
Keeping all this in mind, it may be stated that this article not only touches upon a subject of 
contemporary relevance, but also offers an interesting and innovative proposition for further 
research. I believe this would be a good read for political science students as well as for 
readers interested in understanding the ways in which manifestations of practical politics 
can be seen and analyzed through epistemological dimensions, embodied in political theory. 

- Anonymous
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Some comments on ‘Dehumanising the Dalit’

(Second Critical Response to Sanjeev Kumar “Dehumanising the Dalit: 
Understanding Lower Caste Alienation in India through the Gramscian Approach”)

This article on the history and current state affair of the Dalits, the lowest caste of  “outcasts”, 
“untouchables” in Hindu-dominated India from the perspective of Gramsci’s theory on 
hegemony and hegemonisation, is insightful and painful to read. It would be no surprise to 
me that its sensitive topic and perhaps controversial approach has prevented it to be 
published in India or elsewhere, until now—just like Sai Ramani Garimella’s paper on a 
closely related topic until it appeared in this journal’s Spring 2014 issue. For this reason alone, 
I recommend it to the reader, as it deserves to see the light of day (so to speak) and merits a 
serious scholarly debate and exchange of views. 

Nevertheless, I have some comments and suggestions which may be useful to the author, if 
he or she wishes to publish a new, updated and improved version of this article in the future 
(in this journal or elsewhere)—or intends to do more research related to outcasts, ‘lesser’ 
classes and second-class citizens living in a hegemonic, hierarchical structure of any society.

First, there should have been more clarification of the context and Marxist ideology of 
Antonio Gramsci’s political thought on hegemony i.e. dominance and subjectivity, and some 
more direct quotations from his own writings rather than from secondary sources. This 
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would have been useful for those who are unfamiliar with Gramsci’s work (as admittedly I 
am).

Second, the author seems to wholeheartedly and unquestionably adopt Gramsci’s 
philosophy, conceptualisation and theoretical framework(s), but does not really make clear 
why he or she does so and to what extent (if not fully) he or she actually does so. He or she 
should or could have engaged in a sympathetic yet critical debate with Gramsci in one or 
more paragraphs.

Third, the author occasionally gives sweeping statements on the supposed reasons of certain 
institutional actors, organisations and individuals for behaving in a certain way, without 
offering sufficient corroboration to my mind. For instance, the author seems to impute 
exclusively opportunist, self-serving or at least short-sighted and cow-towing motives to the 
leaders of a (or the) major Dalit political movement, the Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP), even 
BSP-chairwoman Mayawati Kumari herself, in an apparent recent shift from emancipatory 
opposition to cooperation with and incorporation within the hegemonic Hindu order and its 
higher castes and classes.

But on what facts or analysis is the author’s observation of “Mayawati’s [and BSP’s] 
preference of political expediency over ideological commitment” really based on? And why 
would this expediency not be at least partially due to an honest-felt if misplaced belief that 
one needs to tone down one’s voice and accept incremental improvements within a political 
system dominated by higher-caste Hindus? Is it indeed the case that “the BSP leaders wanted 
the dalits to merely become a vote bank, for keeping their own political ambitions kindled”? 
The author’s interpretation of political moves and shifts made by the BSP may thus be overly 
cynical—and may all too easily fall under the overgeneralised ‘all-politicians-are-bad-or-
become-corrupted-by-the-system’ rubric.

These critical remarks notwithstanding, I believe that the author’s seering analysis and 
effective condemnation of India’s ossified system and culture of caste-based discrimination 
and domination is credible and urgent, meriting further academic debate and research. 
Hopefully, ultimately, this will help marginalised groups anywhere in the world to truly, 
decisively emancipate themselves and their societies. One dares to dream. 

- Anonymous
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