Interactive session on Research Methodology  
Venue: CRG Seminar Room || Date: 7 September 2009
The Mahanirban Calcutta Research Group (CRG) organized the interactive session on Research Methodology in connection with the ongoing CRG-ICSSR project on Globalization and Sustainability of Rights and Women on Borders in South Asia on 7 September 2009 (Monday) at 4 PM in the office of the CRG (GC 45, First Floor, Salt Lake, Kolkata 700106). The session was chaired by Samir Kumar Das, President, CRG and the discussion was initiated by Ranabir Samaddar, Director, CRG and Pradip Kumar Bose, an eminent sociologist and member of the institution. Kavita Punjabi (Jadavpur University), Swati Ghosh (Rabindra Bharati University), Arup Kumar Sen (Sreerampore College), Prasanta Ray (IDSK), Stephen Write (Paris), Sabyasachi Basu Ray Chaudhury (Rabindra Bharati University/CRG) with the other researchers of CRG namely Anasua Basu Ray Chudhury, Ishita Dey, Geetisha Dasgupta, Supurna Banerjee, Suha Chakraborty and Sutirtha Bedajna took active part in that interactive session. 

At the very beginning of the session Samir Das, President of CRG briefly introduced the two on-going ICSSR-CRG projects to the outside participants and also talked about the need to organize such interactive session on research methodology.

Main points of discussion

· While introducing the concept of border as method in social sciences it was pointed out that we need sustained reflection on method in order to cut new edges in social sciences, more importantly in our understanding of society and social contentions. Historians study long time and event’s time, and in any case the issue of method goes beyond attempts at semiotic analysis or hermeneutics. Method leaves its signature behind. It leaves its mark vis a vis the existing paradigm, existing logic of concepts, and a good method always reformulates this logic at least partially. Working on the margins is therefore necessary, but not sufficient. It must be combined with archaeological alertness.

· The interactive session put stress on three important factors namely,

1. research issues

2. time-frame of the study 

3. and budget for the research. 

· The theoretical battle between episteme and epistemology was stressed on the concept of threshold, which is to be understood both archaeologically and genealogically.

· Method was identified as a projective tool, which is important to analyze conceptual borders which the researchers are setting up in course of the enquiry.

· Border was specified as translation – translation from one form to another (thus for instance) from the language of primitive accumulation to extended accumulation). Translation means a particular mode of articulation, which in Althusser’s language we can call interpellation. In other words we have to study the ways the subjects are translated in the language of value. Language and communication shape production of goods and services. Border thus conveys a sense of linguistic mediation. The context of globalization, it was said that, it denotes global dimension and local sites. What sort of subjectivity is produced through this dynamics? There is of course a process of abstraction here when we say it is also a translation from the particular (use value) to the general (exchange value). We have to note that this process affects the production of subjectivity, because borders not only produce particular subjects, but wealth also. 

· Border is therefore a hetero-lingual site to the researchers. While discussing on the ICSSR- CRG project entitled Women and Borders in South Asia it was said that, the significant part of the project is to tell us the way border acts as a catalyst in constituting the collective subject – in our present case the women.
Researchers shared their experiences of field visits and raised questions related to research methodology.
