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	The study explores the transformative power of subaltern historiography in reshaping historical narratives and amplifying marginalised voices. The objective of this research is to examine the theoretical foundations and methodologies of subaltern historiography, assess its impact on challenging dominant narratives, and explore its role in promoting social justice and inclusivity within historical scholarship. The research methodology employed is primarily analytical and historical, involving an analysis of subaltern perspectives, narratives, and events through a critical lens. Findings indicate that subaltern historiography offers a crucial alternative to traditional historical approaches by bringing forth marginalised voices and experiences that have been historically overlooked or silenced. The study reveals that subaltern historiography has the potential to challenge dominant narratives, disrupt existing power structures, and create space for diverse voices within historical research and writing. By incorporating subaltern perspectives, historians can contribute to a more comprehensive and accurate understanding of historical events, movements, and social structures. The study highlights the importance of integrating subaltern historiography in history education to foster inclusivity and promote a more equitable representation of the past.
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1. INTRODUCTION
	The origins of subaltern studies can be traced back to the 1960s and 1970s, a period of significant social and political upheaval in many parts of the world. During this time, scholars and activists began to challenge the dominant narratives of history, which tended to focus on the actions of elites and ignore the experiences of ordinary people, particularly those from marginalised communities. One of the most influential figures in the development of subaltern studies was the Indian historian Ranajit Guha, who, in the 1980s, founded the Subaltern Studies collective with a group of like-minded scholars. Guha argued that traditional historical approaches were Eurocentric and failed to capture the experiences and perspectives of subaltern groups, such as peasants, workers, and indigenous peoples, who had been excluded from mainstream historical narratives.
The Subaltern Studies collective sought to recover the voices and experiences of these groups by using a range of sources, including oral histories, folklore, and popular culture, as well as more traditional archival sources. By doing so, they aimed to challenge the dominant narratives of history and offer a more nuanced and complex understanding of the past. The impact of subaltern studies has been far-reaching, not only in terms of expanding our understanding of history, but also in terms of challenging power structures and fostering social change. By giving voice to those who have been silenced, subaltern studies has helped to create a more inclusive and democratic vision of history, one that recognises the agency and contributions of all members of society, regardless of their social status or background.
The study is significant as it sheds light on the transformative power of subaltern historiography in uncovering marginalised voices and challenging dominant narratives. By examining its theoretical foundations, methodologies, and impact, this study contributes to a broader understanding of the potential of subaltern historiography to promote social justice, inclusivity, and a more comprehensive and accurate representation of history.
1.1. Research Objectives
The objectives of the study are to examine the theoretical foundations and methodologies of subaltern historiography, analyze its impact on challenging dominant narratives and amplifying marginalised voices, assess its limitations and criticisms, explore its role in promoting social justice and inclusivity, evaluate its reception within mainstream historical discourse, and provide recommendations for integrating subaltern perspectives in history education.
1.2. Methodology
The research methodology employed in the study is primarily analytical and historical. The study involves an analysis of the theoretical foundations and key principles of subaltern historiography, as well as an examination of historical narratives and events from the perspective of subaltern voices. The aim is to critically evaluate the impact and implications of subaltern historiography on history writing and challenge dominant narratives.
2. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	Subaltern historiography emerged as a form of scholarship in the 1980s, spearheaded by the Subaltern Studies Collective, a group of South Asian scholars interested in postcolonial studies and the historiography of the Indian subcontinent (Chakrabarty, 2000; Kumar & Roy, 2019). The term "subaltern" originally borrowed from Gramsci, designates the social groups excluded from the socio-political hegemony and largely refers to the oppressed, marginalised, or disenfranchised individuals and communities.  At its core, subaltern historiography seeks to counter elitist historiographies and to give voice to those who have been silenced in history (Chakrabarty, 2000). It attempts to disrupt the conventional, often Eurocentric, models of historiography that tend to marginalise non-Western perspectives and the voices of those at the lower echelons of society (Currie, 1995).
A significant concept in subaltern historiography is that of "deconstructing historiography". This involves challenging existing historical narratives and breaking down the structures and systems of thought that have traditionally informed the writing of history. Spivak's work underscores the importance of critically examining the "construction" of history, particularly in the context of postcolonial societies (Spivak, 2012). Despite its many contributions, subaltern historiography has faced criticism. One such critique is that subaltern studies, in their aim to recover the voices of the marginalised, may inadvertently homogenise these voices.  Further, the approach has been critiqued for potentially fostering a dichotomous view of 'elite' versus 'subaltern', which might oversimplify complex social dynamics. 
Subaltern historiography, while originally focused on South Asian history, has found broad applicability in various historical and geographic contexts. For instance, Egan (2002) applied this methodology in examining environmental history in the United States. Similarly, Sand (2014) and Roos (2016) have used it in studying aspects of the Japanese Empire and South African history, respectively. Subaltern historiography emphasises the need to re-imagine and rewrite history from the perspective of those who have been historically marginalised and silenced. It involves not merely recording 'events', but analyzing social and political structures and their influence on the formation and perception of historical narratives (Prakash, 1994).
Historically, subaltern voices, or those belonging to individuals or groups that exist on the periphery of dominant power structures, have been marginalised in traditional historiographies. These narratives often favor the dominant, elite, or imperial classes, reinforcing their perspectives and power structures (Chakrabarty, 2000; Spivak, 2012). Subaltern studies emerged as a critique and challenge to this type of historiography. It seeks to expose and challenge the dominant narratives that have shaped our understanding of history (Currie, 1995). Furthermore, it strives to give a voice to those who have been silenced or marginalised in the history-making process (Chakrabarty, 2000; Spivak, 2012). For instance, Rodriguez's (1994) exploration of historiography on the Rio Grande provides a voice to subaltern communities that have been overlooked in mainstream historical narratives. Still, subaltern studies face its own limitations. Sarkar (2002) discusses the decline of the subaltern in subaltern studies, pointing to the challenges of fully integrating these marginalised voices into historiography. This could be seen as an inherent problem with the methodology itself, reflecting the difficulties of grappling with silenced voices and the inaccessibility of some primary sources. Various domains offer different takes on subaltern historiography. For example, Egan's (2002) review of subaltern environmentalism in the US offers an analysis of marginalised communities' impact and engagement with the environment, often overlooked in mainstream environmental histories. Similarly, Roos (2016) examines South African historiography, suggesting a radical historical investigation into white populations' experiences as subalterns, a perspective that traditional histories have ignored.
In addition, the Indian Rebellion of 1857, which is traditionally portrayed as a 'Sepoy Mutiny' driven by religious and caste prejudices, has been reevaluated through a subaltern lens to consider the role of consciousness and agency of the Indian soldiers.  In postcolonial criticism, subaltern studies help to problematise and challenge the inherited assumptions and biases from colonial rule (Prakash, 1994). The stigma of ‘communalism’ in partition historiography, for instance, is critically revisited in Jalal's (1996) work. In the context of Mexican historiography, Knight (2002) provides a critique of subaltern studies, discussing how perspectives can be skewed and misrepresented through statistical analyses that fail to capture the complexity of subaltern experiences. Subaltern studies have also examined the role of peasants in politics and history-making, seeking to provide them with agency and disrupt the traditional narratives that portray them as passive victims. 
2.1. Methodologies of Subaltern Historians and Impact of Subaltern Historiography
	Subaltern Studies is a distinct approach to history that seeks to bring forward the perspectives and voices of the subaltern, or the marginalised and oppressed groups in society. This is often counter to dominant or elite narratives that have historically taken precedence in the study of history (Chakrabarty, 2000). Subaltern historians utilise several methodologies to uncover and interpret these perspectives. One of the fundamental methodologies is deconstruction, which aims to dismantle and critique dominant narratives. This technique challenges traditional interpretations and re-examines them from a subaltern perspective. Chakrabarty (2000) argues that the process of deconstruction requires historians to situate the subaltern at the center of the narrative, allowing their perspectives to shape the understanding of historical events. Another methodology employed by subaltern historians involves reinterpreting archival materials and conventional sources. Subaltern historians engage in a rigorous re-reading of these sources, seeking the "silences" or gaps that might indicate a subaltern presence that has been overlooked or intentionally ignored (Rodríguez, 1994; Perusek, 1993).
Oral histories, folklore, and other forms of non-traditional sources are also significant in subaltern historiography. This method helps subaltern historians bridge the gap that traditional historical methodologies often overlook, allowing for a fuller understanding of the subaltern experience (Roos, 2016; Egan, 2002). In some instances, subaltern historians explore a 'history from below' approach, focusing on the everyday experiences of marginalised groups and individuals, offering new insights and understandings about societal structures, and challenging elitist historiography. Subaltern Studies also takes a critical stance towards the use of statistics in historical analysis. Subaltern historians often argue that statistical analyses can reduce the complex experiences of subaltern groups to mere numbers, further marginalising their perspectives (Knight, 2002).
It's also worth noting that the subaltern approach has been subject to critique, particularly for its focus on the local and specific at the expense of broader social and political contexts (Sarkar, 2002). Despite this, subaltern historiography continues to challenge traditional perspectives and contribute to our understanding of the complexities of history. While each of these methods is distinct, they all contribute to the overall goal of subaltern studies: to give voice to the marginalised and often silent participants in history, challenging dominant narratives, and contributing to a more comprehensive and inclusive understanding of the past. Subaltern historiography seeks to challenge dominant historical narratives and create space for marginalised voices. The endeavour often involves challenging the traditional ways of producing history, highlighting the importance of voices that have been silenced, ignored, or misrepresented in dominant narratives (Chakrabarty, 2000).
One of the key impacts of subaltern historiography has been its deconstruction of established historiographies. Spivak (2012) elaborates on this by pointing out how subaltern studies deconstruct historiography by focusing on the stories of those who have been marginalised, underrepresented, or misrepresented in traditional historical narratives. This approach not only challenges the dominant narratives but also calls into question the very methods and perspectives used in traditional history writing. For instance, the historiography of the Japanese empire was significantly impacted by subaltern studies which provided a new perspective on the study of empire, highlighting the experiences of individuals who were impacted by imperial rule rather than focusing solely on the imperial powers (Sand, 2014). Similarly, in the context of South African history, subaltern historiography has been instrumental in challenging dominant narratives and shedding light on the experiences and perspectives of marginalised communities. 
Subaltern historiography has also been pivotal in redefining the understanding of significant historical events. For example, Perusek (1993) argues that subaltern consciousness greatly influenced the historiography of the Indian Rebellion of 1857 by focusing on the perspectives and experiences of the subaltern classes. Furthermore, it's important to note that subaltern historiography is not limited to challenging narratives about people; it can also challenge narratives about the environment. Egan (2002) points to "subaltern environmentalism" as a method of challenging dominant narratives about the environment in the United States, focusing on the perspectives of marginalised communities. However, subaltern historiography is not without its criticisms. Some scholars, such as Sarkar (2002), argue that the emphasis on subalternity in subaltern studies has declined over time, compromising the original intent and potential of the field. Kumar and Roy (2019) also argue that the approach should be positioned within a larger historical context, critiquing its sometimes limited scope.
2.2. Reshaping Historical Understanding and Criticisms of Subaltern Historiography
Subaltern historiography has significantly contributed to reshaping our understanding of key historical events, movements, and social structures. This is largely due to its focus on the perspectives of marginalised or subordinated groups that were previously overlooked or suppressed in mainstream historical narratives (Chakrabarty, 2000). One of the key ways subaltern historiography has reshaped understanding is through challenging dominant Eurocentric and elitist historical narratives. In the context of South Asian history, for instance, the Subaltern Studies Group has endeavoured to shed light on the perspectives and experiences of peasants and other marginalised groups (Chatterjee, 1983; Kumar & Roy, 2019). Similarly, Rodríguez (1994) discusses the application of subaltern historiography to the history of the Rio Grande region, highlighting its utility in surfacing the experiences of indigenous communities that were often overlooked in mainstream narratives.
Subaltern historiography also has implications for understanding social structures. In Roos (2016) examination of South African history, for example, the author argues for the use of subaltern historiography to radically rethink the history of "white folk" in South Africa, a perspective often unexplored in dominant narratives. This suggests that subaltern historiography can help not only to highlight marginalised voices but also to reevaluate dominant ones. The approach has also contributed to the reevaluation of major historical events. Perusek's (1993) analysis of the Indian Rebellion of 1857, for instance, explores the consciousness of the subaltern classes during the rebellion, significantly contributing to a more nuanced understanding of the event. Similarly, Jalal (1996) revisits the partition historiography through the lens of subaltern studies, providing a fresh interpretation of this significant historical event.
Moreover, in analysing the historical narratives of environmental movements, subaltern historiography has revealed the significant roles that marginalised groups have played (Egan, 2002). This "subaltern environmentalism" has led to a more comprehensive understanding of environmental history in the United States, again demonstrating the potential of subaltern historiography to challenge and reshape conventional narratives.
However, it's important to note that while subaltern historiography has been instrumental in challenging dominant historical narratives, it has faced criticisms as well. Sarkar (2002) argues that subaltern studies has experienced a decline, especially with regards to its initial goals of giving voice to the subaltern. Prakash (1994) also critiques the approach as a form of postcolonial criticism, suggesting that it might not be entirely successful in escaping the pitfalls of traditional historiography. Subaltern historiography, pioneered by the Subaltern Studies Group, revolutionised the way scholars perceive history by focusing on those marginalised or oppressed in society. Yet, while this perspective has been praised for centering marginalised voices, it also faces several criticisms and limitations.
One major limitation of subaltern historiography is its perceived essentialism. Some critics argue that this approach tends to homogenise the 'subaltern,' without accounting for significant differences within subaltern groups based on gender, caste, religion, region, and so forth (Chakrabarty, 2000). This broad categorization can result in a lack of nuance in understanding the experiences and struggles of distinct subaltern groups (Chatterjee, 1983).
Another critique concerns the accessibility and representativeness of subaltern voices. Spivak (2012) famously questioned, "Can the subaltern speak?" Here, she points to the inherent difficulty in retrieving the subaltern's authentic voice, as the subaltern often lacks the means to record their experiences. This challenge raises the question of who is representing the subaltern and whether their interpretations are authentic or influenced by their own biases and perspectives. The overemphasis on the local, another critique, can risk overshadowing the role of larger structures and systems in shaping subaltern lives (Sand, 2014). While it's important to highlight local experiences and resistances, understanding systemic forces is crucial for a comprehensive historical analysis. Subaltern historiography has also been critiqued for its postcolonial focus. Critics argue that it tends to view history mainly through the lens of colonial oppression, thereby obscuring other forms of exploitation and subalternity. Moreover, its heavy reliance on poststructuralist and postmodern theories may make it inaccessible to many readers. 
Subaltern historiography is often accused of romanticising resistance. While it's crucial to acknowledge subaltern resistance, the tendency to view any action by the subaltern as resistance can oversimplify complex human behaviours. Furthermore, not all subaltern actions are liberatory or progressive; some might align with oppressive structures, complicating the resistance narrative. Despite these limitations, it's important to remember that subaltern historiography emerged as a corrective to elite-focused history, aiming to ensure that the silenced, the marginalised, and the oppressed are heard in the annals of history. Its goal was not to replace but to supplement and challenge traditional historiography (Currie, 1995). The criticisms raised offer opportunities for further refinement and development of this crucial perspective in historiography. 
2.3. Role of Subaltern Historiography and Integration in Mainstream Discourse
Subaltern historiography, as an approach to writing history from the perspectives of the marginalised or subjugated groups, serves a critical role in fostering social justice, inclusivity, and equality within historical scholarship. This methodology is based on the premise that mainstream or conventional historiography has often marginalised or ignored the histories and narratives of certain groups—particularly those who were not part of the ruling or elite class (Chakrabarty, 2000). Subaltern historiography contributes to social justice by highlighting the struggles, resistance, and experiences of those who have been historically oppressed or marginalised. For instance, Rodríguez's (1994) exploration of subaltern historiography in the context of the Rio Grande underscores the value of indigenous narratives in understanding historical processes. Similarly, Perusek's (1993) study of the 1857 Indian Rebellion depicts a powerful example of a marginalised group asserting its agency and contesting oppressive forces.
Subaltern historiography further promotes inclusivity by legitimising and valuing diverse historical narratives. For instance, Roos (2016) points to the utility of subaltern historiography in understanding the complexities of South African history, illustrating that the histories of all peoples, irrespective of their societal position, are integral to a comprehensive understanding of the past. Egan (2002) illustrates this idea in the context of environmental history, highlighting how the perspectives and experiences of marginalised groups provide a more nuanced understanding of environmental issues and actions. Subaltern historiography contributes to equality by challenging Eurocentric, elitist, and Western-oriented perspectives that have historically dominated the discipline (Currie, 1995). By bringing the subalterns—those who were often seen as passive or voiceless—into the focus of historical research, subaltern studies challenge hierarchical interpretations of the past and offer a more egalitarian perspective on historical processes (Kumar & Roy, 2019). However, it's important to note that while subaltern historiography has made significant strides in promoting social justice, inclusivity, and equality, some scholars argue that it has experienced a decline, shifting away from its initial objective of voicing the subalterns (Sarkar, 2002). This tension suggests that while subaltern historiography provides a valuable framework for inclusive and egalitarian historical scholarship, it must continually evolve to ensure that it adequately represents and champions marginalised voices. Subaltern historiography, born out of a critique of 'elite' history, attempts to elevate the voices of those marginalised or silenced in mainstream narratives, such as the poor, women, and colonised peoples (Chakrabarty, 2000; Spivak, 2012). The Subaltern Studies project, initiated by Ranajit Guha, sparked interest in these non-elite perspectives, and scholars have endeavoured to illuminate the power dynamics embedded in traditional historical.
However, the integration of subaltern historiography into mainstream historical discourse is complex and fraught with challenges. Mainstream history, characterised by a focus on powerful political figures and events, can be resistant to the inclusion of marginalised voices. This resistance is partly due to the different methodologies used in subaltern studies, which challenge the traditional standards of historical evidence and truth (Rodríguez, 1994; Egan, 2002). Some critics have argued that subaltern historiography may inadvertently reinforce the marginalisation it seeks to counter. Sarkar (2002) suggests that by focusing solely on the oppressed, subaltern studies can risk further othering these groups and perpetuating dichotomies. This critique echoes the concept of 'subaltern imperialists', which problematises the homogenisation of the subaltern as perpetually victimised (Sand, 2014).
Moreover, the theoretical frameworks employed in subaltern studies, particularly postcolonial and Marxist theories, have met with controversy. Some scholars have accused the subaltern project of fostering a radical, ideological bent that obstructs balanced historical analysis. Others argue that it has not sufficiently deconstructed the Western-centric perspective it purports to critique, which can lead to the distortion or oversimplification of non-Western histories (Prakash, 1994; Chatterjee, 1983). Nevertheless, subaltern historiography has made significant inroads into mainstream historical discourse. It has influenced various regional historiographies, as evidenced in the historical narratives of India, Mexico, Japan, and South Africa, among others. It has informed new approaches to environmental history, examining the relationship between marginalised communities and their environment. 

CONCLUSION
The study explores the immense significance of subaltern historiography in reshaping historical narratives. The research findings demonstrate that subaltern historiography offers a powerful tool for challenging dominant narratives, amplifying marginalised voices, and promoting social justice within historical scholarship. By critically examining the theoretical foundations and methodologies of subaltern historiography, this study has underscored its transformative potential in creating a more comprehensive and accurate representation of history. The integration of subaltern perspectives in historical research and education is crucial for fostering inclusivity and ensuring a more equitable understanding of the past. Moving forward, it is essential for historians and scholars to continue embracing subaltern historiography as a means to break the silence surrounding marginalised communities, acknowledge their contributions, and pave the way for a more nuanced and inclusive portrayal of our collective history.

Acknowledgement
I sincerely thank my mentor for their invaluable guidance and encouragement. Gratitude to my family for their unwavering support and patience. Acknowledgement is also due to my peers for their constructive insights. Finally, I appreciate the institution for providing the necessary resources for my work.

Conflict of Interest and Funding
The authors declare no financial or personal relationships with individuals or organisations that could influence the presented work's outcome.

REFERENCES
Chakrabarty, D. (2000). A small history of subaltern studies. In H. Schwarz & S. Ray (Eds.), A companion to postcolonial studies, Blackwell Publishing.
Chakrabarty, D. (2000). Subaltern studies and postcolonial historiography. Nepantla: Views from South, 1(1), 9-32.
Chatterjee, P. (1983). Peasants, politics and historiography: A response. Social Scientist, 11(5), 58-65.
Currie, K. (1995). Review essay: The challenge to orientalist, elitist, and western historiography: Notes on the "subaltern project" 1982-1989. Dialectical Anthropology, 20(2), 219-246.
Egan, M. (2002). Subaltern environmentalism in the United States: A historiographic review. Environment and History, 8(1), 21-41.
Jalal, A. (1996). Secularists, subalterns and the stigma of ‘communalism’: Partition historiography revisited. Modern Asian Studies, 30(3), 681-689.
Knight, A. (2002). Subalterns, signifiers, and statistics: Perspectives on Mexican historiography. Latin American Research Review, 37(2), 136-158.
Kumar, M., & Roy, A. (2019). Before Subaltern Studies. In T. J. Barnes & A. Sheppard (Eds.), Subaltern Geographies, University of Georgia Press.
Perusek, D. (1993). Subaltern consciousness and Historiography of Indian Rebellion of 1857. Economic and Political Weekly, 1931-1936.
Prakash, G. (1994). Subaltern studies as postcolonial criticism. The American Historical Review, 99(5), 1475-1490.
Rodríguez, S. (1994). Subaltern Historiography on the Rio Grande: On Gutiérrez's "When Jesus Came, the Corn Mothers Went Away." [Review of the book When Jesus came, the corn mothers went away: Marriage, sexuality, and power in New Mexico, 1500-1846, by R. Gutiérrez].
Roos, N. (2016). South African History and Subaltern Historiography: Ideas for a Radical History of White Folk. International Review of Social History, 61(1), 117-150.
Sand, J. (2014). Subaltern imperialists: the new historiography of the Japanese empire. Past & Present, 225(1), 273-288.
Sarkar, S. (2002). The decline of the subaltern in subaltern studies. In D. Ludden (Ed.), Reading subaltern studies: Critical history, contested meaning and the globalization of South Asia (pp. 400-429). Permanent Black.
Spivak, G. C. (2012). Subaltern studies: Deconstructing historiography. In G. C. Spivak, In other worlds: Essays in cultural politics, Routledge.
image1.png
OPEN 8ACCESS




image3.jpeg




image2.jpeg
ISSN: 2583-9284

PRISMATIC HORIZONS
JOURNAL OF SOCIAL SCIENCE & HUMANITIES

PHJSSH

An International Journal

ANALY 3.,

\ ; mw L\h\

\ 0
\\\5\\\’:\ | NAASTH \(.\Iglﬁtf

SOCIAI B

M.'l S V)
Published by '(,[ EN
LexArcheus HP““« i T Aty
Shopian, Kashmir, (J&K) Gl ‘,(3 NS¢
Website: “/é S/IIH Yo

www.prismatic.lexarcheus.com /‘/Fog(”w x()cw < gyp.,\,v(atf"

/- DZ N
%5 '( W\\\\\“




