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'Emmduction

In 1961, a book appeared in France under the title of The Wretched 'of. the Earth (Fan;n
1968) I‘st author was Frantz Fanon: a black Frenchman born in Martmiqﬂevand a pi'{rc ;—3
atrist .by training, who had joined the anti-colonial Algerian struggle for m{depen’ ;?IE
from France, Needless to say, the book unsettled many who \fiew-ed. its tone as ang;y. n’;
Jean-Paul Sartre, co-founder of French existentialism, noted in his introduction to a;lo :
book the central reality that forms the backdrop to the book.llflavmg ;:;nfsv co?;;u;rpeul :t:d
i i ity self-identified as ‘Furope’! {later, the West') s
colonized other regions, an entity se s 'Eu ‘. ) sipwated
ined*  and ‘native’ {at the time ‘five hundred million 1z
that the world contained ‘Man’ and ‘na : merand one
illi ives). The European collectives, assoclate
thousand five hundred million natives’) : . :
image of Man, believed themselves to be uniquely endowed vEth f;e.ason,ds?enj?t,eatx}li
spired to dictate the direction of world affaurs and to w
technology. As such, they aspired ‘ : e
i i i ding to their own self-image (Trouillo .
history of humanity as they willed and accor : : .
This aT:t was not merely hubris. It was accompanied by the degrading foi t;lg maﬂ;‘;hs
- . ’
i i -European societies to the status of folklore,
culture, arts, and science m non ‘ ! o1
shémanism and the like. Academic subjects such as Literature, Phﬂ?sophy, History, and
Anthropology — and now International Relations — contributed t.c) this e‘ndeavou?. ;
Now upon decolonization, Sartre reckoned, formerly native writers, artzsts,P a;
scientists proclaimed themselves ‘Men’ of distinct will, conscience, and agency { 1ha3;
2004). Their advent as communities of citizens and free agents 1r11d afct}c:rs dtd meeunl(t:1 z;t
. i i ‘will’ of the entire world.
‘ ' to legislate and execute the ‘will’ o
the “West’ could no longer aspire : ! 3 . ‘
could still do so because it possessed the required political, rr%ﬂltallry,- a‘nd ecox;omz}zn;z;t
ire to such a position with legitimacy. Fano
But the West could no longer aspire : 2 .
was that others had never given permission to the West to be theiulumzte }?f.ge of ti;e
i i g, Li ly colonized entities every-
i desires, and interests. Like Fanon, former
B e o , iti lly unbound by place and
imagi 3 1 citizens of the wotld, equally un ¥
where imagined themselves as equa : . :
time. T heygtoo aspired to reflect on international law and morality and to }udg.e and i)e
}udg;:d on the basis of actions and behaviours and their base systems of values, interests,
and institutions. o
In noting that decolonization required profound transformations in global values :}1;1(1
institutions, Sartre summed up the ambition of posteolonialism, a phenomflfno'nrs ]:1
in all i - . In this chapter, I will use the term postcoloniatism,
figures in all former colonial expanses s cha ) . .
wgith ¢he obvious risks of anthropomorphizing, in order to prov.1de an gltrod-uctzoz;ttz :
multiplicity of perspectives, traditions, and approaches 10 ques"u(.)nS fJf 1(.’1.&1;2(: cau AtSia,
: ialism has multiple points of origination in Alrica, ,
and power. Indeed, postcolonialism - . : : N
Austfalia Latin America, and the New World (see Gilroy 2005; Memmi 1965; Guh

Spivak, and Said 1988; Spivak 1987). These regions were subjected across tim; to differ;x;: _
} : it} iti t for the diversity of approaches -
£ governance and political traditions that accoun r the dive -

igrzsc;tf science, and knowledge (Mignolo 1995). Colonial histories also explain the -

overture of postcolonialism to a variety of theories, including liberalism, Ma@;sm,
postmodernism, and feminism and their applications to History, Philosophy, Sociology
2

Psychology, and Political Science. This diversity has led to confusions com-pou?de(; 1:;};
the academic confinement of postcolonial studies to ethnic, cultural, and regional studs s

programmes or departments. Yet, postcolonialism does not limit itself to a single region
or discipline (Bhabha 1994; Said 1979; Mignolo 1995; Appadurai and Breckenridge
1990).

Postcolonialism thus offers new ways for thinking about techniques of power that
constrain self-determination, whether they emanate from within or without. Consistently,
postcolonialism contests the views of Western rationalists, humanists, and other univer-
salists that their modes of signification (or ways of making sense of the world) were
superior and that ‘Burope’ possessed the finer forms of reason, morals, and law. Second,
postcolonialism aspires to participate in the creation of ‘truths’ based on distinct modes
of signification and forms of knowledge {or the manners of representations) that advance
justice, peace, and political pluralism. It applies so-called local memories, arts, and
‘sciences’ to the subjects of History, Literature, and Philosophy among others. Third, post-
colonialism rejects ‘native essentialisrn, or the idea that the ‘natives’ bore essential and
timeless features. This idea has been (ab)used by Western powers and postcolonial elites to
opposite ends, both connected to the acquisition and retention of power. Finally,
postcolonialism also highlights the precarious relations between ‘freedom’ and politics. In
this regard, postcolonialism elucidates the persistence of the colonial intellectual legacy in

the supposedly neutral and universal settings of knowledge production and policy-
making. In short, postcolonialism entertains the possibility of alternative conceptions and
imaginaries of society, law, and morals.

This chapter has two aims. The first is to highlight the insufficiencies of current
international norms as means to international justice. The second is to illustrate the
postcolonial ambition to undo the legacies of European imperialism (when Europe uni-
laterally projected power abroad) and colonialism (European settlement or rule over other
regions) in order to transform the international order and associated notions of commu-
nity, society, and morality. The chapter is divided in four sections. The first explores the
prospect of international morality and ethics in postcolonialism (Fanon 1968; Césaire
2000; Said 1979; Ashcroft et al. 1990; Chatterjee 1986). This section touches upon Kantian
notions of international morality and pacific union under republicanism. The second
section discusses Edward Said’s Orientalism as one stream of postcolonial discussions of
political subjectivity and identity (Bhabha 1994; Anzaldda 1999; Moreiras 2001).
This leads to the third section about power and international legitimacy, focusing on the
recurrent themes in the debates over nuclear weapons proliferation. The case-study
section shows how a postcolonial perspective might orient understandings of interna-

tional relations. It focuses on Gamal Abdel Nasser’s ‘nationalization’ of the Suez Canaland
the crisis that ensued.

International memiﬁ‘&y and ethics

Postcolonialism associates the development of international order and society and its
political economies with specific kinds of violence (Hulme 1992: Cheyfitz 1997). This
association is not new; nor does it imply that one should give up on the idea of global
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" o v of
orders. In the first instance, postcolonial critics find inspirations gom f; va-s; corr;mu;irtzon
h i i i i of co
fasti i kers worldwide who believed in the idea
ecclesiastic, ethical, and moral thin world ”
society or ‘t,)rotherhood’ but expressed misgivings about the method;, c;msj:z?n bY.Emope(m
i inni i t of the Americas, up
i i ty. Beginning with the conques .
bring about this common socie ; ; e A
i s 'di ’ Priars Antonio de Montesinos and Bartolo
Christopher Columbus’s ‘discovery, nos 2 : )
Casas ilfi’tiated the first protests against the treatment of natwe. popu}atmn’s {Satlegi
1985: 57, 84). The protests of Montesinos and Las Casas were aimed at SpamE u eal;;f
1 57, 84). Las ;
ceverberated later in other contexts where Christian powers conquered -non i;ropace
Jands. The methods of European conquest and expansion varied across :;mel ;nE sp e=;
) - . + urop

i ttlement or colonization in the New World,

While conquest led to European se er : o

means of control elsewhere involved political control through mult.ipie fformstoftc‘:(c:ilc;mto

ini i i tectorates (based on treaties of protection),
administration. They varied from pro ates (b ; :
indirect rule (dual control by a colonial administration and native ruiers)k; 10 dir;c:t rule
d everywhere whenever

ini i 1). In any case, protests were hear

(total administrative contro ot e T
i i jected new political entities to thewr © -

Furopean imperial powers subjec _ !

warfar.)re and unfavourable political compacts — some of which were aptly‘ named treztitii?o If

concession and capitulation while others were disingenuously categorized as prote

and trusteeship. ‘ _

In another instance, postcolonialism is cognizant that protests-b).r the likes o'f L:las Ca:;sz
although significant, did not prevent modern European imperiaiism, colonlzanon,l e
colonialism. It also acknowledges that the institutions of modern }E?;oéﬁean a;m?l»: r,

' i iscipli s inter-

ies lai dations for what the discipline o 30 C
settlements, and colonies laid the foun . ofRalso cals heer
i i iety. In short, the coming togetner 0

national order, community, and/or socie ort, the s
single unit is o)ne of the hallmarks of the modernity instigated by Europe. P;)stclzif)ma(lils i

i ism doe

i i in thi thers might not. In any case, postcoloni
erceives an irony in this event where o : I : :
iot take it for granted that the received world is preordained and given by force odf .na;turet
the world cannot be disentangled but its base institutions and systems of valuf anlarm efzs
i ’ nities. In this regard too, postcolonialism
can be refashioned to reflect today’s commu : - m

antecedents in revolts and revolutions by slave and colonial populations that s?ught ;futs}‘il?er:
in their particular locales by rejecting the moral, legal, and cultural foundations of thei

enslavement.

Postcolonialism and knowledge

Brought to the level of academic practice, postcolonialism today holds the ;notn;ie's ansd
intentions of advocates of global institutions and systems of values separa:te rom 15;:111 :
sions of the systems of truths, values, and institutions that must shape t:e mtem;ui).n (?d
iali what is sal
inni ith ‘truths’, postcolonialism notes that knowledge, or
lobal order. Beginning with “truths, hat k
fo be, is never a full account of events. Gaps between what is said to have hé_ippenfei, ar;zll
what:actaally happened can be understood frequently by examining how impertal a

instituti i ic research. For
colonial structures shaped such institutions as seemingly neutral as academicres

i W ‘V d to
b

. o ts,
European and Western scholars as object of study. Among them, rationalists, humanists,

. ed
and other cosmopolitans had ‘universal’ access to the whole wo'rld to which they appl;ih
the available scientific instruments, or methods of analysis, which allowed them to re

certain conclusions or ‘truths’ about themselves and native peoples everywhere, However,
as observed by Talal Asad (1983) and Edward Said {1979), this enterprise was not a
collaborative undertaking that involved ‘natives’ in the conceptions and implementation
of its objectives. The knowledge resulting from ‘observations’ of and about ‘natives’ was
neither constitutively ‘native’ knowledge nor based on native concerns. Even when
Western theorists and scientists were generous and sympathetic to native populations,
they could not wilfully escape the structures of empires and colonies and the political and
cultural instruments that excluded colonial populations from the processes of decision-
making and research. Finally, imperial knowledge was not universally accessible to natives.
Not even the most dedicated metropolitan observers could make up for the political and
economic processes that left vast majorities of colonial populations in abject poverty
and illiteracy.
For these reasons and others, postcolonialism disputes the validity of ideas and
commonplaces that today figure authoritatively in academic and public discourses as
‘expert knowledges’ about the former colonial expanses. These ideas and commonplaces
include understandings of the inherence of labour and property, enterprise and capacity,
in race, culture, and the environment - understandings which once served as justifica-
tions of imperialism and its distribution of value (Cohn 1996). Postcolonialism also
disputes propositions by rationalists and critical theorists that Western methods, particu-
larly rationalism and humanism, can adequately critique irnperialism and colonialism
and, by this token, offer the way to comfort and salvation for others (Césaire 2000; James
1989; Du Bois 1999). This conceit is combined with obstinacy in the belief that the
West has sole responsibility for charting the course of human history (Prakash 1999). In
addition, postcolonialism is sceptical of the prevailing rationalities and historical
justifications for and of empire (Chakrabarty 2000). More often than not, related
representations of the ends of imperialism and colonialism are self-serving (Prakash
1994). Finally, postcolonialism is suspicious of colonial ethnography and its accounts of
cultures, rituals, and their significations. More often than not, the social structures and
rituals ‘discovered’ by colonial ethnographers reflected their own castes of mind which
were frequently at odds with what existed (Dirks 2001). Colonial understandings were
deeply steeped in alternate forms of natural history and/or scientific racism that divided
humanity into races, ethnic groups, heathens, and barbarians {Bensmaia 2003). In short,
colonial ethnography was mapped onto a cartography of morals, temperaments, and

human capacities that helped to justify imperial political economies, and their systerns of
laws and morals (van der Veer 2001).

A postcolenial critique of the Western tradition

Postcolonial examinations of reason, history, and culture are necessary steps to
re-envisioning the future (Scott 1999) and global designs (Mignolo 2000), Their aim is
not, as has been argued (Hopkins 1997), to reject the principle of identifying and codify-
ing international law and morality. To this end, postcolonialism forwards omitted or
devalued forms, ways of knowing and their base-practices, or institutions, as possible
expressions of valid moral concerns and, therefore, as the bases for valid formulations of
vaiue and interest. The postcolonial approach to this question upholds the principle of
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i first 1 tcolonialism recog-
i ite rejecti s ideas. In the first instance, pos Sm
xistence while rejecting erroneou : " recog
. she intrinsic merits of Western attempts and the intellectual prowess of thz }.;I nr dois
i i .No
mzes’that stand behind them — from Herodotus to Machiavelli, Kant, and beyon e
ures : " _
ostcolonialism impugn on the credentials of Europe and the West as purvey o
f’ tion. In the second instance, most postcolonial readers take Western iconic i
rees e. K
c;mrfes of irony — and depressing bernusement. Take Immax.mel .Kant, fo; mst‘e:ix;zs e
hefbeen Tauded recently by an assortment of liberals who praise his republ}can 11 e
a - T r
foundation for a pacific union of democratic states abiding ‘_)Y cosmopolitan a i ;rut
;;L;r;- Russett 1993). Postcolonialism does not scorn such praises, but a\-sks (%;168:;1(; s
the I;gic of an international order founded upon Kant's ideas. Spe;ﬁlca.y,PliCZtionS ”
i i tury and the im
5 i ’ sentations of the eighteenth cen
e ity Tt i then serves as a metaphor
idi i turn to the source then
the validity of his theory. This re burn to the 50 etaphor
d a point of criticism for today’s liberals and institutionalists who axlzoglé cIIanctlg?n Chapnge
nte i i i he diverse stakes involve .
i tion to its complexity and the :
ent world without due atten pdtec T eimoraris,
i hold that Kant was ‘racist’ like many
[rrespective of whether they ! : ‘ O ool
i h today’s readings of Kant.
i lars generally take issue wit reaze com
posteolonia e i introductory text. But imagine, it you
t be exposed fully in an intr e if
arguments here that canno i ; : : ne, 1700
wigll writing about moral commands, ethics, and pacific union. Imagmeftha;c g: dvene
era )when slavery was both the reality and the most potent met-aphor or e the
liberty (Trouillot 1997). Imagine also living in an era marked by three rlevo uf(l) ons (in
USA. France, and Haiti), one of which arose from demand by ;Ctlj{ﬁ 5 e;:es e
} ) irati for freedom from
i d the aspiration of slaves fo :

d vou omit actual slavery an ' m fr ¢ maer
Wot}sez,on love for humanity and the related moral sentiments of 'sokdanty anld h pbout
"[rej ;f\’ould you expect the slave or former slave to take resulting specu;z'l’no.ns ; out
oo ful coexistence at face value? You might, but it will not be as easy to dismiss
peace : .

‘gaps’ as mere historical perspectives. . N . ' -
ga\%\ie can now begin to understand postcolonial suspicions about dlmednsm.ns ;é fants
notions of moral imperatives — the sublime and the picturesque that unfe;pmicturesque
: 3

f international order. In one postcolonial perspective, Kant's accolunts of t 3 1; uresaue
c}mtittecl the actual scenes of enactment of the pacific union extending be‘y{?n ursfg cot
s ctuality. When imperialism and concerns about race and masculinity tran ormec
handsca ] i ; i sqUe was more

i ' d elsewhere, the picturesqu
scapes in the New World, Africa, an - : : | ¢ ke ot
¥and;fbf;ge of scenes of intended and unintended crimes, including the v;ms}; lﬁem
se . , .
aé;ltive: opulations in the New World and the African slave trade. ’I.‘he pldzes 0 de ractment
2f Eurcl:pean agendas of universal salvation, emancipation, protecno;l, afn i rEol eevents on
‘ i i of globa )
. When read against the backgroun !
re therefore scenes of crimes . ' : . e
W'et resque quickly loses its lustre and reveals itself as imperial cart(.)gra'pl?y in wg h e
s uo gﬁtan sentiment of love or empathy (or colonial trusteeship) is ;)nsei:te tleaties
cosm : frustee e
oeticsp or landscape of conquest, repression, and expropriation 1hr0ughf t;o o freanis
: i i i ion about the nature of the
i T fusion raises question abo
shared violence. This conc ; ‘ fime o
?(?\i itself. After all, the enactment of European trusteeship over others brough
i - trnent {Dirks 2001).
ial decay in the zones of enac : ' e
SOCI do notypropose an indictment of Kant’s view of slavery. I merely wish to ;sk w rether
the omission of such an important institution as slavery and enslaveme;ait_ ozlm o
thought diminishes the moral reach of resulting theories of republicani
ou

return to
such gaps for

-institutions. Specifically,

cosmopolitanism, I am therefore asking for a pause before proposing Kant as the prophet
of ethics and pacific union. Although 1 personally favour the idea of global norms,
questions remain about the origin of the norms; the manners by which they are attained;
and their purpose. In these connections, posteolonialism draws three conclusions. The first
is that it is not sufficient for theorists to simply embrace categories such as international
order, international society, and international ethics. Because these concepts recall the era
of Buropean expansion and colonialism, they are not devoid of political effects. In fact, they
exude a colonial anthropology in which a mythical righteous West poses as teacher for oth-
ers, regardless of the context and purpose of engagement and the nature of behaviour,
Second, there is 2 double movement in Western moral thought involving ‘presence’
(when European authorship matters to the legitimacy and purpose of discourse) and
‘erasure’ (when European identity is necessarily concealed). There is strategy behind each
mode of reasoning. For instance, the proposition that human rights are a universal value
depends on a de-emphasis of their Western origins and the invocation of human rights by
victims groups throughout the world. On the other hand, when Western intellectuals and
politicians need to underscore European superiority, and the ‘duty’ or ‘right to lead;, they
stress that human rights are civilizational markers of the West, The accentuation of
Western origination of universal values then bolsters the position that the West may legit-
Imately pose as moral teacher for others on value, morality, and ethics. Postcolonialism
does not merely object that such debates close off inquiry on the merits and limits of
related formulations of value, interest, and morality. Critics also note that discussions of
Western universalism and moral rectitude obscure the Western origins of modern forms
of political violence, including Nazism, Fascism, and Stalinism. These and the practices of
total war witnessed in the two world wars of the twentieth century are thus relegated to
recessive moments in the long Western march to emancipate Man. In short, there is polit-
ical utility in the notion of the West as a modern, democratic,
the globe — just as other dimensions of the
of political expedience.

and prosperous province of
European trajectory are suppressed as a matter

Third, postcolonialism does not dispense with reason and universalism when
practitioners propose that imperial Europe was self-interested and Hable to historical
follies. Nor would posteolonial critics claim that reason and pragmatism are not human
faculties. However, postcolonialism is unmoved by the insistence in institutional narrat-
ives on the objectivity and neutrality of goals and methods of inquiry. These disciplinary
narratives exude the sort of colonial hubris that mistakes one’s desire for reality and one’s
own aspiration for universalism. Indeed, the related disciplinary perspectives are unable to
speak to the world as a whole. They are the product of the kind of intellectual and moral
presumptuousness that continues to lead to unpredictable {and at times dangerous)

adventures disguised as liberation (like the Anglo-American invasion of Iraq) or human-
itarian interventions {for instance in Somalia). )

These comments are part of the suspicion that postcolonialism harbours toward today’s
institutional approaches to international relations. These approaches see regimes and
‘international morality’ as sublime (Kantian) settings for the enactment of value, without
prior identification of value or deliberations on the nature or origin of the proposed
liberal and neoliberal discourses often appear as rationalizations
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. itand isks

. : t, cosmopolitanism 1is
S ersal humanism. For its part :
eoemony disguised as unive A - and the
;f : : aytangle of self-serving mis-representations of reason, SOl}dal:’itY:  norms
commin . : . tion o

e B ood. Finally, constructivist notions of mutuality and co conststa% P

comumon o ! ear as an ironic attempt to embellish the resigne ¥

ar to the posteolonia bell  sesigned oty &
agiztitutionalli weakened and politically defeated posteolonies into existing 1
¢

regimes.

Orientalism ara%d identities

eaking world, postcolonialism has‘ been ass.ociatedhwn’}; ixf; ritiu‘igrzz
identities and cultures. This is because the concept brings to mind such write end works
e Eiward id. Orientalism (1979} Gayatri Spivak, In Other Worlds (1987); gug‘ -
?h?jr:\s;cid;:cloi;nizing the Mind {1986); Homi Bhaba, The Location f;]; Cult;re éi 32255]/3; !
, ’ i i 1989); and Gloria Anza ta, Bor /
AShcr’Oft o ;é.’/")T’?;j:T f;:;of;ﬂ ?}?:; t(exts h)ave equivalencies in the French, Spm;.lsl;l,
F’”O"”ET_‘* - kine worlds. Collectively, they have generated and supported scho arti y
0 Ch;:c:ise;:if::als gindudimg Subaliern Studies, Presence Africaine, and more recently
genres :

18 1 3 d 993),{]:1 [$1)
COlOIllal atteIlth s Nor an elldOISEIilellt Of

n to identity and culture is neither chau\fim R

tialism — the idea that identities and culture have the'n‘ own essenti e o
e to others. Rather than proclaim fixity for identity and/or au

nialism appropriates their historical representa

In the English-sp

are impermeable

culture, postcolo : |
ases in more fluid postcolonial contexts. ‘ ‘
In most of Africa, for instance, few postcolonial t‘heonsts ’ e e Afiean
of dread. This is because the colonial populations tha o ovaenly
i inguisti ulturally coherent entities. A
be said to be linguistically or ¢ / cohere X :
re groups that spea
ought together under the umbrella of ‘nation’ are group

S a-nd hat a Inere CCIilut ago 1\‘ed n s arafe 011('.1(2211 spaces U.Ildel

i iner for separa
e state provides a container ar ‘ :
e : Likewise, the citizens of Latin American

tions for their legitimate

would use the idea of nation

without a degree
‘nations’ cannot
African states br
different language

eir own rules. T 52
gj{erdses of self-invention and self—deterrfnnatzfm. ‘ e ot
states have to formulate nationhood in fluid dynamics and sy

d among the descendants of native Indians and the descendants of E?;opea.n
s The 1 ies of self-invention and self-determination produced r-eal e ec*fs in
Sittizri)giitir;c:}sley do in Africa. They allowed formerly coliiafial poPuI?tloii t(()) fdz::
o i jectivi instance tribes in Africa, in Iavo e
J?he'iiili\;er?s Oiicizldoiglga;::;:fsﬁ?t{i;cﬁlcf:rs that, in these conte}’cts, aotions of authenticity,
lizililgeneity: and the like are embre'tc.ed anew but notbforC ;cge}i)}; f:use
suggested inherent and fixed quahjtfes. They are Tm ?ects <
credibility and legitimacy to political or ethical proj

Warrior 1994; Memimi 1965}, 1
( ;;stcolonialism acknowledges that there are dangers and oppo

these rapid transformations in identity and culture even as 1t strive

ior implications which
they give historical
account of authorship

rtunities contained in
s to divest science and

politics of Western vestiges of identity and culture. This is particularly the case with
historical Western views of ‘natives’ as the modern ‘barbarians’ To illustrate these points,
let us return to Said’s most celebrated and controversial book: Orientalism. The title
describes its object, the Oriental and the study of ‘his’ habits, as a phenomenon born of
Europe’s dominance of the world, including the Middle East. According to Said,
Orientalism does not merely account for the reality of a geo-cultural space called the
Orient because it is situated east of Europe. Rather Orientalism is a technique of power
based in language and processes of translation of the identities, cultures, and religion of
the Middle East. Through these techniques, European (and Western) intellectuals and
public officers created a mythical space that only partially bore resemblance to the place it
described. Through readings of English texts, Said illustrates how colonial representations
of the (formerly) colonized are institutionalized as instruments and/or features of cultural
dominance, Accordingly, Orientalist texts have material existence that can be detected only
if one places such texts in the context of actual strategies of textual production.
Said helped to develop propositions about the cultural and political impact of European
conquest of other regions and thus colonization and colonialism. In the tradition of the
French philosopher Michel Foucault, Said claims that the histories revealed in texts are not
unearthed from fixed ‘burial grounds’ of the past. Orientalist histories highlight the terms
and stereotypes that formed the foundations of Burope’s policies towards this region and
linger today in policy-making circles as bases for current policies. In this light, Orientalism,
fivst, illustrates cultural and political struggles in all colonies and postcolonies between
imperial societies and colonial ones; struggles over knowledge and power and their
respective ends. Second, Said provides useful methods for analysing imperialism and post-
imperial cultural engagements. In this instance, he deconstructs authoritative — that is
politically and culturally salient— Western discourses of self and others with an eye to their
utility and instrumentalities. In another instance, Said lays the foundations for alternative
discourses of self and others. Said also provides empirical and methodological frames
for queries about identity and culture. For instance, he highlights how humanism counte-
nanced colonial violence (which may be found in Fanon); how liberal constitutional
orders in the USA and elsewhere underwrote racism (Du Bois 1999); and who was ‘Man’
and who spoke on *his’ behalf and about what subjects (Morrison 1993},

It is an understatement to say that Said provides useful tips for understanding Western
political discourses about others. From Said’s perspectives, the present terms and Western
public understanding of Arab regimes as despotic, traditional, and irredeemable reiterate
today yesterday’s images of ‘Oriental despotism’ (Mill, 1806-73) and of the everyday of
Bedouins and others as cave-dwelling (Montesquieu, 1689-1755). One can also detect
echoes of Orientalism in the now declared long war on terrorism. The war on terrorism, it
must be recailed, began with the identification of the terrorist, a specific type of individual
or groups of individuals, and not any denunciation or call for the renunciation of the use
of violence as a means to an end. The war on terrorism is in actuality a war on pre-assigned
terrorists who hold identified beliefs and inclinations. In Western policy circles, the
terrorists practise a sordid brand of Islamic fundamentalism; exude moral intolerance and
hatred for the West and Western way of life; and are the product of social and political
decay in the Muslim worid. The war on terrorism dispenses therefore with the political

rationality of the terrorists in that it has been determined in advance that the terrorists
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have no just cause that warrants the use of force or ?riol)ence. Becau_se terror.is;s ci(l) not hz\;ete
legitimate or just cause, civilized societies (the ‘v1ctn?}s ) have the right to violen z coin :
terrorism and, yes, kill the terrorists with all available means — now, we understand,
irrespecti international conventions and norms. ‘ .
m:ii?é‘f:szfof one’s views of current events, one can detect idf.:ologica_l shppagc;s 111)1 the
Orientalist continuum from actual reactions to acttfai events to invocations of adu (10ucs1
cartography of region, religion, and culture. These shppage.s have caused fFany ?I;IC; ‘::n
not just postcolonialists) to ask themselves about the }nterchangeabl 1t§d0 ;I § eh;
Afghanistan, and Irag; or wonder what it means Fhat Bm—Lade_n‘ and Sa adrn ?ssthe
are indistinguishable in political standing; how 1t- became legrur‘nate 0 a vozla ‘e .
overthrow of the Afghan Talibans and Traqi Ba'athist for the realhsms c')f AE Qae ;, and,
finally, how a majority in the USA and a minority in the UK can still believe in aco Fslsonl
between Saddam Hussein and Bin-Laden ~ two men who belong to antagonist politica
m(gfl?:z;imation might be that discourses on terrorism have found an easy e_ntry p;mi
into three tenets of Orientalism: (1) the existence of separate, unef;ual, and hierarc 1(}:)a
spheres of civilizations; (2} the need to maintai%: the boundaries I‘Jetweej.n tjn(a;r)l thz
defeﬁding Westers civilization’s goods or values aga.mst corrupt. ones w1th9ut, an e
necessity for moderate or secular Arab groups to join the West in introducing p?gresgl .
values in their region. Again, these ideas are not new. They g0 as fa‘r back as the end o
the Crusades. Still, it is untrue that Europe has an original cn‘nlizatlon, formed over an
unbroken time-span within a homogenous space. Nor is;jit possﬁ)l-e 1o dra‘w a bo'undarir or
a straight line between ‘civilized Europe’and the violent chltures w;thox'tt, including a place
called the Orient. One would have to negate historical co-dependencies between Eumi‘)e
(and the West) and other regions: for instance, Byzantium and vast e?cpanses beyond it.
One would also have to argue that Russians and Bosnian Muslims do not shjarli
ethnographic traits with, say, the Franks. Finally, one would have ‘fo expunge Mooris
Spain from memory as the cultural antecedent of co ntemporary Spain. i
It is somewhat mystifying therefore that international theqrzsts, from Hugo rotn;s, 1(111
seventeenth-century Netherlands, to James Lorimer, in mneteenth-centx:lry Eng ,;;: ,
would erect metaphysical boundaries between Europe and {).thers ((“Trovogul 1?96). ZY
were not alone. The Berlin Africa Conference (1884-5), wh.mh ﬁnthzeci colonial bom; d
aries in Africa, was also derivative of Europe’s civilizational discourse that maske
actually violent processes with humanitarian disguise_s {Fetter 197?). 'i‘ocliay,( F)re.tir}tlzﬁs
civilizational discourses provide sustenance to the belief th:dt Muslim émigreés wriEm- e
gates of Europe would work in tandem with Muslim barbar1an§ beyond to de.s‘Fro;' umpcf
(Huntington 1998). These views are mistaken about the pf:rvaswenes.s of .pohnca corrup
tion and violence in modern life. Indeed, it is near fictitious lto I’namtan.a an opplo-smon
between “total European virtue’ against ‘total Oriental barbarism. for th1.s opposum;] to
hold, one would have to negate that Nazism and Fascism were ryﬁmfest;‘itlons of rfm :én
Furopean ideologies and practices. The photographs gf atroc‘mes taking plahce. in 1;
Ghraib and other US detention centres provide sufficient evidence that techniques 0
torture and barbarism are not the sole province of Middle East stat.es. ‘ 1
It is beside the point that the “facts” of the phenomezxon‘ of O‘n?ntahsm are wro.ng.ht
functions to sow the seeds of antipathy to the Orient and its religion and culture in the

West. One view is that the European anxiety of being overtaken by Muslims has persisted
because Istam does not easily lend itself to translation by the state, at least not by a demo-
cratic state. Further, individual European Muslims have remained on the margins of
European societies and it is not yet clear how they and the collectives in which they exist
will convey their ‘gratitude’ for the privileges of Buropean citizenship. As the French
‘Affaire du Foulard” (or Head Scarf Affair) showed, multitudes of European Muslims are
not ready to divest themselves of their prior Islamic traditions as a condition of their entry
into European political processes. On this and other scores, Orientalism has succeeded in
generating great antipathy towards Islam and Muslims. Would-be defenders of secular
Western norms may plead innocent as they help to proliferate mistaken views on the
nature of European society and Islam as a religion and practice (Asad 1993). They may also
point to the antipathies towards the West among Muslims and by people in the Middle
East, with their equal share of unfounded beliefs. But, in a context of power, Orientalism
has greater political effects.
Itis not exaggerating to suggest that Western anxieties and antipathies towards Muslims
are exerting considerable influences on debates about terrorism. For instance, outraged
denunciations of Palestinian terrorism might rightly point out the cowardliness of would-
be liberators and the devastating psychological toll of suicide bombing on non-combatant
Israelis. The latter are cast as innocent victims who are violated in their legitimate expec-
tation of security everywhere. All these concerns are real in that they are pertinent to the
ability of people to function in society. But, in the West, few express equally emphatic out-
rage about the toll of daily violence on Palestinians due to military occupation by Israel.
Fewer still ask themselves whether Palestinian children may be psychologically scarred by
bombs that slam into any Palestinian building, any time of day, without notice, on the sole
Isracli suspicion of an adverse activity in the abode. It would seem that the ethical reflex
that demands that bus riders feel safe on their way home to their families, relatives, and
friends, would demand that fathers and mothers be able to ensure the safety of their chil-
dren at home —away from the streets and the riots. Due partly to Orientalism, the Western
war on terrorism depends upon moral injunctions (the equivalent of fatwa) against total
violence upon civil populations on one side of the civilizational-cum-political divide. By
contrast, Western foreign policies most of the time countenance total violence against

Palestinian civilians (Muslims and Christians alike) caught on the other side of the civi-
lizational divide.

Power and legitimacy in the
international order

Postcolonialism requires some degree of dexterity in thinking. It begins with views of
empire and imperialism that contrast with the existing disciplinary common sense. To go
back to Kant, Europeans might have experienced imperialism as a positive enterprise. Even
2 simple expression like Pax Britannica suggests that those involved in constructing empire
believed that imperialism met metropolitan needs and desires — and therefore approval.
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These and similar Western expressions of power, dictum‘s about the use of pow;r, andf
moral commands are now encoded as internaﬁo?al m?ra.llty. Approaches sgch ast tos: Zf
the English school remind us that empire and 1mper1.ahsm_ are the ge.:netlch an;es grean
international order and morality. Postcolonialism begins with the truism that cl.th pna_
institutions have occupied a central place in the development ?f such concepts .asl inter -
tional order’, ‘international morality, and ‘internatio-nal law”. Bat, posthiom;;t 131;1 as »{
questions about the international order and internat;on'ai' law and.morahty: ;‘c aig {;)e
comply with disciplinary verities ot received notions of crmqge and Jufdiferrmrra1 .u egr o ,and
key to postcolonial difference rests in the fact that the experiences o the z) 1c:1ﬂer dand
colonized contrast with those of the conguerors and color.uze-rs. Whereas the la 8

recall Pax Britannica among other events as the flawed beglmn%ngs ofa pos.1t1ve en;erprclze,
the former might recall it as a quilt of nightmarish scenarios lived across time and space.

Y a o
Non-proliferation from a postcolonial perspective

By way of illustration, I wish to sketch postcolonialism’s .response t0 sapp{?sed v1f)1a:22;1113
of the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty. So-called Third World countries unive they
greefed the idea that the spread of nuclear weapons must be prevented. Howevcir, en)j
expressed concerns at the drafting of the treaty that.ied t(? twWo separajce but cog;pnzrzear
tary sets of prohibitions: one, against vertical prohferatzon‘(or*the'mcreaise | ucear
capabilities within declared nuclear states), and anot.her, a?gamst hor1zon;t)a proli Fracon
{from country to country). The ban on vertical proliferation has largely been 1g1}£ recn
public debates today in favour of the illegitimacy of ’Fhe qu.est by s.o-calleédroiue sc ate for
nuclear weapons. Organizations such as the W1sconsm Pm].ect and t ef arit f.l
Foundation for International Peace have on occasion noted the irregularity o oimtheé
vertical proliferation, but they mostly attribute the cllanger of nuclear WE?;I?O{ES “i fhett
possession by small albeit ‘mal-governed’ postcoloma.ll sta.ies. However, if you ere an
African imbued in the history of arms control, it might occur 10 you ha
political instrumentalization of the ban on weapons of maiss destruction u1?d‘er ; ; no;;»»
proliferation treaty has a kin in the Brussels Treaty in 1890. That treaty prohlbueu ‘i Se sat ;
of breechloaders to Africans between the 20th Parallel Nor.th ancl. the 2‘2nd Paralle A?;
(Headrick 1981). The cartography of the ban allowed.white rfeglmes in -South(;:rn‘ ;;i
and colonial powers to arm themselves with weapons 1nac?ess1ble to Afrzc;ns du]r;rrllegated
crucial period of formal colonization upon the 1885 Berlin Conference that de |
nial expanses in Africa.
Eu;(;gfj nt;?sloperspelc)tive, political subjectivity ‘in international theory and n;o;ii;r;
international regimes depends upon the use of vmlenc‘e by the few who mon?Polxlz (for_
means of violence against the many who must be dem.ed those means do.mes;ica y o
national security) or internationally (in the national interest). Paired wrchlisi e usses;t !
modern weapons in the former colonial expanses subs-equent t9 the two wor v:a;l ,h o
not paranoid to maintain the following belief: international regimes of arms contr

largely kept the peace among the great powers but thfey have ps{x\’ff:tte}il rlf;n(;?: r::;z |
against other peoples from Indochina to Africa FO the M_lddife East. ' at sdou ome e
of the omission of such ruinous wars by disciphna.ry ﬁ'ei.ds iike realism and neolibe - ir:
particularly given their immodest claims to oi?Jfactmty? There are mazyfanswof o
postcolonial circles. For instance, realist propositions that mandate the defence 2

national interest through the monopoly of the means and use of violence by the state seem
to the postcolonial theorist to be nothing more than a compendium of narratives of salva-
tion without ends and purposes, except for states able and willing to engage in arms races
and the extra-territorial pursuit of national interests.

On such matters as nuclear non-proliferation, postcolonialism is at best ambivalent
about enforcement under the current conditions — that is an arbitrary adjudication by the
few about who should or should not get nuclear weapons.? On this particular matter, the
postcolonial critic is caught between two untenable positions {(Roy 1998). On the one
hand, posteolonialism endorses a compelling international regime that would ensure
human suzrvival in peace and dignity. In this instance, one must oppose Third World
attempts to acquire nuclear weapons. On the other hand, postcolonialism does not con-
done hegemony and unilateralism disguised as reason, Here, one must combat hegemonic
reflexes on the part of so-called rationalists and universalists who would disguise parochial
interests as the common good. The resolution of this dilemma can come only if and when
the ethico-political language of great powers is exposed as obsolete and illegitimate. Until
then, formerly colonial entities and weaker powers will iry to secure their own place in the
global economy of power. In the meantime, it would be difficult for postcolonialism to
fully endorse solutions to global problems that are in no way universal,

Case study: the Suez Canal Crisis

As I have argued, postcolonialism arises from a temporal rupture in Buropean modernity
following the end of formal colonial rule. It is preceded by anticolonialism, or opposition to
colonial occupation or administration, and other anti-imperialist movements, including
resistance to the so-called colonial penetration. In short, postcolonialism signals the demise
of the European colonial order and associated truth claims. It makes sense of this posteolo-
nial moment by inviting re-examinations of the intellectual, political, and moral founda-
tions of colonialism. In: the political instance, postcolonialism insists on a new international
order free of the legacies of colonialism or colonial institutions. As actualized today, post-
colonialism has distinct goals that can be traced to the 1955 Bandung Conference, the 1961
Non-Aligned Movement, and Cuba’s Tricontinentalism, among others. The Bandung
Conference assembled leaders of Africa, Asia, and Latin America under the stewardship of
Chou En Lai of China, Jawaharlal Nehru of India, and Sukarno of Indonesia. Its purpose was
to decolonize international practices on questions of foreign policy and development. The
Non-aligned Movement complemented the spirit of Bandung by underscoring the need for
@ community of interest to advance the single objective of equality, free association, and
mutuality in international affairs. Finally, the idea of Tricontinentalism was to develop anew
ethos of power and subjectivity for the three concerned continents through foreign policy.
These and antecedent agendas and demands were partly inspired by the United Nations
Charter proclamation of self-determination as one of the cornerstone of the international
order. They motivated decisions by Gamal Abdel Nasser and other so-calied Third World
leaders, including the decision to nationalize the Suez Canal in 1956, Still, most accounts of
the Suez Canal Crisis tell a story of a superpower balance of power, uneasy Cold War
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alliances, and the ‘recklessness’ of Third World ‘nationalism’.‘ '?hey migh‘t even refgr tg thae;
event as the ‘Suez Canal War’. This is because Nasser’s ambition to nationalize the a;n
resulted in a war of aggression against Egypt by the UK, FranFe, and I?rael. The prevai 1-1?g
Western narrative of events leading to the war is basefi upon &m})le axioms. To sur;m:irue
a long story, the Canal was realized under the directi‘on of Ferdinand de Lesseps, et' f:f:n1
1854 and 1856, on concessions from Said Pasha, the viceroy of Egypt. Itbecame opef‘a éonal
on 15 December 1858 and, under agreement, was to be ‘managed by.the Su.ez anal
Company (also Compagnie Universelle du Canal Maritime de Suez)‘ for nmety»z‘nne yezresl.-
Under European and US agreement, the Canal was to be open to ships of aﬂftniatmrlls “E_r "
a plan drafted by Austrian engineer Alois Negrelli, Come 1‘956, Nasser., a left- eamngc :
Nationalist, if not Pan-Axabist, decided to annul the reglme. governing the Suez b.a.n .
Nasser was then cast as an ally of the Soviet Union. He was’sa1d 1o i?e reckles§1yf am ;tizug
with little regard for the subtleties of international law. Tl:ns m'irran?re takes 1td or gr.anﬁe ;
that the UK and France were obligated to pre-empt Nasser’s actions, if only to eterljlm :S
actions by other Third World activists. Thus, the UK and }?ramc:e< tf)ok umbrage a? fas;:i ;
decision to take over the Canal. Israel was worried about the ‘right of passage’ of ship
t of Rilat.
boill‘};l(ei iziiteni(;:ative also poses the reactions of the world’.s two major powers - ’{};en{]té);
USA and the Soviet Union — as logical and delicate balanc.n:ag acts. Accordmgiyét 12 b
was a NATO ally of France and the UK but, on the. geopolitical sc.hemes of :cé’: {?SA a;z
the Hungarian Crisis was a more efficacious terral.n to fight _Sov:et power. The U el
faced a potential public relations embarrassment in the Thil:d Wo‘rl‘d if 1‘t cr1t1c1z;: '
Soviet Union’s military interventionin Hungary wh‘ﬂe condonmg‘mlhta‘ry mt’erwlzlx‘l ;on-tﬁ
former colonial powers in one of their former provinces. Th‘e Soviet Union \;:ds allie d:;lof
Egypt but had greater worries for the Hungarian Crisis, wh1ch_ threatened t e ver;/1 i !
communism. To show consistency in projecting its powers in defence of its a ;Fzs,
Soviet Union had also promised to defend Egypt. In the IEI.‘ld, the F.ranco—UK—Israe ; oper-
ation to take the Canal was highly successful from a.mlhtar?/ p01r}t of view. I}i}utiU;:(om 3
geopolitical perspective, it proved a diplomatic and 1.deoi(.)g1'cal disaster for the an
France. So too was the Israeli occupation of the Egyptian Sinai.

. ks
Questioning conventional accounts of the Suez ‘crisis

This widely circulated reading satisfies realists and others, but it is a bit remivec:‘x flrji ’;i}i
primary issues underlying the takeover of the Suez Canalby Egypt: 'Fo postco onia 11; » .

letter of the Suez agreements is not unimpeachable, and the demsmn' b}f Britain, xax;: ,
and Israel to wage war on Egypt was iilogical, absurd, and r-ecl.dess in 1.ts leln way. tgz
explanation, imagine this writer in his introduf:tory course in mten‘na’ﬁog y ;w OPnde_
topic of international regimes of waterways. Guinea, his country of birth, ha e::ﬂ i -
pendent from France for less than two decades. The professor, a Frenchman, wro- 610(1;1 ;
board the name of three canals: the Suez Canal, the Panama Canal, and the‘ K;e .:;:.a

(Kaiser-Wilhelm-Kanal). He then proclaimed confidently that, although en;ure g \;;1 ;g
Egyptian territory, Suez was an international pasggeway. The Pana}ma Car;a , W }16 :her
across the state of Panama, was actually an American canal. The Kiel Canft » o the ;;) .
hand, was German property because it was located in Germany. You can imagine that, 1

the professor intended to communicate respect for international law, he was not
successful. While the professor perceived normative certainty, this student and his friends
perceived colonial hubris and arrogance. We could not make sense of the argument that
Germany claimed proprietorship of the Kiel Canal due to its location but Egypt could not
claim Suez on accounts of colonial understandings. We were particularly incensed when,
through an indiscretion, the law professor mentioned that the excavation of the Suez
Canal was due mostly to the forced labour of poor Egyptians. Bvery student in the class
could recall that unequal treaties, forced or slave labour, and discriminatory international
regimes had in fact been the hallmark of colonialism!
The internationalization of the Suez Canal under private European management
appeared to us to be a throwback to Buropean notions of ‘imperial sovereignty’ Thus,
whereas we were supposed to be outraged by Nasser’s ‘adventure, we wished we had been
there for the cheers. Nasser was in fact right that the letter and spirit of colonial agreements
were inconsistent with postwar notions of self-determination. In this postcolonial contest,
Nasser was not alone. Nor was it unique to this circumstance that former colonial powers
attempted to preserve colonial privileges against Egyptian claims. Nasser was preceded by
Mohammed Mossadegh in Iran {1953) who was removed from power by Mohammad
Reza Pahlavi, the Shah of Tran, and pro-monarchy forces in a coup orchestrated by UK and
US intelligence agencies. His sin: the desire to renegotiate turn-of-century oil deals that
gave control of Iranian oil to UK firms. Mossadegh and Nasser were nonetheless followed
by many more Third World leaders and movements from Africa to Asia and Latin
America. However corrupt it may appear today, the Organization of Petroleum Exporting
States (OPEC) was partly connected to posteolonial insurgency against such ‘residual
colonial forms’ as reflected in the international regimes on waterways.

You might wonder why a simple lecture would offend anyone. But you would be
mistaken in thinking that the justifications of unequal treaties, forced or slave Iabour, and
discriminatory international regimes were mere political dcts undertaken as a matter of
expediency. This is not the case. Such actions were steeped in specific ways of thinking and
relating to the world that were common among European and Western elites. Philosophers
and political theorists condoned such actions and their processes through proprietary
articulations of society and law; labour and property; and reason and moral sentiments,
From the seventeenth century, Buropean thinkers, including French philosophes and
British utilitarians, developed historical understandings of societies and their institutions
as bases for merits and entitlements, These understandings were complex and at times
contradictory, and outside of the aims of this introduction. But, to elaborate on an earlier
theme, they were grounded in presumed relationships of peoples to territory and
econorry, leading to-conclusions that ‘natives’ had no firm moral connections to land that
may result in property. The central view was that natives were less industrious and lacked
reason to properly perceive the collective good. In contrast, Buropeans were assumed to be
endowed with reason to manage industry, to aspire to property, and to be nobly motivated.

They were thus to bring science and value to the less fortunate, including through coer-
cion. One could therefore extract concessions from a subservient viceroy, enlist forced
labour to dig a canal, make money on it, and call it the common good. In this light, Nasser’s
action annulled in one stroke centuries-old European assumptions about the relationships
of ‘native’ populations te nature (or their environment) by reclaiming Egyptian rights to
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the Canal. These assumptions, eloquently framed by the likes of John Lock.e (1632—-'1704)
and Montesquieu (1689-1755), had Been the bases for Europe’s extra-regional claims to

sovereignty and property.

These justifications have not disappeared from disciplinary narratives t?day. W?efn I;t iS’
convenient, the discipline of International Relations has embraced past ‘imperial fo lies

and their rationalizations as ‘state practice’. It is not uncominoi to come across the-: axiom
that great powers have the greatest influence in the x_vorld alnd, as sx'1ch, s}zoald bfa wﬂlmg to
use their capabilities to nudge international order in particular dlrect_lo%ls‘ This asse;tu})in
is made without questions about how particular great powers use their 11‘1ﬂuence an t e
means and ends to which they apply their capabilities. Fortu.nately, con‘s;der.able 1:1111101’1;
ties among the citizens of great powers are somewhfft sceptical of the 1;:{1})11?’.‘1 W}-Sd;'m'

From a postcolonial perspective, such truisms reflexively fevc.)ke. memories of prejudices,
discriminations, and privations. In such instances, the discipline appears more like an
instrument of empire than a science.

Conclusion
Postcolonialism does not merely seek out points of convergence on formal piane.s .of ufnder-

standing of already-existing norms. Postcolonialism aspires to Prodvtce new political forms

based on contingent and empathetic understandings of the tra].f:(.:tones o‘ff h.L}rflan socxetlles.

In this sense, postcolonialism conveys a sense of ethical and pohtlca‘l po§sxb1ht1es af%er colo-

nialism. It favours an ethos of egalitarianism, social justice, and.sohdarlty. I.t has .falth inits .
own reasonableness and decency {Scott 1999). Postcolox:giaiism is also c‘ertam of its r?:f'onu

sibility and duty towards other members of the international comm}umty._ PostC(c)llom ) 1s1r:n,

in fact, aspires to a different kind of universalism? one based f)n dehbe‘rat;on and con fs a-

tions among diverse political entities, with the aim of rfeachmg functional agree;rrlen s on

questions of global concern. This kind of universalism differs from one resulting from uni-

versal injunctions by self-assured subjects. N N ;

In these ends, postcolonialism maintains consistent Posmons on poht@ that 0 noai
distinguish between the domestic, national, and international spher.es. Inthe 1nter‘nat10nt
instance, postcolonialism is mindful of the failure of hegemf)mc powers 0 mteg;;l e
postcolonial states into the decision-making processes of the. mteménonai syste-m. et,
postcolonialism’s ambivalence on these and other questions of mtmfnati(?nal mo'rality Sloes
not flow from outright rejection of systerns of thought, Whethei: rat.lonalism, umvc?rsahsf.n,
humanism, liberalism, and the like. Postcolonial antipathy is d1re§t.ed at the 1mper1§1
desire for hegemony, or the aspiration to set the terms and rules of politics and culitgre umc;‘
Jaterally; to adjudicate international outcomes singly; a.ndf’or to manage icnow'v a; ge aln
the memory of international relations. In the éomesgc 1r¥stancef postcoloni ism a S0
denounces, with equal vigour, the failure of postcolonial elites to mtegr‘a‘{e co-citizens ~

and/or domestic social and cultural formations - into democratic structures of
governance within the state. Postcolonialism, thus, is a broad comsmentary on present
models of politics, economy, and ethics.
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In both instances, postcolonialism must confront anxieties of survival that arise among
subjects in any fluid and uncertain context. Again, postcolonialism embraces fluxes and
the resulting opportunities, including the hybridity of culture and identity (Bhabha 1994).
To do 50, posteolonialism must rethink the boundaries between self and others (Anzaldta
1987) as well as recognize transculturation as an inevitable historical process (Moreiras
2001). Thus, postcolonialism seeks to connect with progressive elements at home and in
the former metropolises in order to productively engage the fields of culture and identity
to eliminate violence and/or escape the problematic legacies of class hegemony, gendered
exclusion, colonial domination, and capitalist exploitation (Scott 1999), All these themes
are present in postcolonialism as articles or declarations of faith. The postcolonial order
envisaged by postcolonialism would be more inclusive and solicitous. This future world
would be based on tolerance toward self-criticisms and criticisms of the self by others; rev-
erence for contingency and historical flows; and more fluid understandings of values,
ethics, and the commen good. You would not object to such a world, would you? If not,
then you must always open your mind to new (and just) possibilities!
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1. Why is “postoolonial

- theoretical tradition?.

é’:m"'_"as a pi‘t_ef}br_ﬁe’n’éh_.'c'i_éffiéL;é'_t to d_efihe"a'n'a pinpoint _a':::a'_s'_fnglg_ :

. :W'h:’at is thé'éij_’{ho_r"é c_Ief'iréit's'on of bé_)s'tcblon'iélism?.". L

_:.-'Whéf_aké sorhe"'q'f_'t_ﬁ_e goals and"'a'gé_ndéé'bf pbé_."ecd!bnié!ism'?_'; S

+ How does pastcolonialism approach ‘truth and ‘knowledge’?

- the work of this theorist. "

"_'Dis:'cL:zs's the p‘défcoior%?él'c?i%iq'ueijd_f; Immanuel Kant and sUbéeq'l.ie'nf'fhéo}éés’- based upan: RO

6. What s the postcolonial objection to ‘human rights’ as a ‘universal value’?

and the East? -

7. How does Said's book foén'té{iém Hlustrate and élu_&:idat.é' tﬁ_é réi_ééi_bééhib' b.e't'wé'érét E_ufopé._ o

8 Describe the relationship between Orientalism and the discourses ot terrorism including .
o 'tﬁe‘W'ar'a'gainsttéz‘rcr", T e S

9. How does bdst_éd!on'iaiisrh"érésp’énse'{d"t‘he'Nonxpr’o!iferatién'_ Treaty illustrate its opinion -
- about Western ideas of international morality and law?. | 7L L S

© 10, What s the sigificancs of the internationalization of the Susz Canal for postcslonialism?
T i1 What IIS'%he postcolonial approach to the ftétljre?_ NS i '

12" Compare the approaches of liberal intefnationalism, constructivism, and posteolonialism.

© Darhy, Phillip (20003, At the Edge of International Relations: Postcolonialism, Gender and
- Dépendency (Cambridge: Continuum International Publishing Group). Examines how a postcolo: " . __
- nial perspective contributes or challenges traditional conventions in international Relatioris theory. . = *




% Spivak, Gayatri Chakavorty (1989), A Critigue of Postcolonial Reason: Toward a History of the
Vanishing Present (Cambridge MA: Harvard University Press). Divided between Philosophy,
Literature, History, and Culture, this work gives extensive insight info the colonial and postcolonial
paradoxes in the Western intellectual tradition and its viability for contemporary politics and ethics.

@

2 Nevzat, Soguk (1999), States and Strangers: Refugees and Displacements of Statecrafi
(Minneapolis: Minnesota University Press). An important work on the ways refugee and refugee
law challenge traditional concepts in International Retations such as the state and the citizen,

Chowdry, G. and Nair, S. (2002) (eds), Power, Postcolonialism and International Relations;
Reading Race, Gender and Class, Routledge Advances in International Relations Global Politics
{London and New York: Routledge). This collection covers a wide range of contemporary topics
in International Relations from questions of the secular to recent debates over the future of
human righis.
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% Grovogui, Siba N. (2008), Beyond Eurocenirism and Anarchy: Memories of International
Order and Institutions {New York: Palgrave Macmillan). Revisits a postwar encountar between a
group of French-African intellectuals and Western elites as evidence of the importance of a gen-
uinely globat and eguivocal perspective on International Relations.

g Krishna, Sankaran (1999), Posicolonial Insecurities: India, Sri Lanka, and the Question of
Nationhood, Borderlines series (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota). Addrasses the ques-
tion of nation and state formation as a political and ethical project.

7 Biswas, Shampa (2001), * “Nuclear Apartheid” as Political Position: Race as a Pestcolonial
Rescource?’, Alternatives; Global, Local, Political, 26/4: 485-522 (38). Continues the discus-
sions about the colonial legacy of the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty.

B Lyan Doty, Roxanne (1998) Imperial Encounters: The Politics of Representation in
North-South Refations, Borderlines Series (Minneapolis: Minnesota University Press).
Engages how policy-making is informed and even proceeded by cultural and racial reprasenta-’
tions. Doty takes the position that politics is fundamentally interpretative.

 IMPORTANT WEBSITES

& Posteolonial studies at Emory websites
http://www.english.emory.edu/Bahri/contents.html

@ Edward W. Said
http://sun3.lib.uci.edu/~scctr/wellbeck/said/index,htmi

Visit the Online Resource Centre that accompanies this book for lots of interesting
additional material. www.oxfordtextbooks.co.uk/orc/dunne/
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This chapter explores the ways in which environmental concerns lanUé'hc'éd:
Internationat Relations (iR) theory. It provides a brief introdﬂction:‘éo';thé_-'éé'ozé'g'ééélzl ;
crisis and the emergence of green thaorizing in the socia! sciences and Hﬂrﬂé%\it’i’éé in
general, noting its increasing international orientation; and. f n tracks
and impact of environmental issues and green_tﬁihx :. ow
orthodox IR theories, such as neorealism and aed_l_%berals_s'h_':',"_l'Hé\'f:e"cionst_'rﬁ;:téé en\..'i.r-
“Héw:issue area’ ’rh'ét_- _a__n'b_:e'-a: sroached throtigh pre-
ches are contrasted with green IR the-
work, rationalist analysis, and ecological
_ d offers a rar_igé of hew green interpretations of
evelopment, modernization, and security. The case study of
: “highlight the diversity of “theoretical approaches,
s of 'green"ébproaches, in undérstanding global environ.




