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which may be false and irrelevant for our society. This methodo-
logical individualism also tends to alienate the behavioural sciences,
particularly sociology and social anthropology, from histery; and
by distorting the construction of concepls and categories it also
vitiates our understanding of problems. In my opinion greater use
of history as a resource for understanding the various problems of
our society may provide a sounder path by which Indian social
science can bring about realistic correspondence of its theory and
methodology with the Indian reality and the issues of its identity.
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INDIAN SGCIOLOGY : HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT
AND PRESENT PROBLEMS
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Coneeived as a distinet scientific discipline sociology in India, as
in most countries of the warld, is a 20l century phenomenon.
Also, as in all societies, sociology in India has tried (o answer gues-
tions relevant to the discipline, though in the particular context of
the Indian society. In this mananer it iz contribuating to universal
sociological knowledge frem the bottom upwards, as it were, instead
of presuming a universal view from the findings and generalizations
appropriate to one particular society or to a set of similar societics
(e.g. the “American” socicty or the “Western” socicties). IHowever,
Indian sociology—and for that matter sociology anywhere—has
currently reached a critical point in its development which, I belicve,
is the source of its present prohlems,

The critical point is in-between any two stages of development
which a scientific discipline may have to pass through in the course
of answering four fundamental questions in regard to the pheno-
mena it deals with: whar is it, how is it, why is it, and what will it be?
The first two questions refer to the descriptive stage since the answer
to “what is it?” is an enumeration of the properties of the pheno-
mena under reference, and the answer to “how is i17” is a classifica-
tion and analysis of the phenemena in terms of their inner arlicula-
tion, variation, and interrelation.  Subsequently, the third question
refers to the explanarory stage since the answer to “why is it?” will
denote the causality of the phenomena; and, lastly. the fourth
question refers to the diegnostic stage since, following from the
answers {o the first three questions. the answer to “what will be”
will, on the basis of prebability, denote the structure, function and
process of the contemporary phenomena in a dynamic perspective.

As it was for virtually all countries in the world up to the middle
of the present century, it was adequate for India too unti] its inde-
pendence in 1947 to learn about what the societal phenomena are,
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how they occur, and wiy they occur. The central aim was to have
an objective understanding of the socicty as it had developed, and
as it was at the most proximal point in time, in terms of (he descrip-
tion of the societal phenomena and their explanation on the basis
of the empirical findings and in the light of the theory which gave
the best possible fit to the description. The situation, however,
changed in the later halif of the present century. Pursuant to the
stage reached by sociology and the social demand on the discipline,
it is no more sufficient merely 1o describe and explain the societal
phenomena: it is necessary now to diagnose “what will it be?”
about the societal phenomena and thus about the society itself.

This is evident from the crucial issues we face in the world at
large. We are not to rest content with the knowledge of what, how,
and why of the Black movement in the U.S.A., of the student’s
upsurge in France, Germany and Japan, of the youth revolt and the
“nonconformism” of the Hippies throughout the world, and of
many such phenomena. Our task is to diagnose, objectively and
by means of the best possible consolidation of our current know-
ledge, “what will it be?” in respect of each ome of them. This
question is also in-built to the issues, like, the motivation of the
people in the “developing” societies to “change”, the “social” need
for family planning and the presumed inaction of the people in
many parts of the world including the United States [cf. Lee 19601,
and so on. Similarly, the question is obvious with reference to the
tension between north and south Korea, east and west Germany,
north and south Vietnam, Israel and the U.A.R., India and Pakis-
tan, Pakistan and Bangladesh, etc. This is why sociology everywhere
today is oriented towards social dynamics and is geared to the
problems of social change, social development, nation-building,
and so on. In respect of these and similar problems, Indian socio-
logy also will have to find out “what will it be?” in line with its
consistent effort to answer the “Indian question™.

The answer to the question “‘what will it be?” is implicd in many
descriptive and explanatory studies [e.g. Benedict 1947; Banfield
1958]. But, in order that the answer is not esoteric, subjective, or
partial, the orientation and methodology of scientific discipline at
the diagnostic stage has to be different from those at the descriptive
and explanatory stages. This point I am unable to discuss in this
brief communication (see, Mukherjee, R. 1972); anyhow it refers to
sociology at large and not to Indian sociology alone. Therefore, 1
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shall only indicate the need for Indian sociology to move over to
the diagnostic stage from the currently reached eritical point in its
development.  In the Following pages, accordingly, Tshall treat the
historical development of Indian sociology under three stages speci-
fied below; and, after bricfly discussing the first two, dwell at some
length on the third in order to clucidate the present problems in
Indian sociology.

As the three stages arc interlinked, all of them may be found in
one time-period but in a diflcrent order of importance.  Respective-
Jy, thercfore, they may characterize the time-sequence according to
the main focus of research in each period. We may thus distinguish
{hree stages in the historical development of [adian sociology us
follows:

1. Proto-professional stage of sociology prier to the twentieth
century.

2. Professional stage of descriptive and explanatory sociology
in the first half of the present century.

3. Currently needed stage of diagnostic sociology.

i

The first stage is characterized as “proto-professional” because it
marks the period of data collection, description, and explanation
which are of sociological import but not yet used for the consoli-
dation of a distinct branch of knowledge. [n this period, saciology
was submerged in the governmenta! reports and surveys on the life
of the people and in the papers and monographs on the same
subject but under the label of antiquity or indology, and later of
economic or ‘“‘social” studics, Two distinet demands dominated
this stage: (1) the requirement of the State Polity to learn about
the people for an cfficient government, and {2) the desire of the
Social Polity to know about itsclf.

Both were prevalent from vemote periods in India’s history.
Kautilya (c. 300-400 B.C.) advised the king to colleet data about
the country and the people, and his treatise Arthasastra contains a
substantial amount of aforesaid information [Shamasastry 1951].
Amongst some others, a well-known treatise of this kind, wrilten
during the reign of Akbar (1556-1605) is Abul Fazl’s Ain-i-Akbari
[Blochmann and Jarrett 1939-48].  Also, the literature of the period
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especially during the 13th—161ih century, testifies to the carrespond-
ing role of the social polity [ef. Mukherjee, R 1958 174-212]

The British realized the same need as felt by the previous tulers,
Therefore, with the consolidation of their power, firstly in Bengal,
Governor Henry Verclest asked the rovenue supervisors in 1769 to
collect information on the leading [ndinn fumilics and their customs.
The procedure was later extended by the Bast [ndia Company (and
afterwards by the British Imperial Government) to all classes of
people in India, and thus resulied in the collection of a wealth of
sociological data as contained in the British Parlizmentary papers
and reports, ete. [e.p. Select Conunittoe Report, 1812]. Warren
Hastings, during his Governorship of Bengal (1772-74) and
Governor-Generalship of India (1774-86), arranged for the prepara-
tion of a compendium of Hindu Law [Halhead 17761 which was a
product of significant sociclogical value for what it docs nnd does
no! contain, as was another cffort of Hastings to prepare 2 compen-
dium of the Mahomedan lnw [¢f. Mukherjee, R. 1938 314 3261
Similar sporadic hut consistent atterpts towerds collection and col-
lation of data on the life of the Indian people were made by the
British during the consolidation af their power in India in the
second half of the [8th century,

Specific attempts were made m this respect [rom the beginning of
the 19th century. Francis Buchanan (later Buchunan-Hamilton) was
commissioned to survey extensive areas in south and easlern India;
Walter Hamilton’s Gazettzer cams out in 1820, and Edward Thorn-
ton’s Gazetteer in 1854 [Buchanan-Hamilton 1807; Hamilton 1820;
Thornton 18541,  Subsequently, the preparation of the Imperial as
well as the District Gazelleers became a routine Lusk of the adminis-
tration, as also the socio-economic account of the people in the
reports of the Population Census from 1880 which contained valu-
able sociological data, Other sgencies also were formed for the
collection and collation of data of soziologice! significance; such as,
the all-India ethnographical surveys of castes and iribes from the
last decades of the 19th century e,z Nesfield 18850 Risley 1391,
Crooke 1896; and so on].  Along with the governmenin! agencies,
the Christian missionaries and many Europesn intellectuals and ad-
ministrators collected and collated data on their own initiative,
which are of substantial sociological value [e.g., Dubois 1816; Maine
1861, 1871; Baden-Powell 1872, 1899; Fick [897: Stevenson-Moore
18981
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Also, in this period, the Indian social polity found a new interest
to learn about itself. “‘Confronted by the disquicting spectacle of
what seemed superior social organization as well as superior mate-
rial culture, Indian thinkers began to look at their own family, law,
cducation, and religion i ways different from those sanctioned by
century-old traditions™ |Becker and Barnes 1932 H. 1135-11361.
This outlook, brought to the forefront of the Indian society by per-
sons, like, Raju Rammobun Roy (1772-1833), Swami Dayanand
Saraswati, (1824-1883), Mahadev Govinda Ranade (1842-1901), Swami
Vivekananda (1863-1902), led to the collection and collation of new
empirical data as well as decumentary evidence and (o reinterprela-
tion of India’s religions and cthic, customs and institutions, etc.,
which are of no less sociological rejevince.

Rammohun Roy, for example, is reported to have had collected
data on the widows who were hurnt on their husband’s pyre, while
he reinterpreted Hinduism in the light of universalism in religion
and wrote on the utility of English education as a gateway to the
Western knowledge in science [c[. Nag and Burman 1945). Iswar
Chandra Vidyasagar (1820-1891) not only adduced eivdence from
scriptures in favour of widow marriage and against polygyny but
also collected empirical data on child widows and supplied statistics
to support his statement that, contrary to the claim, polygyny was
prevalent in the 1860-s among the Bengali Kulin Brahmins [Vidya-
sagar 1972: 11. 201-208]. Also, in the light of their accounting of the
prevailing social organization and their interpretations of the social
system, the Indian social polity began to furnish data on the caste
system, family, rural-urban interactions, social stratification, changes
in the material culture, values and ideas of the peoplie, and so on
[e.g. Native 1880; Bhattacharya 1896; Ranade 1902]. Many of thesc
studies, however, are in Indian languages—in Marathi, Gujarat,
Bengali, cte. [e.g. Bose, R. 18741

The incipient devefopment of sociology in India was thus linked
up with the Indian renaissance, of which the most prominent figure
is considered to bz Raja Rammohun Roy. The trend was not lostin
later years. On the contrary, the role of the nitional movement for
independence was considerable for the growth of Indiun sociology
in the 19th and thz 20th century, as stated or implied by the founders
of professional sociology in India, like, Brojendra Nath Scal, Benoy
Kumar Sarkar, Radhakamal Mukerjee. Also there are evidences (o
indicate that one of the by-products of the mass movement of tae
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1920-s, led by Gandhi, was 1o stimulate the intcrest of the social
seientists in “village studies™ |¢f. Patel 1952: 1; Mukherjee, R. 1965:
169-173].  And, since India’s independence in 1947, national issues
have markedly influenced sociological research on India, as is ob-
vious from the published literature.  Indian sociology has thus been
geared to the task of answering the “Indian question™ in diflerent
contexts—colonial or otherwise, etc.—from the beginning to date.

11

Indian sociology attained a professional character when the Uni-
versity of Bombay started a post-graduate course in economics and
sociology in 1914, the University of Calcutta began to teach sociolo-
gy to the post-graduate students from 1917, and an uundergraduate
course in sociology was introduced in Mysore University in 1917.
The students produced in these centres, especially in Bombay, and
Calcutta. headed new centres of sociological study and research in
Lucknow, Poona, Baroda, Delhi, etc.; and the latter centres (es-
pecially the Lucknow centre) accelerated the professionalisation of
sociology in India. In the first half of the present century, however,
teaching of sociology in India was either linked with ecanomics or
social anthropology, or it had a strong antecedence of idealistic
philosophy. This had left its effects on the development of the
discipline.

The effect on descriptive sociology was two-fold: The macro-
studies were essentially oriented towards the economic life of the
people [e.g. Mukerjee, R. K. 1945; Mahalanobis et al. 1946; Chatto-
nadhyay, K. P. and Mukherjee, R. 1946]. The micro-studies were
prompted by the anthropological approach towards intensive exa-
mination of purposively selected small areas. The result of both
tendencies was: (1) the “economic” bias tended to ignore some vital
“social” facts like the religion-caste-family-kinship organization of
the people; and (2) the “anthropological” bias was nol only partial
to the non-economic variety of “social facts” but the implicit or
explicit attempt to generalize for India by employing the “multi-
plier effect”” on the small pieces of observation was usually not valid
and certainly not precise and comprehensive [cf. Mukherjee, R.
1965: 176-181).

However, macro-studies of the descriptive type and of “sociologi-
cal’” orientation were not altogether absent in the first half of the
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present century [e.g. Ketkar 1909; Ghurye 1938; Chattopadhyay,
K. P. 1952]. Also, large-scale studics in descriptive sociology attain-
ed a high degree of cficiency in laler time [e.g. Gore et al. 1967|.
Moreover, while the currently undertaken micro-studies are usually
free from pro-anthropological or anti-economic and anti-historical
bias, atlempts are now made 1o collate micro-studies in order 1o
produce useful pieces of descriptive sociology of rural life, urban
development, family and caste organization etc. [e.g., Bose, N. K.
1960; Balsara 1964; Kolenda 1568; Desai 1969]. By the second half
of the present century, descriptive sociology in India has thus
attained maturity, and India has become one of those countries
which possesses masscs of sociological data and description.

Similar to descriptive sociology, in the first half of the present
century cxplanatory sociology developed in  India with different
orientations. A purely ideclogical orientation was cvident, of which
the main trend was to rationalize the so-called Hindu view of life
through “sociological” interpretation of the ancient Indian texts
and treatises, like, the Bhagrvat Gita and the Manusmriti, Not many
professional sociologists subscribed to this trend, and its exponents
are rarely found today [e.g. Motwani 1958]. The Western idealistic
orientation in sociology is hardly discernible asa trend in India;
compared to the former its exponents—both in the past and at
present—are even rarer. In recent years, only a few have posed
the issues emerging from this orientation vigsa-vis empiricism in
social research [e.g. Chattopadhyay, D. P. 1967]. On the other
hand, there has been an equally feeble trend to move over from
empiricism to idealism having a distinct universal quality ofits
own. Radhakamal Mukerjee, one of the pioneers of descriptive
sociology in India, whose contribution to explanatory sociology
with an “economic” slant is also of permanent value, and who in
later years advocated the “trans-disciplinary” (not the inter-dis-
ciplinary) approach to sociology, is perhaps the hest exponent of
this trend [cf. Mukerjee, R. K. 1964a).

These trends could play contradictory roles in Indian sociology
if they were strong enough to assert themsclves. But they remained
subservient to the predominant trend in Indian sociology through-
out its development which is empirical against an inter-disciplinary
background of indology, history, social anthropology, economics,
psychology and politics; they could, therefore, complement this
trend as correctives against gross empiricism and be controlled, at
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the same time, against idealistic chauvinism or sterile pedantism,
The predominant trend was set by Brojendra Nath Seal (1864-1938)
—a philosopher and erudite scholar in the sciences and humanitics
lcl. Seal 19581, He initiated studies in “‘comparative sociology™,
was instrumental in introducing the teaching of sociology in
Calcutta University (as Professor of Mental and Moral Science)
and in Mysore University (as Vice-Chancellor), and thus played a
very important role in professionalizing the discipline in the sub-
continent. The trend was followed and expanded by his students
and like-minded colleagues whao, like Seal, were influenced by the
European and American schools of thought bul maintained an
originality of their own [e.g. Sarkar 1922, 1937; Mukerji 1932, 1946;
Mukherjee, R. K. 1939; Ghurye 1932, 1943; Chattopadhyay, K. P
1935]. They, thus, established a landmark in the development of
Tndian sociology, and some of their students carried on the tradi-
tion [e.g. Bose, N. K. 1949; Karve, 1953; Kapadia, 1947; Desai 19591.

The trend faced a challenge in the 1950-s and early 1960-s from
two directions viz. (1) the imposition of a rather a-historical, non-
economic, “micro” approach fashionable, at that time, in some
sectors of the British and American social anthropology; and (2)
{he imitative and a-contextual importation of some “static” theories
of social systems and “dynamic” theories of communication, diffu-
sion, innovation and change, which were then prevalent in certain
sectors of American sociology. While the former could not curb
the originality and usefulness of some reseaichers [e.g. Srinivas
1952, 19621, both had a serious effect on the steady development of
Indian sociology. There was a spate of superficial (and often
irrelevant) theorizing and inconsequential (and often fallacious)
“applied research”. Sociology, to be sure, appeared to attain the
““scientific”” status with its own jargons and phrases, and occa-
sionally looked very impressive with heavy doses of quantification
(necessary or not). But, whether or not the fashion-sctters could
still contribute significantly to the growth of sociological knowledge,
the younger sociologists thus could escape the rigour of scicice
and yet impress the “academic” public with theoretical cliches and
“quantified” research findings without much effort to comprehend
the substantive reality and undergo the methodological (and not
mere technical) exercise to explore it.

Those who pursued the discipline in the manner described carlier
did not neglect the intrinsic merit of sociological contributions
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from other societal references, but fought against their doctrinaire
imposition on Indian sociology le.g. Singh, B. 1961]. In the beginn-
ing, they were considered “biased” or were ridiculed as back-
dated. Even D. P. Mukerji, onc of the pioneers of Indian socio-
logy, was accused of raking up an obscurantist outlook (and duly
ignored) when he entitled his Presidential Address to the First All
India Sociological Conference in 1955 as “Indian Tradition and
Social Change” and said:

“Neglect of the social base often leads to arid abstraclions, as
in recent economics. On the other hand, much of empirical re-
search in anthropelogy and in psychology has been rendered
futile because its ficlds have so far been kept covered. Yet,
within this mansion of sociology the different social disciplines
live. ... In any case, participation by long conditioning, which
is the first requisite of understanding, should make it less possi-
ble to pass on the most jejune and vapid generalizations about
Indian problems with which we are being familiarized today in
the name of scientific research.

“Thus il is that it is not enough for the Indian sociclogist to be
a sociologist. He must be an Indian first, that is, hie is to share
in the folkways, mores, customs and traditions, for the purpose
of understanding his social system and what lies beneath it and
beyond it. . .. 1t pains me to observe how our Indian scholars
steeummnb to the lure of modern ‘scientific’ techniques imported
from outside as a part of technical aid and “know how’, without
resistance and dignity. In the intellectual transactions which are
taking place, it seems that we have no terms to offer, no
ground to stand upon. ... Our progressive groups have failed
in the field of intellect, and hence also in economic and political
action, chiefly on account of their ignorance of and unrooted-
ness in India’s social reality [Mukerji 1961: 20-311.

The aberrations, however, began to be remedied from the latter
part of the 1960-s mainly under the wholesome impact of social reali-
ty und also because Indian sociology never totally forsook the res-
ponsibility to answer the “Indian question”. The proponents of the
aforesaid British and American schools of social anthropology no
longer fought against the historical or economic “bias™, and in-
creasingly the knowledge gained from the American and European
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schools was brought into the Indian perspective in an objective and
wholesome manner. Explanatory sociology in India thus resumed
a proper course of development, in which the role of non-Indian
sociologists also has been appreciable. A listing of all—Indian and
non-Indian sociologists—in this context would be too long; any
selection would be invidious, Just to avoid a total neglect, however,
a few non-Indian sociologists may be mentioned withoul casting
any reflection on others (e.g., Bailey 1958; Dumont 1970; Fukutike
1967, Singer 1972). The names of Indian sociologists in this respect
are well-known to all of us.

By this time, however, Indian sociology had reached a point at
which, like descriptive sociology, explanatory sociology was relevant
and necessary but not suflicient. In the colonial period, the appro-
priate task of Indian sociology was to describe and to explain the
Indian society for two main reasons. It was necessary to present an
objective picture against superficial generalizations which, on the
one side, eulogized India’s past well above that of the West and, on
the other, denigrated its present [e.g. Mayo 1927]. The latter not
only absolved the colonial power of its role in perpetuating India’s
current backwardness but also enabled it prognosticate that in India
“‘any quickening of general political judgement . . is bound to come
very stowly indeed” [/ndian Statutory Commission 1930: 1. 15]. Equal-
ly necessary it was to explore the society uncquivocally and compre-
hensively in view of the wide variations found in the subcontinent of
India. For this prompted one spontaneously to arrive at a fallacious
conclusion, as the seven blind men in the Indian fable came to, by
characterizing an elephant according to the parts of its body—the
trunk, foot, ear, ctc.—they touched, respectively: a point I have
repeatedly illustrated elsewhere [cf. Mukherjee, R. 1965]. Obviously,
in independent India also two responsibilities of [ndian sociology—
description and explanation—are relevant and necessary and, there-
fore, evermore efficient desciiptive aud explanalory sociology must
be on the agenda. But, today, the course of consolidation of know-
ledge cannot stop at description and explanation; instead, they are to
Jead to the answer of the question “what will it be?” about the
contemporary Indian society. This means that Indian sociology
must now attain the diagnostic stage which will also further enrich
the preceding descriptive and explanatory stages by more compre-
hensive collection of data and more precise unequivocal interpreta-
tion of the data on an a priori basis as well as in the light of the
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available and applicable theories.

The present problems jn Indian sociology are thus germane to
this demand on its further development. [ shall, therefore, conclude
this paper, firstly, with a brief discusssion on the prevailing concepts
and formulations in Indian sociology for purposes of explanation
and diagnosis: such as, achievement-orientation and rationality in
respect of “‘modernization™; urbanization and social transformation
in respect af planning; “Protestant ethic” and industrial develop-
ment in respect of value-consideration; nuclearisation of the joint
families or “sanskritization and the dominant caste” in respect of
social change; and so on. Afterwards, I shall discuss the role of
sociology vis-a-vis other social science disciplines in order to unfold
the social reality in contemporary India.

v

In any scientific discipline an explanation may be: (1) relevant or
irrelevant, if it is fallacious; (2) necessary or unnecessary, if it is
sui generis to the given facts; (3) efficient or inefficient, if it is equi-
vocal; and (4) sufficient or insufficient, if it is not comprehensive.
If these four sets of characteristics were unrelated and each could
occur independently in 2 ways as either/or, an explanation would
have the possibility to occur under oneof 2 X 2 X 2 X 2 =16
mutually exclusive categories. The characteristics are, however,
sequentially related in such a manner that they produce 5 mutually
exclusive possibilities for an explanation to occur; such as, if an
explanation is not relevant, it cannot be necessary, efficient or suffi-
cient. We may illustrate the 5 possibilities with reference to Indian
sociology and thus indicate how it has reached a critical point in its
development which calls for the diagnostic approach to the discip-
line.

1. An explanation may not be relevant, and, therefore, not neces-
sary, efficient and sufficient. According to the Brahmanical “‘tradi-
tion™, which has permeated into virtually all sectors of the Indian
society, all social actions fall under one of the four categories of
dharma (related to religious practices), artha (related to wealth and
material well-being), kama (related to the fulfilment of desire), and
moksa (related to ultimate salvation). The evaluation of any social
action, however, refers to whether it is a dharma action (e.g. righte-
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ous) or an adharma (c.g. not-dharma) action. The category of
maofksa, in this context, consumes all actions. Therelore, the “tradi-
tional” social actions categorized as ‘“‘artha” and “kama’™ but
evaluated as dharma can be achievement-oriented at any time period,
and this possibility is reinforced by the fact that the gamuts of
dharma and  adharma actions are not immutable. Otherwise we
fail to explain instances when a Brahmin working even at the pro-
duction bench of a shoe factory (e.g. the Buta complex) does not
consider himsell to be committing an adharma action, which he
would reckon to have dome if he was earning his livelihood as a
cobbler. Thus, the lack of achievement-orientation per se is not
a characteristics of the so-called Indian tradition, as we are told
in course of an imitative and a-contextual application of a model of
“modernization”.

McCleliand, who perhaps has given the most logically structured
formulation of achievement-orientation in reference to “‘economic
growth” [cf. McClelland 1961], tends fo agree to the abovein
his later writings [McClelland 1971: 290-291] and to imply the need
for sociology to attain what I have labelled the diagnostic stage in
order to substantiate his viewpoint [McClelland: 254-293]. Corres-
pondingly, if we pursue the example of “traditional” social actions
in India in present times, we find that the conscquence of dharma
and adharma actions is assessable in the future perspective accord-
ing to the doctrine of karma and the theory of reincarnation of
souls. Accordingly, the contemporary actions are cumulaiive and
the net effect on the presumed next birth is derived by subtracting
the total consequences of adharma actions from that of dharma
actions. An enterprising person, therefore, cun consistently per-
form adharma actions with impunity (e.g. profiteering through the
adulteration or hoarding of foodstuffs) and be absolved of the sin
through perfunctory dharma actions (e.g. occasional charity to
those who have suflered the most from the course of profiteering
and blackmarketing, contribution to the propagation of religion,
etc.). Rationality which has been aptly defined as “the use of the
most effective means to reach a given end [Rogers 1962: 911, can
thus be purposively applied in the Indian contemporary situation
to optimize the relation between ends and means without moving out
of the sphere of “traditional’” ideology and action.

Possibly, it is in this or a similar manner that many apparent
incongruities in the contemporary Indian society can be duly expos-
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cd; one of which I have indicated as the “anti-social’ activities of
many “‘achieving” persons. Hence, like achievement-orientation,
rationality per se is not a suitable indicator ol any coursc of modern-
jzation. Instead, for the clarification of the above and allied con-
cepts in contemporary Indian sociology, what is nceded is not an
explanation of the lack of achievement-orientation, rationality, etc.,
but a diagnosis of how rationality works in India today, whether
the “traditional” achievement-orieniation is conducive or not to
the desired course of social development, and so on.

2. Anexplanation may be relevant but not necessary and, there-
fore, not efficient and sufficient.  An alteration in a societal arrange-
ment is likely to alter a behaviour pattern which is sui generis. It
may be useful, therefore, to describe the latter with reference to the
former, but to draw the explanation which follows antomatically is
hardly necessary. For example in the second half of the present
century India is being rapidly urbanized with the establishment of
new industrial and urban centres and the development and exten-
sion of the existing cities and towns. This has naturally called for
the migration of villagers to the urban sites and led to certain altera-
tions in their living and behaviour patterns which in regard to the
nature of work and recrcation, habitation and consumption of
cultural amenities, circle of neighbours, comrades at work, and so
on, are the direct consequences of their transfer from a rural (and
predominantly agricultural) to an urban (and essentially industrial)
sector of the society. These differences, therefore, may be relevant
and necessary to describe the course of urbanization in India today
le.g. Rao 1970]; but for explanatery purposes, they are obvious from
the fact of movement from rural to urban environment. Hence,
any explanation of social transformation in India in terms of such
characteristics of urbanization—which still continues in Indian
sociology—would be unnecessary and therefore inefiicient, and
certainly not sufficient.

What is needed instead,—in order to appraise the concepts and
formulations, like, urbanization as a “way of life”, rural-urban
dichotomy or continuum,—is to ascertain the chain reaction which
may have been set up by those alterations in the living and behavi-
our patterns of the people which are sui gemeris to urbanization.
This, however, is a matter of diagnosis and not of explanation, as
indicated in a study of “urbanization and social transformation(?)”
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in West Benpal [ef. Mukherjee, R. 1965: 15-58] and also substantiat-
ed by the following conclusion diawn from a study of 4 centres of
industrialization and urbanization in the Okhla Estate (Delhi),
Hyderabad-Secunderabad (Andhra Pradesh), Ludhiana (Punjab),
and Rajkot (Gujarat) in the first half of the 1960-s:

“If a tentative conclusion is in order, it is that the notion that
the traditional institutions of a society are obstacles to indus-
trialization is perhaps too sweeping. From the limited data
we have gathered, the case rather seems to be that it is perfectly
possible for traditional and modern ideas to live in separate
worlds, the traditional ones being applied in their sphere, the
modern ones in their own. Similarly, traditional social obser-
vances continue alongside modern practices wherever the two
are not flatly opposed. Instances of any conflict between the
old and the new do not emerge from our material. Our studies
however mainly refer to situations which are found in the first
phase of the industrialization process. It is to be seen whether
this happy coexistence will remain undisturbed when these
industries develop into more complex forms.” [UNESCO Re-
search Centre 1966: 31]

3. An explanation may be relevant and necessary but not efficient
and, therefore, not sufficient. The ethos of the Parsis in contem-
porary India has been explained in terms of Weber’s and Merton’s
formulation of ideas and actions in order to *relate certain values
with certain behaviour patterns” [Kennedy Jr. 1965: 18]. Such an
explanation to evaluate the role of entrepreneurs in India today is
relevant and necessary, but it may not be efficient to appraise the
concept of “industrial rationality” [Kennedy Jr. 1965: 26]. For it
may be pointed out from a more comprehensive examination of the
available [acis that:

(1) The Parsis, Khojas, Gujaratis and Marwaris are the four of
several ethnic groups which have their homeland in the western
region of India.

(2) According to their success in the “twin interests in trade and
technology” [Kennedy Jr. 1965: 26] the communities of Marwaris
and Gujaratis are to be ranked at the top of the Indian society,
that of the Parsis next, and that of the Khojas closely following the
Parsis.
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(3) Following Kennedy’s assumption, the Parsis are governed
by the values expressed in Zorastrianism, the Khojas are governed
by the values expressed in Islam of a distinct variety, the Gujaratis
by those in Hinduism (mainly of the Vaishnaba trend), and the
Marwaris by those in Jainism.

(4) The constellation of values expressed in Jainism and Hinduism
of the Vaishnaba trend (which may not be regarded as so very
apart) is certainly very different from that in Islam or Zorastria-
nisn.

Thus the Parsis may record success in the “twin interests in trade
and technology”, but so do other distinct communities of the
Indian people who may also belong to the same socio-cultural
milieu. And, while the “value system™ of the Parsis (with which
Kennedy correlates industrial behaviour) is different from that of
the analogous communities, some of the latter ones record a higher
degree of proficiency in industrial behaviour. We are thus con-
cerned here with a matrix which contains, hypothetically, two inde-
pendent sets of possibilities: (1) the presence or absence of indus-
trial behaviour in a community of people, and (2) the presence or
absence of a particular set of values in that community. Hence,
unless we take this matrix into account, any explanation regarding
ideas and the corresponding actions would be equivocal.

Pursuantly, for an appraisal of the concept of “industrial rationa-
lity”, just any correlation between a set of ideas and a set of actions
would not be efficient and, therefore, not suflicient. Equally ineffi-
cient and insufficient will be any overall explanation which regards
a regressional relation of “‘ideas” upon “actions” as of causal,
concomitant or casual importance. Instead, “industrial rationa-
lity”* in contemporary India should be appraised in the light of all
available theoretical explanations (e.g. Weberian, Marxist, and
others) and of an intensive as well as comprehensive examination of
the empirical data. This, again, is a matter of diagnosis and not of
explanation.

4.  An explanation may be relevant, necessary and efficient, but not
sufficient. A collated sample of 44,657 family-units (coresident and
commensal kingroups), representing 30 communities of people from
virtually all parts of India, indicates that 55 per cent of the locally
functioning family-units are, on the average, nuclear [Mukherjee, R.
1971a: 79]. Therefore, under the prevailing assumption that the
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Indian family is “traditionally”™ joint, an explanation of break-up of
the joint structures into nuclear appears to be relevant, necessary
and eflicient from the empirical data, Theoretical generalizations
on social change in the “developing™ societies due 1o economic
development and change in the value system ol the people, ete., also
support (or prompt) this explanation [ef. Epstein 1962 : 322; Linton
1952: 48; Morrison 1959: 67[. But, even, il we assume that all Indians
wish to live in joint families (which may not be true) and agree with
Nimkoff that presently they prefer to form unilateral structure with
sons and their progeny instead of the collateral structures which in-
clude their brothers, brothers” sons and their progeny [Nimkoff
1959: 34], 51 to 55 per cent of the total Indian families may be nu-
clear [Mukherjee, R. 19714: 70-72].

This sharp departure from the assumed wish and effort of the
people would be caused by the age at which they (in general) con-
summate their marriage, their fertility pattern, and their expectation
of life [Mukherjec, R. 1971a: 46-76]. Thus, certain societal factors
which are not usually taken into account to explain the nucleariza-
fion of joint families in India (or elsewhere) may not allow about
haif of the Indian families to atiain a joint structure irrespective of
the desire of the people to do so. Evidently, therefore, the above
explanation which is relevant and necessary, and follows from the
kind of data a sociologist usually deals with, would not be efficient
for the Indian society as a whole.

For some of the 30 communities of people, however, the percen-
tage incidence of nuclear structures is above 55; such as, for the
state of West Bengal. In these instances. therefore, the explanation
of break-up of the joint structure is relevant, necessary and efficient.
But it may not be sufficient because, after the break-up of a joint
family structrure, the corresponding nuclear units may pursue the
caurse of nuclearization or eventually form joint families of procrea-
tion. The latter process is possibly operating in some parts of India
(e.g. in West Bengal, as our unpublished study of change in family
structures over 1947-66 indicates). According to this process, a per-
son born in a joint family may form a nuclear family of procreation
but he or she dies in his/her joint family of procreation because at
least one of the sons stays in the “stem” family after his marri-
age and the appearance of his children. The joint family system,
thus, maintains its hold over the society in a particular manner, i.c.
despite a temporary phase of break-up of the joint family struc-
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tures; and this process may register, at a point of time, the inci-
denee of two-thirds of all families as nuclear [Mukherjee, R. 1971a:
72-74].

[t, therefore, follows that the fact of nuclearization of joint family
structures,—the exploration of which is regarded to be ane of the cur-
rent commitments of Indinn sociology — comnot be just explained in
the light of available theories and the corresponding empirical find-
ings. A careful, precise and comprehensive diagnosis of the situation
is called for, as supgested clsewhere [Mukherjee, R.1971a: 84-104].

5. An explanation may be velevant, necessary. efficient and suffi-
cient, bur the demand of the discipline way be beyond explanation.
Over centuries there have been indications of one kind or another
to anticipate that the caste system of India will soon disappear
[ef. Mukherjee, R. 1971h: 351-352]; and yet the question “what will
it be?” remains as valid regarding this system as before. In this
context, “the process by which a ‘low” Hindu caste, or tribal or other
group, changes its customs, ritual, ideology, and way of life in the
direction of a high and f{requently ‘twice-born® caste” [Srinivas
1966: 6] is probably us old as the caste system itsell, as the smriti and
the purana (and even the sruti) literature of ancient India testifies
{e.g. the caste hierarchies recorded in the manusmriti, brihaddhar-
mapurana, brohmabaibartapurana, etc.). At any rate, the process of
“sanskritization” as defined above, which “resuits only in positional
changes in the system and does not lead 10 any structural change”
[Srinivas 1966: 7; italics added], is the same as that described by Lyall
and Risley in the 19th century as “‘aryanisation™ [Lyall 1822: 102
Risley 1891: L. xxvii-xxx]. The concept of arvanisation or sanskri-
tizalion is thus relevant, necessary end eflicient, and may be sufficient
to explain the fuct that all that is happening to the caste system over
centuries amounts to casual fluctuaijons around its central tendency
to survive by means of salety valves like the process embodied in
this concept.  But the task of the Indion sociology taday lies beyond
such an explanation. I is to know “‘what will it be?” about the
caste system,

In that context, the concept of “dominant caste™ may be relevant
since the structural and functional characteristics of the social
groups implied by the concept may be the indicators of “what will
it be?” regarding the Indian caste system. The definitional attributes
of “dominant caste” arc; (1} “sizeable amount of arable land”, (2)
“strength of numbers*, (3) “high place in the Jocal hierarchy™,
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(4) “western education™, (5) “jobs in the administration”, and
(6) “urban sources of income™ [Srinivas 1966: 10-11]. Unless, there-
fore, the 6 attributes are grouped in some way, sequentially or
transferably, there can be (2°-1) = 63 variants of the *‘dominant
caste”, which would drastically affect the analytical relevance of the
concept. For, in any societal context, one caste may register
“dominance” over others according to the first attribute but not the
second, and so on in all possible combinations of the 6 atiributes.
On the other hand, if the identification of “‘dominant caste” in
terms of any one configuration of these attributes is left to the
judgement of individual researchers, the concept will lose its objecti-
vity. However, the available data on contemporary India suggest
that two counteracting social groups may be objectively identified
through this concept.

The social group (a particular caste), identified in terms of
possession of ““sizeable amount of arable land”, would belong to
the landed interest in the society, which has a propensity to “‘jobs
in the administration” (at any rate, the better kind of jobs) and
links with “urban sources of income”. Also, in consequence of
these characteristics, the social group would have the largest scope
for obtaining “a high place in the local hierarchy”, while “‘western
education” may be a pre-requisite to high-grade jobs in the adminis-
tration or a corollary to the elite character of the group. But this
group cannot have the “strength of numbers™ because land in India
is concentrated in the hand of relatively few persons (and not the
multitude) in the society [National Sample Survey 1958: 133; 1970:
22]. Conversely, therefore, another social group (a particular caste)
may be identified which stands out because of its population size,
belongs to the populace with little or no arable land, none or only
low jobs in the administration, hardly any urban source of income
(in addition), and obviously little or no western education in the
circumstances. Thus, the definitional attributes 1 and 3-6 of “domi-
nant caste” are likely to be positively correlated and to be concen-
trated in one social group, and this cluster of attributes is likely to
be negatively correlated with the remaining attribute 2 characteriz-
ing another social group.

This way, the concept of “dominant caste™ can be of analytical
relevance to Indian sociology; it can thus be rescued from the
esoteric judgement of different sociologists who may, accordingly,
identify a “‘dominant caste” in 65 different ways. But this means
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that a “dominant caste”characterized by the attributes 1 and 3-6
will represent the “haves™ in the society, and another “dominant
caste™ characlerised by the attribute 2 and the reverse characteristics
of the attributes 1 and 3-6 will represent the “have-nots™ in the
socicty. It follows that the concept of “dominant caste™ will even-
tually call for an examination of “caste™ and “class” as fiomologous
entities |cf. Mukherjee, R. 1957] or, at any rate, as analogous and
interlocking entitics within a system instead of being regarded as
representing two different systems (viz. the former as “closed” since
it is based on ascriptive altributes, and the latler as “‘open™ since
it is based on acquired altributes). Significantly, the concept of
“dominant caste” js based entirely on what are labelled as *“‘acquir-
ed” (and not ““ascriptive’) attributes.

Evidently, from such or a similar consideration as above, the
relevance of the concept of “dominant caste” to Indian sociology,
at the present stage of its development, would be substantiated.
And, following therefrom, the necessity, efficiency and sufficiency
of the concept to denote “what will it be?” regarding the caste
system would be duly appraised. All these, however, refer to diag-
nosis and not to explanation.

v

More examples—relating to rural or industrial sociology, strati-
fication and polarization in society; sociclogy of development,
education, socio-religious movements, nation-building, etc.—may
be cited to substantiate the 6 categories of explanation just discussed.
Space, however, forbids the attempt. Also it may not be necessary
to dwell on details since all of them concern the capacity of con-
temporary sociology to answer the “Indian question™. The relevant
issue here as with respect to any other country and any other
socicty would be: how can sociology be the most useful to under-
stand society and to mould it for enduring peacc, greater prosperity,
and continual progress. The present problems in Indian sociology
are thus epitomized in its role in India today vis-a-vis other social
science disciplines,

In this context, sociology inIndia has so far been secondary to
* economics as a replica of the world phenomenaon [cf. Myrdal 1968:
[. 28]. There were two convincing reasons for the Jeadership of
economics in Indian social sciences: (1) during the British rule. the
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effects of colonialism were most vividly felt in the economic life
of the people; and (2) after independence, the principal problem of
India became “the planned growth of industry, greater production,
most just distribution, higher standard of living, and thus the elimi-
nation of the appalling poverty that crushed our people™ [Nchru
1942: 11]. However, as found in virtually all the “developing”
societies (and, for that matter, in the world at large), the role of
economics in India has been unilaterally emphasized with the impli-
cation of an invariable relation of changes from the economic to
the social, and from the social to the ideological.

The anticipation, of course, may be valid over a wide time-span
and a generalized perspective of human society; but, with reference
to a segment of that society and within a relatively short time-span,
it may lose its precision and even validily. Marx, who is regarded
by many 1o have insisted under any circumstances upon a course of
unidirectional change from the economic to the social and then to
the ideological, has pointed out exceptions to this within time-place
limits [e.g. Marx 1953: 399-4001. Also Engels has clearly stated;
“It is not that the economic position is the cause and alone active,
while everything else only has a passive effect” [Engels 1943: 417].
We may thus muster a general agreement on the fact that economic
progress may not synchronize ipso facto with social and ideological
progress; instead, the social and ideological situation may stand in
the way of economic development.

In India, at any rate, such a situation is evident from the 1960-s,
which was indicated even in 1955 by D. P. Mukerji (quoted earlier).
This became so obvious later that Myrdal commented in 1968: “The
postponement of the promised social and economic revolution,
which was to follow India’s political revolution, is thus in danger
of becoming permanent” [Myrdal 1968: I. 278]. Whether or not
the comment is too drastic, it was admitted in an official review of
Gunnar Myrdal’s Asian Drama in the journal of the Indian Plann-
ing Commission that: “If planning from below has not developed,
it is because a whole group of economists drawn from various
pursuasions and associated with India’s Planning Commission sel-
dom moved beyond the mechanical application of Western ex-
perience” [Thapar 1968 : 5. It is of crucial importance, therefore, to
define the focus of social science research in India today and the
corresponding task of the social scientists.

Myrdal has succinctly stated that the task of the social scientists
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today is to cvolve a “social technology, which would have meant
utilizing their assembled stock of knowledge about the social facts
to prescribe how social change could be induced and controlled in
a rational and wholesome way™ [Myrdal 1956: 1731, On this account,
sociology can assume the leadership of all social science disciplines
because; “Sociology has a floor and a ceiling, like any other science,
but its speciality consists in its floor being the ground floor of all
types of social disciplines, and its ceiling remaining open to the
sky” [Mukerji 1961: 20]. But this responsibility of sociology to
unravel the dynamics of society as a whole would not be discharged
through mere description and explanation, both inrespect of the
intrinsic characteristics of the concepts and formulations in the
discipline (as just discussed) and their application.

Indian sociology is, no doubt, continually increasing its stock of
knowledge but in the social arena it has mostly played the second
fiddle to the current econamic, political and administrative theses
by (@) providing “facts™ to the planners, administrators, etc., (b)
showing the achievement or failure of some planned programmes
for development, (¢) highlighting some problems auxiliary or an-
cillary to economic planning, and so on. Even the positive advacacy
for “institutional planning” has so far taken the form of vague
generalizations concerning the non-economic life of the people fe.g.
Singh, B. 1955: 358-369; Mukerjee, R. K. 1964b: 42-43]. On the
other side, the suspicion of a growing “official” hold on sociology
in India and of meta-scientific influence on fixation of research
priorities haunts the field of social research today, an apprehension
expressed by Srinivas a decade earlier [Srinivas 1962: 143-44, 145-46].
Therefore, at this crossroad of its development, sociology in India
must have a role of its own to play in order to answer the “Indian
question” in the present context, This role, I would submit, lies
in assuming the responsibility to identify the soft spois in the social
organism, viz. those vulnerable regions of the social structure through
which change n the saciety is, or can be, effected.

We are familiar with explicit formulation of soft spots in a broad
canvas of social events, To Marx and Engels, the social group
identified as the “prolctariat” (and not the “poor” per se) repre-
sents the soft spot to bring about a revolutionary change in the
world society [Marx and Engels 1951: 40-43, 51-601. In some later
Marxist variations, a particular section of the peasantry represents
the corresponding soft spot, or it may be addittonally or exclusively
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represented by the “nonconformist young intelligentsia™ [Marcuse
1969: 571, and so on. On the other hand, from a different focus on
the world socictics (viz. of stagnation in reference to development
and not of revolutionary change), Myrdal characterizes the “under-
developed countries™ as “‘soft states™ [Myrdal 1971: 211]. However,
with reference to a small canvas of social events, we frequently find
that while the concept of soft spots was not precisely stated, it has
been implied at the end of many conscientiously undertaken pieces
of explanatory research. As mentioned earlier, this is evident from
the later writings of McClelland on achievement-orientation as a
generalized explanatory proposition. Also the present attempt in
India (as elsewhere) to appreciate social reality through models
and countermodels contains the same implication; such as when we
encounter the model of “tradition to modernity” [Shils [96I;
Shah and Rao 1965] and the countermodel of “‘modernity of tradi-
tion” [Rudolph and Rudolph 1967), “an analytical scheme for the
study of social change in India” [Beteille 1966] and its appraisal
[Dube 19671, and so on.

All these models—national or international in claim or coverage—
are undoubtedly useful since they highlight particular areas and
methods of investigation. But models are like scaffoldings erected
to build a house, and they are therefore specific to the design of the
house and the resources which go into its construction. Hence,
when the house is so complex and universalized as a multi-pheno-
mena] social organism,—the ultimate aim of research being to as-
certain an exact design of it—a particular model cannot but be
inadequate. Thus, even regarding India for which the coverage of
available information is very large, Hagen stated while propound-
ing the theory of social change: ‘“‘The situation in India has seemed
to me too complex to lend itself to analvsis in terms of the analyti-
cal model presented in this volume without more intensive exami-
nation than it has been possible to give it [Hagen 1962: 427-428].

It follows that what is needed for India (as for any country in
the world) is a comprehensive and concerted attempt to identify the
soft spots in the social organism, for which all explanatory models
and evermore efficient description and explanation of the societal
phenomena and the society itself would be relevant and necessary.
The identification of the soft spots, however, is a diagnostic proposi-
tion, as T have illustrated in reference to India when I put forward
the concept of the soft spot [cf. Mukherjee, R. 1965: 109-165). Also
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this is a task particularly appropriate for the discipline of sociology
to undertake in collaboration with (and possibly by assuming the
leadership of) all other social science disciplines, as I have indicated
elsewhere [Mukherjee, R. 1969; 1970]. T would submit, therefore,
that in view of the current stage of development of the discipline

and the social demand on it at present, Indian sociology (or,

for

that matter, sociology in any country) must enter into the diagnos-

tic stage in order to resolve the problems it now faces.

REFERENCES

Baden-Powell, B. H.
1872 The Indian Village Compuniry. London: John Murray.
1899 The Origin and Growth of Village Communities in India. London:
Sonnesnsheir.

Bailey, F. G.
1958 Caste and The Ecoromic Frontier. Bombay: Oxford University Press.

Banfield, E. C.

Swan

1958 The Moral Basis of Backward Society. Glencoe (Illinois): The Free Press.

Becker, H.; Barnes, H. E.

1952 Social Thought from Lore to Science. Washington: DC. Harren Press

(2 vols.).

Benedict, R.
1947 The Chrysanthemumn and The Sword. London: Secker & Warburg,

Beteille, A.

1966 Caste, Class, and Power. Bombay-London: Oxford University Press.

Bhattacharya, J. N.
1896 Hindu Castes and Sects. Calcutta: Thacker Spink.

Blochmann, H.; Jarett, H, S.
1939-48 Ain-i-Akbari, Calcutta: Asiatic Society of Bengal (3 vols.).

Bose, N. K.

1949 Hindu Samajer Garan (in Bengali: Structure of the Hindn Society).

cutta: Yiswa-Bharati.

Bose, N. K. (ed.).
1560 Daia on Caste: Orissa, Calcutta: Anthropological Survey of India,

Cal-



52 SOCIOLOGICAL BULLETIN

Bose, R.
1874 Svkal ar Ekal (in Bengali: Then and Now),  Calcutla: Bangiya Sahitya
Parishad (Latest publication in 1956).
Buchanan-Hamilton, F.

1807 Muanuscripts.  London: Commonwealth Office Library.

Bulsara, F.

1964 Problems of Rapid Urbanisation in India.  Bombay: Popular Prakashan.

Chattopadhyay, D. P.
1947 Individuals and Svcieties. Caleutia: Allied Publishers.

Chattopadhyay, K. P.

1935 “History of Indian Social Organisation”, Jeurnal of Royal Asiaric Seciety
of Bengal: 1{Letters), pp. 377-395. Calcutta: Asiatic Society of Bengal.

1952 A Sacio-economic Survev of Jute Labour. Calcutta: University of Calcutta
(Department of Social Work).

Crooke, V.

1896 Tribes and Castes of the North-Wesr Provinces and Ouwdh. Government
Publication (2 vols.),

Desai, A. R,
1959 Social Background of Indion Nationalism. Bombay: Popular Book Depot.
1569 Ruyral Socielogy in India. Bombay: Popular Prakashan.

Dube, L.

1967 «“Caste, Class, and Power”, Fastern Anthropelogist. Lucknow: 20(2):
215-225,

Dubois, A. J. A.
1816 Hindu Manners, Customs and Ceremonies. Oxford: The Clarendon Press
(3rd edition reprinted 1953).

Dumont, L.
1970 Homo Hierarchicus, London: Weidenfeld and Wicolson.

Engels, F.
1943 ““Letters 1o H. Starkenburg™, pp. 516-519 in Marx. K. and Engels, F., Selec-
ted Correspondence: 1846-1895: London: Lawrence and Wishart.
Epstein, T. S.

1962 Economic Development and Social Change in South India, Bombay: Oxford
University Press.



INDIAN SOCIOLOGY: HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT & PRESENT PROBLEMS 53

Fick, R,
1897 Die Sociale Gliederung in Nordostlichen Indian zu Buddha's Zeit. Kiel:
Verlag fur Orientalische Literatur,

Fukutake, T.
1967 Asian Rural Sveiety ; China, India, Jepan. Tokyo: University of Tokyo
Press.
Ghurye, G. S.
1932 Caste and Race in India. London: Kegan Paul.

1938 “Sex Habits of a Saumple of Middle Class People of Bombay™, Praceedings
of the Second All-India Popelarion and the First Family Hygicne Conference.
Bombay: Karnatak Publishing House, pp. SA52-SA63.

1943 The Abarigines—*So-Called”—and Their Future. Poona: Gokhale Institute
of Politics and Economics.

Gore, M. S.; Desai, L. P.; Chitnis, S.
1970 Field Studies in the Socialogy of Educarion: All-India Repert. New Delhi:
. National Council of Educational Research and Training.

Gould, H. A.
1969 «“Toward a ‘Jati Model® for Indian Politics”, Economic and Political Week-
Iy, Rombay: 4(3): 291-297.
Hagen, E. E.
1962 On the Theory of Social Change. Hoomewood (Illinois): The Dorsey Press.

Halhead, N. B.
1776 A Code of Gentoo Laws, or, Ordinations of the Pundits, from A Persian Trans-
tation, made frem the original, wriiten in the Shanserit language. London.

Hamilton, W.
1820 Geographical, Statistical and Historical Deseription of Hindustan and Adja-
cent Countries. Londan: John Murray (2 vols.).

Indian Statutory Commission
1930  The Report. London: His Majesty’s Stationery Office.

Kapadia, I<. M.
1947 Hindu Kinship. Bombay: Popular Book Depot.

Karve, 1.
1953 Kinship Organization in India. Poona: Deccan College.

Kennedy, R. E. Ir.

1965 “*The Protesiant Ethic and the Parsis”, pp. 16-26 in: Smelser, N.J. (ed.),
Readings in Econemic Socielogy. Englewood (New Jersey): Prentice-Hall.



54 SOCIOLOGICAL BULLETIN

Ketkar, S. V.
1€09 History of Casre in Indin. New York (Ithaca): Taylor and Carpenter.

Kolenda, P. M.

1968 “Region, Castc and Family Structure: A Comparative Study of the Indian
Joint Family”, pp. 339-396 in: Singer, M.; Caln, B, §. (eds.), Structure and
Change in Indian Seciety. MNew York :Viking Fund Publications in Anthro-
pology, 47.

Lee, Rainwater
1960 And the Poor Get Children. Chicago: Quadrangle Book Inc.

Linton, R.

1952 ““Cultural and Personality Factor Affecting Economic Growth”, pp. 73-88
in: Hoselitz, B. F. (ed.), The Progress of Underdeveloped Areas. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Lyall, A,
1882 Asiatie Studies. London: John Murray.

Mahalanobis, P. C.; Mukherjee, R.; Ghosh, A,

1946 “A Sample Survey of the Afler-Effects of the Bengal Famine of 1943",
Sankhya: The Indian Journal of Statistics, Calcutta: 7(4): 337-346.

Maine, H. S.
1861 Ancient Law. London: John Murray.
1871 Village Communities in the East and West. London: John Murray.

Marcuse, H.
1969 An Essay on Liberation. London: Allen Lane The Penguin Press.

Marx, K.

1953 Grundrisse der Kritik der Politischen Ukonomie (Rehentwurf) 1857-1858.
Berlin: Dietz Verlag.

Marx, K.; Engels, F.

1551 ““Manifrsto of the Communist Party”, pp. 21-26 in: Marx, K. and Engels,
F. Selected Works in Two Volumes (vol. I). Moscow: Foreign Languages
Publishing House.

Mayo, K.
1927 Mother India. London: Jonathan Cape.

McClelland, D. C.
1961 The Achieving Society, New York: D. Van Nostrand Co., Inc.



INDIAN SOCIOLOGY: HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT & PRESENT PROBLEMS 55

1971 “Some Themes in the Culture of India”, pp. 254-293 in: Desai, ASR. (ed.},
Fissays on Modernization of Underdeveloped Socicries (vol. 2). Bombay:
Thacker & Ca. L1d.

Morrison, W. A.
1952 “Family Types in Badlapur: An Analysis of a Changing Institution in
Maharashtrian Village,” Svciolegical Bulleiin, Bombay: 8(2): 45-67.

Motwani, K.

1958 Manit Dharma Sastra: A Seciological and Historical Study. Madras:
Ganesh & Co. {Madras) Pyt Ltd.

Mukerji, D. P.
1932 Basic Concepis in Socielogy. London: Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner and
Co. Lud.
1946 Problems of Indian Youtli. Bombay: Hind Kitabs.

1961 “Indian Tradition and Social Change”, pp. 20-31 in: Saksena, R. N. (ed.)},
Sociclogy, Social Researclt and Social Problenis in India. Bombay: Asia
Publishing House.

Mukerjee, R. K.,

1939 Man and His Habitation. Bombay: Popular Prakashan (latest edition in
1968).

1945 The Indian Working Class. Bombay: Hind Kitabs.
196da The Dimensions of Values, London: George Allen and Unwin Ltd.
19640  Labour and Planning. Bombay: Allied Publishers.

Mukherjee, R.

1957 The Dynamics of a Rural Society. Betlin: Akademie Verlag; Bombay: Popu-
lar Prakashan.

1958 The Rise and Fall of the East India Company. Berlin: Verlag der Wissens-
chaften; Bombay: Popular Prakashan.

1965 The Sociologist and Secial Change in Tndia Today, MNew Delhi: Prentice
Hall of India.

1969 “'Empirical Social Research an Contemporary India”, Secial Science In-
Sarmarion, Paris: 8(6): 69-83.

1970 “Where Indology and History Meet Social Research on India™, pp. 307-322
in: Kruger, H. (ed.), Newe Indienkunde: New Indelogy. Berlin: Akademie-
Verlag.

1971a  *Family in India: A Perspective™, Perspectives (supplement to the Indian
Journal of Public Administration 17(4): 41-107). New Delhi: Indian Insti-
tute of Public Administration,



56 SOCIOLOGICAL BULLETIN

19716 “*Development of Sociology in *Devcloping Societies' *, pp. 347-309 in:
Desai, A. R. (cd.), Fassays on Modernization of Underdevelaped Societies
(vol. 2). Bombay: Thacker and Co. Lid.

1972 “On the Mode of Social Research”, The Indian Journal of Sociology. New
Delhi: March-Sept. (vol. 111, Nos. 1 and 2).

Myrdal, G.
1956 An Internarional Ecenomy. New York: Harper and Brothers.
1968 Asian Drama. London: Allen Lane Penguin Press.
1971 The Challenge of World Poveriy. London: Penguin International.

Nag, K.; Burman, D.
1945 The English Works of Raja Remmaohun Roy (Parts I-VIT}, Caleutta: Sudha-
ran Brahmo Samaj.

National Sample Survey
1958 First Report on Land Holdings, Rural Sector. New Delhi: Government of
India (The Cabinet Secretariat). Report No. 10.

1970 Tables with Nates on Sanmie Features of Land Holdings in Rural Areas. New
Delhi: Government of India (The Cabinet Secretariat). Report No. 162.

Native (I. A. V.)
1880 “ Pen-and-Ink Skerches™ of Native Life in Sewthern India. Madras: Foster
and Co.

Nehru, J.
1942 What India Wants. London: India League,

Nesfield, J. C.

1885 A Brief View of the Caste System of the North-Western Pravinces and Qudh.
Allahabad: Government Press.

Nimkoff, M. F.
1959 “*Some Problems Concerning Research on the Changing Family in India®,

Saciological Bulletin. Bombay; 8(2): 32-38.
Patel, 5. 1,
1952 Agricultural Labourers in Medern India and Pakistan. Bombay: Current

Book House.

Ranade, M. G.
1902 Religious and Social Reform. Bombay: Gopal Narayan and Co.

Rao, M. 5. A.
1970 Urbanization and Social Change. Wew Delhi: Orient Longmans Ltd.



INDIAN SOCIOLOGY: HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT & PRESENT PROBLEMS 57

Risley, H. H.
1891 The Tribes and Cuastes of Bengal, Calcutta: Bengal Secretariat Press (2 vols.).

Rogers, E. M.
1962 Diffusion of Innovations. New York: The Free Press of Glencoe.

Rudolph, L. 1.; Rudolph, 5. H.

1967  The Madernity of Tradition: Political Development in India. Chicago: 111,
University of Chicago Press.

Sarkar, B. K.

1922 The Futurism of Young Asia and Other Essays on the Relarions between the
East and the West. Berlin: Julius Springer.

1937 The Positive Background of Hindu Sociology. Allahabad: Panini Office.

Seal, B. N.
1958 Positive Sciences of the Ancient Hindus. Varanasi: Motilal Banarsidass.

Select Committee

1812 The Fifth Report from The Select Commitiee on the Affairs of the Easi India
Company. London: British Parliament (Parliamentary Papers),

Shah, A, B.; Rao, C. R. M,
1965 Tradition and Modernity in India. Bombay, Manaktalas.

Shamasastry, R,
1951 Kaurtilya's Arthasastra. Mysore: Sri Raghuveer Printing Press.

Shils, E.

1961 The Intellectual Between Tradition and Modernity: The Indiar Situation.
The Hague: Mouton.

Singer, M.
1972 When a Great Tradition Modernizes, Delhi: Vikas Publishing House.

Singh, B.

1955 ““Ipstitutional Approach to Planning", pp. 358-369 in: Singh, B, (ed.),
The Frontiers of Social Seience. London: Macmillan.
1961 Next Step in Village India. Bombay: Asia Publishing House.

Singh, H.

1969 “Toward a ‘Jati Model’ for Indian Politics: a Comment™, Economic and
Political Weekly. Bombay: 4(21), 887-888.



58 SOCIOLOGICAL BULLETIN

Srinivas, M. N.
1952 Religion and Society Among the Coorgs of Svuth lndia. Oxford at the
Clarcndon Press.
1962 Caste in Modern India and Other Essays. Bombay: Allied Publishers.

Stevenson-Moore, J.
1968 Repori on the Material Conditions of Small Agriculiuralists and Labourers
in Gaya, Caleutia.

Thapar, R.
1968 “Poverly of Nations or Notions™, Yojane. New Delhiz 12(9): 2-6.

Thaornton, E,

1854 A Gazeiteer of the Tervitories Under the Gavernment of the East India
Company and of Native States on the Continent of India (4 vols.). London:
Wm. H. Allen and Co.

UNESCO Research Centre on Social and Economic Development in Southern Asia

1966  Small Industries and Social Change: Four Studies in India. Delhi: UNESCO
Research Centre an Social and Econemic Development in Southern Asia.

Vidyasagar, I. C.
1972 Vidpasagar Rachana Sangraha (in Bengali: Wrirings of Vidyasagar: 3
vols.). Calcutta: National Committee for the Commemeration of‘Vid:,ra-

sagar.



DOWNWARD SOCIAL MOBILITY:
SOME OBSERVATIONS'

K. L. SHARMA
Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi

Downward social mobility has not yet been analysed adeguately
by sociologists. The objective of this paper is to highlight some of
the dimensions and contexts, forms and factors, of downward social
mobility in Indian society. Why has downward social mobility not
engaged the attention of social scientists? The belief that downward
mobility is involitional and not desired at the levels of group, indi-
vidual and family and, therefore, it does not occur, appears to have
been responsible for its neglect. Such a view is unwarranted and
unfounded. Downward social mobility does occur and is a comp-
lex process involving social and economic, cultural and motiva-
tional, factors.

Furthermore, we need to distinguish between specific downward
status mobility and generalised downward status mobility, for in
India a lag has been observed between upward socio-religious
mobility and economic or political mobility. Several sanskritizing
castes have moved up in the caste hierarchy by discarding their
“polluting” callings without, however, a corresponding change in
their economic and political position [Harper 1968:36-65; Sharma
1970a; 1537-43). Indeed, when the lower castes imitate the cultural
traits of upper castes, their economic position often declines owing
to the abandonment of lucrative economic activities. When this
lack of fit between a rising social (caste) position and a declining
economic position persists for a period of years, their generalised
status may decline below what it was when they started to emulate
the upper castes. Downward economic mobility here is an un-
planned consequence of planned upward social mobility. Efforts to
change the agrarian social structure, such as land reforms, would
also force lower status upon the landlords. This ‘withdrawal of
status respect’ (Hagen 1962: 77, 83) has varied motivational and
other repercussions on the privileged sections of the society. Down-
ward social mobility is, thus, a structural and historical reality
observable in diverse forms and in different contexts,
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