
JÜRGEN HANNEDER

PRETENCE  AND  PREJUDICE

1  but  

with  its  growth,  differentiation  and  shifts  of  academic  subjects  things  
-­

fessional  training  as  well  as  sustained  practical  experience  are  almost  

-­

In  comparison,  subjects  from  amongst  the  humanities  are  considered  
more  accessible  to  outsiders.  Here  someone  with  a  general  academical  

to  it.  However,  philologies  remain  an  exception,  since  training  in  a  phil-­
ological  discipline  requires  considerable  and  prolonged  effort.   In   this  
respect,  traditional  philologies  can  be  compared  to  the  natural  sciences:  

1 -
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-­
2

use,3 4  or  
-­

5  

-­
ism  has  become  fashionable,  one   that  understands  all   truth  claims  as  

6

-­

7  

-­
-­

2 

-
 Wiesbaden: 

3 -

4 -
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6 
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consider  textual  criticism  a  valid  method.  Theologians  of  earlier  centuries  

to  some  forms  of  “religious  studies”),  have   freed   themselves   from   the  

-­

-­

subjecting  them  to  an  inappropriate  method  of  interpretation.  It  is,  for  
-­

8

contribution  to  Indological  research,  but  when  he  gave  a  lecture  in  Mar-­
burg  about  the  occultist  connections  between  the  New  Testament  and  

9  In  other  words,  with  so-­
-­

ine  research  from  pseudo-­science.  An  Indologist  with  a  decent  training  
is  prepared   to  recognize  for   instance  whether  a  new  decipherment  of  

-­

8 

9 See Jürgen Hanneder: 
-

sia 1),   p. 30-32.
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shown   that   relativism   has   opened  wide   the   door   to   a   new   academic  
dilettantism.  One  possible  outcome  of  the  loss  of  clear  criteria  of  what  

Text   affair”.10

the  editors  of  the  journal     accepted  his  piece  of  writing,  fail-­

unsuspecting  readers.11

But  the  “hoax”  also  showed  that  the  failure  was  not  individual,  but  
-­

on  the  assumption  that  an  outsider  can  better  determine  the  position  of  

be  true  in  some  cases),  but  are  often  combined  with  an  inadequate  un-­
derstanding  of  those  methods,  which  renders  the  whole  exercise  futile  
from  the  perspective  of  the  subject  involved.  From  the  perspective  of  

-­

12

10 See Alan Sokal: -
sity Press 2008.

11 

12 See below.
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,  where  the  correct  in-­
terpretation  of  the  compound     is  discussed:13

-
, the “knowledge of kings” or royal knowledge” (12; 

 (e.g., 
 2.2.3 ( ) applies here. The usual order is inverted in 

upasarjana  
is not “the tooth of kings” but “eyetooth.” should be translated as “the 
best of knowledges” rather than as “the knowledge of kings,” as Malinar does.

-­

  does  not  stipulate  that  compounds  
starting  in  

)   that  starts  with  
items,  in  which  no  other  starts  in  

)  then  other  similar  exam-­

  presuppose  no  such  inver-­
sion,  as     etc.  etc.

of  some  compounds  require  careful  weighing  of  arguments.  Therefore  

13 By Angelika Malinar -
bridge University Press, 2007. Reviewed by Vishva Adluri in:  50.1  
(2010), p. 104.

indologica 2011.indb   127 08/11/13   12:23



128 Indologica Taurinensia, 37 (2011)

interpretations  of  Indian  texts,14

-­

a  decade  earlier,15  he  would  have  found  the  interpretations  of  the  com-­
-­

,  

,   and  even   .

Of   course,   such   indications   of   philological   failure   should   not   be  
blown  out  of  proportion.16 -­

interpretation  of   the   :   “The      addresses   the  
individual  reader.  This  has  important  methodological  consequences  for  

-­
17  Or:  “The  Cartesian  approach  to  the  

approach  does  not  recognize  the  Cartesian  distinction  between  res  cogi-­
tans  and  res  extensa.”18

-­

14 See below.
15  22 

(1999), p. 131-166.
16 

17 Vishva Adluri:  Unpub-

18 Ibid., p. 37.
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need  not  deal  with  it  in  depth:  “The   -­

Veda,  as  the   .  Upa  
means  “above”,  or  “meta”,     means  chapter.’’19  No  further  ex-­

-­
logical  dilettante  is  required  here.
  

,20
again  are  singular  instances,  and  whether  there  is  something  substantial  

-­
:  “1.  The  philosophi-­

cal  approach  to  the  text  constitutes  the  most  universal  hermeneutic  ho-­

21

1. The 

-

-

22

At  this  point  the  conclusion  is  inevitable  that  here  someone  with  a  

19 Ibid., p. 282.
20 -

21 Ibid., p. 41.
22 Ibid., p. 42f.
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-­

seems  to  have  become  a  veritable  obsession  he  imagines  to  share  with  

Nicholson  joins  the  growing  chorus  of  scholars  aware  of  the  problems  

Indian  studies”,23

-­

His  teacher  Lassen  was  Norwegian.  Winternitz  and  Strauss  were  living  

23 Vishwa Adluri, Review of 
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-­

the  genre  of  orientalist  writings24

-­
25

-­

-­
-­

26

This  being  said  about  a  wide-­spread  North-­American  perception  of  
-­

academic  cultures,  seems  to  quarrel  with  them  from  time  to  time,  and  

American   academia   is   understood  best.27

-­

24 

Humanism and 
Democratic Criticism

25 

 16.2 (2012), p. 29.
26 

27 

SarDesai, Manohar, 2004.
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28

-­

-­
29

30  and  immunizes  his  

31

Before  going  into  few  details,  one  ought  to  note  that   the  more  ac-­

simple  reenactment  of  the  quarrel  between  the  two  camps  of  Homeric  
studies  as  applied  to  Indian  texts.32  With  queer  arguments  Adluri  tries  

-­
ted  in  the  Indian  tradition  have  to  be  made  sense  of,  against  those  who  

are  valid  arguments  for  and  against  both  positions,  at  least  the  present  

has  a  life  of  its  own,  and  deserves  being  studied  in  its  own  right,  but  that  

28 

-
 166-17 (2010-2011), p. 49-

29 15.3 (2011), p. 253-292.
30 

31 

32 
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33  

34 -­

-­

-­

Hanneder  does  not  fault  Malinar  for  her  sweeping  gesture  of  excluding  all  

-­
-­

of  the  original35 36  

33 Writing  on the 
-

-

Ibid., p.263.
34 -

-

-
lologies dated 24.4.12).

35 

-

-

-

36 
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-­

Indologists  were   receptive   to  his   ideas.”37

quotes,  but  choses  to  ignore  here.38  But  while  Ruben  wrote  in  1934  that  
39  and  therefore  not  

40

an  outsider  to  discern  that  this  statement  was  part  of  Hauer’s  own  brand  

of  his  simplistic  theories,  since  nothing  is  to  disturb  the  overall  picture  

41

Slaje’s  student,  so  that  there  would  appear  to  be  a  consistent  line  one  
can  trace  from  Frauwallner  to  Slaje  to  Hanneder.”42

Indologist.  This,  above  all,   shows  Adluris   ignorance  about   the  actual  

37 

38 See Jürgen Hanneder: 
   -

purgensia 1), p. 55-57.
39 -

40 

, London: George Allen and Unwin 1949, 
p. 11.

41 

42 
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one.43

hesitate  to  call  it  an  extreme  case  of  prejudice,  or  a  form  of  academical  
racism.

of  pretence  for  Indological  learning  combined  with  a  prejudice  against  

editors   of   the   journal   -­

-­
44  while  at  the  same  

avoid  possible  bias.  First  Indological  reactions  against  Adluri’s  strange  
ideas  have  been  unambiguous.45  The  latest  just  appeared  in  

-­

-­
-­

ume  19.  no.2,  Spring  2011,  of  the     and  Volume  15  no.1  

43 -

44 

-

45 See Grünendahl as quoted above.
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of  the  International   ).  And  there  is  more  to  come,  since  two  
of  the  offending  authors  have  announced  their  intention  to  publish  a  monograph  to  
be  titled:  

-­

-­
can  and  British  Indologists  from  their   torrents  of  abuse,  although  the  

-­

ever  be  published  in  the  above  journals?  

have  to  bear  the  same  question  that  was  put  to  the  editors  of  Social  Text  
in  a  review:

46

out   the  following  two  points   in  relation  to   the  paper  of  Dr.  Adluri.   It  
-­

  of  

-­

46 , p. 149.
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-­
one  who  wishes   to   receive  academic  distinctions   in  a   tradition  he   so  

other  parties  involved  remains  puzzling.
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