Unit 5 Notes
Be sure to read Pages 275-279 and pp 317-320 in the text.

Also, remember there is an optional section in Unit 5.  We completed the section 5.1.

Self-determination: Phrase first used by Woodrow Wilson.  Wilson said Imperialism was one of the reasons for the tensions in the world prior to The First World War.  He suggests countries/colonies should enjoy a greater level of independence or autonomy thus reducing tensions in Europe.  Wilson’s ideas were lost on Post WW1 Europe, but they were gaining increasing popularity in the post WW2 world.

Colonialism: Similar to Imperialism (3 G’s) a social, political and economic relationship between the dominating power (colonial power) and the subordinate nation (colony) that greatly benefitted the colonial power.  The term implies the power arrangement has evolved to colonial status, i.e it has existed for some time and the structures supporting the colonial relationship have been generally accepted and there is no longer competition from other European powers.

Indian Independence Act: The partitioning of India and the creation of separate, independent states of India (primarily Hindu) and Pakistan and East Pakistan (primarily Muslim).  East Pakistan was renamed Bangladesh in 1971.

Apartheid: Literally means separateness or “apart from one another,” this was the racial policy introduced by the White South African regime that limited civil rights of non-white South Africans. 

African National Congress (ANC): A nationalist group that emerged in South Africa in an attempt to combat racial discrimination, it’s initial tactics were non-violence.  This eventually changes as a result of the increasing use of violence by government forces to clamp down on the ANC’s tactics. 
Major colonial powers at the end of WW2: Source Wikipedia

Suez Crisis/Gamal Abdel Nasser 
After the defeat of Egypt in 1948 Arab-Israeli War Gamal Abdel Nasser emerged as the leader of Egypt.  He had 3 main goals:

1. Create an independent (and eventually Industrialized) Egypt/Free Arab world from Western influence.

2. Hoped to unite all Arabs into one great Arab Movement

3. Destroy the newly formed state of Israel

-He needed $ to achieve these goals and he turned to the superpowers, he would accept aid from either side.  To build the army he needed to industrialize, he announced ambitious plans to expand the Aswan Dam

 -He played both sides by negotiating an arms deal with the Soviet Bloc nation Czechoslovakia and a financial arrangement with the U.S.

-U.S. eventually pulls support for 2 reasons: 1) they question his loyalty as a U.S. friend 2) and his stance on Israel, a close ally of the U.S.

-With this financial support now lost Nasser quickly changed plans and seized control of the Suez Canal. The canal fees would provide the revenue for the Aswan project.

-Though peaceful, the takeover of the canal alarmed the British and French who were determined to regain control. They developed an elaborate scheme involving the Israelis to regain control.  Israel would attack providing an excuse for British and French troops to regain control of the Canal to protect international shipping. The plan would include overthrowing Nasser.

-Both Soviets and U.S. were outraged, the UN intervened but Brit and France vetoed the resolutions so it was referred to the General assembly eventually getting approval. The forces of Britain & France were replaced with a UN peacekeeping force, a suggestion by Canada’s representative Lester B Pearson. 
Atlantic Charter:  Signed off the coast of NL by W. Churchill and F.D. Roosevelt, this document is sometimes called a “blueprint for democracy.”  It promotes sovereignty and self-government for all nations.  Keep in mind, it was signed in the darkest days of the Second World War. Things up to this point had been going far better for fascist forces.  It was a document outlining reasons for nations of the world to fight fascism and other forces that challenge these principles.  Some consider it a call for help, for a country like Great Britain it philosophical admits that practices like Imperialism/Colonialism are, at the very least, problematic.  WW2 forced many Europeans to reconsider their views on this practice.  Nationalist forces around the world saw the Atlantic Charter as an admission that democratic freedoms were very important to European nations now that their freedoms have been threatened.

Colonial nationalist Movements:  remember the anecdote in class about bright young people from various colonies being sent to European and western schools to receive education and training.  The goal was to “train” these people to help administer colonial rule.  The irony was they saw the value and strength of democratic principles while living in these regions.  On a more practical level, from these schools and as a result of the Second World War, they learned European military practices they would later use against their colonial masters. 

Cost of Maintaining Colonies: Britain more than any other nation realized maintaining “The Empire” was becoming less and less an attainable reality.  The Second World War had cost them dearly.  Their economy was barely afloat at home and Marshall Aid was not available to them as an ally of the US.  An example of the tremendous desire for change was reflected in the decision of British voters to replace Winston Churchill as their Prime Minister with Clement Atlee.  The notion to join together economically (EEU) was borne out of this realization that European hegemony was truly over.  The First World War began this trend; the Second World War completed it.  The new power structure rest with the superpowers of the new world order sometimes called a bi-polar world.
Views towards colonialism by US and USSR: (See page 279 left side for detailed description)  One of the few things these superpowers agreed on during the Cold War was decolonization.  For different reasons both countries wanted an end put to this practice.  For the US it was part philosophical, part practical.  The US was a republic who rejected British rule almost 200 years earlier.  Nationalism and self determination are fundamental American values.  A US president (Wilson) was the first to use this latter phrase in the international community. Secondly, newly independent nations could provide raw materials and ready markets for the US, which did occur in many places.  Some refer to this as simply a new form of strictly economic colonialism or neo-colonialism.

For the USSR, they also had a revolution to remove what they felt was a corrupt power, more importantly though, most colonial powers were from the West and were members of NATO and friends of the US.  Decolonization would be a destabilization of these powers and potentially diminish US influence in the world.

Gandhi:
Britain ruled India for over 200 years, successfully managing to avoid disruptions caused by the many ethnic / religious diversities that existed there.
Like many other future nationalists leaders, Gandhi studied law in Britain where he learned about Western democracy and civil rights.
After struggling for civil rights for minorities in South Africa (remember the train story) he returned to India in 1915 where he resumed his struggle with domination of the majority by the minority. 
In 1915 Gandhi became leader of the Indian National Congress.  
One of the main goals of the INC was independence for India from British rule. 
What methods did Gandhi use against British Rule?

Passive Resistance—strikes, protests, hunger strikes, etc.

Civil Disobedience—refusal to follow unfair laws

 *NON-VIOLENCE!!! The goal was to show the British how unfair they were, NOT WAGE WAR to gain independence.  He knew Indians would never succeed militarily against the superior British.  He advocated a peaceful approach even in the face of extreme violence (Amritsar massacre).  If need be, the British must be embarrassed into submitting to the will of the people of India. 
Civil disobedience increased as 1000’s violated “unfair” laws such as the prohibition of salt production.  In India salt meant life, the British controlled the monopoly on salt.
With the Second World War over, Britain began the dismantling of its empire out of necessity but maybe also out of the commitments of things like The Atlantic Charter.  Other countries were not so willing but eventually India’s independence paved the way for several other colonies in Asia and Africa.  In many cases the struggle turned violent, but decolonization had begun.   

Nelson Mandela:
European presence in South Africa included French and Dutch settlers but it was essentially a British colony for 200 years.  The Boer War (1899-1902) between British settlers and Boers (farmers) of Dutch descent ended with Britain finally declaring SA an independent dominion in 1926.
This meant independence for the white minority only.  The domination of Black South Africans by a white minority would continue. 
The white Afrikaan rulers established different areas for blacks (reserves) and whites and instituted pass laws which required non-whites to carry documentation (id, address, etc.) at all times in an attempt to restrict their movements. 
In 1948 the government tightened its grip by introducing apartheid (separateness)—a system of racial segregation which classified all South Africans as either white, black, coloured or Asian. 
Apartheid strengthened white rule by: 

prohibiting non-whites to vote and mix with whites in any way 

limiting the number of blacks who could live in urban areas where they could organize and rebel 

creating black communities dependent on white businesses for work 

Education and health care for white South Africans rivalled the best examples in the Western World, the same education and health care for black South African was as poor as the poorest countries in the world.

The African National Congress (ANC), led by young educated blacks including Nelson Mandela, promoted the cause of African nationalism, independence and the end of racial segregation.
Following Gandhi’s success in India, they advocated civil disobedience and passive resistance (boycotts, using “whites only facilities, etc.). 
Like Gandhi, Nelson Mandela’s initial methods to win Black African independence were:


1. Passive resistance—peaceful protest, hunger strikes, etc.


2. Civil Disobedience—refusal to obey Pass Laws, Apartheid Laws, etc.


3. Raise Awareness Internationally—appeal to UN, Black Americans, etc. 

The peaceful protests were met with fierce resistance from government police and forces. One of the initial examples of this crackdown took place in Sharpeville (March, 1960). Police fired on peaceful demonstrators killing 70 people.    
The White government proceeded to declare a state of emergency and 18,000 people were arrested.  
The ANC was also official banned, any members were labeled treasonous or traitors and arrested.  
Members fled to neighbouring states where they organized increasingly violent attacks and demonstrations to further their cause throughout the 70’s and 80’s. 
The campaign for passive resistance was over as it proved futile in the face of such violence.  People like Mandela knew the only way was to increase their likelihood of success was to switch tactics.
In addition to new tactics, increased pressure from the international community, including UN resolutions for sanctions against SA, began to affect SA’s economy.
South African businesses were boycotted; athletic teams were not permitted to participate in international events.  Outrage at Apartheid from around the world was beginning to have an effect.  International artists also played an important role in bringing attention to people like Mandela imprisoned for life on Robben Island.
Other human rights leaders such as Archbishop Desmond Tutu also exerted moral pressure on the regime. 
By 1985 the protests and international pressure was working.
Apartheid laws were relaxed and Mandela was released from prison in 1991.
In 1994, Nelson Mandela became the new president of SA in an election that included voters of all races.  White president F.W. DeClerk was invited to join him as vice president and for a moment the world celebrated the victory of TRUE South African independence. 
** Once again, most of this material is my own, some of it has been gathered from various inservices etc.  I would like to credit the original author(s) of the borrowed material but the names are unknown to me.

