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Orientalism
	at the beginning, the term orientalism was agreeably used to refer to the study of the languages and culture of the East for the scholarly purposes. The East in this context refers to the regions compounding south Asia, and the Middle East.  The definition of orientalism evolved with time. In the 19th century, the term was used to refer to the specific genre of romantic painting which portrayed the sumptuous and alien nature of the orient as typified by western artists. With time, the orientalism was regarded as a pejorative term that depicted a false, bigoted and imperializing representation of the Orient, by the western scholars; aimed at justifying and securing the European colonial domination over the Orient. At this juncture, orientalism generated controversy. This paper will explore four orientalism journal articles, with an aim of developing an in-depth analysis of the term orientalism.
	According to Tae, the new meaning of Orientalism was accompanied by cultural representations of the east as depicted by the west. Such representation was upheld and spread through the western imperial supremacy and cultural preeminence. In short, the west had created an “oriental” category that represented the heterogeneity of the general culture of the east. As such, they wanted to represent the orient in such a way that they would fit in their newly formed oriental category. This effect would hence allow the west to make general negative perceptions of the east. Notions such as the oriental behavior and the Arab nations were generated by the newly acquired meaning of orientalism. 
	Edward Said was among the anti-orientalists who bitterly criticized orientalism and orientalists alike. In his 1985 article titled Orientalism Reconsidered, Said maintains his initial perception of orientalism. He noted that the ideology was used by the west to portray the eastern culture as inferior to theirs. He indicated that the western scholars took the advantage of their positions to uphold European imperialism against the East. He argued that the scholars did not use the scholarly information from the east for enlightenment. Rather, they modified the information to typify the orient culture in a way that is inferior to that of the West. Moreover, Said argues that effect led to the development of class and racial discrimination. Similarly, Said opined that the scholarly skills of the westerns were tainted by their involvement in colonial governments and politics.  This, he argues, created a discussion about the Oriental. Such discussions created platforms that vindicated European imperialism, or that facilitated the control of colonial populations.
	 Looking back at Tae’s description of the orient as represented by the west, Said’s claims cannot be overruled. If the west had already created a category that classified the culture of the orient as inferior to the west, there is no doubt that the scholars who were studying the orient culture could relate it to this category. Moreover, the scholar’s engagement in politics indicated their stance in support of the colonial governments. Therefore, in the course of their profession, the scholars were bound to incline their support towards the colonizers as opposed to the colonized (orient). 
	Similarly, in his article, Ottoman Orientalism, Ussama Makdisi (2002) perceives orientalism as depicted by Said. Makdisi describes how the Europeans, through orientalism, represented the Ottoman as “brooding non-western despotism incapable of progress” (768). The Ottoman was a Muslim dynasty of the 19th- century. According to Makdisi (2002), the European used orientalism to depict their Christian faith as superior to the Ottoman Islamic faith. However, unlike other orient nations, the ottoman did not bend to the suppression of the Europeans. Rather, they adopted the power of the European orientalism by implementing their logic of time, and advancement. However, they refused to give in to the colonial and political proposition of the West. Rather than considering Christianity as a superior religion because it was from the west, they used Islam to manifest their historical and cultural diversity from the West. Besides, Ottomans endeavored to study and enhance their colonial subjects to match the Europeans representation of their own colonial subjects. 
	Notably, Makdisi (2002) brings another form of orientalism that borrows from the European Orientalism. The Ottomans in their limited capability aped the ways of the European orientalists to create an Ottoman orientalism upon its colonial subjects. This article depicts the existence of the last mentioned meaning of orientalism; which depicts one nation as superior to the Orient. The ottomans recognized the Europeans as superior. As a result, they borrowed a lot from them regarding how to represent their colonial subjects. However, they did not give in to  the expectations of the European Orientalism. This could be because, although they recognized that the Europeans were superior to them, they also did not ignore the fact that they too had colonial subjects. 
	On the other hand, in his article Orientalism And Its Critics, Fred Halliday (1993) expresses different perception towards orientalism. He argues that in any type of study, the comparative analysis must be made. As such, while the western was studying the culture of the east, there was no doubt that they could compare that culture to theirs. Referring to the modern Middle East, Halliday (1993) mentions four issues that distinguish the region. They include the system of the states, the existence of a conspiracy in the political arena, Islamic religion, and autocracy. However, he argues that these issues are not unique to the Middle East. Rather, they have been witnessed in other parts of the world. Halliday argues that all nations experience political conspiracy. However, every nation thinks that its conspiracy is better than that of other nations. He maintains that every culture is different if compared with the other cultures. As such, the orient culture was also represented as different from that of the east; without necessarily typifying the orient.  This difference is also appreciated by Varisco in his article Edward Said and the Culture behind Orientalism. He indicated that all cultures however different should be approached as basically human culture, instead of categorizing them as inferior or uncivilized. While Halliday’s argument is logical, it is barely convincing. He has failed to address the issue of why the orient culture became a subject of study in the first place, and under what basis the western scholars expressed the orient culture as inferior to their own culture; given that cultural differences were inevitable
In conclusion, the meaning of orientalism has evolved with time. While the former meanings were unanimously accepted, the latter meaning generated heated controversies. Those who were against it argued that orientalism was a way through which the west portrayed the orient culture as inferior to the western culture. Conversely, the pro-orientalism argues that comparing the orient culture with that of the west is a normal process for the orientalism scholars. The articles explored in this paper strongly depict orientalism in relation to its last meaning defined in.
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