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Programme 

 

Monday, 09 October  

14.00 – 16.00 Plenary Meeting for ICAS:MP (business meeting for ICAS:MP members) 
 
16.00 – 16.30 

 
tea/coffee break  

16.30 – 17.30 Module meetings  (internal) 
 

17.45 – 18.30 
 
 

Introduction 
 
ICAS:MP: Martin Fuchs (German Director) & Sanjay Srivastava (Indian 
Director) 
 
Olaf Kaltmeier (Speaker Merian Center Mexico)  
Costa Sergio (Speaker Merian Center São Paulo)  
 

18.30 – 20.00 Keynote:  
 
Deborah Posel, University of Cape Town 
Non-racialism in the Post-apartheid Political 
 

20.00 – 22.00 Reception  
(at the Representation of the State of Thuringia) 

 

 

Tuesday  
10 October  

Panel Discussions  
(3-5 speakers, 10-12 min. each) 

9.30-11.00 Panel 1: Debating Democracy / Rethinking Democracy 
Chair:    Vidhu Verma  (JNU, New Delhi) 
 
▪ Shail Mayaram, CSDS  (TM 1):  

Democracy and democratisation: Revisiting the Gandhi-Ambedkar debate and 
Dera making in the Punjab  

▪ Sanjay Kumar, CSDS (TM 3): 
Debating Democracy: A Citizens Perspective 

▪ Kalpana Kannabiran, Hyderabad  (TM 4): 
Resistance, 'Constitutional Renaissance' and the Right to Privacy:  Re-mapping 
democratic futures? 

▪ Rana Behal, Delhi University (TM 2): 
Democracy and Labour in India   

▪  Matthias Gsänger, Würzburg University (TM5): 
Democratisation: Contesting the Boundaries of State and Civil Society  

   

11.00-11.30 tea/coffee break 
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11.30-13.00 
 

Panel 2:  Debating Development/ Rethinking Development 
Chair:    Samita Sen (Jadavpur University, Kolkata) 
 
▪ Sebastian Vollmer, Göttingen University (TM 6):  

What is development and what causes it?  
▪ Antje Linkenbach, MWK Erfurt (TM 4):  

Down the rabbit hole: reflecting the ambiguities of development 
▪ Dwaipayan Bhattacharyya, JNU New Delhi (TM 3) 

Development and democracy: Some common truths and underlying tendencies  
▪ Prabhu Mohapatra, Delhi University (TM 2):  

Whither Development ? Notes on Past present and Future of work in India  

13.00-14.30 Lunch break 
14.30-16.00 Panel 3: Debating Diversity/ Rethinking Diversity 

Chair:    Tapati Guha-Thakurta (CSSSC, Kolkata) 
 
▪ Hartmut Rosa, Erfurt/Jena Univ. (TM 4):  

Diversity and Resonance. Overcoming the dichotomy of identity/difference 
▪ Tanweer Fazal, JNU (TM 3):  

The Mosque as a juristic person: Law, Public Order and Inter-religious disputes 
in India 

▪ Chitra Joshi, D.U. (TM 2):  
Thinking Diversity through Labour 

▪ Elisabeth Schömbucher-Kusterer, Würzburg Univ. (TM 5):  
Transsexuality, Transgender, Transidentity: Emerging Global Discourses on 
Gender Diversity 

▪ Eleni Christodoulou, GEI Braunschweig (TM 1) 
Rethinking Diversity in the context of History as a Political Category:  
the role of History Textbooks 

 
16.00-16.30 tea/coffee break  
  
16.30-18.00 ICAS Plenary ‘Metamorphoses of the Political’:  

Chair:    Valerian Rodrigues (Ambedkar Univ.) 
 
Rajeev Bhargava (TM 4), CSDS 
Deborah Posel (Univ. f Cape Town) 
Olaf Kaltmeier, Bielefeld University  
Marianne Braig  (Free University Berlin, & São Paulo Merian Centre) 
 

19.30 Dinner 
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Concept Note for the Conference 

 

The distinction between ‘politics’ and ‘the political’ seems to have become a key precept of modern 

social science, philosophy, and cultural history. The reason for this shift has still to be explored and 

attempted explanations focus on the changing role of the nation state as actor and object of political 

science, and the broadening of the field of politics. Today, ‘the political’ modifies its ‘aggregate state’ 

continually, encompassing new fields of social practice as it withdraws from others, frequently 

appearing as ‘antipolitics’. This has triggered an intensive and interdisciplinary debate on the contours 

and content of 'the political’. 

Recent academic debate on the political has concentrated on multiple areas of politicisation: the 

role, forms and advances of civil society and social movements, the politicisation of law and, in 

particular, of rights, the drive for the democratisation of democracy, including modal changes of 

democratic procedures, and the diversification of forms of governance regarding state and non-state 

actors. Forms of political exclusion and questions of recognition and justice have likewise received 

increased attention recently. With respect to all these topics, the Indian subcontinent features both, 

as one of the major arenas of contestation and as a centre of scholarly debate. India is therefore rich 

with resources for decentering conventional notions of ‘the political’.  

As an interdisciplinary forum for intellectual exchange, organised in a modular structure, the 

International Centre of Advanced Studies: ‘Metamorphoses of the Political’ aims to focus on these key 

political processes and questions from a comparative point of view and by applying a long-term 

perspective. Located in the global South where 'most of the world' resides, ICAS:MP critically 

intervenes in debates in the social sciences, which, despite relying almost entirely on evidence from 

North-Atlantic rim societies, claim universal applicability. ICAS:MP will serve as an Indian-based centre 

of advanced international studies in order to consciously unsettle the methodological nationalism and 

Eurocentrism that continue to frame research in the humanities and social sciences. 

The Inaugural Conference has the special objective to outline and present the scope of the research 

endeavour of ICAS:MP to a wider intellectually interested audience. The conference will also pay 

attention to the modular structure of the Centre and therefore offers a forum to represent the 

particular focus of research of each of the modules. 
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Abstracts 

 

 Keynote:  
 
Non-racialism in the Post-apartheid Political 
Deborah Posel, University of Cape Town 
 

If apartheid South Africa was the most racialised society in the world, the constitutional democracy 

that birthed the ‘new’ South Africa asserted ‘non-racialism’ as its central, foundational value. It is 

enshrined – albeit undefined – in Chapter One of the Constitution, which a leading legal scholar has 

described as the ‘most sacred part’ of this text and what it stands for. In recent years, however, the 

precept of non-racialism has come under increasing pressure – associated with allegations that the 

inaugural promises of emancipation remain unrealised. What was the original promise of ‘non-

racialism’? How and why has it become so precarious? The lecture anchors these questions in a reading 

of the South African Truth and Reconciliation Commission, one of the pivotal interventions at the 

vanguard of the non-racial project. I consider the ethical radicalism of the Commission’s version of the 

precept, at the same time as revealing its fragility in the nascent identity politics that took root within 

the inner workings of the Commission itself. 
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Panel 1: Debating Democracy / Rethinking Democracy 
Chair:    Vidhu Verma  (JNU, New Delhi) 
 
Democracy and democratisation:  
Revisiting the Gandhi - Ambedkar debate and Dera making in the Punjab   

Shail Mayaram, CSDS  (TM 1) 
 

If there is a moment of democratisation identified with social justice it is the entry of those hitherto 

classified as untouchables into the political process. How do we look at this moment in Indian 

Democracy? Was Gandhi an “Impossible Indian” or “An Impossible Possibility” as Faisal Devji and 

Sudhir Chandra describe his ethical politics. Did the fast leading to the Poona Pact enable Gandhi to 

listen to his “inner voice” (Tridip Suhrud) or did his fasting denote “moral coercion” (Sudhir Chandra)? 

Theorists such as DL. Sheth and Bhiku Parekh have pointed out that following the Poona Pact dalits got 

a larger share of seats than they would have under separate electorates. There is, on the other hand, 

a strong Dalit critique of the Poona Pact and a series of arguments have been made by Arundhati Roy 

and DR Nagaraj. The presentation will revisit these and raise the question of categories.  

 

Debating Democracy: A Citizens Perspective  

Sanjay Kumar, CSDS (TM 3): 

 

The prism through which the citizens in South Asia make an assessment of democracy is clearly the 

prism of the working of the government in their respective countries. A healthy socio-economic 

condition and stable political situation in the country tailors the choice for the people towards a more 

positive assessment of democracy and vice versa. The citizens assess the working of democracy more 

by the current prevailing situation than by formal rules and regulations, whether those rules have been 

adhered to or not. If citizens are satisfied with the working of the government in the country, they tend 

to make positive assessment of democracy and if people are dissatisfied with the working of the 

government there are enormous chances that the assessment of democracy would be rather negative.   

But one thing is clear, the same people who may be critical while making an assessment of democracy 

would not hesitate in choosing democracy to any other form of government. So while people may have 

anxieties about democracy and may be critical of its functioning, but in comparative perspective, it 

would be preferred compared to any other form of government. But this endorsement of democracy 

is accompanied by three factors. 

First attraction for alternative form of government amongst the citizens is quite common in the South 

Asian countries which is largely guided by the prevailing socio-economic condition. Secondly the 

citizens do not attach any meaning to democracy which academicians attach to the meaning of 

democracy. Thus, the search for a specific meaning of democracy becomes difficult as different people 

have different expectations from the government. Welfare and justice are the two most popular 

meanings attached to the notion of democracy by the common citizens. These meanings to democracy 

cut across citizens of different backgrounds in varying degrees and not to any category of citizens  and 

fulfillment or non fulfillment that guides the assessment of democracy. 

But limited satisfaction of the citizens from democracy in the South Asian countries is understandable 

because most citizens are unaware of the architecture and logic of democracy. The idea of democracy 

has come to most South Asian countries partly through colonial struggles and also through struggle 
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against local system of domination. So the idea to contest is quite well established, but imagination of 

institutionalising democracy remains weak. Overall, this gap between the idea and its imagination 

remains a key challenge for democracy in South Asian countries despite its endorsement by a large 

number of citizens.         

 

Resistance, 'Constitutional Renaissance' and the Right to Privacy:  Re-mapping democratic futures? 

Kalpana Kannabiran, Hyderabad  (TM 4): 

 

The Supreme Court of India, on 24 August 2017, delivered a far-reaching judgment on the right to 

privacy as a fundamental right guaranteed by the Constitution of India. This is particularly relevant 

because it marks a ‘constitutional renaissance’ of sorts during times of economic and political precarity.  

While the 500-page judgment has taken extensive recourse to the history of Indian constitutional 

jurisprudence, international and comparative constitutional law, this presentation will set out some 

preliminary arguments on the contexts of resistance -- civil liberties challenges based on popular/ 

insurgent constitutionalism, deliberative democracy and feminist critiques of constitutional inter-

pretation for instance - that have provided the grammar and the epistemological possibilities for this 

decision. The attempt will be to open out the history of the crafting and consolidation of a new 

constitutional commonsense in the first instance within protest movements that have interrogated 

arbitrary state action at enormous cost to life and liberty, especially over the last forty years.   

 

Democracy and Labour in India  

Rana Behal, Delhi University (TM 2): 

 

This paper briefly looks at the changing nature of labour relations and the mediatory role of the State 

in the absence of democracy in colonial period and the emergence of democracy in post-Independence 

India. The colonial state intervention in capital labour relations was paternalistic in nature, perceiving 

labourers as incapable of protecting their rights and bargaining for better wages and work conditions. 

Working class struggles helped wrest some of the labour rights from the capital during the 1930s and 

1940s which were adopted in labour laws by the colonial state. The emergent post-colonial India as a 

democratic republic brought significant changes in the labour relations and the role of the State in 

mediating and regulating these. The paper will study the nature of these developments in the context 

of changing industrial landscape of India after Independence- the emergence of a duel system of 

industrial production: large scale public and private sector industrial enterprises. Issue of 

representation, formation of labour organisations under the newly enacted labour laws are integral to 

this study. The official regulatory systems under the State labour policies, the formation of trade unions 

through electoral representation by workers and setting up structures of ‘mutual’ negotiation systems 

like Tripartite conferences between capital, labour and the State will be the focus of this study. The 

paper will also analyse the nature of labour movements and labour organisations under the democratic 

space available in the new Independent India. We will examine the changing course of post-

Independent India’s democratic politics, emerging formal/informal sector dichotomies and the shaping 

of industrial relations and labour organisations till the recent times.      
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Democratisation: Contesting the Boundaries of State and Civil Society 

Matthias Gsänger, Würzburg University (TM5): 

 

“Democratisation” refers to the fact that there is always a gap between any ideal concept of democracy 

and the reality of concrete democratic systems in the here and now. This presumption holds for 

concepts of the liberal mainstream, as for instance RA. Dahl’s distinction between democracy and 

polyarchy as well as for Jacque Derrida's democracy “à venir”. Processes focusing on this gap bring the 

political out, insofar as “politics” is seen as a self-reflexive form of rule or governance, whose forms 

and practices are a problem to the political process itself. On another level of reflection, the very 

concepts of democracy also come under scrutiny. 

According to Clare Chambers feminism rests on three basic theses: 1. Gender is a significant social 

cleavage, one that is enduring and has endured. 2. This cleavage is not normatively neutral: it is 

profoundly unequal, with women being the disadvantaged group. 3. This fact of entrenched patriarchal 

gender division is normatively wrong, and political action is needed to overcome it. 

Insofar as feminism addresses present democratic systems, and several normative and evaluative 

assumptions backing them, as part of this cleavage, feminism appears as fundamentally political. 

The paper takes a look on how feminist practices and theory contest several boundaries, that inform 

the structure of modern democracies; boundaries like that between public and private, the state and 

the private, the state and civil society, and that between different territorially bound democratic 

communities. Those boundaries are both: normatively charged concepts and expression of the 

differentiation of modern/modernising societies. 

I will ask, which challenges and what chances for political thought and for democratisation processes 

derive from those contestations. 
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Panel 2:  Debating Development/ Rethinking Development 

Chair:    Samita Sen (Jadavpur University, Kolkata) 

 

Down the rabbit hole: reflecting the ambiguities of development  

Antje Linkenbach, MWK Erfurt (TM 4):  

 

This presentation will touch upon three main aspects of development as concept and praxis, all three 

revealing its ambiguous character and prompting approval and / or criticism. 

1. Development as robust hegemonic utopia and global reference point. 

I will argue that the stability of the concept of development is due to the flexibility of its 

conceptualisation, which again is a result of the interplay between political ideas and agendas 

and normative-ethical critique.  

2. Development from the perspectives of the marginalised  

Those who have been subjects or victims of development have become visible and audible due 

to self-assertion, social movements and international solidarity. Local ideas of ‘good life’ or 

’life projects’ challenge mainstream approaches, although they still lack the power of 

enforcement. 

3. The entanglement between development and sustainability 

I will argue that the meeting of the two concepts has opened up two major trajectories: 

ecological modernisation and de-growth (in the West) respectively environmentalism of the 

poor (in the global South). 

 

 

Development and Democracy: Some common truths and underlying tendencies  

Dwaipayan Bhattacharyya, JNU New Delhi (TM 3) 

 

Taking a long term perspective of Indian democracy since independence, one comes across four or five 

very distinctive ‘models’ deployed by economists and political scientists to make sense of the country’s 

major political tendencies. Such ‘models’ also reflect the dominant tendencies of contemporary 

intellectual currents ranging from system theories, liberal pluralism to Marxist and neo-Marxist 

theories to the more recent postcolonial interrogations of the political. While they differ significantly 

in their assumptions as well as epistemic antecedents, each contributing uniquely to our understanding 

of a very complex societal process in its continuous transformation, they – I argue – also hold 

something in common. They engaged with two conflicting tendencies in Indian political landscape: of 

negotiation and nullification, of coalition and coercion, of reciprocation and repression and, in sum, of 

universalism and unilateralism. My paper would argue that the two sets not only characterise two 

different operative principles concentrated in the locus of political power alone, rather they find an 

echo in expansive governmental processes, in the everyday political practices covering a wide range of 

state-institutional and social-communitarian spaces.  
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Whither Development ? Notes on Past present and Future of work in India 

Prabhu Mohapatra, Delhi University (TM 2):  

 

My presentation will assess the challenges posed to the reigning  “ Development” Paradigm by the 

changes in the world of work. The delinking of “employment” from growth and disjuncture between 

quantity and quality of employment - and  more fundamental attempts to transform  “employees” into 

“entrepreneurs  have reshaped the Development Paradigm. This has  occurred at a time when 

technology (digital revolution, Industrial Revolution 4.0, Artificial Intelligence) is emerging as major 

driver of change in the world of work. Inequality, however measured, may have been a consequence 

of the development paradigm but is now being aggravated by threat of technological unemployment 

and growing redundancy. How will it affect the already massive informal labour in developing countries 

like India? My paper will shed light on the present conditions of work and  future developments in the 

world of work by  examining the issue in a temporal and spatially differentiated framework.  I 

shall  focus on four phases  of  history of work and relations in India,  i.e the Colonial period (before 

and after 1919 ) and the post independence period ( before and after 1991) to delineate interrelations 

between world of work and economic and social “development”. Changing interaction between India 

and the World in the above phases will provide an important scaffolding of my presentation. 

 

 

What is development and what causes it?  

Sebastian Vollmer, Göttingen University (TM 6):  
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Panel 3: Debating Diversity/ Rethinking Diversity 

Chair:    Tapati Guha-Thakurta (CSSSC, Kolkata) 

 

Diversity and Resonance. Overcoming the dichotomy of identity/difference  

Hartmut Rosa, Erfurt/Jena Univ. (TM 4):  

 

Obviously, there are many forms and levels of diversity. Nevertheless, in social theory as well as in 

political practice, there appears to be a sharp gap, or a dichotomy, between approaches that focus on 

identity (and authenticity), for which diversity and difference inevitably pose a problem, on the one 

hand, and approaches starting from the facticity of difference for which identity-thinking always entails 

an element of repression. The paper seeks to develop a conception of ”resonance” as a form of 

encounter which leads to mutual transformation such that it is possible to conceive of an 

“appropriation” of that which is alien that is not simply a form of ”nostrification” of the other. 

Resonance is not consonance, or harmony, but it is not just dissonance, either. When resonance 

happens, so the argument goes, identities change, but differences change, too, in a process of dynamic 

encounter. This encounter can be conceptualised as a process of listening and answering. The paper 

will try to elucidate this conception for the spheres of politics, art and religion.     

 

The Mosque as a juristic person: Law, Public Order and Inter-religious disputes in India  

Tanweer Fazal, JNU (TM 3):  

 

The dispute between Muslims and Sikhs over the Shahidganj mosque in Lahore in the early 1930s 

served as the prelude to the Punjabi Muslims’ decisive shift in favour of the Pakistan movement. The 

competing political campaigns, religious polarisation and intermittent spells of violence that it 

triggered has attracted the attention of historians interested in the development of communitarian 

mass politics and partition. However, the dispute also played out in the colonial courts and it became 

the site on which some of the knottiest questions of colonial jurisprudence were debated. The present 

paper looks at this ignored aspect of the Shahidganj conflict.  Could the mosque, like a Hindu deity, be 

designated a juristic person? What laws would apply in an inter-religious dispute of this nature? And 

whether in such matters, the state law enjoyed pre-eminence over religious laws. Despite the 

unanimity over the building’s antecedents as a mosque, the courts – all the way from the Sikh tribunal, 

to the High Court to the Privy Council – ruled in favour of the Sikhs. The paper seeks to understand 

how these competing claims were adjudicated and what were the imperatives of the colonial 

government that resulted in such a judicial outcome. It then proceeds to examine the Ram 

Janmabhoomi-Babri masjid case in order to understand the continuities as well as departures in the 

exigencies of the post-colonial state and the resolutions it offered thereof in such disputes.  
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Thinking Diversity through Labour  

Chitra Joshi, D.U. (TM 2):  

 

How do we understand diversity through the prism of labour or how does the question of diversity 

inflect our understanding of labour? What are the different ways in which we can conceptualise the 

idea of diversity? How is diversity produced?  

Frameworks that saw labour in homogenising terms have long been questioned. Three key issues that 

disrupt homogenising perspectives on labour are: questions of religion, community and ethnicity; two, 

questions of gender; three, the question of law and diversity.  

1. Studies on labour have looked at the ways in which ethnic, community and religious diversity is 

reshaped and given new meaning in the lives of labour. New boundaries are drawn dissolving old 

differences and creating new ones. Some of these issues are being explored as part of the project on 

Archives of labour. Oral narratives of workers from the post-independence decades provide important 

insights into the ways in which notions of identity, community and solidarity were articulated. A 

nagging question remains about the meanings of stigma for workers from castes considered impure.  

2. Gendered perspectives on labour allow us to rethink questions of diversity in different ways. 

Writings on labour in India over the past two decades show how a gendered labour force is produced. 

Differentials of skill and wage, we know, were deeply influenced by gendered notions of work. 

Questions of gender are important also to understanding notions of masculinity and femininity and 

how these are transformed through trajectories of migration, work and individual life experiences.  

Histories of intimacy and romance in urban neighbourhoods, that form a part of the research around 

the labour module (TM 2), give important insights into the questions of gender, femininity and urban 

experience.  

A gendered perspective also forces a need to rethink standard divisions and boundaries between the 

rural and urban for instance, pointing to the closely connected histories. Questions of circular 

migration, the place of the rural in the social reproduction of labour are being explored as part of 

studies for the labour module.  

3. Law and legislation creates distinctions, classifies labour as diverse: differences are made for 

instance, between the formal and informal, organised and unorganised. The way in which many of 

these differences were understood earlier is now critiqued. The lines between what is seen as formal 

or informal are often blurred. The informal, it is argued, is not what lies outside law but is created by 

law. Even when the old terms of reference are critiqued, the centrality of law remains ie. diversity is 

created through legal distinctions. Labour is fractured, divided along categories created by law: 

distinctions are drawn between the permanent, temporary, casual and contract workers.  

These distinctions are not fixed; lines are continuously redrawn and there are conflicts over the rights, 

obligations affecting different categories of labour. Public interventions and demands by labour 

organisations for rights and recognition are moves seeking an erasure of difference. How do these 

interventions interrogate and reaffirm and redefine the terms of diversity?  
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Rethinking Diversity in the context of History as a Political Category: the role of History Textbooks  

Eleni Christodoulou, GEI Braunschweig (TM 1) 

 

This paper argues for the need to rethink the concept of diversity in the context of (contested) 

representations of the past. It focuses on educational manifestations of diversity in history textbooks 

and their implications for both students and the wider society. The first argument is that we need to 

rethink the concept of diversity from a critical perspective and expose the dangers of using and 

practicing it in a way that is synonymous with “difference”. We need to be aware and cautious of the 

ways in which these diversity practices divide people rather than unite them under a common 

humanity. Textbooks have been criticised for often either lacking diversity, or when this is present for 

helping to construct borders between people rather than demolish them. The second argument is that 

history textbooks are a particular useful indicator of the use and practice of diversity in society. 

Decisions about what is included and excluded in history textbooks reflect power relations that can tell 

us how a society treats diversity in the present, but also how they envision a desirable future. Diversity 

textbook analysis also allows for the investigation of practices of inclusion/exclusion of groups 

depending on their gender, religion, ethnicity, race, disability, social status etc. The politicisation of 

diversity becomes even more critical in areas of conflict, where ”history wars” are already in place. So 

what is the role of diversity when teaching about the past? What are the educational implications and 

challenges of teaching about diversity? What does diversity mean in different country contexts?  

 

Transsexuality, Transgender, Transidentity: Emerging Global Discourses on Gender Diversity  

Elisabeth Schömbucher-Kusterer, Würzburg Univ. (TM 5):  
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Notes 

 

 

 

 


