COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY DEVELOPMENT

CoLoNIAL SoclAL THEoRY DEVELOPMENT: UNDERSTANDING SOCIETAL STRUCTURES IN IMPERIAL CONTEXTS

INTRODUCTION

THE INTRICATE TAPESTRY OF HUMAN SOCIETIES HAS LONG BEEN A SUBJECT OF SCHOLARLY INQUIRY, AND THE ERA OF
COLONIALISM SIGNIFICANTLY RESHAPED HOW WE UNDERSTAND SOCIAL STRUCTURES, POWER DYNAMICS, AND CULTURAL
INTERACTIONS. THIS ARTICLE DELVES INTO THE CRUCIAL TOPIC OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY DEVELOPMENT, EXPLORING HOW
THE EXPANSION OF EUROPEAN EMPIRES INFLUENCED THE EMERGENCE AND EVOLUTION OF SOCIOLOGICAL THOUGHT. WE WILL
EXAMINE THE FOUNDATIONAL CONCEPTS, KEY THINKERS, AND LASTING IMPACTS OF THEORIES DEVELOPED WITHIN AND IN RESPONSE
TO COLONIAL ENCOUNTERS. UNDERSTANDING COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY IS ESSENTIAL FOR GRASPING THE HISTORICAL ROOTS OF
MANY CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL INEQUALITIES AND POWER IMBALANCES. BY ANALYZING HOW COLONIZERS CONCEPTUALIZED AND
JUSTIFIED THEIR RULE, AND HOW OPPRESSED POPULATIONS RESISTED AND ADAPTED, WE GAIN VITAL INSIGHTS INTO THE COMPLEX
PROCESSES OF SOCIETAL TRANSFORMATION. THIS EXPLORATION WILL COVER THE INTELLECTUAL RESPONSES TO COLONIAL
ADMINISTRATION, THE WAYS IN WHICH RACIAL AND CULTURAL HIERARCHIES WERE CONSTRUCTED, AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF
CONCEPTS THAT CONTINUE TO INFORM CRITICAL ANALYSES OF GLOBALIZATION AND POST-COLONIAL SOCIETIES. PREPARE TO
EMBARK ON A JOURNEY THROUGH THE INTELLECTUAL LANDSCAPE SHAPED BY THE PROFOUND AND OFTEN TURBULENT EXCHANGES
OF THE COLONIAL ERA.
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THE GeNesis oF CoLONIAL SociAL THEORY

THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIAL THEORY DURING THE COLONIAL PERIOD WAS NOT AN ISOLATED INTELLECTUAL PURSUIT BUT
RATHER A DIRECT PRODUCT OF THE PRACTICAL AND IDEOLOGICAL DEMANDS OF IMPERIAL EXPANSION. AS EUROPEAN POWERS
EXTENDED THEIR REACH ACROSS THE GLOBE, THEY ENCOUNTERED VASTLY DIFFERENT CULTURES, POLITICAL SYSTEMS, AND
SOCIAL ORGANIZATIONS. THE NEED TO UNDERSTAND, MANAGE, AND LEGITIMIZE THEIR DOMINION OVER THESE DIVERSE
POPULATIONS SPURRED THE CREATION AND ADAPTATION OF EXISTING SOCIAL AND POLITICAL IDEAS. EARLY EXPLORERS,
ADMINISTRATORS, AND MISSIONARIES OFTEN SERVED AS THE FIRST CHRONICLERS OF THESE ENCOUNTERS, THEIR OBSERVATIONS
AND INTERPRETATIONS FORMING THE NASCENT STAGES OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY. THESE EARLY WRITINGS FREQUENTLY
REFLECTED A STRONG SENSE OF EUROPEAN SUPERIORITY, FRAMING NON-EUROPEAN SOCIETIES AS PRIMITIVE, UNCIVILIZED, OR IN
NEED OF GUIDANCE. THE ECONOMIC IMPERATIVES OF COLONIALISM, SUCH AS RESOURCE EXTRACTION AND LABOR CONTROL, ALSO
PLAYED A SIGNIFICANT ROLE, SHAPING THEORIES THAT JUSTIFIED EXPLOITATION AND THE IMPOSITION OF EUROPEAN ECONOMIC
MODELS.

THE INTELLECTUAL CURRENTS OF THE ENLIGHTENMENT, WITH ITS EMPHASIS ON REASON, PROGRESS, AND UNIVERSAL HUMAN
RIGHTS, PARADOXICALLY PROVIDED BOTH A FRAMEWORK FOR JUSTIFYING COLONIAL ENDEAVORS AND A BASIS FOR LATER
CRITIQUES. WHILE SOME USED ENLIGHTENMENT IDEALS TO ARGUE FOR THE INHERENT SUPERIORITY OF EUROPEAN CIVILIZATION
AND ITS RIGHT TO GOVERN OTHERS, OTHERS USED THE SAME PRINCIPLES TO QUESTION THE MORALITY AND LEGITIMACY OF
COLONIAL RULE. THIS DIALECTIC WAS CENTRAL TO THE ONGOING DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIAL THEORY DURING THIS ERA, AS
THINKERS GRAPPLED WITH THE CONTRADICTIONS INHERENT IN EXPANDING EMPIRES WHILE ESPOUSING IDEALS OF LIBERTY AND
EQUALITY. THE ESTABLISHMENT OF COLONIAL ADMINISTRATIONS NECESSITATED THE DEVELOPMENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE
STRUCTURES, LEGAL SYSTEMS, AND EDUCATIONAL POLICIES, ALL OF WHICH WERE INFORMED BY PREVAILING SOCIAL THEORIES
ABOUT GOVERNANCE, ORDER, AND SOCIETAL PROGRESS. THE DESIRE TO UNDERSTAND AND CONTROL SUBJECT POPULATIONS LED
TO THE EMERGENCE OF DISCIPLINES LIKE ANTHROPOLOGY AND SOCIOLOGY, WHICH WERE DEEPLY INTERTWINED WITH THE
COLONIAL PROJECT FROM THEIR INCEPTION.

EARLY EUROPEAN ENCOUNTERS AND SOCIOLOGICAL PRECURSORS

BEFORE THE FORMALIZATION OF SOCIOLOGY AS A DISCIPLINE, VARIOUS EUROPEAN THINKERS LAID GROUNDWORK THAT WOULD
LATER BE INSTRUMENTAL IN SHAPING COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY. THE AGE OF EXPLORATION, BEGINNING IN THE 15TH CENTURY,
PROVIDED EUROPEANS WITH THEIR FIRST EXTENSIVE EXPOSURE TO SOCIETIES VASTLY DIFFERENT FROM THEIR OWN. W/RITERS

LIKE BARTOLOM DE LAS CASAS, A SPANISH FRIAR, DOCUMENTED THE BRUTAL TREATMENT OF INDIGENOUS POPULATIONS IN THE
AMERICAS, OFFERING EARLY CRITIQUES OF COLONIAL PRACTICES THAT WOULD RESONATE CENTURIES LATER. His WRITINGS,
THOUGH FOCUSED ON ETHICAL AND THEOLOGICAL ARGUMENTS, TOUCHED UPON FUNDAMENTAL QUESTIONS OF HUMAN DIGNITY
AND THE RIGHTS OF SUBJUGATED PEOPLES, PRECURSORS TO LATER SOCIOLOGICAL CONCERNS ABOUT JUSTICE AND INEQUALITY.

DURING THE RENAISSANCE AND THE ENLIGHTENMENT, THINKERS LIKEJEAN‘JACQUES ROUSSEAU, WHILE NOT DIRECTLY ADDRESSING
COLONIALISM, EXPLORED CONCEPTS OF THE “NOBLE SAVAGE” AND THE NATURAL STATE OF HUMANITY. THESE PHILOSOPHICAL
IDEAS, THOUGH OFTEN ROMANTICIZED, PROVIDED A THEORETICAL LENS THROUGH WHICH COLONIAL ENCOUNTERS WERE VIEWED,
SOMETIMES LEADING TO THE PERCEPTION OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES AS INHERENTLY CLOSER TO NATURE AND THUS LESS CAPABLE



OF SELF-GOVERNANCE. THE DEVELOPMENT OF MERCANTILIST ECONOMIC THEORIES ALSO HEAVILY INFLUENCED THE PRACTICAL
ASPECTS OF COLONIALISM, ADVOCATING FOR THE ACCUMULATION OF WEALTH THROUGH COLONIES, WHICH IN TURN SHAPED
HOW SOCIETIES IN COLONIZED TERRITORIES WERE PERCEIVED AND MANAGED. THE INTELLECTUAL CLIMATE OF THE 18TH AND
19TH CENTURIES, MARKED BY A BELIEF IN PROGRESS AND THE SCIENTIFIC METHOD, ALSO FOSTERED A DESIRE TO CATEGORIZE AND
UNDERSTAND DIFFERENT SOCIETIES, LEADING TO EARLY ATTEMPTS AT COMPARATIVE SOCIAL ANALYSIS, OFTEN IMBUED WITH
ETHNOCENTRIC BIASES.

Key THINKERS AND THEIR CONTRIBUTIONS TO COLONIAL SoclAL THEORY

THE 19TH AND EARLY 20TH CENTURIES SAW THE EMERGENCE OF PROMINENT SOCIAL THEORISTS WHOSE IDEAS WERE DEEPLY
ENTWILLED WITH THE REALITIES AND JUSTIFICATIONS OF COLONIALISM. THEIR WORK PROVIDED INTELLECTUAL FRAMEWORKS FOR
UNDERSTANDING COLONIAL SOCIETIES, OFTEN REINFORCING EXISTING POWER STRUCTURES OR OFFERING NEW JUSTIFICATIONS FOR
IMPERIAL DOMINANCE. THESE THINKERS, OPERATING WITHIN THE BURGEONING FIELD OF SOCIOLOGY AND ITS PRECURSORS,
PROFOUNDLY INFLUENCED HOW COLONIAL SUBJECTS AND THEIR SOCIETIES WERE CONCEPTUALIZED BY BOTH COLONIZERS AND, TO
SOME EXTENT, BY THOSE SEEKING TO RESIST COLONIAL RULE.

HerBERT SPENCER AND SociAL DARWINISM IN THE CoLONIAL CONTEXT

HERBERT SPENCER, A LEADING PROPONENT OF SOCIAL DAR\X/INISM, APPLIED CHARLES DARWIN'S THEORY OF EVOLUTION TO
HUMAN SOCIETIES. HE POSITED THAT SOCIETIES, LIKE BIOLOGICAL ORGANISMS, EVOLVED THROUGH A PROCESS OF “SURVIVAL OF
THE FITTEST,” WHERE THE MOST ADVANCED AND CAPABLE SOCIETIES WOULD NATURALLY DOMINATE LESS DEVELOPED ONES.
THIS IDEOLOGY WAS ENTHUSIASTICALLY EMBRACED BY PROPONENTS OF COLONIALISM, WHO SAW IT AS A SCIENTIFIC
JUSTIFICATION FOR EUROPEAN IMPERIAL EXPANSION. SPENCER ARGUED THAT THE VAST DISPARITIES IN WEALTH, POWER, AND
TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCEMENT BETWEEN EUROPEAN AND NON-EUROPEAN SOCIETIES WERE EVIDENCE OF THIS NATURAL
EVOLUTIONARY HIERARCHY. HE BELIEVED THAT INTERVENTION IN THE FORM OF COLONIAL RULE WAS A NECESSARY, ALBEIT
SOMETIMES HARSH, STEP IN THE EVOLUTIONARY PROGRESSION OF HUMANITY , ALLOWING "“SUPERIOR” SOCIETIES TO GUIDE AND
UPLIFT “INFERIOR” ONES. THIS PERSPECTIVE PROVIDED A POWERFUL, SEEMINGLY NATURALISTIC RATIONALE FOR SUBJUGATION,
DEVALUING INDIGENOUS CULTURES AND SOCIAL STRUCTURES AS INHERENTLY BACKW ARD AND DESTINED FOR REPLACEMENT.

JOHN STUART MiLL AND UTILITARIANISM IN IMPERIAL GOVERNANCE

JOHN STUART MILL/ A PROMINENT UTILITARIAN PHILOSOPHER, ALSO CONTRIBUTED TO THE INTELLECTUAL JUSTIFICATION OF
COLONIALISM, ALBEIT WITH A MORE NUANCED APPROACH. W/HILE UTILITARIANISM GENERALLY ADVOCATES FOR THE GREATEST
GOOD FOR THE GREATEST NUMBER, MILL APPLIED THIS PRINCIPLE TO THE CONTEXT OF IMPERIAL GOVERNANCE. HE ARGUED THAT
BENEVOLENT DESPOTISM, OR THE RULE OF A MORE ADVANCED AND CIVILIZED NATION OVER A LESS ADVANCED ONE, COULD BE
JUSTIFIED IF IT ULTIMATELY LED TO THE IMPROVEMENT AND PROGRESS OF THE GOVERNED POPULATION. MILL BELIEVED THAT
COLONIAL POWERS HAD A DUTY TO INTRODUCE THEIR OWN INSTITUTIONS, LAWS, AND ECONOMIC SYSTEMS, WHICH HE
CONSIDERED SUPERIOR, TO THE COLONIZED TERRITORIES. THIS “CIVILIZING MISSION” WAS SEEN AS A MEANS TO UPLIFT NATIVE
POPULATIONS FROM WHAT HE PERCEIVED AS BARBARISM OR STAGNATION. HO\X/EVER, HIS VIEWS ALSO ACKNOWLEDGED THE
POTENTIAL FOR ABUSE AND STRESSED THE IMPORTANCE OF RULING FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE COLONIZED, NOT SOLELY FOR THE
ECONOMIC GAIN OF THE COLONIZER. THIS CREATED A COMPLEX JUSTIFICATION THAT ALLOWED FOR BOTH EXPLOITATION AND A
PURPORTED MORAL IMPERATIVE TO RULE.

MAx WEBER AND THE BUREAUCRATIC IMPERATIVES OF COLONIALISM

Max WEBER'S SOCIOLOGICAL INSIGHTS INTO BUREAUCRACY, RATIONALIZATION, AND AUTHORITY ARE ALSO RELEVANT TO
UNDERSTANDING COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY AND PRACTICE. WHILE \WEBER DID NOT EXPLICITLY DEVELOP A COLONIAL THEORY IN
THE SAME WAY AS SPENCER OR MILL, HIS ANALYSES OF MODERN STATES AND THEIR ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURES PROVIDE
CRUCIAL TOOLS FOR UNDERSTANDING HOW COLONIAL EMPIRES FUNCTIONED. \WEBER'S CONCEPT OF BUREAUCRACY,



CHARACTERIZED BY A HIERARCHICAL STRUCTURE, SPECIALIZATION OF LABOR, AND IMPERSONAL RULES, WAS ESSENTIAL FOR THE
EFFICIENT ADMINISTRATION OF VAST COLONIAL TERRITORIES. COLONIAL GOVERNMENTS RELIED ON BUREAUCRATIC SYSTEMS TO
ORGANIZE RESOURCE EXTRACTION, MAINTAIN ORDER, COLLECT TAXES, AND IMPLEMENT POLICIES. FURTHERMORE, WeBer's
DISCUSSION OF LEGITIMATE AUTHORITY, PARTICULARLY HIS CONCEPT OF LEGAL-RATIONAL AUTHORITY, CAN BE SEEN IN HOW
COLONIAL POWERS SOUGHT TO ESTABLISH THEIR RULE AS LEGITIMATE THROUGH THE IMPOSITION OF THEIR OWN LEGAL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE FRAMEWORKS. THE TENSION BETWEEN THE RATIONAL-LEGAL AUTHORITY OF THE COLONIZER AND THE
TRADITIONAL OR CHARISMATIC AUTHORITY WITHIN COLONIZED SOCIETIES WAS A CONSTANT FACTOR IN COLONIAL
GOVERNANCE. HIS WORK ALSO HIGHLIGHTED THE POWER OF THE STATE AND ITS CAPACITY FOR RATIONAL ORGANIZATION,
WHICH WAS EFFECTIVELY LEVERAGED IN THE COLONIAL ENTERPRISE.

Core CoNceprTs IN CoLoNIAL SoclAL THEORY

COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY WAS UNDERPINNED BY A SET OF INTERCONNECTED CONCEPTS THAT SERVED TO EXPLAIN, JUSTIFY,
AND MANAGE IMPERIAL RULE. THESE CONCEPTS WERE NOT MERELY ACADEMIC ABSTRACTIONS BUT WERE DEEPLY EMBEDDED IN THE
PRACTICALITIES OF ADMINISTERING COLONIAL TERRITORIES AND INTERACTED WITH THE LIVED EXPERIENCES OF BOTH COLONIZERS
AND THE COLONIZED. UNDERSTANDING THESE CORE IDEAS IS CRUCIAL FOR GRASPING THE INTELLECTUAL ARCHITECTURE OF
COLONIALISM AND ITS ENDURING IMPACT ON GLOBAL SOCIAL STRUCTURES.

CIVILIZING MISSION AND ITS IDEOLOGICAL UNDERPINNINGS

THE CONCEPT OF THE “CIVILIZING MISSION” WAS PERHAPS THE MOST PERVASIVE IDEOLOGICAL JUSTIFICATION FOR COLONIALISM.
|T POSITED THAT EUROPEAN NATIONS HAD A MORAL AND CULTURAL OBLIGATION TO BRING CIVILIZATION, PROGRESS, AND
ENLIGHTENMENT TO WHAT THEY PERCEIVED AS BACKWARD, UNCIVILIZED, OR “SAVAGE” SOCIETIES. THIS MISSION INVOLVED THE
IMPOSITION OF EUROPEAN LANGUAGES, RELIGIONS, LEGAL SYSTEMS, EDUCATION, AND SOCIAL CUSTOMS. THE UNDERLYING
ASSUMPTION WAS THAT EUROPEAN CIVILIZATION REPRESENTED THE PINNACLE OF HUMAN DEVELOPMENT, AND THAT THE
ADOPTION OF ITS WAYS WAS ESSENTIAL FOR THE SALVATION AND ADVANCEMENT OF COLONIZED PEOPLES. THIS IDEOLOGY
CONVENIENTLY MASKED THE ECONOMIC EXPLOITATION AND POLITICAL SUBJUGATION INHERENT IN COLONIALISM, FRAMING IT
INSTEAD AS A BENEVOLENT ACT OF ALTRUISM. |T CREATED A PATERNALISTIC RELATIONSHIP WHERE COLONIZERS SAW
THEMSELVES AS GUARDIANS OR EDUCATORS OF THEIR COLONIAL SUBJECTS, FOSTERING A SENSE OF SUPERIORITY AND
ENTITLEMENT.

RACIAL HIERARCHIES AND SOCIAL STRATIFICATION

THE DEVELOPMENT OF RACIAL HIERARCHIES WAS CENTRAL TO COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY. COLONIAL POWERS, PARTICULARLY IN
THE 19TH CENTURY, INCREASINGLY RELIED ON PSEUDO-SCIENTIFIC THEORIES OF RACE TO CATEGORIZE AND DIFFERENTIATE
POPULATIONS. THESE THEORIES OFTEN PLACED EUROPEANS AT THE APEX OF A GLOBAL RACIAL HIERARCHY, FOLLOWED BY
OTHER GROUPS IN A DESCENDING ORDER OF PERCEIVED INTELLIGENCE, CAPABILITY, AND MORAL DEVELOPMENT. THIS RACIAL
ORDERING SERVED MULTIPLE PURPOSES: IT PROVIDED A JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT, SUCH AS ACCESS TO
RESOURCES, EDUCATION, AND POLITICAL RIGHTS; IT FACILITATED THE DIVISION AND CONTROL OF COLONIAL POPULATIONS BY
PLAYING ON EXISTING OR IMAGINED ETHNIC DIFFERENCES; AND IT REINFORCED THE IDEA OF EUROPEAN INHERENT SUPERIORITY.
SOCIAL STRATIFICATION WITHIN COLONIAL SOCIETIES WAS THUS OFTEN RIGIDLY DEFINED ALONG RACIAL LINES, WITH
EUROPEANS OCCUPYING THE DOMINANT POSITIONS AND INDIGENOUS POPULATIONS RELEGATED TO SUBORDINATE ROLES. THIS
CREATED DEEPLY ENTRENCHED SYSTEMS OF INEQUALITY THAT PERSISTED LONG AFTER FORMAL COLONIAL RULE ENDED.

THEORIES OF ACCULTURATION AND ASSIMILATION

W/ ITHIN COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY, CONCEPTS OF ACCULTURATION AND ASSIMILATION PLAYED A SIGNIFICANT ROLE IN SHAPING
POLICIES AIMED AT TRANSFORMING COLONIZED SOCIETIES. ACCULTURATION REFERS TO THE PROCESS BY WHICH ONE CULTURE
ADOPTS THE TRAITS AND PRACTICES OF ANOTHER, TYPICALLY A DOMINANT ONE. COLONIAL POWERS ACTIVELY PROMOTED



ACCULTURATION THROUGH EDUCATION SYSTEMS, THE ADOPTION OF EurROPEAN LANGUAGES, AND THE DISCOURAGEMENT OF
INDIGENOUS CULTURAL PRACTICES. ASSIMILATION IS A MORE INTENSE FORM OF ACCULTURATION, WHERE A MINORITY GROUP IS
EXPECTED TO ADOPT THE CUSTOMS AND IDENTITY OF THE DOMINANT CULTURE, OFTEN TO THE POINT OF ABANDONING THEIR
OWN HERITAGE. COLONIAL ADMINISTRATORS BELIEVED THAT BY ASSIMILATING COLONIZED PEOPLES INTO EUROPEAN WAYS OF
LIFE, THEY COULD CREATE MORE MANAGEABLE AND “civiLizen” SUBJECTS, THEREBY CONSOLIDATING COLONIAL POWER AND
FOSTERING SOCIAL COHESION ON EUROPEAN TERMS. THESE THEORIES OFTEN IGNORED THE RESILIENCE AND ADAPTABILITY OF
INDIGENOUS CULTURES AND THE RESISTANCE THEY MOUNTED AGAINST ENFORCED CULTURAL CHANGE.

CoNCEePTS OF DEPENDENCY AND UNDERDEVELOPMENT

\W/HILE PERHAPS MORE FULLY DEVELOPED IN POST-COLONIAL SCHOLARSHIP, THE ROOTS OF DEPENDENCY THEORY AND THE
UNDERSTANDING OF UNDERDEVELOPMENT CAN BE TRACED BACK TO THE ECONOMIC STRUCTURES AND SOCIAL THEORIES OF THE
COLONIAL ERA. COLONIAL ECONOMIC POLICIES WERE DESIGNED TO EXTRACT RAW MATERIALS AND RESOURCES FOR THE BENEFIT
OF THE COLONIZING POWER, OFTEN AT THE EXPENSE OF LOCAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. THIS CREATED A SYSTEM WHERE
COLONIZED ECONOMIES BECAME DEPENDENT ON THE NEEDS OF THE IMPERIAL CENTER, SPECIALIZING IN PRIMARY PRODUCTION AND
LACKING DIVERSIFIED INDUSTRIAL BASES. COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY, BY POSITING THE INHERENT BACK\W ARDNESS OF COLONIZED
SOCIETIES, IMPLICITLY SUPPORTED THESE ECONOMIC ARRANGEMENTS, SUGGESTING THAT THEY WERE A NATURAL CONSEQUENCE
OF SOCIETAL EVOLUTION. THE IMPOSITION OF EUROPEAN ECONOMIC MODELS AND THE DISRUPTION OF INDIGENOUS ECONOMIC
SYSTEMS LED TO THE CREATION OF LASTING PATTERNS OF DEPENDENCY AND UNEVEN DEVELOPMENT, WHERE FORMER COLONIES
OFTEN STRUGGLED TO OVERCOME THE ECONOMIC STRUCTURES INHERITED FROM COLONIAL RULE.

ReESPONSES AND RESISTANCE TO COLONIAL SocIAL THEORIES

THE IMPOSITION OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORIES AND THE STRUCTURES THEY SUPPORTED WERE NOT PASSIVELY ACCEPTED BY
ALL. INDIGENOUS POPULATIONS AND INTELLECTUALS WITHIN COLONIZED TERRITORIES DEVELOPED VARIOUS FORMS OF
RESISTANCE, CRITIQUE, AND ADAPTATION. THESE RESPONSES NOT ONLY CHALLENGED THE LEGITIMACY OF COLONIAL
DOMINATION BUT ALSO CONTRIBUTED TO THE BROADER DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIAL THOUGHT, OFTEN LAYING THE GROUND\W ORK
FOR POST-COLONIAL INTELLECTUAL TRADITIONS.

INDIGENOUS INTELLECTUAL TRADITIONS AND COUNTER-NARRATIVES

ACROSS THE COLONIZED WORLD, INDIGENOUS INTELLECTUAL TRADITIONS AND CUSTOMARY PRACTICES OFFERED EXISTING
FRAMEW ORKS FOR UNDERSTANDING SOCIETY, GOVERNANCE, AND MORALITY. W/HILE OF TEN MARGINALIZED OR DISMISSED BY
COLONIAL AUTHORITIES, THESE TRADITIONS PROVIDED A BASIS FOR RESISTANCE. INDIGENOUS LEADERS, SCHOLARS, AND
COMMUNITIES ACTIVELY PRESERVED AND ADAPTED THEIR KNOWLEDGE SYSTEMS, CREATING COUNTER-NARRATIVES THAT
CHALLENGED THE COLONIAL PORTRAYAL OF THEM AS INHERENTLY INFERIOR OR UNCIVILIZED. ORAL HISTORIES, CULTURAL
PRACTICES, AND PHILOSOPHICAL INSIGHTS WERE UTILIZED TO ASSERT THE VALUE AND VALIDITY OF THEIR OWN SOCIETIES.
THESE INDIGENOUS INTELLECTUAL TRADITIONS PROVIDED ALTERNATIVE UNDERSTANDINGS OF SOCIAL ORDER, COLLECTIVE WELL~
BEING, AND HUMAN RELATIONSHIPS THAT STOOD IN STARK CONTRAST TO THE HIERARCHICAL AND OFTEN EXPLOITATIVE THEORIES
PROMOTED BY COLONIAL POWERS. THE PRESERVATION AND REASSERTION OF THESE KNOWLEDGE SYSTEMS WERE ACTS OF
CULTURAL SURVIVAL AND INTELLECTUAL DEFIANCE.

THe DeVELOPMENT OF PosT-CoOLONIAL THOUGHT

THE INTELLECTUAL RESPONSES TO COLONIALISM EVOLVED SIGNIFICANTLY AS COLONIZED SOCIETIES BEGAN TO MOBILIZE FOR
INDEPENDENCE AND BEYOND. POST-COLONIAL THOUGHT EMERGED AS A CRITICAL ENGAGEMENT WITH THE LEGACY OF
COLONIALISM, DIRECTLY CHALLENGING THE ASSUMPTIONS AND JUSTIFICATIONS EMBEDDED WITHIN COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORIES.
THINKERS FROM FORMERLY COLONIZED NATIONS BEGAN TO DECONSTRUCT THE EUROCENTRIC BIASES THAT PERMEATED \WESTERN
SOCIAL SCIENCE, EXPOSING THE WAYS IN WHICH CONCEPTS LIKE “CIVILIZATION,” “PROGRESS,” AND “DEVELOPMENT” WERE USED



TO LEGITIMIZE DOMINATION. THEY ANALYZED THE ENDURING IMPACTS OF COLONIAL STRUCTURES ON POLITICAL, ECONOMIC, AND
CULTURAL LIFE, HIGHLIGHTING ISSUES OF IDENTITY, REPRESENTATION, AND POWER. POST-COLONIAL THEORY SEEKS TO RECLAIM
MARGINALIZED HISTORIES, REZCENTER INDIGENOUS KNOWLEDGE, AND ARTICULATE NEW FRAMEWORKS FOR UNDERSTANDING THE
WORLD THAT ARE NOT BEHOLDEN TO COLONIAL PERSPECTIVES. THIS INTELLECTUAL MOVEMENT IS CRUCIAL FOR UNDERSTANDING
THE ONGOING PROCESS OF DECOLONIZATION AND THE RESHAPING OF GLOBAL SOCIAL AND POLITICAL DISCOURSE.

CRITIQUES OF EUROCENTRISM IN SOCIOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT

A FUNDAMENTAL CRITIQUE LEVELED AGAINST COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY IS ITS INHERENT EUROCENTRISM. EUROCENTRISM REFERS
TO THE TENDENCY TO INTERPRET THE WORLD AND HUMAN HISTORY FROM A EUROPEAN PERSPECTIVE, OFTEN PRIORITIZING
EUrROPEAN EXPERIENCES, VALUES, AND ACHIEVEMENTS OVER THOSE OF OTHER CULTURES. IN THE CONTEXT OF COLONIAL SOCIAL
THEORY, EUROCENTRISM MANIFESTED IN THE ASSUMPTION THAT EUROPEAN SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND DEVELOPMENTAL
TRAJECTORIES WERE UNIVERSALLY APPLICABLE AND SUPERIOR. EARLY SOCIOLOGICAL THEORIES, BY DRAWING HEAVILY ON
EUROPEAN EXAMPLES AND OFTEN VIEWING NON-\WESTERN SOCIETIES AS DEVIATIONS FROM A EUROPEAN NORM, PERPETUATED
THIS BIAS. CRITIQUES OF EUROCENTRISM ARGUE THAT THIS PERSPECTIVE LIMITS OUR UNDERSTANDING OF HUMAN DIVERSITY AND
THE VARIOUS PATHWAYS TO SOCIAL ORGANIZATION AND DEVELOPMENT. |T ALSO OBSCURES THE AGENCY AND CONTRIBUTIONS
OF NON-EUROPEAN PEOPLES IN SHAPING THEIR OWN HISTORIES AND SOCIETIES. THE ONGOING EFFORT TO DECOLONIZE SOCIOLOGY
INVOLVES ACTIVELY CHALLENGING EUROCENTRIC ASSUMPTIONS AND INCORPORATING DIVERSE GLOBAL PERSPECTIVES TO CREATE
A MORE INCLUSIVE AND ACCURATE UNDERSTANDING OF SOCIAL LIFE.

THe LEGACY AND ENDURING RELEVANCE OF COLONIAL SocIAL THEORY

THE CONCEPTS AND FRAMEWORKS DEVELOPED DURING THE COLONIAL ERA CONTINUE TO CAST A LONG SHADOW OVER
CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL SOCIETY. THE LEGACY OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY IS EVIDENT IN THE PERSISTENCE OF RACIAL AND
ETHNIC INEQUALITIES, THE UNEVEN DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH AND POWER BETWEEN NATIONS, AND THE ONGOING CULTURAL AND
POLITICAL STRUGGLES FACED BY MANY POST-COLONIAL STATES. UNDERSTANDING COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY IS THEREFORE NOT
JUST AN EXERCISE IN HISTORICAL ANALYSIS BUT ALSO A CRUCIAL STEP IN ADDRESSING PRESENT-DAY CHALLENGES. THE THEORIES
OF RACIAL HIERARCHY, FOR INSTANCE, HAVE MUTATED INTO MODERN FORMS OF RACISM AND PREJUDICE, INFLUENCING SOCIAL
ATTITUDES AND POLICIES. CONCEPTS LIKE DEPENDENCY, BORN FROM COLONIAL ECONOMIC EXPLOITATION, CONTINUE TO SHAPE
GLOBAL ECONOMIC RELATIONS, WITH MANY FORMER COLONIES STILL GRAPPLING WITH THE STRUCTURAL DISADVANTAGES
IMPOSED DURING IMPERIAL RULE.

FURTHERMORE/ THE CRITICAL ENGAGEMENT WITH COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY, PARTICULARLY THROUGH POST-COLONIAL
STUDIES, HAS PROVIDED ESSENTIAL TOOLS FOR UNDERSTANDING CONTEMPORARY ISSUES SUCH AS GLOBALIZATION, MIGRATION,
AND CULTURAL HYBRIDITY. BY DECONSTRUCTING THE COLONIAL GAZE AND ITS IMPACT ON KNOWLEDGE PRODUCTION, WE CAN
BETTER APPRECIATE THE RESILIENCE AND CREATIVITY OF CULTURES THAT WERE SUBJECTED TO IMPERIAL DOMINATION. THE
ONGOING PROJECT OF DECOLONIZING KNOWLEDGE, WHICH INVOLVES QUESTIONING AND REVISING THE DOMINANT NARRATIVES AND
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS INHERITED FROM THE COLONIAL PAST, IS VITAL FOR FOSTERING A MORE JUST AND EQUITABLE
GLOBAL ORDER. THE INSIGHTS GAINED FROM ANALYZING COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY DEVELOPMENT ARE INDISPENSABLE FOR ANY
SERIOUS ATTEMPT TO UNDERSTAND AND TRANSFORM THE COMPLEX SOCIAL REALITIES OF OUR INTERCONNECTED WORLD.

CoNCLUSION

THe ENDURING IMPACT oF CoLoNIAL SoclAL THEORY DEVELOPMENT

THE DEVELOPMENT OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY REPRESENTS A CRITICAL, ALBEIT OFTEN PROBLEMATIC, CHAPTER IN THE
HISTORY OF SOCIOLOGICAL THOUGHT. FROM THE JUSTIFICATIONS FOR EMPIRE ROOTED IN SOCIAL DARWINISM AND THE
“CIVILIZING MISSION” TO THE PRACTICALITIES OF COLONIAL ADMINISTRATION ILLUMINATED BY CONCEPTS OF BUREAUCRACY AND



RACIAL HIERARCHY, THESE THEORIES PROFOUNDLY SHAPED BOTH THE COLONIZING POWERS AND THE COLONIZED \WORLD.
(UNDERSTANDING THE GENESIS, CORE CONCEPTS, AND INTELLECTUAL RESPONSES TO COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY IS NOT MERELY AN
ACADEMIC EXERCISE; IT IS ESSENTIAL FOR COMPREHENDING THE HISTORICAL ROOTS OF MANY CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL
INEQUALITIES, POWER DYNAMICS, AND CULTURAL CONFLICTS. THE LEGACY OF THESE THEORIES, PARTICULARLY THEIR
EUROCENTRIC BIASES AND THEIR ROLE IN CONSTRUCTING RACIALIZED HIERARCHIES AND ECONOMIC DEPENDENCIES, CONTINUES TO
INFLUENCE OUR UNDERSTANDING OF SOCIETIES AND INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS TODAY. BY CRITICALLY EXAMINING THESE
HISTORICAL FRAMEWORKS AND ACKNOWLEDGING THE RESISTANCE AND COUNTER-NARRATIVES THAT EMERGED, WE CAN \WORK
TOWARDS A MORE NUANCED AND EQUITABLE UNDERSTANDING OF HUMAN SOCIETIES AND STRIVE TO DECOLONIZE KNOWLEDGE FOR
A MORE JUST FUTURE.

FREQUENTLY ASKeD QUESTIONS

\WHAT IS THE CORE CONCEPT OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY?

COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY CENTERS ON UNDERSTANDING HOW THE ESTABLISHMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF COLONIAL EMPIRES
SHAPED SOCIAL STRUCTURES, POWER DYNAMICS, AND KNOWLEDGE PRODUCTION, OFTEN PERPETUATING INEQUALITIES THAT
PERSIST BEYOND FORMAL DECOLONIZATION.

How DID COLONIALISM INFLUENCE THE DEVELOPMENT OF EARLY WESTERN SOCIAL
SCIENCES?

COLONIALISM PROVIDED A PERCEIVED ‘LABORATORY' FOR OBSERVING AND CATEGORIZING 'OTHER' SOCIETIES, OFTEN THROUGH A
EUROCENTRIC LENS. THIS LED TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF CONCEPTS LIKE ‘PRIMITIVE" VERSUS ,CIVILIZED,, WHICH EMBEDDED
COLONIAL IDEOLOGIES INTO DISCIPLINES LIKE ANTHROPOLOGY , SOCIOLOGY, AND HISTORY.

\WHAT IS MEANT BY 'EPISTEMIC VIOLENCE' IN THE CONTEXT OF COLONIAL SOCIAL
THEORY?

EPISTEMIC VIOLENCE REFERS TO THE SILENCING, DEVALUATION, AND DESTRUCTION OF INDIGENOUS KNOWLEDGE SYSTEMS AND
WAYS OF KNOWING UNDER COLONIAL RULE. |T INVOLVES IMPOSING W/ ESTERN EPISTEMOLOGIES AS SUPERIOR, THEREBY ERASING
OR DISTORTING LOCAL UNDERSTANDINGS OF THE \WORLD.

\W/HICH THINKERS ARE CONSIDERED FOUNDATIONAL TO COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY?

W/HILE NOT ALWAYS EXPLICITLY NAMED AS SUCH DURING THEIR TIME, THINKERS WHOSE IDEAS IMPLICITLY OR EXPLICITLY
SUPPORTED COLONIAL ENDEAVORS, SUCH AS MANY ENLIGHTENMENT PHILOSOPHERS WHO POSITED HIERARCHIES OF CIVILIZATION,
AND LATER THEORISTS OF EMPIRE AND RACE, ARE NOW ANALYZED THROUGH THE LENS OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY.

How DOES POSTCOLONIAL THEORY RELATE TO AND DIVERGE FROM COLONIAL SOCIAL
THEORY?

POSTCOLONIAL THEORY BUILDS UPON AND CRITIQUES COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY BY EXAMINING THE LINGERING EFFECTS OF
COLONIALISM ON CULTURE, IDENTITY, AND POWER IN FORMERLY COLONIZED NATIONS. |T SEEKS TO DECONSTRUCT COLONIAL
LEGACIES AND AMPLIFY MARGINALIZED VOICES.

\WHAT ROLE DID RACE PLAY IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY?

RACE WAS A CENTRAL ORGANIZING PRINCIPLE FOR COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY, USED TO JUSTIFY SUBJUGATION, EXPLOITATION,
AND HIERARCHICAL SOCIAL ORDERING. THEORIES OF RACIAL DIFFERENCE AND INFERIORITY WERE DEVELOPED TO LEGITIMIZE
COLONIAL POWER.



How HAS COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY BEEN USED TO UNDERSTAND CONTEMPORARY
GLOBAL INEQUALITIES?

COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY PROVIDES FRAMEWORKS FOR ANALYZING HOW HISTORICAL COLONIAL POWER STRUCTURES CONTINUE
TO SHAPE GLOBAL ECONOMIC, POLITICAL, AND SOCIAL DISPARITIES, INCLUDING ISSUES OF NEOCOLONIALISM AND
DEVELOPMENTAL INEQUALITIES.

\WHAT ARE SOME KEY CRITIQUES LEVELED AGAINST EARLY COLONIAL SOCIAL
THEORIZING?

MAJOR CRITIQUES INCLUDE ITS INHERENT EUROCENTRISM, ITS RELIANCE ON BIASED ETHNOGRAPHIC DATA, ITS JUSTIFICATION OF
EXPLOITATION AND VIOLENCE, AND ITS FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE AGENCY AND COMPLEX SOCIAL ORGANIZATION OF
COLONIZED PEOPLES.

How DOES THE CONCEPT OF ‘THE CIVILIZING MISSION’ FIT INTO COLONIAL SOCIAL
THEORY?

“THE CIVILIZING MISSION” WAS A KEY JUSTIFICATION FOR COLONIALISM, POSITING THAT EUROPEAN POWERS HAD A MORAL DUTY
TO BRING THEIR ‘SUPERIOR’ CULTURE, RELIGION, AND GOVERNANCE TO ‘BACKWARD’ SOCIETIES. COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY
ANALYZES THIS AS A POWERFUL IDEOLOGICAL TOOL FOR COLONIAL EXPANSION AND CONTROL.

\WHAT ARE SOME CONTEMPORARY DEBATES OR AREAS OF FOCUS WITHIN COLONIAL
SOCIAL THEORY?

CURRENT DEBATES INCLUDE THE ONGOING IMPACT OF COLONIAL LEGACIES ON NATIONAL IDENTITY AND RECONCILIATION, THE
ROLE OF DIGITAL COLONIALISM, THE CRITIQUE OF GLOBAL INSTITUTIONS BUILT ON COLONIAL FOUNDATIONS, AND THE ONGOING
W ORK OF DECOLONIZING KNOWLEDGE AND SOCIAL PRACTICES.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

HERE ARE @ BOOK TITLES RELATED TO COLONIAL SOCIAL THEORY DEVELOPMENT, EACH WITH A BRIEF DESCRIPTION:

THE INVENTION OF THE PRIMITIVE: COLONIALISM AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF
"OTHerNESS"

THIS SEMINAL WORK EXPLORES HOW COLONIAL POWERS ACTIVELY CONSTRUCTED AND CATEGORIZED POPULATIONS AS
“PRIMITIVE” TO JUSTIFY THEIR DOMINION. |T DELVES INTO THE SOCIAL, ANTHROPOLOGICAL, AND PHILOSOPHICAL UNDERPINNINGS
OF THIS PROCESS, EXAMINING HOW THESE CATEGORIZATIONS SHAPED NOT ONLY COLONIAL ADMINISTRATION BUT ALSO THE
VERY SELF-UNDERSTANDING OF COLONIZED PEOPLES. THE BOOK HIGHLIGHTS THE LASTING IMPACT OF THESE COLONIAL
NARRATIVES ON GLOBAL UNDERSTANDINGS OF CULTURE AND DEVELOPMENT.

2.

ORIENTALISM: WESTERN CONCEPTIONS OF THE ORIENT

EDWARD SAID'S GROUNDBREAKING STUDY ANALYZES HOW THE WEST HAS HISTORICALLY REPRESENTED AND CONCEIVED OF THE
“ORrIENT” (THE EAST). IT ARGUES THAT THESE REPRESENTATIONS WERE NOT NEUTRAL OBSERVATIONS BUT RATHER
INTELLECTUAL CONSTRUCTS CREATED TO LEGITIMIZE WESTERN COLONIAL POWER AND DOMINANCE. THE BOOK METICULOUSLY
DETAILS THE DISCOURSE AND INSTITUTIONS THAT PRODUCED THESE ORIENTALIST VIEWS, REVEALING HOW THEY SHAPED BOTH
ACADEMIC KNOWLEDGE AND POLITICAL POLICY.



BLACK RECONSTRUCTION IN AMERICA: AN ESSAY TowARD THE HISTORY OF THE
BLAck LABORING CLASS

\W/.E.B. DU BoIS’S MONUMENTAL WORK REVISITS THE RECONSTRUCTION ERA FOLLOWING THE AMERICAN CIVIL W AR,
CHALLENGING PREVAILING NARRATIVES THAT DISMISSED THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF BLACK AMERICANS. HE DEMONSTRATES HOW
BLACK WORKERS AND COMMUNITIES PLAYED A VITAL ROLE IN BUILDING THE NEW SOUTH, OFFERING A POWERFUL COUNTER-
NARRATIVE TO RACIST COLONIALIST IDEOLOGIES. THE BOOK HIGHLIGHTS THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL STRUCTURES THAT
UNDERPINNED RACIAL OPPRESSION AND THE STRUGGLES FOR LIBERATION.

4.

THE WRETCHED OF THE EARTH

FRANTZ FANON'S POTENT ANALYSIS DISSECTS THE PSYCHOLOGICAL AND SOCIAL IMPACT OF COLONIALISM ON BOTH THE
COLONIZED AND THE COLONIZER. HE EXAMINES THE INHERENT VIOLENCE OF COLONIAL SYSTEMS AND EXPLORES THE COMPLEX
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN OPPRESSION, IDENTITY, AND LIBERATION. THE BOOK ADVOCATES FOR DECOLONIZATION AND THE NEED
FOR COLONIZED PEOPLES TO RECLAIM THEIR AGENCY AND FORGE NEW FUTURES, EMPHASIZING THE TRANSFORMATIVE POWER OF
REVOLUTION.

5.

CAN THE SUBALTERN SPEAK?

THIS INFLUENTIAL ESSAY BY GAYATRI CHAKRAVORTY SPIVAK INTERROGATES WHETHER MARGINALIZED VOICES, PARTICULARLY
THOSE OF COLONIZED WOMEN, CAN TRULY BE HEARD AND REPRESENTED WITHIN DOMINANT ACADEMIC AND POLITICAL DISCOURSE.
SPIVAK QUESTIONS THE ABILITY OF WESTERN ACADEMIC FRAMEWORKS TO ACCURATELY CAPTURE THE EXPERIENCES AND
PERSPECTIVES OF THE SUBALTERN. THE WORK PROVOKES CRITICAL REFLECTION ON REPRESENTATION, POWER, AND THE
CHALLENGES OF ACCESSING AND UNDERSTANDING SILENCED HISTORIES.

6.

IMPERIALISM, THE HIGHEST STAGE OF CAPITALISM

VLADIMIR LENIN'S CLASSIC TEXT ANALYZES THE ECONOMIC DRIVERS BEHIND COLONIAL EXPANSION, ARGUING THAT IMPERIALISM IS
AN INEVITABLE CONSEQUENCE OF ADVANCED CAPITALISM. HE DESCRIBES HOW CAPITALIST MONOPOLIES SOUGHT NEW MARKETS
AND RESOURCES, LEADING TO THE DIVISION OF THE WORLD AMONG IMPERIAL POWERS. THE BOOK PROVIDES A MARXIST

FRAMEW ORK FOR UNDERSTANDING THE ECONOMIC EXPLOITATION INHERENT IN COLONIAL RELATIONSHIPS.

THe PeDAGOGY oF THE OPPRESSED

PAULO FREIRE'S SEMINAL WORK OFFERS A TRANSFORMATIVE APPROACH TO EDUCATION, EMPHASIZING LIBERATION FROM
OPPRESSION. HE CRITIQUES TRADITIONAL BANKING MODELS OF EDUCATION, ARGUING THAT THEY PERPETUATE THE STATUS QUO
AND DEHUMANIZE LEARNERS. FREIRE PROPOSES A DIALOGICAL AND PROBLEM-POSING PEDAGOGY THAT EMPOWERS THE OPPRESSED
TO CRITICALLY ANALYZE THEIR REALITY AND ENGAGE IN COLLECTIVE ACTION FOR SOCIAL CHANGE.

8.

DEBATING THE AMERICAS: INEQUALITY, COLONIALITY, AND SOVEREIGNTY

THIS COLLECTION OF ESSAYS CRITICALLY EXAMINES THE ENDURING LEGACIES OF COLONIALISM AND THEIR IMPACT ON SOCIAL
STRUCTURES AND POLITICAL REALITIES IN THE AMERICAS. |T EXPLORES HOW NOTIONS OF INEQUALITY, RACIAL HIERARCHY, AND
CONTESTED SOVEREIGNTY CONTINUE TO SHAPE THE CONTINENT. THE BOOK BRINGS TOGETHER DIVERSE PERSPECTIVES TO
ANALYZE THE COMPLEX INTERPLAY BET\WEEN HISTORICAL COLONIAL PRACTICES AND CONTEMPORARY SOCIAL JUSTICE
STRUGGLES.



COLONIALITY OF POWER, EUROCENTRISM, AND SOCIAL SCIENCES

AN BAL QUI_JANOIS INFLUENTIAL ESSAY INTRODUCES THE CONCEPT OF “COLONIALITY OF PO\X/ER,” ARGUING THAT
COLONIALISM IS NOT MERELY A HISTORICAL PERIOD BUT A PERSISTENT STRUCTURAL LOGIC THAT CONTINUES TO SHAPE GLOBAL
POWER RELATIONS AND KNOWLEDGE PRODUCTION. HE CRITIQUES THE EUROCENTRISM EMBEDDED WITHIN SOCIAL SCIENCES,
DEMONSTRATING HOW IT PERPETUATES COLONIAL HIERARCHIES. THE WORK CALLS FOR A FUNDAMENTAL REEVALUATION OF
DISCIPLINARY FRAMEWORKS TO ADDRESS THE ENDURING IMPACT OF COLONIAL DOMINATION.
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