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Annotated Bibliography 
1. Guha on Colonial Historiography extract. 
The main point in Guha’s extract is to distinctly argue his point of Historiography being elitist and avoiding to acknowledge the true effects that colonisation had on India.  Within the presentation this source it used to pull out quotes which summarise Guha’s whole argument and to use them against articles and other books which counteract his argument. In the extract provided Guha shows passion in his argument and sets a solid foundation for a historical debate. Guha splits his argument up into 16 points arguing throughout that ‘the historiography of Indian nationalism has for a long time been dominated by elitism- colonialist elitism and bourgeois nationalist elitism’ throughout this extract from Guha’s book there is a reoccurring theme of not only British historiography but also Indian and many other countries ignore the truth of what happened in colonial India and rather focus on the positives that happened, something that still happens with Indian historians and their historiography today. Guha also discusses how the Indian side of politics during their colonisation was still prominent but is lesser talked about maybe because it was something that the British didn’t make or because it has been forgotten. Guha ends this extract and chapter ( called ‘On Some Aspects of the Historiography of colonial India’ ) talking about the terminology he’s used throughout the chapter such as subaltern and goes into depth on who he refers to as elite within this chapter. 

2. Culture & imperialism by Edward. W said

This book discusses colonialism by countries such as America, England and France. At the beginning of the book Said focuses more on American colonisation but by chapter two he mentions the French and ethnic minorities in the final chapter.  For the most part Said focuses on the nineteenth century. Instead of using statistics or government documents or first-hand accounts said illustrates his points with reference to novels by Jane Austen and Joseph Conrad. In his book Said discusses the idea that America as we know it is a country created by immigrant settlers and in order to have an American identity one must ‘concede that as an immigrant settler society superimposed on the ruin of a considerable native presence, American identity is too varied to be a unitary and homogeneous thing.’ This supports the theme of the entire book which is the acknowledgement of the existence of an irreducible cultural multiplicity, meaning America has no true culture it was colonised by Britain and adopted our culture alongside the Natives culture. Said also mentions that American society and politics were a creation from a multicultural society. Said also acknowledges the rejections of colonialism in the chapter ‘Resistances and Opposition’ where he discusses peoples revolts against the colonisation of their country. 



3. Iyers Study on Colonial India 

Iyers formal study on Colonial India finds that area that were under direct British rule had a lower quality of life which contradicts to what pro-colonisation historians would say. Indians that were under complete British rule often has less access to Schools, medical centres and even roads according to Iyers. Iyers whole study really focused on the economic outcomes of complete British rule compared to indirect colonial Rule. ‘I find evidence that the quality of governance in the colonial period has a significant and persistent effect on postcolonial outcomes.’ Using Iyers evidence it suggests that areas that had complete British rule suffered more than indirect colonialist rule one the British Empire fell and the partied took place in India. Iyers study is used within the presentation as an argument again colonisation used in comparison to Ambimola who believed while British colonisation wasn’t Ideal but wasn’t all bad.

4. Historians debate on whether colonising idea was a good idea. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]This Article brings forward other historians points forward for a very brief debate on whether the colonisation of India by the British was a positive thing or not. The first argument used in the article is brought forward in a more optimistic approach rather than being pessimistic and always looking on the bad side; Indian-American journalist and TV host Fareed Zakaria wrote in his 2008 book, The Post-American World that the colonisation of India provided their ‘ extraordinardinary democracy ‘ put in place the by the British as well as their democracy Britain build lasting institutions and universities. The overall argument on this article is that colonialising India was a negative but it didn’t come without it’s positives both Joshua Keating and Olumide Ambimola believe that Colonisation was indeed no blessing but it had some positives with Ambimola adding that the British ‘ were the least bad’ .

