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A mild flurry of excitement has been created in academic circles
in India on the question of the proper methodology for the social
sciences. This excitement is largely in response to the various
innovatims in methods and techniques which the social sciences have
recently produced in the West, In certain disciplines, a congensus of
sorts seems to havs been established., For the more empirically-minded
researcherg, whether in economics, sociolcgy, paychology or anthropology,
this cmsensus represents a total devo*ian of attention tc problems of
technjgue - observation, classification or measurement - and a tacit
avoidance of all fundamental issues cancerning method. Among those who
claim to be concerned with "theory", mumy economists are completely lost
in the labyrinth of increasingly complex, increasingly abstract amnd
increasingly unreal mathematical analysis. How the social status of
academicians plus the international structure of an academic diseipline
can confound completely the objectives end ratiomale of scientific
inquiry is shom vividly by the recent aevelopment of ecanomic theory,
but that is a story that cannot be told here. Of the other disciplines,
political scientists in Tndia are anly now beginning to feel the shock
waves of a debate that recked American academia two decades ago. The
diehard traditimalists seem at lagt to have been left by the wayside.
The dominant cry now is for "a synthesis between the old end the new",
"a bridge between the traditional and the modem”., In the haste to
escape from the homs of the dilemma, none has asked Mm
such a syntheeis is even logically possitls, let almne how wnuy
achieved, Aud the historians, -uumm;mum T
of British historiog
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inspected with some curiosity and them kept back n the shelf,

Most curious of all has been the respmse to all this of many
b practitimers of social science who are professedly, in varying degrees,
' of & "leftist" or "sociaiist" persuasim. Some of them have catended
} that the methods of the navural sciemces are in principle not applicable
to social phencaena, and that, the sfore, any efforts to make the study
}‘ of society scientific in this semnse are risleading and, ir any case,
doomed to failare, Others have been horrified by the ignominy of being

counted ard coded and registered m a computer tape, snd vave candemned
this "dehumanising” method of carrying @ scientific inquiry. The more
! scphisticated have taken refuge behind what they canstrue to be the
n3dialectical method" and, on the basis of a "necessary", though
unexamined and unelvcidated, coniradictiam between this an] the methods
of "bourgeois social science", have peremrtorily rejecved the latter.
The more naive have been ensnared by diabolical "jmperialist plots" to
delude the truth-seekers of the tbird world and Keep thea in perpetual
ignorance, There has heen little seriois eifort to canfrant the issues
raised by recent methodclogical discussims io the West and to attempt
a thorough critique of the wethodological agsumptiong of the Westem

social sciences.

Tt geems to me important that the issues reised by recent
discussias an the methodological faundetions of liverel (i.e., bourgeois)
pouti.on.l theory be studied seriously by all political scientists who

" are canfranted by the intellectual task of understending, and sekiag,
i even if mly in theoretical terms, a a direcvioan toward the golutiam of
ﬁo’ﬁﬁm change and developneat in post-colanisl gocicties such
‘- as curs itd.u, in fact, be tue argmment of this review thet.a
i ammMamﬂmﬂm
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in India is to grow cut of the state of complete confusian in which it
has found itself ever since the "behavioral revolutim" (minus the 'u')
was imported into our universities.

For tke purposes of this discussim, I propose to examine the
bagic premises of the positivist method which,explicitly or otherwise,
comprise the methodological foundations of liberal palitical theory
currently used in the West, Since uuch of teaching and research in
political science in India is influenced by what is being written in
the West an the theory of democracy and electoral ccmpetition, o
political participation and electoral behaviour, w leadership, organisa-
tims and the entire theory of political development, it is important to
consider critically the methodological principles which underlie these
writings. Let me add that this review does not deal with all aspects
of the volurinous, and evceedingly complex and sophisticated, literature
on the positivist method; it attempts to discuss only the cemiral
propositims of this philosophical positicn as reflected in cantemporary
political science in the West. :

II !

What perhaps emerges as the most striking assertim in the
‘classical Marxist discussim o egistemological questims is the esseatial
unity of scientific knowledge, and hemce, of the scieatific !M This
is established, for imnstance, in Engels's discussim of the testability
of seientific propositime in the naturel and Lumsm sciences, M,.




whether physical or aooinl.‘ Interestingly enough, this very fact has
\ been the chief bame of cantention in most of the debate in the West
regarding scientific method and the social sciences: the positivists
| have maintained that there is only me kind of lmowledge - the scientific
- and therefore, mly me necessary method tor obtaining it, while
*others have disputed this. Realising, however, that the classical
Marxists had engaged in bitter polemics witn many positivists (such as
Mach or, in sociology, Comte), and keeping in mind the recent criticisms
by many Marxists of neo-positivism and empiricism, we must be very
careful to examine the precise implications of this apparent sirdilarity
in the positivist and Marxist positims.

The discussiam will ba facilitated if we take a representative
expressim of the current methodological position in the Westermm social
sciences, I will take as an example perhaps the most sophisticated, and
at the same time the clearest, explicatim of the positivist methodolo-
gical premises of political science to appear recently in the West,

e >. .. .‘. r - ——

1. Frederick Engels, Dialectics of Natuge (Moscows Progress Publishers,
1972), pp.40-49 end 222-42, Also, Engels, Apti-Dubring (Moscows Foreign
Languages Publishing House, 19625. pp.118-32; Marx, Grundrigse, tr.
Martin Nicolaus (Harmmdsworth: Penguin, 1973), pp.100-8; Marx to L.
Kugelmann, July 11, 1868, in Harx and Engels,

(Moscows FLPH, 1953), pp.250-3. In the first versimn of The German
gy there was a passage which ran: "We know mly a single
science, the science of history. (he can look at history from two
sides and divide it into the history of nature and the history of men,
The two sides are, however, inseparable..." See Karl Marx and
Frederick Engels, G (Moscow: Progress Publishers
1976), p.34n. 1t musc be pointed out that in the discussim in An
D the enly instance Engels finds of the existence of "etema
, " are mathematical lews; as we shall indicate very soan, these

Sty v s e
5, The canf) tg in Lenin's ori!

» 1947),
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Janes Greger's Introductim to Motapolitics. > : ;.

What, according to Gregor, is the scientific cethod? .d rqml
to "those procedures, which, as a metter of histcric fect, have provided

a systematically articulcted and comprehensive bady of W
knowledge clajmg that affama men survival and adantive advantage by
affording explanatory and predictiva 10veragc".3 The important thing

to note here is that no me procedurc is essential to the scientifie
wetnod, There nay be a variety of procedures depending upm the
phenauena to be studied, It ig often saic, for instance, that the human
scieaces can never be truly scientific because there is little scope for
experinentation., Yet, cxperiments are ia no way germeme to the scientifiec
methods the science of astroomy, for instance, has developad with
virtually no opportunity for conducting experinents. The questim of
heasurenent, again, is similar. There is no ggsential reasm why things
nust be measured: until quite recently, botanists, for instamce, had very
few instruments for measurement. These are questions of teechmijue, =nd
uppropr'ate techniques can mly be developed according to the denmd! of
the pha.\cnma being studied, There 15 cc single invu:i;at a.t of tenhnp.
that goes with the scientific method, o

B

~ .The crucial questim is the reliability of seieatific mowledge.
Here, we have to uake a distinctica betwean two  kinds. b‘n%ﬁ“"
m, prﬂy fml or analytical, the aﬂnr, bmm or m
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The first refers to the propositims of formal logic, or as a gpecial
cage, of mathematics., These propositims follow as deductions from a
sot of axiams, and camsequently are inplied by these aXoms. They do
not assert nythi.ng regarding the empirical world. The propogitian that
two plus two is four follows from the definition of natural numbers and
the operafim of sdditin, To establish the truth of this statement me
does not have to go around counting apples or orauges or anything else,
because it does not assert anything about then, The theorem that two
sides of a triangle are together greater them the third side, again, is
not a descriptive statement at all; it is formal and its truth is '
established according to the rules of Buclidean geonetry, The thing to
note here is that these formal truth clains must be abgolutely reliable;
they must follow with compleie certainty from the original axiams. This
also implies that mnce established, these "truths" are not corrigible
within the given set of axiams.

Formal truths, however, do not add anything to our knowledge of
the world. To know something about the world, we must have wm
statenments which assert about empirical categories that something is or
is not the case.? Thus, we might say that a political party is the
organized expressiom of class interest. If this statement is true, it
adds something to our knowledge of social organisatims. The truth

_status of this statement, however, is not of the same order as "two

plus two equals four", For to determine the validity of this statenent,

- we omot rely m a pure].y fa'nal dednct:lm fron a set of axioms., We

It .hqnld, of omrne. bsmtod out that in many instences the
n between analytic and synthetic statements is not very
mjm%ﬂmrmmnyu Friedrich Waismann,

wam digtinction, and the
the criteria of velidatiam, are




have to examine political parties and class interests and 9@&9@(‘,
empirically the hypothesised relationship between the two., Now, hﬁ.,

e cannot have absolute reliability., All me can expect is M
reliability, which is a statistical criterica. Thio means that any
descriptive statement is accepted because it is more rehablo thm an
others currently available. In principle, however, 1t rem:l.na curr.u:lble.
that ig, it can be supplanted by another asserticn which damgtraieﬂ
jtself to be more reliable, Stati.tically, this means that we mst accept
that propositian relating two or more eupiriecal categories (varigblea)
which explains the largest proportien of the variance. This holds
equally for all scientific propositims, whether relating to physical or

social phenomena,

Any gcjentific theory makes assertims which are claimed t;be
true both in an snalytical as well as empirical sense, A theory is a
deductively connected set of agssrtions : the primary assertims a:.:e
axioms, the others are logically implied by the axioms, The truth of
these axioms are not self-evident. They are inductive gwmeralisatims;
scmetimes they are completely imaginary logical artifacts. Thau
acceptability depends sometimes upon the empirical reliability of tho
deductimg that are made from them, A scientific theory, in O%G; m
is an axiom system from which certain descriptive auertimg abqt the

empirical world can be deduced; it is, in other wca'dn. Wo-
1w e e

deductive" gystem, 5 A scientific theory, cmsmtk, 2 of
(9 Sl

certain cmceytual castructs with fornal connections wan'!‘
with rules of cmaspcndnnce wd th tha sopirical wepld. . The. famed.

‘oo -

b g e TR "'ru';i‘ .



connectims and the rules of correspmdence represent the operatimal
definitims of the theory; their reliability, maximal for the empirical
connections and camplete for the formal, determines its scientific
validity,

Although the structure of a scientific theory is represented in
this fashia, the actual process of camstructing theory camnot be
attributed to any simple method such as deductian or inductim, It is

always a mixture of both, plus that creative use of scientific imaginatim
which Aristotle called "x-etrot:nctj.fx:".6 (ne is reminded here of
Einstein's coument : "I think that thecry cannot be fabricated ocut of

the results of observatiom, but that it can oanly be invented”,

This also clarifies the questimm about the need for abstraction
in the castruction of theories. In order to clarify the formal or
eapirical canectims between cnceptual categories or descriptive
variables, it is often necessary to cansider certain factors or relatica-
ships in isolatin from others. It is fashimable these days to talk
about "models", although the isomorphism between the real thing and its
model is absent in almost every social science "model" that I know of..7
It also means that in order to handle the logical canectians more
coveniently and effectively, the use of mathematical reasming will be

6. See Arthur S, Goldberg, "Political Science as Science" in Nelsan W,
Polsby et al,, eds., Politics and Social Life (Bostam : Houghtm
Mifflin, 1964). uao, C. Wright Mills, The Scoiological Imaginatic
(Harnandsworth: Penguin, 1970).

7. The term "model" has a very definite meaning in the physical
sciences, particularly in atomic physics; in the social scieuces
the temm is used with incredible lcogeness. See May Brodbeck,

'!odnh lom:ln‘e lml Theoues" in Llewellyn Gress, ed.,

o R oy (New York : Harper & Row, 1959),
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helpful, This will produce greater clarity and consistency of thought
as well as the development of a relatively unproblematic and consistent
language. It is also true that it is much easier to nake inductive
inforences out of mathematical nodels.8 Of course, different kinds of
nathematics must be developed according to the subject being studied :

an indiscriminate adoption of the techniquos of mathematical physics does

not necessarily lead to an enrichr nt of social theory. 9

The crucial
question here, of course, relates toc the rules of carreapmdmce betvem
the conceptual and the empirical categorics, that is to say, the
operatimal definitions by which we can tranglate the statammfe of the
model into agsertims about the empirical world. The clement of
abstractim is obviously necessary in theory-canstructim. But whatever

level of abstraction one ney need to go to, the validity of a theory mugt

8. See Kenneth J, Arrow, "ilathematical Models in the Social Scimeoa

in D,BE, Lemer and H,J. Lasywell, eds., The Policy Scienceg (Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1%1).

9, This has been the bane of modern ecomomics. Again, this point can
only be established with much more detailed arguments, but a few
comments from an emirent mathematician and cybernetist may not be cut
of place. "Just as primitive pooples adopt the Western modes of
denatimnalized clothing and of parliamentarisn out of a vague feeling
that these magic rites and vesinents will at once put them ab
of modern culture and technique, so the ecanomists have developed
the habit of dressing up their rather imprecise ideas in the
language of the infinitesimal calculus .,. The mathematicg that the
social scientists employ and the mathematical physics thgt‘.,
use as their model are the mathematics and the mathematic
of 1850 ... Very few econometricians are aware that 1‘
imitate the procedure of modern physics and not i
a mathematical ecanomics must bogin with a critical accoun
these quantitative notions and the means sdwroa olle

- end measuring them", Norbert Wiener, Gogd J

Mass. s MIT M 1969), et il s 54
- — & ' 7.9 : & " DS &‘5";’ 3

.
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ultimately be decided on the descriptive assertions it makes about the
real world and the reliability of those assertions.

We now come to the crux of the matter : what comstitutes
reliability? The reliability of an assertiaa, according to Gregor, means
"minimally, that jotersubjective confirmatign of some specific observatims
is forthcming‘.'o The validity of a descriptive assertiom involves its
camfirmation on the bagis of intersubtjective evidence, This has been a
fundamental contention of logical positivists, although all of them are
not agreed on exactly what the process of confirmation amounts to.” The
earlier positivists suggested that all sciemtific agsertions should be
verifiable, Later, Popper argued that the criteriom should be "refutability"
rather than "verifisbility",'’ Thus, all descriptive assertims which are
meaningful must be, in principle, refutable by demmnstratiai, and must,

therefore, remain for ever corrigible.

Aggertions such as Locke's, that fhe "Law of nature... obliges
everyame,,.that no me ought to harm another in his life, health, liberty,
or possessims", or Rousseau's, that "the general will is always right
and tends to the public advantage", do not admit of any empirical testing,
bebanae cancepts such as "the law of nature" or "gemeral will" do not
‘have accepted operatimmal referents which may be used to confirm or

- gt

10. Op.cit., p.53. Italics mine.
11, For a brief descriptian of these arguments, see John Pagsmore, A

hngﬁ_gu_qz! Philogophy (Harmmdsworth : Penguin, 19%8),

-423. A hintori.cal. :I.ntrodmtim to tha poaitivimt nathodolog

m, tr. Norbert Guterman nrth t l' 19!'2 .
nE ogic O Seienti c Discove (‘”!“3




disconfirm the statements. These assertiomms, whether or not we beolieve
in them, are not scientific propositions and cannot, in principle, add
to our scientific knowledge of the world. However, many agser.iomns ‘
found in clagsical political phcllosoptv such ag the me by Thragymachus
in Plato's Republic, "In every case the laws are mede by the ruling .
party in its owm interest", or by Herbert Spencer, that "the quality of
society is physically lowered by the artific.:la] preservatian of its ;
feeblest members", can be seen as Gescriptive statements which may be
canfirmed or refuted by reference to the empirical world mce cacepts
such ag "the interest of the ruling party" or "the physical gquality of_

gociety" can be given an operational mearing.

Popper's zriterion, however, logically leads to an unccnfortable
position, If every meaningful assertim is, in principle, remt‘abl‘eﬁ,.tm
we can question the definition (the "meaning") of every tam used :m that
assertion. This would require that we define the terms in the fom of a
different set of prior concepts, which, in tum, can be guestioned., There
is thus the possibility of infinite regress. If we take our earlier
assertion regarding political parties ani class interests, we may ask for
the meaning of the term "class". This could be defined, let us say, in
terms of "the relatims of production”. This again might be a problematic
definition and some prior concepts explainirg the mesning @“W
of production" would become necessary., And this can go m
Analytic philouophiers have replied here that thero m.‘t. M
sciextific language a set of basic mp;oumt;p rina A [Paciais
_peteces”, as Camsp and Neurafh originally o
mean:ng there is universal agreemnt. These. se
ncé because tiere are no prior Assumpti
‘here must be : it is impossible to aveid ¢
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in our ordinary language, as Feyerabend of modem epistemologists has
argued so forcefully, It is rether that the agsumptions are universally
cansgidered as acceptable, It is, indeed, cbvious that unless there are
a set of basic meanings w which there is agrewmtt, no conmunication is
possible. Protocol sentmces, therefore, are the basic definitians

which there is intersubjective agreement,

This, interestingly, elucilates the question of "objectivity"
and "adherence to facts" in science, and in tum reveals the falsehood
of the "fact-value dichotomy" an which empiricism and positivism has
traditimeally rested. "Facts" are never "value-free”, for every
aggertion of a fact involves a generalisati over an infinite number of
smaller facts, aud therefore, & orior set of assumptiams. Take a gimple
fact of moderm Indian h.i.atc:ur.v.13 "y {5 August 1947, India achieved her
independence"”., (h the face of it, this sppears a simple enough fact, Yet
is it all that "simple"? Why, for instamnce, do we choose the date
15 August 1947, and not 26 January 1930 when the Indian Natimel Cangress
' observed Purna Swarsj Day, or 21 October 1543 when the Provisimal
Government of Free India was proclaimed in Singapore, or 2 September 1346
when the first central executive menned by Indians tock office, or
26 ianuary 1950 when the republican constitution of India was first
proclaimed? Obviously, when we accept the above statement as a "fact",
':e heve in mind certain criteria by which we pick and choose and generalise
over an entire pefiod of India's political history and then select the
> ,qgtg of a partmla.r date ag_aymho]iq_ing in a senge & certain landmark,

;F; The qm discussian of the gzaua- of "factg" in history séill
. remeins Carl L, Becker, "What ars Higtorical Factg?", reprinted

‘->;i' P e . W“’ ed. , = - -2 2.
a5 = e ; City, ."»‘7; : Doubleday, 19%59), W'ﬁ‘,?’?q
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In other words, the above statement of "fact" is a gemeralisation over
innumerable other facts comprising the history of India's mdepudmo.;
Secondly, the criteria on the basis of which we make this gemnevaligatian
are dependent an certain prior agguaptiong - thcoretical or ideological,
but nonetheless assumptions - about what we mean by "independence". Thus
we accept 15 August 1947 as the date of India's independence, and reject
the other dates, because wé hold a certain idea of "independence", which
jn tum is related to our cancepts or notions of such thiugs as "natim",
"nation-state", "colonialism", "imperialism", and so wmn. And these
concepts, we all recognise, are not entirely unproblematical in the
donain of political theories. Consequently, waen we accept this "simple"
statement as a statemsat of fact, we accept it in relation to certain
larger theoretical or ideological canceptians. 4nd if we differ on these
canceptions, even in our acceptance of the fact we perbaps moan different

things by it.

The point is that there are no "facts" (and again there is no
difference here between physical and social phenomena) which are not
generalisations based vpon certain agsumptions. The amly facts are those
which are generally agreed upon by virtue of certain reasanable criteria
of intersubjective cnfirmatian. And these facts change. What was
accepted as emineatly reascnable in me century may not be acceptable
ag a fact in another. To medieval political philosophers of hrqo the
existence of a natural law was obvious; no ane required auy evidence or
proof of its existence - it was 2 primary category whose meaning was
accepted. Sixtcenth century thinkers, however, called such an m
inte questian, Not le does fresh qyidmee di@m ﬂm b ‘
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historical materialism is that there is no knowledge wiich is etemally
valid, that knowledge itself changes as the material bases of gociety
change. Indeed, the agreement wm dasic assuaptions or concepts or facts
on which scientific mowledge must be based itself changes with changes
in socio-historical canditians. The basic sssumptians upan which aur
knowledge is built rests upan a certain comsensus - a cansensus which
accupts the agsumptions as reasmable, This cmseasus, however, is
temporary; it exists auly so lmng as the reasmableness of those
assumptins is not seriocusly challenged. It is, of course, the clainm
of historical materialism that these changes in cansensus are intimately
related to stmctural changes in society.

We have established, therefore, that all scientific theories are
cmstructed in terms of 2 basic language, and rest upon certain assump-
tims, which are generally accepted as unproblematic and reagsonable, In

" the physical sciences, most terminology and assumptins enjoy relatively
general and long-term acceptability, although the major scientific
revolutions, such as the Galilean or the Binsteinian, were challenges
to older assumpticas znd represent their substitutiam by new mes. In
the social scicnces, there is cmsiderable contentian regarding
theoretical agsumptions, and hence, theoretical concepts and terms, The
nature of this contention, and the relevance here of Marxism, can now be

made clear.

III

The purpose of all scientific inquiry is cbviously to produce

snatory the A theory, according to ths cstabl:
g:}efhm JM-.otginso ostublished

camceptim, is "a watemstically rolated st of stateamts




jncluding some lawlike gmeralizatims. that is empirically M'--
The strongest lawlike generaligations are those which are deterministic,
jrreversible, sequential, necessary and mf'nn:l.m_in.15 Toerc are several
such generalisations which are found in the vaii-us physical scimces,
although as we have indicated in the earlier sectiom, the reliability of
all such agsertiomns is probabilistic and never certain. But in the
physical sciences there do exist fairly reliable systematic process laws,
i.e., logical rclationships between veriables o the basgis of which we
~an, given the present state of a system, specify a subsequent or prior
state. We do not have any such laws regarding sucial phenomcna which are
qu.ite' so strong. In the social sciences we caun only have historic process
laws, to use which we reguire inforuatian about the past history of a
system in order to predict scae future state.

So much is clear. What is more important for aur discussian,
however, is the way in which we can arrive at these historic process laws.
In his analysis of the scientific enverprise, Kuhn suggests that in order
t'o provide a schematic guide for research, there must f:iraf be a
"parad:lgxn“’? or to use Gregor's terminology, a "preliminary canceptual
schemata”, This caceptual schemate must consist of certain bread "
theoretical or speculative hypotheses about the phencmena being studied,
so ag to determine what will count as relevant data and then to make
some sanse of this data. But this is aly a preliminary stage, Before

we can understand in a meaningful way the empirical relatimmships we

—_— - p—

{4, Rudner, gp,2it., p.10.

15- m]‘- zﬂ”mw, h Theor
- Totouma, N.J. : Bedminster,

1365) -
16. “homas T. o of Sc
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establish between a limited number of variables within a limd ted domain,
we must have a larger theoretical framework which -plaoeg the limited
domain within the perspective of the larger maiverse of inqui-y. Thus,
to make any sense of an empirical relationsuip vc may establish between,
let us say, party preferance and the age graup of voters, or between the
social structure of a town and the cccupants of office in mumicipal
governnent, we must have a general theory of social structures in which
wo can locate concepts such as political power, party preference,

poli tical generatims, etc, This is a vital questim which is ei ther
pot recognised by the usual run of "empiriczl" resecarchers in the West
(or for that matter in India), or if recognised, not paid any attentian
to. A geperal theory of society is a necessary fremework for constmuctipg
and understanding partisl theorieg.

This leads to two very important canclusims. First, there is
no gense it arbitrarily demarcating separatc disciplines of social science.
If the significance and meaning of a small set of events can only be
understooi by placing it in the context of the whole universe of study,
then any partial theories which we may Jevelop regerding ecaomic
relatims cr political life would a0t be meaningful if wo permanently
assume awey all nan-econamic Or nmm-political variables. Yet this is
exactly whai is done under the present arrangement of sectianing out the

study of sotiety into various social "sciences".

The angwer to this probler is not "interdisciplinary" regearch.
The farce wich has resulted in most universities fram this ramghackle
Wﬁlﬁ g common knowledge. When bagic conceptual schemes,
b papirical fsohniques, Tesearch strategics - indeed, the wholo intellootual

i - y e
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tradition of a researcher - are structured within the caafines of me
narrow discipline, the problem of constructing more general Mg .
enbracing the cmtents of several disciplines is not solved by a forced
nating of diverse cancep*s or inappropriate tcchniques. The answer mgt
be a canscious effort to study scciety as a totality, a totality whose
"meaning" is historically revealed, and a totality which is for ever,
changing. .

The second conclusim relates to our choice of a general gccial
theory. And here it will be my contention that at the preseat time
there are mly two sets of assertions regarding social phenomena ihio_h
could claim to represent general theories of sociebty. One of these is
essentially a liheral theory of society which, in its various manifegta—
tims, either implicitly or expressly forms the framework fur all Wegtem
or, more properly, bourgeois, social research, The other is h:lsto:rlcai

materialism,

The liberal macrotheory has groan out of the positivist sociology
of Comte, through Durkheim, Weber, and the functianal &nthroyologi.t;, to
its culminatian in recent decades in the functionalist sociology of
Parsons and his school, The f\mctimanst macrotheory does ccwﬂve ot
the social system as a whole within which particuhr problens mdl h
located., But the assumption is "thot a process or set of cm&ﬂﬂi .
either 'cmntributes' to the maintenance (or dovelopment) of the -M
or it is 'dystusctiual' in that it deiracts from the integration and

effectiveness of the qyoten. It is thus the W w w
all partioular cmat:lm- md procesces to tao m % *‘ total

as a going ccucern which pl'w:ldeg the w"il m*
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equatims in a fully developed system of analytical thoory".n

That the functianalist "theory" of the social system represents,
both in its conservative and radical versions, an essentially liberal
(capitalist) conception of society has been amply demanstrated by Alvin
Goulcher.'e In its applicatian to politice particularly, the liberal
ideological foundatims of the encire theoretical edifice became clear
in the works of Gabriel Almand and his associates.m

Western social scientists, functimalisn is rapidly losing its status

Yet, even anong

as the general theory of sociely - ihis indeed is the crisis which
Couldner talks of. Functionalism has in recent years been subjected to
seriously damaging criticismc with respect to its logical wnd scientific
status, its adequacy is describing nw-Western and nan-liberal social
systems, and above all, its suitability as a theory of ingtability and

17. Talcott Parsans, Eggays in Sociological Theory Pure and Applied
(New York : Free Press, 1954).

18. Alvin W, Gouldner, The Coming Crigis of Westemn Sociology (New
York s Basic Books, 1970).

19, The most important works here are G.A, Almand and J.S. Coleman,
memm (Princetan : Princetm
Uaivereity Preu, 1%0 G.,A, Almmnd and G, Binghan Powell.

X Live ( - (Bestan : Little,
Di-om, 1%6 G.A. Llnmd.

pt : Essavs in

; (Bestam ¢ Iittle, Brown, 1970).
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social change.
IV

Many of the more telling criticism of functimalism have, in
fact, been made frum a positivist standpuint an the scientific method.
Yet, positivist attempts to comstruct an altermative theory of society
have not been any more successful. The dominant effort in this
direction has gone towards the castruction of a theory of social choice.
Instead of a structural theory of society, the cancermm here is to produce
a consistent theory of collective chuice given a set of individual
preforences and altemative sets of decision rules. The exercise is
analytical in a purely instrwental sense. It is not denied that any
method of arriving at a collective chuice u:n the bagis of & gset of
individual preferences will involve a value judgment, Nevertheless, as
Arrow explains, "given these basic vzlue judgmnents as to the mode of
aggregating individual desires, the econcmist should investigate those
mechanismg for social choice which satisfy the value judgements and should

20. Some of the important critiques of funcvionalism, particularly in
reference to its applications to politics, are Carl G, Hempel, "The
Logie of Punctional Anaiysis" in Gross, ed.,

Theory, op.cit., pp.271-307; Alvin W, Gouldncr, "Reciprocity md
Auton in Functional Theory" in ibid., pp.241-70; Rmher' 3
ch, 5; Robert E, Dowse, "\ Functionalist's Los:lc" W 03 ol
13,4 (July 1966), pp.607-22; John C. Harcanyi i anal-Ct
Models of Politicel Behavior vs, Puictinalist and €

Theories" W 21,4 (July 1969),
es 1, uly ’fést

Univers:!.tw 1 ch,C; A, anet m,
and the Uses of Popetical ine orican P

ama 62,2 (June 1968), pp.4 30;" 4T
mpmtivo Poltt:l,oa and Sciantiﬁo !‘xp
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check their cmmsequences to gee if still other value judgments might
be violated. In particular, he shauld ask the questimn whether or not
the uhio judgnents are consistent with each other, i,e., do there exist

any mechanisns of social choice whica will in fact satisfy the value
21
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Judpqte nade?"

The limits of this kind of instrumental analysis are made even
c¢learer by Sm22 who makes the di.tinction belween "basic" ard "nm-basic"

value judgments. "Basic" judgnents are those which apply wnder all
cmceivable circumstances, while others are "nm-basic”. If a particular
value judgment is considered basic, aad a person would hold it under all
conceivable circumstances,then e cannot dispute it an any factual or
analytical grounds. If, however, they are "nam-basic", i.e., caditimal,
then a factual cor analytical examination car be made about its validity
or consistency with other value judgments. Now, most value judgments
that we meke everyday are "nan-basic", and hence are amemnable to
analysis of this kind. Further, although value judgmeuts may be demms-
trated to be nn-basic, no value judguent can be demangtrated to be
basic, "since at no point of time can ane consider every conceivable
circumstance. Consequently, an ips_tmmmtal analysis of social choice
. can be cmducted for virtually all sets of value jﬁdgnqxts me is likely

to encounter,

Unfortunately, the tangible results of tuch of this instrumental
anglysis of mechanisms of social choice have not been particularly

Pia anaoth:! Lr£w : (New York :
f 4 " SM “mr 1“3¥l

o (San Francisco:
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meaningful as elements of a theory of gsociety. The early attempts were
cancerned with certain paradoxical situaticas in chooging according to
the simple majority rule. These were later generalised in Arrow's
famous general possibility theorem which proved that there was no
possible rule by which a se® of collectively chosen preference orderings
for society could be obtained which satisfied four extremely mild and
plausible nacessary cnditions of logical completeness and canglstency,
ratimality and democracy. This was an undoubtedly sd.ap:lﬁoant result,
which raised several questims about the validity of trying to find
social orderings of preference by any democratic procedure, Later
analysts have sought to avoid this rather disastrons result by relaxing
geveral of Arrow's canditims, or by trying %o find mathods of soecial
choloe rather than complote orderings. Compared to the volmme of work
that has gone into these attempte, the results are not exhilarating.
Indeed, it is very difficult to imagine how the dozens of papers now
appearing on subjects such as strategic voting withont collusim under
binary and demccratic group decisim procedures, or the necessary and
sufficient conditims for Nash-stabiliiy of sincere voting situatims,
would ever add up to a more meaningful general theory of political
institutions. Abstracted completely from all cglderations of the
historical development or the structural cantext of social ingtitutims,
these studies have now reached the stage of a laborious but essentially
barren pursuit of logical rigour for its own sake.

Phese are, of course, attempts to build th.ocﬂoal formulatims
on the bagis of purely instrumental mhm of om Wﬂm
sbout behaviour, institutimal arrangements end logical w _

which appear to have a certain broad W‘la M "

scope is, naturally, seversly limited by this vesy node o
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There are, however, certain other thearies which atteapt to reach towards
a more general theory of social institutions and change while claiming,
at the same time, not to transgress the limits of nan-cognitiva
instrunental analysis. Ohe example of this ls the theory of castitutiomal
chalce proposed by Buchanan and Tullock.’> This theory assumes a sosioty
cangisting of rational individuals whose anly goal is to maximise
individual utilities, and then goes an to deduce from this that the
"ideal" canstitutimal rule of collective decisiwm-making is that of
unanimity. In institutimal terms, this implies that collective activity
should be decentralised so that the costs of bargaining and reaching
unaninity are reduced as far as possidble. Secondly, by allowing vote-
trading in matters of political choice, i.e., allowing bargains and
cantracts as in market cxchange, the attainment of unanimity would he

made even eagier.

The formuletiom obviously ignores the entire problem of
imperfectims or inequality in the basic structure of the initial
situation in which camtracts are to be rade, and when applied in a
canstitutional, i.e., political, situatian involving the state, which
is not a voluntary organisation but an orgenisatim of power, the
abgurdity of the theory is patent. Replying to the charge that the rule
of unaminity would inevitably tend to preserve the gtatugs guo in political
relations, Buchanan and Tullock defend their formulation by saying that
it "provides us with an extremely weak criterion far 'betterness', a
u'.lterim that is implicit in the individualist canceptian cf the State

‘tnlf" b Indeed, the apparmt]y harmless 'positivist' conceptian of

23, Jm- M, Buchanan and Gardan Tullock, 2 Lasent
* (Ann Azbor : University of Michizan Fress, 1362).
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the utility maximising individual can mly lead to the rationalisation
of an extremely narrow and conservative individualist ideology if the
socope of explanation is extended beyand purely instrumental analysis

to a more general politicul theory of institutions and social chsnge.
This is, in fact, adnitted by Buchanan and Tullock themgelves, for at
the end of their theoretical exercise they concede that their purpoese is
to "provide scue theoretical determinacy to the working of individualist
democracy”, and to provide its supporiers with "a somewhat sirmger
theoretical base from which to defend their position against the
continuing onslaughts of the propanents of idealist democraoy".zs S0

much for "value-free" scieantific theory !

Perhaps the most significant of rccent attempts to rucmstruct
the liberal macrotheory is John Rawls's much-discussed M
W.ZG It is doubtful if Rawls would cmsider iis work "positivist"
in the sense in which modern bourgeois eccnomists or political scientists
define the methodological foundatims of their work, It is quite clearly
intended to go beymd the limits of merely instrumental analysis, and
in fact proposes certain principles which could serve as elements of 2
normative theory of social institutions and social change, On the other
hand, Rawls asserts that nis theory is also "a part, perhaps the mos® -
significant part, of the theary of ratimal chaice™.2! I+t would be
interesting to discuss how this is sc, and how far Rawls succeeds in
combining a liberal theory of scciety with a thecxy of ratimal choice,

k- 3

25. 1bid, p.301. 5 Rt
26, (Londn @ Oxford University Press, 1972). a2
27. Ibid, p.16. : : R

cRtaste L0 % 5,@,_,“9 Ji.'
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Rawls's principles of justice in their final form, and the rules
of pricrity between tﬁoso principles, are $

First Principle : Bach persac is to aavo an equal right
to the most extengive total system of squal basic liberties

compatible with a simjlar system of liberty for all,

Second Principle ¢ Social and econamic inequelities are to
be arranged so that they are both : (a) to the greatest
benefit of the least advantaged, consistent with the just
savings principle, and (b) attached to offices and
positicas open to all under conditions of fair equality

of opportunity.

First Priority Rule (The Priority of Liberty) : The
principles of justice are to be ranked in lexical order
and therefore liberty can be restricted mnly for the
sake of liberty. There are two cases : (a) & less
extensive liberty mugt strengithen the total system of
liberty shared by all; (b) a less equal liberty must be
acceptable to those with the lesser liberty.

Secand Priority Dule (The Priority of Justice over

Efficiency and Welfare) : The second principle of justice
is lexically prior to ihe principle of efficiency and fo
that of maximizing the sum of advantages; and fair
_opportunity is prior to the difference principle. There
l X ~_are two cases ¢ (a) an inequality of opportunity must
4 q}lpcg the opportunities of those with the lesser
opportunity; (b) an excessive ratz of saving must m
 balance mitigate the burden of those bearing this hardship.
g
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Besides, there is a general conception underlying a.il this, viz.,

All social primary goods - liberty and opportumity,
income and wealth, and the bases of selr--respect -
are to be distributed equully unless an unsqual
distribution of any or all of these goods is to the
advantage of the leasgt favo\:v,red.28

The analytical method by which these principles are derived is
particularly instructive. Rawls assumes a hvpothetical situatim in
which all individuals care only for their pecrsonal interest (2 standard
agsumption of "methodological individualism"), but negotiste with each
other under a "vcil of ignorance" in order to arrive at certain coumanly
agreed principles of institutimali arrangement. That is to say, when
this negotiation takes place, no one knows what his social or ecanomic
positian, his special interest or his own persanal abilities will be in
the new society, Rawls calls this the "original position" in which
social institutions are commonly agreed upon through mutual negotiatimms,
i.e., a cantract, made in a situation of uncertainty. The arrangements
agreed upan in this contract will be just, because all struéﬁral
imperfections, inequalities or special interests are eliminated by the
device of the original positian, ' U

What decisiom rules would the individuals follow in making

their negotiations in the original position? In the n!uiw oé‘&m
making under uncertainty, therv are two schools, me-ﬁm e

a um decision rule in such situations




the expected utility maximisation rulg, which is most comncaly accepted

by social scientists working in the now positivist tradition, According
to this rule, when an individual is faced with the problea of choosing
between several altermative states, ne will estizete for each of the
outcomes the utility which will accrue to him il that outcome actually
transpires, and also assign the probability or expectatian that the
outcome will occur, He will then choose the altemative which maximi ses
his expected utility.29 Rawls, however, objects to the use of
probabilities in the original position, because, he says, there can be
no basis for subjective probabilities, or even logical probabilities
completely deterained by symmetry cmsiderations. if there is absolutely
no empirical evidence available regarding possible future states.

Instead, Rawls in his attempt %o cnstruct an altermative to the
utilitarian theory, adopts the other decision rule, viz,, the maximin
mﬁ‘ Tois principle says tnat an individual must evaluate each
ali;ernative in terms of the worst possibility that can occur to him
should he choose that alterrative. He must them choose the ane in which
there is the possibility of least harm, Now, many decisian theorists
have pointed out that the mavimin principle often leads to decisiaus
which are highly irrational, because it eliminates alternatives in which
thei:é is even the slightest chance of a disastrous outcome, no matter
t_\w ‘attractive they may othermse be, If strictly Tollowed, it meang
-tfl;t no me may cross a sireet if there is even a remcte chance that he
mm over by a car, lgd ihore the maximin principle yields

_L_..__...

&yeu lnoso «&mtun of the s;pacted utility maximisatim
4 more detailed and nlgomus disengsion, se2 R. Duncen
rd Raiffe, fllc Yok @ Ieln Wiley,

" AJ.L-.~
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decisions which seem reagmable, it is found that they a.ropmu:ls;h ;
those situatimns where tho maximin principle is nore or less equivalent

to the expected utility maximisation princj.ple.30

Following the maximin principle in the criginal positiam, Rawls
deduces his principles of justice in which every possible institutimal
arrangement is evaluated ir terms ¢ the interests of the leagt advantaged.
He thus arrives at a conception of society which guarantees greatest
equal freedom, fair equality of opportuni iy, and the adui ssibility of
jnequality anly on the ground that it maximises tie prospects of the
least advantaged, Applied to present-day society, it would mean
substantial redistribution of wealth and income sufficient to achieve
and maintain fair equality of opportunity ana to guarantee man's self-
respect, In ideological temms, it is a bold atteapt to incorporate into
the corpus of liberal theory, based upon the agsumption of the ratianal
individuel pursuing his self-interest, cmgiderationg of collective
rationality which, in the present cantext, avise esgentially out of the

ideology of social demccracy.

Nevertheless, the analytical problem of holding am to ﬂu QW
of a ratimal calculating individual pursuing his self-interest (ttq 1
fundamental assumption of posscssive individualism), and yet x
clear of the nanegali‘arian comsequences of uﬂ.nm‘, ” *

30, See the criticism of Rewls by Jom C,
Pgl.mtph Serve u a hqm toc Bu.hm 'y
s Theory" ; .

i
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proves an impossible task. Rawls geeks to perform this feat by devising
2 situation where there are self-interested individuals but no particular
interests. The objection has becn maue that this is inpossible : ymu
cannot have individuals with a hypothcetical mmowlodge of what it meens
to have interests and desires without their sctually having particular
interests and particular des:l.ree.31 Rawls then proceeds to derive his
liberal-egalitarian principles of iustice by adopting the maximin
decisian rule - an essentially caservative rule with a strung emphasis
o security and risk-aversian. This procedure has led some of Rawls's
critics to make the rather paradoxical point that, catrary to
appearances, Rawls's man is not bourgeocis men aad his theory not
egalitarian at all, Ratker, his choice of the maximin rule suggests
profoundly conservative biages wuich are "an*i-capitalist in thrust and
to some degree anti-liberal ir their spirit".32 Tn the end, what Rawls
suggests by way of policy is a cantinual trancfer of incomes and
resources from the wealthy tc the least advantagea classes, =nough to
satisfy the minimum "puman" needs of the poor, but not exceeding a linit
where the productivity and efficiency of the ecanomy begin to fall,
Needless to say, this is an idealist prescription which ignores the
entire political process thicugh which such decisions must be made in
society, and in which all existing cancentrations of capital and wealth

31. Benjamin R, Barber, "Justifying Jusiice : Problems of Psychology,
., Measurement, and Politics in Rawls",
Review, 69,2 (June 1975), pp.sss-'u.

M p. 6686, 2
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imply concentrations of political power.” The fundamental theoretical
problem in the new liberal denocratic macrotheory cf recanciling a
self-seeking individualist cmception of man with an avowed concemn for
a dynamic egalitarian welfare society remaing unresolved, despite the
methodological innovations of positivist rationality.

The difficulties with the *'beral macrotheory have led a number
of positivistically oriented political scientists to beat a retreat - a
retreat from all cansiderations of general theory to a devorion to
narrowly defined limited problems. Here, it is felt, something can be
gaid about the real world of politics without sericusly impairing the
tencts of "positivist science"., General theories of society try to
generalise about huge events whicn wurr out to belong to classes with
very few members or which have no identifiable structure. Hauce, such
theorics are impossible to verify or falsily, and are therefore, in a
scientific sense, meaningless, So, forget about general thecry,
cancentrate an relatively small and oft repeated events about whach
empirical laws can be discovered and formulated as theorems within an
axiomatic structure of theory. These assamptioms will strictly delimit
the theoretical field to = narrow area where events can be precisely
described.

33, See in this connection C,3, Macphersan, Dem
(o:ford : cmreuaan *
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Of political scintists, Riker has made the most sustained plea
for "positive" political theories of this kind.” The example he
canstantly urges political scientists to emulate is thut of the demand-
supply price theory in nenclassical microeconamics. Here, he feels, is
a well-formulated theory hased upan an empirical law (the law of demand)
which is universally valid if properly restricted, embedded in a theory
of chaice, and the conclusiamns nan-~bvious, naw.-travial and stragly
supported by empirical evidence. The restricted applicability of the
theory merely to situatims of competitive equilibriur is not, according
to him, any more disturving than the fact thact the law of falling bodies

is restricted to a vacuum,

Riker highlights certain rreas in political science in which
progross has been made in a similar dix.'ecticn. Threoe propositioms, in
particular, seem to represent "more or less embryamic political theories"
which could be develcped further :

(1) that simple majority electimns in single member
districts favoaur the two-party system, a propositim
formulated by Maurice Dmrerger’s;

(2) that in two-party systems with a single, ideological

i - dimension and a unimodal listribution of voters, the
platfams ot both par*.ies converge to the ideo]og,cal

ure of 9 aoime of Polatics", Aserican
)3 Wil H. Riker end Peter C,
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position of the median voter, a proposition
first forrmlated by !)c:uxs36 and later developed
further by Davis, Hinich, Ordeshock, McKelvey

and c.\i:her:s’7 H

and (3) that in situatiwns similar to n-person zero-sum
games with side payments, particivants create
coalitimas just as large as theyr believe will
ensure winning and no .iarger, i.e., the "sige

principle" formulated by Riker..”

What Riker thinks is particularly commendable about these
propositions is that they are essentially of the same theoretical
structure as price theory : tney are based upon certain empirical laws
about the behavicur of voters, politicians and leaders and are theorems
within an axiomatic theory of rational choice. They are also theories
about equilibrium social states which go Leymd mere peychological
observations to the social cmsequences of interactimns between different
groups of people with different intercsts and motives. Finally, they
are about small and of%t repeated events which can be precisely described
and defined : they do not fall into the trap of overambitims formulations

about a general theory of society.

36, Anthany Downs, An Bconomic Thecry of Democyacy (New York : Harper
% Row, 1957).

37. There are many papers published recently in the field of electoral
competiticn, but the most general statement of the prm is
Otto A, Davis, Melvin 7. Hinich and Peter C, Ordeshook, "An
Expository Development of a Mathematical lﬂm
Process". WW me |
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Riker does not shor himself to be aware that the thearetical
status of the fundamental assumptions behind these propositims about
political phanomena, or of those of price theory for *hat mattor, may
jtself be called into questiam. What, for insiace, is the theoretical
basis for assuming that voters are maximising utilities when they vote

for a particular candidate (unless this is so in a purely tautological
sense), or that voter preferences ™e uninodaliiy distributed, or that
olection candidates are interested anly in dnning?” In other words,
uy which criteria or in what theoretical cantext do we define concepts
such as electoral campetitiam, ideological preferences, party platforms,
etc., and accept the primary assunmpticns which use such concepts? And
once such gquestions are brought in, there is no escaping the fact that
partial theories, in order to be intelligiblc, must be placed in the
context of a general theory. ODespite sll protestations to the cantrary,
it is not as though the "positive" thecrics of politics do not implicitly
assume a certain genersl canception of society when they accept as valid
the assumpticn that ideological prefezences are unimodally distributed
among the electorate, or that voters v_ote for the candidete who is
ideologically closest to them, or - & fundamental assumption - that they
are maximising utilities whea they are wro’t:i.ng.40 Certain gemeral
propositions about society are implicit in all thess assumptions, these
propositims are not, however, integrated into a cohesive theory of

39. The argument that candidates who act otherwise are rejected by
the systcn mly begs the questian ¢ what, themn, is thic system?
What sort of society would produce such an electoral system?

for instance, would such models explain the phenorenca of
c villages in India boycotting the electins to register
r protest m some local issgue? Are the voters here maximising




society, but that is precisaly the crisis of liberal theory today. The
problem, however, is not solved by running away from such questions.

It is possible, of course, to argue “hat the method of workiug
upwards froa certain well-formulated and weli-tested partial propositims
towards a more genaral theory gives us a viable research stralegy. .'l'ho
question that would then become relevant concems the objectives of
social scientific inquiry. Certair comments are in order here, The
example often cited here of the development of the theories of physical
science is apt to be misleading. The physical sciences underwent the
most phenomenal developments in a period of history which also experiemced
far-reaching socio-ecanomic changes in the structure as well as the
techniques of production, There was a tremendous social urge for change
in which technological development went hand in hard with the development
of scientific theary, It is often forgotten that the fundamental
assumptions of the bourgeois social sciences - the idea of the self-seeking
rational individual, the perfectly competitive market and its equilibrium
- were all developed in this historical period of change, most notably in
the political theory of Hobbes, Locke ard later of the utiliterians, and
in the economic theories of Adam Smith, Malthus and Ricardo. The social
ideas of medieval Burope underwent fundamental and weepinngme- in
this period, From that day, inspite of much analytical window-dressing,
the fundamental assumptims about man and soeisly have remained unchanged
in liberal social theory. .
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At the present juncture, & plea for exclusive attention to
rigorously formulated partial theories of competitive equilibria,
ignoring all cmgideraticas of a gene=al theory o social develcomert,
implies that we turn our eyes away from the changes which are taking
place today in different parte of the world. The evidence is now
massive thal these theories, whether about equilibijum prices or
equilibrium party strategles, are ‘otally useless in situations which
prevail in most countries of the world, Such academic ererciscs are
perhaps feasible in countries where the fundamental coordinaces cf
social jnteraction remain largoly stable, or where, in the absence of
any urgent novement for social action, the motivatiam for social
scientific inquiry is literally reduced to the mere advancement of
scholarly careers. In the mesntime, tae liberal theory of zwciely
remains & complete shambles.

The alternative general theory of society that is available to
us today is the theory of historical materialism. That thisg framework
is far better adapted to analyse society in terms of the historical
development of social structures and their interrelationships, and
perticularly to tackle the proulems of jagtehility and change, can, it
.pegg to me, hardly be doubted, 1t is, 1n fact, & general theoretical
' ,g :qwk witnin which e could look for historic pracesa.']m"abmt

2 ructures, applicatle to limited and cmprete'si:'hlloﬁm.
recognised, of course, tbat this gs;ml theoxy mlgp.tmks
ple and cbstracted taeoretical systesr whoge specific
licatims are necossarily incomplets and for ever

-y gl - e e
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corrigible. There exists, therefore, comsiderable scope for the deve-
lopment of partial historic process laws which provide increasingly
powerful explanatory theories, and the consequent enivictment of the

general theory as vvell.M

This point has been expressed quite clearly by Lukics : "The
framework is complete. As a requirement and appronch to the general

41, Comsider this passage from The Sernan Ideolegy ¢ "This manner of
approach / the materialist conception of history 7 is not devoid of
premises, It starts out from the real premises 2nd dces not abandon
them for a monent., Its premises are meu, not in any fantastic
isolation or fixity, but in their actual, empirically perceptible
process of developnent under defiuite conditiuns, As soomn as this
active life-process is described, history ceases to be a collectim
of dead facts, as it is with the empiricists (themselves still
abgtract), or an imagined activity of imegined subjccts, as with
the idealists.

"Where speculation ends, where real life starts, there
congequently begins real, positive science, the expounding of the
practical activity of the practical process of development of men.
Empty phrases about consciowsness end, and real knowledge has to
take their place. When the reaiity 1s described, a self-suffici-nt
philosophy loses its medium of existence, At the hest its place
can only be taken by a summing-up of the most general results,
abstractions which ure derived from the observetion of the historical
development of men. These abstractions in themselves, divorced
from real history, have a0 value whatsoever., They can anly serve
to facilitate the arrangement of historical material to indicate the
sequence of its separate strata, But they by no means afford a
recipe or schema, as does philoamophy, for neatly trimming the
epochs of history. On the conirary, the difficulties begin ah
when one sets about the examination and arrangement of the material
- whether of a past epoch or of the present - and its actual
presentatim. The removal of these difficulties is goveraed by
premises which certainly cannct be stated here, but whach anl
study of the actual life-process and the aecti ?f :
of each ¢poch will make Mdgt . M .ddb.
Ldsology, op-cit., pud3.
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study of scciety, as an interpretation of sceiety in its globality, in
ite totality, in view of its structural and cultural, i.e., bistorical
transformation - in these respocts, Merxise is reall; ccaplete, But

it also is complete as a scthod, i.e., 3s a 3¢de of snalysis and as the
criteria ror establishing the theoretical hicrarchy of the congtitutive
factors of society. Conpleteress of method, however, does noc necessarily
imply that ame can find in Marx everything in all its specific contents.
Instead, these can came to light auly through lmg, patient research,
cmducted an the basis of ihe Marxist method, which brings out the global,
historical sense of sccial avolution ... What the positivists dw't
understand is irecisely this : facts must be interpreted, thus
transcended; the process of sbstraction is fundsmental for the camsgtructiam

of a general theory. And withcut a general theory, facts are =nd remain

nwan:i.nslmss".42

What I have argued here is not simply that historical materialism
provides "certain useful insights into sosial processes” and must,
therefare, bo taken seriously by soodal scicntists (which is essemtially
what most of the celebrated nradical sociologists"plead). The argument
is that we must work with 2 general macrotheory of gociety in order to
structure our research =t lower devels of generalisatiam, and that
historical materialism is the general theory of society at the present
juncture in history. This, however, is not the place for a2 detailed

S . discussim m this matter.

Q'“‘ Franco Ferrcrotti, "Colloguio cum Gyirgy Luicacs", Le Critica
- Scolologica, 17 md 18 (1971),, pp.179-84 and 92-104, translated

= "An -Interview of Georg Lukacs", Soo a1 20,
2 (Jan - Apr 1972), pp.i-vi and 0, 3 May 1972), vii-xvi.
’
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