Ramkrishaa Mukherice hus been & distinguished scientiss of the
Indian Statistical tostitgte, Calcutra, and an adyuney Professor of
I'ioc:nlagy at the Srate University of New Yark, Binghamton, Born
-0 1919, he was educated at Caloypia University (M.Sc., 1941) and at
Cambridge (PRD, 1948). He then maved 1o London to become the
Chief Research Officer 1o his Majesty’s Social Survey, Londen
(1948-49) after which pe went to Ankara as Consuliant
Government of Ty rkey (1949), and alsos as Consultant to Landeg

guest Professor

Indian Statistical Institure, Caleurea

Mulid'mrjﬂ: has also been 3 member of the Indian Council of
Social Sﬂi‘ll:l'lfF Research (1974) and advisor 1o many institutions and
the 19urmals in the socjs| sciences in [ndia and abroad, He ‘was the
President of the Indian Socological Society (1972-74) and the
]"lil!!'ﬂhtr of IJ?E Executive Committee of !h;—lﬁl'ﬂﬁ!ﬂuml Socin-
ogical Association (1974-78). His research experience includes
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work in India as well 25 Bangladesh, UK., France, Germany,
Sweden, Czechoslovakia, Turkey and Uganda,

Methodology

Mukherjec’s main concerns are systematic and inductive sociology,
diagnostic research and related methodology. He recommends the
use of the diagnostic mode to get the best possible explanation of
social reality. Among the Tndian sociologist, like D.P, Mukerji,

" Ramkrishna Mukherjee also emphasized the significance of dialee-

tical madel for the study of Indian society. In his later waorks,
Ramkrishna has changed from dialectical-historical 1o a probabil-
wtic nomaological approach for the study of social reality (Singh,
2004}, He calls his approach 'lnd_ug:iu:.iniam;ri:lbndy:_:his neutral
to the type of propositions, (Manust or non-Marxist, that one.,
chooses to test and verify. The role of history and disleetics in the
sociological thinking and rescarch, according 1o Mukherec, staps
at the level of formulation of proposition; these may help in cven a
taxonamic formulation of categories {see Mukherjea, 1970, 1975} ar
social indicators, but beyond this the logical principles of test and
verification wauld have to operate independently.

In his rigorous study, Mukherjee (1972, 1977) used systemaric
quantitative mathodology to measure kinship distance and extenr
of change in family siructures in Wes Bengal.

Works

Mukherjee’s research interests include historical sociology, siudics
i the elassification of families and rural society, problem of accul-
turation and social indicators. He wrote more thin a dozen boaks
and over hundred research papers for internationally reputed
journals, Fis major publications include: The Problem of Uganda
(1956), The Dhymamics of a Rural Sociery (1957), The Sociologist ard
Social Change in India Today (1965), Sex Villages of Bempal (1971),
The Rise and Fall of the East ndia Company (1958), Social Tndicators
(1975), Family and Planning in Indis (1976), West Bengal Family
Structiere; 1946-66 (1977), What will it be? E

xplorations in Inductive Sociology (1978), Socielosy o friddian
Sociology (1579) et Y
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f In this chapter, we discuss the following major aspects, which
have been highlighted in the writings of Ramkrishna Mukherjee:

1. Agrarian social structure

2. Thesociologist and social change in India today
3. Trends in Indian sociclogy

4. Studies in Indian sociology

Agrarian Sacial Structurs
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k
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Mukherjee's (1949, 1957, 1958) mniual works on rural Bengal - s |
eConomic srucrture and d}-na.mia;; - could he partly sttnbuted ta -
K.P. Chartopadhyay's initiative in portraying that side of Indian |

cial realicr of which sociologists and cactal anthropologiss

1‘.!"-, ming from urban middle class background were

likely wlome |

A% ahe At the Tndian Statictical Incfitute, Calcutta, agrarian class |
' L

siructure, class relations and agrarian social change were grven

{ priority in large scale sample surveysoMukherjee conducied a serics
= T e ® .

f srudics an ,1.5'“;.;*“ rruclure Lunrzusal_ i -:h_..—_lﬂmn. The theme af

=" agrarian social sructure and change was w reappear i Indian

54:-1.-.1:-1;:.-5:,' cm]}- afeer 5 2P of ﬂea.rly o decadas in the late 19608
and in'the 197Cs. _

Ramkrishna made systomatie histomeal 29 well a5 empirrcal

studies using dialectical model. His book on The Rk and Fall of the

¢t East Fridvan Comspany (1958) 3¢ 2 conteibution to economic and

| social m&lﬂfj" of th: wstitutionalization of colonialisn in Tadia

through mbi{%f;tian of sconomic policies, disintegration of

: i . ot BTt hsan d the rise of new mddle

| frudalism anddristocrat spotisi, 4o :

* clastes In his The Dhymamics of Rural Sociery (1957), Mukherjee
:mdics s:.h:hﬂ in& :camrm[r l‘h'ﬂ.l.'l-‘E’.'S n a set 1:\{ u'i”ng\é'l t‘lu’rl-ugh
changes in the structure of classes, He emphasizes the necessity 1o
prasp thee svstesnatic and Drgane character of Indian society {pe
understanding of its social processes. [n this study of rural suciety,
Mulsh:rj:: makes wuie of statistical data Irom various sourcss ta
generate conceprual categorics of the class structure in villages ﬂ“d
1na]:rl.1'1.-4":r Pun\;t: them to unravel the PPDHF’F“ of rural social
structure and development from a quasi-Marxist perspective. The

Readpns -t Funidlen oo
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use of staristical dara makes this study comparable to those in other

regions and states of India, although Mukherjee confines his
attention to West Bengal,

The Seciclogist and Social Change {n India Today

The ook entitled, The Saciologist and Social Chenge in India Taday
(1963) contains six main chaprers, These are revised or cnlarged
versions of six papers which Mukheriee had written between 1961

and 1964, the gq\_‘t&l aumbers, they can be clasmified under the
categury o fallacies ahd facts™ and of ~focus and orientation”, as

has heen dane in the fallawing with the chapter 4 and the chaprer 8
semmarizing the discusslons contalned i the two FESPECTiVE parts
of the hook. L

Facts are miany; fallacies are countess. The foous of allenton
also need ot be Lhe only nne that has heen demanstrated heore: and
origntation 'mwa:da Furtl'ler rmuruh TRALET COWET fu:rth:r !tumlﬂ

than those indicared in this book,
Social Change

‘Change’ to 2 socinlogist is 2 mater of inference. What we deduce
wlu.ll[:r s 'difference’ within a ':ud:{:r‘ froo the agd,‘f.itﬁ of asctof
observations. And, we may interprat those ' differances’ as chanmge in

'-:'"l'."l:éi'tncc ni'. an assumeed Fnl'rn: -cﬁl‘.dcpar.:m. ﬂlﬁc. e :.'l.:a.]r oot d-’D oy
and interpret the “differences” as cansal fluctuatione. Sa, the task we
should undorake centres round the questions: () what is the puis
of deparmure? ﬁﬁhm are the “differences?; (if) how aré these
differences stfocted, and what pattorn z‘hfmrsn 1hue'|:-}r?;. and
{iv) why does such a patvern cmerge:

Theee questione fallow in 2 chronolomcal order, while 1o
auswer them unequivocally is virually an impossible proposition.
But, we may #pprﬁximm re-.l.l.lt}- with ruccessive precininng
provided we—swese our activities in right tumes. Thercfore, a

Qd@u {ﬂimiiﬁd facte may logically precede that on

“foeus and Grientition”. This is how the contenis of the book have
been arranged.

Rambkrishna Mikherjee wwd'a“'”(’ %*ﬁ‘:ﬂf
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Two Falfocies: Concept af Rural-Urban Dichotomy or Reral-Urban
Continuum

According to Mukherjee, two major fallacies commonly found ia
India roday, namely, urban and/or industrial development bring in
‘few _value® in society commensurate with the social transfor-
mauon we desire in our country. Citiesand towns are growing or
emerging. Also that increasingly improved means of transport and
communication are bringing the villipes nedrer the urban cencres 15
an accepred phenomenon. Therelore, at whatever pace it may be,
urban development and urbanization are gathering momentum in
India. Bur, what 1s their effect on the souial transformation of the
people mvolved?

On Urbamization and Saciol Transformation

This Is 2 moot question. Because, in whichever way the process and
d'i! dtpﬂ' #lr 'HTIFHJ'I;?:IL';“EI n“}' l"": hﬁ-i;—rrr‘;!fdﬁui! u‘d"rl}lﬂﬁ
assumption 15 that: “The differences between rural and urban
populatinng ropresent cantrasts between the ald and the A, snd
in 4 sense they provide ee-with Insights mio the character of man's
sacial and cultural life prior to urbanization” (Gibhs, 1961). How
[ﬂ-'f, u-m.{ :-ﬂ 'H."h.I.L EIRAT IRy 'L.’l:!l| TL-I-" !'I..I'l'ﬂl' urban d.iffl‘:rellm a.'ﬂd i-l:“;:"
relations ean be 50 explained in India? The question implies an
axamination of twa aspects ot the Fm!:]r-ru., which may AppLaAr to
haye no concepuon berween them but are in fact closely assodaied:
(1) as a consequent to the process and degres of urhanizatian,
whether changes in the social vrganization uad/or in the
idealogical orientation of the people are evident, incipient, or
l]'llt-:nl!', m} ;n ll\f Grl‘! L% ] 11r :I!t-_lm ;un;urasn_l-,';!:r_l.ht}_ﬂlt
course of changes conforms vo the concept ol reral-wrban dichotomy
or of rural-urban continuum,

K a particular course of wrbanization s to be nurured or
destroyed, how 15 1t taking place in society has to be ascertained
beforehand, namely, as between two conceptually exclusive entities
of urban and rural? or, in terms of a spectrum, which registers the
influence of the urban sector on the rest of the country in gradient
of physical dictance, transportation time and enst, e1e., as “citylarge
ewnsamall :nwm-nnj.shhuuriuﬁ village-remote villages®?

—
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The first pracess would subseribe to the cancapt of rural-urban
dichotomy, whereas the second to that of rural-urban contimuam.
And, the respective process would have an important bearing on
the strategy and ractics of implementing any plinned programmie
for India's social dﬂfr:ﬂpmrnr.

Mukherjee has done his stndy in the state of West Bengal and
Giridih sub-division of the district Hazaribagh in the adjoining of
Bibar, He has examined the patrern of migration to urban areas so
as o ascerrain whether it would facilitate the operation of the
concept of ruralurban dichotomy or ruralurban continuum
or none. Thersfore, an examiniton of exac process at work

with respect 1o rural-urban differences and relationships has been
looked in,

Focus on Social Organism: Diagnasic of Soft Lpots

Mukherjee found that the socal development of the people canne
answered n terms of rursl urban differentials, or for that maner,
from a formal examinaticft of various forms of social stratification.
;'{ TquJiﬂ.’E lnrnlring intn 'r]'u;- m]-".-r spoils in the social ur:ﬁmim-,l,
wrespective of its ruralurbat or other lurms of formal stranfi-
cation. Such as, if the educated persans ars ta be the torchbearers of
progress in thia reipoct; the cantent of the education oflercd o
thea and their consequent reactions would FEUITE examination so
4¢ to determine the soft spots theongh which the desired course of
change may be implemented in the sociery under reference. O, if
the Hindu |'I1EI'I caste people are to be the plr_rrunnr- of & naw way
ile, ta take anoiler her]-n:;Lcul case for purpuse of illustration,
the potentiality of germination of such 1 lite among them waould
require careful investigation with the sanie alm i view. Either way,
Or 0 MOore ways than the above two, the solt SpOTS in the socia:
arganism require careful and sustained exploration. Afrer thar,
teir relave occusrence in, and/or their relative imporance (o,
vtytownevillage stratification of society may decide whelier
m.:r'ﬂ]-l!l'li‘lih d:ifi'ml:r_rm_v or rural-urban contiatum would be the
suu_a’n]r: voneept Lo formubate and execure relevant palicie: for
socidl development and whether the small towns would have ;2 al-
to pliy in that eonrext, The examuination of formal associations
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beiween patterns  of migravion, adminisestive and political
divisions, €ross-cultural {uctors, and cceupational and indusirial
profiles of setlement of social groups and individuals, etc., does not
lead w2 to 3 fruitful inference; although this is undoubtedly the
primary stage in the course of our researches ints the problem
under relerence, Mukherjee concludes that (1) there is not yet any
endence of social development, and (2} a cansal or concomitant
relation bétween culiural chmsts sue o urban living or wehan-
1zation and ‘social’ development cannot be legitimarely deduced,
and 20 (3) the concept of mralurban dichotomy or rural-urban
continuun need not be meaningful in the convext of nrbanization
and social translormation in India at the moment,

Trends in Indian Sociology

According to Mukhenee, an sssessmenr of the development of
sociology and social anthropology in India cannot be atempred
without examining The overlapping of the various theoretical,
mathodological and ideslogical influences on the growth of these
twin disciplines, sociology and social anthropology. In a compre-
hensive review of “Trends in Tndian Sociology™, Mukhesjee (1979
discusses diaggnostic perspective about Tndian sociology, The main
GuUERions are:

(1) What ie it fenumerarion of the phenomenon)?

(2) How is it {classificasion)?

(3} Why is it (causality)?

(4) What wll it be {possibiliry)?

(3) Why should it be {desirability}?

These five questions shauld interact in sequential manner with
a dialectical appreciation having both positive and negative points
in regard to reality of phonsmeny. Mulheries sharply focused on
the links bewween theory, ideclogy and praxis or berween the
questions: what is 12 How 15 162 Why is 102 And, what will it be and
why should it be? (Mukherjee, 1977h: 2-4).
The perspective related to these questions has been discussed

by Mukherjee in What will it Bei: Explorations in Inductive Sociology
{1978). Since that perspective is applied here to the phenomenen of
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Indian sociology which has been enritled, Sociology of Frdian

Sdﬂn.lrﬁﬁ'.

Mukherjee employed in a paradigm these fundamental
questions in order to distinguish three modes of social research,
viz., deseriprive, explinatory and dizgnostic. He has shown that the
three modes are sequentially related, and thar the crucial demand of
contemporary social research is to adopt the diagnostic mode. This
will lead to evaluation of the best possihle explanation af social
reality ar che existing state of knowledge and thus, social research
will proceed from descniption, and bevond explination, towards
pradiction,

He alse discuses the principles of the three modes of social
research and drawn a systematic relation among them. Basically, he

¢ has distinguished diagnostic research as inductive inferential from

the descripuive and cxplanatory research ay deductite-posiioistic,
Becauze of this fundamentally differant perspective, diagrostic
research calls for concept formation in a diffcrent manner, and
requirés an appropriate methodology. Therefare, Mukheriee has
discunsed how mutually distinguished bu J.l-nmﬂiﬁsuux phenomena
of sactal change, social development and ratar-butiding should be
conceived, Eiw.ring indication 1o thelr Appropriate mc:hndalngjr.

He has also discussed the most crucial aspect of COMEmporary
social research, viz., the treatment of the objective “informaton’
and the subjective ‘value® as confounded variables o denote facts,
and how this can be efficiently done by diagnostic research in
contradistinction to the riesn-ipu've and ﬂl.'llqnﬂﬂl':p' rescarch.

Studies in Indian Sociology

In a 1979 publication, Secioloyy of Indian Socialogy, Mukhetjee
identified growth poins in wrms of Is-pracritionsre weho ie
classifisd as p:-.-fi:ru, modernizers, insiders, and pice makers wrid
nonconformisis. He has made by scholars belonging 1o these
categories, and identifying the ‘insiders' emergimg in the [ate s es
and seventies as those who were the product of the system racher
than entrants from ather disciplines.

Stadies in Indian sociology, as it is for similar place- +ad
people-bound studies, are usually oriented towards recording che
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wopic-wise proliferation of the subject and its specialization and §

diversification, with some relative comments on the nature and
direction of changes in the thematic feld, While these essentially
descriprive studies are necessary 1o take sock of the current stage of
development of the discipline in one plice and in the world
perspective, they cannot fully explain the reasons behind the

chanping course of the discipline in the given societal cantext. A §
scarch for this explanavon would not enly disgnose the soft and
hard spots in the discipline towards further changes bur also
provide the base to predict its course in the immediate future.
Mukheriee has tried 1o exzamine the development of Indian '

sociology systemancally. He also supgests “what should 1t be” of -

Indian sociology in the contemporary. Indian and world &

porspeclives,

as a body of knowledge has been founded upon a deductive and

positivistic basis; inductive sociology has made little headway-too
far on both the idedlogical grounds and due to praguical consider £

ations, And, while laiely mithemmtical reasoning and stanstical ‘@
principles are employed more and more as the building bricks of &
sociology, its foundation is not affected thereby; eventually, soeial
causatior i€ explained in terms of one or another ‘theory’ whether |
or not this theoretical arlentation — be it Webenian, Durkheimian, ¢
Marxists or any other - lis distinaly spelt out. The concern for s -
meta-theory is of course noticeable in present times but since i @
methodological requirements are mot uwsually given adequace

aviention, it is stll thought to consist of another theory rather than
of a transmistion engineered through the consolidation of all
available and possible theories which is its objective,

It may not be fortuitous, therefore, that ‘research method- §
ology’ is thought of us a distinct aspect of sociology in particular, ¥

and of the social sciences in general, but is not regarded as being an
indcpcndml. element for, a4y, Fhfsiu in pmitular. and the nataral
sciences in general. It may also be of significance that while value is
regarded 10 be an inextricable component of sociology and, at the
same time, that an objective appreciation of the ‘soctal facts’ 1s seen
to be of the supreme objective of sociology, the two are scldom
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rreated as confounded varisbles - conceptually and methodologi-
cally, Hence, it is readily acoepred for sociology as 2 ‘social’ or
‘humanistic’ science thar “there appears to be an inherent gap
nerween the language of theory and research which can never b
bridged in 4 completely satslactory way” (Blalack, Jr., 1961).

The above satemcnt, of course, acquires a subsantive
meaning 0 relation 1o conceptualization for, ultmately,
knowledgs forms an asymptone relanon writh reality, so that, we
may continually advange our undersanding ol social reality but
can never comprehend it fully and finally, Nevertheless, the scope

' and the course of comprehension of reality are spread out in an
' infinite but cnumerable space, Therefore, 3 cautionary’ fote 5 irl
8 urder: “there are no limits on the nonsscientific use of mathemaucs
B i sociology, unless it be the reluctance of its scientifically minded

According to Mukherjee, from the very heginning, sociology ‘B o tolerate peado mathematics as well as the mewphysics which

would reject mathematics in principle” (Martindale, 1963). Also, 1n

" the eourse of continual advance i sociological knowledge, it is not

less relevant to bear in mind that nove of methodological diffi-

" culties often alleged o confront the search for sysiemauc
' explanations of social phenomena is unique to the social sciences or
¥ s inherently insuperable (Nagel, 1961),

! Mukherjee's Framework Summarized

. Background

. 1 Educated at Caleurts University and Cambridge
2. Academic career at Berlin {Gcrman;r}, Londen (UK), Ankara

(Tutkey), and Calcurea (India),

| 1. His interests include historical sociology, studies in the clasabi

cation of families and rural society, problem of acculturation
and social indicators.

Alm

Main concerns are systematic and inducuve sociology.

- Assumption
- To get the best possible explanation of social reality through the

diagnosuc mode of investgation.
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1. Historical socialogy
2. Marxism: Dhalecnical approach
3. Inductive sociology

Typology
Historical/Dialectical Approach

Issues

Different aspects of Indian society, namely,

1. Rural sociery

2, Family structure :

3. The rise and fall of the East lodia Campany
4. Socul indicarors

5. Socology of Indian saciology

6. Explorations in Inductive socinlogy

7. Sociologists and social change
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