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The Hague, November 1, 2016 
To: Caroline Southey, Andrew Jaspan 

 

Dear Madam/Sir, 
 
We, from the Decolonial International Network, have been informed through our prominent 
member, Prof. C.K. Raju, that The Conversation has published his article on decolonizing 
mathematics on October 24 2016. It quickly reached a readership of 16,737. About 24% of the 
readers were from South Africa, and about 35% from US. But then it was taken down. In a mail to 
Prof. Raju Caroline Southey, told him “that we did not follow normal procedures in editing your 
article. We require authors to reference others in the arguments that they make. In this instance 
you have sited[sic] only your own work to back up your key points.” No mention was made of any  
factual errors or flaws in the content of his arguments. The article was republished on Raju’s blog, 
and the Wire, India etc. 

Raju responded as follows: “The reason privately given by Southey, is not given publicly because it 
is MANIFESTLY FALSE. This can be very easily checked. Simply examine the article, it cites Karen 
Brodie, it cites Clagett’s Egyptian source book for the Rhind papyrus, it cites the Principia of 
Whitehead and Russell, it cites the book on Decolonising the University by Claude Alvares and Shad 
Faruqi. Therefore, Southey either lacks academic rigor or just dishonestly twisted the facts in the 
reasons she gave in private. Further, one of the citations to some 22 clips archived from the Sun, 
Malaysia at http://ckraju.net/blog/?p=61. As can easily be checked, it involves a large amount of 
material written by others, and the link to the blog is just a compact way of referencing that 
material: a compactness essential for the format used by Conversation. It is absolutely false to call 
it a self citation. But Southey lacks the academic rigor to check facts, or is deliberately twisting 
them. Further, in the article there are citations of newspaper articles and interviews. A newspaper 
or magazine article which concerns me, is nevertheless work done by others. It is decidedly 
DISHONEST to call it a self-citation as Southey does (though only in private).” Further, as Raju 
pointed out, he had to cite his work since he was responding to an earlier article and pointing out 
how much of earlier work on decolonisation of mathematics that article had neglected.  

The Conversation prides itself in promoting “the free flow of information” and contributing “to 
healthy democratic discourse by injecting facts and evidence into the public arena.” 
The decision by Southey goes against your proclaimed intentions. But more importantly, it is a 
violation of the spirit of critical discussion and the free flow of information. 
The normal thing to do in a free academic environment is to invite Raju’s critics to respond to his 
analysis. Taking the article down is blatant censorship:  an instrument of repression and an 
instrument of political power used to suppress academic freedom, and particularly our attempts at 
decolonisation.  
We call upon you not to suppress academic freedom and to return to the great tradition of 
academic debate and freedom that you have put in your charter. We suggest that The 
Conversation republishes the article of Prof. Raju and offers your apologies for the behaviour of 
Southey. 
We are looking forward to your answer. 
We are going to follow the conversation between The Conversation and Prof. Raju and will keep our 
network informed about new developments. Also, we are making this letter open to let as many 
people as possible know about the censorship of Raju’s article. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Sandew Hira 
 

On behalf of the Decolonial International Network 


