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N_TRDDUCTION :
' The use of qualitative methodology in the sdcial sciences is
informed by the demands of field work. A peculiar character of field
work in the social sciences is that the scientist has to communicate
tmhmeobjedsstudledandtheymﬂllumﬂusmthempoﬁant
distinguishing point between the social and natural sciences.
“"“""Traditionally, the social scientist's image of himself was that
of humanist as well as scientist and he saw no inherent contradiction
between .2 two dispositions. The assessment made of the science of
nlh:opologybyEncWolfmmatﬁetsofm&mdologycanequaﬂy'
apply to the social sciences in general: It is a bond between subject
matters ... in part history, part literature; mpartnaturalsclence,par_t
malsuence' it strives to study men from within and without ... the
most scientific- of the humamtles the most humanist of the sciences
(Wolf, 1964:88).

Today,thereappearsanewwave of social scientists that are
inclined to move away from this position. Many social scientists see
themselves as bundles of contradiction between the humanistic and

- scientific approaches. Theywouldraﬁ'aeragreemﬁ\someofﬂweu

colleagues' criticism of their humanistic tendency: the humanist
element is rather disturbing ... because it has offered an easy method
for neglecting scientific methodology while claiming scientific status
(Ryan, 1957:33).

The change of approach in favour of quantltahve
methodologylsla:gelyshapedbyﬁ\eadvancesofﬂxenatuml
sciences. Their positivistic methods which have produced such
remarkable results truly motivate many people. Yet, it is necessary
to remember that the image of the natural scientist who, by some
mechanical process, discovers facts, has been dismissed by Einstein '
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- who spoke about the "underlying, .. untles of all knowledg arg
the function of intuition resting on a sympalihehc unc
experience” (in Powdermaker, P. 298). Another: dangér today
associated with undue attachment to quantitative a in the
social sciences is that scientists will pick problems, not because of -
their relative significance, but because data can be programmed for
computers.  Social Scumhstsaxe to be careful not to under-rate the
qualitative approach by reducmg their work to that of technicians.
The qualitative approach, despite its limitations is uniquely useful in
comparative research. Accordingly, the paper outlines the use of,
qualitative methodology and examines some of the work carned out |
in this tradition which have yielded much, fruit. ,

- -

1.  TYPES OF COMPARATIVE RESEARCH i iy

- Comparative research is usually classified into two - Cross-
cultural and Cross-temporal comparahve research Both can be done
using the qualitative methodology. :

A. Cross-Cultural Qualitative Research
Durkheim distinguished three
comparatwe method:
(1) The analysis of variations within one somety at one pomt in tlme'
this involves intra-societal comparisons, for example, between
middle- and working-class delinquency or between types of complex
organizations within one society;
(2) The comparison of societies generally alike but chffermg in certain
aspedsatdlffemtpenods, and g
(3) The comparison of societies generally dissimiliar yet sharing .
some feature; or different periods in the life of one society showing
radical changes. Strictly speaking, it is only types 2 and 3 above that
fall under the realm of comparative sociology; i.e, the systematic and 3
explicit comparison of data from two or more societies.

_ For example, Popenoe (1983) studied the Swedish soc:al
policy of decentralization of people from large cities to smaller towns. |
This study compares people at one point in time who are sm-u]ar
sociologically in many respects, but inhabit different. residential
settings. This study attemp to answer the research question: ,

What differences in hfesl'yle “of the inhabitants of each com.mumty

applicatiéns of ﬁie
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myxeasmnblybeambutedmdlﬁmmesmﬂxescaleofﬂ\eurban
mvestlgatlon? Furthermore, it attempted to point out important

issues, both for immediate purposes of public policy and for
W sociological research of a more systematic nature.

An analytical description of life in each of three communities
w‘ras developed using various combinations of four main sources of
information:

(1) respondent interviews using a semi-structured questionnaire;
(). ... informant interviews of leaders and decision-makers, plus
interviews with outside experts in planning and the social sciences;
3) existing data, especially census data,

(4) ~ field observation; ie, close, personal observation of the
community over ari extended period of time.

In this study, popenoe found that in the movement of people
'urbanaxeastosma]lerurbanamasonlyﬂ\es:zeofmban

dim\ged, almost everything else including housing guality and
job remained substantially the same.

2 CROSS-TEMPORAL QUALITATIVE RESEARCH

The second type of comparative qualitative research is cross-
temporaltesearch Almou@sunﬂaptohlstomalmseard\,ﬂustype
of qualitative sociological methodology is uniquely distinct. It is
more concemed with understanding societal dyna:mcs and
Irangformahons overtime.

... John Flint (1980) offers’ a number of sumhons for
conducting cross—temporal research First, a decision must be made
regarding the use of propositions and comparisons. A study may be
proportionally comparative, focusing on the differences between two
distinct . cultures,  or non-comparative, an analytical survey of a-
partﬁ:ular culture on its own merit. _

~ Second, a _decision must be made regarding the study's
ultimate objective. "Is it to be theoretical or historical? Flint laments
thefactthathodmanystudleshavebea\contmtedwﬂhmere
historical explanahms of. events rather ﬂsan explaining someﬂ\ing
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Cross-temporal research may be classified into three primary

types (Skocpol & Somers, 1980). The relationship of these types of
research are depicted in Figure 1.

Concerned with

explanations Theory/ themes applied

to esch case'

Commo

Bounded

_Generalizations  Themes
ek e Comparasons made Conirast-Odeatad
Comparative History acrogs case Comparative History

Figure 1. Triangle of comparative history resea_rch

Parallel Comparative  History studies emphasise theory

" development. Case histories are juxtaposed to. demonstrate and
illustrate, NOT TEST, the theory. Case histories are selected on the
basmofhowweﬂ&\eyﬂlustrateﬂ‘\epomisbemgmademﬂ\e
description of the theory. 'Ihts:sﬁteopposxteof"gmundedﬂ\eoxy'

Contrast-Oriented Comparative History studies are skeptical
of generalized theories. Nevertheless, theory does creep into their
accounts by means of "common themes".

By developing unbroken accounts of the unique histories of
different societies, these studies are able to show how the different
as in a particular society interrelate. They show the continuity
mp::tcsultural system over time. Although the dependent and
independent variables are never explicitly distinguished in these

studies, they do provide a full, holistic, rich, chronolog:cal account of,‘

a society.

*bounded * and attempt to validate hypotheses.
These studies recognizeﬁ\drlinﬂ&uonincmtrol. Controlled

Macm-Analyhc Comparative History studies suggest
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compansonsmneverfullypossible Socnehéscdrmotbebrokenmto ]

Each of these types of cro

oll-uerby elmhngeachotl'ler‘senmhases Cmtrast-Orientedstud:ies

Macro-Analyhcappmachnsabhtodrawtestable_h 2
on the Contrast-Oriented work. ‘Finally, the hypoﬂ'lesés suggested
andlesledbytheMacm—Annlyhcstud:ma;edevelopedmtoge:ma]
bytheparallelapproad\.Seangmz. .

Flgm 2. Cycle of lranail:mns in compa.raﬁve history mesea!t:h

" 'For example in“a’ cmss—hzmpora], qua]itahve ~stlidy,
Barrington Moore, Jr. (1966) " traced ‘the* ﬂelaﬁc)nélhp .
revolutions and democratic ‘social structures; ' Moore ‘notéd “the
hangesmpowerof&neehﬁecluaandmihepeasmtclassﬂs%ﬂas
the rise of the middle class. “The structural cl’h“ng&s resulhed m,
were the result of revolution. Using" historical “documentations,
Moore analyzed social change in England, Fratme,ﬂ\eUmhedShtes
China, Japan, and India. He concluded ﬂ'lat thete Were ﬁ'ﬁ% Toutes
to the modern world: i

(1) the capitalist, parliamentary, democr&fy route (Ug ‘GB, Fr)'




(2) the capitalist, fascist route (Ger, Jap);and . .
3) theoommustmme(USSR,Gnm) fat. ..

India_represents a potential fourth mute Moore mcludes and'
appendnx entitled . "A Note on Slatlbhcs and Conservah__
phy" whmndem;ibedhmmseamhmemods

1. THEROLEOF QUALITATIVE METHODS IN,
COMPARATIVE RESEARCH ,

A. 'llnl)evelopmentof(;munded

naﬁ.wwm sSonk b favd aidet
mmmmbmmmhae
mdmhm unnfmeofcodeuthhtwe
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data is to re-design and reintegrate one's ‘théoretical nohmen_Glaser
& Strauss (1967) refer to the Iater use as the @nshnt Comparatwe
Method. ~ They described two steps in’ the codmg stage of “the
Constant Comparative Method. " ' -
First, categories of analyms must be dev:lsed mto wl'uch each
incident may be placed. To do this, each incident must be compared
with all other incidents to note similarities and d1Fferences i
Having established the dlfferent categories, a label (whether a
name, number, letter, etc.) must be placed on ‘each one. Fach
mc1de1‘|t is then Iabeled uSmg thé label names denved For wu.h
' Becker & Geer (1960) recommend three cauhons
observed in the coding | process
1) Codes should be inclusive.
@3] Codes should be by incidents; they ‘should be eii:her compiete

verbal expressions ' of an attitude or complete act by an mdxv:dual
or gt'oup

3) Codes should be settlements in whlch the msxdents dwell
(Popenoe, 1983 406)."

recorttmend that the researcher should record a mremo on ti'le 1deqs ;
which were generated by ‘the coding process. The ‘¢oding process
may generate theoretical properties for the categories observed. This
is a time for md1v1dual reﬂectxon and tea.m dlscussmn B oo o e

C.  The Compa:atlve Method As Qualitative Research
~'Although’ Popenoe (1977 21) argues that “C'omparahve
analers:snotaspecml uem1tse]fbutapart1cu1aru > of
existing research techniques”, Ragin (1981) states hlS case
specific methodology of com twe reeearch : He f&]s that becagse
the comparative ‘method is a ‘1ogi d, it‘is’

(qualitative) method. For him, e comparatlve method is ‘used |

ascertain - the ' different configurations of - condlhms ’Eha#z are
responsible for parl:cu]ar somal phenomena Accordmg fo hiin, fhl,s
(1) "ﬂ'\e comparative method does not work samples "of
populatidnis but with’ a]l reTevani mstanpes of the pheno:ilenm of

interest; and




(2) the explanations that. result from applications of the comparativk
method are_ not . probab:]:stxc explanations; rather, ey .
_ determinate explanations because every instance of a par
' phenomenon is taken into account" (Ragm, 1981: 111) o
r ...He argues that ﬂ\e comparatlve method is supenor to the
. slahstlcal methodm Ver: mportantxespects __—
(‘I) in the stahshcal method each relevant condltlon is exammed in
‘an additive manner (ie. the statlstlcal method is vanable based),.
mmefom, it is dlfﬁcult to use for a study of the consequenc&s of
different conﬁgurahons of condltlons (i.e. case based studies);
(2) applications of the com comparative method produce explamhons
that account for every instance of a i :
thetefo:e the comparative method is we]l-smted for use in bmldmg
new theories and in synthesizing existing theones,_

(3)  the comparative method does not require a random sample; so
theboundarmofacompamtweexarmnahonaresetby&le
"mveehgatortofamﬂmnzelumselfmm ﬂlecasésrelevanttotlm

HL LIMITATIONS OF COMPARATIVE QUALITATIVE
RESEARCH
Compamhve meﬂwdplogy has a. number of hxmtatlons, mcludmg:
ning: given ﬂmenormous variation in social
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another language. The real limitation of this method results when an
item simply cannot be translated into the local language because the
meaning of the question or item is not present in e local language.

It is important therefore to remember that the variability in
meaning from language to language of similar words can cloud the
meaning of observational interview data and make cross-cultural
comparison difficult or even invalid.

In terms of cross-temporal éompamtive qualitative research,
eachofﬁ\eﬂueema]ortypeshasﬂsownunquesﬂvengthsand
limitations. Thepara]lelapproachlsabietogenerate but not
validate, theory. Since the juxtaposition of numerous case histories
cannot strengthen the validation of theories, parallel researchers run
the risk of being overly repetitive without any real gain.’

Researchers using the Content-Oriented approach are very
sceptical of the validity of scientific theories as applied to cross-
temporal data. They are also sceptical about the prospects for
developing any macrolevel explanatory generalizations.
Nevertheless, those applying this approach often infuse implicit
theoretical explanations into their case accounts. This happens by
posing common themes or questions to provide ﬁ\e framework for

the case accounts.

Macro-Analytic studies attempt to validate causal hypotheses
about cross-temporal cases. The problem is that controlled
comparisons are nearly impossible since societies cannot be divided
into component variables. Furthermore, hlstory rarely provides
exactly the cases needed for controlled comparisons )



e

REFERENCES i,

Ackerknecht, E H (1954) " On the Comparahve Method " in
- Anthropology (m Spencer, R.. F. (ed.) Method _and
- Perspechve in Anthropoiogy Umvermty of aneso’m Ptess
'Anderskl Stanislar. (1965). The Use§ of Comparative Sociology.
Berrol, E.D, and O. Homes. (1952).. Survey and Area Approaches to

.......

hlmmahonal Commumcatlon “Res ar Public  Op ion
— Quarterly, 16 5&7.78 <, £ T’j.“_ o
_Carter, R E., Jr. "An Experunent in Value Measurement. American

2 SoaologmalRevxele 156-63. ' '
' Etz.lom, Arnatm and Frederic L. Dubow (eds) (1970) Compa.ratwe
.'_ Perspectlve Theqry and Methods Boston: Little & Brown.
Evms—Pmr.hard, EE. et al. (1954) The Instltutlon of anjﬁve
.. . Society. FmePress New York.
_Flmt, ]ohn nd. (1980) A Handbook for Historical Socmloglsts
: tof Soaology, Suny, Bmghamton .
_Glaser Bamey G. and Anselm Strauss (1967). The Dlscovery of
: Grounded Theory Sirateg1es for Quahtatlve Reseamh Chlcago,
" Aldine Pubhshmg Company '
Marsh, Robert M. (1967)., Comparahve Socwlogy New York. Brace
~and World
Moore, Bamngton Jr (1966) Soc1a1 Ongms of chtators}up and
. Democracy: Lord and Peasant in the making of fhe modem
world. Beacon Press, Boston.
. Popenoe, David. (1983). ‘Urban Scale and the Quahty of C'ommumty
Life: A Swedish Community Companson Sociological Inquiry,
53 No 4: 404-418.

Powdermaker, Hortense. (1966). Stranger and Friend, the Way of an
Anthropologist W.W Norton & Company, N. York.

Ryan, Bryce. (1957) The Application of Anthropological Knowledge

~ to modern mass society, A Sociologist's view, Human

Organization, XV. p. 33.

Umoh, John O. (1985). The social Role of the Church: Alienation or
Mediation?, Unpublished Ph.D Dissertation, South Dakota State

Umvers1ty, U.S. A. "




