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ABSTRACT This anticle addresses the isswe of gender and
women's invisibility, The first section considers traditional

anthropalogical approaches 1o gender. The second section’

illastrates how feminist historians have anempeed to reveal
processes of exclusion, The third section looks a1 the links
hetween feminest historiography and the obpective of theSub-
alrern Siediesscholars, namely, the reconsinuction of the past
from the reconsinacied perspectives of thase “hidden from
history.” This is followed by a crifical assessment of the col-
lective's expressed am, illustrated from a range of contribu-
tian, and wath specific referesce w gender

Recent years have seen the proliferation of
critical feminist challenges to the assumed invis-
ibility of women, especially in relation to “devel-
opmeni’' and anthropological discourses. Inbis-
ibilivy and Power (1986), Leela Dube confronis
the issue of women's invisibility from a multi-di-
mensional perspective highlighting how invisihil-
ity is constructed by outside external agents (de-
velopment planners and anthropologists) and in-
siders, for whom, women's invisibility is embed-
ded in community and traditional culteral values,
Within the insiderfoutsider frames, women emerge

primarily as wives and mothers, largely,

marginalized from the spheres of politics and pro-
duction.

|

Prior to the emergence of a growing aware-
ness of gender relations in the mid to late 1970,
women were probably more visible inanthropol-
ogy than other social sciences, but this visibility
was circumscribed. From the ouiset, within an-
thropology, sex operated as an organizing princi-
ple which structured the analysis of kinship, fam-
ily and marriage. Within the village India context,
the underlying organizational mode was that of
the caste system, the mechanism whereby gender
was subsumed 1o a predominantly Hindu culture.
Anthropological studies of the 1960's and 1970°s
illustrate the point. The synchronic focus of the
myriad village India studies not only failed tocre-
ate a theoretical space for the analysis of conflict,

it also impeded the analysis of gender relations.
Within anthropological writings of this period,
women are constructed as gendered subjecis
through Hindu rituals and practices, which rein-
force their subordination and invisibility within a
patriarchal system. Two classic examples of this
practice are found in the respective analyses of
(Dumont, 1970) and (Srinivas, 1962). In both
instances, gender issucs are absent, and the only
references o women are in relation 1o pollution
and formal ritual rules governing marriage. In
the precccupation withendogamy and hypergamy,
women are defined only in relation to men and
throwgh the Brahmanical canon. Dumont is inter-
ested in Hindw religious law defined through the
sacred texts, Hence: A menstruating (or pre-pu-
bertal) woman my not mount her hushand's fu-
neral pyre, she must wait for four days and the
final bath (she would have to bathe in any case
before burming herself alive )" (1970 §8), and “ A
menstruating woman may not cook for her fam-
ily" (91). In adiscussion of secondary marriage,
Dumont alerts his readers o what he sees as the
liberating® effects of primary marriage in which
certain women (eg the Nayar women of Malabar)
areritually married to gods, objects, fruits or plants
(1970 : 161). In his early work, M_N, Srinivas
does not depart significantly from this perspec-
tive informing, withoutcritical comment, that: A
wife who shows utter devotion of her husband is
held up as an ideal” (1962 : 47). This idealized
model of womanhood informs his observation that
“A woman's hope is 1o predecease her hushand
and thus avoid becoming a widow™ and A wife is
entitled to half the religious merit earned by her
husband by fasting, praying and penance™(47).
In her introduction to Women in fndian  Saci-
ety (1996), the second volume of five in the So-
cial Structure and Change series in honour of
M.M. Srinivas, Karuna Chanana contends that
Srinivas’ laterwork reflects the gradual emergence
ofaposition which acknowledges the significance
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of gender as a key variable in anthropology. No
reference is made by Chanana to his early work
and the way in which womanhood is constituted in
accordance with the then prevailing male anthro-
pological arthadoxy. Certainly, by 1978, Srinivas
had modified his ideas, and, anchoring his analy-
sis within the division of labour, he demonstrates
how women of different social strata contribuied
o productive work within a patriarchal rural
economy. Theoverall framework of Srinivas® 1978
analysis, however, is what he perceives as the tran-
sition from tradition to modernity what, inhis esti-
mation, enables women to move from one struc-
tural and cognitive frame of reference to another.*

I

Identifying women's visibility is now a major
precceupation of academic feminists and activists,
Feminist historians are in the forefront of this
project, highlighting how women have been ex-
cluded as actors and authors of history, their voices
muted (Chakravarti and Roy, 1988). Chakravarti
{Sangari and Vaid, 1990) considers the way in
which beliefs about the status of women in the past,
derived from both formal historical narratives and
popular myth, are transmitted, internalized and
reconstituted over time. Hence, nationalist wril-
ers, reacting against the colonial view of the sub-
jugaied Indian woman, idealized the Aryan god-
dess : the enduring Sita, the glorious Lakshmibai,
the loyal Savitri. The eultural encounter hetween
India and England structured the context in which
a predominantly Hindu, nationalist male middle
class reconstituted a female identity - in contrast
with the prevalent colonial conceptions of West-
ern (modernized) women - in which the idealized
Aryan woman of the Vedic period emerged as the
dominant model of the female past. By the late
nineteenth century, the Vedic dasi was relegated
tothe mists of time, rejected as a legitimate objeci
of historical research,

Chakravarti's analysis coincides with and com-
plements that of Sumanta Banerjee (Sangari and
Yaid, 1990). Both authors share the common aim
of the Recasting Women collection editors for
whiom an immanent conception of patriarchy, in
which every aspectof reality is gendered, provides
the starting point for making sense of the histori-
cal processes which structured patriarchal systems
incolonial India. Banerjee seeks torediscover the
lost female voice, tracing the popular cullure of
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Bengali women - expressed through poems, songs
and drama - marginalized in nineteenth century
Bengal by colonialists and the Bengali male elite,
Running concurrently, but diverging from the
dichotomized colonial construction of worman-
hood (subjugated Indian womenfindependen
educated western women), the Bengali bhadr
alok engaged in initiating and framing female
cultural emancipation within arevitalized Wedic
contextin which the robust authentic products of
popular female culture were denied legitimacy.

One other instance of the way in which patri-
archy permeates state and civil society, consti-
tuting and upholding patriarchies for different
classes and in different historical conjunctures,
is explored in Lata Mani's (Sangari and Vaid,
1990 analysis of the discursive aspecis of ihe
sani debate. Mani's approach is to decode three
texts representing three separate and distinctive
threads or discourses - the official colonial; the
Hindu reformisi or indigenous progressive (as-
sociated with the Bengal Renaissance revivalist
reformers such as Rammohan Roy who chal-
lenged the orthodox interpretation of Viedic texts
on sati); and the Hindu wraditionalist or indig-
enous conservative, In Mani's reconstruction,
the colonial emphasis on the centrality of scrip-
ture 1o Indian society - in itself an Orientalist shift
from & variegated popular oral tradition - struc-
tured the terrain on which the san debate wok
place. Since the domain of tradition was located
within Brahmanical scriptures, the debate cen-
tred on seriptural interpretation. Within this con-
text, the three books selecied by Mani - 1) the
1818 letter of the Superintendent of Police
{Walter Ewar)to the Judicial Department; 2) the
Bengali Rammohan Roy's 1830 tract in favour
of abolition; 3) the petition to the Governor Gen-
eral opposing the regulation - constituted three
distinct scriptural representations. The real sub-
ject, worman, is removed from the historical stage:
excluded as actor and author (Chakravani and
Roy, 1988). Women - whether acquiescent or
resistant - are portraved only through male dis-
course structured through the polarity of heroine
or victim,

This discursive perspective {see Gayatri
Spivak, 1988) focuses on analyzing different
(male)sati discourses, while acknowledging the
absent female voice, The colonial discourse
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(while men saving brown women from brown
men and the traditionalists’ discourse (the women
actually wanted 1o die) deny the female (object of
the discourses) a discursive location as acting
agent, For Spivak, the colonial discourse onsan
is part of & system of representations that form the
reality of India. In this sense, colonialism is not
merely territorially determined, but is a subject-
constituting project (Spivak, 1985). Within the

colonial discourse on saf the woman 15 con-

structed as an object of slaughter; the eternal vic-

tim, an object tobe saved, by the enlightened civi-
lized colomisers, from the bestiality of Hinduism.
The femnale subject is denied a subject position.
Shecannotspeak. She is represented through male
discourse - and is thus the site of an ideclogical
battleground - in which others speak for her. In-
tervening between colonialist and traditionalists,
the Bengal Enlighieners' discourse is the
colonialists’ representation of the noble
Hindu. For Spivak, the sar is caught between
impenalist and indigenous patriarchy. Her voice
15 lost and cannol be retrieved from the silence of
history. Asasubject, she can now only be consti-
uted through positions accommodated within
contending patnarchal discourses.”

I
For the editors and contributors of (Recasting

Women, 19901, a feminist historiography

reappraises and reconstitutes historiography. 1t
confronts and deconstructs the dominant male
orthodoxies : colonialist and naticnalist. Here, the
stated objective coincides with that of the Subal-
tern Studies scholars in the six volumes (1982 -
19897 edited by Ranajit Guha, The initial intel-
lectual inspiration underlying the subaliern project
is Guha's critique of colonialist (Orientalist), na-
tionalist (elitisty, and Marxist {(western) dis-
courses. The critique of Marxism is directed ai
that Eurocentric variant which denies theoretical
space to peasants, nomadic and pastoral tribes,
outcastes, and those on the margin of society
{Brass, 1991}, Forthe contributors to the project,
the common mim 1s a shared focus on the recon-
struction of the past from reconstructed perspec-
tives of those *hidden from history’. The objec-
tive, is the production of an history from below
through the identification of an emergent subal-

tern consciousness absent in both colonialistand

nationalist historical narratives. Inthe Preface 1o

violume I, Guha sets the agenda for the series speci-
fving the promotion of asystematic and informed
discussion, of subaltern themes in the field of
South Asian studies ( 1982 : vii) in the interest of
rectifying the clitist bias characteristic of much
researchand academic work in this particular area
(vii). The term “subaltern”™ equated with ‘infe-
rior rank’. is deployed as a nomenclature for the
general attribute of subordination whether ex-
pressed in “lerms of class, caste, age, gender and
office or in any other way” (vii). Following
Gramsci, "‘Wores on Malian History.” subordina-
tiom is perceived as aconstitutive element in a bi-
nary relationship in which the other constitutive
element is dominance, consequently, “subaltern
groups are always subject to the activity of ruling
groups, even when they rebel and rise up’
(Gramsci, 1971 0 55). Guha's introductory com-
meents frame the agenda for the senes, and within
this article [ shall explone the commitment o the
expressed aim with reference 1o gender.

Despite Gayairi Spivak's endorsement of the
subaltern groups “scrupulous consideration of
women' (volume [V} the acteal evidence is less
compelling. Certainly, as Veena Das claims, the
subaltern scholars are concerned to displace west-
ern anthropologists and historians as subject of
discourse in favour of the subaltern as subject of
history but, in the main, the subaltern is male and
rural. The subaltern project entails a shift away
from the centrality of labour in general, and the
proletariat in particular. In emphasizing the man-
ner in which predominanily rural male subalierns
engage with forms of domination eg law, burcauc-
racy, police, medicine etc., the contributors un-
doubtedly challenge traditional anthropological
perspectives on tribes and castes. Instances of fe-
mile suballern encounters with power are few, as
are indications of gender awareness on the part of
many contributors. There are significant excep-
tions which warrant consideration,

In a discussion of land rights and social op-
pression in Bihar 1947 - 1978, Arvind Das (vol-
ume I1, 1983) introduces atheme taken up by femi-
nists,* namely, the sexual exploitation of dalit
women by nich peasants and landlords. From 1967
omwards in Nema village (Patna District) there
were struggles by mainlydalit landless labourers
and poor peasants over the right 1o a minimum
wage. Against this backdrop, the rape of women



by landowners and police was so widesproad thai
village girls had difficulty in finding husbands,
In one ol only three chapters inthe six volumes on
urban labowr, Dipesh Chakrabary {valume 1,
1983, writing on jule workers in Calcutia 1890-
1940, illustrates how the Government of Bengal
and the jute mill owners conspired o inhibil the
internalization of the notion of equality before the

law and formal freedom of contract by the mi-

grant meral jute workers. Working conditions in
the jute mills were not obhjeets of Governmem
knowledge. Rules were lax, and linde value was
attribuied (o worker's lives. Workers were vie-
tims of numerous accidents. Women died when
lonse-fitting clothing caught in the machinery.
The Das and Chakrabarty chapters in volume
114 1983) certainly illustrate the subordination of
women in unequal binary relationships of power,
and the gender sensitivity of the two authors, Wha
is unclear, however, is whether there is any sug-
gestion in the documentary sources that women
actively engaged with the particular forms of
domination. s there, for the women, a *moment
ofrebellion’? How, if atall, is it constituted? The
‘moment of rebellion’, however, is central to
Chakrabarty’s analysis of trade unions (volume
11} in the Calcutta jute mines between 1920 and
1950, in which he analyses the role of a woman -

Prabhabati Das Gupta- in the leadership of the.

1929 sirike. Das Gupta was a young Bengali
woman committed to the interests of the working
classand, as akey leader of The Bengal Jute Work-
er's Union, she was able to effectively organize
the workers in strike action, Das Gupta's consid-
erable influence on the workers was not so much
a consequence of organizational skill, but rather
her inspirational capacity to ignite and sustain
miass action at the *moment of rebellion’.

David Arnold’s analysis of peasant conscious-
ness and peasant action during the Madras fam-
ine 18376- 1878 (volume [T effectively intcgrates
the gender dimension in relation to rain-making
ceremonies,” relief, prostitution, leoting and sui-
cide. In many small town disturbances rural la-
bourers, frequently dalits, joined with other sub-
alterns in looting grain stores. In one instance in
December 1876 in the market town of
Kalladaikurichi (Tirunelveli District) between

400 to SO0 people, women included, looted stores.”

For Arnold, the crisis of famine is seen as a win-
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dow on subaltern consciousness and action. As
famine conditions become more acuie, however,
any apparent village solidarity collapses: reciproc-
iy crumbles under conditions founded not on
muiual exchange bul inequality.

Mot until valume Y. following Spivak's vol-
uine I'V endorsement - ironically, the first contri-
bution by a woman - does gender emerge as asig-
nificant theme. Even here, Spivak remains the
sole female contributor to the series. Paralleling
Arnold’s analysis of struggles in Madras, David
Hardiman explores the role of women in Bhil pro-
tests againsirising prices and grain shomages dur-
ing the 1899 famine in Eastern Gujarat. Arnold’s
own contribution focuses on the 1E96 - 900
plague in the Bombay Presidency. Extending
Fouwcault’s analogy between prison and hospital
tothe colonial context, Arnold emphasizes the im-
portance of isolation in the interests of control,
reform, and cure. Certainly, Foucaull's delinea-
tion of scparation and enclosure - in mainlaining
control and upholding power differentials - is
manifested in a variety of colonial locations and
forms. In Amold's analysis, the plague dramatized
the importance of the boady - the body of the colo-
nized - as site of the conflict between colonial
power and indigenous politics. Indian and colo-
nial perceptions of the plague administration re-
flected astruggle over control of the indigenous
body, and the power of the rulers in controlling
that body., The predominant western perception
of the hospital as a disease free, sanitized envi-
ronment was at variance with the Indian percep-
tion of ‘a place of pollution, contaminated by
blood and fasces, and ransgressing norms of caste,
religion, and purdah’ (1987:62). The *moment of
rebellion” occurred on October 29th 1896 when
around 1,000 mill-hands anacked Bombay's
Arthur Road hospital afier a woman worker,
suspected of plague, was forcibly admitted. In
this example, the degradation of the woman at the
hands of the authorities was a poignant symbolic
expression of the degradation of acolonized peo-

le.
: The Foucauldian influence is also evident in
Ranajit Guha's accountof “Chandra’s Death' (vol-
ume V), in which a specific event is approached
through the analysis of the official construction
of documentary narratives, and in which the con-
fession is seen as an expression of relations of
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power and control (Doty, 1996), Guha's recon-
struction of events are based on an incident oc-
curring in Bengal, in which a woman (Chandra)
dicd following an abortion, in the year 1849
(Bengali year 1255). Chandra’s death was inad-
vertently procuned by her sister who, inevidence,
recounted obtaining, prepanng and administer-

ing the fatal dose of medicine in the expectation

of precipitating the abortion. Ironically Chandra,
awidow impregnated and abandoned by herlover,
was killed by the very act aimed at saving her from
a living death as social cutcast. Guha's rendition
of the episode, in which the feckless lover de-
manded that the termination take place, exempli-
fes the subordination of women (o patriarchal
structures of law, family, and religion. As Veena
Das (Volume Y1) has noted, Guha's exploration
of the judicial discourse is illustrative in depict-
ing patriarchal assertion over the female
subject(s). Ultimately, no guiltis attributed to the
lower, while the female relatives' supporiive act
is deemed criminal,

Spivak (Volume V'), in a heady theoretical pot
pourri incorporating Foucault, Derrida, Barthes,
Lacan, Marx, Gramsci and others, engages in a
reconstructivist lilerary representation of a work,
Standayini { Breast Giver), written by the Bengal

woman writer Mahasweta Deviand translated by .

Spivak. Standayini is a poignant account of
Jashoda the professional mother who, having sec-
coured some [ifty children, died of breast cancer.
In Mahasweta Devi's original story, Standeayini is
a parable of decolonized India, an allegory of In-
diaesploited and abused by the very classes sworn
io proicct her. Spivak doesn’tmuch like this alle-
gorical interpretation, favouring her own narra-
tive in which Jashoda is the subaltern constituted
as gendered subject. In this reconstructed account
adense posl-modernist analysis is interpolated by
Marx' distinction between use value/exchange
value (the milk produced for one's own children/
the milk produced lor exchange) and necessary
labour/surplus labour (production for one's own
children/production for the children of the mas-
ier's family). Here, Spivak’s plea that *Marxian
and feminism must become persistent intermup-
tions of each other' (104 is less than convincing.

Volume V1 of Subaltern Studies was the final”

work edited by Guha, and in hischapter on ‘Domi-
nance Withoul Hegemony ..., " heexplores power

incolonial India through the interaction of domi-
nance and subordination. For Guha, dominance!
subordination is arelation constituted by compo-
nents whose idioms - order and Damda are de-
rived from twodistinct paradigms of political cul-
ture {British, and pre-colonial Indian). The pre-
colonial Indian idiom Danda - an ensemble of
power, authority and punishment, deriving from
the laws of Manu - is identified with the king and
the male. It is a manifestation of divine will in
state affairs, and exercised through the entitlement
of landlords over tenants, panchayars, and pairi-
archal moral codes. On one level, the introduc-
tion by Guha of gender in the context of Hindu
mythology, coincides with the discussions found
in Dumont and carly Srinivas, However, Guha's
ohjective is quite different in that he introduces
gender in order o illustrate, as with the myths of
krishna and the gopis (milkmaids) of ¥Vraj, the
primacy of the male in the sexual politics of a pa-
triarchal society. The gopis are denied any inde-
pendent sexual pleasure, their role is merely 10
nurture and please their lord. Women's inherent
nature thereby transcends eroticism and is ex-
pressed, through the ideology of submission and
subordination, in acts of unguestioning devotion.
This takes us straight hack 1o the Brahmanical ide-
alized view of appropriate wifely behaviour re-
corded, without critical comment, inthe works of
early Srinivas and Dumont,

There is acurrent fashion amongst certain post-
modernist feminists tocriticize the work of femni-
nist activisis on gender and the represeniation of
women. This tendency is exemplified in Julie
Stephens” strange contribution (*Feminist, Fic-
tions : A Critique of the Category Non-Western
Woman in Feminist Writings on India’) to vol-
ume VI which, as Susie Tharu {volume Y1) ob-
serves, “‘degenerates intoa moral stick 1o beat femi-
nists' (p. 131). Stephens, indeconsiructivist mode,
i5at great pains to demonstrate that feminism col-
lides and colludes with the discourse of
Orientalism." Both nationalist (exemplified by
Kishwarand Yania {eds), 1984)and non-nation-
alisi (exemplified by Omvedt, 1980) variants are
singled out for attack.. Both sets of authors ap-
parently engage in stereotyping the women whose
voices they seek to represent. The nationalists,
by portraying and endorsing amythic idealized view
of Indian womanhood; and the non-nationalist by



drawing a picture of the militant, ribal activist
kreaking through police lines. Stephens claims
that both approaches, viadirect speech, are stiruc-
tured toconform toatrue feminist consciousness.
Indian women, elite and subaliern, have become
ohjects of leminists' gaze, and feministsare "blind

Lo their own image making” (p. 93). The two per-.

spectives constitute the female subject (Indian
women ) in different ways, Inthe non-nationalist
depiction of Omyvedt, middle class women are
denied an autonomous role in history ; they are
somichow less authentic, less "subjecis intheir own
right than tribals, peasants, or women from urban
slums' (p. 107). Well! This seems a rather ex-
traordinary critigue from a contributor 1o aseries
in which the expressed aim is w privilege subal-
tern groups, Of course, as Guha proclaims in the
Preface ( Volume 1), the term subaltern is used in
the series as a general attribute of subordination
whether expressed ‘in terms of class, caste, age,
gender and office or inany other way®, Nonethe-
less. non-elite women are subject 1o greater de-
grees of subordination precisely because of their
abjective location in intersecting structures of eco-
nomic, political. cultural and sexual power. Here,
Stephens seems o have problems incomprehend-
ing areality in whichtribal and low casie women
are engaged in ongoing toil, and stroggles - and 1
ammnot simply talking barnicades - of one form or
another against their multi-layered oppression. Ul-
timately, the writer, as subject, does mediate be-
vwieen the investigated subject and the text, This
applics to Spivak. Stephens and other
deconstructivisis as itdoes to those associated with
Manushi and Omvedt. However, Manushi and
Omved: - inspite of their differences - view femi-
nism not simply as a discourse, but as a vehicle
forchange. Inthis, they stand apart from Stephens.

Omvedi’s early work We Wil Smash This
Prizon ; Indian Women in Struggle (19800 pro-
vides Swephens with what she see as a prime ex-
ample of the assumed Fallacy in which the femi-
nist leftclaim o speak for ‘real woman'. Atasub-
stantive level, Stephens succeeds in misrepresent-
ing Omvedt’s portrayal of Indian women as ex-
clusively slum dwellers,adivasis, andfor peasants,
First, Omvedt interacted with a variety of Indian
women engaged in protest activity and radical
politics in Maharashtra including : agricultural
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labourers, urban workers, college studenis, bank
employees, some of whom were Brahmans{ 1930
:5). Secondly, Omvedtis cautious |y circumspect
abouwt the level of political organization underly-
ing women's activism identifying, in the case of
middie class women (students and employees), a
Hack of solidarity and the absence of a common
perspective’ (p. 163): and in the case of working
class and rural women, alack ol independent grass
roots organizations, Thirdly, Omvedi acknowl-
edges that the women with whom she interacted
were nat typical i.e. were neither representative
of a generahzed category of Indian womanhood,
nor randomly selecied. They were, as she indi-
cates ( 1980 : 5) women (rom an areawith astrong
rradition of revolt, who were involved in cregani-
zation and protest activity, This is the sense in
which their voicesaee authentic., Siephens” analy-
sis mirrors that of Spivak (1988) for whom
Omwedt 15 charactenzed as, the radical activist
investigating subject. unable 1o transcend her own
positionality. For both Siephens and Spivak the
narrative {(of India women) i1s reconstrucied o
conform to & “true feminist consciousness’
(Stephens). The subaliern cannot speak. Intrue
Foucauldian style, the articulation of the  wom-
en's voice is a product of the author function : the
author manages the discourse. One major proh-
lem with thistype of analysis, highlighted in Susic
Tharu’s critique of Stephens, is that ideology as
expression of class interest gives way o 2 notion
of ideology that is discursively produced andthat
production. in the case of Omved!'s works, is sub-
ject o simplistic caricature and parody. What is
entirely missed is the acknowledgement that
Omvedtand myriad other feminisis illustrate how
women, from different back grounds. engage with
forms of domination,

The depiction of women's engagement with
forms of domination plays no central role in the
Subaltern Studies project, vel Slephens is pecu-
liarly silent about the analysis of gender in that
context. What is surprising, then, is the cagemess
of Stephens to critique feminists while failing 1o
address and assess the gender dimension of the
series. My aim in this piece, is w0 redress the bal-
ance by beginning 1o explore the approaches (o
the general attribute of subordination (Guha, vol-
ume [, vii) with specific reference 1o gender,
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MOTES

Examples include : Bakker, 1994; Elsoned, 1991;
Jahan, 19405; Kabeer, 19494; Scott, 1995,
Anearly excepiion, which acknowledges the very
significant role of women in production, 15 that
of Boserup, 1970,
Analternative perspective is depicted inthe film,
San, by the Bengal director Apama Sen. Here,
the ritual marmage (1o a tree) of a handicapped
worman, Lukes place in the interests of the family
ecconomy and religrous proprety.

Variations on the tradition/modernity, sanskriti
satipnwesternization themes abound in the lit-
erature {eg ; Miller 1975, Singh 1977, Kolenda
1986}, For a modified version, rejecting the as-
sumption that the acquisition of modern valees
and education enhance women's freedom and in-
dependence, see Laddle and Joshi 1986, The ob-
servation they make, which alse emerges in
Sharma 1980 and Diesai 1996, is that within the
maodernity frame, women remain subordinated
1o patriarchal structures of dominance in which
the patriarchal family appropriates the social sta-
tus of the women's profession for the purpose of
enhancing its own position.

Spivak, along with many contemporary intellec-
tuals, including feminists, is influenced by
Foucault 1972, 1978, on discourse.

Dorothy Stein 1982 has also analyzed tradit-
ionalists and modemizers in the safi debate, via
Ram Mohan Roy's 1818 pamphlet which as-
sumed the form of a fictional debate betweesn
advocate and opponent of the practice. Unlike
Mani and Spivak, Stein portrays the women s
exclusively as viclims,

Translated from “subaliema’ and drawn from
Antonio Gramsei's analysis of the role of subor-
dinate classes in hegemonic rule (see Prisen
Mareboaks, 1971)

See, for instance; Mics, 1976, 1983 Omwvedt,
1978; Everett, 1986, Other works - including
that of the Siree Shakee Sanghatara, 1989;
Custers, 1987; Chew, 1991 - focus on the role of
women in rural uprnsings,

In relation to rain-making ceremonies, Armold
describes the reversal of the conventional gen-
derroles ina ceremony inwhich women washed
and held the plough (1984 : 73).

Within the colonial context, the control of dis-
cursive space (¢g, Government acts regulating
relwtions between employers and servanis) rein-
forced the control over physical space. Dunng
the struggle for independence from British rule
in Kenya, a villagization programime was iniro-
duced. Freedom fighters and sympathizers were
sent o detention camps, and trenches were dug

around villages to maintain their isolation (see
Dioty, 1996).

11, Thenotion of Crientalism has been discussed at
length elsewhere (Said, 1978; Turner, 1978;
Inden, 19940 etc). In Said’s original analysis, the
discourse of Orientalism was essentially a dis-
course of power - generated by Orientalist schiol-
ars, #ocial theonsts and colonial administratos -
which characterized a sei of social, economic,
and political relationships between Europe and
the colonies.

REFERENCES

Amadd, [, 1984, “Famine in Peasant Consciousness and Pesas-
ant Action. Madras, 1876 - 8" in B, Guha (ed), Subai-
rern Sradies, 111 New Delhi - Oxford University Press,

1987 “Touching the Body : Perspectives on the Indian
Flague, 1896 - | Yin B, Guha (ed), Subaltern Snud-
iex, W, Mew Delhi : Oxford Liniversity Press.

Bakker, I 19%4. The Strategic Silence ; Gender and Eca-
rvaic Policy, London ; Zed Books,

Banerpee, 5. 199 “Marginalization of Women's Pl:.pu]u
Culture in Minetesnth Century Bengal™ in K- Sangan
and 5. Vaid (eds), Recasfing Women © Exsays in fedian
Colonial History, Mew Jersey | Rutgers University Press

Baoserup, E, 1970, Women = Role in Economic Developmens,
Loadon @ S1 Martins.

Brass, T. 1991, “Moral Economists, Subaliemns, Mew Sockal
Movemenis and the (Re-) Emergence of a (Post-) Mod-
eraised {Middle) Peasant”™, The Jowrnal of Peasant S
fes, 18 (X): 173 - 204,

Chakrawarti, U. 159%0. “Whatever Happenad to the Vedic
Dyrst P Owrienialisom, Mationalismand a Scripd far the Past™
in K. Sangari and 5. Vaid {eds) Recosting Women © Ex-
says in fadian Colvaial History, New Jersey © Ruigers
University Press.

—_and Ry, K. 198%. “In Search of Our Past | A Review of
the Limitations and Possibilities of the Historography
of Women in Early India”, Economic and Palitical
Weekdy, XXTII{18):2- 24,

Chanana, K. 1996, “inroduction” in AM, Shah, B 5,
Baviskar, E A, Ramaswamy (eds), Soctal Siruelure and
Eﬁuﬂg-r'l-ﬁ-'-lmrz.' Women in Indian Seciery, Mew Delhi:

age.

Chew, [, 1991 "Review Essay : Wamen's History and Peas-
ant Revolts - the Tebhoga and Telengana Sirugghes™,
Hulletin of Concerned Asiarn Scholars, 23 (1) : 61-67.

Custers, P 1987, Women in the Tebhaga Uprising © Bural
FPaor W and Bevl ry Lemdership PG - 47,
Calcutta ; Maya Prakash,

Cha.kﬂht'l.}-, L 1983 “Conditsens for Knowledge of Work-
ing-Clags Conditions : Employers, Government and the
Jute Workers of Calcuita, 1590 - 1940 in K. Guha
(ed), Subaltern Stadies, 11, Mew Delhi ; Oxford Univer-
sy Press.

. 1984, “Trade Unbons in a Hierarchacal Culture : The
Juie Workers of Caleuna, 1920 - 307 in R, Guha (ed),
m!ﬁrm Stwdier, 1, Mew Delhi : Oxford University

Das. AL 1983, “Agrarian Change from Above and Below -
Bihar 1847 - 78" in R, Guha (ed), Subaliern Studies, 11
Mew Delhi ; Oxford University Press




8

Desai, M. 1996, "Women's Employmend and their Famalial
Role in India™ in & M, Shah, B.5, Baviskar, E A
Ramaswamy (eds), Sociel Siowciare and Clnge Vol
e 2 Wi in Suctery, Mew Delhi : Sage.

Doy, R.L. 1996, Imperial Encounners, University of Minne-
sola Press.

Crabe, L. 1986, “Introduction’ in L. Dube, E. Leacock, 5.
Ardener (eds), Visibility and Power @ Extays on Wesmen
in Snciery and Developmeni, New Delhi - Oxford Uni-
wersily Press

Camont, L. 1970, Homo Hierorchicus - The Caste Sysremi
and irx lmplications, London @ Paladin.

Elson, I3, (ed) 1991, Mixle Bius in the Developrenl Process,
Manchester Universiny Press.

Everen, 1. 1986 “We Were in ihe Forefront of the Fight :
Feminisi Theory and Practice in Indian Grass-Rools
Movemends"”, South Axia Bulletin, W13 17 - 24,

Foucault, M. 1972, Archaenlogy of Knewledge, London:
Tawvistoek.

— 1977, Dvseqpline and Punish - The Birth of the Priton,
London : Allem Lane.

_ted) 1978, L Pierre Rivire. . . A Cose of Pareicide in
the 1th Century, London : Perguin.

Gramsci, &, 1971 Selecuons from the Pricon Nodebooks, -

edied and iranslated by ©). Hoare and G, Mowell Smith,
London : Lawrence and Wishari

Guha, R, 1982, “Preface” in K. Guba (ed) Subaliern Studies
1 Writings on Sourh Asian History and Soclery. New
Deelhi: O foed University Press.

1987 “Chandras Death”™ in R, Guha (ed} Subalwern
Seuclies V. New Delhi ; Oxford University Press,

—___. 1989, "Dominance Withou! Hegemony amd 113
Historiography™ in B. Guba (ed) Swbaliern Snedles VY,
Mew Delbi : Oxford University Press.

Hardiman, [0, 1987, “The Bhils and Shahukars of Eastern
Gujarai™ in B, Guha (ed.), Subelierd Stadies, Vol ¥,
Mew Delhi.

Liddle, ). and Joshi, B. 1986, Doughiers of fadependence ©
Geader, Caste and Clazy in fndia, Losdon : Zed Books.

Manmi, L. 1990, “Contentious Traditions : The Debate on Sai
i Colondal India™ in K. Sangan and 5. Vaid (eds), Re-
cariiag Wi | Exsaysin Indion Colanial Hisery, New
Jersey - Rutgers University Press,

Mies. M. 1976, “The Shahada Movement ; A Peasangs’ Move-

KATECURRIE

ment in bsharaskhirs”, The Jowraal of Peasont Studies,
Jdp 472 - 482

- 1983, “Landless Women Organize : Case Swady of an
Organization in Rueral Andhra™ Mamurhi, 3 (2) 0 2346

Miller, B, 1974, From Higrarchy e Straniloaton. New
[Belhi : Oxford University Press.

Cievwed, G, 1978, “Women and Baral Bevolr in India™, The
Jowrnal of Pearant Siwdies, 5(3) . 370 - 403,

- 15RO, We Wl Seiash this Pritow @ bidion Wiemen in
Struggile, London : Zed Books,

Said, E. 1978, Ovienralism, London @ Rowledge and Eegan
Paul.

Scon, C. 1995, Gender and Development : Retbinking M.
ermizaiion and Dependency Theory, Mew York © Lynne
Kiemmer.

Sharma, LI 1980, Wimen, Work and Propern n Moreth- West
Tadin, London : Tavistock,

Singh, Y. 1977 “The Changing Pamers of Social Swanfica-
tion in Imdaa™ in M. N, Srinivas et al, Dimeagions of Sa-
cial Change in India, Bombay © Allied Publichers.

Spivak. H. 1985, “Discussion : Subaltern Swudies :
Deconstructing History™ - in K. Guha (ed), Subaitera
Studies, 1V, Mew Delhi ; Oxford Universiny Press.

. 1987, A Lnerary Representation of the Subaliern :
Mahasweia Devi's Sunadayini™ in B, Guba (ed), Swb-
aitern Studies, W, Mew Delhi : Oxford University Press,

Srinivas, MM et al. 1962 Case in Modern Tnoia aad (iker
Ersayr, Bombay © Asia Publishing House,

Erinavas, M.N. 1978, The Changing Pusition of {ndiga
Wiarmen, Mew Delhi 2 Oxford University Press.

Seein, [, 1982, “W, io Bum : Sutiee a5 Mormanive Insi-
tstion”™ in J.P. Skarma ded), fndivideals oo Tdeus in
Muodern Indio, Calcutia : Firma KLM Pvr, Lid,

Swephens, J. 1989 “Feminkst Fictions - A Critigue of the Ca-
egory Mon-Western Women in Feminist Wrilirng-.son In-
dia® in B Gubia (ed), Subwltern Studies, W1, Mew Delhi
s O ford Uiniversity Press.

Suree Shokn Sanghotans. 1989, We Were Making Hisiry
Life Stories of Wivmen in the Telengany Feaple s Sreug-
ples, London : Zed Baaks.

Tharu, 5. 1589, “Response 10 Julie Siephens” in R, Guha
{ed), Subaltern Studier, V1, Mew Delhi : Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

Tumer, B, 1978, Marx ard the Ernd of Orienraliom, London
Allen and Unwin.




