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This article by Laurent Licata (et al) focuses on the social perceptions of the impacts on colonialism in the African countries of Angola, Burundi, Cape Verde, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Guinea-Bissau and Mozambique and in the European countries of Belgium, France and Portugal. Based on the findings of an earlier survey (Licata, L., & Klein, O. ‘Holocaust or benevolent paternalism? Intergenerational comparisons on collective memories and emotions about Belgium’s colonial past’, International Journal of Conflict and Violence, 4, (2010),P 45–57), a group of 1,134 students from Universities in the above countries were given questionnaires and asked to complete them to attempt to ascertain how the students generally regarded colonialism in the context of either exploitation or development and the matter of reparations for actions by the European powers relating to colonialism. The article’s findings demonstrated that in the demograph used for the assessment, European students were inclined to regard colonialism as exploitational in nature rather than developmental and to feel far less accountable than previous generations, although the Portuguese’ perception of colonialism was of a more benevolent variety. The African students favoured a more balanced view of colonialism being developmental, as well as exploitative, in light of the political and economic situations of the countries involved.


‘Ziltener, Patrick, and Daniel Kunzler, ‘Impacts of Colonialism—A Research Survey’, American Sociological Association, Vol. 19, No. 2 (2013), P 290-311

[bookmark: _GoBack]Impacts of Colonialism is a presentation of a research study conducted to discern how wide spread the impacts of Colonialism is in Africa and Asia as impacted by Religion, migration, violence, trade and settlement. Building on an article by “Lenski and Nolan” in 1984—although bizarrely this article is omitted from the Bibliography--, the article outlines in two parts a review of the pre-existing data followed by a “[…] project aimed at developing a  new dataset measuring the impact of colonialism in Asia and Africa”, also by Ziltener and Kunzler, the authors of this article. Acknowledging that there is no major distinction between traditional empire-building and European colonialism, Ziltener and Kunzler nevertheless focus on this for the research, in accordance with a layout of four different levels of political domination. This model uses the levels defined as “semi-colonialism, indirect rule with little interference in internal affairs, with strong interference in internal affairs, and the fourth as direct rule” (P 292).


Valdez, Ines, ‘It’s Not About Race: Good Wars, Bad Wars, and the Origins of Kant’s Anti-Colonialism’, American Political Science Association, Vol. 111, No. 4 (2017), P 819-834

In this article, Ines Valdez presents a case for an amended interpretation of Immanuel Kant’s Toward Perpetual Peace (1795), and proposes that academics studying Kant’s works not only do so in the context of his larger body of work and dialogues with other scholars of his time, but also the political and economic context of the era in which he was writing, “[…] to go beyond what Kant was saying and understand what Kant was doing” (P. 819). Valdez founds her argument on two points. The first is that Kant’s work is more an attack on three main points of colonial conflict, not colonialism itself. The other, that “[it] can be seen as a veiled attack on Britain, France’s rival and the world leader in terms of naval power, the slave trade, and colonial possessions” (P. 820). Valdez develops this proposition further by examining Kant’s differentiation between European wars, colonial wars and non-European wars and concludes with the suggestion that, “Kant’s critique pf colonial conflict […] is at least partially devoted to advance republicanism in Europe (domestic Right) and peace in the European continent (international Right)” (P. 820).


Gilley, Bruce, ‘The case for colonialism’, Third World Quarterly, <https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2017.1369037> (2017), P 1-17 (Accessed 12/09/2017)

A highly controversial document, this article by Bruce Gilley contends that European colonialism of Africa had the effects of a civilizing mission that has benefited Africa and allowed the development of the modern-day nation-state in that continent. He continues with stating the case for reclaiming colonialism, both as a historiographical topic and as a political tool of the 21st century that could aid the developing African nations in the form of allowing foreign agencies to administer various functions of government and state in the capacities of “public finances […] or criminal justice” (P. 2). He takes his case further, hypothesizing a scenario for how the West could conduct modern-day colonialism in the form of leasing territory unused by local governments and sparse in population and founding a new community based on Western cities and economic models that could provide a sustainable economy for the region and industry that the host nation could benefit from in trade and the return of the colony upon the ending of the lease. The article concludes with an example of this last option in the case of a hypothesised recolonization of the Island of Galinhas by the Portuguese. Extreme as this option is, he also proposes a less radical approach of former colonies simply emulating the structure of the colonial regime in their organization and administration. As of the 30th of January, 2018, the article has been withdrawn from publication by Third World Quarterly.
