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Research Meéthodology

A Trend Report

By
T. N. Madan

Purpose and Scope

Tue purroSE 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 ryeference has been made to some substantive. works
which seem to be significant in terms of their methodology. Be-
sides, an attempt has been made to survey a fairly large number of
publications so that research techniques in use
The period covered in the papereEivasdesile;
to 1970, More sociological and social -opological
e, Seende. i dusing sy campursble. piod i the gt
g any comparable period in the past.

In vhat followy, 110 AUEMPL has been made to distinguish between

sociology and social anthropology, though some of the a

views are discussed do so. The distinction is not relel:it:riz-l::i
contributions from both fields have been examined. Moreover, it is
clear from a _pcmsa.l of the literature that sociologists or 'soci:d
anthropologists working on India have not exclusively relied upon

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

scem to have been respected much . less in the Rel
- N, L d [
review than probably elsewhere. Thus, G. §. G‘Erhur';e s?:: "-}“'::"
foundmg. fathers of academic sociology in India, has not ‘heen c:ntm{:
Lo rem ir i .
ain an arm-chair scholar 1¥I:tul: has done fieldwork to collect
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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 Indin (o
undertake a survey of a city and to employ statistical concepts and
tools for the purpose (Majumdar, 1960).

Definttions

It would seemn proper to draw attention, at the very outset, 1o
the fact that there are at least three different meanings of the word
‘methodology’ wluch one cncountcm in social scmnce lucnmre

Gl In other words, Aiperiidnlare
i il stadies of sueli “prob ems ass,

What is thc meanmg. nature and scope of, say, objectivity, experi-
ment, prediction, laws, or explanation 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

Lx.u:nplcs of such _,d:scussmns but two should, suffice. These are:

RERSEN eher s < sl Eatalsmusa s esSocinlastiencés and Felix

f 'nd,s; I:Chnlq,uas,u oritoals, :mplagcd for: l:hc mlle@; .ch
idata, A ﬁ!bﬁ:‘.-f@r mr:elm_q :

1 As exam-
ples of this kind of literature, one may mention the Royal Anthro-
pological Institute's Noles and Queries on Anthropology, John
Madge's The Tools of Social Science, and William J. Goode and
Paul K. Hatt's Methods in Social Research.

anlly, mﬂhodolagy is sometimes:used: to desjj tg: tl'.u:. cnn:EPL;

-.'n

+ anick'procediirés: empliyed- int the analysis | oﬁ‘:lnta, tj:im-,cczcr colldcted;

‘e Srriveesconelusions.  The use of SIALstical tochniques, such as

correlation analysis, is an example that comes readily to mind. There
are also books and articles dcahng with ‘methodology’ in this sense:
for example, Wnﬁmu Statistical Methods. for-Social Scientists.

It may be added, however, that the separation of the methods for

the processing of data from the techniques for their collection is
often neither pomble nor, indeed, desirable, They will be, therefore,
treated together in the present paper.

Methodology : Basic Considerations

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

01 “botl 11:]_:1:3* "
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misn genvril sconesrn on the part of those engugad in socdal recarch
oo India abouy problems of ‘methodology’ in the fint semse of the
term desciibetd above, The only nocble exceptions seem Lo be the thiee

- i i T ALy 3 St i e I ;m&;vh; =
ough relerence could be made to many of Radhakamal
NMukerjee's works. the mos relevant would sccm w be The Phila:
sophy of Saclul Science (1960). He dedares his intention @ be “the
analyahs, description and clarification of the foundations of the
existing socinl sciences” (ibid., vii), He auempis to tramcend the
olg divition between patural sciences and ham=nities by woiking out
a new synthesls in terms of a trd lar in ion between the physi-

ol :n_cjm;g;. philosopliy nd ihe wocial sienes. -

elerring 10 the revolutionary changes in the clanical physicists”
view of nature as 2 result of the development of quanium mechanicn
Mulerjee maintaing: “Thus the sbrupt and rigid duslism between
the objectivity of natural science and (he subjective cluracer of
social science, beiween exisience and valldity or between fact and
value is no longer applicable...” (ibid., 35).

Mukerjee opts for, what he elsewhere calls ‘multidimemional ana:
Iysis” (R Lamal Mukerjes, 1953), mying 1o combine the best in
Ahe empirical rationalistic_approach of Western social science. with
the metaphysical and intuitive approzches of the Eaust

¢ may be pointed out here that Mukerjec's views on the natuse
ol social science began to shape early in hir intelleciual career when
he pted to redeli les in terms of biological, ecological.
psychological and sociocultural f [see, particulatly, his Principles

of Comparative Economicy [192%) and The Institutional TM? o
onomic .. Thus began a lifelodg concemn tural
and

—

normns ues and with the notions of ‘hierarchy’, ‘Jevel’ and
‘gestalt’ on which the multidimensional approach was sought to be
buil,

L'Iﬂulaju:l Ehmophy (;I view) of sodal science raises serions
problems whit been briefly, but sharply, pointed out by Saran
(Saran, 1938).

Campared t6 Radhakamal Mukerjee, DL P. Mukerji's outpur an
problems of methodology was very slim but his intetest in them was
abiding. What is more, he was more influential as a teacher than
Radbakamal Mukerjee (T. B. Bowomore, 1962:101), Though his
vicws underwent some ch Juri:

d

3 g the period under scview,
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mEdeanen MET nopoLILGY

Soctological Conference (1935) on Indiiu
%&%%’“ ge (0. I aerT 1O78). 1 wan his law
E on_methodological isues.

= T{n;;:mcmu:n!y aot nﬁ;:ds:o' emplrical social yesearch, he com-

sined that he found empisical social scence monographs socally

irrclevant and devoid of any 'lile-munhlg'_. 54, he nic.:adgd for a
return to philosophy but without abandoning empiricise.

Seecded to_emphasizs the importance of M _spudy

3 he prl e Qe
of tradiffon_for_Indian

socialogy. (Incidentally, he did not accept
loxy and culiural anthropalogy s one and {he same inquiry,
:m:lm.iul‘:| :ns;thnt 2 ‘social system’ and a ‘system of rulture :::: d.iE:rer‘u
1 iony He mainained that the fail %
::;mpoglinl action whs chiefly the reult of their ‘unrootedness in
India's socinl reality’. He agdded

h t ers of malstance and l'hmr?!iun‘ Un.
Em&:{em:. “:'r:n_ttpi‘: ordinarily strong—and it i thst
anly when the modes of preduction e sl & : -
vive by adjustments—Thus it is that T give“top prierity 1o Uk
understanding (in Dilthey’s sene) of traditions cven for fhe suly
of their change (D. P. Mukerji, 1958: 232). .
1 the cause of spirit, which funciions in the conicxt of uaditiurs,
really = loar camse? 1Is the method of insight an altegether dec
dent. futile method? s interpretation useless in modern humian
knawiedge? .. IF it is not. then Iiuihn mll:iolngm ‘h:m.:(‘:t:
courage in both hands and openly say (hat c study
:mh:ﬁ: social system, in 1o far as it has been functioning ull now,
requires @ different approach to sociology b.e:cwu of f:; splc'r:::
tions, its spedal symbols and it sped cul
e 'ctioms. The ifapacs of economic and technologicl
thange on Indian waditiens, culture and symbols, follows there:
after. In my vicw, the thing changing s wore real and chjective
than change per ¢ (D B Mukerjl, 1958: 241%

ji k. Sa@n
Unlike Radhakamal Mukerjee and D. P. Mulerji, A K.
does sttempt apy synthesis bu “"'“‘"’?"“‘1! Tejects not only
ﬂ‘mc sociology but the Totion ol a secial scence. 21 llt:

3t prowent, i in s0 a Lwﬂ(.m“‘_

¥ on-haiinied WoCiclies T concerned. Fm‘hlm. lDl"iI:I'
i m‘t passible, has 10 be a |yna'u of metaphysical inqury

" techniques of empirical science are nat relevant of
rea o &Il ml‘
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Eu_l__h:l_l." (190l (i) “For o Soctulagy o India™ (Ia): (i “Some
Aspects of Powitivoam in Sociology™ (100281 () ~Saciology of Kaome
ISRET S Traidisional_Thought™ (W8N s (0 ~The Coneept
o Social Sciense” (1968

A summan of Snanh mae impomant writings will not be
attempeed here.  Sufice ©1 o sav they for hiw, the wal pr
blem of synthesic lies in mai ining the whalenca of lik, and
this axcerding to him, can be done and wndantond ouly in orm af
Primondial Tradition. Tradition, thus, must supply the fist prin-
dpla of sxciologh undentanding. which i unly savived at diales
tally and defuctively. The pardy waditional interpiziation of

gical ph a ily invelves the abjuraden of the

positiviss stzndpoint

A pasitivist saciology reises sumicrows problons which somme front-
l‘-ml- Rvlogisn have revognized but neee hai solind.  No salution
I in fact possidle wishin the existing fama of refersnce, Thue
“he value neutalism or the idsa of sudying normy and valuey
behavioenl facw which contcmpocary sociologists 3dopt i neither
tensble noc coasistent with their positiviems which .. admis (for
invertigartion) both a wosld of faco and a3 warld af values™ ([Saran,
196Sh: 8500 His citicimn of the Mardan theary of social change
it in the mme vein: i concepoal contuiion i reginied 3 frreali.
ble within the given framewnrt (Saran, 1965\

Further, Saran ma “ost_of our cument saciology bar no
thecry &F humas action. WE it deals with s fun evens and

i life™ (Saran,

&&T man) toa. oof Auman bunp_ﬁ_h____ﬁmu
1965 54y

Saran’s pasdton bas bees pared to that of the ninsteenth cene
tury German aitic of positive wdalogy, for example, by Bottomors
(1962 102y This he denies. of coune, polnting to (he §
ifizrences vhich Be bas with the position of the esidealiis and
dthclm;umpbﬂmphm(&na.lﬁh)udmu\dlhmd
D. P. Mukajer (Saran. 1965h)
fxm:‘ucnp_bam'upnm:\miwymﬁmmdmdhim:l
y." and his xcj of any ‘cxtemal’ viewpein: in :ddition ar
mmbﬁgm‘:mw%tm‘ﬁm
were ¥ i of £ i
Re cloped a aiticien of Damont's definition of

JLDumcats sorting point, and central thesds, is: shoul
obrious in principle. that 4 socj £ thould be

e aF odal Indis lies ax ghe mt
and ogy" (Dumant, 1557:
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selves give bl 12): "we_mun lexn bom he ple themestie
tich modes of thinking we have the right to apply and which we
showld reject” (ihid. 1%
Having stressed the impurtance of the ‘principla thar the prople
hemyelves give', D i at pains 1o emphaiizz the importance of
objectivity and comparivon in the Jevelog ol a g 4 s
Togy, or, in other wards, in the ‘endeaavour to onstiiute an adesquate
idea of mankind’ (ibil. W through tie study of Indian sochety _I!,_r__

cmphatically_dedares that 3 Hindu seciology is 2 d n
coron (Dumsont. 1966, 23 =%

Duniont’s views have given cise 1o a controversy,  His views huve
been disused by F. G, Bailey (1853, Saran (196230, and T N
Madan (19%6). While Daumont ba replied to oiticiom, (Dument
and D F. Pocock. 1950 and Dumont, 19661 Madan has made = turther
comment (1967a)

A firm gwounding in_Indological literature has also been < charac
teristic of the works of e ddars amodated with the Depan
ment of Sociology of the Univeniny of Bombay, Ghunve's work en
cute (Churye, 1030, Irawad Kanes on kinship (Rarve, 15081 and
K. M. Kapadia’s on mamiage and the familv (Bapadia 1555) are
prinlady nsolblc Gampla.

Some Bombay University sociologiss have not dravn o
=l Inlghts of Iedology. Neverthcless they have remi
Tigal pesspective in the study of contemporan: sociological problems
(e Dexil, I9HE e

It may be pointed out Here thar the commen element in the viewy
of D. P. ) A. K Saran and Louis Dumont is their ing
:Wlﬁ.{%rmﬁm&
5 currently fashionable jagon, we may
ey emphasite emuc rather than efic Gitegosics Though

ocher

the smilarity sems to end there. it i notewarthy.
sholas alio have writien about ihe of the o

l.hu_iua

waditon for Indian sociology; eg. Ramakrshna Mutherpe (1965)
and (i970) and K. N. Sibsem (1%65). Therr are. Bowewer. many
more who, explicity or iatly, reject such an a o
phasife thit obicrvation o coatemparary 5 with the belp

of well-known empirical techniques. is suSdent for our undersand

ing of Indian societies and cultures. The mox i

who bold this viewpoint is F. G. Bailer.
Blﬂerhnd«d«pedhhpﬁmd\impﬁguanmm

Dumeat’s He writes: "A valid sociolegical unsu?m&cﬂ";

achieved, given certain problems, mmwﬂﬂ

humhhav ummn;‘mwmﬂhw
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only our own ie. the sociologisy’ concepts and evading the idens
of the people (supposing they have zny ideas, which is nor always
the case)” (Bailey, 1959: 90),

Earlier (in 1957), however, Bailey had adopted 3 somewbat less
rigid position, and it is important to take note of that alsa, Hc
had written:

**... the Hindu culture which helps us to sharpen the diwecting
knives of sociology is not, on the whole, the distillation and syste-
matization which appean in the mcred books in the Sanskric
language ... Our knowledge of the ‘litde tmadition’ we acquire

partly fram reading abour the end : of the propl
of Indin, and partly (and more satisfactorily) by secing how people
beh and listening to the explamations they give of that beha-

viour” (Bailey, 1964: 61).

M. N. Srinivas also seems to stress observation, at least as the
starting point: ... the study of a village or a small town or u
caste provides a suategic point of entry for the study of Indian
socicty and culture as 3 whale. It forces the young scholar o kesp
his mind steadfastly on the existential reality as contrasted with
the hook.view of society. Tt alio peses the all-important questicn,
"What is the relation between the sacred literiture and the existing
institutions during various... periods of Indian history?' A sadls-
factory answer to this can only be provided after yenss of pains-
taking r=scarch futo reglonal history and culture” (Srinivas, 1966:
158). y

Among those who do not think that the study of Indisn rocistics
and cultures poses any really special problem, necessitating a dis-
tinctive mechodology, mention may be made of X. B, Dawle. He
centends that it is perfectly possible to anslyse the problems of sta-
bility (oradition?) and change, so far a5 Hindu society is concerted,
in serms of an empirically grounded sociology such 41 that based on
the theories of Talcott Parsons (Damle, 1965).

None of the approaches considered above would completly do
away with the need for the collection of empirical evidence, whether
from fieldwork, or from litesary sources, or from bath. They do,
however, entail different degrees of emphmsis upoh the one or the
other source of data, because they lead ro different formulations of
what the really significant problems arg. Finally, and consequently,

they adopt different logics. An examination of the sociclogical and
sodal anthropological literature on India during the 1850% apd
| 19303 shows that the great bulk of it was fieldwork based and im.

~all th_ue Aspecty
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plicitly followed the approach of scholars like Dadley anll Dal,
We will return to this literature in a subsequent section.

The wideapread scceprance by Indian sociclogists and  social
snthropologiats of she methodological foundstions and the rescarch
techniques of Western soddal sciepees hae been seriowly questioned
also on political {as well 25 on inteliectual) g 15 by some Indi
scholars  Thus, the waming has been given that "mon of the
modern research methods and toals whicl . foreign  experts ane
wsing’ have been implicitly designed 10 serve commercial putposes
and are now belng adapied 1o military objectives” (Saran, 1958-
1031), J. P. . Uberoi takes up a similar position arguing thay,
though the aims and methods of scicnee we universally uniform,
“the problem of science in relation to society is not* (Ubetoi, 1968:
119). He procceds to wam thit unless Indian social scientists lexm
1o nationzlize their problems, they can hardly hope to provide con-
vincing solutlons to them. Satish Saberwal draws auention 1o the
preblem of “academic colonialism™ (Saberwal. 195 ihis
tlie political ons of internati ] ience (Saberival,
3 . That the dangers are not imaginary would seem to be con.
irmed by the notorious Projee: Camelot (I L. Horowits, 1967: also
see Ralph L Beals, 1069), “

S rai: ted tm of the “limited walidity” of

W;;. of the Parsonian ewark) in
with Tie prol by the socialist movement to which
of teaction 0-Western social sciences seems to be faitly widespread
in Asia (Syed H. Alaas, 1969 and R. Pieris, 1969).

Before we condude this section. attention_mey be drawn 1o the
position of the Indian philosopher Daya Krishna who has written
em of methodolegy in sodal shchoes and humanities
and 1963), Hg srgues that social systems are peither

l_!_k_e natural objects, whetl ‘given in nature or created by man,
nor are they like man-made works of art; they sather are “a third
of aza W) some of the characteristic

di them in essential res ' (Krishna,- 1965: 94). The
implications for mcthodology are ﬁat neither the sdentificcausl '__A

nor the inwitiveemphatic approach is adequate "The causl.
the functional, the aeithetic and the valuational sre intertwined in
the life of society and any attempe 1o undentand it must unavel
and approach each in the approprisic manner—

however, thet) society fa 2 unity both ar the ~
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Technigues af Data Collectivn anil Analysis

——

During the pericd upder feview at least two books, two mono-
graplu. one scport on 2 seminar, and 3 number of papers, dealing
with techniques of data callection and with (he analysis of research

ials, were published by social scientists working on India,

M. N. Basu's Fiel g As ogy_and Other Sacial

L SBE) ey nacdl
Séienices (1961) is based on the authors experience of fickiwork
amiong several tribal communities in Asam. Bengal and Bihar, This
ST ST TUE piges soggeacs the ;Em ggests the Lind of (OPIS on_which daia_may
be collee: w ey may be ang a ed. - The

T upon ihc study of maierial culture, thowgh ail:wr‘ln:piu
(Limhip, social life religion, political ization and re )
also are dealt with,

Basu's suggestions are primarily addressed 1o cultural anthropalo-
gists studying village-baed small communities. Though be gives
cxamples from his own ficldwork in India, which is ussful, he dees
‘not enter inte any detalled discussion of the topics and metheds
suggested,  [n any case irese are no different from what one would
find in Noles and Queries on Anlhropology.

Incidentally, an interest in material calture has characieried the
work of many holars irained in antbropology at the Usivensity
ol Cileutta and of the Anthropological Survey of India, particularly
under the directorship nf N. K. Bose. Thus Peasant Life in India
(1962) contains descriptions =nd drawings of cottages, oil
men’s and 's dresses, [ and bullock arts. The Census
of India (1961) Villsge Survey Monographs also contain descriptions
of material culture. 1t is obvious that such 4 ressasch interes: entails
the usc of panicular techniques of data collection and pressatation,
g, photography (F. R. Das, 1968).

M. H. Gopal's An Inir ipn 1o Rey, 12 in i

Scienves (1 i3 3 much more substantial work than Dasu's Gopal

is an economnt bul 1 Kenerally addressed 1o secial seienting
ittle mmare iE Book is devoted to a few broad fssoe,
3 the rest to technigues OT ESIE calleTon e o
His_observ, crvation on_general Wsue pem from E}i“aﬁ%ﬁ that
social ‘sciences 3re sciencer, though they suffer “ Impor-
tant limitations compared wi sciences” (ibid, 1%). He,

‘however, proceeds 1o define social research as “the seientific analyis

nll.hemlmnudmd:dwdalphmnmdmps,wingmﬂﬂ-

of human behaviour %0 =6 to formulate brasd principles snd sciea-
tific concepus” (ibid, 15)

Probably the most useful chapter In the Bnt pare of the book Is
lhndtﬂbgwhhwddmn'hehnmadend!mwdhau

-—— _——‘. P —
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the vole and development of this wecdinique e bndia e ey

describes the abjectives of various surveys conducted in India vinee
T010_and_the techniques adoptad by them. Unforunately be idon
ust subject any of these wrveys w ailical scruting He doey how

ever, alter 2 briel veview of surveys it UK, and US AL draw “atten

tion 1o the existence in undenleveloped countries of certain limi

ution ameciated with techniques, problems and enviy nt: lom
the first standpaing, the inapplicability, 3t leat (o the sime exten,
of some ol the advaneed techniques of data collection; fiom the
angle of probl the intestwining of & multitude of diflerent issues;
and [om the peint ol view of envivonment, the vague. hesitany am)
slow reaponse uriving from an illiterate andl conservative tradition”
(ibiil,, 55),

T’:;WELMMIMIM of data. las
chaprers an bibli 1 data, field data, the_whedile anm e
epéestiontiaire, leoisl?Lc;'!:i!igﬁh_ﬁmﬂw. the case sy, ihe expei-
mental tecinique and mea ne of qualitative Yati——The author
ucm:ﬁ':ﬁmhe Timitations” which social research in e

ped seuting” imp npon these technique,

N. A Thooti's Methodt of Secinl Research, though publishied in
196G was written in the carly 19205 and originally incorporated a4
Fart 11 in the har's The Vaish of Gujaral {1936) It §a
partly an gutobiographical essay. dealing with what the aulhor ealls
the scientific and the biological and regional approaches in “hummn
i igation™. The author toucher upon 3 tumber of tliemes, in.
cluding the nature and forms”of sodiety, the wope of saciology, and,
almost casuzally, on some techniques of feldwork, sucl 35 how to
:ﬁ:hlh.h r3pport with the people one want o sudy. The ey

abser an 1 of social h and
their mutual relationship. Thus, "After having campleted the initial
inquiry of clasifying the rel facts wnd In terma of

‘whats' and ‘hows' and correlating the "whats' n;ni ‘howy', In terms
of 3 wystem, the scientisn proceeds further in his analysls wheszin the
‘whats' and ‘hows' are related 1o place and tme” (Thooti, 106G6:
450).

Theoti's monograph is an interesting document for the ttudent of
the development of sociology in India and has been incduded bere
for that reason (even though it was written well before 1950), ratiter
than becawse it was thought @ be of much use m a guide to the
collection and apalysis of data  For the same reaon mention may
be made of a remarkable shore esay hy&&ﬁﬂf-;ﬂ;‘“ l:'"'
ing fathen of ethnogra in India. Writing &n,

: n:dcr the tde of “An?hrl.ndun Qutlock on Antbropelogy”s
the aims of anthropological rescarch thus: “The cul
s
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¢ of 3 patiia)ar human i

4 Rloup needh o be decribed for i
nwn--salc-:-hith Tanctionally and listorically.  Buv it aleg needs
19 bE studied jn s Seiing of culture as 5 whele virwed throughou
He criticizes. the functionalists ohiermes

al approach:
“To picturg ETOUp at work is a worthy ajm.
ot drawing auention to evidences of evolution within, of boarrow-
ings from withour, may léad to mi pi A 1. the fune
t_i_pruli_sl bt given special significance to the siudy of lowly culture
s exhibiting the ground.plan whereon ‘dvilimtion |

To pictuze it, witl.

. aniong other things, the ‘:ppli:nr.[on
of psychioanalysis to the study of wibal eultures and the intensive
analysis of dreame.

Commenting on methodology, Roy, like Thooti, suikes 3 personal
note. "It iy shrough concentrated contemplation of facts, scenes,
and incidens an well as outstnding personalities, thar we may
develop an intuition of the direction of the vinal impulses of 3
peaple’s life—ihe pavticular Dharma or wpiriual nexus that inge
B, ausaing and nourithes that culture” The vital fars of

human culture are described a3 beitig the faas of “spiritusl expe.
vlence’. And, therefore, be concludes;

"Thus the objective methods of investigation of cultural dana
have to be helped out, not oaly by historical imngination and &
background of historical and geographical facts, but also by &

bjective p of slfk ing 2bsorption or medimation

(dhyena), and intuition bom of sympathetic immersion in, and
self-identification with, the soei y under § igation.”

G. D. Berreman's Behind Many AMaiks (1962} |s an exczlient mono
'g-aph stressing the element of subjectivity that incvitably enters into
- Eeld L Thﬂ"_.'.llh and hix
informants are all shown playing at certain roles visawis cach other.
The information that results from such interaction tmnds o be
ble; a change in any one role bringing ahout changes in the
also and in the nuture of the inflowing datz. Informonts hide

atks, 25 it were, reporting things 10 be what

-mrs -—P—-'—-‘--‘

. = e it
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sitmation,  The are of obuining witable yespondes from infoymants
through the carcful clioics of enes own rale js ?nllod ‘impression
mausgement’ by him. He acknowledges the inDuence of E. Goffman
(1455 an his Approsils
Scveral in_Regional ‘Semi i

waich™ Proceedings and Papers (1939) Deay upon the collection
T provesing of dumn by sodal sdemthts, R. Balkrishna, D, T.
Lakdawala ond P. 5. Lolunathan (@ thies are cconomists) write
on surveys, and so do A. F. A. Hisain and A. Farouk of Pakistan:
Wose and D. G. Mandelbaum write on the study of caste, the former
drawing aucntion (0 Uie prociedings of caste panchavats and the
latter 1o concepts ang methods; K. P, Chattopadhyay discustes some
points regarding the collection of statistical data, and Mukhesi
vises sophisticated statistical techniques 1o analyse data leading to
the danifieation of family structures: Saksena pleads for the intes-
dirciplinary approacl;, K, Chowdlry employs the cise study method
in the area of industrial saciolagy: Srinivas analyses particalir cases
t illustrate how disputes in yural Indis may be studied.  Srinjvas
has published twa more comys (Bvinivos, 19523 angd 1954) which
e an uexeellene guide to the meticulous collection, recording and
analysis of dat en village dispuces,

fl rescarch througly surveys is prominently discussed in the
valume under relesence. The problems connected with such ye.

) respondents, supplementary  evidence

(particularly such as Would pravide depth %o the findings), ensurin

iliability, and 3o forih, o i '
A mont imporant and weful pap

e cxpliast |
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Mive a macal purpoee. A @ sesilly sodil séiende esench i tndia
tends o have smng waviaie overtona” (L 20T TV Sodal
Rt in India have a_generally low atatus; therclote, any assump.
ol T Their researches will be given serious_attention by ihe
seneal pubilic aml by Fblic oficial, and that ther will receive the
cooperation they neeyl, is_open. te challonge, () The asumption
“that a dimite of itment to and und ding of profesional
standards in dic social sciences exists in sonse messure” is alio open
to challenge in India, o

© implications of the sbove six caveals, ling o the authos,
are that the objectives and methods of wrveys in [ndia should be
Jeotiented i such manner as o take the cavedts (nto socouit,
They have stated how they themelves did this. They also are ol
the opinion that certaln types of problems which generally are the
subject-matter of survey research in the West are better tackled in
underdeveloped areas by the methods of the anthropologists who
not only ask questions but also sbserve events. However, the authors
maintain that there still are broad and imparant areas of research
in which wurvey methods are both feasible and desirmble. One ex-
ample of such an area of research is the groutk of public epinion
in underdeveloped areas (idid., 244).

It may be here added thar the Rudolphs believe that the condi-
tion: have considerably improved since dheir paper was written.
(Personal interview with Lioyd Rudelph in November 1969,

In connexiun with the fourth of the Rudolph’s six caveals Boss's
“Same Methods of Studying Social Change" (1967) is relevant. He
regards personal knowledge of the socicty, and active participation
in and commitment to bringing abour sodal change in it. 25 emen-

within  the broader framework of personal knowledge and

Thchadmckuddph'dxmmhﬂsodkmmd,mm
other things, by Madan in “Poliicl Presures and Ethical Cons.
trints Upon Indian Sociologists” (1967b). Under ‘political pres-
wired, Madan discusses the impact of politicians, bureaucrats, span-
soring agencies, mepeoplemdusmdy,udahguimﬁscmmuniq
on the conduct of sociological research, Ethical considerations are
a&llobebuhmalnwdl.nmﬂmjm
Max Ralis, E A Schuman and
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Anilivy usidy] Lemmuntany g\upsml el by empirigil evitletony ds
d W

Joseplh W, Elder's "Caste_and Woud View: Application ol Surre
Researchh Methods™ (1968, He points out that fisld _siveys Mable

the Teicurclier 10 deal with “sulheiently Jarge nimbess of people 1o

LR

periit conirols”  Further, they belp him 1o identify genuine amo
ciitions and (o choose between alternative explanations. Bup A
major drawback of mevey resenrel meihods is that one loses the
clarity of dewil and the supplementary interpretative information
ot one abtaim in o cnie atudy™ (ibid., 161).

Case studies and jnteasive fieldwork among small groups aye
widely wsed ceciniques in India.  They are particularly, but not
exclusively, assoelated with social anthropelogy. Two esays on
wmithodelogical problems in anthiropological feldwork (those by Roy
and Berreman) have been alieady noted. Some mote discussions
may be veferved to now.

In an carly asay, "Sodal Anthropology ind Seciology" (1952n),
Srinivas dwells on the importance of intensive ficldwork, prefersbly
among two or more culturally distinet ities, = am ial
part of the waining of social anthropologists. It enables them 1o
adope the holistic view of social spstems. and thus gives them un
advantage over sociologises,

T. K. Oamuen, in his “Data Callection Techniques: The Cuse of
STEaTogy and Soctl Antlzopology” (165 Srows At e
mm%ﬁ wethods of social anthro-
pologiss when applied o complex societies. He polni aur that
e safsiantive concerns of a iscipline, and the type of sciety it
studies, are cruclal determinants of tha data collection technigques
which it employs. From this he proceeds o argue that secial anthrp-
pology and sociology sre two distinet types of social inquiry: the
former has been taditionally concerned with simple, integrated
and homogencous societies with a view w describing them, while
the latter has been concerned with the explanation of various
af of h g us, complex social systems, indlldllg their
‘Pathology’, and with establishing gencralizations.

Qommen s the technique of intensive feldwork through
.
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melul,
_q_ép_ .\l_ilun.uh Tty
: takes g alie e |
“l‘tn|;|.l!(“1-lll15i_‘t.-l1 : M T way Ry which
W3 India® (hirt., s e T e sty of peassor ol
Wiieh cont LLALL BT Ta:_uﬂ.!u_-_gl_u;_lq.al_j_gl, womplex situation
h 'E con wntnl the studeny of Peavant anil vy ey i Tindia,

ayer sugpesy teamwarl Posuble appeoach, “jn which wevendl
workens can deal Wil iorrs 1

€ Same problenm yyer a large area,” Alies-
natvely. be recommends the techinique of e :
ol study

il . the “village-autwant” ¢
This consists of o adving the population o? a single vill:];:
ervillage activitien and in oty
abstract the suucrure of thow artivitie veaching ouishile the village™
(bad. 2671 In (hia onnexion Mayer teleny 1o flie concepls of
Aegion’ and Rl (The laier mentivaeld by Bailey alw) How.
e, the wehnigues and methods which prove wseful at the level
of the “willageoutward” sty would not be w in 4 townoutwand
study.  Here the investigator may be forced, by his subject matter,
1o [ocus research on 3 relatively small area of activity.”  As an
illwstration. Mayer employs the notien of ‘system’ and ‘network® to
study politica] processs in the 1own of Dewas,

In 3 lara paper. “The Significance of QuasiGroups in the Study
of Complex Societies™ (1901), Mayer employs the notions of ‘actjon.
st and ‘quakigroup’ o anilyse palitical frocesies. He concludes:
“It may well be thar, 25 sodal anthiapologists become mare interest.
ed in complex socictics and as the o pler secictioy 1l Ives be
come more complex. an ineeasing amount of work will be based
on cgocomred entitics such as actionsets and quasi greups, rather
than on groups and sulirgroups™ (dbid,, 119).

Mayer points_out thar the kinds of Lomeepts he has

suggested

E‘%ﬂwnma%iwgiﬁw_%u C __!_Mh‘:li._ﬂ“;"

makes 3 similar plea In Lis paper, © uantitative Studies in

m'lfﬁu_ua_ﬁ'm in j;:d:'i"' 1958), ~ Afier_painting
our that ThE Fente of the waiiuial appro

tisical approseh s 1o tewt hypo-

theses in & a3 izations. Jlao wuggess that the

an0ch d begin with the commencement
of o Fli:: of tocial rescarch so that his &kills are availsble ar all

R Netyin)

s i Dewas' 19
e —Sh 1Ny

y P_.PII‘M_& 1ime |'|u'cu?:-|;
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suges of work: in the callection, orderiog snd mnr‘k of dua mb -
a1

in the testing of hypotheses. e poinis ous the sniclogits
“";u;z lih:l:he of great Lelp to . in_some of thelr

- TSz e Faian ey Hthus
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The imporance of gearing wcisl gessareli o iypetbials testing
Beneralieation aml prediction i stecued iy Pamakriding Mutherjec
alwe I waiious Papers, sueh 4y "Same Comniderations o Social
TReseareli™ (1930}, “A Note on Village ax Unit or Venable for Studics
of Rl Socety” (1960 “On Clawifeatim o Family ﬂll’ll..lllulﬂ
(162) atiel “A Nete un the Measurement of Kindup Distanee” (1963)
lie discunes when, how aml why vatitieal concrpee 3md nals diould
be employed in sacial peseands _

A mon weelul ruay, dealing sith the collertion of suatistical data,
Iy T. 5 Epatein’s “The Data of Economics fg Anthtopological Ans-
WaliTT1867) She dravs her examples from varisus_jarn of (e
world induding India. She gives wiggetions om bow to preparc
scheduter- (e, i, Todget amd propezty whedules; whil prodic
fion and comumption starittics 1o colleer. apd b s calenlare
houeliold “inwme and_expraditie fom n_interviewy

A very apecial problem concerning the collection znd intesprcta.
vion of data which Indizn swxiologists fare v that semming from the
fact that they are tying to atudy their own society ratker than
otlier culturer’.  Madan briefly mentions “the lack of social free-

dom which an investigator faces in the vudy of K own sociciy”
(1965: 1),

It s, however. Srinivas CL"W__-[_"}“E" on the Study of !
Own Socicty”, 1966) who discusses this Mﬁﬁ
pereepively. He point our that whitever ihe problemn attendang
upan the study of one's own weicty. they cerninly have not been

W inurmountable 3 10 prevent the emetgence of the duscipline of
weiology. More ponitively. Be writes:

“The wciologiet who is in the sudy of his own socicty
likely 1o be lnl‘lﬂmu‘imﬁ?ﬂ 4

the intel.
lectual and mosal remrces of rociologise, chan i
serfowsly threaten his own Mﬂ%ﬂm and I:::d !tcluityn g
the difficulty of fetalning 2 meanue of o
ciumitances can be imagined® (b, 139y,
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acadeinic ¢ 35 also to one’s wy,
He alws 7 _Eo_l!n?'

. ion_waps and
weans of ensuring sicutilic obElE' tivity in the stuly of one's own
socfety. He thus revommends that Titshnive Teldvm shoald be
rrgrded as desirzbl preparation for macrostudies which themselves

wuld br interdisciplinary in nacure. He _slso_recommends the ~

Research Technigues in Uie

._Slml!ﬂah;emmbuqfwhohcdlmimof
papers, and artides in L has been published by
:nlwd:]mthmpu.l_ag\'mmﬁn;mludia. It would be of in.
teresz o find out from these publithed ials what techaiq
are most fequendy wad by whom, for whar kind of stady, and
of Uni Ay it I3 mot 2 comunon

with whas
mcﬁu!waud:mm-ﬁmaboﬂmmmuminmﬁ:mu;uph
o¢ sepamatelt i3 papox A few such dircusions are available. of
counse. but ther nusmber & limited Reference has already beea
w=ade o B an's Fraph and w ! relevant papers Two
fmare papers e aoteworthy.

L A Hasia writss ¢o the techni “by him in -
ing "Beld dan’ on the role of mmﬂ:dhy g:;.
i Hz poino cur Joo af specific feld
mettods depends 4pon: (3) the patuze of the problem to be inves

Sgarnds (b) reiovant social conditions of the people to be sndicd

ncamm;.mmrqmm the problems
runal communitics in four
sbirgicns of Geprar (Pazchamditar and Panchamadilar, 1970).
peoblens induding: (1) aiteria for the chaice
ﬂa%h%(ﬁ)h“ﬂmmiﬂm the village and
eablistnenr of rappars; () cholce of suiahle technigues; (d) choice

interviewees; and (o) proper uiilindon of avail-
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ailey (1957) Oscai Lewls (1938), Epatein (196%) anid Richoid G
Fox (1969) are good guides to the kind of data that those interesial
i seudyiog evoraimic accivities should collect.  Levis's discussion ol

patiati records (Lewis, 1958: 32947), Luﬁfr-_tlin; their scope amd
unitadons, [

Senarand, 24 Very IMeiul.
Bailey's attempt (1960) i an excellent exam the ilities

Vidyarthi (1961) was able 1o obtain much uselul materis) and gain
good insights into family life and occupational cul by collecting
bioyraphical details from his informants Similarly, M. L P, Patter
son (1965 and 1970) shows how social change may be studied through
un examination of written family histories. Madan (I 1Y

Madan (1965) emplovs
the notion_of ‘gdevelopmental cvele’ to analvse data on Famiy
tompoiition.

A, M. Shab and R, G. Shroff (1959) examined gencalogies to re-
construct the sotal and economic history of 3 village. Shah (1939
and 1964) alio demonstrates the use which the social ani {
n make of various kinds of histerical records about 2 village.

Whereas Andie Beieille (1966: 812} gives his teacons for under.

playing e quantimtive dimensi ions. Ramshrizhna
Mukhberjee {1657 and 1950) highlights thetn jsti
statisticl techmiqu analysis 1

communites

mage ute of in jocial anthrg
is brlliandy d I by McRim Marviott (1963}

The we of sampling on a natienal basis and of interentisl staris-
tcs I8 ilustratedin Lalit K. Sen and Prdipto Boy (1%8), P. Roy
i al. (1968) and in Pereeplion of National Emergency Village
Indiz (National Institute of Community Development. 195},

T. Fukutake et.ol, (1964) demonstrate what can be achieved
through field surveys in villages in limited time. Fox (1969) em-
ploys the same technique in a town for specific purposss and along-
side of intensive ohservation.

& C Dube (1855 and 1658) has pionesred group research in Indis

and W aho wriiten 3 : man fmvved in
Jt_(Dube, 1960). Lewis (1953) is another nn%e caoplz of
reseanch, "

13
poup

—TEe technique of content spalysis has been emplowed by Khate
o to study the 3ctivities of a ste awociation.  He subjects the
in

nd ) to inlensive amalysis to- throw light on its role
{og sl
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s s e merely tHlustative ol sole of the uxhe

I e in sociologial and sl aathiopolugical

3 particular methad is eniployend and the Linds

uf reseagcl i i
b ubwatione in which i@ caployel. This it aempted

eling

AN cxsminatin ol 50
ch M monegraphy reparts on .
'“mrii ‘;A:'ulum. teveals har 51 (or ?;‘:;\ of :::::;m&
amsng 2 m-b;;lﬂbmwmfu I interviewing) in 4 peasang village or
- . ‘ommunity: 0 {or 18%) are based mainly or wholly
m:mam Y lmux: and dealt with cute, kinship, the family,
E¥. social change o1 natonaligm: 10 (or 20%) have cmph')t!;

culm community, civ., or opFnizst
It o4 Rmstion (factary).  Since the total
::::b.s of books publishel during the pericd under micwtit un-
bm:dm bed\"entdmuth bigher than about a hundred, the above
akdowns thould not be very miad J i
R o i very misdleading s far av major publi.
A similay serudny of 332 social antdwopological and sociological
masarch papers was undentaken. The surces of these papers are:

() Man in India
all relevant aricles
between 1956 and 1963
{vols. 36 1o 45)
(il) The Eastern Anthropologist
all relevami articles
between 1934 and 1969
(vols. 4 to 20)
(iis) Sociological Bulletin
all relevant artides
between 1032 and 1967 (vole. | to I6)
(ivi The Econamic Weekly
articles on village
studies between ::}50 and
vals 2 to
™ ';"fslamomi: and Political Weekly
all relevant articles
between 1965 and 1963 h i &

(,.d..lwﬂ

232 antides

127 arnides

106 artides

15 artides

i
RESEARCH MELHOBOLOGY .

(i) Inddian Jonmal of Social Research
articles on methodalogy
between 1950 and 1968 (vole 110 )
(i) fourmal of Seciel Hesearch
articles on methodology
between 1962 1o 1968 (vols. B

4 articdes

to 1) L articte

e
Taal: 532 nrticiey

) ; "

1t was found thag auttion of 3 anything abou
the techniques employed by them 1o collect and analyse data. It i
le. however, in most @scs 1o infer with reasenable certainty

ax to how the datz must have been collected. NMevertheless, U was
not at all posible 10 say anything definite about 35 of the 502 papen
that were examined by us.
fg#he breakdowns of the remaining 497 artides in terms of the
technigue or techninues that seem to_have been principally used
are giver in Tables 1 and 1L The wehniques are corrclated with
subject matter in Table I and with the spatial dimension of the
group of institution studied in Table II. The results are of consi-
derble intersr

“The breakdown shows that, in an overwhelmingly large proportion
ol the cates examined, data bave besn drawn from sccondary sources
or collected through obscrvation and interviews. No dlaims regarding
the sciemific preciion of (be forcgoing lusion are made here.
The ise was und to form a genenl im of the
asituation in seciolegical and social nnmm::lnoghl mw“m:n India
with regard o the use of research techniques. Limitations of time
and the paucity of available information precluded 3 more tharough

invetigation. «
Concludiny Remarks

"'l‘hough_m impressive body of sociol and social an o

gi s teres
iaeiEe aitical examination of G Frihiodological :’mc" l:tl ‘:n lhu:
o
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dissumions is

Jhe ¢
lins Hed ‘nativy
modely” of Tndiun_societi [ Hindu ety § 1§l

How besr may one attempt 1o swudy Hinda socety: (1) By
‘danifying it with other structurally similar societies? {2, Or. by
‘typilying’ it (the expremion iy D, 1 sce D 1067: 314.),
through o camideration of ju idea- and valucsystema alenpide of
ity struenure?  (5) Or, dees oae derive the mdﬂmding ol Hindu
socicty by altogether abandoning the perapectives of Western social
scicnce and going back to i 'p dial taditons’ and ing them
as the only valid fimt principles (in which case undersumding could
not be divoreed from seceptance)? '

Though the above problem has been posed, its discussion does not
feem to have atiracted the attention of wore tisn 2 very small
number of scholars. In the ahsence of 3 general Interest in it the
problem inevitably siill remaine clonded, nud calls for intensive and
seriow discussion.

What gives added urgency to the need for such o discussion is the
doubts tha: have been rabsed regarding both the objectives and the
rescarch techniques of Westsrm, or the secalled intemational, social
science in relation to India and the developing coantries generally.
Thin aspeci of the methodulogy of swcial sclence tescareh in India
also has been merely brosched 20 fir. Though the available stare-
menty on it tend to be sharply worded, dicy sre not always well
argued.  There 3 room for an infommed and objective inquiry into

l!}il‘ problem.
~'The available discussions on techniques of data collection scem to
be princi of finthand observadon |

of tescarch through survers.
Fwo type: of problems connected with lirschand oluervation have

been commenteéd upon.  First, low best may this technifue be em-
ployed for the study of small communitica? What are the blases
to be overcome? What are the des to the colleetion of data
and how bes can thee be climimued? How is the reliability of
the collected data to be asseisedi  And 10 on.

Sccond, is finchand observation a feasible and wseful technique
in the smdy of complex and urbsn social situations? Dees it have 1o
e modifed or should It be sbandoped in favour of other techniques?

draw _steention to their limited
n_rurdl esress, Their usefulnen

nii:i. mtaby the need for quantification and the we of
concepts and .Lools,

NESEARCH METHODOLUGY RiUg
It is clear, however, thzt not only is the range of problems tl'il—
eussed  limired bue the ilable dis i slso are geaerally in-

adequate.  The scope of research into problems of research metho-
dology in India is. therefore, immense

Much progres in the refi of )
Iy to take place uwnles wociologists and sncial anthropologing en-
gaged in rescarch on Indiz write about their expericnces in the we
of varipus techniques highlighting the problems they faced and the
solutions they devised.

h techniques is not liks-

ination and refi lation of the !

Algo required is a careful
relevant syllabuses of various university dep of sociology and
of anthropology/secial anthropology. Ar nor all universities

prescribe a courss on methodology, which is very unfortunate. More
over, training in research techniques must inelud ctical '
Thus alone can a itical approach be cultivated. /\'The University
Granu C istion and the Indiin Council of & Science Research
also ean help by orgunizing summer schools and workshops an ad-
vanced research lechniques. [t it not suggested here that every social
scientiic mun ke to the computer; it is equally itporiant
10 take note of the new techniqiies thet are heing employed clsewherc
for study of the qualitive aspects of sodial action.
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