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Fourth Year 
A Passage to India by E.M Forster
· Anti-colonialism has the same meaning as Anti-imperialism in A Passage to India. Anti-colonialism is a term that may be applied to a movement opposed to any form of colonialism or imperialism. E.M. Forster is a British writer and he stands by the rights of the weak, that’s why he is called a humanist. So, anti-imperialism as a movement includes another meaning; when humanists sought to defend the rights of the weak or the occupied countries they started this anti-imperialism movement. Anti-imperialism also includes opposition to wars or conquests; like when so many American and British writers criticized the U.S and the west for occupying Iraq and Afghanistan. When a country occupies a country from another area, a non-neighboring country, or people with a different language or culture, it is colonialism. The anti-imperialism movement also includes people opposing the expansion of a country or extending its territories; another form of colonialism. Anti-colonialism means rejection of colonialism or imperialism. 
· Imperialism has two different forms:-  
· Waging war against another country. 
· Or, expanding the territories of a country’s boundaries at the expense of another country. 
· In A Passage to India, Forster rejects the tradition towards the view of seeing the natives of colonized country as undeveloped human beings; like Robinson Crusoe by Daniel Defoe who presented Africans as subhuman beings. Forster rejected this traditional view of seeing people in the third world as subhuman. This is the greatness of Forster and similar writers who defended the poor of the occupied countries. In the past, westerners saw easterners as subhuman beings that need the western domination to live a decent life; they occupied countries for the benefits that they will get from these countries. That is why the word imperialism is translated into Arabic as (إستعمار). However, in the 20th century we saw some anti-colonialists who defended the rights of people of the east, and Forster is one. 
· In A Passage to India, Forster rejects the notion of the superiority of the white race. He converted the common idea at that time that easterners are subhuman beings who need the white people in order to be decent. Forster satirizes the concept of uni-culturalism (one culture) which characterized the Anglo-Indian colonialists; they believed in only one good culture which is the European or the western. But, because E.M. Forster knew Indians he rejected this idea of the superiority of the white race; he was an anti-colonialist. 
· In his novel, Forster presents a contrast between uni-culturalists who believe in one culture (Ronny –Turton the collector – Major Callendar) and (Aziz – all Muslims in the novel – Adela – Fielding – Mrs. Moore) multiculturalists. We notice that Forster stands with multiculturalism because the protagonists of the novel are all multiculturalists. 
· Forster makes it clear that one of the main reasons for the colonialist failure is their lack of the knowledge of Indians; they don’t understand Indians because they don’t know them. He believes that Europeans should have known Indians. Forster dealt with this sensitive subject when India was still occupied in 1924; this needed exceptional courage because he opposed his government, his country and his culture to defend the Indians. He is a humanist who stands by the right of the poor, the weak, the needy and the occupied countries. In 1910 he went to India, and after the war he went to Egypt, then back to India in 1921and wrote A Passage to India.
*Critics’ opinions on Forster’s novel*
· Bhupal Singh says that Forster asserts himself as the master of his craft who combines an original vision with finished artistry. This is because Forster knew Indians and had firsthand experience with them. 
· Sylvia Lind says Forster’s presentation of Muslims in A Passage to India is different from previous novels, because novelists of the past presented Muslims and third world countries as subhuman; either as simple villains or clowns. He represented them as different but respectable. Forster’s Muslims are rather men with different convictions from the English. 
· Ralph Right explains that the novel reveals the truth about the British in India; that they are unfair. On the other hand, he presents Muslims as decent and honest. 
· Edwin Muir says the novel marks a triumph of the humanistic spirit over material colonialism. Materialism is based on dissection (division), unlike spirit which means unity. Unity indicates that all humans are unified in having one mother. Therefore, spirit means unity, and division leads to secularism. Religion in Latin derives from the word (religee) which means to tie or unite. 
· Calculative knowledge through the brain isolates, but knowledge through the heart unites. 
· Bhupal Singh also says that the novel is fascinating study of the problems arising from the contact of Indians with the west. 
· D.H. Lawrence (who was a humanist also) admired the novel for its humanistic treatment of interracial issues between different races. Lawrence and Forster were accused of being pacifists. Any humanist is closer to Islam because he/she believes in the goodness of Man and that people from different countries are brothers. 
· The function of literature from Forster’s point of view:-

· Horace said that literature entertains, teaches, or both. Forster and Lawrence believed that literature teaches first and entertains next. Other writers believed in art for art’s sake like Mathew Arnold or James Joyce; they believe that art should be artistic all the time. Forster believes in art for life’s sake. He was a moralistic anti-colonial writer who believes that literature should be in the service of society and humanistic issues. See chapter 31, the sixth page from beginning, Dr. Aziz likes poetry (literature) or art in general; it’s Forster’s point of view of art because Aziz is a protagonist in the novel.  
"Poetry," he said, with tears in his eyes. " Let us discuss why poetry has lost the power of making men brave. My mother's father was also a poet, and fought against you in the Mutiny. I might equal him if there was another mutiny. As it is, I am a doctor, who has won a case and has three children to support, and whose chief subject of conversation is official plans." 

"Let us talk about poetry." He turned his mind to the innocuous subject. "You people are sadly circumstanced. Whatever are you to write about? You cannot say, 'The rose is faded,' for evermore. We know it's faded. Yet you can't have patriotic poetry of the 'India, my India' type, when it's nobody's India."
"I like this conversation. It may lead to something interesting." 

"You are quite right in thinking that poetry must touch life. When I knew you first, you used it as an incantation."
· The function of poetry or literature in general, from Forster’s point of view, is to make men brave. Forster believed literature made men brave because he defended India against his country in 1924, while India was still occupied by Britain. 
· Aziz is saying that his grandpa was also a brave man because he was a poet; poetry teaches us how to be honest to our ideas, how to be humanists to defend the right of the weak, the occupied, the oppressed or the imperialized country. This is the function of literature or poetry specifically from Aziz’s point of view, which is actually the expression of Forster’s point of view. Aziz believe that poetry must touch life; Forster does not believe in art for art’s sake. 
· How Forster proves to be anti-colonialist in the novel:- 
· Forster criticizes the British colonialists for mistreating Indians in their country because the whole novel is about the mistreatment of Aziz by Ronny, the collector… etc. Forster advocates the allegation of easing the tensions between the nations of the world through mutual understanding and respect; his novel says that we should respect the other. 
· Nihal Singh says that Forster’s criticism of the British presence in India meant that some persons will revolt against it; Forster’s criticism will shamed some people and enrage others; some will feel angry either against Forster or against their government. Singh says that the novel is great because Forster’s criticism of the British presence in India will create a debate; some will revolt against it and it will shame some others, and humanists will be ashamed of their country’s deeds in India. Those who believe in the British government will be angry at Forster because he defended the rights of Muslims, and whoever defended Muslims was criticized in the west. His presentation of the Anglo-Indians in A Passage to India forces the public to think and to reconsider their positions towards colonialism. British people started to think and feel ashamed of their compatriots in India, and ashamed of their country’s attitude towards India. Some people said that they need to defend colonialism because it brings them money, but after reading Forster’s novel they see that it brings injustice and misery to the Indians and poverty to India. 
· But why did the British fail in India?
· From Forster’s point of view, the failure of imperialists in India is mainly rooted in their inability to understand the Indian traditions and cultures, or the Muslim traditions and cultures. To regain this trust is to understand the other. If the imperialists did not fail, Indians would not have gained their independence because the British used power or force. Henry Nevinson says that the British people were not well informed about colonized countries. The British occupation failed because it looked only for its own interests. Nevinson says that the British people’s knowledge of the Indian Muslims was entirely false. 
· It was Forster’s commitment to truthfulness or humanism that made him defend Muslims in India and moved him to reveal the real conditions of the British presence in India. 

· According to Forster’s point of view, material culture in the west is based on dissection, division, secularism, and isolation, while in the east we see happiness and satisfaction. The maximization of rest leads to death in the western culture. 
· Adela, a major anti-colonialist in the novel, asks a question in Chapter24, the seventh page, in the court. The courtroom was crowded because the people sympathized with Dr. Aziz:
In virtue of what had she collected this roomful of people together? Her particular brand of opinions, and the suburban Jehovah who sanctified them~by what right did they claim so much importance in the world, and assume the title of civilization? Mrs. Moore—she looked round, but Mrs. Moore was far away on the sea; it was the kind of question they might have discussed on the voyage out before the old lady had turned disagreeable and queer. While thinking of Mrs. Moore she heard sounds, which gradually grew more distinct. The epoch-making trial had started, and the Superintendent of Police was opening the case for the prosecution.
· Ronny sent Mrs. Moore away as a sign of injustice to Aziz because she would speak the truth. This reminds us that the British are unfair. Forster asks by what right did the British claim so much importance in the world. Adela is the one asking these questions. 
· As it is the case with great literature, the novel aroused a lot of debate. Jean-Pierre Paul says the novel was met by rejection and criticism from supporters of the British Empire, and by approval of humanists who questioned the legitimacy of the British there. They called Forster a pacifist (a person who rejects war). Forster was a critic of the British imperialism of India, and of mistreating Muslims and Indians. The only to be in good relations between the Indians and Britons, or between the east and the west is to understand and get into dialogues. 
· Some colonialist writers attacked Forster on false grounds:- 
· Some criticized him for what they considered as mistaken legal procedures in Aziz’s trial. They say the novel is bad because Forster’s presentation of the court scene is not right. Radcliff ignored the fact that A Passage to India is a world of fiction and not documentation. Forster has every right to invent specific events in the world of fiction, which is imagined. 
· Another writer criticized Forster for not being convincing enough in portraying the character of Fielding because he had more trust in Aziz than in his fellow Anglo-Indians. There are facts from Forster’s life that reject these allegations because Forster’s intimate friends were an Indian and an Egyptian. 
· What is the worst quality of the British people in the novel?
· They don’t want to accept the culture of the other. 
· What is the best quality that you liked in the Muslim Indians in the novel?
· They are peaceful and self-satisfied. 

· Who is the most repulsive or hateful character of the British?
· Ronny because he does not respect the Indian Muslims. He plotted against Aziz when he sent Mrs. Moore home to England so that she wouldn’t testify in court on the side of Dr. Aziz. 
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