homans, 1864} during this pericd  Morcover, the socio-
logiszs of [unctionalise orientation are pow ween muking heroic efort
o demongtrate the effectivenes of their model for the analys of
social change also (scc, Smeler, 1959 and 1963; Parsons, 194} The
urgency for pevival of intevesr in sacial change probably emerged
alw becamse of tbe proces of decolonization of Asia, Africa and
Latin America where, nof continoity, bet revelntiooary change was
ﬂhmnrnuinnﬂarpimimmdimﬁ'f. The concem with
change became a nocemity for Western sociologists as they confronted
a new younges generation in their own country whiche defied the
satus guo in quest of new values and 2 new social osder. Consequendy.,
thie analyils of social change once apain beoume 3 contral concern of
sociclogy. It mather amumed the overtones of sociological idgology
(o, Dumont. 1964: 10 for the developing nanions.
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USA. The Soccuacdions in the study of social change and
ias relevant theoretical formulations as seem in the West did, however,
caly pamially exist in Indian sodelogy. Analytic descriptive studies
ol various weial Tnd cultlfal sytesu in India did cogage (ke interests
the Brithh amd Eurcpean wholam rmight trom the eighteenth
tury. but comparatively the sudies about the proccues of social
change went on conginually. In csftras with ibe Wet the Indian

siolog

cal tradition does mot ¥6em to have undergone theoretical
ioms mich as, evolutionary, functicnaliyt 30d neo-evelutionary

sis of social change. Roughly, one might discern some
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CHNCEFIS AN THEORIES OF I0CisL SHaNGL =
rmreapordnier with tliow; throe major oririlatetad i ihe iuence
ol Bevdian sociologicl siudicy bt the conderm wilh weisl donge wa
plways preseni, Exen_ilir _l'-_:_ru:t._i.ml:lliil! u;HtiFl. wede makily Bud
on the analyis of vocial chapge ia Indie, 33 we shall show lates In

Ger, wime of the mow discused concejs of wocial thange s Indl”

bave Tisn developed by sxicloghn whe are deardy onmud iy B
sirnciuraldunoional mothod. The Indian scciologivs bave been
merdTarcemnsd with ihe fedofises of wocisl soeommemeelsiion amd
aclapration roifer than with zbscrza theory building which s s muoch
i evidenics in the Western sociolegy of the pamn and contrmporeny
UEE. The only desr exception in this regard where 2 pysecmaric
effory §v made wward absirao  theorizsion o medel-builldieg
may be found in the writings of Radha Kamal Mukherjee. Otberwine,
aoat-sciological writingy in India tend to be substantive mather
than theoretial. Consequendy, the amalysis of change in one form
of " SHoHE. Is inborent in most sedological writog right bom iu
early dave
ﬂurﬁhjnululnundn‘nﬂnilmrnjdlhﬂ]m:mndd
change in Indian sociclogy is to revicw the saliont coogepigal and
ieoactical formulations aboug il change. We shall be mainly
interested in analyiing the namne of deeoreicl preupposicions aod
concepiual schemes thar bave growm through mubmaniive smodic of
the structures and processes of changes in the Indian sod

B

amd relevande,

~Sociclogy as distinct from hinoriography and social philosophy
emerged slowly duving the fine quariey of the twentieth cenrury In
Iadis. The pace In this regard was yet by early British and Exropean
“orientalists’, ‘missionaries’ and “sdminisraton’ wmed cihnographen
and culiural historiams (e, Cobn, 1863: 328 lnlh-:Ig-!Ehﬂ
wradition fuself onc finds 2 menaphyrical rather than secologial
irearmel of change. The major categories of thought tha compris
the Indisn eradition are , halimm’, ‘continuity’, l_n: :ﬂ;
IR [hee, Yogendra Singh, 1978) and chamge ar wuch fors
lews shan a mr:alﬁ-ﬁnﬂ‘ﬁrf' ﬁr&prﬁ_ﬂ%ﬂq PE"]"“'_!J“";
The-conceps of change has in this traditien an organic liok 1-:“
the differenciation of the Timelew and the Eternal.  We find I
reflected right upto the 20tk cencury in the writings of ﬁm:rhdﬁ
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esiegory. 8 worldform’ thar weuld permcaie the bumisn condition.

—ObFeuily, weh formulations of the procés of chacge in the
Indian waditen, not withoot parallels in the West (see, Stark, 19533)
kave their limitations from a0 sociological paint of view where the
existential reality by rule of correspondence forms an esential compo-
nem for veribouwion im ench pestulaved catcgorical or com
model. This rule of corropondence seems ta be lacking in the
traditional formulztions of social change in India.

The Indian_sociological formulations of the concepr of social
change And a begrnring in lhr_ﬂ"rilinp_ﬁ_ﬂ:ll: British and Indian
scholan following the lant quarter of the 19th century and oowards.
Gradually, these concepis and formulations got diferentiated and a
variety ol approaches emerged.  For a brick survey these approaches
eould be danifed into the lellowing types (1) Evolutionary approaches:
(2) Cultural approachey: Sanskridration-Westernimaion; Litde and
Girear Tradition, and Multiple Tradigons; (3 Structural approaches:
Differentiation and Mobility Asalyses asd  Dislectical-Historical
approaches.” This dasification is purely hewristie. It repreenis the
dominant thearetical ar ruu:fp'tq]] arientations foumd o the writings
of the sociologists concomed,

Evelufunary A i

The village community, caste and family were the three themes
on which smudies were conducied by sodal cthnographen and soclo-
Yogists in the Late nineties and early twenties. Whereas 2 few studenis
of these realities were struck by coatinuity in the Indin senial
nitEm and tradition (per, Charles Metcalfe's Mmutes of the Filloge
of Delhi of 1830 and Dumont I'EE-:;. %nﬂ;thﬂmmﬁnig
the cvolutionary approach, concentratlon om Sge
institutions like caste, Gmily, mamdage and kinship znd rith;l
COMmEmUniEY in the counc of their growth in Iodia, Coba WTLES !
“The dats and their organisation implicidy reflec the work ol
Margan, Melsnnan, Lubbock. Tylor, Starcke *and “Frazer. Thee
men were concerned with the we of “rutoms” fog example, marriage
br capiere, p-ulzrmdr,. of the levirate — to infer u_l::rlhh; abepurt

: pare or ai they termed d, “civilization”. Similardy,

the oripic af cul
oinls 2 muu“llmdndhpﬂﬂhﬂﬂﬂ“mm

develop stages of the development of religion. The “rustoms”
> uflumdind out of thelr contexts as hard fares which
e compared and clasified 2 to the mage of developmen
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1916; Risley, 1915; N. K. Dutr, 1951; Ghurye, 1945 and 1932; Gula,
1B Huiton. 1955 and 19M6; etc) In these studies emphasis was
uiifosmly on the Lactors which contributed to the origin of the caste
sysiem. Even when comparative analyses were undertaken, the evolu-
tionary peripective remained, that is effort was made to find out
institutions similar to caste in other societles based either on the
ragial, eccupational, ethnic or other sociocultural astributes Data
derived from myths, epics, history and folklore were adduced to con-
firm many speculative generalidations about the origin of cane and
ity buture form, An evolutionary perspective was thus built into gone-
sal staremenis about eame. One may of course Bnd elements of depar-
ture in the writings of Hutton and Ghurye, but these sociologists too
were deeply concerned with hypothesising about caste-arigin and not
only abowt its structure and function — the aspect of study which
lager rl'pi:l;ﬂi the Er:‘ul'iﬂ'll.l'f O EE LA LT,

‘The studies of villages and land systems were similarly ariented
cither to fnding oug the historical stage of growth or thelr comparative
evglutionary sequence and succestion of forme (e, Sir Henry 5.
Maing, 1890; BadenrFowell, 1852 and 1904). Maine was partioubarly
concerned with placing che lnadian village kore an evoluibonary scheme
through which jts linkages with the village communites in the Wet
could be stablished As Dumont rightly sys, Maine “hasdly ever
looked 3t the Indian village in itself, but cnly as a counterpan W
Teutonic, Slavonic or other inpimrions. India was to him litde
more than “the greay rﬂpﬂ-ﬁ"ﬂl’! af wertables rllrmzna of anciemt
usage and smcieme juridical thooght™ (e, Dumont 1966 S530).
In his treatmens of the process of ‘feudalisafion’ Maine dearly
pestulates 3 tramsition Gowm “village community’ 1o Manorial Group
which succeeds in an evolutionary sequence umiversally.  Baden-
Powell oo is concemned with the ‘origin® and ‘growth’ of the village
communities in India, and both in his reamment of e land systema
and forms of village communities be comes very dose to formuolating
an evilutonary proces by which villages emerged in India from a
communal-ownenbip 1o thae based on joint tharing and single land.
lord ownenhip. The severality, joinr ramindsrd and jagirdari
il willsges secording to Bades-Powell could bave evalved through a
process of muccesion of dominant groups of conquest and settlement.

We thus find a continuity in theoretles] formulations abour change
in Indian sociology of the nineteenth century. Such evalatisasry
formulations also implied that social forms and tradidons in India
wETE i ll”ﬂd#n{wﬁmm ta the western forms zned
ﬂiﬂ“ﬂﬂpﬂ'“ﬂlhhﬂm:mmﬂdmm,mﬂhn
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vl i sonuadmes Bbddes slang o this type of inteprviation of us lovmulatid by M. M. Spimivas seere_ihe lnm,_rrl-hrm.um_mm[-n
the Indian soeial system and coliure which naturzlly evobed 3 feet; Wi define the processes of change taking place in the Indian muley,
el reseniment among many Indisn scholam iy Brijendra Nagh - Sanakrilicalion and Westermization; A comprehensive theory o
Seal meverely crithcised the auempt of British Tanthre; oghts and wocial o oulirsl change awames that sources of change lic both
Westemn edhnologious to dlasify Indian culwre and sacial instivarions ] inside and ounide the sptem.  The concepts of Sanskritiestion and
32 lower level of cvolution. through a Vogeaetic method, He WeslFriitation postulated by Srinivas define these two typer of sotrien
took an anti-cvolutionary viewpoint In ctures at Caleurta Unfver. i of wilal change. Sambritiation vepresents scwual or asplied for
it§ during the firn quaricr of the twentieth cemury I"W--El:!ﬂ‘ﬂ cultural mobility within e framework of established “Great
Singh. 1067). Radha Kamal Muklierjer raponding o this inue Tradition” and stratification system of caste.  Weiemizarion irmplies
wiote: “The siiempt to loree synem and methods of induirial Thifge resulting from culural contact with the West, partieulasly
offanisation, econiomic arranpement 38d atitudons which have 3. Great Briisin.  Srinivay defines Sspakritization " ithe peocess Ly
mitrably suited a differems eographical environment would “always which a “low’ caue 8F tiibe or other group takes over the customs,
be DUllle” (ice, Yogendra Singh, 1860, T developmenty seq o | ricual, bellefs. ideology and wyle of life of 2 bhigh and, in particular,

F new wrend in concoptual formulations about iaial change Which afio 2 “wwicebien’ (dedfs) casic. The Samakeitization of a greap has
coinclded with the rise of funcrional methad in Western wociobogy. usually the effect of improving it pasition in the Jocal cane hierarchy

During the second quarter of the lumliuh'hmrurr_lnﬂu_mm It normally proupposes either an improvement in ihe cconomic or

and social anthropolopy beeame essndally empirical.  The_analysis i pelitical position of the goup concerned or a higher group sell-

of ficld-data replaced speculative generalisations. Thus Focus shifeed . tonsciousaiess resulting from it contace with a source of the “Great

frem the proces ol change wo that of integratian and_functioning : Tradition” of Hinduism such a8 pllgrim cenge or MORANETy or

of the wpicm.  Cohn sy, “By 1990 the nudy of Indian soicty proselytising sect™ (Srinivas, 1966: 67-8). This defimiting of Samdkeiss

camulaively had the following componenis: (1 = broadscale ration is by far the most comprebensive thal™Srinivas has periulated

humanistically oriented tradition which emphasised (e relationship Easlier e wsed the term “Brahmanization” for this proce wherein

the castes lower i hierarchy imitated the cultural and ritusl praciices
of the Brahmans (we. Srinivas, 19352 bur later on he found the
e may not orly be a Brabman madel for emulation but many
mmm“mwtﬁmmﬁdqﬁumn“ﬂ
Shaoll, 1950; B. 5. Cohn, 1055; D. Pocock, 1957; Rows, 1%63: Kalis,
1959 and others).  Hence, Srinivas changed the contexrual mesi

undy of casc which sought to see Indian society as 3 colleetion of
discrees entltics whose mraditions and omtams could be daidfied and
sbudied; (3 a cadition of ecomomie stindy which seught 1o describe

:
:
E
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ailes” (e, Srinivas, 1962: 42) and later brosdemed fis reference
braad comparative framework, but without an intensive phic cobilext o any group higher in came staws, particularly the ‘twice.
hase" (ace, Cohn, 1968 Mann'y wirveys of Decean villages and bomm’ castes. i
Wiaer's nmanl ryibem amd cural gocial serugiure in P, : _83_a_concept not only fdentified a wery erutial
were the brginning of 3 new orientation in we Indian sociolegical aspect o the procens of change in the Indlan calture and s fnstinstions
analysis {ees, Mann, 1921; Wik, 1936) ) hlnﬁt‘lﬁtﬂmﬁlﬁnlﬂhlﬂmhﬁnﬂ.mhgﬂlﬂhﬂlﬂ
—Analysis of change in these wudies cemned w0 be mamoscopic and Indian sociclogy which has not yet come to 2 conclusion.  Here was
m-mﬂ:miul;rmphidmﬂ,mum“nﬂm PR Sad ‘an g S =
BSSEIRY. S At of Ghutrvelt s tons 12 the forms and functions of Hlﬂhnuumuﬂdndﬂqhmdnﬂuw it also
the mystems concerned Between two polnti of time. Such anilyls mtiified those who had & special fondness for :
had mo sigmihcani mnpndmhﬂhtuiuﬂﬂqm : mﬂhuﬂrﬂqmmmmm.'.mlam
Dument 1960: 9 o eomraric’ o bty Dumons's. st e, | g, 0ec. Raghwvin, 1985; Dev Raj Chanams; 1961; Harger, 1969, J, .
DimanE, iHi:'I].Thm-nmruﬂ '____‘__mm . 1963). These hissarical cval ot dldoasl

ith
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venlamates o the maliov of the prooa ol Samslaizization b alm
reaval comtexmoal pape and limitations in the formulation of his
svmcept.  Chanana bar instance meniions thay in Tunjph oot only
the Mindsl bist slss Perisn cultural contset characterine] the madel
foo imition. Chanana alse expressod donbu abouy Wenomindoo
as mach He myy: 30 regards the pressnt (simatiom in Panjab), it
weuld e betinn o say tha Indisnization i at works by this we mean
WesterniZation o 2 Tange Sxbint in oxtemnali aod the reassertion of
largely Indian valuer, mingled with the humaniaarian valoey of the
Wesi in matiers of spirit” (Chanana, 19§1: 414}

Similar supgestions have alss been offered by other social wientiat,
for examvple. dhan Samakeitizadon aa a procen dhould be analped In
1hmtmdthnnnmdw¢qﬁ“ﬂﬂiﬂ ¥
b vanboss groaps in the sivacture (H. Gould, 1968: S50,
The wge w0 rankritie be a disguised aemps 1o raike social
[mﬁmm’unmlldﬂlﬂuladmﬂmhnﬂﬁh
stafoy mobility of 3 3 conseguence of it. There i alio 3 view than
ihe imilatkon [omework that Ssmbriciotion sugpess bawd on the
hicrarehy of the Grear and Litile Traditions or el levels of dominant
oultural iraditions might fanetion in 3 cireoly miher than linear
foren.  Mchim Mamictt olserves that there i ne cdear procews of
Sanakritizadon "t the expense of” the "ponSambkritic” traditioas
Tristesd of there being 5 he finde “Evidence of sceretion
and of wranunutatics in oaltaral fomm witkoul appareny eplacement
and withoat nﬁmﬂn:ﬂ.dlﬁqmﬂlhkﬂlﬁw
Armenis ... Samakritic rites are often ddded on 1o non-aandkritic
e without replacing them™ (MeKim Marioa, 1935

Samukritiration is also 3 term wilh many connotatisns. Seinived .
writes that “Sanikritdsscion i an cremely comples and heterogmmeous
mllhmlt‘nurlhllilm‘dhmmh“
ireai it as a bundle of concepu than a3 @ single conoept. The important
thing to remember b that it i enly @ name for 3 widespread culiurl
process (M. B, Srimivas, 1902: 081, inlic added). Mo doubi, the
contiderable litersture that bay mow grown on this n'hj_ﬂ.l peflecs
this fscr.  Samskritization il given varked inferpeetations. Mot only
kave social scientiss undermosd Sanakriieation  differemily  but
ihey have spprecisted or critiched i for contradiciory Teasond.
Fdwand B. Harper, for insance, treats Serakritiration sy & “funciional
concept’ 2 distiner from 3 “hitorical” comcept. It o according to
liem, an interpretative category 1o understand the relutiamibip amang
whe changing elements within the tradition, than ity historical con-
(Harper, 1959 J- F. Sual writes, however, thie Sanskritiz-

3t which synchronic analysis could ever arvive In osder to

|
s

“deacribes 3 process and fn a'concepe of change. 1t b not a coneept
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material ebtaingd by gynchromic analyis.  Samakiltization i a meta

i this genc, and all bistorienl doued i @n¢ mElgroncefs
that they are based wpom comeepts of synchronic analyy (. F. Staal,
(655560 15, 9936, Dralics adlded) Here the natursl implication is that
Sanskritisation f a hisorical concept or belongs 1o the comcepts of
the wame species  Many more reflecting the contradicions
of meanings atacisted with the rerm Sanskritization tould be mention-
wil,

Ax Srimawas himecll scknowledgen the of Samkritizaticn
helpa one to klentily the culturs] or ‘pesitional” and not te sructural
lorma of social chamge. Samskritization, bowever, presupposcs the
exisience of structural conitraints on premures in the soclal syaem.
That i why it is relaned o sneder Inporoant motion of Snnivs —
that of “dominany case’. A dominani ctc i onc which cojoy a
relatively prnhm.h.l.ll. F-u.h- in the oaMe |'|.i.|.-|"n.'l|:‘hrI :r'il.l:.ml.l.':l1
economically, mumesically and educationally oo as §L really oblains
on the basiy of the combination of aoy of these lour vanables of
d&Einance. The lormuluion of the criteria of dominance by Stinivas
has been critically examined by many social scientiss.  No doube
fhm;#n natare of the term ‘dominang caste’ and fu reladorthip

£ fower structare of groups is ssch s might @il for farher
-ﬂﬁﬂmmum1m?1.mm';_ 1970) but the
phenomenon of dominanee daes render the concepe of Samikritization
mach more dynamic. It is the dominant castes of groups that offer
M__undd:hiﬂ;{unﬂmhmmphh
"""'ﬂ"""?-hr-“_‘_ﬂ“'_‘ mobility i seen as a function of power.
Asiia izztion are Srinivas concepts of "Westerniza-

tion’, Wenernitation refers 1o all cultural changes
m'hmntmhmum_ﬁmm“hu

|

Little end Grea: Tradition: The process of social change in India

B todied and SnafyiEd itk whit Tielp ol the :&E-F of
w08, The approach emanates from

Redfeld in Mexien. For sodetles having
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of chamge showld be amadved (RadSeld 1935360 Bl anliztion
o of Taditons. coe of the ditss o 5= reSwcthe fow where it
& Soreyfly 2oieeliced, aad the other of the &k o the valestored
peasiess  The former be alled "Great’ and the latzer Tinde™ madition.
Exch eadicon bas i owe social erpanission, that &, inssitosiooalised
reies, sanses, and peronzel  Boch maditions nken togeiher symbo
e 2 world wiew which epresnty the enity of asilization
These cadisiops, bowever, are oot impervioes to changss originating
Eom wickin and withoot Each mmaditicn develops 8nt, in terms of

A —————————

i own imtermal oreative . 2o orthogenedic peocess.  But simal-
aneoedy, waftioss also come under extermal impact, of maditicos

cenide e own drilintional marix This may happen through
bistoricl contucr, war and polisal domirmadicn or migmtion or
commumiation  Civilintices and their social strucrores also change
through these extermal conmtacts or heterogenetic processss. It is
amumed by Redfedd that all cvilizations begin with orthogenstic
cr primary process of growth acd keep on transforming themselves
through beterogenetic contact. Presumably, at some point of tme
the beterogenetic contacts among dvilintons might lead o a universal
form of dviliztion.

Redfield’s frame of amalysis has been applied to study the Indian
reality of socal change by Milton Singer. McKim Marriotz and
tEETF asociates (Milme Singer, 1959; Marriowt, 1955). Milton Singer

tes a series of statements about cultural change in India. He
writss: —=(1)-thar ‘Bécanse India bad a * or ‘indigenous’
dvilintion which~}ad been fshioned out of preexisting folk and
regrorell cultures, its 'Great tradition’ was contincous with the
‘Litde tradition’ to be found in its diverse regions, villages, astes
and tribes. (2) thas this culmral contnuity was the product as well
a3 the canse of 2 commaon coltural conscoumess shared by most [ndians
and expressed in éwential similarities of mental ocutlook and ethos.
(3) Thar this commen cultural consciousness has been formed in
India with the help of tertain processes and factors ...... ie, sacred
books and sacred objects ...... 2 special class of literari (Brahman)
and other agents of cultural transmission ...... (4) That in a primary
dviliradon like India’s cultural continuity with the past is so great
thaf"even the acceptance of “moderniting” and “progress” ideologies
does not resule in linear form of sodal and cultural change but may
result in the ‘traditionalizing’ of apparendy ‘modemn’  innovations
(Singer, 1955-56) Singer concludes that the resilience of the Indian
tradition is such that changes take place in it through selective
adapation rather than basic transformation

This view has also been supported by McKim Marriott in his

swdies. He characterises the miode of interaction-between the ‘Litde
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and "Grezt” taditions in the lndian village s “parochialiravon’ and
‘universalizasion”. The first is when elements of the "Great uadiuoa
‘percolate downward and become organic part of the "Liule radition
losing thereby their original form. The second provess operates
when elements of the "Little’ wadition (deities. customs. niss ec)
Girculate upward to the level of the *Great’ tradition and are ‘identified’
with Tts legitimate form. Marriott gives many examples of such arcu-
lar processss of change from his obscrvations in India, 4 Sansknitza-
tion, 3ccording to him. does not proceed as an independent procuss,
it is superimposed on non-Sanskritic cultural forms through acaretion
rather than simple replacement (Marriott. 1935).

The dichotomization of raditions ("Little” and 'Greart’) as formulat
ed by Singer has been citicised by many sociologists. Dube holds
the view that analysis of culturil changes with the help of “Little
and ‘Great’ waditions framework would be insufficent beause tradi-
tions in India are organised oot in a bipolar but multi-polar system.
He writes: “As far as ‘Litde’ and 'Great’ traditions are concerned.
there is apparently no precise definition ...... Where there are more
than one Great or near-Great Traditions, each with its cnonical
texts and ethical codes. the sitnatipn becomes all the more confusing
«reeer It may also be added that the Great Tradition-Little Tradition
frame of reference does not allow proper scope for the consideration
of the role and significance of regional, Western and emergent national
traditions, each of which is powerful in its own way" (5. C. Dube,
1965: 421423). Dube alternatively postulates a sixfold dassification
of traditions which, according to him, are more representative of the_
Indian cultural realities and offer better framework for analysis.
These are: the dassical tradition, the em t mational tradition,
the regional tradition, the Western tradition and the local subculturzl
traditions of social groups. S

ihcation, however, does not eliminate the basic limita-
tions of the traditions approach to the study of social change. Firsdy,
it does not formulate explicitly the definitive criteria of traditions
that may be logically consistent, exhaustive and exclusive. For
instance, the cdlamical tradition is not a singularity but comsists of
many traditions. Secondly, Dubes’ approach too does not go beyond
3 nominalistic or schematic formulation of categories to understand
change. Finally, this alternative is mainly helpful in analysing cultural
2nd not structurzal changes in the Indian society, 2 weakness that this
Sppeach Tﬂ !:':h mr-:l: of Srinivas, Singer and others. Dube’s
Suggeston is 1n : ctically’ hom 01 [
¢ sad Siiger: y ologous to the approaches o
Apother aucmpt 10 rationalise the classification of the substantive
aweas for the analysis of change in India secks to formulate three

wT
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ramifications of sodiul realities: the elite culiure and surucwure, the
folk cultural forms and social structure and the tribal culture and
wciety. At these three levels it is suggested that a comprehensive
analysis of socinl change should be undertaken (see, Unnithan, Deva
and Singh, 1965). This approach is intended to be a modification
over Singer's categories which particularly overlook the tribal, social
and cultural organisations in India. But from a theoretical point of
view this trichotomous dassification too does not offer a theoretically
viable alternative. The fact thau elite structure may also separately
exist in the tribal segment of culture has been overlooked in this
dassification.

Theoretically, however, most conceptual formulations discussed so
far remain insufficient as far as the explanation of social change is
concerned. If we define social change not merely as new cultural
adaptations or positional changes in the status of groups and categories
but as structural changes or changes in the principles of social
stratification as such. we would find thar all the above conceptual
formulations on social change tend to be partial. The dependent
(wherethange takes place) and independent (why change takes place)
variables used through these concepts do not reach the point of
critical minima to be considered adequate for theoretical generalisation.
The dependent variables are in most cases culturological, they deal
with changes in ideologies, outlocks, traditions and their social organi-
sation rather than in the social system or structure as such. Ewen
when the conceptual framework is more sensitizing, as for example,
the Sanskritization-Westernization scheme of Srinivas, it focuses upon
a limited segment of the social reality. The treatment of the struc-
tural processes of social change is by and large neglected.

~Structural Approaches

Although the dominant concern in most _analyses of social change
in India his been culturological, the structural aspects_have not
been altogether neglected. A structural focus in the study of change
does not only imply a variation in the dependent variables through
which changes are being identified but also establishing relationship
with independent causal variables. This enhances the power of the
social change theory. Firstly, the units of cbservation in a structural
study are not ideas. sentiments. and values but the order of roles
and statuses which form the basis of social relationships and are
schematised into groups or categories. A major principle which
the form of ordering o

= -
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lay down new rules about this asymmetry and consequent diffeyentia-
Tion and transformation in the institutionalised forms™ ol “socil
relationships and their ordering in society. For instance, the abolition
of zamindari and intermediary rights in land were intended to altvr
the pre-existing modes of power asymmetry in mc_}ﬂﬂf.m.*“‘i“fi :
now the extent to which this asymmetry has been removed m:ljr.hc
an Trstitice of structural change in the social system, a transition
from the feudal-patrimonial to egalitarian liberal social order. The
principles through which this transformation is measured are abstrac-
tions over the raw social data or the actual social ethnographic
portraits of social life. These abstractions forming a set of hypotheses
that are logically interrclated copstitute the explanatory systems of
the process of social change. fStructural approach thus seeks to
explain and not merely describe social change. )

As Bailey writes, in structural analysis “we ought not to confine
ourselves to the raw material provided by the ‘principles that peoples
themsslves give’, our only task is not to make sense of the "flagrant
contradictions in popular thought' by abstracting out consistent
clements which a culturological study attempts. A valid sociological
understanding can be achieved, given certain problems, by making
abstractions immediately from behaviour or from other non-verbal
information, and by using our own concepts and evading the ideas
of the people” (F. G. Bailey, 1959: 88-101). These words written in
response to Louis Dumont's treatment of Indian sociology.and social
change (which we shall refer below) throw light, not only on the
distinction between the structural and the culturological approaches,
but also bear out the relevance of role analysis in the structural study
of social change. T T e e

Consequently, the second major characteristic of the structural study
of social change is the observation of the magnitude and incidence
of role differentiation in the social structure resulting from social
pressures such as increase in population, diversification and growth
of industries, rise of new cities or urban centres and rise in the
economic and technological bases of society, which necessitate creation
of more complex organisation and new role and status types. In
this the fused structures performing multiple roles, such as
the _Etiﬂnﬂ Bamily (which “was not only a unit for bislogical’
reproduction but also eamning of livelihood, recreation as well s

_ of children, etc), become differentiated as other specialised

up§icome into being to take care of many of the func Him

Ctures.. The theoretical formulations about how thete

fmitinnarem:_ny. Some studies in this Feld
ough is achieved when the traditional fusion

le economic system breaks down through . -
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new technological impacts that revolutionise the mode of production
(see, N. ]. Smelser," 1959 nd 1968; Everet E. Hagen, 1962; Marion
J. Levy Jr 1949 ety A e

“In"most Indian studies of social change a systematic structural
differentiation model has not been used, but it is implicit in their
analytical framework. We shall briefly analyse some of them below.

Structural Differentiation _and Social _Mobility; _Social change
studies focusing upon the processes of structural differentiation have
covered many areas  Family organisation, caste and community
structure, factory system, leadership and elite categories have been
:n:l)'ml in respect of their changing role and startus principles,
functions, variations in forms and its implications to the social system
as a whole. These studies are conducted sometimes independenty
And sometimes a5 2 part of the study of social mobility of occupations,

groups or Qtegories. We have treated both of these analytical
approaches together in our reporting of the conceptual trends of
such social change studies. Mobility studies have mainly drawn
their data from the studies on caste, dass and occupation; leadérship
and elite structure are also covered. The structural differentiation
franmiework is fﬂ'll_qﬂ_‘._hwa,- in studies on [amily, community
(specially through study of factional groupings and regroupings),
political parties and industrial and factory social structures. There
is also a third group of studies which uses the framework of wradition-
modernity in analysing attitudes and values pertaining to social
structures, roles and status constellations,

As we sid earlier, the studies focusing upon structural differentia-
tion have not used 2 systematic theoretical model. There is no
direct concern to formulate general statements or 3 logical sequence
of this process (as for instance, we find in _Smelser’s gtud the
industrial revolution; see Smelser, 1968: 79-80) in most such studies,
But a continuum or ideal type dassification of states of social pheno-

y simple polarity
oceury ..., a set of ideal types whose component parts~appear

ges from peasamt 1o
industrialised societies. For our purpose, we will P;:lm five
changes which are presumed to accompany

3 that process of social
change called modernization: stawus is superseded by contract as

o Fedmill.ml basis of interpersonal economic relations;
| BIOUp organised production processes are supplanted by a more
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tomplex division of labour, finer job specilications, and the i
dependence of separate economic roles; ascribed status gnes way
to achieved status as the legitimizer of social gradation: status
immobility surrenders to rapid vertical and horizontal mobilicy.
and belief in the durability, inevitability and propriety of ones
status is replaced by aspirations for improving one’s lov . . It is
assumed that the introduetion of the factory system hus centain
institutional imperatives that follow from this form of work organi
sation, imperatives which are instrumental in moving a society from
one end of the polarity to another, from a static, acquiredstatus
ridden, tradition-bound, primary group oriented, particularistic.
fatalistic society into one that is rapidly changing achieved-status.
dominated, progressive secondary-group-oriented. universalistic and
aspiring (Richard D. Lambert, 196%: 16-17).

Substantively, however, Lan;bﬂal_‘:_ﬁrﬂg]pﬁdo not confirm many
assumptions with which he started. A more important one was that
in the process of modernization traditional structures must give way
to new forms. The waditional structures like caste and family, he
finds, have _undergone only adaptive changes under the impact of
the facto stemm,, The differentiating structures such as labour
force, unions, and other industrial work groups maintain many
particularistic and ascriptive ties and yet participate as effecjively in
the industrial role structure. Many other studies in industrial socio-
logy of India also confirm this finding (sce, Berna, 1960; Hazlehurst,

——
1966).

This is further confirmed by mest studies conducted in India on
the changing family structure. The tendency towards conceprual
dichotomization, however, has also persisted in this field.  Earlier,
A stereotyped view prevailed that under the impact of industristisation
and urbanisation the structure of joint family would undergo changes
and would be transformed into the nudear or ‘natural family’ (Radha
Kamal Mukherjee and Baljit Singh, 1961: 37). _ This was because
the Western socicties where indiistrialisation was far advanced had
a2 very high incidence of nudear families. Simplistically, the same
model was extended to explain the [ndian omenon. The
European evidence of structural changes in family due to industriali-
sation was then mistakenly built into a thesis of general social dis-

organisation of joint families in less industrialised countries following
industrialisation,

penipective. The focns in change studies
Jalng the adaptive capacity in joint or
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einaliiaii kaliiathon and misdmmnistion. Long teno gencalegicl wadies

of family stipcine have broughe out e evidence thay joint Families

Tasi throwgh vircalar Wags Trom foimen to pudcar bamily dostture

and again te Lunily joinioew; alwo te very concepr of joinmen has

bern Toaimal o consint ol a series of levels or degress rather than forme
ing 3 dlearcur dichoiomy fser. L P . 1964 Kapadia, |958;
Tamanl  Gohn, (981; Ralph _Micholas, 1961 Oremstein. 1961:

1 X Madan, 19%7; Shah. 1964: Eokmda. 1965 Epucin, 1962;

Gould, 1968, cic) It iy mid: “thm we cnnoe speak weaning:

Iully of struciural change In ihe Tndian family undl we firg esablish
vorsg basks for differentlating such from e merey normal
amangements throagh dme which the Indian family. like e human

Lamily everywhere, wndergen o o rouh of ibe vicimitudes of
demigraphy, econdmy, mabillty, cte. Onc consequence of theie normal
arrengemanty will be the incvitable cmergence of a cortain quantun
of nudear lamilies whese exience will in no senee demonsurane that
the presence of nudlear families iy automatic evidonce of disiniegrating
extemided families” [Harold A. Gould, 1968: 414}

Milpen Sanger gives three reasons wiy sociologrnis made a deparmure
from the dicholomous vicw on change in the lamily structure (b
|ﬂmﬂflﬂj' would necemarily be transfonmed into nuclcar omoy in
the procis of inoewed induscrialisation: {3} “the documeniation
y-social anthropologing of the variety of family smtems o differcnt
party of the world; (b} the discovery by social hinerizns that the
nuclear family may have been prevalent s a culiural nerm in Edrops
and the Unlied Statey even before industrialisation; and (<) che
finding by sociologists and social anthropologists that many famiic
in American and cithy maintain widcipresd kin Ges”
(Milton Singer, 1968: 4 The nudear or conjugal fumily that

nie being lodowing moedernifadon of economy and iechaclogy
is that ‘of 3 mubilinesl type (M. ]. Levy, 1966: 74} and many
findies of kimbip structure apd fbomily o the Wentemn countriss
have demonutraed the persbitence of wideapread kimship ties desplte
industrialisarion (Levy and Fallers 19559 Firch, 1964, etc)

‘The pattern of change which iy observed In dhe Indian family
yiruciure smong the businens claues in Madra tends to thow, aceord-
img to Singer, elements of comparumentalistion. that fs separacion
in apheres of conduct norms (home Becomes sphere of religion and
gradithonal values, office that of businew) vicarious ritualization, a

¢ if not real ohservance of the traditiona] Faumilial rivesl and
mm&mwdmdmuﬂpuﬂmmthm
hald management of indusiry and Bnally alia a cyde of autheriry
wherehy the elder geacration on the ooe hand reconcilen jsell with
the cnireprenewrial authority of the youngss generation il the sme b
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hs
mmlﬂmﬂwhﬁ#aﬂmmtmﬂ*mh'““‘ :
leadentip quality by having loyal wppart from the ]ﬂ:nw:;
tion (Singer. 1968 438-44%)  According 10 H"Fe:'nmp seleeid
sdaptive procemes which among the busines dan

reintacce industrial entre ip but mhwo tend W perpeluate
many aspecs of the traditional family structure. The qaestion.
however, is that of the extent to which such chianges in the Indian
family do really offer evidence ni:iu;nml change, and how far
these pontribute 10 3 theory of oo angt.

Very few studies of family in India have analysed structural changes
from 3 theoretical perypoctive, espechally if one compares them with
Radelilfe RBrown's distinetion between social physiology and struc-
wral change of Murdock’s lormulation of 3 sex of sequences hrom
which srsciural changes in the Bamily tske place (Murdeck, 1949).
E-wnFML"mmT:humumdum:ddmhnm
wcisl snthropologim and sociologisvis of the Indian family 23 moving
from morphology to social physiclogy but not quile yet arthved 2t
sruciural changm™ (Singes, 1968: 420-7). The evidence of empi-

el studies bearing upon social structure of the Indian family docs

wuggear that changes are more of an sdaptive rather than saciural
pature. Dut the question of adapidve change b 3 complex one. I
does moi preclude auch extensisns, sdditiens and eliminations of
iraditional [umily moles and i system of authority that may have
sructural consequences.  The seeds of structumal changes are em-
bedded in the adapiive pattern of family transfovmation. Hence the
contention that there are no stroctural changes in the [mily seem
i3 be oventited.  The argument does, however, belie the walidivy of
Wﬁmldﬂﬂuluhw formulations for the puudy
ange. .
Wmm&mum,mhrmd
political parties fs yer ancaher phenomenon of change relatzd 10
ihe proceis of differentiation. This process relates 1o the distrdbution
el relative power, » phenomencn gremane 1o the theory of social
sructure. Nadel wrote that “social structure colncldes with power
and suthorley strscture” (Madel. 197 184) The emesgence of
Iacdns 16 ihe viflage communities is als tresied 3 a structural

“As 3 sachal change proces, however,
ies the tensiona
cal and bovlsontal deavages in arislag out ol the verii-

the social sratfication
Mhmﬂﬁlmmﬂmﬂmmﬂ!h'ﬂi’;

i i e i s o T
samgopog , many wciclogiits aod soclal

s, 1963; 1968 and 1968; Qrensiein, 1565; Singh
—|..,|I__‘__| 4

1960: McCormack 1959;
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1U71). Srinivas has analysed this process in a Mysore village. He used

The term dominant dominant caste to interpret the new mode of power relation-
ship that cmerges when new forces of social ‘change begin to operatc
ip_the social sysiemm_of the villige (Srinivas, 1955 and 1959). In a
comparative analysis of factional segmentation and its relationship
with structural forces of change as revealed by studies in nineteen
villages of South Asia, Ralph Nicholas is able to formulate somc
structiifal propositions about the causes and consequences of forma-
tion of factions in the rural social system. He also integrates his
theory of factional segmentation with the concept of dominant caste.
He concludes: — o

(1) There are two factors found repeatedly in Indian villages,
which are condudve to the development of vertical political dlea-
vages: (a) considerable dispersal of agricultural lands among
cultivating families as is found, ideally, under ryotwari land tenure,
and (b) a dominant caste group that is a majority of a village popu-
lation. A combinadon of these two factors is ordinarily associated
with political conflict between factions. (2) A second set of factors
often closely associated with one another, also frequently leads to
vertical political cleavages; these are joint, or mahaluvari, land
tenure, by a dominant caste group organised on segmentary lineage
principles. Each of the vertially divided political groups in this
case is generally composed of a patrilineal segment of the dominant
caste group, often localized in a “quarter” of a village, and its
servants and dependents among the subordinate castes. (3) Political
conflict between stratified groups, horizontally divided from one
another, is the least frequent form in contemporary South Asian
villages. Such conflict is more often associated with concentration
of agricultural lands in the hands of one or a few individuals as
is found, ideally, under zamindari land tenure, and Jor dominance
of a village by a minority caste.

In most villages there is combination of horizontal and vertical
forms of political cleavages at work at the same time. This combi-
nation of cleavages is an expresion of two facts: (a) In addition
to the frequently recurring structural features which permit vertical
cleavages, even a small local caste group can bave a significant poli-
tical influence, promoting horizontal cleavage. (b) There are
economic class differences, not directly dependent upon caste, which
also favour the development of horizontal cleavages. Furthermore,
the variables considered under the three propositions listed above
are not always interdependent, so that, for example, dispersed land-
boldings and 2 relatively small “dominant” caste may be associated
in one village, while concentrated landholding and a large domi-

nant caste may be found in another (Nicholas, 1968; 73-50),
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The above analysis reveals that an essentizl ¢lement in factional
division is not merely a cumpet[li.m‘l for access (o n:-_-mrurc:: mr:i _p-nrmr
but also a set of structural conditions under which cumrll.tlnn or
even conflict for power becomes or appears Lo be a credible instru-
ment for the realization of the goal. These structural conditions
might differ from one arena of factional politics to 1anm.h1:r bur its
general propertics remain the same. A'__'{‘_‘_PPIL".’EEJ _party_level
the study of factional scs?l'l_ﬂﬂ';“i?‘}__ h.“_—ﬂ""‘“ F’“ﬂﬂd'm“lu—”faf
broadly conform_with the above analysis (see, Brass, 1965; Rajni
Kothari, 1970; Myron Weiner and Kothari, 1965). I«f:.‘rst of lhu't
studies report mobilisation of a caste group or community ior rezli-
sation of economic or other social objectives through political parti-
cipation. These studies also reveal that often a caste group or com-
munity is internally divided into factions or sub-interest groups for
similar teasons. The process is indeed melﬂ. In mobilisation of
such interests the leadership has to play a new role more so when
the scope of competing interests gets enlarged. This throws up new
types of leadership in the society. Definite signs of differentiation
(as different from systematic changes) in _the lcadership structure ip
India have, ore. been found in many studies (see, Park and
Tinker, 1959; A. R. Desai, 1969). Differentiation operates through
the ‘emergence of new (formal) leadership and adaptive changes in
the traditional leadership institutions. Studies of leadership trends
suggest that whereas new cadres have come into existence from tradi-
tionally weaker sections of the society, the dominant social groups
continue to provide the bulk of leadership at various levels.

A similar rend operates at the elite level. During the past few
decades and specially after Independence a significant diversification
has taken place in the recruitment of the elite cadres; espedally in
politics the predominance of the urban elites has weakened (see, Rosen,
1966) as more and more rural elites are coming forward to replace them.
Another significant structural wrend is that of segmentation within
the elite structure. Before Independence, Indian elites whether in the
field of administration, business, army or politics were recruited from
the same class or status groups. So, the relative difference in their
cultural background and social origin was minimal. This has widened
much since Independence, specially between the political elites and
the rest of the elite subgroups. This difference has been noted in the
study of this phenome®non by social scientists (see, Beteille, 1969;
Broomfield, 1968; Bottomore, 1969; Rosenthal, 1970; Singh, 1971)
although there is a divergence of opinion about whether this cultural
lag in the intemnal composition of elites at various levels would be
dysfunctional to modernization. Bottomore halds that despite cul-
tﬂnl and social differences betwéen the political and nnn-EoIilin]

- - ——
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elites in India_their integrated role in the modemization of the Indian
soclery=shiould not be adversely affected (Bottomore. 1959).  Others
accept this conclusion with qualifications. .

The important point for analysis of social change in the studies
of elite-structure is the extent to which we get evidence of the process
of structural differentiation at this level, and the extent to which
changes here suggest emergence of adaptive processes rather than
transformation of the social structure. Rosenthal after studying
political elites in Agra and Poona concludes that:

————

the diminution of some aspects of traditional group authority
over the individual does not imply the wtal disintegration of such
groups as meaningful units for social or political action. In India
as in the United States, aseriptive ties are likely to maintain their
salience for some members of the society so long as democratic
structures persist. Thus collectivities such as jatis (“castes” or “sub-
castes” depending on the particular context), continue to functioh
in a transmuted form to the extent that they are able to adapt
their traditional function in a society to the “System rules" of the
new order—an order which they have participated in moulding to
their own political needs. At the same time, the hold of tradition-
al primordial groups and of the status system with which they
were associated have appeared to loosen under the pressure of
general social and economic change; the political and social rele-
vance of the group depends increasingly upon voluntary identifica-
tions rather than on legally or ritually enforced distinctions (Rosen-
thal, 1570: 233).

This suggests that adaptive changes far surpass the extent of struc-

tural changes in the elite substructure. This process of change to0

[ conforms with the overall pattern of social change in India.
Social Mobility and Social Change: The pro i

is_dirccly linked with the system of soci ification. It _is like

\ change in family, community ure and leadershi t

: directly reflects the direction which the structural-changes in sociely
' may be taking ' The goals of Indian nationhood being establishmen:
f of a democratic and socialist society changes in_the system of social

stratification assume added aignihican There are a few studies in
India which throw light on this aspect of social change besides offer-
- we once _ )

‘change.
ange.

- g
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The tradition-modernity dichotomy in the studies of social muhll‘m'
lhas often led to a confusion of perspective. [t led to “_“f contcntion
that mobility was absent in the social system of waditional India,
which was said to have a dosed system of social :I:ahﬁﬁj:m,_ There
are many reasons for this misconception. First, this view is based
upon classical literature and its ideology which overemphasises the
element of continuity. Secondly, for the Western scholars, .lh: most
striking feature in the Indian system has been the contrast it oEu-:ad
to their own society. Moreover, the historical literature on social
mobility in the past not bring well-developed sociologists have been
handicapped in making objectiv= generalizations. On top of :.I] t.'h.u
bas probably been the ideological bias, a moral sense of superioriry
felt by most Western scholars over the Indian socicty and culture
which was considered to have fallen under their colonial rule be-
causz of its own (see, Barber, 1968: 27) limitations.

Srinivas corrects this perspective saying that "while traditional,
that is pre-British, Indian sodety, was stationary in character, it
did not preclude the mobility, upward as well as downward, of
individual castes in the local hierarchy” (Srinivas, 1968: 169). Much
evidence has been adduced in this direction recently in the studics
by both historians and sociologists (see, Barber, 1968: 18-35; Stein,
1963:_78-04; Cohn, 1962; Hab'b, 1963; Panikkar, 1955; Shah, 1964;
Damle, 1968, etc). Burton Stein distinguishes between the familial
mobility w e says was most common in medieval India, and the
corporate mobility (of entire castes or jatis) which followed later
in history. Older aristocratic families used to decay and new aristo-
cracies emerged by conquest or by amassing of wealth. Panikkar
— T:rmﬁ“ hhlﬁrirab;orﬂ houses after the time of Mahag

and were established- ‘non-kshatriys castes.  Many_tribals also
ascerded 1 the position of royalty in India by establishing claim
to kshatriyaliood by conquest and accumulation of power: (see, M.
et polls Sk 1067). Both Stcin and Ian Habib have
available for settlement, and enterpri families mul‘:‘: ﬂ ;ﬁ

nu:r::giunm:nmhu-mdmﬂcdownun‘umhuﬂ:llmﬂa
establish peasant settlements. The “mobility u{'. this kind o
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changes lcading to emergence of new occupational groups (see, Barber,
1968).
Tﬂgndiﬂonaﬂ:._,hgﬁﬂm there was another form of-social_mobility
available to the members of the Indian society — maobility through
renunciation or-by becoming sanyasins. In l;h*c_trﬁ{uﬁx;ln"@sﬁimn.ﬂf
thie ashramas the stage of renunciation wad institutionalied. It was
meantriainly for the twice-born castes. In praciice, however, members
Erom the lower castes also used to become sadhus or sanyasins from
time to time, often to escape the deprivations of their own place in
the social hierarchy. Some sociologists who consider that th& Indian
tradition did not allow for the concept of individual find in the idea
of renunciation its sociological equivalent (see, Dumont, 1970). Silver-
berg writes: “For individuals in India there have always been means
of escaping the stratification system, e.g., as sanyasis or family ascetics.”
But he righdy criticises the inference that this process accounted for
significant degree of social mobility. According to him "if such
individual escape-routes have functioned as a pressure valve, as some
suggest, their significance might be principally that of facilitating
the perpetuation of an otherwise rigid system of stratification in
which there was litle mobility” (Silverberg, 1968: 128).

Social mobility as u process has become more active in_recent
WHMQN and exogenous factors
Tt Bave loosened the summation —of status priciples which The
traditional casie stratification represented. The congruence of ritual
status, economic status and power status as Tii the traditional caste
Zalification is witheriig away under the impact of vocial legitlation,
cducation, democratisation, industrialisation and urbanisation. These
processes have created many-alternative fésources for supplementing
onc’s social status and have broken the exclusiveness of the traditional
principles of social status determination as a consequence of increased

social mobility. Many studies in India which_have analysed this
process have shown the divergent functioning of caste, power and.
economic factors in the determination of social status. A Mobility thus

causes status incongruence or hmnam‘iﬂjr,_l_gﬁ_? ; 1960;
1963; Leach, 1960; Beteille, 1965: Barber, 1968, etc.). This growth

of autonomy or divergence among the determinants of traditional
system of caste hierarchy has also led to much speculation about the
tf‘lmfmmatinn of the caste system ‘into dass system of social stratifica-
tion (sce, Davis, 1951; Bose, 1968; Desai, 1966; Berreman, 1967, etc.),

e terms ‘caste” and ‘class’ are used as conceptual dichotomi
the analysis of change. F -

The caste is getting more rationally organised into caste associati
: tions
and federations and assuming to itself the functions of rational cor-
porate groups. In this process both fusion and fission are taking place
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i of caste organisation in different parts of the country
::::ﬁ;:::;::: 1968; Kothari, 1970; Rudolph and Ruu:'tulph. IEIE'.’!
Gould, 1968). Srinivas confirms the new role of castes in India by
concluding that the contemporary process in the structure n[_c;uu;;
is that of fusion in contrast to the past trends which were in the
direction of continued fAssion (Srinivas, 1968).

An essential analytical element in studying these processes of change
relates to the formulation of referents or units at the level of which
mobility in the system of stratification may be analysed. Gn.: ml_ghl
also distinguish between one unit and another for their sociological
relevance. For instance, Stein holds that in traditional India social
mobility used to operate more often at the level of family whereas in
contemporary India it has assumed a corporate unit character (Stein,
1968). Here a distinction has been made on the basis of group
context in mobility. Many other distinctions, however, may be
necessary to make for an objective study of the social mobility pattern.

Marriott reviewing a number of studies on social mobility finds
relevant distinctions at three levels in the ranking system related to
the Indian mobility pattern. These are based on distinctions be-
tween: (1) rural from metropolitan types of ranking systems, (2)
individual or groups from corporate units in ranking, and (3) a
serics of successively wider zones of reference for the units in any
local system, the several zones being characterized by distinctive
values (Marriott, 1968). The zomes according to him are the village,
the linguistic region and the whole civilization.

A question may now be posed: how far do the studies of mobility
and social differentiation contribute ‘to” the growth of relevant con-

ceptual schemes or systems for the analyses of secial change in India?
Afid in what form do these conceptual frames offer possibility of
theoretical integration for adequacy of social change explanation?
~One broad conclusion that emerges from most analyses of structural
differentiation and social mobility in India is that the processes of
change defy.being comprehended through neatly formulated continua
of conceptual dichotomies. Whether it is family, polity, caste, or -
Occupational mobility, there is one constant factor observed in their
process towards change, that of structural adaptation. Jhe failure ol
conceptual continua and dichotomies in comprehending social change
reflects the need for formulating a dialectical rather than dichotomous
approach for the study of change. It also warrants that change may

be analysed through native conceptual categories rather than borrowed
conceptual models,

J’ find some realisation of this theoretical need in the contemporary
?lw mfll"“- Rajni Kothari refers to it saying: “The prevail-
1y between tradition and modemity has created a curious
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cognitive hiatus — in ideological thinking as well as in much of
social science theorising — between society on the one hand and polity
on the other. The former is conceived, as if by definition. as ‘tradi-
unonal’, the latter as *modern” and ‘developmental’. In reality,
however, this is a false approach to the phenomenon of moderniza-
tion” (Kothari, 1970: 3). In the sam: vein Rudolph and Rudolph
write:

the difficulties that can arise from the use of ideal-typical concepts
in empirical investigation have often been recited. They can
sareen out perceptions of the particular and the exceptional that
contradict dominant trends and motifs. Such theoretical screening
is espedially inimical to the analysis of social change because it
eliminates form consideration latent, deviant, and minority alter-
natives. With some alterations in historical circumstances, such
alternatives may become the source of new or transformed identities,
structures, and morms. Social change and new realities it creates
arise not only from the impact of objective, exogenous, or revolu-
tionary forces on established systems but also from altermative
potentialities within such systems. Marxist theory brilliantdy
stresses this insight when it emphasizes the creative possibilities of
historical contadictions. Ideal-typical or heuristic analyses of
modemity and tradition in particular historical and national settings
are likely to miss these creative possibilities in so far as they assume
that the characterological, structural, and ideological components
of each are absent in the other and thereby place modernity and
tradition in 2 dichotomous rather than a dialectical relationship
(Rudolph and Rudolph, 1969: 7-8).

In the analysis of social change, the concept of dialectical “levels’
should introduce a2 dynamichistorical element. This approach is
adapted to the explanation of social change in its historical individua-
liry as well as cumulative propensity. Continuum models, on th.t:
other hand, are less viable as explanatory systems and in reality their
significance as diachronic models is also doubtful. Most continuum
models ke a consensual view of sodety and place undue emphasis
on the process of acculmurative diffusion. Elements of conflict and
intergroup conmradictions of material and existential interests — in
other words, stmomural dileammas of change — are not taken into
consideration. (Singh, 1970: 269-70). Evidentdy a sound historical

is essential in these conceprual formulations. '

We have noted above how studies in structural differentiation of
family, caste and community have been theoretically misdirected
becamse the Westernderived continuum type concepts were used to
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analyse social change. What matters most in formulating conceptual
categories for the study of change is that native “initial conditions”
or historicity of social processes must not be overlooked, and the
researcher should try to observe the dialectical relationship between
the system interactions and social change. How uniquely the histori-
city of the Indian social reality has impinged upon the nature of social
change has bﬁdb}e:nivcﬁnﬂmﬂjr a_number of sociologists (see,
Lisgnstadt; 1970°3nd 1965; Beteille, 1969; Singh, 1970; Bendix, 1964;

Ishwaran, 1970y En_m___tﬁ:iﬁ__.'[igﬁ:iﬁa_n_ﬁuad. ’ S
Most of these studies bring out that social change processes even
though structurally similar, being generated by universal forces, such
as population growth, diversification of occupational structures,
industrialisation and growth of technolegy and science, assume
historically different shapes and propositions in each society due to
its preexisting systems of social institutions and ideclogies. An
impostant historical element in the traditional Indian social structure
was that of intersubstructural atntonomy, such as, the autonomy be-
tween | th,ﬁtﬂwmhlimﬁm:mg and culture
and polity etc. (sce. Eisenstadt, 1970 and Y. Singh, 1970), This
structural utondmy between social sub-systems helped in acceptance
of many social and cultural innovations at one level of the system
without affecting the other systems. The nature of this process was
segmental.  The changes of great significance could thus take place
without generating resistance from other social segments (sce, Irawati
Karve, 1961). The contemporary process of social change, however, is
basically different from the traditional form (upto the carly phase of
the British rule in India). Most changes’ have now ceased to be
segmental; they have become organic. This is so as the structural
autonomy of the social sub-systems is now slowly breaking down with
oo o i S Sy T o
other systems and activate most of iusz Sy thc!] a'ﬁm- =
gments for participation in a

wider t!atiuml_sctne. The mechanisms for such mobilisation are
€conomic or existential, the urge for equali

m:ur_ir.jr. As we noticed above, thess

: - m:iﬂ fystems could be mobilised.
ons for equality, mobility and security also
: einforce t‘h: Caste, class and communal i«ine::nlitii:f..[:IIr But
the quali 1€ consciousness in these identities is

. et 2 not the same as

Iﬂ:ﬂd : 'ﬂ':snzl Tiu-m:t]r with its autonomy of sub-systems.
[en H

tu“ llir I - ¢ tend to be activated because of the constraint

growth. Thilgtﬂmhﬁqmboliudbrmﬂ
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emergenoe of the Indian nationboed. The Gute assodations, facilons,
hasions and fushons in structural entities manifen the divene ramifice-
tions of this process,

Diglectical-Hivlorical dppreachs,
The ol the dislectiral-historical medel for the st al

) ot Besfl A8 COmEan 0 Looka & i c3 dlscussed
above. Probably the explanacion lles ia the colenial linkages of the
Indian sochl sclences and social scientists, and this wa hiswrically
eonditloned. Mevertheleu, some imponant pudies of-social change
have been made wing 3 dislectical hiserical Liamework.
~F¥aradoxizally, Manc's own writings on Indis though underlying the
meed for revolutionary changes focus more prominemuly upon the
static and the primeval character of the Indian society. OF coune,
he constanily changed his opinlon 3 new fsets came 1o his kaowledge.
Danicl Thomner notes this paradox in Marc's views about sacial
changs in India. He writes: “There b an elmsent of paradox in
Marx's emphasts (in his writings up tuough Capital) oo the primacy
af India s the point of T for European development, Qo
ile ooe bhand Marx fnsists ¢ the anelemy Indian form of comemen
property a3 embadind in joint ownenhip and jeint cultivation ol
land by the entize village is the eriginal form from which all ather
evolved, On the odher hand he holds that these charcteristic
features of the andent Indian village plus the tight union of agriculture

all the sabicquent European
its very nature, the explanation of why theie lacer forms had failed
io emerge In Al (Thomer, 1066: 86)

Marx tried 10 resolve this paradex in his later writings. In his
easly writings around 1854 Marx was deeply impressed by satle. »

-
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historical amd primeval mature of the Indian society. Parily lais
visws were also Influenced by British despatches ol that pericd which
painted Indian villages im a highly exaggerated suatic colour (e,
Dumone, 1966: 6789} Al the view ol Hegel probably influenced
him when the former wrote: “kndia, like China is a phisnomenon
antigue as well 31 modern: onc which has remained statiopary and
fixed......” (quoted n, Thoraer, 1966). Marx also thoaght that Indian
soclety coruisted of 3 series of aulonomot communal bodis, and
ihere was no concepe of individuality In this society. Altbough be
charscterized the Britsh tule in India as “sinbib”. be did feel that
it would bring new enlighteomen: and wechnological revolution in
the saclety.

In 185758, we Bmd Marx Ilunther elaborating upon this thesis.
H:diulnphhnbumﬂnpdmmmdmmhwmwdmﬂuln
Among the primary forms he induded sommunity seitlements where
bath working and peoperty owning memlbeis lived. Communiy
authority here morged inlo @ hisrarchicl gerien with the deipst 5t
the top.  The form emerges due to war, seridom and

second with the German and Roman ones.  Differentiatiog the
primeval jocial form intn these two fypes Marx propounded his
evolutionary and dialectical theds of social change the mechaniums
of which were the four types of modes of production. These he
sid: "in bread outline we can designase the Asiatic, the ancient,
ihe fendal, and the modern bourgeoisic modes of production 23 0
many epochs in the procem of economic fommation of sociery”
(Mare. 1904)

lmportans for us 1o note in this sequeatisl arrangemen: eof modes
of prodisction is that for Marx India will presents an archale social
form  This view, bowever, changed when Mant came [nto contac
with the Rumian scholars during 1870-80 (see, Thormer, 1966). The
wosk of Kovalevaky, Commumnal Landholding: The Causes, Characlar
and Outcome af ils Duintegration of 1879 impressed him deeply and
ulmﬂquﬁﬂeﬁlit”lﬂﬁ@dlﬂlrﬂﬁt“ﬂmﬂ
ptructurs] differentiation and change o the Indian pcial dystem
which completely alvers his corlier wiews on this theme He noted
five stages in social differentiation: (1) wibal community with wn-
divided property in land and agriculture in commeon; () dinicgra-
tian of tribal community and its wansformation inta family commuas
ties with loosening of common property; (3) land shares being fixed by
inherfrance rights or the degree of kimship, thus creating inequalier.
Tﬂbﬂﬂnhﬂhﬂhﬁ-ﬂﬁhlﬂqﬂﬂ:ﬂjpﬂh{ﬂ“‘ﬂmﬂ
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based Limabip ta thar on poasaion as expresed by aciual culbivatiog
(5 mirm of pericdicl redistributicn of commuonal land; and i
gradual whrinking Erse thiy rediseribuilen inchuded house land, arble
lamd aod v but graduslly the spbere of communal propesty
shirank snd was limived caly to he communiny woodland and waite
Sadh progroadive diffcomdation dmhlﬂdm:uﬂmﬂhﬂ
Indiy also logically inberes for Mars ihe unfclding of the ren of ihe

histerical jorees of change and i3 mach o ubsequent ape ol
wodial tramalormaticn.

Allﬁlmphlﬂ':llurdhﬂ'rrlﬁdmmluﬂnﬂﬂu
icle of DBritbh ¢olonialiom for Indian socely. “In 1350 Biurx
bad welromed the Britivh inireduedon of ‘privaee preperry” in India,
s & neotwary pretobdition for Dadiza devclopméeat. In 1531 Le
conalemna the suppresaion ol commuonal swnership of land = an s
ol English wvandalissn I had hlﬁuﬂn oot am sdvince, Bt 3 seiback
o the mative peoples” (we, Theoper, 1966

The Mot socislogy of change thet grew b Indis was mog based
un ibe eailics pemimink piovurs of the iaticnen of the Indian wciely
which Marx way temopied to draw bocause of (e partialicy of socal
and bivionical scoouwnis that were available o hime  Shudies conductad
willi the belp of the Marxist model have covernd many arean of
Indizm socisl like, £, conee and jocis]l palivy, stges of soclal evoluilon
correspondinng to model of productioa (Damge, 1M5), nationaligm
(A R Dessi, 19660 historical developments (hosambd, 1558), social
wratifocion and sodal intivetiony (Paviev, 1964 Muokerji, MIST,
19458 'We shall refer 1o somme of chise mudies, pamiculasly thess
which have a theoretical ovicntaiion.

Lo the writings of D. F. Mukerfi we witness 3n Uleminadeg ecmple
of hivonicaldizlectical for the analyis of seclal change.
The main focus of Muberji is on e cmsigioce of 3 new dan
sructure, especially that of the middlg clag under the Impact of ithe
British colonial mule; ihe prectural forom bebind b dass dilferentia-
tipn which led o the growth of the matfonalin swakening in India
were acronding to Mukerji goveined by the Indisa traditlen. Tradk

tion in lnadia, according o him, offers the resflicne yet adapaive social
amal wuliwral foree wiich muat be Lept in the bramework of pocialogiol
analysls, even I the change peoerating apocly of cooncmmic fovees
i_'quqﬂpud.lu:l.llnand hrﬂlﬂﬂﬂ”.ﬂdhﬁmdﬂ|-r¢lﬂ!{
e He wriies:

Ths value of Indizn sradition Hew io the abilicy of teelr conserving
forces to put & brake oo hasy pasage, Adjusement i the el
product of the dideiical connection between ihe two  Mearr
while i tension. And tension b not merely inteeniting as & nibject

— ST R
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rescarch. U it leads wpeo 2 higher age. it is dminble. Tha
::;hﬂ'LhFﬁihﬂfFﬁﬂﬁghhlm-kﬂWIW
and 3 sochally directed. collective endeavout for historically und.u
mﬂntwhﬂmmu:heauhtmdmﬂé{l.lﬂh
order. Tension will not cease there. [t is not the peact of the
FravE, H,d!umiwhmumm-drﬂt-ﬂlmph
ihe ardusus course of puch high and renucas endesveur (D. F.
hlokberjl. 1855 V&

wvalue systema which ase helistic or devaid of the atomistic principle
and the ramifications of clam intermts that have pacersively emergnd
whirough the changing material conditions and modes of production.
For undertanding this the social scientists will have to devise their
own coneepiual cuegurics and tools  The protess of changs would
contribute 19 the groseh of a socialis seciery, but oot the ong thas
would be a hisorical repetition ol othen. Mukerji believed in
Dilthey 31 much as in Marx. For him history mattens, but it aw
dosy moy pepeat foell

We have another exposition of the dislectical-bitorical spproach
in the writhgs of A R Desal He analyss the prosemes of chanpe
in India in the contexy of the history of nationalism. “This
1o bim emerged due to the special historical conditions created in
Insla by Beidbsh colendalimm. Nadomalism scconding 0 Desad
did not exint in peeBrithh India, The Bricish mle loed 10 Indias
cooficmic broakdown amd dimuloeeously alwo e the rise of national-
imtic comsciousmens.  The wrge for politicl freedom grew 21 the urge
for ecomomic freedom became arute. This urge smong the Indian
butine clames i manifested by their demand’ for protection of narive
indurtrics, The educated daser wanted Indixnizstion of the wervires

turiits redisction i land taxes. The nation as a whole

wanted fresdom lor assocation, expresion and potitical arioulation.
Tha, the ctalytic lacior in the entive proves of nationalisic move
menl were the new economic interess and their institutionalisation
through various clasy inderews, [n his amalyiis of changes in the
miﬂdmhnmdmﬂhhﬂmd.hnmnhdldm{:ﬂ
mcthoddlogical Erame. The changes generated by the C.DP. the

political and ether developmental meas
ing o Dessi, soreeded or falled to the % ey aaooid

extent that the preeuisting
mﬁmﬂ?ﬂlﬂr the clan contradictions were EEILUTE A

E
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concrpa for the study of changs have alin
ot by e In bis suady of The Riae ond
Eﬂﬂmﬁﬂluﬂ find she whs of Marxiv
%:ﬂ sexpees the foroe that lad 1o British coloaial expuntion
(=71

b Ry |

mm#wﬂw&ﬂuuﬂﬁmm:
yele v benafcinl for the Indian saciery rather than the
He codouke 3 hoamoph cxamizstion of the

forres which led to the emergence of the merchant
hhh.h.&:hdpﬂwhhﬁl-ﬁ:hmi-ﬂw!:t

__pﬂﬂiﬂhh:lﬂﬁ;ﬂﬁ:dﬂﬁlmp:dm
by papazal i [oefis oo e peth was deaned 364 BoW VDG
wer = e somial of Bridsh imduserial
i capieal i the colomy. Merrhan: cipital cocld 0o more keep pace

with the march of tme: w it was bid asde lu monopoly was
1 abdisbed, and tha i was devold of ks real vigour (1955}

J
>
- i In 8 luer work Muokbherfl cxeods e daleciial model of socal
change a2ty o the moal sodsy. He abempis s analye the
-1 . Wthimﬂmhmdemﬂk
dass eraesre and the proceses of nbermr contradictions (Mukherjoe
2 . 1957, He Lrpn emphanh oo the ppeematic and the organic chanoer
sockery for ooedonteading it processes of change.  He refutes
. e themly e the facon graeraling sodal gould be delimined
- 10 ssry eegie wex of varlables. For bustmce, be offiers proal to Ealiity
' the prevalling view in some quarien that wbaniation necesarily
] comerilmuzes o sovial chasge. Aller 3 paisstaling ascalysls of Duts be
. cemclmiles phags *(1) thire L Dot et oy evidede of dgnifsn naral-
‘ erima dference with relorence o the basic problema of socisl develop-
-~
3
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umﬂn‘imdmdmmwhummmhu
:E“npuur poar at ﬁ:}}nﬂ of cyusal amalysis. There is sbsence ol
multifactoral analytis of change lE_Hl'lhlll.t siruciursl
propertim of the ndiam social system. A parsdigmatic jatcment wl
this positicn has beeny atrempted by Mukberjee (e, Mukherjee, 1964,
1970) in some of his euaps. Here one may witnes a subue change
in his position as he moves towards 2 p:lr'ltlﬂ.‘l.'l. ghecretical construc
vion of change cormesponding Lo 3 probabilisric nemolegical appresch
This approach in esence is meeting point betwoem llu'l.lu:ut i
mwumm@mwmmmmmﬁn
Gouldner, 1970), Mukherjee writes:

Ilmluﬂmwnﬁﬂhiumdhﬂhnlﬁﬂm:ilh
charscterized bY 30 amorument of different behaviour parcerms, by
whelr accumulation, adjustment and compromise, and Dot ah-ll'r-
by their succeulve replacement Changes are. mo doubs, nking

llﬂl]:._llurndﬂ]'.nnjlhmpﬂuulthu.hhlmaul
dynamic brium and alteratons are inevitably effected in 2
social crganbim. It is mecessary, therefore 1o distinguish between
stodies of social change from the Aisforical or the contempdrary

and lamad i iy
(Mukberjes, 1970 110001y RINPEEE. PR

Mukberjee s of the view that a theory of social change
“‘hwhﬁhllmﬂwffr;hummhm
on any type of theoretical sytem (he mentions Marxian and Weberian
lﬁm-mﬂhuhhdﬁmmhm
have Beesnyd i g -.__.._.._ 1 dﬂlp‘h‘hﬂhhﬂnﬂmlh
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conepe of maktical probability and which i conducive o mult
variate analysis of the quantitstive and for qualitative data, a1 found
dppropriste and available™ (1070: 1188, The hypothees may,
hoswever, be formulated in terms of & hicrarchy of unit-concepa thai
are mutually subsuming. He suggets concepts of soclal scvon,
behaviour pattern, social relationsbips, imstitutions and socisl groups
1 determinant of the mechania of the sacial system in 3 taxonomic
erder, Thoxe sodal system units may be used for generaton of
in comsonance with any idcological preferences of the
researchers (1070: 1063). but the “der’ of these conceptual wmits
ihould offer 3 uniform and relevane social framewark for the analpis
of change. To render these hypotbess derived from concepeual
unlhtﬂltjrwk.ﬁmﬂfhlﬁlﬂlﬂlhlﬂntmwﬂ.“ﬁ“
and object,
The element of ideological neurralizy that Mukberjee introduces
in his suggeded method for the analyis of sockal change along with
his continuing emphasly on discovering the brosd bistoricl principles
of social change gemeralimtion brings hi theory closer 1o the nomo-
logscal rather than ‘dialectical' spproach. Dui as we said earlier,
nomology of 3 certain variety is bullt into the dialectical-historical
model of the poxcial thieory.

A neo-Marxist model for the analysiz of social change in India aml
other developing socictics is offered by Andre Gunder Frank. He
formulates a new hypotbesis on the mature of social change and the
poverty of new nations in Asia, A and Latin America. He
prefens a syuematic snd dialecial approach o other approaches,
capeciaily Myrdal®s institutional theory and Restow's theory of uni-
vernal stages of ecopomic growth. He also rejects the cultural and
institutional hypothesss for the lack of devclopmens In whe Asian
and other underdeveloped couniries, which amumed thay B these
countrics are not developing e b duc to their sodocoltaral sysems.

He alio rejeces the theory of Westernization for economic and secial
development of the leis dewel

on the basis of his own cmal interpresscion of the nature and fane-
tion of Weitern colonislivm in the new nations

Hg develops 3
what he clls the ‘metropolis’ or the developed capiealine countriss

[ANGE 413

Second this colonial relationship forms and transforms |I:¢Hwhdt
domestic cconomic, political, social cultural, even Fﬂhq.hh“kﬂ
siucture of Asia, Alrica and Latin Amerlca. And third. i
economic and clay practure creates the ﬂfﬂ'ﬂm and class i“_“'if:;
of 3 bourgesisie which s tied ta the mewropolis 5 2 tﬂl:::l:;
junior partmer of the metropolis. The colonial relationship o
structape 33 well a3 the economic and dass structure at home grve
this dependent bourgeoisie 3 natural interest In puriuing policies
in the colenis] countries thay do nat generate economic develop-
ment but ralher penerate evermore economic, #o<ial and cultural
undsrdevelopment. rmmammdm;mkdt'dbmu

reni that it i not ponlble o schisve ston ol
::P.Mh. Alrica and Latin America without destroying bolh the
{nee) colonial dependence on the mewropolis and the resulting
internal economic and cdlass wruciere (Frank, 19702 1179,

CONCEFPTS AND THEORIES OF SOCIAL BF

Frank'e thesis is thay wherever Western colonization took place the
motivation was to expleit the natural, human or mineral resources
of thowe mations for the coloniter's own markets. The colonial
natiens, according to him did not deplece the economy of the colanies
4 much thiough capinal drain as by completely subjugating the
production structuze of these nations to their own metropolitan ends.
This is exacily what the Brithh did in India. This was done not
hﬂ:ﬂlﬂlﬂurpﬂlﬂlﬂqﬂnﬂuﬂﬂdunﬂmqrﬂhﬁmlﬂﬂ
bourgeolsie but because of the structural compulsiveness of theis
muhhhl:hlhqmuunnhmr!hin;du. He ndda: "sa it
hmhtﬁihﬂﬂﬂrﬁlﬂﬁﬂilﬂmmﬂﬂﬂtﬂpﬂ-
Mmﬂlhmﬂliﬂmlmllﬂﬁtm!hﬂﬂﬂ[ﬂflhﬂlhl
mmhmim;ﬂmmm.ﬂum
hmmw;mmmmhmmmmm
Eﬂﬂ_ﬁﬁnmﬂu[ll:mnpﬂ.ﬂsnhmrpﬂﬁlhu;mmmmy
dﬁﬂﬂtrmlu&mduqﬂudlhmwmm;&
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coullict relations have ereaed both the weslth ol the mew and the
poverty of the vau majority ol the world's people™ (Frank, 1070
[184). Whas s of imporeance in the gna of Frank relaies
1o his emphass on owo sspeces of social slence tiorliailon, fnl, thst
wocial change proceises in Inadia (he mainly focuscs upon eganamic
developiment) thould be seem 91 8 pary of larger wystemmatic nelwark
of relationships. The minimal wnie for thii weuld be the arena of
world capitalism. Secondly, the approsch should be wirvciural and

in other words, procoucs of devclopment should be seen
23 2 resuliane of the contadictions of coonomic interedls berween
rith and poor mations or colonial and colonbed natborm and between
different dassey in an invernational seudng.

Cognitive Historical Approach

Another sysematic approach to the stuly of social change (s that
ol Lowiy Dumont. Thtlm-gﬂwﬂ:l:{uﬂhumhilplﬂmr!
concern ay he b interested i analysing the cognitive or (deational
siructural nature of the Indian social spsterm.  But in this context
hi alie makes compazissna of the Indlzn seddal wpstem with thay of
ihe Wea. It i3 bere that some relevane social change propositions
emerge. Dumont conceives of the Indian socisl system not as 3
eyvtem of socis] relstiondhips but 3 syieeme of ideationsl and walue
cenfipuratisns or patierns.  Social change study according 1o Dumont
should be fooused on amalyping the “reaction of Indian minds 1o
the revelation of Watern culture” (Dument, 106466} According
to Dumoni this resction would liz in the cognitive translormation
from the principle of hicrarchy to equality. Euentially, change
tienal Indian cognitive system. Thiws cultural change i the
for individuality and of the soelal change (see, Dumont, 1964, 1065).
Dumoet’s model seeks mainly to compare the diversitia of the
Hdecatructures in different oadidons or civillzations. Distinguishing
between wynchronic and dischronic studies, Dument is eritical of

Desplie the emphasih on hisory and ldeology, Dumont's main
intere, Hmwmhdﬁﬂtﬂmmlithﬁ: ln:l.]'ﬂl af social

£
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sochological bsney™ (Dumane, 1004 1T} For ibe sbmeiorsl studics
of the type he i interested, time may be devold of meaning  Hene
the basic Joom for the analysis of change, according to Dumenn,
comparison and absiracilon o which conphasls o diange la limplick
rather than expliciily formulated ss a thearetbeal system.

Instilutional Approach

The study of wocial change in & sypdematic framewark based on ihe
imssitmiional model bhas been conducied by Myrdal, o three velumes
of his Asian Drama: An Inguiry infa the Poverly of Nations which
incorporates the lsbour of o tcam ol workers, 3 comparsiive evaluatim
of the matore and pomibility of cconomic growili and developmend is
undertaken.  Myndal says: “our approach by broadly ‘insioadonst”,
and we plesd for greatly insensified research elforn along these lined
We thould remember that o be I'll'.'ll.l-|I fruibelul ilsla fvew 1["?"“-:-'1
cannat be resricied 1o the inserdon of qualifications and reservationa
ineant 1o take into account the things left out by the conventlonal scono-

mic analysis along Western Lines. As the very thearies and eoncepls utilis
el in that analyiis guide it away from these ‘nen-cconomic’ Bactors, whay
Is needed is a different framework of theories and concepis that s
more vealistic for those societies” (Myrdal, 1908: 27). As a pam of
this inatitutional approach Myrdal redevelops his theory of circular
or cumulative causation which e hod carlicr used In' his wudy of
the mace problems in the USA. (Myrdal, 1944). For the interprets.
tan of this process he formulates a sct of conditions which operate
in the South Asian nation, particularly India. These conditions In
sets of combination form social rystems. The term social symem ia
wicd in 2 heuristic sense.  The conditons are: eutpul and incomes,
mrdlitbuu ol production, levels of living, attitude towards life and
work, institution and policies, The first three are primarity cconomic
conditions, fourth and ffth are non-cconomic, and the sixth is 3 mixed
eordition. 3

Hﬁmwﬂilﬂmnmminm it one of

these conditions moves In a degirabils ﬂ.irmim :rﬂﬂull'

MURENLUM i other conditions; 3 downward maveinent s there il

ong of & st of these eonditp
Sretin. Valos #ens beging Lo operaie in an undesinable

aré thus built into the procenes of
ﬂﬂ&ﬁmmm Theic value premises also relaic
i canditions which may clther be having an independent
Rrue signilicance. Independent values are thoss

eI end by themselves and ipstrumental are those

fmeans. Conditions may vary on account
Bdent or ipstrumencal reasens.  Each




= TOGEMNDRA SINGH

mabien. however, lopmalsies in swn valug paiovities lor development
i U Bdads of which values are s lsiod wiih comditions.

For lmdia, Syedsl i ol ihe vicw il the chnsrn value premised
were incerpeeatend o3 “meedomizatson sdeal’ whose ingredients wore
“patipnalicy, development, and plansisg for development, rise of

vty sise of lewels of Ih'-'h;. nfial afd econimac cqtuliulinn.
mnpuovnd indvivactions and swinsdeo and natienal consolidanion” [(iee.
Rigralal, 1968: 3065 The same modemnization ideal ha alio been
scvepied by other Souih Adse batkins but in cach ol them dhe
proves eprraves dilferently dee 1o difsence in e ‘Enilial comdizions’
of i pait hisgery andd culesre,

In iher rane of India, howeerr, Myrdals finad judgemen sbowt g
prmailsiliy ol swooralul deeel romenemuirite with the masdern-
igatien mlbeal are aualifed, aseinly becaose of e sk of n:ufiu.h
iy Inalituiional chinges The edds sgainu iz are population growth,
internationsl wangles (spainae Chins and Pakinan), fragmented domes
tie politics, peoblon of ‘opgtional Dicgration” ol the natlon and
iimally lindia’s mote willul emphasis on 3 sore ol mond cenvenion
rather whan om iRiEinidenal chamges e wwites: “In India an
intellecrusl and moral conversion teneds to be ddvaned & 3 panaced
for all binds of illx. Dot to change animdes wichon {h.lnl;fn‘ social
institations is 3 rather bopeles quesl.  This semeing (he baide dilemma
and challenge of Indizn politha™ (Myedal, 1903: 503%

Myrdal’y ideory om secial and ctonsmic development ln develd of
originality. Iy rooty g H.H.-Fr i the hu.mql il wnedsl r,tlulr l.n.llph
o the time of Max Websr and Max Scheler. The view poing has,
however, beenm repe refuted by mamy researches dome on the
procom of Indian il.-lﬂq:-ur. II,I'I:LIJ.'! FELire lmﬂﬂl rullers Eroam
i cursond ambkvalence. He on the ome hand setsculafes the need
in Sputh Aslan coumvirkes 1o evaluare cheir procenses of soclal change
and lis various [acets with the help ol iheir own concepimal caie
gories amd im the light of their own inital conditlens bot on the
elser, he alio blames the wery given indthad condidons” for the lack
of heir developimenl.  There is much merit in by emphasis on
insdiations]l and spacmadc reascning ban the greaten weaknes of

his evaluation b ihat he b unable o ook 3t the Sourh Asian social
reality ox<epe from e Wealom secioculieral perspective

Yet ancther lormulsclon of socld change concept b char by
qu-h:pw Pramd. He pasmlates 3 medel of social change based
on 8 social peychological sad cultuml famewerh. He categorise
the fartors of socll change into extenai or objective and internal
or subjective levelr' Objective levels are: material and hehavioussl.
The subjective Jevel conilits of values, motives, needs, pacepticn and
belief. Each can infuénce the proces of change in' terths of it

"
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] ] tipn, Changrs begin st either of ihe
T:":muﬁ"m::ﬂ.ﬂ"m adependi up-u:::r mosle @l GE Lctwem
the twa bevels of categories amd their intcraction (swee. M. Prassd,
1970y

One majet limitstien in Pramd's formulstion §s that he does not
secm o hawe applicd ihe maddel thag he fovmilanes (o sciual amscw-
ment of the prooemes of socisl change. Consequendy. his spproach
tendy o leecome ecleciic anid by devold of analytlcal coheromoe,

] especislly awhien be discuies the wbaiantive danc of social changr.

Zpcisl change mudy from an inisicatiensl and symiematic concepiual
frame hzy 3l been made by M. C Shekhar, He (omulaiey a
“theoretical musbel with fourlold comstituent sirectures.  “Thes struc
tures are related 1o the walue crfencion, sncial sirocsure, pnl.ll_]l anal
ecofiomy. Waili the H[l of the thenretical mmle] the interaction ol
theese pmructures has been amalyped. The process of social change is
referred o here @ inatitutional change which is diverimd by the
Covernmem™ (M, C. Shebhar, 1968: 339). Shebhar asdlopis 1he
Farsomian trumework for his fonmulaiion of the concepes of structure
and sptem.  Me alss usey Parsoas” concepe ol paiicrn varlablen T
be lecly thas Pananian formulations of systems may noy be adequate
lar ll-lﬂfillll ibe Imdian sitostlon of social thange, and suggesis
iurun-t-:_ tion of the concepl, uper-gysem’ “which includes the entire
natien” (p. M2) 3 an amalytical extegory. He teviews the role ol
charigmiatic movemeny in the emergome ol new struciures in addidon
i3 othar provean of social change. He concludes; “Diue to ceriain
Hinde roch b sty of setlovelentaion, ch

ure i amimable s change on
has the capacity 10 sbiorh the changes on fuﬂuﬁui::du:'rm:l
underpoing struciunl diflerentiatjon™ (P M7 i
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the historicity of our socio-cultural conditions in formulating con-
ceptual schemes or theories of social change. There is evidence to
suggest that such awareness has existed among sociologists and social
scientists in our country, the need, however, is to push it further into

actiom.

There m ‘conceptual schemes' about social change but no
‘thcories. Among the conceptual schemes that exist we may notice
i emerging polarization between two types: those that postulate
continuum models and others that are oriented to the dialectical
model for the study of social change. Whether it is a study of caste,
social stratification, social mobility, family and kinship or moderniza-
tion one comes across similar divergence in the conceptual formula-
tion of change. There are social scientists who think that the two
approaches are reconcilable (sce, Steward, 1955; Berghe, 1958). But
considering the theoretical issues involved ir is dificult to assume
that the basic pre-suppositions in the two approaches could be easily
reconciled. The continuum approach takes an ideological position
where the process of change -is asumed to be accretive, integrative
and is seen moving from one position of equilibrium to another
until the other end of the continuum has been reached. Conflict is
characterised as mere deviation. It postulates two distinctive ideal-
typical forms of social phenomena which set the limit 1o the transi-
tion from one form to another. Such ideal-typical formulations arc
often devoid of systematic concerns. Social change is analysed in
narrow contextual framework without studying how other compo-
nents of the sodal sub-systems impinge upon the system as a whole.
The tradition-modernity dichotomy is a result of such reasoning.

The dialectical model of social change focuses upon the latent and
manifest areas of social conflict. their aggregate articulation and re-
lationship with specific structures in the social system as a whole. It
postulates change as a process of transformation through reconciliation
(resclutions) of a series of conflicts. Ideologically, conflict is treated
as the basic process of social change. The nominalism of the conti-
puum models is avoided and social phenomena are seen to be endowed
with an imminent quality of selftransformation. The systemic concern
is logially related in this model to the element of historicity. It
treats social history as an essential component for the analysis of social
change. The source of change in this model are assumed to be both
endogenous and exogenous, but thess operate only through the
immanenc internal social forces. Thus, it avoids the pit-fall of mis-
placed polarity in the formulation of the stages of social change as
implied in the continuum models. .

The theoretical and conceptual scheme of social change in India
have so far remained limited to formulation of ideal types and
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continua. Conscquently, most analyses of change are defident in
theoretical power and explanatory sophistication. There is urgent
need, therefore, to study social change from a systemic and dialectical
historical [rame of reference so that a truly diachronic study may be
possible, Continuum models have essentially o synchronic character
and their maximum theoretical relevance for the study of change is
limited to comparison or at best the taxonomy of social phenomena
A truly viable theory of change needs to go beyond comparison_to
the level of formulating general propositions based on time-bound
Togical set_of variations in social phenomena. This is possible only
E&B’Hﬁapt of time both ‘reversible' (mechanical) and ‘irreversible’
(evolutionary) to use the phrase of Levi-Strauss is built into the theory
ol Socia Fgﬂ_‘mnlutical-hi:mricﬂ approach partially answers this _
need, since depending upon the extent of methodological sophistica. _
tion it_offers scope for incorporating time into the theoretical analysis-

of change.

——

Research Gaps and Priorily Areas

The gaps in social change studies in India are both methodological
and theoretical. The difficulty, in making suggestions to cover up
the gap arises from the fact that the value-frames or preferences of
individual social scientists may differ and avoid being forged into
some predictable schedule. The preferences for theoretical approachss
and their relevance to substantive areas of interest might also differ
from one social scientist to another.

This does not, however, rule out the need for formulating priorities
for social research. Each profession, on the basis of the nature of the
urgent problems that it encounters formulates research priorities. The
Pprocess operates through a consensus among the scientists and the rest
of the national clites. Within a discipline, however, consensus on
priorities also emerges on collective realisation of theoretical and
methodological lags. These factors together provide the raison de’ etre
for formulating social change research priorities.

Let us first take the salient theoretical and methodological gaps

T¥eem to emerge from the above review of literature on_ social.
d:nuE. j'«?’e find that so far, the most popular model for the study.
6f5odal change has been the continuum model; the dialectical and
historical ml:l.hud:i have been neglected by and large; with the excep-
iﬂﬂ'ﬂf some studies mentioned in this report, the use of rich historical

a for sociological analysis of change is lacking. Another gap that
onc motices in most studies of social change j . Of ips

sty TTORL | es 5mal_;hmscumr‘ﬂbmtgf[h:
systemic . Specific social isolates like caste. family, occupation,
 beer Mﬁd'in:'lgal'&r at most in a regional setting, but
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