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Post-colonialism:
This is a very wide range of study. It appeared to be a definite study or theory in 1980s with the publication of Edward Said’s book called ‘Orientalism’. ‘Orientalism’ is a very important book because in that book the clear study of post-colonialism or colonial study began to be treated as a school, a theory or a comprehensive study, not like before. Of course before that date, there are studies and writings relating the importance of colonialism to literature, but with the publication of orientalism, it became definite and clear kind of study. It is difficult to have a clear definition of what post-colonialism is. We cannot have one clear definition of the meaning of post-colonialism because of its diversity and huge amount of study and interrelationship of other fields of study. But still we can see the history of what post-colonialism is.
Colonialism started early in the 16th century and even before there are attempts of colonialism. From that time, what happened is that the European countries and nations started to go and control other parts of the world. This happened as early as the 16th century. There are several attempts to go and search. Not all of them to have political control, sometimes it is to discover/ sometimes to explore/ sometimes to trade. With the exploration, the Europeans started to find that there are areas and places in the world in which they can have things that they do not have, for example, spices were very precious, the style of life, and the weather. All of these things were something that they were searching for. You remember Christopher Columbus and the discovery of America. This is a kind of exploring and trying to find places in which their imagination would give a glorious picture of. From that time, the European countries and nations started to go as traders, discoverers and as invaders sometimes to different areas of the world. In the 17th or the 18th century, there had been a kind of a systematic relationship between England and India, for example, through the companies (the western companies that started to be established in India). These companies were solely interested with trading and they established these companies. So, the colonialism, the invading or the empowerment of India by England did not happen just of a sudden. It started with these companies and then it turned later on to be political as well. France has also its places in Africa and Asia. This kind of colonialism reached its peak in the 19th century in which we can see that the most important colonial countries were France and England. They almost divided the whole world between them. Germany has its share and Holland has its share, but still if we are going to deal mainly with colonialism, it is the French and the English colonialism over other parts of the world. With the 20th century, the colonized nations and people (the natives) started to revolt. They started to revolt in the 19th century, but their voice became stronger in the 20th century with the World War I and World War II. All of them helped to decrease the power of England and France and to increase the power of the natives to seek their independence. It is in 1947 when India gained its independence and in 1948 the separation between India and Pakistan/ between the Muslim and the non-Muslim Indians into two separate countries happened. And lots of other countries in Africa and in Asia gained their independence. Throughout this history of relationship between the colonizer and colonized/ the western and the natives/ the occident and the orient, there has been lots of literature. In the 1960s, we did not have a title like post-colonial or imperial literature. We had something called the commonwealth and with the French, we had the francophone. The commonwealth means England together with other nations that they were under the domination of England which they speak English and their literature was in English. They had something called the commonwealth. They discuss their literature together, but it had never discussed to be the literature of the natives. It is the literature that belongs to the English literature because it has been written in English. After the publication of ‘Orientalism’ as a book that established a different study or system between the relationship of the occident and the orient, then we have something different. Afterwards lots of writings had started to discuss the literature that involves the relationship between the two parts, the colonizer and the colonized whether it is in English or in other languages as long as it deals with the relationship or tries to discover what the relationship between the colonizer and the colonized is. These studies include gender, feminist writings, ethnic minorities, linguistics aspects of writings, and hybridity. They include so many fields that involve not only one kind of study. There are so many terms related to colonial study. What does the orientalism introduce to us basically? Orientalism as a study shows that the representation of the orient which is belonging to the east throughout the literature or even the travel books, geography, history, or politics and in all kinds of study had been influenced by the image of the occident about the orient. Of course, it is not real. It is a representation. When it comes a representation, it deals with how we see the other. So, the problem is how we see the other/ how the occident sees the orient/ how he or she represents this orient. We cannot say that the picture is the same. Writing in the 17th century is different from the writings of the 19th century because there are so many factors that helped in forming out the picture of the other to us. In the 17th century, there was no direct contact between the orient and the occident/ the west and the east. How did the west see that orient? From where did they get the picture? They got the picture, for example, from travel books/ from people going there to discover and come and write some of what they see in these places (how they see these people). Even those travelers to the east did not have this direct contact with people. They separated from them. They see them from a distance ad they bring the picture and transfer it to other western people. From that, we have a kind of literature or a kind of representation of the orient that suits this age. When we come to the 19th century, when we have a direct contact/ a conflict, there are complete communities of English and French living in these eastern places/ oriental places and they have contact whatever the contact is, their representation of the orient is different, but the main thing that govern this representation is how this western people see the relationship/ how they observe the relationship with the other. They believe that they have more civilization. They believe that they are more powerful with their knowledge. That is why they believe that they can control this image and they believe that this is the true image. From that book ‘Orientalism’, lots of studies started to appear. For Edward Said, he started with orientalism and completed with other books about Islam, Middle East and Israel, and later on in 1993, he wrote a very important book called ‘Culture and Imperialism’ in which he sees the other. The other is the orient and how he responses to the image that has been represented about him. Said did not write only these books. He wrote also a pure critical book which is the basis of these books related to orientalism or colonialism. The book is called ‘The world, the text, and the critic’. This book is about several articles and in each article, he discusses a critical idea. This critical idea had been applied in other books, like ‘Orientalism’ and ‘Culture and Imperialism’. He discusses, for example, worldliness of literature, traveling theory, religious and secular literature or writings and the different between them. So, these kinds of writings or critical articles were the basis of what had been introduced later on with ‘Orientalism’ and ‘Culture and Imperialism’. After Said, there had been other critics to write about this field. All of them were not from European origin. Edward Said was Palestinian. We have another critic called اعجاز أحمد. He is Pakistani. We have Spivak and she is Indian critic. Also, we have Homi Bhabha and she is an Indian from Parsi origin. So, all of them are from India, from the Arab world, or from Africa. They are not from a European or western origin, even if they lived in America or in Europe. Most of these writings had been presented by American writers from different origins/ from non-American or non-European origins. This is a history of how it developed. It is port-colonialism, but what does this prefix (post) mean? As I told you, it started in the 1980s. The independence was in 1947. The beginning of colonialism started as early as the 16th century. So, how can we understand the prefix (post)? Which period it involve? The post here can mean since. When it means since colonialism, it means from the first time of encounter/ the conflict/ of colonialism. Post-colonialism dealt with any relationship that happened between the colonizer and the colonized whether as early as 18th century or even after independence because we can never say that after 1947, there were no encounter/ no colonialism. But the shape has been different and we can say that the issues that are discussed are different because before 1947, we have different issues. We have direct contact between the colonizer and the colonized with the natives there in their land. And we have sometimes violence and struggle. The struggle between the colonizer and the colonized had been different after independence. What do you think the issues that may be discussed after independence? And they are changing from the 1950s until the present time. We have until now different issues that appear because of colonialism, whatever colonialism is. In the early period after independence, we have issues, like nationalism; how we become different from others which is represented by nationalism. Before independence, we have something like resistance; each power is resisting the other. And after independence as we said, we have nationalism. We have the natives living in European nations or cities, like London, Paris and New York. With the settlement in these places which is a European surrounding, we have different issues and different problems of identity/ of being of ethnic minority/ of being of a different class/ of using a different language/ of accommodating with these political and environmental changes that happened to them. These are different issues that aroused after the independence. Now in the present time, we have also different problems even for the Europeans or the Americans when they write. They write now in communities in which there is a mixture of origins. This mixture of origins is changing even the culture of their nations. We cannot say that they have the same cultural attitude or cultural concept as that before the existence of those minorities. They are not minorities anymore. They are huge communities inside the big community. They are not the first generation; they are second generation, and they are treated. This is a problem for them>> how they are treated. Are they going to be treated as natives or as having the same nationality of the country they are living? You hear all the time in news about the problems and issues coming from the Algerian communities and the African communities living there. They are not the first generation. They have the French nationality, they are involved in French problems and social issues and they want to be treated as French, not as Algerians or Africans or whatsoever. The same thing is happening in England with the Indians and the Pakistanis. You cannot imagine how large community they are. They are now exceeding even the number of the original English. There are huge cities for them which means that they have power and this power is changing the politics, the culture, the language and the style of life. I notice something in England it is how they put the eyeliner. They got it from the Indians and the Pakistani. It had transferred into the British young girls and became a trend. Even this tinny unimportant thing matters because it changes the culture of people. These are cultural changes of the intermingling of people together. For example, we have the change of style of food. Twenty years before, if you go to Europe, you will have a problem of finding good food because it is purely European kind of food. Now when you go, you can find all kinds of food there. It is the change of everything. This would influence literature because writers would write about what is happening/ about their lives and this life is changing and even the language is not the same anymore. The English language is not the same and the French language is not the same. This is for Europe. What about other countries/ natives who gained their independence? Did they go back to their original state? No. even in these places, changes happened/ changes that we do not have control on/ changes because of colonialism even if it is not existing in the country. Our language is not the same. Our attitudes towards cultural issues are not the same. Our mentality is not the same. Everything is changing. We are coming closer to them. The mixture sometimes makes us confused and unaware of defining ourselves. This arouses the issue of identity/ how we are going to identify ourselves. Issue of identity is very important because now it is not clear-cut. Everything is confused with each other. So, the native writings and the Europeans writings are not the same after independence also. So, we cannot give a clear definition or definite study. Everything is involved (Geography, history, politics, culture, people, language) and included when it comes to post-colonial study.
There are two main concepts that would be related to the study of post-colonialism: 1- Knowledge-power (the relationship between knowledge/power) 2- hegemony.
What is the relation between knowledge and power?
Since I am the teacher of this class and since I am specialized in this field of study, then I have more knowledge. Whatever I tell you, you take it for granted and you believe that this is the right thing about it. That is why I have the power. It is not because I am a teacher, but because I have more knowledge, I can control the class and I can control the knowledge that I give you; I do not give you anything, but I specify things to give you the things that I want to give you. I give you the perspective I want you to see. I am the controller of this kind of class. Whenever you have knowledge, you have power. The relationship of these two things is very close. This idea had been taken from the French critic called Michel Foucault. Though it is clear, it is a critical idea discussed in relation of institutions. He made studies in the 19th century and how power is governed by the knowledge.
When it comes to colonialism, how knowledge is working? In the beginning, the Europeans visited the other areas of the world and they have witnessed how they are living in a way that is very simple. They were not educated. If you went to Africa, for example, they even do not have a written language. It is always oral language. You cannot keep it. You cannot keep the history if you do not write it. They have their own civilization, but a civilization which has been always considered as primitive. Since that time, the Europeans sought the power of having more knowledge which means they know about the other or they convince the other that they know better about them. Orientalism is about this idea>>> the idea that I know better about you and I am able to represent you. Representation is about control. That is what is happening here. I represent this class. I control it. This idea of having knowledge of the other makes this power inside to get into the details of the lives of these other people, direct it and try to have power over them. This sense of power is transferred to the other and he feels always that he is in need of this power and without this power, he will be lost. It is like young children with the relationship with the fathers and mothers. When you are young, you always believe that your mother and father know everything. You feel this power of knowing about you and this power makes them control you. When you grow up, you realize that this knowledge is not as you believed to be. You reach to a certain age when you have more knowledge, you have more power than them. This is the same relationship between the colonizer and the colonized. It is the relation of knowledge and power. They are very interrelated with each other. We cannot take them out. If you have knowledge, then you have power to control. Control is not always about violence.
Hegemony:
It first has been written by the Italian critic called Gramsci in 1930 during the Mussolini period of time. He wrote all his writing, but it had been published later on. He is a Marxist writer. He believes that all times usually the upper class had the power over other classes. It dominates the society. But this kind of domination is not by violence/ it is not by control. The control is spiritual/ it is psychological rather than by violence. Upper classes do not fight other classes, but the other classes follow the upper class by will. This psychology is also governing the power of the nation itself/ the political lead. The political lead is not military. It is something different. It does not use weapons. It uses the psychology of convincing and of making other that this is the right thing to do. This hegemony is about domination but not through violence. Hegemony controls others by something that we know as the common sense. The common sense= things that do not need proof. There are things that we do not seek evidence to prove it; we just know that this is the thing and that’s it. We do not ask for evidence. We take it for granted without questioning it. This is the way we are following certain politics, certain group of people or certain nation or whatever. This is always used in religious issues in which we believe people to be religious and they say so, then it is true; we do not ask for evidence/ we do not follow. Later on after years, we discover that it is not true. Because they believe it is true, it happened that it is true. Our life is full of these common sense things. For example, in King Faisal period of time, when he ordered that a woman education should start, people and tribes came to the king and begged him because this will destruct the society, everything will be corrupted, women will be spoiled and religion will pass away. Later on, those people who were against this education were the first to let their daughters study because of the money/ because they could go and find good jobs. That was common sense. There are many examples in our religious beliefs that we believe that they are common things, but actually they are wrong. The terrible thing that we discover now is that all these years we were blinded by people telling us that this is right and this is wrong. We take it for granted; we have never questioned it. Hegemony is based on common sense.
If we apply it on the relationship (the colonial), the colonizer is stronger, has knowledge, have power and whatever he says the colonized would take it. I will give you an example you can notice it when the Olympic Games start in August in England. The idea to practice certain physical exercise is related to your origin. For example, they say it has been proved scientifically that ballet is a kind of physical workout that cannot be done by black people because of their physical structure. The physical structure of the black people will not make them excel. They can play it, but they will not excel in this exercise. This is a thing we believe and we do not ask for evidence. With each origin, we have specification of certain exercise to do. These are dealt with as common sense. We do not actually know whether it is really true or not. I deal with it as a common sense. I know it and I use it as an information as a knowledge. This is what a common sense is. Hegemony is to overcome others/ to control others, but without using any kind of power (force). There is no physical force. It is always about making things appear as this is the right thing to do and we follow it. This had always governed the relation between the colonizer and the colonized.
(Gramsci argued that historically the ruling classes have been able to exercise leadership not through direct coercion but by indirect means, through what he defined as the concept of hegemony. Under hegemonic control, people actively work towards their own subordination, which coincides with continuation of the dominant power groups. People become unwitting conspirators in their own exploitation and subordination. 
Gramsci stressed in particular the of culture as central to hegemony so that a whole range of communications from literature to the mass media together with activities such as leisure contribute to this effect of allowing people to make sense of themselves and the world in ways which reinforce and perpetuate the dominant power relations of society.  …….of knowledge: I constantly circulating a society so that people are immersed in ideology in much wider and less explicit ways the more conventional views of ideology ….).
We will discuss two post-colonial issues that have been always involving the study of post-colonial writings. One of them is the issue of the universality and difference and the other is representation and resistance.
Universality and difference
You always discussed this issue of universality when it comes to the study of literature. Whenever we come through writers like Shakespeare, we always attach his name with the idea of universality. What do we mean by universality? Why is Shakespeare universal? His human emotions are universal. With post-colonial studies, they totally disagree with the idea of universality, why? If you say that there is a kind of universality, it means that all people are the same and all their ways of representing themselves are the same. That is why we become universal. It means that we have the same kind of understanding, emotions or issues related to human beings. This is totally unaccepted notion when it comes to literature with post-colonial writers or critics because they believe that it is all about differences and it is not about universality. What we believe as for us to be something that everyone understand and appreciate or would take the same way like us. Of course we are mistaken because even the dealing with emotions, not all people would deal with the issue of emotions in the same way. It is always different. I will tell you a thing I have read which shows how things that we believe they are universal, they come out to be not universal with everybody. Larson is a writer. He worked in Africa in Nigeria as a teacher in high school and he was teaching literature. When he was teaching, the thing that he started to notice is his problems with students were not about understanding the explanation or the analysis of the characters, for example. The problem that he got is that in certain habits or things that are mentioned in these books are related to romantic scenes the African were not aware of; they did not know what it is. When one student asked him to explain, he thought that there is a problem, but he thought that this is only related to this one student. When questions came out from different students, he realized that the way Europeans were taking these romantic scenes for granted, in other parts of the world did not know what it means because in their culture they do not have such an attitude. They do not express their feelings in this way. They do not know what it is and they wanted to know what it is. This surprised him that not everything that we know as universal/ that it is common sense and that it is known everywhere and should be treated as such is right because with certain people and certain cultures and nations, things are treated differently. Their expressions of emotions are done in a different way and they are not aware of the way it has been explained in the literature of the westerns, for example. If we come, for example, to the concept of freedom, the concept of freedom which we think it is universal concept and everyone would understand it, our understanding of this concept is totally different. We cannot apply universality on it because even in the same country, the space of freedom is not the same. If you are going to discuss freedom with Europeans, they cannot understand how we live in such a way because we do not have political parties. And for us, we think that we have freedom in our own mentality. We do not have this problem of being unfree. Our understanding of freedom is different from the westerns’. If we go to other parts of the world, they have different approach to the concept of freedom. When we want to express it in literature, for sure, it is not the same expression and it is not the same reception. That’s why it is about differences. What post-colonial studies wanted to establish is that literature is about differences. What we want to find is the differences and not about universality. If we are going to treat literature as being universal, then nothing will come out of it; it will be the same, but with differences, we are able to have varieties. This is the concept of universality and difference.
Representation and resistance
You have studied, for example, ‘Passage to India’ and ‘Jane Eyre’. ‘Passage to India’ >>> It is about the writer Forster representing the relationship between the Indians and the English people. He is representing this relationship from his own perspective (a kind of representation of what is going on). When he represented this relationship, he presented it from a British point of view, not from the English point of view because if it has been presented from the English point of view, everything would be changing. The perspective of the world would be not the same. Another example which is very clear >>>> a novel has been built on another novel which shows representation and resistance. This novel is ‘Jane Eyre’. It is totally not about colonialism, but there is an element of colonialism. ‘Jane Eyre’ is also about a colonial attitude. Rochester’s wife is representing the colonial element in the novel. There is no name for this wife. It has been mentioned maybe once and it is not her original name. It is the name that has been given to her when she came to England. She came from the West Indies. These are island that were colonized by the French and by the English. Some of the islands were taken by the French and others were taken by the English. These islands made as plantation. Plantation is a big farm in which they grow the crops, like cotton. It is always about plantations and these plantations were good source of money to England or France. It happened that certain aristocratic people like Rochester’s father, for example, he owns a plantation and he buys lands from these natives by giving them something. The trade that happened in the case of Rochester’s wife is that his father and the father of the wife have this bargain that he will give him his daughter so that he can take the land of something. It is a kind of an agreement. The wife came from the West Indies. We know that she has a mental disease and she was the evil source in this novel because we do not understand her. She is vague and mysterious. She is violent. She is ugly. She is dark. We do not know anything about her origin, her land, her culture, and her history. We only know that she destroyed the life of Rochester. So, in ‘Jane Eyre’, the representation of the colonial element is very mysterious because in the time of ‘Jane Eyre’, there were no direct contacts with these parts of the world. They only hear of it from people going there bringing certain information or from certain travel books which were not always having true information. This is for ‘Jane Eyre’ writing about this colonial element/ about the natives women. There has been another novel that has been based on this novel of ‘Jane Eyre’. It is ‘Wide Sargasso Sea’ by Jean Rhys. It has been written by a novelist. She was not a native, but she was from the settlers in these islands and she wrote the story in English. The novelist is in the 20th century. Her story is about the wife. We have a wife without a name, without history and without a voice to speak. She was the hero of the novel telling her story from her point of view/ telling how she has been taken from her land, from her people, and from her culture/ telling how she was not proving what happened to her and she was a victim of this colonial act/ telling us about her life in England; how she was banished. She was not accepted from the society. She was only living in that room seeing nobody and talking to nobody and she suffered in that loneliness and banishment. This is how she was treated in this new environment that she has been forced to live in. this kind of writing is resisting the representation of the natives. With ‘Jane Eyre’, it is a representation of the colonizer by the colonized. In the second novel, it is a resistance to this kind of representation. It is to represent ourselves from the other way around having a different picture. This kind of resistance has been flourishing in the 20th century by writers who are natives, but they write in English or in French. We have very important African writers and Indian writers that they were telling their story resisting the representation of their image/ of their identity/ of their culture in the English language. A very important example is W.B. Yeats. He is an example of the resistance literature. Yeats is an Irish and English was not their language, but he chose to write in English because this was his way to resist the colonial act of England. Ireland was colonized and still part of it is under the power of England. He chose to write in English the language of their oppressors to resist this colonial attitude. Yeats is well-known and he is representation of resistance literature (resisting colonialism through the language of the oppressor and the colonizer). So, this is a kind of literature in which writers from other parts/ from the colonized areas trying to resist the power of the colonizer through their language/ through writing literature that would represent themselves. They want to establish identity for themselves.
Next time, we will deal with two writers, Homi K. Bhabha and Edward Said. We will have one concept of each and I will give you some articles for them as an example. 
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