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Abstract

(The trend of “viflage studies" in Tndia, from 1920-8 to the preseot day, suggests the
existence of virtually wo different worlds of concepts and models, of analysis and
interpretation, and of idioms of expression and inference with refereace to the same topic
as “village stdy". In this context, the author is of the view that the two streams of
vesearch cacrying the imprint of ists and social h i i I
cespectively, should meet at relevant sites. Aliernatively, bridges will have to be built at
the places if confluence of the sireams cannot be achieved. For, until and unless the
~economic™ and “social” perspeclives meet at critical points, it is not possible to
oftain a composite understanding of vitlage life and a balanced view of the dynamics of

village society.]
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THE deterioration in India’s rural economy, set in a centory eaclier
and spreading insidiously over the sub-continent because of the lack of
effective checks (Dutt 1950), came up clearly on the surface from the
beginning of the present century. The end of the First World War
unveiled the abject poverty, squalor, and disorganization of village
socicties: the rumblings of rural discontent began to reach the ears of the
Government and the educated public in towns and cities.

The Governmenl had to take a serious note of the imminent agrarian
crisis; leading to the appointment of the frst Royal Commission on
Agriculture in 1926. Sympathetic private bodies and individuals also
became interested, rendering a political andfor economic slant to the
situation,

Tt was in this critical phase of [ndia's history that “village studies™,
in the sense the label is employed today, took its birth in order that facts
and figures could be gathered for an objective understanding of how the
rural folks live, what are their wants, and why are they obliged to lead 8
sub-human existence.

Contexlually, the Indian National movement played a significant
role. For one of its fruitful bye-products was to create interest of social
scienlists in ‘village siudies”. The mass movements of 1920-s, led by
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Gandhi and based essentially on the rural question, synchronized with
series of “village studies” carried out in different parts of India. Patel
has succinctly ized the si

“With the end of the First World War, the beginning of an agrarian crisis was
accompanied by the eatry of peasant into the political arena, as exemplified during the
Champsaran and Kaira Campaigns led by Gandhiji. As & result, the cultivator of the
s0il began to atiract considerable attention from siudents of Indian society. G. Kealings
and Harold Mann i Bombay, Gilbert Sloter in Madras, and E.V. Lucas in the Puajab,
{nitiated intensive studies of particular villages and general Agricullural problems. The
results of thess iovestigations evoked great interest and stressed the necessity for till
further study.” (Patel 1952: 1).

In 1930-s, many more scienlists, administrators, and politically imbu-
ed social workets joined forces. *Village studies” began to be carried
out extensively all over India by organizations and individuals.

The Punjab Board of Economic Enquiry went on organizing village
surveys conducted by individual workers (since 1920-s). The Bengal
Board of Economic Enquiry was set up and it undertook village surveys
(1935); some in collaboration with the Indian Statistical Institute, Calcutta
(Chakravarti 1937). Tagore's Visva-Bharati organized village surveys
around Santiniketan, Bengal, under the auspices of the Visva-Bharati
Rural Reconstruction Board and at the individua) initiative of Sri Kali
Mohan Ghosh (data partly processed in Mukherjee and Mukherjec 1946;
Mukherjee 1957; &c.). Professors Bhattacharya and Natesan of Scottish
Church College, Calcutta, published accounts of village life in Bengal as
collected by their students from respective villages(1932). The same was done
by Professors Thomas and Ramakrishnan of Madras University (1940)
with reference to the south Indian villages previously surveyed under the
guidance of Gilbert Slater. The Cochin State published accounts of
individual villages under the aathorship of T.K. Sankara Menon (1935)
Subramanian published the survey of a south [ndian village under the
auspices of the Congress Economic and Political Studies (1936). Gujarat
Vidyapeeth persuaded Professor J.C. Kumarappa to undertahethe surveyof
Matar Taluka in Gujaral (1931); and his work synchronized or was followed
by those of G.C. Mukhtyar (1930), J. B. Shukla (1937). and others in
Gujarat. Village surveys were also taken up in Maharashtra by the Gokhale
Institute of Politica snd Economics, Poona (Gadgil and Gadgil 1940, and
others) And so it went on with studies undertaken by organizations and
by individuals themselves,

Significantly, for these studies the field under focus was the economic
life of the people; so that the pressing problems of rural sociely could be
exposed in bold relief, Slater, one of the pioneers in “village studies” in
India, wrote in his introduction to the study of “Seme South Indian
Villages” :

"Villages came befora towns, and even in the most industrialized countries, whero
all economic questions tend to be studied from an urban point of view,itis well to be
reminded that the economic life of & town or city cannot be understood without
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reference to the lands which send its food and raw materials, 2nd the villages from

which [t altracts young mea and women. The importance of rural activities lnd of

village life in India, in view of the enormous of its agri

over thal engaged in mining. I( and is not likely 1o be

overlooked; und least of all in Southern Indiz, which has no coal mines and no great

industries Vike cotlon manufacture in Bombay and jute In Bengal.” (Slater 1918: 1),
Mann wrote in the Preface to his second study of a Deccan village,

“The nudy of rural conditions by close inquiry into the circumstances of a single
unit. be it village, parish, or estale, hascome to 1he front prominently in recent years as
u method of social and economic investigation. And by the use of this method, if the
villages to be studied are well chosen, a very much more intimate acquaintance with the
actual conditions of life than by any other method can be obtaiaed.” (Maon sad
Kanitkar [921: iii).

Kalelkar wrote in his introduction to J.C. K ppa’s “An econo-
mic Survey of Matar Taluka™;

~If there is one thing that chacacterises the educated man in lndia and distinguis-
hes him feom his confrae clscwhere, it is his abysmal igoorasce of the actual rural
conditions in his awn country. There are some people who are aorious to see India
industrialised. There others are who will be content if India got back her own. But
neither of them have secured the bed rock of statistics coltected from the mouths of the
peasants themselves, The present survey s unique in this respect.” (Kumarappa 1931: vii).

Economics and material welbeing of the rural folks had thus become
the preoccupation with those undertaking “village studies,” s the situation
then dictated.

In 1940-s also the orientation of social scientists towards “village
studies™ remained virtually the same as before.  Only it could be noticed
that henceforth they began to launch exrensive enquiries by covering large
tracts in the light of the picture of rural society already built up by means
of the ever-increasing numbers of isolated “village studies™. Concurrently,
they were often found to concentrate on specific aspects of the “rural
problem™ in & pacticuler area.

Thus the Indian Stutistical Tnstitute, Calcutte, undertook erics of
sample survey of Bengal villages in order to ascertain the effects of the
1943 famine on rural society (Mahalanobis et al 1946); to estimate the
extent of rural indebtedness or to portray the condition of agricultural
labourers in society (Indian Statistica) Institute 1948); and so on. Other
organizations also made similar attempts, the details of which are not of
immediate concern (e.g., lyenger 1951).

Likewise, the Government Departments, Central and Provincial,
undertook extensive studies; such as the Agricultural Labour Enquiry of
the Ministry of Labour, Government of [ndia, since 1948 (published from
1954 onwards). And individuals also contributed their mite in this venture.
For example, Sayana of the Bombay School of Ex ics and Sociology
undertook sample survey of Telegu-speaking districts of the Madras
Province, along with the collation of relevant data from official and non-
official sources, in order to study the “Agrarian Problem of Madras
Province” (Sayana 1949),
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The upshot was that by 1950 the minimum of basic knowledge had
been accumulated, at any rate, to attempt estimating the national income
of rural India with reasonable precision, to formulate plans and program-
mes for India’s rural development, and to sponsor studies on an all-India
scale for the planned development of India in the future,

This is evident form the reports of the National Income Committee
set up by the Government of Tndia in 1949 {e.g., The First Report 1951),
from the precise formulations of rural ic problems in the plans
propagated by the Government of India or private bodies, from the
inauguration of the Government of [ndia National Sample Survey in 1950
(viz. General Report No. 1, 1952), etc., etc.

This course of development and outcome of “village studies” meets
evidently an important need of the country and the government. So it
may not be fortuitous that from a different ulterior motive it was brought
up by the British East India Company as early as in 1689,

Those were the dayswhen the Directors of the Company were
becoming interested in controlling land and people in India instead of
indulging in mere trading activities along with contemporary European
and Indian rivals. Pursuently, they wrote to their agents in India:

“The increase of our revenue is the subject of our care, as much as our trade :—
‘tis that must maintain our force, when Iwenty accidents may interrupt out trade; tis
that must make us & nation in India;—without that we are but as a great oumber of
interlopers, united by his Majesty’s royal charter, fit only 1o trade where nobody of
power thinks it their interest to prevent us;—and upon this account it is thal the wise
Duich, ia all their general advices which we have seen, write ten paragraphs concerning
thelr government, their civil and military policy, warfare, and the increase of their
revenue, for one paragraph they write conceruing trade  (Quoted by Mill 1858 i, 87-88).

In the present context, the aspirations of the East India Company
for political power over India, as narrated elsewhere {Mukherjec 1958 a),
do not concern us. What, however, would be of iaterest o note is that
after the futile attempt of the Company in this direciion at the end of the
seventeenth century the successful aitempts made since the middle of the

ighteenth were followed by i ing awareness of the foreign power to
know more and more about life and living in the sub-continent. Because,
for good or bad, for the wetfare of the people or for the exploitation of the
masses, it is necessary to know at the outset how the society is organized
and how the people live.

Here, therefore, we need pot dwell upon the policy which sponsored
from the beginning of the nineteenth century the extensive {although
sketchy) collection of information on how the Indian people live in
villages. Such as the Company’s requisition of the services of Dr. Francis
Buchanan from 1800 in order to report on the conditions in towns and
villages in Madras, Mysore, Bihar, Bengal, etc. (Buchanan-Hamilton 1807).
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We need not also refer to the genuine interest in the welfare of the
people which prompted a number of foreign administrators and scientists
to undertake relevant investigations in villages and in broader regions,
mainly from the beginning of the twentieth century. Such as the study of
a British administrator in India on the economic life of a Bengal district
(Faridpur) in the first decade of the present century which he undertook
on his own initiative and as a labour of Jove (Jack 1916).

What we must note, instead, is that infrequent and usually a gencra-
lized version of the situation as they were, these efforts built the monumen-
tal gate-way to the path of development of “village studies” in India

The path, however, remained narrow and not yet fully reinforced
even after several decades of conducting “village studies.” Because
in all these days engrossing ion was sh d on rural »
A change in the depth of focus of the pictures emerging from the investiga-
tions was thercfore called for.

Namely, to the pioneers in the field the individuals and the social
groups were living entities with 1eference to the economic activities they
were eogaged in. The institutional approach, in the sease it endeavours to
portray the “organized, purposeful system of human effort and achieve-
rent" (Malinowski 1944: 51), was possibly not deliberate, It was
spontaneous as one might expect in unsophisticated keen observers, But
in the course of development of “village studies” during 1920-50 the
emphasis  was laid increasingly on purely economic categorization of rural
society: and even the social relations which the villagers had evolved with
reference to heir economic organizalion were oot attended to properly or
atall.

Such as the number of gainfully occupied persons in a village, their
affiliation to respzsctive sectors of the national economy (as agriculture,
handicraft production, etc.), the type of job they performed (such as non-
manual or skilled manual occupation, etc.), and their activity status (as

ployer, employee, own-account worker) were the usual subject-matter
for analysis. But the bearing of the presence of these individuals in society
in terms of the relations which had emerged among themselves on account
of their work and earnings, the relations which had crystalized within
and between the socictal groups incorporating oae or the other of these
persons, and such other facets of social relations evolving oul of the
economic organization of society were bardly touched upon,

Or, the income distribution, landbolding, the expenditure pattern,
and such other economic attributes of the villagers were often treated in
meticulous details; but the social relations the rural folks had developed
with respect to such.economic attributes were, almost invariably, lost sight
of. Similar examples may be cited in numbers,

As a result, even in terms of only such organized, purposcful sys-
tems of human effort and achievement as refer to the economic sphere of
society not enough has been learnt 50 far as how the relevant individuals,
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the co-resident and commensal kingroups (viz. residential family-units), the
kingroups of larger dimensions, or other varieties of societal units charac-
terized by the invol y snd vol y groupings of the villagers are
integrated with one another with ref to the ic appellations of
their constituent members,
Indeed, we know very little today about the structural and functional

aligaments ia village society ) to the i ivities of the
people, not (o speak of other aspects of their life. For tbe preoccupation
of the social scieatists with the * ics” of rural society, which became

more and more proaounced since 1940-s, began to push the living persons
in the background; und instead of presenting the villagers as soclaf beings
presented them (with increasingly fner precision no doubt) as abstract
economic and statistical categories.

m

To be sure, there was, there is, and there will remain the need for
such specialized studies. But equally, it began to be felt, there is the need
to take up “village studies” from another perspective, the perspective
formulated and interpreted by cultural and social anthropologists and
sociologists in contradistinction to that evolved by the cconomists from
an eatlier period.

This felt-need began to be satisfied by the publications coming out
since 1950-s, The late Professor Majumdar, one of those who undertook
the task, had apily described the situation.

“Of late, in India, we have a spate of literature on our cural life. Some have been
writlen by foreigo scholars, some by Indians. Some of thesc studies have been
monographically oriented, a3 for example, Srinivas's “Mysore Viilage' or Dube's 'Indian
Village'. Some are problem orieoted, as ope discovers in Lhe various anthologies,
published in anthropological or social science journals or in the Economic Werkly. The West
Beagal Government has published & volume of essays on Indian village life and probiems
cdiled by M N. Srinivas. Mckim Marriot has edited a series of articles on Indian rura)
life, uader the title Villoge Indio, while the Ethnographic and Folk Culwre Society,
Uttar Pradesh, has published a volume on Rural Profiles, the first of a serics of village
studies. All these indicate the interest the aathropologisis are taking in rural assignments.
Some of these siudies are inlimate, intensive and competent, some are superficial; and
fio doubt, some have raised our expectations, for they have focused atlention on the
many problems of rural life which demand priority in the context of the planning for
the coualryside, which is the avowed goal of our planners.” (Majumdar (958: 326-327).
It is not the contention of the writer to comment on the writings of
individ pologisis and sociologists who have thus piven a new look
to “‘village studies. Obviously, at the iaitial stage of such & venture
there would be some hasty generalizati ionally narrow specializat-
ion, or, infi ly, dogmatic adh to an intriguing concept. But
these are minor blemishes on the edifice that is being built by this attempt;
an edifice which will scrve the purpose of presentiag, eventually, a balanc-
ed view of the forces at work in rural socicty and a harmonious picture
of the course of life pulsating therein.

1 "
anthr
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1 thus comment on the lack of a balanced view of the dynamics of
tural society and on the incomplete picture of rural life we are presented
with even after this new venture. And 1 note, concurrently, that this
will have to be achieved. There is an important reason for subscribing
10 this viewpoint.

Namely, although most of the studies falling under the recently
sponsored scheme are of substantial worth, they swing to specialization
similar to those of contemporary cconomists but at the other extreme.
The twain do not meet. Or they meet seldom, and these again in most
i i quentially. A composite picture of rural society has,
therefore, yet to be exposed.

Thus, with reference to the same subject as *village study”, an
economist may be found to dwell on the theme of “*proletarianization” of
the mass villagers as indicative of the dominant phenomenon in rural
society. Whereas a social anthropologist or sociologist would be compli-
mentarily concentrating his attention on the role of dominant caste in a
village, on casteization or sanskritization of the rural folk, etc.

Is there a link between the two processes or are they independent
of each other ? And if a link is there, what does it stand for vis-a-vis the
dynamics of rural society ? Would it not be useful to explore that link
for a harmonious picture of the life pulsating in a village ?

In the same way as for the above example, with respect to village as
an entity the economist may speak of ‘‘closed” versus ‘“‘vulnerable™
cconomy snd elucidate the concept by pointing out *‘sub-marginal”
productive and servicc enterpriser in & “self-subsisting economy”. The
social anthropologist or sociologist, on the other hand, may treat the village
as a unit hierarchically structured and may elucidate rurai life as a “con-
cept” based on kinship ties, caste-wise integration, and the jajmani system.
But is it not possible to combine the two aspects of rural socicty and
obtain thereby a fuller understanding of the course of life therein ?

Similarly, an economist interested in the socia/ accounting of u village

may discuss the problem of evaluation of "non-monetary income and

goings in family-houschold enterprises™ while a social anthropologist

or sociologist who considers the village as a *‘constellation of values™ may

elaborate on the particular value system of rural folks, on the concepts of
paroc

versus uni i , etc. But, again, would not the
superimposition of these two facets of rural life yield a better harvest ?
Or, both being concerned with explaining current changes in village
society, an cconomist may point out the growing phenomenon of enire-
preneurship in rural areas and the emergence of a class in village society
with improved means and techniques of production and distribution, etc,
Whereas a soclal anthropologist or sociologist may describe the content
of 1he “‘urbanization process’” in rural areas against the scheratic for-
mulation of rural-urban continuum and may ascertain Lhe role of “village



8 INDIAN JOURNAL OF SOCIAL RESEARCH

clite” in thet context. But there, again, it may be desirable to bring the
two sets of phenomena in focus ) ly so as lo appreciate the
crucial character of the emergent leadership in rural society.

Many more instances could be cited 10 illustrate how even the
complimentary aspects of village lifc are emphasized unilaterally by the
economists and the social anthropologists or sociologists in two different
directions, without attempts being made to link up the two equally useful
lines of study. And, then, there arc obviously such other aspects of village
Jife as fall under the respective fields of specialization of an ist, 8
social anthropologist or a sociologist.

The upshot is that today we encounter, virtually, two different worlds
of concepts and models, of analysis and interpretation, and of idioms of
expression and inference concerning the same topic as"village study.”

v

No doubt, the separation and the current parallel development of
these two perspectives in “village study™ substantiate the fact that this
branch of study has passed its stage of adolescence and has attained
adulthood. So that the social investigation of villages may be conducted
on its own merit as already rded 10 the fc investigation of the
same. For, on the one hand, both would enrich our knowledge of the
social organism under reference, and, on the other, there arc certain
distinctly important nuances of life and living in a village which can be
elicited by only one of the two approaches respectively.

Thus, when describing the economic structure of a village, Dube
concentrates his altention on the relation between the caste-affiliation and
the occupation of fespective villagers (Dube 1955: 571). Thereby he
certaioly departs from the no less useful procedure followed by economists;
such as the relation between land owncrship/utilization and occupation of
the same villagers, their activity status with reference 10 different seciors
of the pational economy, etc. But the picture Dube presenis by following
his line of analysis is an addition to our store of knowledge regarding
village societies which was lacking in the picture presented by economists,
although some of them may have noted the caste affiliation of villagers as
merely one of the many ways of classifying a village socicly or may have
mentioned in passing the association of some castes with cerain facets of
its cconomic organization.

Also, while noting as above the utility of “village studies" by social
logists or sociologists, we may on the vsefulness of ex

h

posing by means of relevant conceptual tools the specifically social
characteristics of village society, Such as the relative position of a villege
in the spectrom of rural-urban continuum; or the working of a particular
process of acculturation in rural society under the labels of sanskrirization,
parachialization, etc.; and so on.

And, concurrently, we may note the distinct importance of portraying
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the peculiar and specific way of life of a village, as Rosser has dowe for
instance (Rosser 1960: 77-89).

Bricfly, therefore, there is no ground to denounce, or even undermine,
the mlnnsxc merit of "wllagc studies” usually conducted by social
anthropol and logi But, all the same, the point remains
that the lwo streams of "village studies” carrying the imprint of economists
or social anthropologists/sociologists, respectively, must meet at relevant
sites.  Alternatively, bridges will have to be built at the places if confluence
of the streams cannot be achieved.

For it is the causal or concomitant relations among economic and
social (including ideological) traits of a people which lead to the emergence
of specific societul organizations and the formulation of distinct ideological
orientations of their conslituent members. Also these are the relations
which either maintain the current structural and functional alignments in
society or engineer their respective courses of change or transformation.
So that, until and unless the “cconomic™ and “'social” perspectives towards
“villoge studies” meet at critical points, it is not possible to obtain a
composite understanding of village life and a balanced view of the
dynamics of villags society.

Evidently, the demand may not be met in a single study unless it is
un omnibus one. For we find that, justifiably, specialized studies in the
economic or the social field call for respective volumes. Pursuantly,
specialized investigations in the above respect also should be included in
the curriculum for “‘village studies™.

v

The aim, thus outlined, is not of mere academic intetest to one with
a squeamish taste for the roral knowledge. This is also not the means to
feed a doctrinaire because of his preoccupation with the finding of so-
called "'economic™ motivation 10 each and every socictal manifestation,
On the contrary, it hasa distinct usefulness. Because it meets one of the
imperative requisites to appreciate the governing processes within a social
organism by the cross-festilization of the “cconomic™ and the “social”
factors instead of depending upon the subjecti ptions and inter-
pretations of either of the two schools of social scientists to fill in the gap
in this respect.

Moreover, the need for such an attempt is underlined in the context
of our present-day situation, es Professor Firth had noted very forcefully
more than a decade ago.

“India is beginning 10 learn the lesson that the price of political freedom is econo-
mic responsibility. The sympalhy extended to her in her struggle for independence is
needed in manifold measure now, in her struggle to abate the grinding rural poverty of
30 many of her people. [t can hardly be denied that some solution of Lhe pressing
agrarian problem of India is crucial ta the survival of her present political sysiem.
More than that, it is crucia) to the susvival of many of her citizens,

“Most of the books and articks about the sgrarian problems of India that reach
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the Western reader are analyses of a general kind. They tell us of India—and Jeave us
with & feeling of ignorance as to just how these problems affect different groups and
classes of the people in different places. They talk of ¢conomics—and leave untouched
those social aligoments sod social values which give the economic system its meaning.
Or they wik 2bout the social background as somethiog which simply inhibits the
devel of frea i ise and efficiency—in terms of caste taboos and
sacred cows and sacred key d leave hed the solid salisfactions 1o be
found in the family and kinship system, in the caste associations and reliances, and even
ia tho complex ritua) evaluations of animals which share with mao something of what
he belioves to be the divioc spirit.” (Firth 1952: v).

In the light of our achievements till today as regards (he motivation
to change in rural society, the words of Professor Firth ring a 1opical note.
For, even after hall a century's efforts to understand and appreciate
village life in India, we arc oot certain, as yet, as to which are the soft
spots in the social organism through which a desired course of change
could be introduced in rural society {(Mukherjec 1962).

For instance: is it the *proletarianized” rural mass andjor the
numerically “dominant caste” placed low in the caste hierarcby which is
1o be the harbinger of a new life in villages? Alternatively, would the
charge devolve upon the landed gentry andjor the lop-ranking Caste
Hindus ?

Likewise, would the carriers of new values to rural society be the
growiog “‘rura) intelligentsia” or the dumb millions who have their
“education” in the hard way ? And should we go on considering, similarly,
other distinctly “'social™ snd/or distinctly “‘economic™ groups in society in
order (o unravel the course of change therein ?

Or, instead of such formal and mutually distinct econmic and socia)
categorizations of the rural folk, is it a symbiasis of Iheir various economic
and social attributes which should lead us to Lhe diagnosis of relevant soft
spots in the social organism under reference ?

Evidently, io consideration of its theoretical value as well as iis
practical implications, a course of research in this direction has been called
for siace a long lime. But, falling in no-man’s land between “‘economics™
and “'social anthropology or sociology” as two diffesent disciplines of
study, its progress has been balting aod hesitating.  So that achievements
in this line have been very little so far; in quantity, at any rate.

From among the economists, possibly the investigations of J. P.
Bhattacharjee (1958) and of Baljit Singh (1961) stend out in this respect.
From the other side, A.C. Mayer's Land and Sociely in Malabar (1952)
falls in the line; his Caste and Kinship in Centrol India (1960) is also not
out of the path. Six Villages of Bengal, surveyed during 1941-45 and
published as late as in 1958, was also a feeble veature of the present writer
in this field; leading him at a later date to discuss The Dynomics of a
Rural Society (1957). F.G. Bailey's Caste and the Economic Frontier (1958)
is a distinct contribution in the same field; and his explorations in the
wider field of Tribe, Caste, and Narion (1960) follow therefrom.
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Contextually it should be noted that some studies of social scientists
jo Bast Pakistan (formerly a part of the Indian sub-cootinent) also give
the indication of a similar orientation. Such as of Husain as an economist
(Husain 1956}, and of some social anthropologists as fousd in the volume
Social Research in East Pakistan edited by Pierre Bessaignet (1960).

Thus, irrespective of the relative merits of these studies, we find that
atterpts have been made in the desired direction in the last ten of twelve
years. But such studics remain iotermittent and relatively scarce. Should
we not therefore, undertake more such studies; and with, possibly, pointed
relevance ?

Vi

The question may be raised at this stage of our discussion as to
which of the two schools of specialists, viz. economists and social antbro-
pologists or sociologists, should undertake the task.

This is a moot question. But it is also a question that we are facing
frequently these days on other courses of social research because of the
significant development of different disciplines of study under the banner
of social sciences. And o a quick answer may be provided as that inter-
disciplinary research in the ficlds of economics, socisl anthropology and
sociology, and psychology is the sine quanon of the present-day position
of “village studies" just as it is with respect to almost all other aspects of
the study of social beings.

But the answer, however perfect, may not be the most practicable
one; in a large number of cases, at any rate. Alternatively, thecefore, we
may note that asthe study of group relations evolved in a society with
respect to all the activities of its constituent members falls directly under
the terms of reference of social anthropology and sociology, the task should
devolve upon them particularly.

Even so, the question would not be fully answered. Because we
should note concurrently that if the term of reference to the economists
be acclaimed as the study of relations among men with respect to
material goods and services instead of as that between man and material
goods and services (Sweezy 1956: 4-5), they could not also be exempted
from shouldering the barden. And if the psychologists are not to indulge
in researches on human beings in a rarified “*personal” situation only,
they would also have to accept the responsibility equaily with economists,
social anthropologists, and

Thus tho frontiers of the three disciplines do meet in the field of
“village study", and so scientists duly equipped to cross the no-man's land
between the disciplines should also be forthcoming.

The question therefore does ot boil down to which discipline
should undertake the task or that it can be accomplished only by iater-
disciplinary research, Contrariwise, the question throws up the challenge
to create interest among those belonging to any one of the disciplines to
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assume the responsibility and equip themselves accordingly.

So that where the necessary facilities are available, inter-disciplinary
research may be undertaken for this course of “village studies”. And if
such facilities cannot be provided wilh, as it is likely in many instances,
duly-cquipped scientists from any one of the disciplines must undenake
the task as a distinct course of research.

1 am inclined to the view that thereby we shall fulfil a very important
objective of social research, both theoretically and as applied. For this
reason, | have written this sote in order to bring forward the plea to my

colleagues.
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