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ⅠIntroduction
Violence in the age of imperialism was not a mere domestic thing. It was an important part of supporting imperialism. This essay will be a review of chapter 10, “Empire and Violence, 1900-1939”, in Gender and Empire, which Jock McCulloch wrote and published in 2007. In this literature, the author analyzes how the violence was legitimized daily and constitutively using several theoretical views and actual incidents. The reason why I chose this literature is based on my curiosity about how people define justice and evil. I am interested in how violent incidents frequently occur in colonies, although it is obvious that violence is an evil thing to do from a modern perspective. First, I will organize the author’s main arguments, then focus on what kind of methodologies and sources she used. The latter half will be the comparison with other literature and my opinions on this book.

ⅡMain Arguments 
	Before moving on to the author’s opinion, here is the basic information about his expertise. According to the Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology (RMIT) University (n.d.), Jock McCulloch worked at RMIT and was a historian of colonialism and occupational health. He was not an expert in the gender field. The gender perspective in this literature is due to the editor Philippa Levine. According to Queen Mary University of London (n.d.), she is a historian of race, sex, and science, especially on Britain’s former Empire. 
McCulloch’s main arguments can be divided into three parts. First, the violence in imperialism was institutional and structural. McCulloch (2007) points out that under colonial rule, employers dominate laborers through direct violence, including land alienation, migrant labor, and even sexual abuse. Even structured to systematic violence, such as the Masters and Servants (M&S) ordinances and pass system existed (2007). These points show that violence was multi-layered. Secondly, labor and economic factors contributed to violence. McCulloch (2007) wrote about labor management through the pass and M&S laws, and the existence and exploitation of poor whites. Indeed, regardless of gender, the incident cited by McCulloch (2007), where a black laborer died after being whipped by a white woman, was strongly linked to the fact that the woman herself had been affected by the economic impact of the Great Depression and deteriorating public order. And finally, wrong values regarding race and gender justified the violence. From the gender perspective, McCulloch claimed that “only black men were executed under that law” (McCulloch, 2007, p.224). Moreover, the severity of punishment also varies by race. Even though white men committed more serious crimes than black men, they usually received lighter sentences (2007). Furthermore, from a race perspective, the violence was viewed as patriarchal norms, similar to fathers disciplining children (2007). In addition, as white men received lighter sentences than black men, men tend to be forgiven compared to women (2007).
	From these arguments, it can be considered that the author is approaching the violence in imperialism not only as a historian but also as a critical imperial scholar, including the perspective of occupational health and gender.

Ⅲ Methodology and Sources
In this literature, McCulloch uses several theorists and case study materials of British African colonies. Theorists are Hannah Arendt, Norbert Elias, Max Weber, Michel Foucault, and Frantz Fanon. Interestingly, McCulloch insists on the limits of using the theory of Arendt and Elias in imperial colonies. Although they argued that the violence was committed by the states only in exceptional circumstances, McCulloch (2007) indicated that their theories are based on Western European states and cannot be translated into imperial colonies. 
	For case study materials, it draws upon cases from countries such as Kenya and Southern Rhodesia. Detailed court records, Helen Selwyn’s murder of black laborers as an example, are also cited. In addition, the author uses these cases not as authoritative sources, but as clues. This is because McCulloch (2007) stated that records of violence are obscured by perpetrators’ denials and victims’ invisibility, which makes the truth difficult to clarify. Using case study materials has advantages for readers to be able to have a concrete image of the circumstances and learn the values and discriminatory attitudes of the era. However, as the author also notes, it is important not to accept information at face value. Moreover, the inability to hear the actual victims’ voices can be thought of as a drawback.

Ⅳ Comparison with other literature
	Next, I will compare this literature with ‘Colonial Violence’ written by Deana Heath. Heath (2017) focuses on representations and discourse of violence, analyzing how they are depicted and remembered. She also provides guidance for how to interpret the sources. The difference between these two literatures can be seen from several aspects. First, needless to say, their research perspectives are different. While McCulloch examines the violence from an institutional and economic point of view, Heath mainly pays attention to its meanings and representations. Moreover, the target region and time period are different. McCulloch focuses on the imperialism of British African colonies from 1900 to 1939. On the other hand, Heath’s research is based on the colonial period of India, which is a relatively longer time period than McCulloch's. Furthermore, the sources they use are also different. McCulloch uses sources such as court records and labor statistics, while Heath divided the sources into official, semi-official, non-official sources, artifacts, and images.
	Even though both literatures are insightful documents, they also possess weaknesses. In McCulloch’s case, since he emphasizes economics and institutions, he diminishes cultural meanings and gender perspectives. Conversely, Heath’s literature is discourse-centered, which weakens the ability to demonstrate quantitative impacts like violent deaths or institutional causality. In addition, both researches are geographically limited, so additional evidences are needed to generalize their theories. Therefore, reading and comparing both literatures enables readers to comprehensively understand the relationships between violence, empire, and colonization. Specifically, Heath’s discourse analysis reveals why violence was justified, and readers can realize how it was justified through McCullon’s institutional history, and his statistics clarify the impact. Ultimately, readers can practice identifying which sources to examine from which perspectives by using Heath’s reading guides to deepen learning.

Ⅴ Audience and Evaluation 
	I strongly recommend this literature to researchers of colonial and imperial history, labor history, African history, and those studying structural violence. Additionally, it will serve as an effective source for scholars of gender and race studies to broaden their perspectives.
	Overall, I believe McCulloch’s literature is outstanding for its multifaceted examination of imperial violence. I learned that violence in imperialism is not merely direct violence, such as war, but rather an entity that is constituted from various elements, including economics, labor, gender, and race. He is using several actual historical incidents to make readers accessible. However, not only showing the examples, he also pointed out that available information may contain omissions or distortions, which is an academically advanced perspective. If I were to suggest ideas for improvement, using the sources written by colonized people, indigenous oral histories as an example, can make the literature more comprehensive. Furthermore, he indicated the relation between violence and race or gender, but did not delve deeply into class. I assume that even among white people, their thoughts and behaviors might change depending on classes.

Ⅵ Conclusion
	In conclusion, in this essay, I wrote a review of chapter 10, “Empire and Violence, 1900-1939”, in Gender and Empire, written by Jock McCulloch. I summarized his arguments and sources that he used. I also compared this literature with ‘Colonial Violence’ written by Deana Heath. This study examines the relationship between empire and violence from multiple perspectives. While he used numerous sources, he never failed to interpret information critically. Incorporating the voices of the subjugated and class distinctions can further depth in the analysis.
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