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Extract:
From Framing the Question
‘Community’ is such a widely used term that its use often confuses the reader and writer. I
employ it to describe the court’s denial of the ‘political’ character of the Vaishnavas and the
Khojas because it resonates with the term ‘community’ used today to describe the religious
groups of Hindus and Muslims. My concern is with the modern construction of
‘communities’ of Hindus and ‘Muslims’ which consistently informs the writing of this book.
In today’s political context the question uppermost in my mind is how was it that the
numerous and often antagonistic religious groups and separately organized collectives were
represented in the single category of either Hindu or Muslim. (p 38)
From Representation of Pushti Sampradaya: Religious Community and Hindu Sect
The males––the maharajas [gurus] and the husbands––were the main actors in the sect. It
was assumed that women had no agency at all––they were sent by their husbands to the
maharajas who used them sexually. Thus the women were completely silent, though their

actions were ever present. This image in reformist writing was consistent with the image of
the women of the sect that emerged in the law court as well. In the entire case, though the
main accusations were concerning women, adultery and immoral practices, no woman was
examined to present direct evidence as to her exploitation. (p 166)

