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Research Meéthodology .

A Trend Report

By
T. N. Madan

Purpose and Scope

. THe purpOSE of this paper is briefly.to survey publications on ‘research

methodology’ in the cognate fields of sociology and social anthropology
in India with a view to examining their scope and limitations. It is
based on books and papers in English by Indian and foreign scholars,
whether published in India or abroad, dealing with methodological
problems. Since the volume of such writings is by no means large,
occasional reference has been made to some substantive. works

which seem to be significant in terms of their methodology. Be-

sides, an attempt has been madc to survey a fairly large number of
publications so that research techniques in use may be identified.

A

The period covered in the paper§jsEiaride

| _ : research on
India has been done, written about and published during these
two decades than during any comparable period in the past:

In what followy, N0 ACeMpt has been made to distinguish between

srfciolog}' and social anthropology, though some of the authors whose
views are discussed do so. The distinction is not relevant here as
contributions from both fields have been examined. Moreover, it i
clear from a perusal of the literature that sociologists or ;Oda.;
anthropologists working on India have not exclusively relied upon

‘certain techniques. Boundaries set up in the name of methodolo

scem to have been respected much . less in th
: \ N the feld of
review than probably elsewhere, Thus, G. §. Ghurye 52‘:2’ ‘-;“c:}‘:r
founding fathers of academic sociology in India, has not ‘been cznten?:
to remain : - g '
n an arm-chair’scholar ,but has done fieldwork to collect
282 . ) S '
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data for some of his studies (Ghurye, 1957 and 1963).  Similarly
D. N. Majumdar (1908-1960), one of the foremost anthropologists
of his time, was also one of the first social scientists in India (o
undertake a survey of a city and to employ statistical concepts and
tools for the purpose (Majumdar, 1960).

Definitions

It would seem proper to draw attention, at the very outset, to
the fact that there are at least three different meanings of the word
mcthodology wlnch one encounters in social science hter-umre

it ¥ Imiay ba&.mtzd?.,tg_.'r:f{tr: tortly brﬁtmal:dg; sions.
e and b SConsequent S mplist
In Dthcr words. e o _' '='-u*-.'-~.-' :

What is the mcamng. nature and sc-::-pe of sag.r. ob]ectwn)* t‘\pﬂl't-
ment, prediction, laws, or cxplanation in social science? or

Is sociology, or social anthropology, a natural science of society or
is it a kind of historiography? One could cite many well-known
LdePlCS of mch dlscussmns but two should suffice. These are:
NN G1S Ty ayaie il ofydhesSoe tences "andFelix

‘Mcthodology s also aften us:cl in a1 narrower sense to refer to

wqua Icchmaq%cg, oritagls. ‘employed: for:the wollegtion and

+PTACEssIT 5 . Alerbal-or, meeh‘amca,hp{uchweskﬂr-,.br,__ ey
- beﬁnwﬂweﬂ’ﬁn ;he ij:ﬁ? EE*E’{E"EEHG,GQS : As l:';tg:rﬁl

ples of this kind of literature, one may mentmn the Ro}'al Anthro-
pological Institute’s Notes and Queries on Anthropology, John
Madge's The Tools of Social Science, and William J. Goede and
Paul K. Hatt's Methods in Social Research.

anlly mﬂﬂmdalﬁg}' is somenm.:slu.scd to desig ateﬁthc -COnEepts.

S

¢ and"proceditres. employed- ini the: dnalysis | ofa"saata, however colldcted:
‘e Sriive e condsions.  The use of statistical tEﬁhmques such as

correlatmn analysis, is an example that comes readily to mind. There

are also books and articles dealing with ‘methodology’ in this sense:
for example, {EiligA%@okien's ‘Stalistical Méthods. for:Social Scientists.

often neither possible nor, indeed, desirable.
treated together in the present paper.

Methodoiagy :  Basic Considerations

A survey of the available literature shows that there has not been

It may be added, however, that the separation of the methods for
the processing of data from the techniques for their collection is

They will be, therefore,
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musn genenitl concarn on the part of those enguged in social
g sarel
vn ladia about problems of ‘methodology’ il‘tr Eln: first scm“:}‘:.;v‘:
term dnll_l:ctl abo\w The only notable exceptions seem to be the three
> i BPET RSt - T TeR v D T

-

Iy . r‘"
VeIl s & (12 i1
ough rcference could be made to many of
; Radhak:
Mukerjecs \\-_'oru.._t]:e most relevant would :et-.-m‘j|l w0 be The ;’1“-’!:1
sophy of Sacial Science (1960). He dedares his intention o be “ihe
mul;:lll. dm‘lp{.ion n:d_c_lnrlllntlon of the foundations of the
nw.:?s soclal sciences” (ibid., vii), He auempts to tramscend the
2 mu“‘m:_%?lnm natural sciences and hnmanitics by working out
“synthesis In terms of a triangular interaction between the physi-
l_:*.!.lnu':;;n;!gI 's, philosophy ond the social sciences. i
clerring to the revolutionary changes in the classical physicists’
) s’
\hi;.-\\' of nature as a vesult of the development of quam:u-u ufcdlaniﬂ.
u‘ulenjm- maintains: “Thus the abrupt and rigid dualism between
w:i n?b]th\'ll}‘bnl natural sclence and the subjective character of
science, between existence and validity or between fa
value is no longer applicable..,” (ibid., SSJ.W e

Mukerjee opts for, what he elsewhere calls ‘multidi i
uf ; tidimensional ana-
mhwmﬁ’m:um_lumm 1955), mying to_combine the best in
: ca istic_approach of Western social sdi with-
thi metaphysical and intuitive approaches of the I'i;l._wmg‘rl
{ may be pointed out here that Mukerjec's views on the
nay b nature
of social science began to shape early in his intellectual career when
he ﬂ:tl!.mgltd to redefine economics in terms of biclogical, ecological,
; ,cam g u: ‘:nd sociocul 1 factors [see, particularly, his Principles
rative Economics (1922) and The Institutional TM? of
n&om.md ‘vﬂlg!i . Thus began a lifelodg concern tural
orms an ues and with the noti *hi Y, level'
Eenciodl® et itk 1he wilriihmentiazal Of 'h’fm‘hw’;w;{f‘m“?;

h L5
Mukerjee’s philosophy (or view) of social sd raises sexi
problems which h i s et
: o oy ave been briefly, but sharply, pointed out by Saran

pared to Radhikamal Mukesjee, D.
Tjee, P. Muk
m:::llu of methodology was very slim fut bis i.mau: ;nnrl;:mt\:a:
- 5 \mhn_w!e.hamnr_nminnumliduum:had:m
ﬁmadhahmzld Mukerjee (T. B. Bottomore, 1962:101). Though his
underwent some ch:na:.du.n'ng the period under review,
' and ‘contextualization’ as the
54 For hi Wwas no esca \pi :
= s
For the present purpose. it should ﬁ“‘qﬂo

10 mention his presidenual

-

k
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address to the first Indian Sociological Conlference (1955) on _Indun
major_statement on methodological issues. )

'_’{'ii'ungh certainly not opposcd to empiTical social research, he com-
plained that he found empirical social science monographs socially
irrelevant and devoid of any ‘L ing. So, hic pleaded for a
return to philosophy but without abandening empiricism.

T & proceeded “to_emphasize the importance of e study
of tradiiion_for_Indian socialogy. (Incidentally, he did not accept
sociology and ¢ firal anthropology as one and the sume inquiry,
insisting that a ‘secial system’ and a ‘system of culture’ are different
orders. of abstraction.) He mainmined that the failure. of economic
und political action whs chiefly the result of their ‘unrootedness in
India’s social reality’. He added :

Traditions have great powers of rusistance and absorption. Un-
less the economic force is extraordinarily strong—and it is that
only when the modes of production arc aliered di sut-
vive by adjustments—Thus it is that [ give'top priority to U
understanding (in Dilthey’s sensc) of traditions even for the study
of their change (D. P. Mukerji, 1958: 232). ’

- 1 the cause of spirit, which functions in the context of traditiuns,
really a lost cause? Is the methed of insight an altegether deca-
dent, futile method? s interpretation useless in modern human
knowledge? ... If it is not, then Indian sociologists should take
courage in both hands and openly say that the study of the
Indian social system, in so far as it has been functioning til now.
requires a different approach to sociology because of its special
craditions, its special symbols and its special patterns of culture
and social actions. The impact of economic and technological
change on Indian traditions, eulture and symbols, follows there
after. In my view, the thing changing is more real and objective
than change per 3¢ (D. P. Mukerji, 1058: 241}

Unlike Radhakamal Mu!.:rjec and D. F. Mulerji, _A____i:__s.gr_ag_
d;.mjm_m&?mm but unnal:ugqulz rejects not_only
positivistic sociol \t The very nodon of a secial science. 25 de-
}L__%Mr{m;ﬂ i 3o far a the study of archaie "-;m. -
tional, or 'tradition-haunted’ “ocicties & coficerned. For him. sado-
logy, if at all possible, has to Be a species Of ‘metaphysical inquiry

for which the techniques of empirical science ar8 not relevant. O
is

bearing on_thi
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Culiwn™ (190); (i) “Foy o Sociology of India™ (IWSa): (iif) "Some

Apta of Pasitivism in Sociology™ (19G2h): () "Saciology of Know:

IS Tradisional Thought™ (IFE8Y: and @) “The Concept
of Social Scienc™ (1888\ -

A summany of Saran’s more important writings will not be
attempted hoae.  Sufice it o sy that for him, the real pm
blem of smthesis lies in ining the whalencs of life, and
tki_a accerding to him. can be donc and undentood ouly in tams of
Primordial Tradition. Tradition, thus, must supply the first prin.
t."lpla of sociclegical understanding, which §s wuly ammived at diales
uctl.lr and daductively. The purely tmditional interpretation of

| phenomena necesarily involves ihe abjuration of the
positiviss sandpoint

A pasitivist saciology reissy mumcrous problems which some front.
rank socGalogists have recognized but none has salved.  No solution
15 in face posible within the exising frames of reference, Thus
“the value neutalism or the idea of studving norms and values as
behavioural facts which contemposary sacologists adopt i neither
tenable nor coosistent with their Positivism which .. admits (for
investigation) both 3 world of faces and a world of values™ (Saran,
1963h: 2300, His qiticimn of the Marxian theory of social change
it in the same vein: s confugon i regardad as imesaly-
ble within the given framework (Saran, 1988\,

Further, Saran of our current sociology has no

—
theory OF human action. What gt with is E"ﬁirl:—.f}’miﬂ
:;ﬁ;m&dm. 0ot human beings and humn life™ (Saran,

: M) —_—

Saran’s position bas been compared to that of the nincteenth cen-
tury Germas aitics of pasitive sodalogy, far example, by Bottamore
(19%2: 102) This he denies, of course, pointing to the important
d\.lm:_uu:hi:chhehuﬁth the pasition of the neo-idealiss and
dthehn;uumphiuwpbm(&nn.lssn)uac\m\dth that of
D. P. Mukerjee (Saran. 1965b).

a:nm}'n cnphm upon the ‘unicry consciousness of traditional
sodiety,” and his rejection of any ‘extenal viewpaint in addition or
PP o an ‘i I' viewpoint ‘wlfinterprenation’  (Saran,
1962a), were panly developed in criticimm of Dumont’s definition of
the scope of Indian sociology.

Dumeat’s I int, and central is, is:
i eirn Moo esis, is: "It should be
uence ¥
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selves give’ (shal. 12): “we_mua lenn bom the people tiemacives

which modes of thinking we have the right o apply and which e
should “reject {74, N% )
Having stressed the impartance of the ‘principles that the people
themselves give', D is at pains to emphasize the importance ot
wbjectivity and compazison in the develepment of 3 geneval” socios
logy, or, in other wards, in the "endeavour to constitute an adequate
idea of mankind' (ibid., 9) through e siudy of Indian society  He
cmphatically_declares that 3 Hindu sociolegy is a contradiction Tin
wrms (Dumont, 1966; 23). ==T ==
Dumont’s views have given rise to a controversy. His views have
been discused by F. G. Bailey (1959), Saran (196%23), and T N
Madan (1966). While Dumont has replied to criticisn, (Dumont
and D, F, Pocock. 1950 and Dumont. 1966). Madan has made = further

comment (1967a)

A fimm g iing in_Indological li has also been = charac:
teristic of the works of several scholars associated with the Depant
men: of Sodology of the University of Bombay. Ghurve's work on
cute (Ghurye, 1930}, Imwati Kane's on kinship (Karve, 15081
K. M. Kapadia’s on marriage and the family (Kapadia. 1953) are
P::l_tﬂg_ﬂs_muhl:_ txamplcs.

Some Bombay University sociologists have not drawn upon the data

tive in the study of any sociological probl

(e, Desai, 1S53y — —

It may be E,E' ted put here that the commen element in the views

of D. P. Mukerji, A. K. Saran and Louis Dumont i

vign oying currently fashionable jargon, we may

j ey emphasize emic rather than ctic Gitcgorics. Though
the similarity scems to end there, it is notewerdhy. Several other
scholars alio have writen about the impomance of the sway of

ion lﬂd-E dian socidlogy; eg. Ramakrishna Mubherjee (1%5)
and (1970) and R. N. Saksema (1965). There are. bowever, many

ing of Indiin societies and cultures. The most forthright among thoe

who hold this viewpoint is F. G. Bailey.

Bailey has developed his point of view partly as a reaction
Dument's. He writes: “A valid sociological undenaading a be
achieved, given certain problems, by making abstractions immediately
‘from beha or from other nonwerbal information, and by ussg
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only our own iec. the sociologists' concepts and evading the idens
of the people (supposing they have any ideas, which is not always
the case)” (Bailey, 1959: 90).

Earlier (in 1957), however, Bailey had adopted a somewhat less
rigid position, and it is important to take note of that alss. He
had written:

**... the Hindu culture which helps us to sharpen the dissecting
knives of sociology is not, on the whole, the distillation and syste-
matization which appears in the sacred books in the Sanskrit
language ... Our knowledge of the ‘litde tradition’ we acquire
partly from reading about the and of the propl
of India, and partly (and more satisfactorily) by secing how people
behave and listening to the explanations they give of that beha-
viour” (Bailey, 1964: 61).

M. N. Srinivas also scems to stress observation, at least as the
starting point: ™ ... the study of a village or a small town or a
caste provides a strategic point of entry for the study of Indian
socicty and culture as a whole. It forces the young scholar 1o keep
his mind steadfastly on the existential reality as contrasted with
the book-view of society. It alio peses the all-important question,
"What is the relation between the sacred literature and the existing
institutions during various... periods of Indian history?' A satis-
factory answer to this can only be provided after years of pains-
taking rescarch fnto regional history and culture” (Srinivas, 1966:
158). .

Among those who do not think that the study of Indian societies
and cultures poses any really special problem, necessitating a dis-
tinctive hodology, ion may be made of Y. B. Damlc. He
contends that it is perfectly possible to analyse the problems of sta-
bility (wradition?) and change, so far as Hindu society is concerned,
in terms of an empirically grounded sociology such as that based on
the theories of Talcott Parsons (Damle, 1965). .

None of the approaches considered above would completely do
away with the need for the collection of empirical evidence, whether
from fieldwork, or from literary sources, or from both. They do,
however, entail different degrees of emphasis upo the one or the
other source of data, because they lead o different formulations of
what the really significant problems arg. Finally, and consequently,
they adopt different logics. An examination of the sociological and
sodal anthropological literature on India during the 1950's and

3 shows that the great bulk of it was fieldwork based and im.
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plicitly lollowed the approach of scholars like Bailey and Damlc.
We will return to this literature in a subsequent section.

The widespread acceptance by Indian sociclogists and spcial
anthropologists of the methodological foundations and the research
techniques of Western social sciences has been seriously questioned
also on political (as well 35 on intellectual) grounds by some Indian
scholars.  Thus, the waming has been given that “most of the
modern research methods and tools whichs ... foreign experts are
using' have been implicitly designed to serve commercial purposes
und are now being adapted to military objectives” (Sarzn, 1958:
1031). J. P. S. Uberoi takes up a similar Pposition arguing thac,
though the nims and methods of scicnce arc universally uniform,
“the problem of science in relation to society is not” (Uberoi, 1968:
117).  He procecds to wam that unless Indian social scientists learn
to nationalize their problems, they can hardly hope to provide con-
vincing solutions to them. Satish Saberwal draws attention to the
problem of “academic colonialism” (Saberwal, 1568) 3

tiie political ramifications of international social science (Saberwal,
. That the dangers are not imaginary would seem to be con-
irmed by the notorious Project Camelor (I. L. Horowitz, 1967: also

see Ralph L. Beals, 1969).
S :

ted problem of the “limited validity" of

uieglw'_uéﬂ(c.g., of the Parsonian ewark) in in
with e problems up by the sodalist movement to which
1 ers committed (Shukla, 1970). This kind
of reaction 10-Western social sciences seems to be Rirly widespread
in Asia (Syed H. Alatas, 1969 and R. Pieris, 1969).

Before we concude ¢ scction. attention may be drawn to the
position of the Indian philosopher Daya Krishna who has written
on the problem of methadol in_sodal scicnces an nities
m‘lm"n&mi‘ﬁnm
like natural objects, wheth ‘given in nature or created by man,
nor are they like man-made works of art; they rather are “a third

ﬁﬁTofEcLemkh has some of the characteristics of both, yet
m them in essential res * (Krishna,- 1965: 94). The
mﬁﬁmm%im the sdentific-causal
nor the inwitiveemphatic approach is adequate. "The causal,
the functional, the aesthetic and the valuational are intertwined in
the life of society and any attempt to understand it muse unravel
-all these aspects and approach each in the appropriale manner —
. £

B¢ however, that) society is a unity both ac the
the logicmeimingial Tevels {1o1ds T00):
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Techniques of Data Coll and Analysis

—

During the period under review at least two books, two mono-
grapls, one report on a seminar, and 3 number of p:!peu. dealing
with techniques of data collection and with the analysis of !ucarch

ials, were published by social scientists working on India. }

M. N. Basu's Fiel i ology_and_Other Social

Seiences (1961) is based on the author ence ul‘.ﬁ:ldwmk
amiong several tribal_communities in Assam, Bengal and Bihar. This
suggesls the Lind of Lo

manual o on_which _data_ma
be collected an w they may be coll and _armn :d._ The
is is upon the study of material culture, though othicr |u_plu

(kinship, social life, religion, political org; and recr )]
also are dealt with,

Dasu’y suggestions are primarily addressed (o cultural anthropalo-
gists studying village-based small communities. Though he gives
examples from his own fieldwork in India, which is useful, he does
‘not enter into any detailed discwsion of the topic and methods
suggested. In any case threse are no different from what one would
find in Notes and Queries on Anihropology.

Incidentally, an interest in material culture has characterised the
work of many scholars trained in anthropology at the Univenity
of Caleutta and of the Anthropological Survey of India, particularly
under the directorship nf N. K. Bose. Thus Peasant Life in India
(1962) contains descriptions and drawings of cotlages, oil presses,
men's and women's dresses, footwear and bullock arts. The Census
of India (1961) Village Survey Monographs also contain deseriptions
of material culture. It is obvious that such a research interest entalls
the use of particular techniques of data collection and presentation,
€.g, photography (P, R. Das, 1968).

M. H. Gopal's An Iniro ipn 10 Res in i
Sciences (1 1s 2 much more substantial work than DBasu's Gopal
73N cconomist but s book 17 generally addressed 1o social scie

is an 15t but s [ ressed i ientists.

erally addressed 1o social scientins
A Tiule wwore Than Falt of The book is devoted to a few broad issues,
Wmm that
social sciences”are sciences, though they suffer from “certain impor-
i sciences” (ibid.. 19). He,
‘however, procceds 1o define social research as “the scientific analysis
af the nature and trends of social phenomena of groups, or in general -
of human behaviour 50 1¢ to farmulate braad principles and scien-
tific concepus” (ibid, 15).
Probably the most useful chapter in the first part of the book is

Lhudnﬁngwﬁh»dﬂmarhehnmﬂend&nwdm

__.-?_ [ S—
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the role and development of this technique in Indis. e bnielly
describes the objectives of various surveys conducted in India sinee
16 and_the techniq topted by them.  Unfortunately he doo
not subject any of these surveys w ailicil scruting.  He does, how
ever, after a briel veview of surveys in UK. and USA., draw “atten
tion to the existence in underdeveloped countries of certain limi.
tations associated with techniq probl and envi nt: from
the first standpoint, the inapplicability, at least 1o the same extent,
of some of the advanced techniques of data collection; fom the
angle of problems, the intertwining of a multitude of different issues;
and from the point of view of environment, the vague, hesitamt amd
slow tesponse arising from an illiterate and conservative tradition”
(ibid., 55).

The sccond pare of the book, dealing with collection of data, has
dlmﬁﬁwwum*?
questionniaire, the interview, observation, the ccase study, the experi-
menfal technique and ement of qualitative Yala_ The autho
occasionally refers to the limitations which social research in the
“underdeveloped setting” imposes upon these technigues,

N. A. Thooti's Methods of Sorial Research, though published in
19667 was written in the carly 1920's and originally incorporated as
Fart II in the hor's The Vaust of Gufaral (1935). It is
partly an autobiographical cssay, dealing with what the author ealls
the scientific and the biological and regional approaches in “human
investigation”. The author touches upon a number of themes, in-
cluding the nature and formsof sodety, the scope of sociology, and,
almost casually, on some technigues of feldwork, such as how to
eitablish rapport with the people one wants to study. The cssay
also contains observations on various elements of social research and
their mutual relationship. Thus, “After having completed the initial
inquiry of classifying the relevant facts and sequences fn terms of
‘whats’ and ‘hows’ and correlating the ‘whats' and ‘hows', in terms
of a system, the scientist proceeds further in his analysis whercin the
‘whats' and ‘hows' are related 10 place and tme" (Thooti, 1966:
450).

Thooti's graph is an i ing document for the student of
the development of sociology in India and has been included bere
for that reason (even though it was written well before 1950), rather
than because it was thought to be of much use as a guide to the
collection and analysis of data. For the same reason mention may
be made of a remarkable short essay by S. C. Roy, one of the
founding fathers of ethnography in India. Writing in Maen, in

B, uoder the tte of "An Indian Ouuook on Anthropclogy”.
es the aims of anthropological research thus: “The cul-

’ /7
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e of 5 Particular human i

: ! 210Up necds 1o be described for its
"“ﬂ.nlﬂj-bufh Tunctionally ang historically.  Bue it also needs
1o be slut_i_m:l In its seiting of culture as o whole viewed throughout
mankind.” He criticizes [he functionalists' 2histarical approach:

“To picture a Eroup at work is a worthy ajm,
out drawing a

3 To picture it, with-
tientien to evidences of evolutio,

N within, or borrow-

bly few lawly 8TOups without borrowing from
those who have gone further along the way—borrowings that may

[]:’min within a lowly group in 1n imperfect (even 2 decadent)
.

He proceeds w s
of psychoanalysis 1o

analysis of dreams.
C

UBBest, among other things, the ‘:pplicatina
the study of tribal cultures and the intensive

people’s life—the particular Dhiarma
grates, sustins and nourishes that culture” The vital facs of

human culture are described as being the facts of ‘spiritual expe-
vience’. And, therefore, he concludes:

y under i ig

G. D. Berreman's Behind Many Maiks (1962) is an excellent mono-
ﬁ‘?‘i ing 1 bjectivity that inevitably enters into
cthnographical Reldworl wrapher. bty il s

The information that results from such interactivn tends to be varia.

ble; a change in any one role bringing about changes in the
also and in the nature of the inflowing data. Informants hide

masks, as it were, reporting things 1o be what they ought
bt it .

=1 wHaL LReY. R

e s

é A most important and useful

Siisanne Pvs "Surveys in India:
State” (1958 nt o

b
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sitwmmtion.  The are of obtaining suitable responses from i.nl'mmnlnl.\
through the careful choiee of onec'x own role is gullcd ‘impression
management” by him. He acknowledges the influence of E. Goffman
(14959 on his appreach. .

Several =1t in_Region
scareh: Procreding and Pafrers (1959) beag upon the collecuon
M processing of data by social sdentists. R. Balkrishna, D. '1"
Lakdawala and P. S. Lokanathan (all three are cconomists) write
on surveys, and so do A. F. A. Husin and A. Farouk of Pakistan;
Boe and D. G. Mandelbaum write on the study of caste, the former
drawing atentien to the proccedings of caste panchavats and the
litter 1o concepts and methods; K. P, Chattopadhyay discusses some
points yegarding the collection of statistical data, and Mukherjee
uses sophisticated statistical techniyues (o analyse data leading to
the classification of family structures: Saksena pleads for the inter-
disciplinary approach; K. Chowdhry employs the cse study method
in the area of industrial sociology: Srinivas analyses particular cases

es in rural India may be studied. Srinivas
has published two more essays  (Svinivas, 19523 and 1954) which
are an excellent guide to the meticulous collection, recording and
analysis of dara on village disputes.

Social research through surveys js

)| under reference. The probl
saarch are said to be the difficulties in
quate trained staff, satisfact
batween investigator and
(particularly such as would
reliability, and 3o forih,

of Social Re-

prominently discussed in the
connected with such ye.
meeling the need for ade.
oy sampling, meaningful communication

respondents, supplementary  evidence
provide depth to the findings), ensuring

of conduci social research in In

They
such research countries do not
in India." Thus. (i) Most i
a broad ra of issues
(il The unit o7 source of Opinion in India geper) ha
. ens to be
some of a -£-8., the extended family, subcaste, tr::ilhgn)
: Mﬂt_igﬂm_@;?%mm m"l.hn[orpurpous
of a n:\,;';ﬂ}.ﬂ_mmr “T“Fi‘u;\uuawble in a
'mhty.m“ 7 e on the principle of hierarchy, (iv) The assumption
5 n _ or_ncutral stance on matters of con %o social
ence-is—pomiE] T T _challenged | ndia “For
many Indian socig) . -

;_________ T_‘}- but shoulg

s e o S SN

that social ﬂW u?}:"::m"“? explicidy |
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seive @ moral purpase. As w result, sodal scicnce reseanch i India AR
TR e T s ) — —pie Anuther_wselul_commentary (supported by empivical e ;
!s.ll.@h‘_lll_ have stong NOVHETNE overtones {a’bnf_.. 2TV Soddal Joseph W, Elder's “Caste_ind World View: A PPlication_of_Survey
SHERt in India have L generally low status; therelove, any_assungr ' Rescarch Methods™ (1968). He points out that field_snrveys Fable
tioe that "theiv tesearches will be given serfous attention by the — Wl T T

the vescarcher to deal with "sulﬁd,::lyl}__lam-_num_lms of people to

gencral public and by public oficialy, and that they will receive the PEIC controls” Funhes, they help him 1o identt) gt

tooperation_they need, is_open to challenge.  (vi) The assumption

b okl ¢iations and 1o choose between alternative explanations. But “A
that & dimate of commitment m_"“’d; understanding ?.I.pmtmtoual major drawback of survey veseareh methods is that one loses the
:m:‘lf:n;: til:: l‘:ﬂ"—‘i"i"‘“‘ extaliin some measure™ is alio open clarity of detail and the supplementary interpretative information \
AL I besing i tudy™ (ibid., 181).
© implications of the above six caveals, according to the authors, ! IEM:“:l:d;:;“:u::; ?u“.':' "_“ eid ¢ ‘k )‘, small groups are
| x:r;:::uhfuub.i?‘x::r ma:m::dst:lf:u:ll‘;:c‘:nj:n:l;‘“]irt:h:;g:u:: widely “l‘“' “"'“i:::“ ir:hlm!ia;j Th:lr‘ art:l pﬂrt.ic;hrly, but not
: . ively, assoei i i t 8
They have stated how they themselves did this. They also _are of ] f.::f.‘.';:’:..‘,'m;f‘f’u min ‘lm a‘nm:lpomr-'gwk ;Eo:’;;’ R':r;
the opinion that cestain types of problems which genenlly are the | g ]

and B I been alicady noted. Some more discussio
subject-matter of survey research in the West are better tackled in e - Suiean) am hem d T ARupony

| may be relerred to now.
undcrdeveloped arcas by the methods of the anthropologists who | In an ealy esay, “Social Anthropology and Sociol ogy" (1952b),
not only sk questions but also observe events. However. the authors i Srinivas dwells on the importance of intensive fieldwork, preferably
maintain that there sell are broad and imporiant areas of research ¢+ it

y 2 2 < . among two or more culturally distinet ¢ ties, as an ial
';:n"'“‘tﬂ :::‘h‘) “‘ﬁ:""’“ b“l': _fﬂ:];hle ““‘:ﬁdﬂf““b‘;l'_ One o : part of the training of social anthropologists. It enables them to
o ﬁl:dudwdu:d e r;:: (I_:_‘;‘N“‘;' € groath of public opinion adopt the holistic view of social systems and thus gives them an

W dvantage ov. iologists,
Tt may be here added that the Rudolphs believe that the condi- \ ! '?nxa.;:)om::::ainﬁ “Data Collection Techni : The Case of
;iw haveimc;:;:mwm i;;v:v;dud:n:: :;zro paper T;;q;m“m- . f‘magﬁﬁ'fui An opc{ulfhgy" (msgz. dnu:v;d:u:ntia_r;l to \l;lhg;
Personal . \r’tmbct bl = LY s the 13 of the me of social anthro-
. Jn counexion with the fourth of the R“s“'l’h‘ six caveals Bosc's pologists when applied to complex sodicties. He ‘points out that
Some Methods of Studying Social Change” (1967) is relevant. He the substantive concerns of a discipline, and the type of society it
in i commmiement o bieing b i g e P | WS b e et i e s loren i
n : -~ enen w ‘t employs. From this he proceeds to argue that social an
tial requirements for mﬂ: itl-ld-l'ﬂ- Tht efforts to ensure objectivity, pology and sociology are two distinct types of social inquiry: the
through the use of ics, for instance, have to be placed former has been waditionally concerned with simple, integrated
within  the broader framework of personal  knowledge and and homogencous socictics with a view o describing them, while
mna?;:n:_! e Rt s T i i " the latter has been concerned with the explanation of various
e e Ru among \ aspects of h us, complex social sy , induding their
other things, by Madan in “Folitical Pressures and Elhl::ll Cons- i ‘pathology’, and with establishing gencralizations. N
traints Upon Indian Sociologists™ (1967b). Under ‘political pres- Oommen 1 the technique of intensive fieldwork through
sures’, Mada; dlmsc:sm I.I:c impact m::if,poh;zdma:s, ‘bui_e;m'-ﬂ FPN:’ . participant. observation as unsuited 1o the study of urban sociery,
3 an scien € communi . D T
soring agenci people under 3 £ y if one 15 § ones own society. He critiazes the -
| on the conduct of sociological research. Et.bin! considerations are A sodal @ ts" reliance on unsystematically selected Jaforma:
ni;lh;o he__ch:.—h :u’som.l ac w:lk,u xc.auce:uvt. T _ b | tioff, TNEintEining that this,adds the dangers of ‘informant bias' to
Ralis, Schuman an ldsen in their “Applica- i e of ‘obirver Bla.
bility of Survey Techniques in Norhern India” (1958) have warn 1 Wﬁpe of Social Anthropology in the Study of
ed thac the results of 2 survey are markedly influenced by the inter . i Indian Socicty” (1962). is not as pesimistic as Oommen. While he
viewer's affiliation even when all other clements in the situation, |8

mits that the structural approach and concepts like “structure’ and

induding the Wording of ouestions, remain unaltered. ' are inadequate for studying the contemporary social situa-




U ] m
lium. in llllli..l. |Ig "lll'lk\ ||| e (N T Hlarisnenw dMpynop LN ETEAY
"“""“F“l"m AN aler suiabie lml‘:llniq:au ML comepry gf sogial The impotance of gearing il ressarely 1o hypothesis testing,
G Mayes, in ”'EL‘.'_{““ ol 'q:l“.“ MLl e ysefy), seneralliation amd prediction is strewend by Famakridina Mulhﬂlm
.\‘ Wy ol Politie P ioxe im#\[‘:l:‘-‘-kmjp' Approach gy e alw  In various papers, sueh iy “Some (;maidfutmm o Social
""1 A 1k T poscs lI';._'I"l;'l-t_m!‘-‘l'-—"."_y]'r? up the e posi Weswarel” (1960, "A MNate on Villagr as U.nir ot Vanable for '-!le'iﬂl
;"HI"“["_"“SEHT tediniques an e l-lm'l‘ -\l1 - lllu- eL-liuhich of Rural Socery” (1991), “On cll“"“‘w‘m-‘JI -h;mh s':-l-":ll:;.'p;h
wiban Tngi, b, 266 T Lkl ) ity Lol peasnt and (106 and “A Note an the Mcasutement of e m'unrd honld
which confrongs the studem n[' , = _TE_‘_';.l.chll_\_r_rl} wnplex situation he discusses when, how and why watistiesl trmeepts and inals dhonl
Mayer su i ‘lr:lm;«ml.' ! I“-“-:lll andd mlu:m"t_:mru- m India, be employed in snial lrv'arth i el data
ol o : L an @ ]‘_C‘_“.'____Q_Q[?i‘_l_lﬁ)_ﬂt|i. fin. which several A mont uselul eway, dealing with the fuum.m peatists $
ey he o '€ 3ame problemy pyep A lage area,” Alier is T. 5. Epatein’s “The Data of Econsmia i Anthuopological Ana
natively. he reconumends ghe technique of the illageontward” type WS TI967)  She draws her cxamples from ravigui_parn.of_the
f\l’ stucly, “This consists of udying the Ipulation of 4 single village TEE‘ld including India. 3
n it inuavillage and Intervillage activities, and i hen '

~ She_gives suggrstions on how to prepare
ing 1o T
abstract the struen Ving

scheduler(e.g, time, Dudge{and property whedules) whil grodue
1es reaching ousside the village™ tion “and conumption statistics ta collect, apd_hoe in_caleulate
(bl 267).  In this connexion Mayer tefery to the concepls of hewchold in :__5'{.:1”&;". it from_interviews
tegion” and ‘field”. (The later mentivned by Bailey also) How. i '}(‘EW&E] problem concerning the collertion ;m‘} interpreta-
ever. the tcdiniques and methods which prove useful at the level tion of data which Indian sociologista face is that stemming from the
of the “villageoutward’ study would not be 0 in a “town-outward' ’l.‘ fact that they are trying 10 study their own society rather than
study. Here the investigator may be forced, by his subject matter, other culturey.  Madan briefly mentions “the lack of social l&lt-
“10 locus rescarch on 2 relatively small area of activity.” As an | dom which an investigator faces in the study of his own socicty™
illustration, Mayer employs the notion of ‘system’ and ‘network’ 1o (1965: 11f). )
study political processes in the 1own of Dewas. i It is, I'!w.c\'er. Srinivas (_"Some Th'wEu on the Siudy of Opes
In 3 lata paper. “The Significance of QuasiGroups in the Study i Own Society”, 1966) who discusser this €m at some length and
of Complex Societies™ (19065), Mayer employs the notions of ‘action- perceptively. ™ He points out that whatever
set’ and ‘quasigroup’ to analyse palitical processes.  He concludes:

the problems auendan
upon the study of one’s own society, they ceruinly have not been

“It may well be that, as social anthropologists becoine more interest- 0 inurmountable ay to prevent the emergence of (he duscipline of

ed in ;:omp'lcx socictics and as the simpler socicties themselves be- sociology. More positively, be writes:

come more complex, an inaeasing amount of work will be based

on cgocenired entities such as actionsets and quasi-greups, rather

than on gioups and sub-groups” (ibid., 119).

“The sciologisnt who is engaged in the u

. udy af hix own society is

likely to be inflienced by his social position, mot enly in his
Mayer_points_out that the Xinds af comcepis be has suggested observations but also in the problems he seleets for study, Bug this
M“ﬁu—ﬁu TS Py uantitative data.  C. Radbakrishna necd not a'lwayt be 2 source of ervor — ¢ might even be 3 source
m‘?‘:ﬂi’%ﬁn Paper, “Quantfiative Studies in of insight! Insights. however, have 1o be wbjected 1o ri
Sociology: Need for Tncreased U in Jadia™ (19505 Alier painting Bt The oy 1 o Do valid
oum' statistieal approsch i to test hypo-

: : generalintions™ (ibid,, 154),
But: “The study of one's own saciety while i Is changing mapidly. ..
e G 5 S S gecliins oo g ot e e s o o 7 0 ki
“'——?m_—l%_’—:Lmzuf with 13 wmmtﬂnmt ’ FEi0uUTCey soci ol ogi -
m‘m af m;::’:::::; l'::orhalb;f: skills are available ar ,_l},f ! scrlously threaten his owm ”d"’ﬂ!;‘{h and sense of s
e Fof Garks B the alletis, ordering and analysis of data s e dificuliy of retaining a me
:t:ﬁun in the testing of hypotheies. e points_our that sosiclogia

aL : asure of d
~_cicummance an be imagined- (idid, Im‘mmt under these

iy of great Lidp 1o icians in so kg

also could likewise bc great lidlp to & I 3

Finally, Srinivay discusses the problem of commitment 1o one’s
Bt T Sealls

L Bose (1967) ana

bﬂhuuk!lhhﬂm)ukuptﬂmnm
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academic disc £ 35 also o one’s counuy,
S o fo oot comary.

R R e : n_ways and
weany of ensuring_ wicntific d’EE'i‘T in_the study h_ﬂ own
sodlety, He thus recommends t intensive Reldwork should be

weginded 25 desimble preparation for macrostudics which themselyes

could b: interdisciplinary in nature. He _also_recommends the

sudy of more than_one society, with_the rescarcher beginning with

th? less familiar socie and later on moving to the more familiar
(his own) socicty as mentioned carlier,

i, Since 1950 2 large numb of manographs, books, cellections of
papers. and artides in journals has published by sociclogists
and social anthropologists working oo India. It would be of in.
terest 0 find out from these published materials what “techniques
are most frequentdy used. by whom, for whar kind of stady, and
with what measure of success. ~Unfortunately it is not a common
practice for authors to write about these matters in their wonographs
or separately in papers. A few such discussions are available, of
course. bue their number is limited. Reference has already been
made to Berreman’s monograph and to several relevant papers. Two
mare papers are noteworthy.

E- A Haso writss oo thie techniques employed: by him in collect.
ing “Beld dao hu'-WMMdﬁww&m
methods depends upon: (3) the nature of the problem to be inves
t{imd:,(b)rdﬂmnﬁ:lm_nﬂiﬁmdlhepmpl:mbesmﬂkd
mﬁegﬂdplzmmtbm);ad@)mmmﬁﬂlhma

e pro study. He proceeds to describe how he con:
cuctad bis own Beddwork. " en

o |B]

Teay dmmﬂmpvblm induding: (a) citeria for the chaice
daﬂ:@hﬂnﬂp(&)thelﬂmthu’smn‘yinmlhc\'ﬂhggnd
%dw‘@}mamuﬂc technigues; (d) choice
amamdmwm_:d(ej proper wtilinton of avail-

Thfl:_xu:qﬂd&mwmﬂmmhlﬂ:hﬁquumtﬁlh-
s=nding, iv & often possible 1o find out, lhmu,ght?ermlofn.z:im‘
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Bailey (1957), Oscar Lewis (1958), Epstein (1962) and Richad G

Fox (1969) ave good guides to the kind of data that those intevestal
in studying ec ic activities should collect. Levis's discussion of

patwari records (Lewis, 1958: 32047), indicating thei scope _amd
Bailey's attempt (1960) is an excellent exam the ibilities
T The case study memor— oot eample of the poubilides

Vidyarthi (1961) was able to obtain much useful material and gain
good insights inio family life and occcupational culture by collecting
biographical details from his informants. Similarly, ML L. P. Patter.
son (1968 and 1970) shows how social change may be studied through
an examination of written family histories. Madan (1965) cmploys

the notion of ‘developmental cycle’ to analyse data on family
compasition.

A. M. Shabh and R. G. Shroff (1939) examined gencalogies to re-
construct the social and economic history of a village. Shah (1959
and 1964) also demonstrates the use which the sodal anthropologist
can make of various kinds of historical records about a village.

Whereas An i Qo Q|9 « is_reasons for under
playing_the quaatitative dimension of social relations. Ramskrishna

Mukherjee {1957 and 1959) highlights them. That sophisticated _
m'u;t’iallT:(hEanf ~analvSiTen be very imitfully and efiectively

made use of in_social anthro cal studies of village communite
is idndy d rated by McKim Marriowt (1968)

The use of sampling on a national basis and of inferential statis-
tics is illustrated.in Lalit K. Sen and Prodipto Roy (1968), P. Roy
<t al. (1965) and in Perception of National Emergency m Village
Indiz (National Institute of C ity Develog 1963).

T. Fukutake et.al, (1964) demonstrate what can be achieved
through field surveys in villages in limited time. Fox (199) em-
ploys the same technique in a town for specific purpases and aloag
side of intensive observation.

S. C Dube (1955 and 1958) has pionesred group research in India
and has alie wiiiten 3 i cus invelved in
it (Dube, 1960). Lewis (1958) is h bl I

group research. L

~—The technique of conten oved by Kh
il to study the activities of a awociation.  He subjects the
n-—-:—-——-——-q’-'s—-—-—' = :

Iysis to throw light on its role

in a changing situation.
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"i‘i"“‘-\ that I::\.:‘::(m‘[‘ e merely illutrative of sonte of the uch-
L Indiy :-n 10 e in sociolegical and soal antluopological

. | unng the last two docades.  For the purposes of

b Eequency with whicy more weful if we can foim some idea of the
ol researeh situations 2 Particular method is cuployed and the kinds
bLelow, in which it is caployad. This is attempted

cliosen

lnldw::l t::".‘.d:::;.‘\::m that ST (or 625) of them arc based on
among a tribal communiy, and interviewing) in a peasant village or
P Ay munity; 9 (or 185) are based mainly or wholly
ey Ay sources and dealt with caste, kinship, the family,
mpnsr— focul_ change or nationalism; 10 (or 20%) have employed
e c\f interview schedules and questionnaires to study 3 parti-
s "}“'""")- iy, or orpnintion (factary). Since the tota)
e <1 of books published during the period under review is un.
bl ad ’d‘:u be '\I'en'[dmuch bigher than about a hundred, the above
reakdowns should not be veny misdeadi fa j i«
Qtions e concerned. ’ FITIR T g gt

A similar serutiny of 332 social anth pological and sociological
rescarch papers was undertaken. The sources of these papers are:

() Man in India
all relevant articles
between 1956 and 1968
(vols, 36 to 485)
(ii) The Eastern Anthropologist
all relevant articles
between 1954 and 1969
(vols. 4 to 20)
(iii) Sociological Bulletin
all relevant articles
between 1032 and 1967 (vols. 1 to 16)
(iv) The Economic Weekly
articles on village .
studies between 1950 and

232 articles

127 articles

106 articles

15 articles
vols. 2 to 16)
(v) 'JI':TEfmﬂomic end Political Weekly
all relevant articles
between 1965 and 1968 18 arides

(vols. 1 10 1)

RO
RESEVRCH METNOBOLOLY N
(vi) Indéian Joumal of Social Research
artides on methodology
between 1050 and 1968 (vols. 1 to 0) 4 anticdes
(Vi) Journal of Social Research )
articles on methodology v

between 1962 to 1968 (vols. § to 1)
Totul: 532 articles

was found that authors of papess scldem mention anything about
lh:-ltedmiques employed by LllI:mFIQ collect and analyse data. l_l is
possible, however, in most cases to infer with reasonable certainty
a5 to how the data must have been collected. Ne\'erlhelcu; it was
not at all possible 1o say anything definite about 35 of the 532 papers
that were examined by us.
AThe breakd of the ining 497 artides in terms of the
technique or techniques that seem to_have been principally used
are given in Tables I and 1. The techniques are correlated with
subject mauter in Table I and with the spatial dimension of the
group or institutjon studied in Table Il The results are of consi-
derable intermst.

“The breakdown shows that, in an overwhelmingly large proportion
of the cases examined, data have been drawn from secondary sources
or collected through observation and interviews. No claims regarding
the scientific precision of the forcgoing lusion are made here.
The exercise was undertaken to form a general impresion of the
situation in sociological and social anthropological research in India
with regard (o the use of research techniques. Limitations of time
and the paucity of available information precluded a more thorough

investigation. «

";rhnugh_:.n impressive body of sociclogical and social anthropolo-
Pdmmf_ﬁzmﬁa_aﬁmgsmﬁl
meiEe Qlil‘ﬂ‘i examination of bWz methodological ssues and in the

o bl hini of r

1 h is genenlly lacking™
Thus, ml: Li—xh,-_l_;m namelf. Radhakamal M E y X
Sann, seem to have discussed the natn - 'e‘:; ai::d h-“l:‘

A certan extent this may not be elcoms
cawe sodial scientists have long bee:n i g oo

——



Table 1

SOCIOLOGICAL AND SOCIAL ANTHROPOLOCICAL RESEARCH : TECHNIQUES AND SUBJECT MATTER

o Social
; tnship change Theory Per
T:;h.l Vitlage Family Demo-  and and Totel  cenlage
€ihno.  studies Caste  and  Religion Ecomomy Polities graphy social  Methodo.
grephy Marriage poblems  logy
. Analysis of Secondary
Soureces 6 6 ’
17 1] ] 8 6 1] 14 ] 121 b dh
Observation {including
Informal Interviews) 15 16
] 0 13 5 17 14 | 103 19.53
Observation plus Formal :
Intervie
Rterview 6 0 1 1 s L 5 1 i H 6 12.0
Formal Iaterviews 2 : 6 15 e 3 s . 12 ‘ 51 9.6
Secondary Sources plus
Observation 6 G [l ] 5 = L] 3 L] 1 42 7.9
Case Studies - = 2 i S = = i . 9 19
Schedules s 1 I 4 _ _ | _ “ _ P K]
Queseionnaires = — — i i B 1 I 4 2 9 LI
Misccllaneous 9 1 7 16 U I 1 s 4 0.1
Theoxetical Analysis - z Y = i 3 = 4 2] 15 6.0
Bot Clear ? 5 1 s s I 3 - 2 - L 66
Total 51 50 0 82 T T 20 8l 66 582 100.0
T 1"* el ——— r—— b .'gﬁ s o - - =
Table Il
SOCIOLOGICAL AND SOCIAL ANTHROPOLOGICAL RESEARCH : TECHNIQUES AND UNIT OF STUDY
Group State
of or Per-
Tribe l"r'ﬂ.l‘t ?ﬂh’ﬂ Ciry Disteict  Province Couniry Others Tolal cenlage
Analysis of Secondary
Sources B 2 4 7 I =2 42 35 121 228
Olservation including
Informal Interviews a9 19 a 12 3 10 L] 2 103 15.%
Ohservation plus Formal
Interviews ] 29 10 8 i 5 1 1 4 12.0
Formal Interviews | 11 11 1] ] fi ] 4 51 9.6
Secondary Scurces plus
Observation i 5 2 3 1 1o 11 G 2 1.4
Case Studies —_ L 1 1 - 1 — | L] 1.7
Schedules — 2 4 2 2 I — - ] 137
Questionnaires — 1 - i - ! 1 3 9 L?
Miscellaneous z 21 5 R G 7 5 2 54 10.1
Theoretical Analysis - - — — — — 7 b 15 8.6
Not Clsl-r - il ] 9 3 4 1 2 35 .6
Total 27 126 13 67 27 (] 76 2 ] 552 100.0
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1 discussions s
: s i led “native
models” of Indian_societies 1 £ Hindu sodety in_parti-
—cular . How hest may ene attempt to study Hindu sociery: (1) By
“hasilying it with other structurally similar societics? (2). Or, by
‘typilying’ it (the expresion is D, 's; see I 1967; 316,
through o consideration of its idea- and value-systems alongside of
its structure? (3) Or, does one derive the understanding of Hindu
socicty by altogether abandoning the perspectives of Western social
science and going back to its ‘primordial waditions’ and treacing them
as the only valid finst principles (in which case understanding could
not be diverced from acceptance)?

Though the above problem has been posed, its discussion does not +
seem to have actracted the attention of more than a very small
number of scholars, In the absence of 1 general interest in it, the
problem inevitably siill remains clonded, and calls for intensive and
serious discussion.

What gives added urgency to the need for such a discussion is the
doubts that have been raised regarding both the objectives and the
research techniques of Western, or the socalled internarional, social
science in relation to India and the developing countries generally.
This aspect of the methodology of social science rescarch in India
also has bean merely broached so far. Though the available state-
ments on it tend to be sharply worded, diey are not always well
argued. There {5 room for an informed and objective inquiry into

ll}il' problem.
ions on techni of data collection seem to

< The available di ]
be principall E H of first-hand obscrvation |
and_of research l.hrouEh surveys.

Two type: of problems connected with first-hand observation have
been commented upon. First, how best may this technique be em-
ployed for the study of small communitics? What are the biases
to be overcome? What arc the obstacles to the collection of data
and how best can these be climimated? How is the reliability of
the collected data to be assessed?  And so on.

Sccond, is firschand observation a feasible and wseful technique

in the study of complex and urban social situations? Does it have to
hould it be aband d in favour of other techniques?

be modified o .
iscussions of survey techniques draw attention r
W Fﬂ;u Bility In_India, particulasy in rural aress. Their usefulaess
tiested. —

A o 26 iker problome s i
indicated above, some other problems also ve.
i ion and the use of

raised, motably the need for quantifi

T
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It is clear, however, that not only is the range of problems ﬁ_ii-
cussed limited but the available discussions also are generally in-
adequate. The scope of research into problems of research metho-
dology in India is, therefore, immense.

Much in the ref of research techniques is not like-
ly to take ;Iace unless sociolagists and social ﬂnlhropn!ogilu en-
gaged in research on India write about their experiences in the we
of i techniq highlighting the probl they faced and the
solutions they devised, .

Also required is a careful ination and ref lation of the !
relevant syllabuses of varions university dep of sociology and
of anthropology/social anthropology. At present not all universities o
prescribe a course on methodology, which is very unfortundte. More-
over, training in research techniques must includ ctical i
Thus alone can a critical approach be cultivated. /\The University
Grants Commission and the Indian Council of Social Science Research
also can help by organizing summer schools and workshops on ad- ”
vanced research techniques. [t is not suggested here that every social jl !
sdentist must take recourse to the computer; it is equally important
to take note of the new techniqiies that arc being employed clsewhere
for study of the qualitative aspects of social action,
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