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It is now widely understood that the most enduring legacy of colonialism may well be 
the colonization of the mind.  Some commentators appear to think that the very 
deployment of English (or French, Spanish, or German) in intellectual work compromises 
the ability of formerly colonized people to frame an autonomous intellectual 
framework, but the roots of the problem are much deeper.  Indeed, one may even 
argue that English in India, to take one example, is no longer viewed as a foreign 
language:  if cricket is now more an Indian game than an English game, there is but no 
question that English is similarly viewed by many Indians as an intrinsically Indian 
language.  To engage with the problem of Eurocentrism, we shall have to look 
elsewhere.  In my paper, I shall pursue several lines of argument, among them the 
following:  first, in the social sciences most particularly, universities all over the global 
South have adopted the disciplinary framework of modern knowledge encountered in 
the modern university in the West.  In disciplines such as economics and political 
science, the American model reigns supreme.  Secondly, as a corollary of the first 
argument, the parameters of each and every discipline are viewed as having been 
established in universities in the US, UK, Germany, or France, and all that it remains for 
practitioners of the social sciences in the global South to do is to borrow the template 
and, allowing for some tinkering, “adopt” it for their societies.  In this framework, it is 
always understood that the true ratiocinative faculties lie with intellectuals and 
researchers in the global North:  whether the object of study is the Indian past, the 
religious beliefs of people in the Andes, the social norms of the Bedouin, or the creation 
of national parks in East Africa, the theory is supposed to emanate from Europe.  The 
global South is merely the terrain that is to be mined, whether for minerals or for the 
raw data that might feed the ravenous appetite of university researchers in the West.  
The consequences of Eurocentrism, in other words, are to be seen both in the fact that 
nearly all social science work in the global South is sheer mimicry, mere regurgitation of 
ideas generated elsewhere, and in the collapse of higher education.  Thirdly, as I shall 
suggest, one of the most abiding consequences of Eurocentrism remains the 
suppression of alternative, indigenous, and dissenting modes of knowledge.  Finally, 
Eurocentrism, contrary to common belief, is not only a problem for the “rest”, or for the 
Global South; it is at least as much of a problem as well for the “West”.  Since the West 
barely knows others, it cannot know much of itself.  In my wide-ranging discussion of 
the social sciences, focusing on anthropology, economics, history, and psychology, I shall 
argue that all the rhetoric of ‘knowledge societies’ and the supposed emancipatory 
potential of higher education has done precious little to enrich the intellectual life in the 
global South or ameliorate the oppressions and sufferings that have blighted the lives of 
tens of millions. 


