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Introduction
This book argues that decolonization did not unfold on the margins of the Cold War; it
reordered the conflict’s center of gravity. From the first postwar crises to the
late–twentieth-century endgames, anti-colonial movements compelled Washington
and Moscow to recalibrate strategies, institutions, and ideologies. What began as
struggles for national self-determination became tests of the bipolar system’s
flexibility and resolve. By tracing how liberation movements interacted with
superpower designs, we can see that the global South was not simply a theater but an
engine that reshaped the priorities, costs, and meanings of the Cold War.

The chapters that follow map the alliances, interventions, and ideological contests that
framed independence struggles across Africa, Asia, and Latin America. They show how
local actors leveraged external rivalries for weapons, training, finance, and
recognition; how superpowers sought partners, clients, and narratives; and how those
relationships mutated under pressure from insurgency, counterinsurgency, and
shifting global markets. Rather than a tale of puppets and puppeteers, this is a study
of reciprocal influence, strategic improvisation, and unintended consequences. The
agency of nationalists, guerrillas, trade unionists, clerics, students, and intellectuals is
placed alongside the calculations of presidents, premiers, and party secretaries.

Methodologically, the book grounds its analysis in primary sources: declassified state
papers from multiple archives, movement periodicals and pamphlets, diplomatic
cables, intelligence assessments, trial transcripts, oral histories, and the cultural
record of film, music, and radio. These materials illuminate both the formal
architecture of statecraft and the informal networks that carried money, ideas, and
people across borders. Reading against and across the grain of official documents, I
reconstruct not only what governments intended but what activists perceived,
demanded, and accomplished. The result is a multi-sited narrative that couples policy
histories with social histories of mobilization.

Conceptually, I treat “national liberation” as a project that fused sovereignty with
social transformation. Movements contended over the meaning of freedom—political
independence, certainly, but also land reform, labor rights, literacy, gender equality,
and cultural decolonization. The superpowers, for their part, offered overlapping and
competing pathways: security assistance, capital and technology, educational
exchanges, party-to-party ties, and the promise of belonging to a wider ideological
community. Those offers were filtered through local histories of empire, race, caste,
class, religion, and region, producing hybrid political forms that rarely matched
blueprints drafted in Washington or Moscow.
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Geographically and thematically, the book ranges from emblematic flashpoints—Suez,
Algeria, the Congo, Vietnam, Indonesia—to less canonical but equally revealing
terrains in the Horn and southern Africa, the Andean and Central American corridors,
the Persian Gulf and the Levant, and Afghanistan’s borderlands. It examines the Non-
Aligned Movement and the Group of 77 as diplomatic arenas where the global South
reimagined international order; the Tricontinental Conference and solidarity networks
that turned revolution into a transnational craft; and the cultural and informational
fronts where competing visions of modernity were staged. Economic
sovereignty—over oil, minerals, and debt—emerges as a central battleground linking
domestic agendas to world markets.

A recurring theme is the asymmetry between plans and outcomes. Superpowers often
discovered that material leverage did not guarantee political control, while liberation
leaders found that aid could entangle as much as it enabled. Intelligence services and
covert action shaped possibilities but could not fix them; arms flows empowered
states and insurgents alike, yet governance crisis followed as frequently as victory. By
foregrounding these frictions, the book explains why similar tools produced divergent
results, and why ideologies migrated, fragmented, and recombined as they crossed
borders and languages.

Finally, the study insists on the long afterlives of decolonization. Institutions born of
wartime exigency—security services, ruling parties, development banks, regional
organizations—outlived the Cold War and continue to structure politics in the global
South. The memory of liberation, too, remains an active resource, mobilized to
legitimize authority, demand accountability, or imagine alternatives. By the end of the
book, the reader will see how struggles for independence remade not only states but
the international system itself—and why the legacies of that remaking endure in
today’s debates over sovereignty, intervention, and global justice.
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CHAPTER ONE: From Yalta to Bandung: Opening a
Bipolar Decolonization, 1945–1955
The curtain fell on the Second World War with a ceremony of maps and minutes. In
February 1945, Franklin Roosevelt, Winston Churchill, and Joseph Stalin met at Yalta
on the Crimean coast to sketch the postwar order. Their agreements prioritized the
defeat of Nazi Germany, the shape of the United Nations, and the management of
Eastern Europe. Yet the future of colonial empires lingered in the margins of their
communiqués. Roosevelt, sensitive to American anti-colonial rhetoric and courted by
Filipino leaders pressing for independence, pressed for “self-determination,” but
Churchill resisted any intrusion on British imperial prerogatives. The result was a
careful vagueness: principles for Europe, silence for empires beyond. Decolonization
would advance not as a grand design from the top but as a series of local shocks that
forced the great powers to improvise.

From 1945 to 1947, a wave of independence movements struck across Asia and the
Middle East, testing the flexibility of the bipolar order before it hardened. Indonesia
declared independence in August 1945, challenging Dutch authority. In the Levant,
Syria and Lebanon achieved withdrawal of French forces in 1946. India’s path to
independence culminated in the messy partition of 1947, a subcontinental
transformation that redrew maps and displaced millions. The Philippines secured
sovereignty from the United States in July 1946. These developments were not
orchestrated by Washington or Moscow; they were driven by local leaderships,
wartime experiences, and the exhaustion of imperial rule. Yet the superpowers had to
respond, recalibrating rhetoric and policy to a world where sovereignty was spreading
beyond the familiar European cores.

At the level of principle, the United Nations Charter provided a framework for anti-
colonial claims. Signed in June 1945, the Charter affirmed self-determination and
established trusteeship mechanisms for former League of Nations mandates. Article
73 committed administering powers to develop self-government and report to the UN.
In 1946, the Permanent Mandates Commission became the Trusteeship Council,
opening avenues for petitions and debates that gave colonial subjects an international
platform. Yet the Charter also recognized existing sovereignty, protecting imperial
borders until their legal dissolution. This contradiction—sovereignty affirmed, but
deferred—created an arena where nationalists could appeal to global norms while
empires sought to slow the timetable. The UN became both forum and pressure valve,
where decolonization was debated, delayed, and sometimes accelerated.

Soviet policy, articulated amid the winding down of the “Great Patriotic War,”
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emphasized anti-imperialism and solidarity with colonial peoples. Moscow’s 1947
Cominform launch and the Zhdanov doctrine framed the world in two camps, placing
“progressive” forces against “imperialist” ones. Yet Stalin’s practical priorities lay in
consolidating Eastern Europe and avoiding direct confrontation with the West. The
USSR extended rhetorical support and, in select cases, material aid, but it was
cautious. Soviet statements at the UN pressed for colonial freedom, arguing that
trusteeship was insufficient without timelines for independence. For nationalists, these
speeches offered legitimacy; for Western governments, they signaled an ideological
challenge that would eventually harden into competition for influence. The early Cold
War thus coexisted with, but did not dictate, the pace of decolonization.

Western powers, particularly Britain and France, confronted the reality that their
global stature had been drained by war. The 1947 Sterling Crisis and domestic
reconstruction forced austerity, and empires became expensive to police. Britain’s
Labour government, led by Clement Attlee, pursued decolonization where necessary
to preserve economic ties and strategic bases, moving toward independence in India
and Burma while delaying in Malaya and Kenya. France, despite declarations of intent
to reform empire, retained tight control in Indochina and North Africa, confronting Ho
Chi Minh’s Viet Minh after 1945. The United States, while sympathetic to self-
determination, often prioritized anti-communism and stability. Washington accepted
British and French leadership in early European recovery, but sought openings in
former colonial markets and bases, creating an ambivalent stance toward
independence movements.

The Greek Civil War provided a dramatic intersection of decolonization logic with
European security. The British, financially overextended, requested American
assistance in 1947, prompting President Truman to announce what became the
Truman Doctrine, pledging support for “free peoples” resisting subjugation. Although
focused on Europe, the doctrine’s language resonated globally. Anti-colonial
movements noted the appeal to self-determination; colonial powers heard assurances
against insurgency. In practice, Washington backed conservative monarchists in
Greece, not leftist insurgents, setting a pattern where anti-communism trumped anti-
colonial principle. The Marshall Plan, launched the same year, strengthened European
allies, making them less inclined to rapid decolonization. Security and economics
converged, complicating the US relationship to nationalist claims.

In Asia, the Cold War’s first violent marriage of decolonization and superpower
strategy erupted in Korea. Japan’s 1945 surrender led to a Soviet-American division of
the peninsula at the 38th parallel. UN-supervised elections in the South in 1948
consolidated a separate state under Syngman Rhee, while the North formed a socialist
regime under Kim Il Sung. The Korean War (1950–1953) transformed a local conflict
into a major Cold War battlefield, with China entering on the Soviet-backed side and
the United States leading a UN coalition. For decolonization, the war was a cautionary
tale: superpowers would intervene decisively to protect strategic interests, even
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where the conflict grew from partition and contested sovereignty. Independence did
not guarantee neutrality.

In Vietnam, Ho Chi Minh declared independence in September 1945, echoing the
language of the American and French revolutions. French forces returned to Indochina,
sparking a war that revealed contradictions in Western positions. The United States,
despite its anti-colonial heritage, backed France as a key NATO ally, providing military
and economic aid. By 1950, the Truman administration recognized the French-backed
State of Vietnam under Bao Dai, while the Soviet Union and China recognized Ho’s
Democratic Republic of Vietnam. Decolonization was now firmly embedded in Cold
War alignments, but local factors—Viet Minh organization, peasant grievances, land
issues—remained decisive. The Vietnam War’s early phase thus reflected both
superpower patronage and the enduring power of local mobilization.

China’s 1949 revolution radically altered the geopolitics of decolonization. Mao
Zedong’s victory energized revolutionary movements across Asia and beyond, offering
a model of peasant-based insurgency and state-building. For Moscow, the new
People’s Republic was both ally and competitor, complicating the Soviet claim to lead
world communism. For Washington, China’s fall intensified fears of “domino” effects in
Asia, shaping responses to Korea, Vietnam, and later Indonesia. Anti-colonial leaders
across the Global South studied Chinese strategies of land reform and guerrilla
warfare, even when they did not adopt them wholesale. The revolution provided a
tangible example of how sovereignty, ideology, and mass mobilization could be fused,
promising a path to independence that outpaced imperial timelines.

Burmese independence in 1948 illustrated the variety of paths through decolonization.
After a post-war caretaker government, U Nu led Burma to sovereignty outside the
Commonwealth, choosing a neutral stance amid growing ethnic insurgencies. The
country’s non-aligned posture and socialist orientation frustrated both superpowers,
which sought influence through aid and covert contact. Rangoon became an early hub
for Asian nationalist diplomacy, hosting refugees and radicals alike. The internal
conflicts—ethnic armed groups, Communist insurgency—revealed that independence
alone did not resolve social and economic fractures. Cold War patrons found that local
alliances were not simply ideological but rooted in community grievances, land tenure,
and historical identities that defied neat categorization as “pro-Western” or “pro-
Soviet.”

In Indonesia, the revolution against Dutch rule unfolded alongside the formation of a
post-colonial state. After the 1945 proclamation of independence, four years of war,
diplomacy, and social upheaval followed. The Dutch, backed by Western sympathy
and the hope of retaining economic interests, sought to rebuild authority through
federal structures. Indonesian nationalists, under Sukarno and Hatta, mobilized
international opinion, seeking recognition and aid. The United States, wary of a
prolonged conflict that might push nationalists toward communism, pressed the Dutch
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to negotiate. In 1949, the Round Table Conference granted sovereignty, though West
Papua remained contested. Indonesia’s experience showed how anti-colonial
movements could leverage superpower rivalry and UN discourse to achieve statehood
without major external military intervention.

The Philippines’ independence in 1946 marked a different pattern: a planned transfer
of sovereignty by a colonial power that remained deeply involved. The United States
retained military bases and economic privileges, creating a neo-colonial architecture.
Filipino elites navigated these constraints, using access to American markets and
security guarantees while building national institutions. For Washington, the
Philippines served as a Pacific anchor, linking Japan to Southeast Asia. For anti-colonial
movements elsewhere, it offered a model of negotiated independence with retained
strategic ties—a compromise between sovereignty and dependence. The Philippine
case also foreshadowed later debates about base rights, economic sovereignty, and
the limits of formal independence under a bipolar order.

The Middle East witnessed a mix of decolonization and Cold War maneuvering. In
1946, Syria and Lebanon achieved French withdrawal, but Anglo-French interests
remained in oil and transit routes. The 1948 Arab-Israeli War drew immediate
superpower attention; the United States recognized Israel quickly, while the Soviet
Union did so briefly before tilting toward Arab nationalists. In Iran, the 1951–1953 oil
nationalization crisis under Prime Minister Mohammad Mossadegh dramatized
resource sovereignty. The British, with American concurrence, orchestrated his
overthrow in 1953, revealing Western willingness to protect energy interests. For
nationalists in the region and beyond, these episodes underscored that sovereignty
without control of resources would be fragile. Oil, not ideology, first anchored Cold War
intervention in the Middle East.

In South Asia, India’s non-aligned posture under Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru
sought to carve space outside the bipolar camps. Nehru rejected military alliances and
advocated Afro-Asian solidarity, a position rooted in the independence struggle’s
pluralism and a commitment to economic development. The United States accepted
India’s neutrality but favored Pakistan in security arrangements, signing a mutual
defense agreement in 1954. The Soviet Union, seeking inroads, offered industrial
assistance, including the Bhilai Steel plant later in the decade. India’s approach
demonstrated that a post-colonial state could pursue sovereignty without choosing
patrons, yet it also highlighted the constraints imposed by regional rivalries and
strategic calculations. Nonalignment was a diplomacy, not an escape from geopolitics.

Greece and Turkey’s inclusion in NATO in 1952 symbolized the extension of Western
security architecture into regions bordering decolonizing states. For Ankara and
Athens, membership promised protection and resources; for Washington, it
consolidated the southern flank against Soviet influence. In the Eastern
Mediterranean, the alliance’s presence affected neighboring conflicts, including Cyprus
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and the broader Levant. NATO, designed for collective defense in Europe, gradually
became relevant to the security of states adjacent to decolonizing regions. This
mattered because it created expectations—of arms, investment, and political
support—that nationalist leaders could exploit. The bipolar order was not just about
direct confrontation; it created structural pressures that shaped the choices of newly
independent states.

The UN Trusteeship System provided a formal channel for anti-colonial activism,
particularly in Africa and the Pacific. Territories like Tanganyika, British Togoland, and
Italian Somaliland were administered under UN supervision, with periodic reports and
petitions. The process gave activists and sympathetic states evidence of
administrative performance and political development, enabling arguments for
accelerated independence. However, administering powers controlled the tempo,
citing security and economic readiness. For nationalists, the UN offered legitimacy and
visibility, but not necessarily leverage. The system illustrated how decolonization
would be a bureaucratic and diplomatic struggle, waged in committees and
conferences, where norms clashed with strategic interests and administrative inertia.

American policy toward Asia after 1949 crystallized in the concept of containment,
which extended beyond Europe to the “rimlands” of Eurasia. The 1950 NSC-68 report
advocated a robust military buildup and global posture. While Europe remained the
priority, Asia’s decolonizing states entered the frame as potential battlegrounds. US
aid flowed to Japan, the Philippines, and South Korea, seeking stable partners. In
Southeast Asia, Washington supported France in Vietnam but also cultivated ties with
new states like the Philippines and, cautiously, Indonesia. The “domino theory”—the
notion that one country’s fall to communism would trigger regional collapse—was not
yet fully formed, but its logic was emerging in policy circles as decolonization
accelerated.

France’s postwar effort to reconstruct empire took shape in the French Union and later
the French Community, attempting to reconcile sovereignty with centralized control. In
Indochina, the Viet Minh insurgency demonstrated the limits of such arrangements. In
North Africa, Morocco and Tunisia pursued nationalist agendas with varying degrees of
repression and negotiation. Algeria, legally considered part of France, faced tighter
control. The French approach combined administrative reform with security
crackdowns, a dual track that reflected anxiety about losing influence. For the United
States, France was an essential NATO ally; for the Soviet Union, French colonial wars
offered propaganda opportunities and openings to court nationalists. Decolonization
thus proceeded unevenly, buffered by the geopolitics of European defense.

British decolonization after 1945 was pragmatic and piecemeal. India’s partition
taught London that managing decline could preserve influence, provided commercial
and strategic assets were secured. In Malaya, the British confronted the Malayan
Communist insurgency (1948–1960), framing it as a security crisis and delaying
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independence until stability was achieved. In East Africa, Kenya’s Mau Mau uprising
(1952–1960) triggered harsh repression and political restructuring. British strategy
emphasized the preservation of military bases and economic ties, often through the
Commonwealth. For Washington, British stability in the Suez region and Asia was
crucial, aligning anti-colonial sentiment with anti-communist imperatives. The result
was selective independence, shaped by strategic geography and resource flows.

The emergence of the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) began with regional precursors
and personal connections among leaders. Indonesia’s Sukarno, India’s Nehru, Egypt’s
Nasser, Ghana’s Nkrumah, and Yugoslavia’s Tito explored a third path, rejecting
formal alliance with either bloc while demanding decolonization and development.
These leaders met in Belgrade in 1961 for the first NAM summit, but the groundwork
was laid in the late 1940s and early 1950s through bilateral visits, conference
diplomacy, and shared experiences of colonial struggle. Nonalignment was not
neutrality; it was an active strategy to extract benefits from both sides while
defending sovereignty. It required delicate balancing, careful messaging, and constant
negotiation with superpower patrons.

Economic factors played a decisive role in shaping the early postwar order. The
Sterling Crisis, Marshall Plan priorities, and the reconstruction of Japan prioritized
European and Japanese recovery, often at the expense of colonial peripheries. For the
United States, open markets and access to raw materials were strategic goals,
sometimes encouraging decolonization to reduce trade barriers. For European powers,
empire still promised resources and captive markets, but the costs of policing were
rising. In Asia and Africa, nationalists argued that sovereignty required control over
currencies, tariffs, and development. Decolonization thus became intertwined with
debates over economic policy, where political independence was inseparable from the
capacity to plan and invest.

Arms flows and security assistance were among the first instruments of Cold War
influence. The United States and, to a lesser extent, Britain and France, began to
supply weapons and training to allied states and movements. The Soviet Union and
Eastern bloc offered assistance to selected nationalist groups, particularly in Indochina
and the Middle East. These transfers shaped internal balances of power, affecting the
trajectory of nationalist movements and the consolidation of post-colonial states. Yet
they also created dependencies and escalatory dynamics, as arms empowered
factions and encouraged confrontations. The early 1950s thus established a pattern in
which security assistance was both a tool of influence and a source of instability.

Covert action, too, entered the toolkit early. The CIA’s involvement in Italy’s 1948
elections and later in Iran (1953) and Guatemala (1954) set precedents for
intervention in the name of anti-communism. While some operations targeted
European contexts, the techniques and rationales migrated to decolonizing regions.
For nationalists, the threat of covert destabilization added a layer of complexity to
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alliance-building: external support could come with political strings and the risk of
backlash. For superpowers, covert action offered a way to shape outcomes without
deploying large military forces. The early Cold War thus fostered an environment
where independence movements had to navigate both overt patronage and shadowy
manipulation.

The 1950s saw the expansion of public diplomacy and information strategies aimed at
decolonizing populations. Voice of America, BBC World Service, and Soviet radio
broadcasts vied for audiences in Asia and Africa, emphasizing competing visions of
modernity and progress. Cultural exchanges, student scholarships, and film
distribution became instruments for shaping elite opinion. For nationalists, these
channels offered access to international discourse and training opportunities. For
superpowers, they were ways to plant narratives and build long-term relationships.
The information front opened in the late 1940s, but it became more sophisticated and
targeted as the decade progressed, anticipating the cultural wars that would define
later phases of decolonization.

Regional organizations began to take shape, linking decolonization to broader projects
of cooperation and solidarity. The Arab League (founded in 1945) provided a forum for
collective action, while the Organization of American States (1948) reinforced
hemispheric policy under US influence. In Africa, the groundwork for the Organization
of African Unity was still to come, but pan-African congresses and transnational
networks were active. These institutions created diplomatic arenas where anti-colonial
agendas could be debated and sometimes advanced. For superpowers, engaging with
regional bodies became a way to manage relationships with multiple states at once,
while for nationalists, membership offered recognition and leverage in multilateral
settings.

The intersection of decolonization with humanitarian and legal norms grew in
significance after 1945. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948) and the
Genocide Convention (1948) provided frameworks that nationalists could cite against
colonial violence and discrimination. While these instruments were not designed
specifically for decolonization, they gave moral and legal weight to claims of self-
determination and equality. Colonial powers often resisted their application to colonial
territories, citing internal affairs or security exceptions. Nevertheless, the language of
rights seeped into diplomatic discourse, shaping expectations and opening spaces for
advocacy. The law became another battlefield where sovereignty and control were
contested.

Technological change also began to influence decolonization’s dynamics. The
emergence of radio and improvements in air travel shrank distances, enabling faster
coordination among nationalist leaders and wider dissemination of their messages.
The transistor radio, developed in the late 1940s, promised cheap access to
information, though its widespread adoption came later. Meanwhile, nuclear
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geopolitics cast a long shadow: superpower rivalry was tempered by the fear of
escalation, which indirectly limited direct intervention in some colonial conflicts. This
strategic restraint did not prevent proxy wars or covert actions, but it added a layer of
caution to the use of force, influencing how and where decolonization wars were
fought.

The case of Libya illustrates the interplay of great-power planning and local
aspirations. After Italian colonial rule ended in 1943, the country was administered by
Britain and France. In 1949, the UN General Assembly approved independence, and in
1951 the Kingdom of Libya was proclaimed under King Idris. The new state, poor and
fragmented, relied on Western aid and strategic rent from bases. For the United States
and Britain, Libya offered a critical location for airfields and intelligence posts. For
Libyans, independence came with constraints on sovereignty and uneven
development. The Libyan path shows how decolonization could be achieved through
UN mechanisms while still entangled in Cold War strategic needs.

Indonesia’s early foreign policy under Sukarno aimed at maximizing autonomy
through strategic positioning. The Bandung Conference, held in Indonesia in 1955, was
a culmination of efforts to build Afro-Asian solidarity and affirm the rights of newly
independent states. While the conference is often seen as a precursor to NAM, its
immediate significance lay in bringing together leaders from twenty-nine countries to
discuss decolonization, racial equality, and development. The United States and Soviet
Union watched closely, each seeking to understand and influence the emerging “third
force.” For Indonesia and participants, Bandung offered visibility and a platform to
articulate a collective agenda without formal alignment.

In Latin America, decolonization had different historical roots, but Cold War dynamics
intruded early. The 1954 CIA-backed coup in Guatemala, aimed at countering
perceived leftist influence under Jacobo Árbenz, signaled Washington’s willingness to
intervene in post-colonial contexts shaped by US economic interests. The coup’s
rationale—anti-communism and defense of corporate property—resonated across a
region where reformist governments sought land and labor changes. For Latin
American nationalists, the Guatemalan experience became a cautionary lesson about
the limits of sovereignty under hemispheric hegemony. It also set the stage for later
revolutions and counterrevolutions that would define the region’s Cold War.

The Korean War reshaped perceptions of decolonization’s risks and opportunities.
When the conflict erupted in 1950, it tied down American forces and attention,
prompting a shift in priorities across Asia. For anti-colonial movements, the war
underscored that superpowers would fight directly to protect strategic interests, but it
also revealed the limits of their capacity to police every independence struggle. The
war’s devastation, particularly in Korea, highlighted the human cost of bipolar
confrontation. It also accelerated Western military aid programs and training
initiatives, which later influenced counterinsurgency doctrines in colonial contexts.
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Decolonization would proceed, but in the shadow of potential escalation.

The early Cold War’s most consequential development for decolonization may have
been the normalization of strategic competition as a framework for thinking about
global politics. The habit of viewing local conflicts through a bipolar lens shaped the
choices available to nationalists and superpowers alike. Yet the reality was messier:
movements sought independence for reasons rooted in local histories, and
superpowers often acted reactively. The result was a patchwork of alliances,
interventions, and accommodations, rather than a coherent system. This patchwork,
however, would become the terrain on which the next phase of decolonization
unfolded, setting the stage for the ideological and institutional battles of the late
1950s and 1960s.

By the mid-1950s, the pattern was clear: decolonization was no longer an imperial
decision but a global process constrained and accelerated by Cold War rivalries. The
UN, regional organizations, and non-aligned diplomacy provided forums where anti-
colonial claims could be pressed, while security assistance and covert action provided
tools for superpowers to shape outcomes. Economic ties and cultural exchanges
added layers of influence that were harder to measure but no less real. The bipolar
world, built to manage great-power conflict, had to adapt to a surge of new states with
different priorities. That adaptation defined the era, opening pathways that would be
tested in the decade to follow.
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