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Abstract
Research in social science in India has always remained a neglected issue in
mainstream academic domain. Research in social sciences has failed to address and dwell
into the basic structural aspect of societal change that has emerged in the wake of
globalised market economy. This trend made social science in India less impressive
compared to the standard set up by the foreign academicians and scholars. Plenitude of
reasons may be cited for this sorry state of affairs like dearth of resources, onslaught of
foreign universities, increasing plagiarism. The paper seeks to address the
aforementioned question with special reference to the subject of political science and
scholasticism involved in it.
There have been increasing intellectual discussion on the subject of political
science. The discussion canters on specific methodologies quantitative methods or
rational choice. However, the more worrisome development is scholasticism; a tendency
for research to become overspecialized and ingrown. Scholasticism is a method of
critical thought which dominated teaching by the academics from the European continent.
One of the important features of Scholasticism is that it serves values of rigor. It has been
observed that there have been few changes in scholasticism in recent years. The change
in scholasticism has affected all fields in political science.
The paper attempts to enquire what factors are responsible for this condition. What major
changes are required to remedy the situation? Are some of the ‘reforms’ being currently
advocated likely to improve the situation? These and related issues are discussed and
examined in historical and contemporary perspectives in the paper with special reference
to the subject of political science.
KEYWORDS: Research; social science; academic; domain; globalised; market
economy; academicians; scholars; Plagiarism; political science; scholasticism;
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Introduction:Social science may be discussed as any discipline or branch of science that deals with
human behaviour in its social and cultural aspects. The social sciences include cultural
(or social) anthropology, sociology, social psychology, political science and economics.
Also frequently included are social and economic geography and those areas
of education that deal with the social contexts of learning and the relation of the school to
the social order. History is regarded by many as a social science, and certain areas of
historical study are almost indistinguishable from work done in the social sciences. Most
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historians, however, consider history as one of the humanities. It is generally best, in any
case, to consider history as marginal to the humanities and social sciences, since its
insights and techniques pervade both. The study of comparative law may also be regarded
as a part of the social sciences, although it is ordinarily pursued in schools of law rather
than in departments or schools containing most of the other social sciences.
Social Science in 19th century
The body of social science knowledge was disciplined and institutionalised in the
form of established departments in the western universities during the 19th century. The
discipline of history, economics, sociology and political science became university
disciplines. The colonies established by England and other European countries required
such know-ledge to understand a different kind of experiences they encountered in their
colonies. They started looking at their experiences in the host countries which were
different from their native land. They termed all non-European peoples as 'tribes' and
later found the word inadequate to explain the distinctions. The English term used to
represent these societies was coined as oriental societies. Thus, a new branch of social
science came into existence. After the Second World War, Japan, US and USSR emerged
as strong sovereign states. They were actively involved in improving the quality of
productive forces through education and training. The productive forces were extensively
developed and involved the expansion of all human activities. The university systems
were also developed.
The massive public and private investments made during the period in higher
education developed new structures of social sciences in the late 20th century. Innovative
ideas in this period led to the creation of Area Studies as an interdisciplinary research
around a group of research workers. It was during the 1945-70 period, social sciences
were developed in the non-western world with support from the western universities. The
amount of knowledge accumulated by these scholars has resulted in an internal debate
about the two cultures, western and non-western. It has also helped to develop critical
theory as part of Marxist ideological debate as an independent branch of social sciences.
These debates have been responsible in breaking old structures and giving scope for
specific subject matter leading to specialisation. This was further supported by the
research funds earmarked by private agencies interested to solve their own problems.
Thus, the original discipline based social sciences have started drifting away from their
original mandates.
Market forces started dictating the epistemological agenda and the relatively autonomous
position social sciences enjoyed in the beginning slowly disappeared. Now, the job
market rather the skills in the labour market are determining the funding for the teaching
and learning of social sciences. There are very few who are interested in the
epistemological debates in social sciences. The rich and well-to-do sections of society are
going towards disciplines which bring immediate returns. There is also a subtle
conspiracy against a particular type of social sciences discourse that raises issues of the
third world such as the underprivileged, the nature of the hegemony of international
agencies, etc. Naturally, social science research projects which raise issues of the above
nature are starving..
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Social Science in India
Teaching and research in social sciences started in India with the introduction of
the modern university system in the latter half of the nineteenth century. Social sciences
formed a part of the higher education system in line with the British tradition of liberal
education. In the beginning, education in social sciences naturally aimed primarily at
dissemination of the concepts and theories in vogue at the time in European, especially in
British Universities. Simultaneously with the emergence of national movement for
independence, however, a limited yet significant trend developed to question the
application and usefulness of Western theories and concepts in the Indian context.
Such a trend, however, did not gather much strength due to the colonial
government’s hostility to anything that resembled protest against the British dominance.
Yet, along with the growth of a positivist – theoretic tradition, a significant body of
thought and literature exploring new path for India’s socio-economic regeneration after
the impending political independence emerged particularly during 1930’s and 1940’s.
This development was substantially influenced by the academic and political exposure of
Indian intellectuals to the ongoing socialist development in the Soviet Union, on the one
hand, and the rise of Mahatma Gandhi on the political and intellectual scene in India, on
the other.
The state of Political Science
Although political science borrows heavily from the other social sciences, it is
distinguished from them by its focus on power—defined as the ability of one political
actor to get another actor to do what it wants—at the international, national, and local
levels. Political science is generally used in the singular, but in French and Spanish the
plural (sciences politiques and ciencias políticas, respectively) is used, perhaps a
reflection of the discipline’s eclectic nature. Although political science overlaps
considerably with political philosophy, the two fields are distinct. Political philosophy is
concerned primarily with political ideas and values, such as rights, justice, freedom, and
political obligation (whether people should or should not obey political authority); it is
normative in its approach (i.e., it is concerned with what ought to be rather than with
what is) and rationalistic in its method. In contrast, political science studies institutions
and behaviour, favours the descriptive over the normative, and develops theories or draws
conclusions based on empirical observations, which are expressed in quantitative terms
where possible.
Although political science, like all modern sciences, involves empirical
investigation, it generally does not produce precise measurements and predictions. This
has led some scholars to question whether the discipline can be accurately described as a
science. However, if the term science applies to anybody of systematically organized
knowledge based on facts ascertained by empirical methods and described by as much
measurement as the material allows, then political science is a science, like the other
social disciplines. In the 1960s the American historian of science Thomas S. Kuhn argued
that political science was “pre-paradigmatic,” not yet having developed basic research
paradigms, such as the periodic table that defines chemistry. It is likely that political
science never will develop a single, universal paradigm or theory, and attempts to do so
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have seldom lasted more than a generation, making political science a discipline of many
trends but few classics.
Academic inquisition of the Political Science
In the last few decades the discipline of political science has been under critical
scanner due to wide dearth in practical methodology, subject matter and appropriate
direction. The lacunae seem to be much deeper and enduring than found in other
academic fields. On several occasions virtual conflicts has broken out on the causative
reason for this sorry state of affair. These disputes have been cantered on particular
research methodologies. In the 1960s, with the "behavioural revolution," quantitative
methods seemed to be taking over the discipline. A movement for a "new political
science" arose to recover more engagement with political issues. In the 2000s, the buzz
for rational choice provoked the "perestroika" movement to defend methodological
pluralism. The writer of this paper offers a different diagnosis: Political science is
becoming scholastic.
Restoring Morale Political scientists are uncommonly disillusioned with their
discipline. One survey from the 1980s found them less ' excited about recent
developments in their subject than the followers of 31 other disciplines. In another poll,
43 percent of political scientists rarely found anything of interest in their leading journal,
the highest figure for any field surveyed.35 Much of the upset, the researcher believes, is
rooted in scholasticism.
Many political scientists resist current academic incentives, which require them to
become pedants in order to publish and not perish. They may respect the values
represented by scholastic rigor, but they want the values of relevance to be honored as
well. This recent trends in the discipline have refused to do. Specialization might appear
to be popular because of the rapid growth in organized sections. But only about half of
Indian Political Science Association (IPSA) members belong to aforementioned sections.
Section leadership is also narrow, comprising mainly the most committed leaders of a
specialty and often becoming self-perpetuating. That scholasticism is unpopular is
suggested by the fact that the most widely read political science is generally broader than
what is now published.
Scholasticism in Political science: A case of India
The Impact of these developments has been felt everywhere. In India, for
example, dissatisfaction has been expressed with the historical and institutional approach
by a number of members of the political science fraternity. They have argued that
meaningful studies in the subject can be made only by opting for these new developments
in social science. A similar view has also been expressed by others in the sister
disciplines. Sometime past people have argued that traditional political science is not
adequate to meet the needs of the Indian situation. They have also alleged that the
political scientists have abdicated responsibility in favour of others to come to grips with
social and political problems.
It is clear from the above that political science in India, at least in the formal
sense, has made some advance from its pre-independence state, though one may argue
that the progress has been slow and that we have moved somewhat grudgingly. We
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recognize that some of the gaps have been filled in the syllabus and that the others may
be filled in the near future. But the mere revision of syllabus on the lines of the western
countries or even on the lines of our own needs is no guarantee that the progress would
be made in the development of the subject. Far from helping us in improving it, we may
create a number of new problems. Any change in increasing or modifying the scope of
courses should be viewed in the context of two things: (1) the availability of sufficiently
qualified personnel who are in a position to man the courses, and (2) the existence of the
material which may be readily available both to the teachers and to the students.
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