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The British and French Rule in Vietnam, Algeria and India
The End of Empire: South Asia and Vietnam
1. How did the French Government understand Vietnam and Algeria’s Roles Differently?
The French occupied the territories of Algeria and Vietnam after defeating other countries like china in the fight for the territories. Each of the territories had a significant meaning to the French.in all of the colonies of the French, Algeria was treated differently. This is due to the fact that it was considered as part of the French mainland (Vietnam and Algeria, 2011). The constitution of the French made Algeria part of France and thus it played a major role in the advancement of French policies. On the other hand, Vietnam had little significance to the French. The French never put much importance in the territory and in the end, they withdrew from the country after the war fronted by the North Vietnamese.
2. How did each of these Colonial Holdings Resist French Imperial Rule?
Vietnam resisted the rule of the French by engaging in offensives aimed at driving them out of the country. This was done mainly by the north under Ho Chi Mins who was inspired by the concept of communism. They launched an offensive against the French who had mostly occupied the south and this ended in the French being defeated (Vietnam and Algeria, 2011). The Algerians resisted the colonial rule through the Algeria war of independence in which they fought against oppression and other forms of slavery. The armed struggle advanced by the people led to the resistance of the French rule.


The British Case in India
1. Why were the Indian people able to separate from the British Empire after WWII?
The Indian people were only able to separate from the British after coming together in order to fight them. The British had employed a tactic of divide and rule that had worked in their favor for a long time. After World War II, the British rule was no longer untenable and thus, the Indians would work together to defeat the British. The British were rather weak after the war and thus not able to resist and run such big countries like India (The partition of India, 1947). They, therefore, decided to back out and this allowed the people of India to separate from the British.
2. What were the Successes of Partition?
The partition resulted in the creation of two self-governing countries. The partition resulted in the creation of India and Pakistan territories (The partition of India, 1947). The partition also brought to an end the British rule in the countries and marked the end of suffering and oppression under them. It brought about the installation of the independence government and ensured that the people of the two countries ruled themselves. The countries were respected as fully independent countries and started to chart their own political and economic course.
3. What were the Failures?
One of the failures was the outbreak of war during the partition. There was an outbreak of war that resulted in mass casualties and displacement of people (The partition of India, 1947). The partition saw the movement of Muslims to Pakistan as the Hindus went in the direction of India. This created conflict and mistrust among the two groups. The economy of the two countries also suffered due to the partition. There were no meaningful economic activities as a result of the war and this affected the people as food and other basic commodities became scarce.
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1. How did independence affect the people of India and eventually Pakistan as well?
The independence affected the people of India as well as that of Pakistan. The independence triggered religious turmoil in India and Pakistan that resulted in the death of hundreds of thousands of people (India’s great day, 1947). This saw a lot of migration taking place as the Muslims and the Hindus went into different directions. This also created animosity between the two countries because of the religions that they practiced. The people of both countries were restricted in their movements and thus could not carry out any trade. This resulted in a lack of basic commodities for the people.
2. What were some of the differences between the way that British and French administered their Empires?
The British form of rule was that of indirect rule. This was different from the French who advocated for direct rule. The French considered their colonies as part of them while the British did not. The British allowed some rulers in the colonies to rule on their behalf while the French sent officials to the countries. The French taught the people in the countries their culture and fully assimilated them. This is different from the British who were only concerned with the benefits that they got rather than imparting their culture and ways of life unto them.
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