Evaluate the impact of colonialism on international development
	Colonialism occurs when one country extends its powers of authority over another territory (Ali, 2014). This can be seen through economic, social, cultural or political domination which colonising nations such as Britain, France or Spain held (and in some cases still hold) over their colonies, some examples being, India, Ghana or South Africa. As a result of colonialism, the development of colonisers and colonised nations has been altered. I use the verb ‘altered’ to begin highlighting the ambiguity of colonialisms effects on development for both the colonisers and the colonised. This is because colonialism brought with it positive impacts such as ‘social, cultural, economical, [and] political’ benefits to the colonies (Ali, 2014, p4). However, there were also negative impacts such as ‘loss of cultural values, respect for traditions, social values and boundaries’ (Ali, 2014, p4). However, any positive impacts discussed should not overshadow the lasting and damaging effects of colonialism which still cause inequality, racism and eurocentrism, even in a post-colonial world. 
	Professor Sankaran Krishna suggests that development occurs on a planetary scale which has led to the study of international development. This would mean that each countries development will also affect the development of others. For example, the funds which allowed the industrial revolution to occur in Britain were created by exploiting British colonies for cheap labour and natural resources. This shows that for Britain to have become industrialised, the colonies were forced to suffer repercussions to aid Britain’s economic growth. However, it could be argued that through colonialism, Britain was also investing in the colony’s development. For example, railways were installed in India by colonial powers. They were built by the British to transfer goods across the country in order to make transportation of resources easier for the colonisers, but these railways are still used today. Therefore, although they were not created with the intention of benefiting the colony itself, this one element of colonialism ended up having an indirect positive impact on India as the railways have developed transportation in India.
	Krishna (2021) also suggests that while Europe was becoming industrialised, the whole world simultaneously went through an industrial revolution because the impacts of the revolution could be felt in other countries. This is fitting with his theory that methodological development (the theory that development occurs in each nation separately) is misleading because for one nation to be impacted by progress, it is likely that others will also be impacted either directly or indirectly by their progress. In the case of British industrialisation, the positives impacts, for example, technological advancement, better infrastructure and sanitation, were focused in Britain. Whereas the negatives, for example, the slave trade, colonialism and exploitation of labour, were focused in Africa and Asian colonies ruled by the British. These contrasting impacts show that while Britain was industrialising, it was also creating under developing its colonies in order to develop at such a quick pace. 
	Due to negative impacts of Europe’s industrialisation being focused in Eastern countries, it is reasonable to suggest that this lead to the underdevelopment of Africa. This idea was first discussed by Rodney (1971). His blaming of European capitalist and imperial systems for the underdevelopment of the Africa, rather than African people themselves was different to the theories of other historians and social scientists at the time (Edwards, 2022). Furthermore, Edwards added to Rodney’s suggestion in presenting the idea that dependency theory (resources flow from poorer nations to wealthier nations in order to aid the wealthier ones at the expense of the poorer ones (Munro, 2023)) has added to the cause of underdevelopment in Eastern countries. It is clear that these development theories complement each other because both place blame on European colonialism for exploiting the colonies in order to aid European development leading to a stunt in the colony’s development. 
	Alternatively, modernisation theory suggests that some countries naturally achieve modernisation through development quicker than others. Therefore, it could be suggested that knowledge of how to achieve modernisation should be looked at by less developed nations in order to aid their development. According to this theory, colonising nations in the West such as Britain and France are seen as ‘modernised’ countries therefore the steps taken to achieve this scale of development could be used by other nations. On the other hand, this would not seem to be the most appropriate way of aiding the development of smaller nations because many of the more ‘modernised’ nations achieved this status through colonialism and exploitation, which is an unfavourable portion of history and a time many people would not want to repeat. Therefore, if smaller nations were to follow in the steps of more modernised nations, as modernisation theory suggests would be a sensible idea, this would lead to colonialism becoming common practise again in a post-colonial society. This is perhaps one reason that modernisation theory is no longer such a popular development theory. 
It could be suggested that it is unfair not to allow smaller nations their chance to increase their level of development by becoming the colonisers after centuries of European domination brought about through colonialism. However, this is an unreasonable suggestion because it would not be morally justifiable to allow a repeat of a portion of history which brought about so much suffering for the colonised nations. Furthermore, the establishment of international organisations such as NATO and the UN would make it nearly impossible for a repeat of colonial history. This is because these organisations aim to maintain world peace which is the opposite of what colonial conquests would bring. Therefore, in a post-colonial society, it would be more difficult than in the past to establish colonies, so it seems that modernisation theory does not hold the best solution to solving the problem of underdevelopment.
	Furthermore, Krishna (2021) suggests modernisation theory is telling us that nations with the best natural resources and individual genius are more likely to develop quicker than those without these attributes. However, this does not align with the differing levels of development each country has in our post-colonial world. For example, Africa is arguably the continent with the best natural resources however, it is the continent with the lowest Human Development Index (combines three measures; life expectancy, education and GDP (Nations Online, 2018)) making it less developed than, for example, Britain which has less valuable natural resources therefore, according Krishna’s interpretation of what modernisation theory is trying to explain though theoretical knowledge, Britain should be less developed than Africa. The contrast between theory and reality can be explained by colonialism. 
	This distinction between reality and theory caused by colonialism is most prevalent in the case of India. Once a country of ‘immense wealth and exotic goods’ (Krishna, 2009, p1) is now ‘synonymous with poverty, squalor, backwardness, superstition and overpopulation’ (Krishna, 2009, p1). This change is illustrated by patterns of exploration and immigration between the East and West. For example, when Christopher Columbus set off in search of a trade route to the Indies, he did so with no map (Krishna, 2021). Although this made the expedition extremely dangerous, the possible riches it would bring if it were to be successful made it worth such a dangerous risk. This shows the high value India as a nation held to British colonisers because they believed it could bring them immense wealth and therefore Columbus was willing to face the dangerous expedition because it is likely he was motivated by the possibility of unimaginable wealth. As a result, India needed to be properly located and claimed by the British for them to possess of Indian riches. 
	From the perspective of a post-colonial gaze, it would appear that India would be likely to hold the power, and therefore control, in any British – Indian exchanges because India had natural resources that could benefit Britain. This would now be interpreted as a position of power because in post-colonial times if one party has something which the other party desperately wants, this would mean they have more power to negotiate a deal which will benefit themselves. However, in colonial times it would not have been thought of in this way. It seems it was almost dangerous to possess that which another nation desired, especially if that nation had superior military force. Therefore, instead of trading peacefully with India, the British East India Company (EIC) forced the local tribes to sign unfair treaties which gave the British overall control of the India allowing them to exploit India’s riches, putting a stunt in Indian development. This could be seen as a form of eurocentrism (a world view which considers Europe as the focus) because by the British forcefully taking from the Indian people what they wanted, when they wanted, it shows they felt entitled to any and all benefits India had to offer them. We can see that this shows an attitude of superiority that the British held over the Indians. 
	Different to the explorative missions from the West to the East which occurred in colonial times, in modern times immigration is more popular from Eastern countries to Western countries (Krishna, 2009). It is more likely you will hear of people travelling to Eastern countries for tourism purposes than to immigrate there willingly. This is possibly due to the manufactured image that the Wests holds greater opportunities for a prosperous life because it has used the resources of its colonies to catapult its development which has improved living conditions, wages and social aspects of society. In the case of India, immigration from European countries to India is rare, however, it is fairly common for Indian people migrate to European countries with the hopes of living a better life. The reality of this could be seen as unpredictable prior to colonial times because India was a nation so rich in natural resources whereas European countries did not have this same luxury. As a result, we must look at the impact of colonialism in order to explain such an unpredictable outcome. 
Such a large alteration in India’s international status from a desirable nation full of riches that colonists wanted to explore, to one of poverty which citizens wish to get away from, is a change which as occurred in a short period of time. The speed of this change would lead a reasonable person to believe there was a significant impact on the country which resulted in this quick change from rich to poor, desirable to undesirable. As a result, it is impossible not to associate the pivotal arrival of the British East India Company with India’s lack of development. This is because it brought significant changes to India in the form of colonialism leading us to believe this was the significant impact which stunted India’s development. Furthermore, the sudden arrival of colonisers appears to have been the triggering event which first began to negatively impact on India’s development and led to a domino effect of events which negatively impacted development in India. 
	An example of a string of negative events can be seen in the populations of the colonies being regarded as second-class citizens to the European ‘colonizers who thought of themselves as superior’ (Ali, 2014, p4). This shows a Eurocentric attitude which justified the British colonisers actions in stealing natural resources and riches and ‘exploiting labour in their colonies’ while not paying ‘much attention to how workers in the colonies were protected’ (Schmitt, 2020, p142). For example, India was made to produce cotton for the British to manufacture with little or no thought of the workers wellbeing. By putting people in the colonies to work, this directly benefited the colonial powers because they were receiving cheap or free labour. This shows how local economies were destroyed by colonialism because the people and the land were constantly being exploited by suppressive colonial powers.
	On the other hand, colonies received advancements in, and better access to education as a result of becoming colonised. It could be said that this is an advantage because a better educated society could lead to advancements in development for example, better sanitation or infrastructure could be produced if people gained the skills, they needed to aid development. However, often people in British colonies were educated in the English language and discouraged from using their mother languages (Krishna, 2021). This caused the English language became synonymous with being well educated which reinforces myths of eurocentrism by presenting European languages as superior to others. It could also be suggested that by discouraging native languages being spoken, this would lead to cultural imitation causing a lack of original cultural identity in the colonies. A good example of this is the Hawaiian language which is regarded to be uncivilised and ‘backwards’ as it was not the desired way to communicate by the colonisers (Krishna, 2021). As a result, it has become an unpopular and relatively unused language. The suppression of languages in this way shows how colonial powers has no boundaries when exerting control over their colonies causing a loss in traditions and lack of identity for the people of the colonies. 
Overall, in the imperial world the more natural resources a country had; the more colonising powers became drawn to it which led to the formation of colonies. Whereas, in our post-colonial society, the more developed a nation becomes the more desirable it appears to others. Therefore, more developed nations experience higher levels of migration into them than out of them. However, the levels of development that colonising countries benefit from has been brought about by colonialism whereby colonial powers exploited their colonies for their natural resources and cheap labour to fund their own development, often at the detriment of the colony itself. We can see that in both the imperial and post-colonial worlds the ultimate goal is development based; either a competition between which nation has the highest level of development or which nation can offer the best resources in order to further development. 
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