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ABSTRACT Ia social history thought processes reflect the
changes in organization of production. The quest for real-
ity is an ongoing phenomenon. How soclal science com-
prehends this complex social knowledge? In ihis context
rigid crodd-culiural theories and mechanistie models nesd
scrutiny. Besides it is also essentinl 1o probe into pilosoph-
tcal and meihodological under-pinnings in social scienc-
5. Preciacly as social reality is both ahjective and subjec-
tive and therefore any theoretical perspective demands the
cognizance of this dialectical process, For copcepls and
condtructs dopot acour in vaccum. Accordingly social sci-
ence ned only owns the responsibility of contemplating and
pmj:q.i:nj the istricate social processes but also finding
prssible means of change.

Human thought has been under a constant
flux of change and been in progress along with
the changes in the human organization of pro-
duction and the struggles toreplace the absolete
forms for o better future society. Accordingly
both theoretical issues and politico-ideological
struggles have become integral parts of the dem-
ocratic process, Throughout human civilization
all cultures contained an inberent potential for
dynamics o8 per the social laws and customs.
Inter and intra drifts eventually become near
umiversil processes and these structural mech-
anizms depend on economy, polity and histor-
ical conditions. Rigid cross-culwral frames of
references, lght taxonomic systems and incip-
ient periodic tables only cramp the social real-
ity. The guest for reality vi. myth, essence vs.
existence and maner vs, mind has been subject-
ing the human intellect for critical probings,
dates hack to the invention of fire, the beginings
of human civilization.

What isreality and how socisl science helps
understand the complex social knowledge and
1. Bevised version of a paper perzented in the National
Seminar, “Perspectives on Understanding Social Realny”,
held at Bhopal University, Bhopal. 17-19 March. 1990

how it mystifies and also reproduces according
o variations i the histoncal condinons? These
trivial issues necessiate for philosophical prob-
ings and methodological underpinnings in the
social sciences. Precisely as knowledge 15 nt-
tained and reproduced not only through contem-
plation but also through actvity (labour) and
interaction with the people (social relations).
Therefore we maintain that people and their
ideas in the material production and the experi-
CHCE L0 praxis is very imperative, not being
merely reflective, ultimately enriches the un-
derstanding of social reality through the social
science. Social reality is both objective and sub-
jective and thus any theoretical analysis re-
guires the cognizance of this process which is
anongoing dialectical mechanism. In other
words to be a member in the society is invari-
ably to participate in its dialectic, the produc-
tion und reproduction processes ( This view isin
Jjuxtaposition with the individual perfection no-
tion of knowledge inferred on sell-gvident pre-
mises of the seventeenth century classical think-
ers like, Cralileo, Descrates, Newton, Locke,
Darwin, etc. ). The apparent dialectical struc-
tures maintain balance with the environment
and contain the internal dynamics of change.
For, time is not an unitary flow the subsumes all
epoches, rather is ultimately governed by the
movemeant of history itself. This movment es-
sentially is that of peoples and their control over
nature, i.¢. their environ and themselves.

From this social background the responsibil-
ity before the social science is w project con-
scientization and contemplation not only of the
present but also of the possibilities inberent in
the present for the future. In other words to pro-
vide a demystification of the social world in
order to reveal the historically emergent and
socio-culturally constituted bases of the pres-
ent. Conceptualizations and constructions do
not take place in a social vaccum i mere de-
scriptions and abstractions but they are part of
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the social processes themselves, Generally
viewing, the vital issues concermed in the soci-
ety stretch and cuot across different social sci-
ence disciplines and humanities and therefore
can raize the problems on generalization and
interpretation which is rather endemic. MNot-
withstanding this variegation, the present geo-
political changes in the world ciearly affect the
social science and are far from immune (o these
fiorces. Thus the social scientists bear the urgen-
cy of not only interpreting the complex social
dynamics but also finding possible ways 1o
chage the prevalent umjust order, that is o he-
come the part of the struggles. In this way so-
cial science combines both the philosophical
and empirical dimensions. However, we are
aware of various limitations in the wider polit-
ical developments, but the prevailing condi-
thons arg all the more stopendous than ever be-
fore. In the following pages we attempt to fo-
cus some of the major philosophical dimensions
and their implications in search for social stud-
ies. Al the very outsel we do not claim scholis-
tic rigour and perfection rather only reflections
of imternal dynamics.

Contemplating Social Reality

At the level of ahstraction philosophy is con-
cemed with the guestions of actual waorld, be it
physical or social, Itis observed that even pro-
fessional philosopher cannot answer (Ayer,
1976). While the scientists are in constant at-
tempt to establish the kind of objects and their
internal mechanics, the philosophy is con-
cermed with the very issue of object, the notion
of cause and ultimately knowledge itself. Brief-
Iy, "philosophy seeks the broad outlines of the
whole system of the world" (Qunine, 1978 :
178). The underlying presumption being that
one can distinguish between the various forms
and contents of knowledge. Consequently so-
cial science is endowed with a prior and @ pos-
feriari proposition in contemplating social re-
ality. More often than not this intricate reality
is perceived only in the form of ofject, bat nog
as a buman activity. This activity is labour as
Marx clearly mentions that "it is just ir. his work
upon the objective world... that men really
proves himself to be u species-being. This pro-
duction is his active species-life. Through this
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production, nature appears, as his work and his
reality, The object of labour is, therefore, the
objectification of man’s species - life, for he
duplicates himself not only as in consciousness,
intellectually, but also actively in reality, and
therefore he sees himself in a world that he has
created” (Marx and Engels, 1975:277).

Thus follows the arguement that human-spe-
cies is traced from his‘her objective relation to
nature, [e, the labour process, which in turn
provides the master plan of human inleraction
with the environment (Callincos, 1983) for, the
entire gamut of social life activity is essential-
Iy practical. Precisely the "society does nog
consist of individuals bt expresses the sum of
connections, the relations within which these
mdividuals stand” {Marx, 1973:265), Praciice
is stractured by these relations of production.
Historically, in this very process value trans-
forims every product of labour into a social hi-
eroglyphic from which people decipher their
values. Accordingly human labour becomes
both redirective and transformative for, human
relationship with nature is dynamic involving
transtormations, as human nesds and capacities
keep changing as labour process are in contin-
uous motion in the social organization of pro-
duction,

Contradictions : Bases of Social Fabric

I reality people encounter conflicts, ten-
sions, struggles, etc. all culminating to differ-
ent moverments (workers', peasants’, women's
ecology, pence movement, etc.) and these are
neither mere epiphenomena produced acciden-
tally; nor incidental, but are very much inher-
ent o class societies. This reality is historical-
Iy specitic. The ridden contradictions form the
basis and moving principle in the social fabric.
By coming of gripe with these historical actu-
alities, the social science would be in a better
position tounderstand social reality. The mowve-
ment of reality after all is a dialectic process and
the method becomes dialectical when the expla-
nation of the movement of the object as an in-
tellectual process and it is also part of the move-
ment of the object (Larrain, 1986), However,
this certainly does not imply crude economic
reductionism. For instance, under specific his-
terical concrete conditions the social being and
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economic being are distinguistable, specially in
the realm of culture, In other words dialectical
thought cannot be just fixed mechanically asa
set of formulas for everything happens not ar-
bitrarily. but due to certain definite operating
laws. Howewver, these laws are not all-embrac-
ing and eternal.

While dialectics is the logic of movement
and chamge, reality is full of contradictions, too
elusive and manifold to derive a single set of
formulas. For, each specific phase ol reality has
its own laws, own specific categories which are
intertwined in reality. Apparently these catego-
ries cannot be simply deduced from the mind
but from the material reality and are in consini
motion, Therefore reality, rationality and ne-
cessity are systemstically and intimately asso-
ciated at all times (Novack, 1971). Logically
follows that dialectical approach is not only
concerned of the living present but also of the
creative future, [0is concerned with the identi-
fication of hidden structures underlying the
conscious behaviour of people, One of the con-
cermns of social science is w reduce the conflicts
between outward forms and the mner reality of
focussing on their dislectical unity. Because
knowledge progresses by probing benenth, be-
hind and beyvond appearences o everdeeper
levels of real existence. This s feasible by treat-
ing social facts as bistorical Torces integrated in
the totality which produce the phenomen:a and
its appearence, Objective forms of all phenom-
ena changs constantly in the course of their di-
alectcal interaction with each other, For diadec-
tical method presupposes the unity of subject
and object in the consiant historical production
of social realtiy (Lukac's, 1971).

Concretization af Abstractions

The comcretization of abstractions, their sta-
ius as fact, is the begining of the social analy-
sis. Besides, abstract categories serve us con-
creie as they reflect the objective conditions.
We reiterate that social science thinking (for
instance sociological thinking) and social activ-
ity are inex ricably linked with social reality and
is both subjective and objective, the distinction
being merely an abstraction, as there is no dis-
tinct sphere of conscipusness independent of the
spCio-economic structure (W aiter, 1969}, Thus

social science reflects the commitment in con-
cerned areas/disciplines. Subscguently the
methodological dimension in social science in
an important factor that aids social inguiry,

More often than not methodology in social
science connotes research technigues. tools,
design and statistical elaborations, slanting
away from gualitative science to the gquantita-
tive science where concepts dissolve inlo mere
variables. The more the variables absorb a con-
cept, the poorer becomes qualitatively with
converse relation. The concept 15 an empirical
if it can be operated in a testible proposition that
confirms it ultimately. The reconstruction of
coneept involves the systematic construction of
muatrices of characteristics, 1t is with the help of
concept wi recognize the essence of phenom-
ena and process and thus it is one of the forms
of reflection of the world in the mind. Scientif-
ically speaking the concept reconstroction in-
varighly results from modification of relative
ambiguity and incommunicability and thus it
becomes imperative o restore the conceptual
foundation of the edifice (Sanori, 1984).

However, the reconstroction is not an end in
itself, nonetheless it is necessary in the social
science, Here reconstruction includes the for-
mation of concept between ambiguity (medn-
ing ) and undemotativeness (referent), The con-
cepl is an ultimate product of cognition arising
from lower to higher levels, undergoing vanas-
tions, defining and redefining its contours,
Therefore concept is neither static and fnal, nor
absolute, but is & CONNUOUS PrOCEss IN @ con-
stant development to reflect the social realines
and thus it "muost be hewn, treated, flexible,
mobile, relative, mutually connected, united in
opposites, inorder to embrace the world™ (Le-
min, 1967 ; 146). Accordingly things that exist
independently of use are reflected in our minds
as ideas or thoughi. As a result these objective
exisiences as well as our conceptions are in a
constani state of flux by overcoming contradic-
tions 2. the negations.

Extra-linguistic Modes of Communication

This necessarily means browsing the con-
cerned gamut of lilerature 1o extract character-
istics, operational definitions by enumeration
into a meaningful kind of organization. This



does not mean that the operational definitions
are loose terms, but are narrowly intended, as
definmitions that restrict themselves o possible
mensurement operations and thus w the prop-
erties that lend themselves o actoality (Bridg-
man, 1927 ) uncovering the sud geaeris nature of
operational definitions. In other words operi-
tiomal definitions are exiralinguistic modes of
communication systems assuming abstraction
from concrete. In this context we highlight
some philosophico-methodological premises of
rationalism, epiricism, realism and new social
realism for understanding social reality,

It is observed that regularities by the social
world are little more than the surface and the
social inguiry brimgs reason in specificity. In
thiz process rationalism aims for coherent so-
cial world with possible logistics without dis-
torting the given empirical phenomena which
is concerned with combinations and permuta-
tioms, than causality, with the concrete than the
absolute. The rationalist heritage dates as ear-
Iy as seventeenth century which upholds wni-
versality and necessity, arguing that the logical
attributes of true knowledge cannot be deduced
from experience and generalization, but from
the mind, For instance Kantian thought argues
that sensations anse from the action of unkoow-
able “thing-in-itseli™ and are then amanged on
apriari forms of space and time and the reason
basing on unity, plurality, causality, necessity,
ete. The emphasis is on reason which assumes
things as they appear, knowledge is oot limat-
ed to platonic objects and the concepts provide
insights to understand the world (Williams,
1967). This approach influenced Durkheim,
Frued. Levi-Strauss, Mannheim, Plaget and
Weber who held that contemporary social the-
ory has descended straight from Galilean and
nen-Kantian thought and sociology should
study society as a specific form of spiritual re-
ality from common ideas, Following Kant ra-
tiomalisis assume that world is organized in a
logical manner and it can be displayed through
theories and the social world is open which can
be brought under control only in appearence
(Bhasker, 1979, Berger, 1981). Rationalism
uses formalist methodology by being logical,
mathematical and go beyond and object for
possibilities. According vo this approach possi-
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bilities are quiie real, no mater if they are not
realized. The mass of appearences hides time-
less struciural elements which can be combined
and recombined. For historical accidents the re-
ality of contradictions may not necessarily be
present at the level of appearences (Althusser,
1970,

Logical Relationship of Empirical Data

Accordingly experience is usually confosed
and requires analytic analysis for rationalisis,
Empirical data is interpreted not aceording to
the dipiction of specific events but by their log-
ical relatiomship (Levi-Strauss, 1975). Further
this view holds that the social science studies
individual aspects of various phenomena by
subsistuting the arbitrary notion of an "ideal
type” by systematizing individuoal facts and oth-
er ohservable phenomena are used 1o under-
stand the reality. Structure remains immutable
despite changes of the parts and the whole itself,
the complete cognition of its organic, The un-
derlying assumption is that absolute universal-
ity and necessity is given o the appearences by
preceding experience and the statements of the
mind are absolutely independent of experience
contrary to empiricism. Needless to mention
that rationalism was influnced by the expen-
mentation method and the political enviom-
ment of 20th century. The social world acceord-
ing to rationalists comsists of a set of arrange-
ments resulting due o specific variations and
logical probabilities (Berger, 1981). The logis-
tics involved aim at unconditional assertion of
the absolute identiy, the dogma. Further the
stress on formal logic pressumes eternal rea-
soms, manifested in nature, sociely and the ho-
man mind and regards reason as static, uncon-
ditioned and etemal. Thus rationalism upholds
the static universe and subjective idealism. i e.
nothing exists excepl one's self. Be that as itmay
complex social issues cannot be simply dis-
pensed with idealistic and individualistic over-
Lones converging on mysticism, in search of
fallacies.

In contrast of rationalism, empiricism argues
that sensory experience is the only source of
knowledge and siresses that all knowledge is
founded and obtained through the sum otal of
sensations and notions. [ts tradition dates back
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o Kevnesian macrogcanmmics o political mai-
emization paradigm o deterrance studies in
criminology. According to empiricism truth
Movws primarily "upwards”™ from particular ob-
servation = suements e the general state-
ments.. while for the ratonalisis it has lowed
“dovwnwards" from general lws and principles
to the purticular.. " (Toulman, 13722 63). Sub-
seguently empiricism rems social relations
herween people as tungs redecing them o roles
the objects. For social behavioor is analyzed
froam ontological point of view. assuming the
existence of the world outside the mind. For
them the world 1s governed by rules and the sk
of the social scicnce 15 1o discover this order.
The mottom mt the oueset s a nsoorical and de-
terministic, simply hecause we cannot indulge
in perfect prediction for mferrmg Lws o gen-
eralizations in social contexis.

ihverusage aof Statistical Analysis

Presdiction does not necessanly lead to cou-
sation or explanatory knowledge os social rela-
fons are not simple functional eguations that
cin be comvenmently comvoluted mito statistcal
multivariates. Thus the world view followed is
akim tosrchitect plan with arrays of correlated
plhienomeia, while ratoaalism, search for con-
crete cvents or abstract units. Here comes the
OvETUsIRE of statistical arsalyses i methenmt-
ical models ina bid o get over empirical irreg-
ularities. More often, the customaory statistical
usage in social science finally results in mini-
mization of theory and o well as emparical
complexity, by reducing theorctical issues 1o
mere relations and variables, I0s Iile wonder
at times categories and variables seldom hear
statisiical relatwmshop o other varbles, In thi
process statistical models are reduced w mene
empincal resumes W explon the complex so-
cral realny; for stanstical wols m themselves
canmot describe the complex structures. [n the
context of formal methodolog v, rationalism is
viewed by empiricisis as mformed guess work,
speculations and metaphysical devoid of scien-
e method of social reality (Sorokin, 1928),
Ieita rmsm that economemric models ook -
pressive and elepent in therr mathematical pre-
cision (like multiple regressing., multivariate
analysis of variance, sinictural eguations, ci-

nomacal correlation, erc.) and if appropriate
cautiom is nol taken, there is a nsk of opague
analysis (Sechrest, 1985), However, this 15 0ol
v deny the importance of statistics in social
sciences rather what is required is the assess-
ment of the quality of social stanstics and the
comtext. Precisely as social reality 15 far from
quaniitative diagrams and the number reflec-
tions, sometimes the elegance of these models
are projecied at the cost of unrealistic and con-
servative simplifying assumptions in the con-
textof policy relevance (Pettignew, 1985), The
freguent hallowed economic indicator GNP
comtinues lomg after pelicy decision based on
the then avalable doa on GNP with the long
gap of time factor, eventwlly one is confused
whether GNP 1s up or down (Morgenstern,
1963}, Fercapita estimate the relative inequal-
ity of the societnes mdifferent geographic soci-
eties, withdifferent organizations of production
and the hike. Therefore what is needed is the
degree of reliance an statistics and mathemati-
cal models for policy purposes. Because social
scienee on the whole can influence either co-
wertly the natwre and direction of social policy
and can promaoie social justice (of course with-
oul manipulation and misrepresentation of so-
cial realityy af beir limitations,

Empaxis on Fidelity to Truth of Life

Hesides the above mentioned methods of
social comprehension, realism presupposes his-
torically comerete reflection of reality im pro-
gression which has onginated i the twentieth
cenury capitalisttimes. Here the epmibasis is on
the Tiddelity tothe truth of e ond bhumanism. In
briefitis the being of things as opposed to non-
heing, Reality 1s viewed as being ol sometfang
essential ina given thing, matter (Rosentl and
Yudin, 1967, It isargued that “the ideal 1 noth-
pig bt the mastenal world reflected o tie tand
of men, and translated into the forms of
thought” (Marx, 1971 ; 102), Matier is a philo-
sophical cotegory denoting the objective reali-
iy, which exisis independently reflecting in
conscinusness “which s copied, phatographed
anid redlected by our sensations, while existng
independenly of ihought” (Lenin, 1947 116)
In other words matier is the infinite pluradity of
existing phenomena, ohjects, systems and



forms of motion as 10 exiss inthe infinite vari-
ety of concrete struciures.

Essentially realism is in contrast to existen-
tialismi in which the philosophical primise of the
latter procecds from the principle of antithesis
ol subject and object. Basically it is of twofold,
i.e. independent of nature and the logical char-
acter of existence and incorporation of the ideas
with phenomena. The enormous intrincity of
the social reality is that the aspect of differen-
Hation generates possible multiplicity of con-
crete historical events in o totality. Subsequent-
Iy the concrete reality is unity in contradiction,
whose contradictions undergo historical chang-
s, .2, both evolutionary and revolutionary and
this process can be analyzed through dialecti-
cal logic. Accordingly individuals act on pre-
existing social structure so as o ransfonm or
reproduce them. One of the acts of transforma-
tion is material production and therefore any
study of social reality needs 1o take the cogni-
tion of production process. However this does
not imply mere economic and technological
determinism on the related issues like ecology,
human rights, women, culture. etc. For each
class within o given relations of production
containg a definite conception of the world
which are inhierent in the practice of that partic-
ular class (Gramsei, 1971:57) Social changes
and historical development are conditioned by
structiral Cactors and can be gxplained in terms
of human practices and various democratic
maovemnenls,

Historical Conditioning of Contradictions

Accordingly we submit that notwiths tanding
the recent socio-political changes historical
materialist method of social contemplation huas
potential in the realin of socul science, We re-
iterate that any theory can become recalcitrant
and eventually cannot survive only on the ha-
sis o rigorows ad fominem arpumentation and
seholistic metaphysios devoid of the principle
of practice. Precisely as contradictions are his-
wrcally conditioned, dialectic is not indepen-
dent and objective movement of the material
world, but inextricably related o cluss antago.
nisms and practices, However, historical
progress does not mean unilateral and unilingar
path. rather it is multilateral with possible mu-
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tations and combinations (Marx and Engels,
1975:293). In historical materialism the con-
cept of practice attains a pivotal place and i
transforms not only natural environment but
also people. While humans "make their own
history" under circumstances created by them,
however they can change and tramsform the cir-
cumstances. In essence materialist method uni-
fies people and nature, social and material, sub-
jects amd structures, comsciousness and reality
{(Larrain, 1986). Though all consciousness is
determined socially, simultaneously all cannot
be ideclogical. Because ideology denotes a kind
of distorted consciousness concealing contra-
dictions and thus objectively helps w reproduce
them, Coming to the realm of practice, though
ideas are produced i the context of practice,
ideas can be either real or illusory (Mars and
Engels. 1973 : 36). It is impartant to note here
that hastorical materialism does not presuppose
the hguidation of the individual in the process
of collectivism, guite contrarily it nims at the
free movement of individual freedom. For ev-
erything is in dialectical motion. Dialectics as
desidenaium upholds the dialectical movement
of the empirical phenomena to combinatory
principles and the logic governing those prin-
ciples and again back to empirical phenomena
as being necessiated by those principles and
logic (sylvan and Cilassner, 1987), This 15 to say
that while empiricises stant from phenomenda to
abstraction, the rafionalises in reverse gear, the
tttedfe relisrs combine both, In this way the anal-
yaes of structure with context, similarities with
differances and eventually unmasking altema-
tions among appearences and realities contrib-
ule (o the richness of social thought (Paci,
19720 According o matenalism parts are not
continned mowholes, but are as containing
wholes (Ollman, 19710, For empiricists parts
are simply empirical resumes, while for rato-
nalists wholes are structiures within which pans
meticulously fit. For materialisis the process is
Far miore intricate vl ving the scratiny of sim-
ilarities and differences throughout the struc-
ture,

New Social Realism

There is yet another methodological branch
known as new social realism based on
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structuration model distinguwishing between
structures and systems across lime and space
(Giiddens, 19813 Accordingly the preponents
opine that organization of social practices is
recursive and thus structure is outcome of
practices and stress on contradiction as strc-
tural component of social sysiem where two
structural principles depend on one another
while negating each other. Funther it is also
stated that human action is basic w the social,
distinguished from the natural world where
people operate in social world and that there
exists 4 "double articulation of social structure
and human prxis” (Bhaskar, 1983 : 84). In
brief the new social realists outrightly reject
ethno-methodology, symbolic interactionism
hermeneufics and empiricism and ohserve
that interprelation is not restricted o mene in-
tentions, since structures with varations al-
ways entail multiple inerpretations (Sylvan
and Glassner, 1983). The main problem with
this school 15 that the social phenomenon is re-
duced to conventional concepts and variables
mechanistically and fails to cognize the dy-
namics of inherent logical social reality. Ac-
cording o them meanings are the parts of so-
cial orders; meanings in themselves are part of
structures and the 1ssue s rearrangement of
these structures. Conseguently the empirically
obzervable facts are nothing but the manifes-
fations i themselves generating deeper struc-
tures (Bhasker, 19749 : W), f.e. the notion of
transcendence, Further, the proponents of this
approach maintain that as material production
is one of the forces of reproducing, it is impor-
tant w study the social relations around pro-
ductiom, In their analyses of social reality the
new social realists only selectively incorpo-
rate materialist notons and remain silent re-
garding the creation of value in the process,
Because the significance of tramsformation
denotes the very new, the created and not
merely transformed or reproduced. For them
the structures are the rales and resources in the
socal systems, but are in “vinual existence” as
they are produced and reproduced in social in-
teractuon as is medium and are non-temporl
and non-spatial. Besides the new social real-
ists emphasize on contradiction as o structural
component of social system and maintain that

the system operates in negation. Thus they ar-
gue that human action is not voluntaristic, in-
deterministic or (ruly constitutive, actions
transform the world and people are not specta-
tors, but the active agents, It is clear that the
pritagonists of this approach are sui generis
selectively mcorporating Marx, Durkheim,
Weber and Levi-Strauss, bul presenting with
Muarxist overtones. For them the observable
behaviour of people and objects 15 onintelligi-
ble unless examingd in the contexi of the hid-
den structures of which it reveals (Callincos,
1983). In essence the new social realism is
concerned with "semantico-ontological objec-
tivity™ which assumes that thought mirrors the
reality. The premises are prone inherently o
idealism and epistemalogical anarchism bas-
ing on how the mind constructs representa-
tions (Rorty, 1980 294),

Knowledge Reproduced Continnously

Ivas o fact that the theories or models can be
further accentuated to the best of our knowl-
edge in understanding social reality, as wols for
transcendence. Accordingly the prevailing con-
ditions of the political economy reinforces ideo-
Iogical values in the intellectuals and thus the
aclemin enjoy a privileged position in social
division of labour in a contemplative relation-
ship to the social world, Becase the production
of knowledge isa social activity, i e. linguistic,
conceptual, cultural and material. Knowledge
exists i the form ol data, existing literature and
above all with the people. It is reproduced or
transformed and never created oul of nothing,
o resource in various forms, ever present and
reproduced continuously. Knowledge is social
depending on the human labour and the latter
is the most ransformative relationship between
people and nature, amatenial process and a con-
scious one which cannot be reduced o mere
phiysical labour or a passive contemplation,
This isnot to deny the centrality of labour pow-
er in social progress,

We only maintain that where new social re-
lations develop, people develop new corre-
sponding ideas and accordingly make and re-
make their own history and "they do not make
it just as they please; they do not make it under
circumstances chosen by themselves but under



crrcumstmees direcily encountered, given and
trarsmitted from the past” (Marx 19710:31), In
iher words any contemplation of social reali-
Ly consciously or uconsciously, scientific or
lay, treating people as ohjects of history and
simple transmitiers of knowledge than active
participators is mot only misleading but also
misrepresenting the actuality. Precisely as sub-
ject — ohject relationship lies on eguivalemt
horizontal plone. However, contemplating so-
cial phenomena is not a simple guestion of an-
alyzing practices and concepts, but has a mate-
rial dimension. This framework of analysis re-
guires not merely mmassing empirical data but
also philosophical basis for "undersianding
conoeps o society and how they change there-
fiore requires an understonding of the material
practices and circumstances associated with
them” (Sayer, 1944 ; 35-36), The interdepen-
dency between subjects and objects, the con-
ceptual and the empirical, praxis and progno-
sisof knowledge is very intrcate, No doubt the
sncial world can be understood through coneep-
gl frameworks, but certainly concepts alone
do not determine the struocture of social reality,
Societies are structures of social relations in the
production and reproduction process. The func-
Donng of these stociores as entities maintain-
ing themselves in their relaton both with the
onntside environment Chumsn snd mature) aod
the symbiotic relations between the two ex-
plains how societies change and ransform.

Philosophical Premises of Materialism

Therefore the application of the mechanical
models cannol explain this inticate social dy.
namics, rather only simplify ihe historical
changes. The distinctions. forms and appear-
ances of these structures retain their signafi-
canee, for the analysis and explanation of these
realities are hastorically specific, For instance
under capitalism the exchange value and the
social relations ke adifferent turm as the work-
ers produce not fordirect comnsumption. Itis this
commedity forn responsible for the enigma
(Marx, 1971 1 1) Thus the relation between
people takes place on the illusory appearance
i commadity production, a specificity of cap-
italist relations. The vhjective forms in capital-
ism (the relation between ohjects) are nothing
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but specific social realites, fe "if . we bear
in mind that the value of commodities has a
purely social reality, and that they acguire this
reality only in so far as they are expressions or
embliments ol one identical social substance,
viz. human labour, it follows as a matter of
course, that value cononly mani fiest itselfin the
social relations of commodity (o commodiny®
(Marx, 1971:47). Thus each relationship is an
appearence whose reality is only articulued by
integrating it theoretically within its social
structure. The philosoplocal premises of mate-
rialism seeks for the lheration of haman kKind
and therefore materialist dialectics is insepara-
ble Trom humanism,

The main thrust of this present paper 15 that
materialist premises possess the poltential to
contemplate social reality specially in the con-
text of the third world countries with alarming
inequalities and domination of national and
international forces, if used systematically and
contextually, shelling out dogmia. This neces-
sarily implies to abandon simplistie and
monoistic pssumplions and indulging in an on-
going quest for praxis and theory, OF recently
the issue “crisis in spcial science”™ (be it Marx-
ist or vice-versd) in itsell speaks volumes re-
garding various theoretical and methodologicai
debates, promises a positive Tuture. Subse-
quently cognitive scientists are working with
ingenious research designs and computer pro-
grimmes i a0 bid to solve human problems
while issues regarding subjectivism, objectiv-
ism, relalivism, positicism, metaphysics, etc.
and the theories like ethnomethodology and
phenomenology Galso Marxist phenomenology)
are being revisited, which connot be dispensed
simply as pedantic. Asis known, the leramune
im this regards has reached to mammaoth heights,
We find the proliferation of different approach-
es 1o social thowght like, phenomenology,
hermeneutics, critical theory, ethnome thodaol-
ogy. while on the other hand attempis have been
migde o review symbolic interactonsm, strac-
turalism and poststructuralism. Space and
scope of the paper simply does not permit us to
delve on these critical approaches,

I its concreteness structural reality in the
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third world is characterized by infusion and
importation of capitalism, § ¢ ils consumer
culture. free market economy, technologies and
oburuded development. The precapitalist eco-
nomic structures are being systematically incor-
porated by restroctoring the comphcated net-
work of capitalism. At the level of generality it
appears from the past bistoncal experiences that
capitalism is able to survive and sustain the
brink of collapse due tw is opeted reforms with-
in the capitalist framework (o insure s conti-
nuity as well as expansion. I is an established
fact that there 15 global economic crisis in the
third world couniries, which is histoncally con-
ditioned, These countries foce falling economaic
ouiput, increasing unemployment, alarming
foreign debt and subsequently stubborn intla-
tion. The present economic crisis is of interna-
tional and natwonal o nature, leading o mount-
ing inegualities between and among nations,
regions, classes and gender, There is amew shift
towards nec-exploittion through ransnotion-
al corporations where Bretion Woods institu-
tioas dictate terms and conditions, Larger linns
smulgamate smaller ones, privatization is op.
workers sre retrenched and morginalized hith-
er o comborable maddle classes experience the
demoting living standards, i one word deh-
manization of the people 15 on rise. Besides,
imperialism penetrates into the third world
countries through is powerful entacles of dif-
ferent organizations and committees (TINII,
UINCTAL, UUMITHNDY, etc.) Many countries are
being "adjusied” under pressure to the new -
litical world order of mperalism. Human val-
ue 15 measured by individoal acoumulation of
wealth. More often than not dmoestic policies
are prescribed froam Morth, The recent Dunkel
Diraft, besides IMF and WEH formans reflect the
mnlernational power structure, Creer thae past few
decades the per capitia income in the third world
has imcrensed despite high population growth.
Deespite such ~growth rates" the standard of liv-
ing levels have considerably Tallen. The World
Bank views ot it due o low productivity, low
mvestment and poor iechnology, wihile for the
stabe 1015 due to msecure palitical struecture. For
the leftists the crisis is embeded in the natone of
capitalism and the dominaton of imperiadism.
B that s 18 mavy be the fact is that for the vast

o

masses this is o daily struggle for survival, Vi-
tal life support systems in the third world are
being dislodged and subsequently in the ab-
sence of symbiotic biological balance disense
and pests are destroying the crops. Sodl contam-
ination and water pollution are destroying the
non-renewable water sources. It is observed
that every year 60,000 sq. km of Lind area s
transforming into desert (ldris, 1988), Cn the
ovtheer side the sophisticated science and wechnol-
ogy 15 colomizing faming, food manufiiuring,
even packaging and pharmaceuticals vielding
the High Tech Holocaust (with toxic chemicul
compounds in returm). The past decade has been
a disaster for the world's poor from the environ-
mental and ecological point of view with in-
creqsed ineguitics hesides untold human suffer-
ing and are by no means an accidents and are
thius rooted o a blatant disrespect tor the nghts
of livelihood of common people and i the me-
chanical approach to economic develop-
ment which keeps profit over progress. It has
been abserved that trllion dollars of debit is cre-
ated by the North in the recent trade (it is still
maore novw) and further threatens o erode the
yuality of life of the poor on this planet in ihe
21st century (HBarton, 1989, The World Bank
amdl the International Monetary Fund have onee
again reaffirmed their commitment (o 2
“healthy environment and the ersdication of
powverty” to compromise the international debt
crisis. The result is the markeds in the North are
almost sinking and the couniries from the South
have become official lenders w the Northern
investors, wegether (the rich of the South and the
Morth) are depleting the forests, polloting and
marginalizing the people. Apparently neither
the concerned international agencies nor the
governmenis care o inform the people about
thee resulum enyironmenal alierations in which
the people live and work. The immediate loos-
ers in this equation are the underprivileged
women, the industrial and agricultural workers.
Precisely the capitalist development has re-
duced women's employment potential, deval-
e the work processes, marginalized the small
peasants, leading womale migration and subse-
quently increasing the work load of women
(struggling for food, fucl, fodder and water).
This is imspite of high rate of participation of
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women in agricultural activities and there is
hardly any programme (o elivate from the
bottom. Further the notion of work in iis heights
of contéemporary capitalism has not only
destorted but also devalued subsequently lead-
ing o dehumanization. Development pro-
grammes specially in agriculiural sector are
concemed with the technical changes in the
production increase and attempts are often
made to alleviate the "poverty line” through
imeome generation. The sexval division of la-
kour is restructured in the larger political econ-
omy of agrarian relations and its market con-
nection has specific bearings on the women's
workforce in agriculture giving rise to subsis-
tence production. Here the subsistence produc-
tion implies that the sale of labour and the sub-
sequent services of the teeming people is sim-
ply not sufficient for their survival, ie. it does
not cover the reproduction cosis (Mies, 1986),

In concluding the analysis we submit that in
the process of comprehending social reality n
its explicit content. thought reflects material
reality in implicit Forms and in turn s concat-
enation of thought and sction further throws
light on ideas that decipher reality. The entire
process involves debate and cnticism and log-
ical conception of contradictions. The social
science bears the responsibility of informing the
people and dessiminate data on the existing
condiions through social research 50 as to reach
the depths of the new frontiers of theory and
praxis. This is but indispensible for future so-
cial vision as social science can help enable w
frame social policies. Otherwise social inguiry
will generate only an arrested intellectual pro-
cess and conceplual poverty, Apparently this
reflects the relationship of the social science
and the society at large, Accordingly we assume
that social science cannot be neutral, for polit-
ical is very much inherent gither through con-
ditioning as per the predominant socio-cultur-
al values by legitimizing the staris guo or be-
ing critical critique of the prevailing unjust so-
cial order and its power relations. More often
domination of cultural imperialism generates
“culture of silence” by the dominating and the
pre-determined reality package is forced upon
the dominated through the medium of education
(Freire, 1972), For scientific conceptions, so-
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cial, economic, political and ideclogical
spheres become integral in social research and
this methodology necessiates concrete histori-
cal examination of the object of research and
people assubjects in the process. Therefore the
aim of information is not merely (o record fact
or event but also o interpret them. By way of
summation we reaffirm that there is no histori-
cal reality which is not human and there is no
history without people. for there 15 only histo-
ry of people made by them and o remake them
in turn. The rectification of the objective form
in which the secial order seems is only the rep-
resentation of an ideological distortion or mys-
tification of the socio-historical process. The
paramount guestion before the social scientists
is not the newiral participation in the social pro-
cess, but rejecting the taken-for-granted me-
chanical approaches and liberation from dog-
matism towards emancipation. Ignoring this
necessarily means veering from the reality. The
vitst majority are denied the right w live, right
to participate in history as subjects and are
alienated eventually as objects in the concrete
sitwation amd this seems to be nothing but the
objective reality. To recapitulate our argument
albeit imbroglio and conceptual quagmire,
there exists a dialectical concatenation beiween
the social science, social concern and social
reality. The guestion is, should the social sci-
ence be concerned only with academics and
professionalism or go beyond, i e. towards lib-
eration of human kmd? Obwviously the answer
is difficult, but certainly not impossible.
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