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Postcolonial Theory

I. Postcolonialism
Postcolonial is a term used for an era when colonies achieved freedom from European colonization. The term post colonialism concerns the effects of colonialism on cultures and communities which were once colonized; historians used it after WWII referring to the post-independence time. Bill Ashcroft and et al state in The Empire Writes Back that " more than three- quarters of the people living of the world today have had their lives shaped by the experience of colonialism' (1). Though there was a political change, many nations got independence, but culturally and economically there appeared many dilemmas and crisis, hence they suffered from confusion about their culture and identity. This appearance of national and ethnic identity dilemmas and endurance in previous- present gap "defined and redefined after the collapse of the Empire, the continuous movement between margin and center (be it spatially, socially or metaphorically circumscribed), the interpretation and reinterpretation of common history"(Marinescu, 90). In fact, colonialism was not only a power control, but it was a cultural control by the colonizer, which the colonized people are still tied to. The struggle of the colonized subjects for their cultural identity and the social formation of the new independent nations was an aspect of cultural transformation that led to a conflict with the colonizer's culture. Many of those countries were in economic and cultural crisis. What characterizes postcolonial era is the resistance to colonialism and seeking identity to confirm their independence. Furthermore, the population movement and migration from former colonies to the colonizer's countries created new mixed, hybrid societies that differ from each other culturally. Bill Ashcroft and et al argue that" All post-colonial societies are still subject in one way or another to overt or subtle forms of neo-colonial domination, and independence has not solved this problem."(1994, 2) Ethnic conflict is another feature of postcolonial era left behind because of colonial policies conducted in the colonies especially in Africa and Asia. The ethnic sectors' struggle is for independence or to be recognized as equal to each other. Colonial powers created societies in their colonies that are heterogeneous by dividing them ethnically. Interethnic rivalry exposed, specifically, in former British colonies because "the British did not effectively break down the traditional mobilizing structures that facilitate ethnic collective action" (Blanton, Mason, Athow 2001). 
II. Postcolinial litetarture
a/Historical background:
 Post-colonial literature comes from Britain's former colonies in the Caribbean, Africa and India. Many post-colonial writers write in English and focus on common themes such as the struggle for independence, emigration, national identity, allegiance and childhood

 b/ Postcolonial theory
Postcolonial theory (or the colonial discourse as it was formerly known) is a literary theory or critical approach that deals with literature produced in countries that were once, or are now, colonies of other countries. It may also deal with literature written in or by citizens of colonizing countries that takes colonies or their peoples as its subject matter. The theory is based around concepts of otherness and resistance. 
Postcolonial theory became part of the critical toolbox in the 1970s, and many practitioners credit Edward Said’s book Orientalism as being the founding work. 
Typically, the proponents of the theory examine the ways in which writers from colonized countries attempt to articulate and even celebrate their cultural identities and reclaim them from the colonizers. They also examine ways in which the literature of the colonial powers is used to justify colonialism through the perpetuation of images of the colonized as inferior. However, attempts at coming up with a single definition of postcolonial theory have proved controversial, and some writers have strongly critiqued the whole concept.
One of the major issues of Postcolonial theory is power and identity; and Michael Foucault stands as a famous philosopher who tackled these issues and eventually had exercised the greatest influence on the field is. 
Simply stated, 'discourse' (to Foucault) is a system of statements within which and by which the world can be known. Discourses are ways of constituting knowledge together with the social practices, forms of subjectivity and power relations that inhere in such knowledge and the relations between them. Power too is a relation and gets exercised within discourses in the ways in which these
discourses constitute and govern individual subjects. In The History of Sexuality, Volume One, An Introduction, Foucault defines power as:

The multiplicity of force relations imminent in the sphere in which they
operate and which constitute their own organization, as the process by which,
through ceaseless struggles and confrontations, transforms, strengthens or
reverses them; as the support which these force relations find in one another
thus forming a chain or a system, or on the contrary, the disjunctions and
contradictions which isolate them from one another; and lastly as the
strategies in which they take effect, whose general design or institutional
crystallization is embodied in the State apparatus, in the formulation of the
law, in the various social hegemonies (p.92).

Post colonialism involves a studied engagement with the experience of colonialism and its present effects both at the level of ex-colonial societies and of more general global developments thought to be the after-effects of empire.
What was it that gave rise to post colonialism? Why was it that a study of the cultural dimension of imperialism became important? First, independence movements around the world put an end to colonialism. Yet the residual effects of imperialism continued to affect the cultures of the erstwhile colonies. Frantz Fanon's The Wretched of the Earth (1961) is one such intervention in colonial discourse. By the 1980's a substantial body of commonwealth literature had emerged in which writers tried to make sense of the impact of colonialism. There was a greater awareness of the power relations between the West and Third World cultures. All these led to a study and
analysis of colonialism and its after-effects.
The major thinkers and theorists in post colonialism are: Edward Said, Homi Bhabha and Gayatri Spivak, all of whom showed great influence of Foucault.
Said's work shows his influence in a very marked way. Spivak and Bhabha also draw from him. The more obvious influence on Spivak is that of Derrida and in Bhabha's case the more obvious influence is that of  Lacan.

III. The major critics in post colonialism
a/ Edward Said:

Said's Orientalism which appeared in 1978 is a good starting point for us. Said sees Orientalism as a discourse by which European culture was able to manage and even produce the orient politically, sociologically, militarily, ideologically, scientifically and imaginatively during the post-enlightenment period. Said states: 

Taking the eighteenth century as a very roughly defined starting point,
Orientalism can be defined as the corporate institution for dealing with the
Orient - dealing with it by making statements about it, describing it, by
teaching it, settling it, ding over it, in short Orientalism as a western style
for dominating, restructuring and having authority over the Orient (p.3).

On page 3itself, Said acknowledges that he had found it useful to employ Foucault's notion of discourse as described by him in The Archeology of Knowledge and Discipline and Punish. A very important statement which Said makes on page 12 of Orientalism is:

Orientalism is not a mere political subject matter or field that is reflected
passively by culture, scholarship or institutions, nor is it a large and diffuse
collection of texts about the orient nor is it representative and expressive of a
nefarious 'Western' imperialist plot to hold down the 'Orient World'. It is
rather a distribution of geographical awareness into aesthetic, scholarly,
economic, sociological and philosophical text; it is an elaboration not only of
a basic geographical distinction but also a whole sense of 'interests' . . ..

Said's book establishes that stereotypes and general ideology about the orient as 'the other' have helped to produce myths about the laziness, deceit and irrationality of Orientals. By means of the discourse of orientalism, Western cultural institutions are responsible for the creation of those 'others'. The Orientals' very difference from the Occident helps establish that opposition by which Europe's own identity can be established. The knowledge of the Orient created by and embodied within the discourse of Orientalism serves to construct an image of the Orient and the Orientals as subservient and subject to domination by the Occident. The knowledge of 'subject races' or 'Orientals' makes their management easy and profitable.
Knowledge of the Orient is generated out of strength and such strength-generated knowledge, in turn, 'creates' the Orient, the Oriental and his/her world. In most cases the Oriental is 'contained' and 'represented' by dominating frameworks and the encoding and comparison of the orient with the West ensures in the long run that oriental culture and perspectives are a deviation and a perversion that justify an inferior status for the latter. The Orient is seen as essentially monolithic with an unchanging history, while the Occident is dynamic with an active history. Not only that, the Orient and the Oriental are seen-to be passive, non-participatory 'objects' of study. The Orient, in that sense, was sought to be established as a textual construct.
On page 36 of his book Said states: “Knowledge gives power, more power requires more knowledge, and so on an increasingly profitable dialectic of information and control. The whole thing thus becomes an on-going project.”
These then are the essentials of Said's formulations about 'Orientalism'.
b/Gayatri Spivak

Spivak is a leading contemporary feminist deconstructionist who pays careful attention to issues of gender and race. Her use of the term 'subaltern' is influenced by the Italian thinker Antonio Gramsci. Gramsci consistently referred to a subordinate position in terms of class, gender, race and culture. Spivak's essay 'Can the Subaltern Speak?' addressed the way the 'subaltern' woman is constructed, as absent or silent or not listened to.
The 'muteness' of women in postcolonial societies is the main issue which her work confronts. The main argument of her essay is that, between patriarchy and
imperialism, subject constitution and object formation, the figure of woman
disappears not into a pristine nothingness, but into a marginal position between
tradition and modernization. Spivak uses the term 'subaltern' (of lower rank) for women, blacks, the colonized and the working class. Subalternity comes to suggest the repressive dominance of white Western thinking and an allegory of the displacement of the gendered and colonized (i.e. subaltern) subject, by the imposition of narratives of internationalism and nationalism. The violence inflicted by Western forms of thought upon the East is of great concern to Spivak. She takes 'the third world' to be a creation of the west that
locks non-western cultures into an imperial representation. 'Worlding' is the name she gives to the process through which 'colonized space' is 'brought into the world; that is made to exist as part of a world essentially constituted by Eurocentrism. In these kinds of formulations one of the possible pitfalls is attributing an absolute power to the hegemonic discourse in creating the native and not making enough room for the resistance of the native. 

c/Homi Bhabha

[bookmark: _GoBack]Bhabha was concerned with the issue of hybridity;  an important concept in post-colonial theory, which  refers to the integration (or, mingling) of cultural signs and practices from the colonizing and the colonized cultures ("'Mimicry' designates a gap between the norm of civility as presented by European Enlightenment and its distorted colonial imitation. It serves as the sly weapon of anticolonial civility and is an ambivalent mixture of deference and disobedience. To Bhabha the operations of the unconscious in the imperial context are far from simple because desire for, as well as fear of, 'the other', does not allow the identities of the colonizer and the colonized to stay fixed and unitary. Colonial power undermines its own authority and can paradoxically provide the means for native resistance. The site of resistance, the strategic reversal of the process of domination that looks the colonial power squarely in the eye, is marked by 'hybridity', an 'in-between' space. It not only displaces the history that creates it, but sets up new structures of authority and generates new political initiatives. It undermines authority because it imitates it only outwardly.
On account of the difficulty of categorizing different cultures into Universalist
Frame works, Bhabha finds the idea of the 'nation' a little problematic. He thinks that the idea stems from the imposition of a rather arbitrary 'national' character upon a necessarily very heterogeneous collection of people(s).
         'Orientalism', 'subalternity' and 'mimicry' are important aspects of the work of the three critics, One of the problems that Orientalism (the book) suffers from is (that it assumes) too readily that an unequivocal intention on the part of the West was always realized through its discursive productions. The other two critics do not seem to give enough direct power and role to 'agency' on behalf of the colonized people. Also, Bhabha's style is so involved that an oppositional stance does not come through and is obscured by the meanderings of language.
And yet the cumulative achievement of the three critics discussed in this unit has
been really admirable. There is all around us a new cultural politics of difference with all its inner complexities and subtle nuances. One of the challenges for postcolonial theory today is to come to terms with specific local conditions and with comparison that can be discerned in and between them. There is also the daunting task of trying to know the story of colonial and neo-colonial engagements in all their complexity. Finding a proper language and terminology for representing those engagements is another major challenge. The three critics taken up here have done more than most others in indicating some of the directions that can be fruitfully followed, sometimes aided by poststructuralism and postmodernism.

IV. Postcolonial theory and identity 
The most themes that both deal with are race, gender, ethnicity, identity and culture. Postcolonial criticism as Habib in Modern literary criticism and theory a history argues, has taken a number of aims: most fundamentally, to re-examine the history of colonialism from the perspective of the colonized; to determine the economic, political, and cultural impact of colonialism on both the colonized peoples and the colonizing powers; to analyze the process of decolonization; and above all; to participate in the goals of political liberation, which includes equal access to material resources, the contestation of forms of domination, and the articulation of political and cultural identities (Habib, 739). Terry Eaglton states that Post-colonial theory is not the only product of multiculturalism and decolonization, it also reflects an historic shift from revolutionary nationalism in the third world (Eaglton, 205). It is interesting to mention that from the 1950s onwards, many of well-known writers and theorists were not came from Britain or America, but they were from former British colonies such as Sam Selvon, Salman Rushdie, V. S. Naipaul, Edward Said, Homi Bhabha, Gayatry Spivak, Derek Walcott, Chinua Achebe, Wole Soynika and etc.  One of the controversial issues of postcolonialism is the question of identity and culture. In the modern world with the increase of immigrant numbers, hybrid nations, and constitution of countries with different cultural diversities the question of identity came to the surface. In their Narrative and Identity Jones Brockimeier and Donal Carbaugh argue that the notions of identity stand for a large area of intellectual problems that have been studied in a variety of disciplines and from diverse theoretical points of view. The rise of the question of identity became a major theme not only in literature but in the whole area of life, also it was because of the colonial impact as Pieterse argues After World War II, at the time of decolonization when imperial identities were decentered, "the question of the Other" became critical and prominent theme"( Pieterse,22). In the relation of self and the other ―Identity emerges as a kind of unsettled space or an unresolved question in that space, between a number of intersecting discourses‖ (Hall 1989, 10).Franz Fanon in his theoretical argument about the consequences of colonialism and the change formed by the experience of immigration, "examines the experience of having to wear "white masks' to get by Europe, of having to bend one's own identity so as to appear to the colonizer to be free of all taint of primitive native traits."( Ryan,117-118) . Edward Said's central point of identity construction, which is under the influence of Foucaultian idea of power, is the ability to resist, to recreate oneself as a postcolonial, anti-imperialist subject and this recreation of the self needs to be contextualized because it is the construction of identity that constitutes freedom and human beings are what they make themselves, even if they are subjects of repressive discourse.(Ashcroft & Ahluwalia, 112). Another postcolonial theorist is Homi Bhabha in his The Location of Culture who developed his theory by shifting from the binary opposition of Edward Said, which based on the power and knowledge of Foucault, and presented the concept of hybridity, and hybrid identity for Bhabha comes from the" interweaving of elements of both colonizer and colonized challenging the validity and authenticity of any essentialist cultural identity"( Meridith, 2). Homi Bhabha also discusses that there is a third space which is '' in between the designation of identity" and that " this interstitial passage between fixed identifications opens up the possibility of a cultural hybridity that entertains the difference without an assumed or imposed hierarchy"(Bhabha, 4). Glissant for his part in Caribbean Discourse: Selected Essays stresses instead the idea of continuously shifting identity, with his rhizomatic theory of culture: the construction of identity is an ongoing process and the result is an unpredictable, fractalizing hybrid (Gyssels,2001). Moreover, making use of theories concern francophone colonies related to the interrelation between both in respect of cultural identity and representation as it is emphasized by Angela Bruning in her dissertation that" striking connection exists between Anglophone and Francophone Caribbean representations of issues of migration, cultural identity and the uncovering of Caribbean history ( Bruning,11)
