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What is the relationship between thought and practice in the domains
of language, literature and politics? Is thought the only standard by
which to measure intellectual history? How did Arab intellectuals
change and affect political, social, cultural and economic developments
from the late 18th- to the mid-20th centuries? This volume offers a
fundamental overhaul and revival of modern Arab intellectual history.
Using Albert Hourani’s book Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age,
1798–1939 (Oxford University Press, 1962) as a starting point, it
reassesses Arabic cultural production and political thought in the light
of current scholarship and extends the analysis beyond Napoleon’s
invasion of Egypt and the outbreak of World War II. The chapters offer
a mixture of broad-stroke history on the construction of ‘the Muslim
world,’ and the emergence of the rule of law and constitutionalism
in the Ottoman empire, as well as case studies on individual Arab
intellectuals that illuminate the transformation of modern Arabic
thought including in its North African and Asian contexts.
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“In the period with which we have dealt there grew up within the
framework of nationalism a whole content of ideas about the nature of
man and his life in society. We have seen how this content was formed
by a combination of elements drawn from two sources[:] the liberal
secularism of nineteenth-century France and England, directly
assimilated and accepted; first expressed in Arabic by Bustani and his
school, and passed on by them to Lutfi al-Sayyid and the school of
Egyptian nationalists which he created. It was secularist in the sense that
it believed that society and religion both prospered best when civil
authority was separate from the religious. . . liberal in the sense that it
thought the welfare of society to be constituted by that of individuals,
and the duty of government to be the protection of freedom, above all
the freedom of the individual to fulfill himself and so to create true
civilization. The second source was the Islamic ‘reformism’ which was
formulated by Muhammad ʿAbduh and Rashid Rida: Islamic because it
stood for a reassertion of the unique and perfect truth of Islam, but
reformist in that it aimed at reviving what it conceived to be certain
neglected elements in the Islamic tradition. But this revival took place
under the stimulus of European liberal thought and led to a gradual
reinterpretation of Islamic concepts. . . : Ibn Khaldun’s ʿumran gradually
turned into Guizot’s ‘civilization’, the maslaha of the Maliki jurists and
Ibn Taymiyya into the ‘utility’ of John Stuart Mill, the ijmaʿ of Islamic
jurisprudence into ‘public opinion’ of democratic theory, and those
‘who bind and loose’ into members of parliament. . . emphasis was laid
on national independence or individual freedom than on social justice.
The aim of nationalism was to release the national energy in economic
life of the nation from foreign control and giving free scope to the forces
of national enterprise which, it was generally believed, would bring
about an increase of wealth and welfare.” Hourani (1983: 343–44)
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Preface

In October 2011, theNew York TimesMiddle East correspondent Robert F.
Worth proclaimed in an op-ed piece entitled ‘The Arab Intellectuals
Who Didn’t Roar’, that the Arab uprisings lacked ‘any intellectual stand-
ard bearer of the kind who shaped almost every modern revolution from
1776 onward’.1 At a superficial level this was true. The dominant intel-
lectual force of the Arab world in the preceding three decades had been
the wasatiyya movement, a loosely self-identified group of centrist
Muslim public intellectuals that has combined Islamic authenticity with
acquiescence to the neo-liberal world order, accommodating itself to the
authoritarian status quo in the Middle East in the process.2 Indeed, this
group managed to commandeer the ruins of the authoritarian age even
after an alliance of tech-savvy students, the underemployed and organ-
ized labour seriously challenged the old regimes in Tunisia, Egypt and
the wider Arab world.

We call into question the worth of the Times’s claim in at least two
ways: by reexamining the intellectual undercurrents that preceded the
Arab uprisings, and by returning to the origins of modern Arab intellec-
tual history. This undertaking animated the conference we convened
on the occasion of the fiftieth anniversary of the publication of Albert
Hourani’s landmark book Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age, an October
2012 event held at Princeton that brought together multiple generations
of historians, literary scholars and cultural critics of modern Arab intel-
lectual life.3 While the second volume that comes out of the conference
tracks modern Arab intellectual history from the 1940s to the present, the
task of this book is to revisit the period of Hourani’s ‘Arabic liberal age’
itself. Our contributors step outside the immediate intellectual influences

1 www.nytimes.com/2011/10/30/sunday-review/the-arab-intellectuals-who-didnt-
roar.html?_r=0

2 Browers (2009). 3 Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).
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on the present moment and instead, investigate the Nahda as a historical
archive of the contemporary Arab intellectual.4

The late historian Jacques LeGoff has defined intellectuals broadly as
individuals whose vocation is to think and to disseminate thought. He
dates their origins to the twelfth century, when the first European intellec-
tuals sought to retrieve the Greek classics from Arabic sources. His arche-
typal intellectual was therefore the translator of Arabic texts who could also
draw on the philosophical synthesis and organization of knowledge that al-
Farabi, the Second Teacher after Aristotle, had laid down in the tenth
century.5 This foundational encounter between medieval Europe and the
Abbasid empire made the European university system conceivable and,
ultimately, facilitated the European Renaissance. The eighteenth century
produced new kinds of intellectuals; the French physiocrats introduced
the agrarian raison d’état, the encyclopedists transformed the nature,
scope and categories of human knowledge, Scottish empiricists led the
scientific revolution, British utilitarians reinvented political economy and
German idealists revolutionized human consciousness. By the nineteenth
century, the growth of the educational system, the rise of literacy, the
proliferation of newspapers and the reversal of the liberties gained during
Hobsbawm’s ‘age of revolution’, saw European scholars descend from
their ivory towers and engage in politics for the purpose of improving the
human condition.6 The label for intellectuals as ‘specialists of the univer-
sal’ was deployed to revile them as trouble-makers – most notoriously by
Napoleon – as well as to celebrate them – in Marx’s dictum – as philoso-
phers who not only interpret but also change the world. During the 1890s,
especially following the Dreyfus Affair, ‘the intellectuals’ emerged as a
globally recognizable social category – think of Zola, Lazare, Benda – to
name thinkers who, for better or worse, acted publicly.7

The Enlightenment has come under attack in the West and the non-
West alike but it has remained the touchstone of global intellectual
history.8 The European model of writing the history of ideas has had a
profound impact on Anglophone Middle East Studies after World War
II. Albert Hourani was a key figure in this regard. Born in 1915 to a
Lebanese family in Manchester and educated at Oxford, he became an
influential figure behind the scenes of British policy making towards the
Arab world at the beginning of the end of ‘Britain’s moment in the

4 The useful concept of the Nahda as archive has been formulated by Bou Ali (2012).
5 LeGoff (1957: 22–27). See also Gutas (1998). 6 Charle (1996).
7 Jennings and A. Kemp-Welch (1997).
8 See, inter alia, Mehta (1999), Chakrabarty (2000), Muthu (2003), Pitts (2005); Conrad
(2012), Moyn and Satori (2013).
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Middle East’.9 With the loss of Palestine in 1948 and the radicalization of
Arab politics in the late 1950s, Hourani withdrew from political and
public engagement. He poured his intellectual energies into building
the Middle East Centre at St Antony’s College, Oxford, as a global hub
of modern Middle East studies.10

Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age remains the work that defined his
scholarly legacy. Since Cambridge University Press published the third
edition in 1983, it has been reissued eighteen times and – at 21,000
copies sold – is one of Cambridge University Press’s all-time best-selling
titles in Middle East Studies. A recent survey by the American University
of Cairo has ranked it the third most influential book in the field, just
behind Edward Said’s Orientalism and Hanna Batatu’s Old Social Classes
and the Revolutionary Movements of Iraq, both first published in 1978, but
slightly ahead of Timothy Mitchell’s Colonising Egypt of 1988.11 Hourani
became the doyen of modern Middle East history in Anglo-American
academia but his academic writings had less of an impact in the Middle
East. Few of Hourani’s writings were available in Arabic in his lifetime,
and Arabic Thought was not translated until 1997.12

Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age was inspired by To the Finland Station
(1940), Edmund Wilson’s epic reenactment of the confluence of post-
Enlightenment thinkers into the making of Lenin up to 1917.13 Hourani
decided to use a generational framework of analysis for Arabic Thought
after rejecting other, much more common approaches to the history of
ideas at the time.14 He expressed worry that Toynbee’s grand civiliza-
tional narrative, A. Lovejoy’s ‘unit ideas’, or the divisions into ‘schools of
thought . . . may blur the differences between individual thinkers, and
may impose a false unity upon their work’.15 After Arabic Thought some
class analyses and confessional typologies appeared.16 Generally, how-
ever, biographies have come to define the parameters of Arab intellectual
history in anglophone scholarship.17 Hourani himself abandoned the

9 Monroe (1963).
10 For more on the life and thought of Hourani, see the chapters by Owen and Hanssen in

this volume.
11 www.aucegypt.edu/GAPP/mesc/Documents/MESC%20November%202005%

20Issue.pdf.
12 Hourani (1997). 13 Naff (1993: 41–2).
14 For a breakdown of Hourani’s three-plus-one generations that make up the liberal age,

see the Introduction to Part III.
15 Hourani (1983: v). See also D. Reid (1982).
16 For a Muslim-Christian-secular typology, see Sharabi (1970); for a Marxian analysis,

Batatu (1978).
17 Some fine biographies include: Gendzier (1966), Keddie (1968), Cleveland (1971),

D. Reid (1975); Delanoue (1982), Smith (1983), Cleveland (1985); Sedgwick (2009),
Cooke (2010). See also the contributions to Buhairy (1981) and Allen (2010).
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history of ideas and turned to social history even as he pushed a younger
generation of scholars to research the nineteenth-century origins of Arab
nationalisms.18

Over fifty years after Arabic Thought first appeared, this volume
assesses the state of modern Arab intellectual history and the place of
Hourani’s magisterial book in it. In the spirit of Husayn al-Marsafi’s
Eight Words of 1881 and Raymond Williams’s Keywords of 1976, the
Introduction takes the four words of Hourani’s title – Arabic, thought,
liberal and age – to reconsider modern Arab intellectual history since
1962. These words pose a series of interrelated questions pertaining to
concepts of language, mind, time and freedom: What and who defines an
epoch? Are there other nonchronological markers of rupture and con-
tinuity besides Napoleon’s invasion of Egypt in 1798 or the outbreak of
World War II to which historians of the modern Middle East should
attend? How did the Arabic language change and affect political, social,
cultural and economic developments during the long nineteenth cen-
tury? What is the relation between thought and practice in the domains of
language, literature and translation? Is thought the only standard by
which to measure intellectual history? How might historians of the Arab
world move beyond the apparently symbiotic relationship between intel-
lectual history and European traditions of liberalism? Since Hourani
attached the linguistic adjective ‘Arabic’ and not the ethnonym ‘Arab’
to ‘thought’, what does this choice mean for the relationship between
thought, language and community in the Nahda?

Since 1967, many Arab intellectuals have shifted from viewing the past
as a socioeconomic stage to be overcome and contested, to adopting a
pathological framework to Arab condition. They lamented the inability
of Arab intellectuals to accept the realities of the modern world. ‘Arab
Malaise’ and ‘Malheur’ have become the catchwords for anglo- and
francophone Arabs intellectuals alike.19 Below the din of cultural and
political pessimism, which exhibited a certain syncronicity with trends in
European Critical Theory and the Global Left20, a revival of interest in the
origins of modern Arabic thought in general, and the Nahda in particular,
has resurfaced among intellectuals in the Arab world since the end of the
cold war coincided with the Lebanese Civil War around 1990.

18 Revisionist studies of Arab nationalisms became the dominant probe into the nineteenth
century since the early 1980s: ‘Abd al-’Aziz al-Duri (1984), Gershoni and Jankowski
(1986), Muslih (1988), Khalidi, Anderson, et. al. (1991), Gershoni and J. Jankowski
(1997), K. Fahmy (1997), Gelvin (1998), Choueiri (2000), Troutt-Powell (2003),
Gasper (2009), Hakim (2013).

19 See for example, Ajami (1981, 1997); Ghalioun (1991); Kassir (2006).
20 Keucheyan (2014).
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The paradigmatic shift that first occurred among Arab scholars in the
early 1990s, and which has been picked up in Anglophone scholarship
since 2001, has expanded the social and analytical horizons of Arab
intellectual history. They now include women and subalterns21; Jews,22

Kurds,23 Armenians,24 Shiʿa,25 Ibadis26 and North Africans;27 diasporic
and rural figures;28 urbanity, temporality and translation;29 theatre, pho-
tography, painting and music;30 desire and affect;31 neo-classical and
vernacular literatures;32 as well as Turkish-Arabic literary cross-fertiliza-
tion.33 After decades of neglect, the Nahda has emerged – reenergized –

in the popular Arab imagination, academic research and Arab states’
discourse, all of which contest claims about Arab history and modernity.
While we cannot do justice to the proliferation of recent research trends,
our book takes stock and tries to give shape to them.

Arabic Thought Beyond the Liberal Age is molded into five parts that are
framed by an introduction and an epilogue. Part I on Albert Hourani’s
legacy and Part V on the meaning of the Nahda in comparison with
South Asian intellectual history and in light of the ‘Arab Spring’ contain
two stand-alone chapters each. Parts II to IV each hold three chapters
and are preceded by short introductions. These connect the chapters and
the parts to wider historiographical debates, historical contexts and the
chapters’ protagonists to other key figures of the Nahda. Part II offers
three broad thematical narratives of Ottoman political transformations
from the eighteenth century to World War I; Part III analyses individual
Nahda intellectuals and texts from the mid-nineteenth century to the
early Mandate period; and Part IV explores three instances of Arabs
grappling with liberalism from the Young Turk Revolution in 1908 to
World War II.

These essays originated in a conference on ‘Beyond Arabic Thought in
the Liberal Age: New Directions in Middle East Intellectual History’ that
we co-convened at Princeton University in October 2012. We are par-
ticularly grateful to those sponsors who made the conference possible in

21 Booth (1995, 2001, 2006, 2013, 2015), Fleischman (2003), Bräckelmann (2004), Baron
(2005); Khuri-Makdisi (2010), Gorman (2010).

22 Gendzier (1966), Bashkin (2012), Levy (2009, 2013a, 2013), Behar and Ben-Dror
Benite (2013), Gribetz (2014), J. Cohen (2014).

23 Winter (2006). 24 Der Matossian (2014).
25 T. Khalidi (1983), Naef (1996), Mervin (2000). 26 Ghazal (2010b).
27 Omri (2006), McDougall (2006, 2011), Ghazal (2010a, 2013, 2015).
28 Dakhli (2009), Gasper (2009). 29 Hanssen (2005); Barak (2013); Tageldin (2009).
30 Sadgrove (1996), Mestyan (2011, 2014); Sheehi (2012); Scheid (2010); Zubaida

(2002), Shannon (2006), S. Tamari (2008), Willson (2013).
31 Massad (2006); El-Ariss (2013). 32 Noorani (2010); Z. Fahmy (2011).
33 Guth (2003).
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the first place: the David A. Gardner ’69 Magic Fund, the Council of the
Humanities, the Program on International and Regional Studies (PIIRS)
and its director Mark Beissenger. Patricia Zimmer ensured that the
conference went off without a hitch; Joy Scharfstein produced beautiful
posters and promotional materials; Barb Leavey in the History Depart-
ment contributed invaluable logistical support.

We are also pleased to recognize the participation and contributions of
Hossam Abu El-Ella, Roger Allen, Abbas Amanat, Fadi Bardawil, Orit
Bashkin, L. Carl Brown, Elliott Colla, Michael Cook, Omnia El Shakry,
Michael Gilsenan, Ellis Goldberg, Molly Greene, Bernard Haykel,
Susanne E. Kassab, Lital Levy, Zachary Lockman, Afaf Lutfi al-Sayyid
Marsot, Hussein Omar, Khaled Rouwayheb, Adam Sabra and Eve
Troutt-Powell. At Cambridge University Press, the indefatiguable
Marigold Acland has been a source of inspiration and wisdom. After
her untimely retirement, we appreciated the editorial services of Will
Hammell and Kate Gavino and the constructive criticism of the two
external reviewers they chose. The current African and Middle Eastern
Studies editor, Maria Marsh, and her crew have worked hard to bring our
manuscript to its printed conclusion. To everyone at Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, we are very grateful.

Our joy of seeing this book published is laced with deep sadness.
Between the conference and the publication, we have lost two of our
beloved colleagues, mentors and friends. Professor C. A. Bayly, author of
Chapter 12 and Britain’s most highly decorated historian of India,
suffered a fatal cardiac arrest in Chicago on April 18, 2015.34 Professor
Thomas Philipp, author of two chapters in this book and Germany’s
most eminent modern Middle East historian, passed away after his final
treatment cycle failed to stem his cancer on June 11, 2015.35 Both had
just turned in their final edits and were keen to see the final version of
their and our labour of love. We dedicate this book to their memory.

34 Drayton (2015). 35 Hanssen (2015).
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Notes on Transliteration and Translation

We have translated the titles of Arabic texts into English where they
appear in the body text, and kept the original in the bibliography. We
have kept some key Arabic technical terms, sociological categories and
geographical locations in Arabic where adequate one-to-one translation
is not available or misleading; e.g. ʿulamaʾ for Muslim clerics, ‘ijtihad’ for
the legal practice of independent reasoning, ‘takfir’ which approximates
excommunication; or ‘Tanzimat’ for the nineteenth-century Ottoman
reform period, and ‘Bilad al-Sham’, the common referent for geograph-
ical Syria including Lebanon and Palestine before World War I. But we
have stripped these terms of the requisite diacritics (except ʿ for the letter
ʿayn, and ʾfor the hamza) and followed the simplified IJMES transliter-
ation system. The uninitiated and the native speaker might be put off by
the pedantry of full diacritics and the specialist will know what is meant.
Hourani himself expressed his exasperation at an Orientalist’s fussy dia-
critization of Arab proper names by signing a review with ‘Albirt l-H

_awrānī’.1 If, like Salman Rushdie after him, he did not feel lost in transla-
tion, he certainly took exception to being turned into a ‘transcribed man’.2

The issue of transliteration versus translation of Arabic terms
addresses serious questions of positionality and method, as we would
like to demonstrate briefly with regard to the central term of this volume,
the Nahda.3 Whether to adopt Hourani’s translation ‘liberal age’, or
follow recent trends to deploy ‘the Nahda’ for nineteenth- and early
twentieth-century Arab intellectual history, affects not only the framing
of the subject of study, but also the relationship between our text and our
readers. The former encourages comparisons with – and recognition
of – similar intellectual processes elsewhere, but comes at the cost of
relegating non-Western intellectuals to the waiting room of history,
to modularity or to conceptual piracy.4 Conversely, to transliterate

1 Owen (1997). 2 Rushdie (1991: 17).
3 For a brief history of transcription anxiety in Middle East Studies, see Messick (2003).
4 Chakrabarty (2000), Anderson (1983).
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Hourani’s ‘liberal age’ as ‘Nahda’ may disaffect readers unfamiliar with
Arabic, isolate and exoticise its history or discourage comparisons with
contemporaneous cultural formations elsewhere.

The Arabic translation of Hourani’s book into al-Fikr al-ʿarabi fi ʿasr
al-nahda in 1997 marked the wider resignification of the long nineteenth
century in the Arab world. Interest in the Nahda has also proliferated in
scholarship in English between September 2001 and the uprisings of
2011. Our decision to ‘re-gloss’ ‘the liberal age’ as the Nahda is an
acknowledgement of these trends. If we introduce the term Nahda to
the English lexicon despite the above historical inscrutability, it is not
because we consider it more authentic. Rather, we aim to engage the
modern Arab intellectual tradition on its own, globally situated and
contested terms. As the Dictionary of Untranslatables has demonstrated,
it is precisely the subtle shifts in meaning that revitalize the humanities
when untranslatable terms migrate across language-bound communities
of discourse.5 Retaining the Nahda also avoids liberal overdetermination
and captures, we believe, precisely the epoch’s productive tension
between the chimera of authenticity and the anxiety of cultural infil-
tration of the West. Finally, if one day the Nahda enters the Oxford
English Dictionary, it would be a belated acknowledgement that the
Nahda introduced many of today’s neologisms and transliterated Euro-
pean words into the modern Arabic lexicon.

5 Cassin (2014).
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AHR American Historical Review
BRIJMES British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies
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IJMES International Journal of Middle Eastern Studies
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Introduction
Language, Mind, Freedom and Time: The Modern
Arab Intellectual Tradition in Four Words

Jens Hanssen and Max Weiss

Arab writers have often invoked the elusive legacy of the Nahda at
moments of crisis as well as hope, most recently amid the wave of
Arab uprisings in 2011. The Arabic revival and reform period of the
long nineteenth century which Albert Hourani famously conceived as
the liberal age and periodized from 1798–1939, has indeed functioned
as the foundational process of Arab modernity as well as a bedrock of
cultural self-reflection. Historically, the Nahda – literally “rising up,”
but usually glossed as “renaissance” or “awakening” – was neither a
unified process or stable actor-category nor can it be traced back to
a single, incontestable moment of inception.1 In fact, the Nahda
existed before there was a word for it, before that term was invested
with various meanings. This introduction will critically assess the
history and historiography of the Nahda by taking the four words of
Hourani’s seminal study of the period, Arabic Thought in the Liberal
Age, as analytical entry points: Language, Mind, Freedom and Time.
Before turning to those key concepts, however, we must first sketch
the genealogy of early Arabic perceptions of the Nahda along with the
political and academic context of 1962, the year in which Arabic
Thought in the Liberal Age was first published and the revival of
Nahda studies in the two decades that preceded the Arab uprisings
of 2011.

Arabic Perceptions and Receptions of the Nahda

Albert Hourani never used the term Nahda, nor did the first generation
of Nahdawis identify with such a term.2 The earliest political and patri-
otic invocation of the Nahda came from the second generation of Syro-
Lebanese writers in Egypt, particularly the young radicals Francis

1 For a trenchant critique of the purity of origins, see Foucault (1977).
2 On our decision to regloss “the liberal age” as the Nahda, see our Notes on Translation
and Transliteration.
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Marrash (1836–73) and Adib Ishaq (1856–84).3 Their peripatetic, dissi-
dent colleague, Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq (1804–87), issued the first
programmatic use of the term when he declared, “There is no Nahda
without a women’s Nahda.”4 The Cairo newspaper al-Hilal started
mainstreaming the term from 1892, although initially only in its literary
sense.5 Jurji Zaydan (1861–1914), founding editor of al-Hilal, eschewed
al-Shidyaq’s call and canonized the Nahda instead as a league of great
men in his Biographies of Famous Figures of the East in the 19th Century,
first published in 1902–03 with funding from the Ibadi sultan of Zanzi-
bar.6 Zaydan’s widely-circulated book provided the model for many
subsequent historians of the Nahda, particularly the biographies by the
Egyptian idealist ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad (1889–1964). The first
journals entitled al-Nahda came out around the Young Turk Revolution
of 1908.7 The term became firmly established as an organizing principle
and consciousness-raising rallying point through the Arabic Nahda Soci-
ety founded by Young Turks from Damascus.8

In 1924, the American University of Beirut (AUB) held a student
essay competition on “The Reasons for the Arabic Nahda in the 19th

century.” The 22-year-old winner of the Howard Bliss Prize, Anis
Nusuli, was to serialize his eponymous essay in AUB’s and Cairo
University’s in-house journals before publishing it as a widely-
circulated textbook in 1926.9 Nusuli’s account of the Nahda was much
more sophisticated than Zaydan’s biographical sketches and in some
ways anticipated Hourani’s approach. Travel accounts by the Enlight-
enment Orientalists Comte de Volney and Jean Louis Burckhardt set
the stage of his book. The Napoleonic occupation of Egypt from
1798 to 1801 and the subsequent rise of Mehmed Ali Pasha was
narrated through the eyes of the Egyptian chronicler ʿAbd al-Rahman
al-Jabarti. The role of foreign missionaries in establishing schools and
printing presses was integrated into an analysis that was notable for its
division into chapters around new cultural institutions: “journalism
and publications,” “literary and scientific societies,” “libraries,” “the
Orientalists and the Nahda,” “Theatre” and “Emigration.”10

3 Brugman (1984: 8–10). 4 al-ʿAzmeh and Trabulsi (1995: 34).
5 Zaydan (1892: 123–25). Zaydan (1901: 235–36) extended this literary essay to include
science.

6 Ghazal (2010b: 62–64).
7 For example, in Cairo in January 1908, Tunis in 1909 and Baghdad in 1913. Tarrazi
(1913: vol. 1, 81, 191, 255).

8 At the same time, an Orthodox Nahda emerged in Palestine. See Tamari (2014).
9 Nusuli (1985). Nusuli went on to become a noted historian, journalist and teacher in
Baghdad and Beirut.

10 Ibid.
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The same year that Nusuli’s Nahda textbook came out, Taha Husayn
(1889–1973) published his seminal On pre-Islamic Poetry (Fi al-shiʿir al-
jahili), which argued that many of the classical Arabic poems attributed
to the “age of ignorance” were actually written after the rise of Islam. The
book caused an enormous uproar and Husayn was accused of blasphemy
because of the scientific doubts it cast on the divine nature of the Quran,
which harboured the potential for inciting popular sedition.11 The
vilification and subsequent vindication of Husayn that followed would
fragment – arguably once and for all – the harmony and syncretism that
had characterized the Nahda even after sporadic rifts burst into the open,
as when Farah Antun’s The Philosophy of Averroes came out in 1903, or
ʿAli ʿAbd al-Raziq’s Islam and the Foundations of Rule in 1924.12

In subsequent years, such ideological competitors as the exiled pan-
Islamic organiser Shakib Arslan (1869–1946), who lectured on “The
Arabic Nahda in the Present Time” on his return to Damascus in
1937, the Lebanese communist historian Raʾif Khuri who penned an
antifascist defense of the French Revolution in 1943, and the Baʿthists
Zaki al-Arsuzi (1889–1968) and Michel ʿAflaq (1910–89) all deployed
the term Nahda to formulate different versions of Arab nationalist resur-
gence.13 From the beginning, the focus on the Nahda period as the
source of a common, modern Arab consciousness had to contend with
discourses of ancient authenticity. The rise of archaeology encouraged
essential territorial and ethnic identities that offered justification for the
colonial invention of new nation-states.14 Often these discourses repre-
sented Arab nations, especially Egypt, as female bodies whose metaphor-
ical chastity nationalists sought to protect from the violations of colonial
rule.15

11 Cachia (1956); Hourani (1962); C. Smith (1983); Brugman (1984); Malti-Douglas
(1988); Darraj (2005); Y. Ayalon (2009). Taha Husayn anticipated the fall-out early
on in his book but sought comfort in the vanguardism of the cultured elites: “I am
confident that even if this research angers some and troubles others, it will satisfify this
small group of enlightened people who are in reality the promise of the future, the basis
of the modern Nahda, and the storehouse of the new culture.” Cited and translated by
Sacks (2015: 77).

12 See Leyla Dakhli, Chapter 13, on the ʿAbduh-Antun debate as well as the controversy
around Nazira Zayn al-Din’s Veiling and Unveiling published in Beirut two years after
Taha Husayn’s On Pre-Islamic Poetry came out. In both controversies, Rashid Rida
played a key role.

13 S. Arslan (2008); R. Khuri (1943); Nordbruch (2009); Bashkin (2006). Arabic
synonyms for the Nahda, like “al-inbiʿath,” did not stick. See, for example, Udabaʾ al-
ʿArab fi al-Andalus wa ʿasr al-inbiʿath (Beirut: Dar al-Sadir, 1937) by Butrus al-Bustani –
no relations to the eponymous nineteenth century figure, pace Brockelmann (1938:
Suppl. II, 768).

14 For Lebanon, see Kaufman (2000), for Egypt, see Colla (2008). 15 Baron (2005).
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In response to such objectification, Arab feminists invoked a women’s
Nahda, particularly in Egypt, Palestine, Lebanon, Syria and Iraq, as part
of national and regional women’s movements that agitated both nation-
ally and internationally for political rights.16 Some were active in the
communist party, student organizations or trade unions, including
the Egyptian novelist Latifa Zayyat (1923–96), who challenged not only
the economic order of Arab state capitalism but also the chauvinism that
undergirded it. Female Islamic intellectuals such as Quran exegete and
journalist, ʿAʾisha ʿAbd al-Rahman (1913–1998), and the social activist
and orator, Zaynab Ghazali (1917–2005), unsettled the claims of state
secularism and, just like their secular counterparts, often ended up in
prison.17

After Arab states gained independence, elite preoccupations with
industrial modernization and national economic development marginal-
ized the Nahda discourse and coopted many women’s movements.
Nevertheless, Arab liberals continued to champion idealist conceptions
of Arab modernity. In Nasser’s Egypt, the literary critic, Luwis ʿAwad
(1914–90) developed a comprehensive, albeit Egypt-centric, Nahda
corpus, which was animated in part by an attempt to historicize the July
1952 revolution and to wrest the monopoly on liberation away from the
Egyptian military.18

Israel’s defeat of neighboring Arab states in 1967 hit Arab intellectuals
“like a lightening bolt,” and ushered in the end of Nasserism.19 As the
Syrian philosopher, Sadik al-ʿAzm (b. 1934), recalled self-critically:
“We fell victim to the erroneous idea that history had already decided
all the issues raised by the Nahda in favour of progress, genuine modern-
ization, modern science, secularism, socialism, and national liber-
ation.”20 The Naksa, as the defeat came to be glossed, politicised some
ivory-tower academics like al-ʿAzm and his nemesis Edward Said
(1936–2003). At the same time, the Nahda was either vilified as the root

16 Badran (1995: 223–50), N. Ali (2000), Bier (2011); Fleishman (2003). For the Cairene
journal al-Nahda al-nisaʾiyya and the Baghdadi women’s club, “Nadi al-nahda al-
nisaʾiyya,” of the 1920s, see Booth (2001), Baron (2005); N. Ali (2009: 22–24),
Bashkin (2009: 140–1).

17 McLarney (2011), Mahmood (2005: 67–72).
18 The first tome of this incomplete, five-volume study of “Modern Egyptian Intellectual

History: The Historical Background” (1969) opened with the claim that women had a
long record of resisting ruling elites predating Napoleon’s invasion. See also ʿAwad
(1962), where he presents the widely discredited Khedive Ismaʿil (“Egypt is no longer
in Africa, it is now in Europe”) as a great patron of the Nahda.

19 al-ʿAzm (1997: 116). On the impact of 1967 on Arab intellectuals, see also Kassab
(2010) and Abu Rabiʿ (2003).

20 Ibid. 114.
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of all evil or neglected entirely. Some ahistoricist lines of inquiry emerged
in what were highly contested attempts to make sense of the post-Naksa
Arab condition: myth and gnosis, theology, scientific Marxism, formal
logic, structuralist linguistics and literary criticism as well as psycho-
analysis.21 The Moroccan historian Abdallah Laroui (b. 1933) strove to
recover the emancipatory tradition of the Nahda in his seminal The Crisis
of the Arab Intellectual: Traditionalism or Historicism?, first published in
French in 1974.22 His historicist approach combined Marxism and
liberalism. By locating the origins of Nahda consciousness in the mid-
nineteenth century, he established a correlation between Arabic cultural
production and the expansion of organized capital across the Mediterra-
nean. Laroui argued that critical theory could better confront colonialism
with the hard facts of its historical record of economic and discursive
brutality than any of the escapist alternatives of his day, especially as
nationalist elites, particularly in Morocco, responded to colonial violence
by “retraditionalizing” society.23

Laroui’s intervention was overshadowed by the impact of his compat-
riot, the Averroist philosopher Muhammad ʿAbid al-Jabiri (1935–2010).
Al-Jabiri’s four-volume Critique of Arab Reason, published between
1980 and 2000, relegated the nineteenth century to a derivative episode
of Islamic history. He reasoned that the “modern Nahda” was merely
revivalist and lacked the originality necessary to render visible the “col-
onizing action of Europe” and the Orientalist logic of Arab decline.24

Therefore, the Nahda did not constitute the epistemic shift of earlier
cultural leaps of the ʿAbbasid and Andalusian epochs.25 By locating
the “true” Nahdas before the European Renaissance, but well after the
Prophet Muhammad’s lifetime, al-Jabiri launched a multi-pronged cri-
tique of liberal, Marxist and Islamic fundamentalist readings of Islamic
history.26 His alternative treated what he calls the Arabo-Islamic canon
as a dynamic “heritage” (“al-turath”) that invited rational and critical
engagement without succumbing to European frames of analysis.27

Al-Jabiri’s early critique of Arab elites’ complicity in neoliberalism made
his work popular in Arab leftist circles. But his bias against what he

21 Laroui (1974: 3–5). 22 Laroui (1976). 23 Laroui (1974: chapter 1).
24 Sacks (2015: 133). See also Jurj Tarabishi (1996) for a critique of al-Jabiri’s project, and

Elie Chalala on the controversy, www.aljadid.com/content/elie-chalala-reports-tarabishi-
al-jabberi-debate.

25 Al-Jabiri (2011: 50–1).
26 Against al-Jabiri’s charge that treating the Nahda as an Arab version of the renaissance

would render Arab history a belated derivative of European culture, the literary historian
J. Brugman argues that the concept of al-Nahda “in itself already implies a difference
from the European renaissance” that designated neither an awakening nor a “rebirth,”
but rather a “rising up.” Brugman (1984: 8–10).
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perceived as the historical philosophical deficits of the Arab east and his
acceptance of Saudi largesse late in life cast doubt over his scholarly
integrity.28 Indeed, al-Jabiri’s intervention was dwarfed in turn by intel-
lectual production coming out of the Gulf states that championed salafi
morality in well-funded media outlets and justified the region’s drift
toward economic liberalization.29

A different version of the Nahda, recalibrated for formal Arab politics,
appeared in the Tunisian elections of 1989. The leader of the “Islamic
Tendency” (al-Tayyar al-islami), Rachid Ghannoushi (b. 1941), had
changed the name of his movement to the Ennahda Party (hizb
al-nahda), in order to signal his disavowal of its more radical origins
and his acceptance of liberal democracy.30

After the Cold War and the end of the Lebanese civil war (1985–1989),
the Nahda reemerged as a theme in wider Arabic public discourse – at
once pushed by the state to sanction anti-Islamist repression, and cham-
pioned by intellectuals critical of state violence.31 In 1992, liberal Egyp-
tian intellectuals gathered around Gaber ʿAsfour (b. 1944) in order to
found “The Enlightenment Association” (jamʿiyyat al-tanwir), which
reissued many of the classics of “the liberal age,” including Farah
Antun’s The Philosophy of Averroes, ʿAli ʿAbd al-Raziq’s Islam and the
Foundations of Rule, Taha Husayn’s The Future of Culture in Egypt, and
Salam Musa’s primer on the European Renaissance, “What is the
Nahda?”32 Between 1990–93, the quixotic Damascene journal Qadayat
wa-shahadat sought to at once preserve and reshape the memory of the
Nahda in general and the legacy of Taha Husayn in particular.33

This rediscovery of the Nahda occurred in the context of three
concurrent menaces: radical austerity policies imposed by inter-
national financial institutions; the rise of militant Islamist groups;
and repression by state security apparatuses, especially in Egypt and
Algeria. It was a time when Islamists assassinated dozens of liberal
intellectuals such as the Egyptian professor and columnist Farag Foda
(1946–92) even as the state exiled many others and banned their

27 al-Jabiri (1999). In this aspect, al-Jabiri’s approach resembles Dipesh Chakrabarti’s
Provincializing Europe (2000). Turathism continues to be an infuential method among
scholars of Islam.

28 Aksikas (2009: 89–92). 29 Said (1979/1994: 224–30), and Browers (2009).
30 After two decades of exile and state repression, Ghannouchi and his Nahda Party won

the first Constituent Assembly election after the 2011 revolution on a market economy
platform and with substantial financial support from the Gulf.

31 Abaza (2010). 32 Najjar (2004: 200). See also G. Shukri (1992).
33 Kassab (forthcoming). As we shall see, the curatorial function of liberal intellectuals was

itself a defining feature of the Nahda – Nadia Bou Ali (2012:33) speaks of the Nahda as
an “archive for the ‘Arab nation’.”
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works. Most famously, the Egyptian Court of Cassation convicted the
theologian, Nasr Hamid Abu Zayd (1943–2010), of apostasy for his
historicist and hermeutical approach to Quran exegesis before death
threats from Islamists forced him into exile.34

As the space for critical thought appeared to shrink in this atmosphere
of economic, political and religious violence, and many self-declared
liberals embraced American interventionism in the region, leftist intel-
lectuals in Beirut and Damascus began to invoke the Nahda as an
emblem and a shield. In 1992, the editor of Beirut’s Marxist flagship
journal al-Tariq, Mohammad Dakrub, published a well-received literary
history on Nahda luminaries such as Amin al-Rihani, Jibran Khalil
Jibran, Maroun ʿAbbud and Raʾif Khuri.35 Under Dakroub’s editorship
al-Tariq ran a series on the contemporary relevance of the Nahda
throughout the late 1990s. This culminated in a long and probing essay
by the Lebanese novelist, Elias Khoury (b. 1948), after the American
invasion of Afghanistan. In “Towards a Third Nahda,”Khoury called for
“a return to modern Arab history . . . to search for the truth that might
help us escape from the frightful decline into which the Arabs have slid at
the turn of the 21st century.”36 The Syrian psychoanalytical thinker Jurj
Tarabishi (1939–2016) also rediscovered the history of the Nahda. His
From the Nahda to Apostasy (2000) opens with the lament: “I belong to
the generation that has wagered on Arab nationalism, revolution and
socialism and has lost.”37 In Iterations of a Blocked Nahda, Palestinian
Arab nationalist and former Knesset member, ʿAzmi Bishara (b. 1956)
reflected on how to revive the orphaned Palestinian contributions to the
Nahda project after the expulsions during the Nakba of 1948 that led to
the creation of two generations of diasporic intellectuals.38

Syrian dissident HaythamMannaʿ (b. 1951) echoed these appeals for a
new Nahda.39 Writing eight months before the outbreak of the Arab
uprisings, Mannaʿ considered it imperative to shift the Nahda project
from “superficial” cultural and political battles to matters of concern to
the broader social base struggling for change. It was after Muhammad
Bouazizi’s self-immolation in December 2010 ignited the Tunisian and
Egyptian uprisings that the Nahda discourse spilled over onto Arab

34 Abu Zayd (2004, 2006). Agrama (2012: ch. 1). For an intimate documentary tribute, see
Muhammad ʿAli al-Atassi (dir.), Waiting for Abu Zayd (2010).

35 Dakrub (1992). See also M. al-Sharif (2000).
36 For a translation of this text, see Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).
37 Tarabishi (2000:7).
38 Bishara (2003: 43). For a historically grounded, epistemological critique of the Nahda

discourse, see Daghir (2008).
39 Haytham Mannaʿ, “Min ajl nahda jadida,” aljazeera.net, 15 April, 2010.
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streets. In particular, the chanting of “The People want the Fall of the
Regime” was inspired by Abu al-Qasim al-Shabbi’s famous existentialist
poem of 1933, “The Will to Live.” Al-Shabbi (1909–1934) did not write
political poetry. His diwan, which included poems such as “To the
People” and “To the Tyrants of the World” that were originally pub-
lished in the short-lived, experimental Egyptian journal Apollo, was not
resistance literature but naturalistic and dreamy poetry.40 But chanted by
thousands of protesters in 2011, the poem energized the people to break
all barriers of fear in Cairo and invoked Tunisian-Egyptian solidarity:

If, one day, the people want to live, then fate will answer their call.
And their night will then begin to fade, and the chains break and fall.
For he who is not embraced by life’s passion will dissipate into thin air,
Woe to him whom life loves not, against the void that strikes there,
At least that is what all creation has told me, and what its hidden
spirits declare.41

1962: The Birth of Arab Tragedy?

The earliest and most famous English-language account to politically
mobilize nineteenth-century Arab history was George Antonius’s classic
study The Arab Awakening.42 A romantic account of the birth and betrayal
of the Arab national movement funded by the American businessman
Charles R. Crane, the book was written in large measure to convince the
British public that Arab nationalist aspirations were legitimate and that
Arabs deserved independence.43 In his reappraisal of Antonius, Albert
Hourani wistfully noted: “Already by 1938 a shadow of what was to come
had fallen across [his] pages: a new age of mass-politics [emerged], when
issues would be determined otherwise than by delicate negotiations
between men who understood and trusted one another.”44 The British-
born historian Albert Hourani had wanted to write a book quite similar to
Antonius’s after he completed his undergraduate degree at Oxford in
1936.45 Instead, he decided to go to the Middle East where he taught at
the AUB before the outbreak of World War II swept him up in the policy
and intelligence world of what Elie Kedourie memorably branded as the
Anglo-Arab labyrinth.46

40 Colla (2012). On the Apollo Group, see Awad (1986).
41 Translated by Elliott Colla (2012).
42 Antonius (1938). Like Hourani, Antonius did not use the term Nahda.
43 Hourani (1981: 193–216). Antonius’s book stands at the beginning of a rich Anglophone

historiography on Arab nationalism in which Ernest Dawn (1973) and Philip Khoury
(1983) were key contributions.

44 Hourani (1981: 213–4). 45 See Hanssen’s Chapter 2 in this volume.
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When Hourani eventually set out to write his magisterial account
of nineteenth and early twentieth century Arab intellectual history, pub-
lished as Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age in 1962, he eschewed Antonius’s
nationalist passions in favor of casting a tragic eye upon a fading liberal
age. In his epilogue to Arabic Thought, Hourani lamented that “[a]n
age passed away in 1939, and with it went a certain style of political
thought.”47 And in his Antonius lecture of 1977, he confessed that reread-
ing The Arab Awakening had filled him with “a certain feeling of sad-
ness.”48 Indeed, while writing Arabic Thought, Hourani witnessed the
brief but bloody Lebanese civil war of 1958 in which he was disaffected
by both the violent insurgents and the corrupt president whose foreign
minister, Charles Malik –Hourani’s former mentor – invited U.S. marines
to secure and stabilize the country.49 The way that superpower rivalry
turned the Middle East into a theater of the Cold War sharply disagreed
with Hourani. But he was also unenthusiastic about the United Arab
Republic – which united Syria and Egypt into a single polity between
1958 and 1961 – and Nasser’s increasingly authoritarian behavior.

When the United Arab Republic came to its ignominious end, Arab
intellectuals gathered in Cairo. Summoned by al-Ahram editor-in-chief
and Nasser’s intellectual confidant, Muhammad Hasanayn Haykal
(1923–2016), they convened for three months to discuss their relation-
ship with the state and their social responsibility. At this point many
Egyptian intellectuals were either in prison – especially communists and
Islamic thinkers – or disengaged from the state. But without them,
Haykal baited his colleagues, neither renewal nor mobilization was pos-
sible.50 The participants were not easily swayed. Lutfi al-Khuli, a briefly
imprisoned and recently enlisted leftist lawyer who famously brought
Jean-Paul Sartre to Cairo in 1967, opened the proceedings by identifying
three overlapping intellectual crises: stifled creativity, lack of historical
depth and a decline in critical method.51 ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad, the
Egyptian antifascist featured in Chapter 11, who by 1961 had become the
doyen of Egypt’s conservative secular intellectuals complained that
modern Arab intellectuals had become too focuses on rights, forgetting
their duties to the nation. The younger generation of liberals and leftists
would have none of it. Anouar Abdel Malek, Hourani’s friends Luwis
ʿAwad and Magdi Wahba52, as well as the Lebanese Arab socialist Clovis

46 Kedourie (1976). 47 Hourani (1962: 341). 48 See also Hourani (1981: 212).
49 Albert Hourani, “The Pull of Arab Unity,” The Times, May 21 and 22, 1958.
50 Abdel Malek, “La ‘Crise des intellectuels’” (1962: 192).
51 Abdel-Malek, (1962: 190).
52 Albert Hourani, “Obituary of Magdi Wahba,” The Independent, October 1991.
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Maksoud (1927–2016), who had made a name for himself with his book
The Crisis of the Intellectuals (Azmat al-muthaqqafin) three years earlier,
objected to being co-opted into the Egyptian military state project so
cheaply. Generations of secular intellectuals, not the military, they
argued, had made Arab revolutions possible.53

The year in which Hourani published Arabic Thought was a watershed
in the history and historiography of colonialism and its tortured relation-
ship with liberalism. Jamaica and Algeria, two colonies that were central
to the British and French empires, celebrated their independence that
year. Frantz Fanon’s The Wretched of the Earth was published, and C.L.R.
James’s epic story of the Haitian Revolution - The Black Jacobins – was
reissued.54 If both were literary monuments of the ongoing liberation
struggles, they also sensed the imminent dangers of atrophying antic-
olonial discourse. Pierre Bourdieu had just returned from four years of
French military service in Algeria to witness his first book, The Algerians,
come out in English translation.55 Meanwhile, Michel Foucault
launched a different kind of revolution in France when he published his
first book, Madness and Civilization, a critique of modernity’s colonizing
effects on humanity.56 In Germany, Jürgen Habermas published his
Habilitation on the transformation of the public sphere.57 Hannah
Arendt’s On Revolution recuperated republican ideals.58 Historians in
England were engaged in questions of empire and agency: Arnold Toynbee
had just completed the twelfth and final volume of his magnum opus
A Study of History; Robinson and Gallagher circulated their ideas of
imperial diffusion in Africa and the Victorians59; and Raymond Williams,
Eric Hobsbawm and E.P. Thompson published landmark studies on the
age of revolution and the formation of working-class consciousness that
energized social history and cultural studies in Britain.60 Meanwhile, Walt
Rostow published his influential anticommunist manifesto The Stages of
Development.61

Even as Albert Hourani looked back to the past with regret, other great
contemporary books on the modern Middle East invoked the long nine-
teenth century more confidently, as an era that had bequeathed progress

53 Abdel-Malek (1962: 194–5). 54 Fanon (1990); James (1938/1963).
55 Bourdieu (1961). 56 Foucault (1961). 57 Habermas (1961/1994).
58 Arendt (1963). 59 Toynbee (1934–1961), Robinson and Gallagher (1961).
60 R. Williams (1961), Hobsbawm (1962), Thompson (1963). On their influence on the

writing of history, see Eley (2005).
61 Rostow (1962). Many other enduring Anglo-American textbooks on liberalism came out

around the same time; all remained oblivious to the political and economic force of
anticolonialism. E.g., M. Friedman (1962); C.B. MacPherson (1962); K. Minogue
(1963).
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and emancipation. Bernard Lewis published The Emergence of Modern
Turkey, a paean to Turkish state formation, in 1961.62 British Interests in
Palestine, 1800–1901, was the first in a series of critiques by Abdelatif
Tibawi that studied Protestant missionaries’ effects on Arab education.63

Ibrahim Abu-Lughod’s optimistic Arab Rediscovery of Europe set the
standard for generations of research on Arabic translation and travel
literature.64 In terms of its methodological approach, Şerif Mardin’s
The Genesis of Young Ottoman Thought came closest to Arabic Thought.65

Mardin only treated one generation of political thinkers, as compared to
the three-plus-one generations that Hourani covered. But Mardin’s
Young Ottomans articulated a politics strikingly similar to the Nahdawis.
Both blended appropriating the west with imagining an authentic past.

Hourani’s protagonists did not produce a class of intellectuals that
seized political power the way Mardin’s Ottoman intellectuals had done
in 1876 and 1908. Instead, Hourani appears to have looked at modern
Arab history from the vantage point of 1962 much like Benjamin’s angel
of history had gazed backwards at the mounting storm of progress or like
Stefan Zweig’s farewell to The World of Yesterday during World War II.66

Hourani rued the fact that “few thinkers were aware of the problems of
social policy in newly independent countries.” Radical pan-Arab alterna-
tives provided little comfort for him. In many ways, Arabic Thought was
characterized by a tragic, even melancholic mood not all that dissimilar
to new sensibility of the 1963 edition of The Black Jacobins, after C.L.R.
James added passages of ominous paradoxes and irresolvable aporias to
the bright narratives of liberation that had defined the 1938 original.67

Arabic Thought contained a tragic undertone not merely because
Hourani detected a lack of Arab preparedness on the day of independ-
ence; nor because of the persistence of Western military bases in the
newly independent countries; nor did he limit his lament to the fact that
radical and conservative forces robbed liberal thinkers of the fruit of their
anticolonial labor. Tragedy was built into the way Hourani recast Anto-
nius’s pre–World War II nationalist prolepsis as the story of incomplete
liberal consciousness. By the time the epic quest for an enlightened
common ground between Muslim reformers and Christian secularists
culminated in the grand synthesis of the towering intellectual figure of
Taha Husayn, World War II had destroyed the legacy of the enlighten-
ment in Europe itself. By formally ending his book in 1939, Hourani

62 Lewis (1961). 63 Tibawi (1961) 64 Abu-Lughod (1963). 65 Mardin (1962).
66 Benjamin (1940); Zweig (1944).
67 D. Scott (2004). For a comparison between James and Antonius, see Said (2000:

79–101).
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leaves open the question whether European liberal thought could ever
again be a reputable model for political and intellectual life following the
atrocities of the 1930s and 1940s.68 As the Moroccan Marxist critic of
Arab nationalism, Abdallah Laroui, later put it, “the tragedy of the
[Arab] liberal intellectual” was that the “temptation of the West” came
at a time when European liberalism “was already being attacked on all
sides.”69 Indeed, it dawned on European philosophers like Adorno and
Horkheimer that the foundational values of the enlightenment – pro-
gress, liberty and equality – had turned on themselves.70

Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age on Trial

Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age has garnered some unfair criticism.
Abdelatif Tibawi sniped that, following Antonius, Hourani was yet
“another Lebanese whose patriotism surpasses his historical accuracy”;
both “were underestimating their Muslim brethren in the process.”71

Conversely, Elie Kedourie charged Hourani with white-washing the
Islamic reformers, turning the salafi theologian and reformer, Muham-
mad ʿAbduh (1849–1905), into a saint.72 Arabic Thought has its limits, as
we shall see, but Hourani tended to concede far too much to his early
critics.73 As many contributors to this volume point out, Hourani
expressed misgivings about the choice of some words in the title of the
book. He regretted, particularly, that the title gave the impression that
the book was about Arab liberalism.74 In his much-quoted preface to the
1983 reissue, he looked back self-critically:

In the course of the period which the book covers, the Arabic-speaking peoples
were drawn, in different ways, into the new world-order which sprang from the
technical and industrial revolutions. It was an order which expressed itself in the
growth of European trade of a new kind, the consequent changes in production
and consumption, the spread of European diplomatic influence, the imposition
in some places of European control or rule, the creation of schools on a new
model, and the spread of new ideas of how men and women should live in
society. It is to such ideas that I refer rather loosely when I use the word ‘liberal’ in
the title; this was not the first title I chose for the book, and I am not quite satisfied

68 In Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming), we respond to this challenge and consider how the
postwar and postcolonial generations of Arab intellectuals tried to develop alternatve
projects.

69 Laroui (1976: 119). 70 Horkheimer and Adorno (1944/1994).
71 Tibawi (1971). 72 Kedourie (1966).
73 For the reception of the first generation of readers before the 1983 reissue, see D. Reid

(1982).
74 His editor may have chosen the adjective “liberal” over “modern”, likely Hourani’s

preference, in the title.
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with it, for the ideas which had influence were not only about democratic institutions
or individual rights, but also about national strength and unity and the power of
governments.75

Most commentators agree with this disavowal, some are almost relieved
by it: Hourani admitted an understandable error of judgment, and for
that he could be forgiven. The underlying consensus among nationalist,
conservative and radical historians against the possibility, or even desir-
ability, of Arab liberal thought in the nineteenth century implies that a
pure form of liberalism existed elsewhere. But as Geoff Eley reminds us,
“[i]f we take a strict formal definition of the legal-constitutional condi-
tions of democracy – e.g. popular representation on the basis of free,
universal, secret, and equal suffrage, supported by legal freedoms of
speech, press, association, and assembly – it is hard to see how any
nineteenth-century liberals would make the grade.”76

This book heeds the call by Eley and other critical historians to think of
liberalism not as an ideal type but a contested ideological formation.
Moreover, as the Indian postcolonial critic, Ashis Nandy, has argued, the
colonial encounters shaped the many types of liberalism that came to
pass in Europe itself.77 It is tempting to consider why the liberal age
would have seemed such a natural designation in 1962, when to Hourani
it pertained only to “democratic institutions or individual rights,” and
how to account for his regret in 1983, when he confessed that it was less
about democratic rights and more about “national strength and unity
and the power of governments.” Hourani’s idealist approach to liberal
thought seems almost quaint after over three decades of New Histori-
cism, critical liberalism studies and postcolonial research. By the same
token, it is worth pointing out that many of those scholars who challenge
such idealizations of liberalism too hastily dismiss its historical role and
transformative powers, even (or especially) in societies that have had to
confront it in tandem with colonialism.

When Albert Hourani wrote his farewell to the Liberal Age anew in the
1983 reissue, the intellectual mood in the region was bleak, and not just
in Israeli-occupied Palestine and Lebanon or in war-torn Iraq and Iran.
The inspirational slogans of freedom and revolution had come to be
discredited. As early as 1963, Hannah Arendt lamented that freedom
had become a ruse for imperialism and capitalist domination, while
revolution was recklessly wielded by military plotters and irresponsible
radicals.78 In the 1980s, critical intellectuals in the West were caught off

75 Hourani (1983: IV). Our italics. 76 Eley (1981: 279). 77 Nandy (1983).
78 Arendt (1963).
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guard by the global military and economic assaults launched by Reagan-
ism and Thatcherism, both at home and abroad.79 By the end of the cold
war, liberalism and socialism had been recast as nefarious, alien ideolo-
gies unfit for political emancipation and critical thought in the Arab
world. Only nationalism and Islamism seemed to have survived “the
end of ideology,” in part because both appealed to broad sectors of
society as authentic concepts of change. It is time to explore the four
key concepts that have animated Hourani’s history of the Nahda:
language, mind, freedom and time.80

The Language of the Nahda: Thinking in Arabic

The Arabic language has always been much more dynamic than cer-
tain Eurocentric scholarship would allow.81 Some European Oriental-
ists continue to claim that its sacred function – as the language of the
Quran – can somehow explain Arab underdevelopment.82 A reductive
etymological approach to the study of “Arab culture” proves equally
unconvincing. Bernard Lewis absurdly investigated some of the arcane
roots of contemporary political concepts as a means of diagnosing
Arab political and cultural pathology.83 Rafael Patai’s The Arab Mind
(1973) goes further still, masking racist stereotypes and generalizations
with ostensibly scholarly linguistic determinism. Patai places Arabic-
speakers “under the spell of [a] language” that is prone to repetition,
exaggeration and lying.84 It was precisely this kind of scholarship that
so exasperated Edward Said when he concluded, “[t]he exaggerated
value heaped upon Arabic as a language permits the Orientalist to
make the language equivalent to mind, society, history and nature.
For the Orientalist the language speaks the Arab Oriental, not vice
versa.”85

Polemics about the Arabic language were not only the preserve of
twentieth-century Orientalists and their critics. They had been waged
throughout Arab history and re-emerged forcefully during the Nahda
and, again, during decolonization.86 Indeed, the printed word began to

79 Said (1983), Hall (1988), W. Brown (1999), and Mamdani (2004).
80 Jeff Sacks’ Iterations of Loss: Mutilation and Aesthetic Form, al-Shidyaq to Darwish (2015)

offers an inspired literary-philosophical set of reflections on how the intersection of these
four concepts have shaped the modern Arabic philological imagination.

81 Said (2004).
82 Hanssen (2013) for a critique of one such misconception by Diner (2009).
83 Lewis (1988). For example, the Arabic for thawra – “revolution” – becomes “the rising

of a camel.” See Roger Owen’s chapter for Said’s critique of Lewis in the New York
Review of Books, 12 August, 1982.

84 Suleiman (2013: 220–276). 85 Said (1978: 321). 86 Sacks (2015).

14 Jens Hanssen and Max Weiss

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.002
https://www.cambridge.org/core


change the nature of authority and state power.87 But Arabic book pro-
duction in the nineteenth century also allowed many female Arab scholars
access to knowledge previously restricted to men.88 Mastery of the Arabic
language represented one of most potent and contested sources of
cultural capital for male and female intellectuals of the Nahda.89 Some
of the most visceral public debates of the age took place over the status
of the Arabic language. For some, the Arabic print revolution transformed
Arabic from a sublime language of infinite associations and allusions
that gave erudite listeners and readers heighted sensual experiences,
into a mechanical medium in the service of conveying and embodying
messages of social reform to a mass audience in hastily edited newspapers
and journals.90 Butrus al-Bustani (1819–1883), Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq
(1804–1887) and Ibrahim al-Yaziji (1847–1906), in particular, waged a
protracted personal battle over the essence and purpose of the Arabic
language. It culminated in Ibrahim al-Yaziji’s broad, public critique
of how the sloppy simplicity of “newspaper Arabic” depoeticized the
language and threatened the virtues of traditional Arabic rhyming
prose (sajʿ).91

Jurji Zaydan, al-Yaziji’s fellow Syrian émigré in Cairo and a protagonist
in Thomas Philipp’s Chapter 9, likely realized that al-Yaziji’s critique was
an attack on his own endeavors to reach a mass audience through journal-
ism and popular historical novels. For Zaydan, financial imperatives dove-
tailed with an ideological commitment to his native tongue. He reasoned
that an Arabic print language which was not inflected by Egyptian or
Levantine dialects would travel better to the far corners of an emerging
Arabic-reading public – a veritable Arabic print-capitalist culture.92

Nahda-era thinkers grappled with the sense that they were witnessing an
unfolding divergence between the beautiful language they inherited and its
apparent inability to meditate the reality of social and technological
change. It was Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq – subject of Fawwaz Traboulsi’s
Chapter 6 in this volume – who first noticed the Nahda’s impulse to make
Arabic transparent and commensurable with Western expectations, and
expressed his ambivalence about it in his autobiographical novel Leg over
Leg of 1855.93

87 Mitchell (1988: 153–4). See also Messick’s ground-breaking study of textual authority in
Yemen (1993).

88 On the effect of printed Arabic books and encyclopedias and the gendered conditions of
knowledge production, see Booth (2015).

89 As Sacks (2015) has argued, in the realm of language grammar, encyclopedic knowledge,
literary genres, translation styles and philosophy competed with each other for primacy.

90 Gully (1997). 91 I. al-Yaziji, (1900); Chibli (1950). 92 Philipp (2014).
93 Kilito (2008), Shidyaq (2013).
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In 1896, the Baghdadi scholar, poet and administrator, Jamil Sidqi
al-Zahawi (1863–1936), entered the language debate on the pages of
al-Muqtataf with a provocative proposition: a new Arabic script to
incorporate Kurdish and Turkish phonetics.94 In Egypt, this linguistic
struggle had acquired political significance after the British invasion
in 1882 and subsequent colonial attempts to eliminate literary Arabic
(al-fusha).95 British officials worked hard to institutionalize English as the
official language of Egypt even as they promoted the Cairene colloquial
dialect as the national language.96 In the end the Nahda endowed Arabic
with as many as five new linguistic grades. Between the “purest” classical
Arabic and the “basest” dialect of the illiterate, there also emerged
modern standard Arabic, the highbrow vernacular of intellectuals, and
the educated vernacular.97

Taking her cue from the Moroccan Arabic literary critic, Abdelfattah
Kilito, Shaden Tageldin has pointed out that the persistent debate on
whether translation was a source of alientation or reisistance in Arabic
literature and culture missed the point that from its inception, “the
nahda unfolded in translation: it transported French and English into
Arabic [and thus] appeared to ‘preserve’ Arabic – all the while translat-
ing it.” Ever since Hasan al-ʿAttar’s Maqama Fransis, a poem about
Napoleon’s invasion of Egypt, Arab writers have been both repelled
and seduced by the European colonial project.98 Thus, Ahmad Hasan
al-Zayyat (1885–1968), one of the Egyptian antifascists discussed by
Israel Gershoni in Chapter 11, viewed translation as a patriotic tool
that would help to free Arabic from its vernacular “contaminations”
and create a language that was transparent, robust and therefore quint-
essentially modern.99 As Jeff Sacks reminds us, the Nahda did not
“simply” transform the Arabic language from theocentric to anthropo-
centric and historicist understandings. Rather, the triumphal secular-
ization narrative obfuscated the fact that modern Arabic philology in
general and translation in particular were “conscripted” – the term is
Talal Asad’s as much as David Scott’s – into the epistemological
violence of Orientalism and the juridical violence of the state.100 The
tragedy of this aporia – advocating change invariably internalizes colo-
nial epistemologies, staying the same signals backwardness – was not lost

94 Rizk-Khoury (2001). Like many Arab intellectuals in Bilad al-Sham and Iraq, al-Zahawi
had Kurdish roots.

95 Dupont, (2006: 365–74). 96 Dupont (2010), Z. Fahmy (2011).
97 Badawi and Hinds (1986: 8–12). 98 Colla (2003). 99 Tageldin (2011: 67–72).

100 Sacks (2015).
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onNahdawis even as subsequent commentators have tended to perpetuate
this catch-22.

In historical moments of optimism, the Arabic language has func-
tioned as a renewable source of purification and liberation, in the roman-
tic nationalism of the Baʿth party and its founders, for example.101 At
times of collective despair, by contrast, what once seemed to be the virtue
of pure language reverts to the vice of the primitive, as the Arabic
language itself is blamed for military defeats and economic failures. In
Neopatriarchy, the Palestinian-American political theorist, Hisham Sharabi
(1928–2005), claimed that the “monological” nature of Arabic and the
liminality of bilingual intellectuals account for the dysfunctional socio-
political realities of the Arab world.102 To be sure, words shape concepts
just as discourse constructs reality. The semantic range of words, sentence
structures and language styles affect how communities think about the
world, conduct social relationships and imagine possibilities.103 But more
often than not, signs are appropriated, norms subverted and – following
Wittgenstein – rules of language broken.104

In Arabic Thought, Hourani approached the cognitive role of Arabic
less psychoanalytically than Sharabi. In the Nahda’s great language
debate, he sided with Butrus al-Bustani who “has contributed to the
creation of modern Arabic expository prose, of a language true to its past
in grammar and idiom, but made capable of expressing simply, precisely,
and directly the concepts of modern thought.”105 The title of Hourani’s
own book gestures toward one crucial linguistic aspect of the liberal age:
thinking. The lexical pairing “Arabic thought” suggests that Hourani’s
intellectuals constituted less an ethnic group – as the more widespread
phrase “Arab thought” implies – than a community of discourse based on
a common language context.106 To conceive of language as an invisible
mold that can influence the way people think and perceive challenges not
only cultural essentialism but also the idea that language is a neutral,
universal vessel for conveying information.107

Hourani’s Arabic Thought avoided (self-) Orientalizing myths about the
Arabic language. Instead, he offered a mode of thinking-in-language that
was sensitive to the historical situatedness of the Nahdawis’ critical
inquiries.108 He gave precedence to acts of communication which,

101 al-Azm (1980). 102 Sharabi (1988: ch 7). 103 Berque (1978).
104 Wittgenstein (1953). 105 Hourani (1962: 100).
106 LaCapra (1982), S. Fish (1980), H. White (1987), J. W. Scott (1987), Wuthnow (1989).
107 Caroll, Levinson and Lee (2012). See also Liu (1995: 13-4) and Lucy (1997). On the

polyvalent metaphor of the mold (“al-qalib”), See Sacks (2015: 79).
108 Collingwood (1939). Collingwood’s influence on Hourani will be discussed in

Chapter 2.
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following Habermas, were a key condition for the emergence of a public
sphere and – for better or worse – the hallmark of a liberal order.109

However, if Hourani celebrated al-Bustani for laying ”the true founda-
tions for the modern Arabic language,” the Nahda’s philological mod-
ernization also bore within it the sense of cultural loss and sacrifice
occasioned by generalized ignorance and malfeasance.110

Mind: Arabic Thought Matters

Perhaps the key word in Hourani’s title that Middle East historians took
most for granted is “thought.” The relation between language and
thought is notoriously complex: do the limits of one’s language constitute
the limits of cognition, as the early Wittgenstein postulated? Or, as he
later posited, is language the very fabric of social practice woven into
thought?111 Hourani himself conceived of this relationship in traditional
terms of “ideas,” and scores of historians of ideas and biographers after
1962 continued to treat thought as a self-evident, transparent category of
analysis. Intellectual historians have also tended to mine literature for
information on what writers thought and what context it revealed. But
texts are neither written, nor read, solely in order to express reason or
reality. Although thinking is perhaps the defining activity of the intellec-
tual, reason is only one aspect of the life of the mind. Much of post-
colonial and feminist literature has focused on the colonizing imperative
of reason and insisted that mental activity also includes intuition and
imagination, both of which have been unduly belittled as inferior to
reason since as early as Immanuel Kant.112 Try as some staunch sup-
porters of universal rationality might, reason’s “others” cannot so simply
be relegated to the realm of the irrational or the irrelevant.

When the linguistic turn emerged in the Anglophone humanities in the
1980s, intellectual history lost much of its former status as the “queen of
the historical sciences.”113 As Michel Foucault’s work seeped into North
American academia, concepts of human agency, resistance and con-
sciousness fell out of academic fashion and were largely replaced by
keywords such as identity, deconstruction and discourse.114 Edward

109 Habermas (1961). The Eurocentric normativity of Habermas’s The Transformation of the
Public Sphere makes it a problematic concept in a colonial, non-Western context. But
Hourani was as oblivious as Habermas to the exclusionary nature of the public sphere.
For a feminist critique of Habermas, see N. Fraser (1992). For a critical application of
the public sphere to the Arab context, see, inter alia, Hamzah (2013) and Baghdadi
(2010).

110 Sacks (2015: 79–91) 111 Wittgenstein (1953). 112 Spivak (1999).
113 Darnton (1980: 327). 114 Cusset (2008).
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Said’s fundamental critique of Orientalism as a discipline, a style of
thought and a system of domination –informed by Michel Foucault’s
conceptualization of the power/knowledge nexus – reframed European
colonialism, cultural imperialism and US economic and military domin-
ance in the Arab world in terms of underlying and adaptable discursive
power.115

Arguably the most rigorous and abstract application of colonial dis-
course analysis to Middle East Studies was Timothy Mitchell’s Colonising
Egypt.116 Mitchell interrogated how even before the British occupation of
1882, liberal discourse had produced a “metaphysics of power in the
everyday details” from which neither nineteenth-century Egyptian intel-
lectuals nor twentieth-century scholars have been able to escape. Mitch-
ell elevates the writings of a number of Egyptian intellectuals, most of
whom Hourani mentions only in passing, to key figures in order “to
understand liberalism in its colonial context,” where it generated “a new
conception of space, new forms of personhood, and a new means of
manufacturing the experience of the real.”117 Mitchell’s late-nineteenth-
century Egyptian travelers to Europe recognized how European culture
objectified the “Orient” a generation before Heidegger lamented mod-
ernity’s splitting up of the world into representation and reality. They
were also witness to how the world came to be divided, correspondingly,
into the epistemological and ontological constructions of “the West” and
“the Orient.”

Back in Egypt, however, these same intellectuals appear as mere hand-
maidens of power who assisted the modern Egyptian state in its projects
of social engineering. Their bureaucratic, journalistic and literary work
supported the expansion of Mehmed Ali’s military and corporeal regimes
of discipline into traditionally more civilian fields of production: schools,
farming, urban planning and print culture.118 Arab intellectuals did so
because they embraced a liberalism of personal success even as they
incited fear of moral collapse and menacing crowds, all of which could
be remedied only by a strong modern state. ʿAli Mubarak “Haussman-
nized” Egypt in his literary, educational and urban works; Muhammad
al-Muwaylihi’s masterpiece Hadith ʿIsa ibn Hisham (1907) was a literary
expression of the new bourgeois discourse on social vice and crowded

115 Said (1978). Iskander and Rustem (2010). For Hourani’s reaction to Orientalism and
his relationship with Said, see Piterberg (1997).

116 Mitchell (1988).
117 Ibid. Egyptian intellectuals with European experience, like the technocrat ʿAli Mubarak

(1823–93), the satirist ʿAbdallah al-Nadim (1845–96), and the novelist Muhammad al-
Muwaylihi (1858–1930), populate the first pages of Colonizing Egypt.

118 See also K. Fahmy (1997).
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chaos; and the popular journalist, ʿAbdallah Nadim, was complicit in
rendering Egypt colonizable before the actual British occupation by virtue
of his employment in a European telegraph company.119 Meanwhile, in
Mitchell’s account Syrian and Christian emigrés such as Jurji Zaydan
spread self-Orientalization “under the patronage of the British.”120

After Mitchell’s critique, Nahdawis could no longer be celebrated
as tragic enlightenment voices in the late Ottoman wilderness. But the
link between liberalism and empire is now much more firmly established
than it had been at the time of Mitchell’s writing.121 If Arab intellectual
history had been overly positivist and empiricist, the trend in American
academia to treat thought as an invisible cage hostile to Arab experience
of modernity has its problems, too. In Desiring Arabs, Joseph Massad
makes the original and provocative argument that the Nahda did not
“rediscover” and “popularize” classical Arabic ideas of the Abbasid
period. Rather that Nahda intellectuals from Jurji Zaydan to ʿAbbas
Mahmud al-ʿAqqad censored and pathologized a whole host of authors
who, like Abu Nuwas, deviated from the Nahda’s sense of bourgeois
morality and civilized behavior. Lewd texts, in particular, appeared to
threaten the respectable image that the makers of the Arab liberal age
wanted to project to the West.122

Critics of liberal Arab self-criticism like Massad have done much to
expose as myth the idea that Arabs are uniquely prone to blame others for
their mistakes.123 But Desiring Arabs does much more than that, as it is
bent on charging twentieth-century Arab writers and social activists, espe-
cially self-proclaimed liberals, with “false confessions” – of owning up
to Arab cultural deficits that were either not there to begin with or only
produced by colonial violence. In an atmosphere in which neoconservative
feminists hailed the US-led military invasion of Afghanistan as an act of
women’s liberation and army-issued copies of Patai’s The Arab Mind
helped calibrate American torture techniques of Iraqi men, Massad was
understandably suspicious of any discourse of gender emancipation.124

However, Massad may have underestimated the affective and analytical

119 Upon closer examination, however, Nadim satirized the apparent social power of print
language, often in a hilariously undisciplined and metaphorical vernacular Arabic.
Moreover, rather than a cog in the machinery of state, he was a fugitive for years after
the British invasion who viewed the crowd not as a menace but a safe place to hide from
the police. Gasper (2009).

120 Mitchell (1988: 109, 168–9).
121 See inter alia, Mehta (1997), Chakrabarty (2000), Muthu (2003), Pitts (2005).
122 Massad (2006: 57–94). See also the history of Arabian Nights in Sanders (2008, ch. 3).
123 al-ʿAzm (1967), Patai (1973) and Ajami (1997). For an enjoyably Freudian critique of

self-criticism, see Philipps (2015).
124 Mahmood (2006), Hasso (2007).
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tensions between desire and thought. Nor does he give female (or gay)
Arab intellectuals an opportunity to respond to the masculine and Orien-
talist projections he exposes.125

Tarek El-Ariss’s recent The Trials of Arab Modernity represents
a trenchant response to Massad’s critique of the Nahda’s sexual self-
censorship and civilizational anxiety.126 Even though he too limits
his analysis to male writers, El-Ariss frames real and fictional experi-
ences of Arabs in affect theory in an attempt to get away from “mind-
centric” approaches to modern Arab subjectivity. El-Ariss allows
diverse Arab authors from Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq to Tayyib Salih
(1929–2006) to speak back to the regimes of certainty that colonial
modernity has constructed all around them in ways that are playful,
satirical and ambiguous. Most notably, al-Tahtawi’s famous “Baude-
lairean descriptions” of 1830s Paris were dotted with premodern
poetry – especially Abu Nuwas’s sexually explicit verses. In fact,
Rifaʿa Rafiʿ al-Tahtawi (1801–73) appears to familiarize his Egyptian
audience with the strange ways of the Europeans through such literary
devices.127

The recent upsurge in modern Arabic literary studies on Nahda texts
that El-Ariss’s book represents has begun to chart productive paths out of
the positivist, semanticist and epistemological gridlocks that have – in
very different ways – beset the “thought” paradigm of Arab intellectual
history.128 The “literization” of the Nahda – that is, the transformation of
the Nahda corpus from “inexistence . . . to the condition of litera-
ture”129 – urges us to consider the modes, moods, materialities and
movements of Nahda literature. Previously overlooked, authorial tones
and narrative strategies often articulate the complex interplay between
sense and sensibility, experience and expectation, hope and fear, faith
and fantasy.

These and other literary insights inform Marwa Elshakry’s subtle
critique of the poststructuralist conventions of Arab cultural criticism
in Reading Darwin in Arabic (1860–1950). Drawing on translation

125 In his recent book, Massad (2015) gives another detailed account of the pitfalls of
‘benevolent’ liberalism in the West but continues to reduce the diverse and
contradictory expressions of modern Arabic thought to a litany of internalized
imperialism. For a study of female homosexuality in Islamic history, see Habib
(2007).

126 El-Ariss (2013). 127 El-Ariss (2013: 33).
128 On the rediscovery of the Nahda in modern Arabic literary studies, see the special issues

in JAL 43:2/3 (2012), and MEL 16:3 (2013).
129 Casanova (2005: 127). For an innovative uptake of Casanova’s The World Republic of

Letters, see Dakhli’s chapter in this volume.
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metaphors and methods, she questions whether the epistemological
divide between East and West and the rupture between precolonial and
colonial periods can be totalized. Echoing Fred Cooper’s critique of
the limits of metropolitan colonial studies that “concepts were not only
imposed but engaged and contested,” Elshakry further complicates the
East–West/precolonial–colonial binaries.130 The reception of Charles
Darwin’s theory of evolution – first in Bilad al-Sham, then in Egypt –
affected the writing of history, religious thought and Arabic literature,
but it did not necessarily produce self-alienating and self-Orientalizing
impulses, nor lead inexorably to Arab secularism.131 On the contrary,
while missionaries at the Syrian Protestant College famously sacked
a Darwinian professor in 1882, elsewhere “the Darwinian doctrine”
spurred a revival of Islamic hermeneutics and critical textual exegesis.
The Arab engagement rejuvenated longstanding philosophical debates
that had once exercised Sufis and scholarly luminaries such as
al-Ghazzali (d. 1111) and Ibn Rushd (Averroes, d. 1198) on materialism,
natural theology, logic, and the very nature of knowledge and belief.

Shaykh Husayn al-Jisr (1845–1909) is perhaps the most intriguing
figure among Elshakry’s Arab interpreters of Darwin. Al-Jisr featured
marginally in Hourani’s account as the student of Shaykh Husayn
al-Marsafi (1815-90) in Egypt and the teacher of Rashid Rida
(1865-1935) in Tripoli, Sham; here, he is elevated to the status of an
original thinker and subtle contributor to debates over the distinctions
between evolution, materialism and natural theology that spread
around the globe. Al-Jisr’s refusal to blame the clerical establishment
or to castigate Sufi rituals and practices brought him into conflict with
the Salafi modernism of ʿAbduh and Rida who accused him in al-
Manar for siding with a “useless and wasteful class of sycophants.”
Al-Jisr was not a conservative polemicist like his prolific Beiruti
contemporary Yusuf al-Nabhani (1849–1932), whose popular style of
conservative thought Amal Ghazal discusses in this volume.132 Al-Jisr
saw no need for the kind of radical rationalism that would require one
to deny the existence of what lay beyond the senses, beyond reason
itself, including the supernatural and the miraculous. This was quite
different from ʿAbduh and Rida, who insisted on the absolute rational-
ity of Islam and heaped scorn upon the natural theology of al-Jisr and
al-Nabhani’s creationism alike.133

130 Cooper (2005: 4). 131 Elshakry (2013). 132 See also Grehan (2014).
133 For more critical scholarship on the chimera of the religious/secular divide, see al-

Azmeh (1993); Asad (2003); and Haj (2009).
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Freedom versus Liberalism

Liberalism then is a doctrine of certain necessary kinds of freedom but
also, and essentially, a doctrine of possessive individualism. R.Williams

(1976: 181)

National Liberation is necessarily an act of culture A. Cabral (1979: 143)

There appears to be great confusion today about what Arab liberalism is,
and what constitutes an Arab liberal. Reading Joseph Massad’s essays
since the Arab uprisings, one could be forgiven to believe that liberalism
dominates the Arab world and that Arab liberals are responsible for the
mess in which the region finds itself today.134 The inflationary use of
the term liberal by detractors and acolytes alike has much to do with the
spectre of the West as with the shrinking critical space in the Middle East.
It equates Islamic reform projects with the Rand Corporation, and treats
Arab thinkers who speak of freedom as either neoconservatives or neo-
liberals.135 In moments of hyperbole, it is best to return to the dignified
tone of Hourani.

The term “freedom” only appears on a handful of occasions in Arabic
Thought. The first and only time that Hourani locates it as a call for
political independence came not against Europeans or even Ottoman rule;
neither was it expressed by an urban intelligentsia. Rather, subaltern
community leaders invoked liberty when they convened outside of Beirut
in 1840 to challenge the decade-long Egyptian rule over Bilad al-Sham.
Their patriotic proclamation – the Antilyas Pact – in which, Hourani
admits, European renegades had a hand – marked the region’s “jump into
the modern world of mass movements and national spirit.”136 The second
time Hourani recorded the explicit expression of freedom was when Khayr
al-Din al-Tunisi credited “Europe’s strength and prosperity [with] polit-
ical institutions based on justice and freedom.”137 A little later, Butrus
al-Bustani’s series of pamphlets, Nafir Suriyya extolled the virtues of
religious freedom and equality against the traumatic experience of the civil
war in Mt. Lebanon and Damascus in 1860.138 A few dozen pages later,
the Egyptian constitutionalist Ahmad Lutfi al-Sayyid acquired from his
“Western masters” the idea of freedom from “unnecessary control by the

134 JosephMassad, “The Destructive Legacy of Arab Liberals,” in http://electronicintifada.net/
content/destructive-legacy-arab-liberals/14385

135 www.opendemocracy.net/5050/lama-abu-odeh/holier-than-thou-antiimperialist-
versus-local-activist/.

136 Hourani (1962: 61). For a less Euro-centric reading of this and preceding rural
uprisings, see Havemann (1983).

137 Hourani (1962: 90) 138 Ibid., 101.
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State” and the freedom to “write, talk, publish and associate” as “‘the
necessary food of our life.’”139 Finally, in a passage that we reproduced at
the beginning of this introduction, Hourani deploys the term to define
how he himself understood liberalism referring in particular to “the duty of
government to be the protection of freedom.”

The emancipation of women was foundational to the Nahda, far beyond
Hourani’s and Massad’s singular figure of Qasim Amin (1863–1908).
Stephen Sheehi, whose Foundations of Arab Identity (2004) may be credited
with inaugurating the subfield of “Nahda-studies” in North America,
demonstrated how a generation before this French-trained Egyptian
lawyer published his patronizing paeans to modern family values, male
writers such as Ahmad Ibn Abi Diyaf (1804–74), Butrus al-Bustani,
Francis Marrash and others had postulated the education and emancipa-
tion of women as a bellwether of Arab modernity. With the proliferation
of Arabic newspapers in the 1870s, serialized romance novels championed
male and female protagonists who could then be appropriated as national
“treasures” for the way they overcame the temptations of Westernization
and patriarchal adversity to marry for “true love.”140

In the context of lively debates about the “new Muslim woman” in
fin-de-siècle Cairo, the much-quoted champion of modern female
domesticity, Qasim Amin, argued that the human passions of selfishness
and bigotry had to be replaced by “sensible emotions.” It was precisely
the civilizing mission of intellectuals to transform young Egyptians’
knowledge of their rational autonomy – acquired in recent years through
the growth of tarbiya (“Bildung”) – into the intentional enactment of
freedom “in public.” By contrast, one of Amin’s many female critics,
Malak Hifni al-Nassif (1886–1918), insisted that women’s agency was
not conditional on unveiling and attendant exposures of the female body.
Nor did women’s emancipation depend on being granted access to the
public realm by magnanimous men. Rather, femininity was already
constituted publicly by virtue of its manifest privateness.141 In other
words, women’s freedom should not be a ruse for men to manufacture
ideal femininity and hetero-normativity but ought to be based on their
right to be the way they are.142

Such debates remain unresolved until today not least because it has
become apparent that the private domain is no less historically con-
structed than the public sphere, and that the privacy of the home hardly
protects women from patriarchal violence. But they do clarify the meth-
odological challenges that writing the history of female Arab intellectuals

139 Ibid., 173. 140 Sheehi (2004: 76–106). 141 Noorani (2010: 134–46).
142 Badran (1995).
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present. The conventional focus on the lives of individuals has tended to
disadvantage women, whose literary and historical archives are much
more precarious than those of their male counterparts. As social historian
Judith Tucker has reminded us, “the exclusive attention to the formal
sphere ends in the search for a few female historical actors: the ‘women
worthies’ which have achieved the status of honorary men.”143 She insists
that, despite their namelessness, women who organized protests and
engaged the state, have historically also been makers of intellectual
history. In colonial situations as in many others, women are caught in
webs of patriarchy. They may stand in as the essence of national identity
and moral probity but also represent the source of national anxiety.144

One of the most prolific historians of early Arab feminism, Marilyn
Booth, has long argued that a thriving women’s press had developed a
generation before Huda Shaʿarawi’s iconic removal of her veil on the
steps of Cairo Station in 1923. In her Chapter 7 she reminds us that
Amin’s Emancipation of Women “did not spring from a discursive
vacuum,” and she calls for paying closer attention to “the thick under-
brush of unsung intellectual ferment to which liberalism’s most recog-
nized interlocutors responded.” In light of archival silences on Arab
women, literary exegesis of texts by men and women can reveal the
unrecorded gender dynamics of everyday life. As Leyla Dakhli argues
in Chapter 13, women are individual, relational and performative cat-
egories of historical analysis. Her chapter treats two books, one written by
the early Lebanese feminist Nazira Zayn al-Din (1908–76) and the other
by the lesser-known Syrian lawyer and liberal social critic, Kazem al-
Daghistani (d. 1980), not as isolated expressions of “thought,” but as
windows onto an intensely fought discursive struggle over gender roles,
social status, religious authority and the meaning of freedom in the
colonial context of the French Mandate.

If, for the longest time, modern Arab intellectual history has focused
on the effects of the elites’ encounter with European metropoles, recent
studies on subaltern, nonmetropolitan and, indeed, extra-European
encounters have opened up the possibility of radical ideas of freedom
criss-crossing all shores of the Mediterranean, the Red Sea and Indian
Ocean.145 In Khuri-Makdisi’s The Eastern Mediterranean and the Making
of Global Radicalism, anarchist activists staged plays in theaters in which
anticlerical, gender-equality and labour-rights ideas were performed.
Workers organized strikes and protest rallies as early nationalists,

143 Tucker (1986: 9).
144 E. Thompson (2000); Fleischman (2003); Baron (2005); Pollard (2005).
145 Bayly and Fawaz (2002), Gelvin and Green (2014).
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especially in Egypt, began to mobilize class consciousness against Euro-
pean financial encroachment.146

The transnational nature of radical Arab political networks shaped
both the extent of their surprising compatibility with the liberal age as
well as the limits of their challenges to the status quo. Established liberal
newspapers such as the Egyptian newspaper, al-Hilal ran sympathetic
accounts of evolutionary socialism – espoused by Eduard Bernstein in
Germany and the Webbs in Britain, and adopted by Salama Musa
(1887–1958) in interwar Egypt. Revolutionary socialism or direct action,
however, found support only in smaller, often clandestine Ottoman
newspapers such as al-Nur (“the Light”) and al-Hurriyya (“Freedom”)
in the aftermath of the Young Turk Revolution of 1908. In this atmos-
phere, freemasonry and antiimperialism shared considerable common
ground in Arab intellectual circles. Moreover, social justice advocacy and
anarchism – the struggle to eliminate private property and class differ-
ence – held the greatest appeal among Arab migrant workers, diasporic
thinkers and local intellectuals who were committed to “educating the
masses.” In particular, Spanish and Italian anarchists who sought refuge
in North African and Ottoman port cities radicalized the ideas of mutual
aid and corporatism that had been introduced to the Arab public in the
newspaper debates over evolution. Kropotkin’s influential critique of
Social Darwinism, Mutual Aid: A Factor in Evolution (1890–96), was
translated into Arabic soon after it appeared in book form in 1902 and
widely read in Beirut, Alexandria and Cairo.147

Such political agitation for freedom from state repression and for the
freedom to bring about an alternative socioeconomic order may still have
only been sporadic in the fin de siècle. But it began to connect Afro-
Asian intellectuals to a degree that caused great anxiety in imperial
Europe and among patriarchal nationalists in the insipient Third World
alike.148 In all of these instances, ambivalence about liberalism is appar-
ent. In The Crisis of the Arab Intellectual, Abdallah Laroui noticed the
apparent contradiction that resistance to colonialism was also a rebellion
against liberalism; the colonial situation had quite simply pitted freedom
against liberalism.149 Like Hourani, Laroui draws on one of the last
Nahda intellectuals and the first to break with the liberal age in 1948.
Constantine Zurayk (1909–2000) was a Greek Orthodox Christian from

146 Khuri-Makdisi (2010). See also Lockman (1994), and Joel Beinin’s contribution to
Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).

147 Khuri-Makdisi (2010).
148 See Aydin’s chapter and Aydin (2007); Bayly and Fawaz (2002); Westad (2010);

Hanssen (2015).
149 See also his 1981 essay “The Concept of Freedom.”
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Damascus who studied medieval Islamic history at AUB and Chicago
before receiving his PhD in Oriental Languages and Literatures from
Princeton University in 1930. A translator of al-Miskawayh’s Ethics and
Nöldecke’s history of the Ghassanids, Zurayk spent most of his life as
professor of Arab history on the AUB campus where – as Hanssen’s
chapter will show – he had a formative influence on his younger
colleague, Albert Hourani. Before 1948, he briefly served as a Syrian
diplomat to the US and the UN and after the Nakba as rector of
Damascus University.150

Hourani concluded Arabic Thought with a discussion of Zurayk’s col-
lection of essays, National Consciousness (1939) that came to radicalize a
generation of young Arab students who were inspired by the idea that
Arab nationalism was both a source of personal conviction and of histor-
ical responsibility.151 Laroui, too, launched his account of Arab intellec-
tuals with reference to Zurayk’s work: We and History (1959) encouraged
Zurayk’s readers to view Arab history not as a burden to be endured
fatalistically but as a motivation to act in the present and with an eye to
shaping the future. Here was a call to the new generation to have the
courage to intervene in the historical process. Zurayk argued that
even though the Arabs could not escape history, the past neither prede-
termined their future nor exonerated those responsible for the current
state of affairs.152 Catastrophes were key in the emergence of historical
consciousness and the failure to face them was “even deadlier to a people
than are the catastrophes themselves.”153

The loss of Palestine was at the forefront of Zurayk’s mind after
1948.154 His The Meaning of the Disaster (1948) was simultaneously
a sort of Arabic J’Accuse and What Is To Be Done concerning the
real causes and dire consequences of the military defeat and the cre-
ation of the state of Israel on Arab lands. Zurayk inveighed against
Arab complacency, arguing that no amount of grandiloquent rhetoric
from Arab leaders could mask the fact that the Zionist movement was
much better equipped and had fought with far greater conviction than
the Arab armies. The first order of overcoming the catastrophe that had
led to the expulsion of nearly three-quarters of a million of Palestinans
from their homes was to “acknowledge the terrifying strength of the
enemy,” to take responsibility and to learn from one’s own mistakes.
The duty of the thinker was to channel the “cacophony” of the politic-
ally conscious youth who are impatient for action. As “creative elites,”
they should become Sufi-like – not in terms of their asceticism but

150 al-ʿAzmeh (2003: 12–92). 151 Hourani (1962: 309–10).
152 al-ʿAzmeh (2003: 167–81). 153 Laroui (1976:29). 154 Laroui (1976: 29–32).
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rather because they need to immerse themselves organically “in the
larger entity of the fatherland.”155

Thus far Zurayk’s remedies would have been familiar to inhabitants of
the liberal age. But the crisis for Zurayk was not merely humanitarian,
economic or political—it was existential. Improving military and eco-
nomic performance or propaganda efforts, however necessary, would
not suffice to “preserve the Arab being.”156 Nor was mere “knowledge”
enough to face down the challenge. Knowledge needed to be converted
into consciousness and from there, consciousness into action. The age
of “total war,” which the “Zionist people” had exported from Europe,
involved not just regular troops but the mobilization of society as a
whole. Arabs, too, needed popular participation. The point of departure
were the revolutionary cadres – “able workers and creative leaders” –

who should move, much like Mao’s guerillias, among the people as fish
swim in the sea, and who would commit themselves to “building states,
creating nations and making history.”157 They should learn from the
Zionist movement which crafted a nation-state with sheer will-power.
Self-interest, not lofty goals and meek requests for rights and justice
needed to govern the struggle. If in the process, reform efforts were
suspended, funds diverted from education, public works and agriculture,
it would be worth the price. An existential Arab crisis called for totalizing
measures.158

A new and “‘unattached’ Arab intelligentsia of Palestinian origin”
emerged in the 1950s and 1960s to heed Zurayk’s call for an unflinching
self-assessment, an indictment of liberal complacency and an embrace of
armed struggle.159 While most Palestinians were too traumatized to think
beyond escape and survival, Zurayk’s students at the AUB came to the
conclusion that they needed to form clandestine cells to incite popular

155 Zurayk (1956: 44). 156 Ibid. 27. 157 Ibid. 44.
158 In a letter to Albert Hourani who had inquired about his critique of Zionism in Maʿana

al-nakba, Zurayk explained his thinking behind his “introspective” essay: “I was not so
much concerned with the strength of the Zionists as I was with the weakness of the
Arabs. And I was, I believe, much harsher on my own people – kings, presidents,
leaders, etc. – than I was on the Zionists. . . . The idea I wished to bring out was the
one you expressed so well in your letter, namely how and why these scattered groups of
Zionists with their varied origins were able to overcome the externally imposing Arab
states. However, if it is to be taken in a derogatory sense, I do not feel apologetic at all.
The Zionists ought to be the last people to protest against this – their houses being of
very thin glass indeed. The systematic campaign of calumnity which they have carried
out against us, and in which some of their eminent scholars have taken part, should have
stirred their conscience. Instead of this, they turn their weapons against us. They have
the time and and the men to do the digging, and we don’t.” The Constantine Zurayq
Archival Papers, Jafet Library, AUB, “Zurayk to Hourani, December 29, 1959.”

159 Kazziha (1975).
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mobilization for Arab unity and against Arab governments. The radical
age was born out of the ashes of the Nakba and the liberal author of The
Meaning of the Disaster provided one path of liberation for the next
generation to follow.160

Arab Time: Periodization, Temporality, Generations, and Events

Contemporaneity means a state of being subjected to similar influences
rather than a mere chronological datum. K. Mannheim (1923)

Israel Gershoni has argued that Albert Hourani “introduced time to
Middle Eastern intellectual history.”161 Taking this insight a step further
and drawing on Ernest Bloch’s concept of “anticipatory consciousness,”
we propose that during the Nahda, Arab intellectuals endowed gener-
ations with a purpose-consciousness that turned the coincidence of
common years of birth into a form of generational kinship and a socio-
political force.162 After all, the sobriquet of one of Hourani’s favorite
liberal Egyptians, Ahmad Lutfi al-Sayyid, was “the teacher of the gener-
ation” – “ustadh al-jil”. This generational movement involved curating
a genealogy of knowledge as well as the memory of their intellectual
predecessors. For example, in a moving eulogy to the female, neoclas-
sical poet Warda Nasif al-Yaziji (1838–1924), the Palestinian-born,
Cairo-based salonnière and student of Lutfi al-Sayyid’s, May Ziadeh
(1886–1941) distinguished between two groups of intellectuals (lit. “cre-
ative geniuses”): on the one hand, there are those who are not recognized
because they were ahead of their time, and, on the other, those who were
a product of their environment and spoke the language of their time.163

Ziadeh placed Qasim Amin in the first category, and a female poet like
Warda al-Yaziji in the second. Ziadeh’s positive characterization of Amin
aside, she has made two important observations that we need to factor
into our analysis: first she recognized that modern intellectuals are
defined by temporality; and second, she criticized that the most Arab
women could hope for was to meet the spirit of the age, while men were
free to be “ahead of their time.”

Reinhart Koselleck’s idea that human perception of historical time
is differentiated by shared spaces of experience, horizons of expectations
and lived events helps to avoid the homogenizing effect of “Zeitgeist

160 See Takriti’s chapter in Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).
161 Gershoni (2006: 155). 162 Bloch (1959).
163 Badran and cooke (1990: 240–43). On Ziadeh, see also Khaldi (2012).
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history.”164 While we are going to propose to re- and subperiodize
Hourani’s very long nineteenth century, Koselleck’s real insights have
to do with how multiple lived temporalities defy and compete with the
neat periodizations of historians and how, for all their interdependence,
history and language ought not to be conflated, pace poststructuralism
and discourse analysis.165

The first two chapters of Arabic Thought – “The Islamic State” and
“The Ottoman Empire” – introduce the sedimented political and reli-
gious reservoir that the Nahda turned into its archive.166 Although
Hourani’s subsequent chapters relate ideas to the times in which they
circulated, the book emits an almost bucolic atmosphere of intellectual
calm and cultural continuity throughout the upheavals of the liberal age.
Compared to the revolutionary fervor and hyperbolic rhetoric of the mid-
twentieth century the period from 1860 to 1914 may indeed appear, as
one historian of Lebanon put it, the time of “the long peace.”167 Hourani
does capture the “slow knowledge” that the Nahda built up. But, as On
Barak reminds us, such historical representations also underplay the
emergence of multiple speeds of change that shaped the Nahdawis’
sometimes panicked discourse of progress and belatedness.168

Although Arabic Thought’s title signals 1798 as an epochal event,
Ottoman contact with the French enlightenment and revolution as well
as the Egyptian student mission to Paris in the 1820s were ultimately
more significant in Hourani’s analysis than the arrival of Napoleonic
forces on Egyptian soil. Still, 1798 persisted to animate what in Chapter 6
Fawwaz Traboulsi critically calls “the spark theory” of modern Arab
intellectual history. This theory of Arab modernity was first called
into question by new social historians. In his explosive Islamic Roots of
Capitalism, Peter Gran presented an alternative history by placing the
social history of ideas, specifically a biography of Tahtawi’s teacher,
Hasan al-ʿAttar (1766–1835), in relation to the transformation of Egypt’s
political economy.169 Inspired by Maxime Rodinson’s essay Islam and
Capitalism, which had refuted culturalist explanations for the widening
economic gap between the Middle East and the West,170 Gran’s book
contains a number of important insights that continue to animate our
pursuit of modern Arab intellectual history.

He argued that any so-called Arab liberal age must be understood as
being deeply rooted in the eighteenth century. In Gran’s account, the
Maturid polymath and hadith scholar, Muhammad Murtada al-Zabidi

164 Kosellek (2002: 115–30). 165 Koselleck (1989). 166 See Bou Ali (2012).
167 Akarli (1993). 168 Barak (2013). 169 Peter Gran (1998).
170 Rodinson (1966).
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(1732–91), who arrived in Cairo from South Asia in 1767, was the
intellectual bedrock of “the nineteenth-century scientific outlook of
such figures like Hasan al-ʿAttar [, ʿAbd al-Rahman al-Jabarti] and Rifaʿa
al-Tahtawi.”171 Moreover, Napoleon’s invasion, and the political
instability that ensued, nearly extinguished the cultural revival of the
1780s. Al-ʿAttar’s travels from Cairo to Damascus and Istanbul illumin-
ated a certain division of intellectual labour across the Ottoman Empire
well before the state reforms – or Tanzimat period. In Istanbul Naqsh-
bandi and Khalwati Sufi orders “were oriented towards the sciences,
history and government services” while “[o]rganically commercial . . .
Damascus . . . was the freer literary environment.” By contrast, Cairo
was a magnet for Sufis from Bilad al-Sham and North Africa who vied
with one another in the theological-juridical and literary domains.172

Many Sufi orders and Muslim reformers who came to settle in Istanbul,
Damascus or Cairo hailed from Delhi and the wider Mughal empire.
Mughal Sufis themselves had been shaped by earlier contact with Portu-
guese travellers and merchants and, as such, were distant transmitters of
the philosophy of Muslim Spain. As Nile Green and others have argued
recently, such global and quotidian circulations expand the scope of
investigation from a one- or two-way traffic of thought to a labyrinth of
intellectual paths which passed through Europe but did not necessarily
originate there.173

Gran’s method of treating literary texts and theological tracts as
indices of socioeconomic change and evolving political structures
incurred the wrath and ridicule among some senior Orientalists and
social historians of his day.174 Nevertheless, the periodization and struc-
ture of our book reflects the reorientation Gran inaugurated and that our
late colleague C.A. Bayly’s magisterial The Birth of the Modern World
globalized175: the late eighteenth century provided the historical condi-
tions for Middle Eastern socioeconomic, political, cultural and intellec-
tual transformations, even as we recognize that the shape these took owed
much to the encounter with the West. In Chapter 3, Dina Rizk Khoury
takes us to the Ottoman provinces of Baghdad and Basra where a series
of military crises ushered in intellectual confrontations between

171 Gran (1998: 54). See also Reichmuth (2009). 172 Ibid. 102.
173 Green (2011). See also A.G. Frank (1998).
174 Philologists, like Frederick de Jong, could not fathom that “secular culture” might

emerge from eighteenth-century Islamic intellectual history. Social historians, like
Gabriel Baer, lacked the imagination to accept that socioeconomic change could be
measured by analogous shifts in Islamic theology and Arabic literature. Gran (1998:
xliii–xlix).

175 Bayly (2004).
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Ottomans and Safavids, local and transnational Sufis and Wahhabi
zealots from the Arabian peninsula. Cemil Aydin’s Chapter 4 begins
with late eighteenth-century Russian and British expansions into Muslim
territories in the Crimea and India respectively to argue, counterintui-
tively, that it was not until the Russo–Ottoman War of 1878 and the
British occupation of Egypt in 1882 that the logic of interimperial nego-
tiations was replaced by a civilizational discourse of enmity. Chapter 5
also prioritizes the Ottoman political context over the European “spark”
model. Here, Thomas Philipp identifies the political negotiations
between Eastern Anatolian notables and the Ottoman sultan in 1808 as
intellectual seeds for an enduring rule-of-law discourse in the Middle
East. Finally, C.A. Bayly’s comparison of the Indian and Arab liberal
ages in Chapter 12 substantiates the Asian context for modern Arab
intellectual history.

Taken together these insights are crucial to rebuilding intellectual
history anew and situating the circulation of ideas in material and quo-
tidian culture, educational background, class formation and the political
economy of literary production. Indeed, the incorporation of the Eastern
Mediterranean into the orbit of colonial capitalism fundamentally
restructured the perception of nature and time in the Middle East.
Technological and transport revolutions such as the steamship and rail-
roads accelerated; the creeping commercialization of property relations
and the commodification of agriculture facilitated the further integration
of the region into global markets and late Victorian scarcity-regimes.176

In the rush generated by harbingers of modernity like tramways, teleg-
raphy, clocktowers and timetables, city-time was no longer “passed” but
“spent” as Nahdawis came to judge the slow time of religious festivals,
traditional leisure pursuits and coffee-house dwelling as symptoms of
cultural and moral deficiency.177

Historical narratives of cultural malaise have existed since the
sixteenth-century when Ottoman scribal elites felt that the political trans-
formations of the empire threatened their political future.178 The Nahda
discourse of cultural revival and enlightenment, too, was premised on the
chimera of decline and decadence, but unlike both their Ottoman prede-
cessors and their European contemporaries, they staked their future
on change – cast predominantly in a reformist mold.179 Nahdawis

176 Wallerstein & Islamoglu (1987); Salzmann (1993, 2004); M. Davis (2001).
177 Hanssen (2002), Schielke, (2007).
178 These narratives have erroneously been taken as factual evidence for the onset of a

wholesale “Oriental decline” by twentieth-century Orientalists. Abou-El-Haj (1991).
179 Sacks (2007), Fieni (2012).
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contrasted a technologically encroaching West with a native culture that
had abandoned the vigorous scientific outlook of the past which had
made Europe’s advancement possible in the first place. In his famous
public debate with Ernest Renan of 1883, Jamal al-Din al-Afghani
responded to Renan’s claims of Arabs’ and Muslims’ inherent hostility
to science that current cultural decline was merely temporary. Muslim
regeneration would be possible in the near future by raising “proper”
Islamic consciousness. In fact, as Hourani noticed, in Afghani’s rhetoric
“Christianity had failed – he took Renan’s word for it; but Islam, being
neither irrational nor intolerant, could save the secular world from that
revolutionary chaos, the memory of which haunted French thinkers of his
time.”180 But as recent studies of the debate have argued, al-Afghani’s
critique all too readily accepted the false premise that European superior-
ity was based on science and reason – rather than on economic and
military might derived from the Atlantic slave trade – because he shared
Renan’s concepts of time and civilization.181

From Salim al-Bustani’s widely read editorials “Why are we in the state
of delay?” and “Our delay is cultural and material and therefore in the
organization of the social body,”182 to Shakib Arslan’s serialized question-
and-answer articles on “Why are Muslims delayed?” in al-Manar in
1929,183 Nahdawis grappled with what Paul Virilio called “dromological”
differences of modernity.184 In other words, they were acutely aware that
their society was exposed to a dynamic and globally competitive environ-
ment. Arab civilization may have lagged behind Europe’s, another of
Salim Bustani’s editorials opined, but in the European racialized cartog-
raphy he and many Nahdawis all too readily adopted, it was in a middling
position compared to “less civilized” Asian and African civilizations.185

Nahdawis more generally employed belatedness as a “wake-up” call and
insisted on Arab coevalness with Europe at the price of weighing down the
Nahda with the burden of constant self-criticism.186

180 Hourani (1962: 123). On Renan’s Christianity, Orientalism and Semitism, see Said
(1978: 137–48) and Anidjar (2008: 30–2).

181 Massad (2006: 11–14); Fieni (2012).
182 Salim al-Bustani, “Limadha nahnu fi al-taʾakhkhur?” al-Jinan, 1 (1870), 162–164, and

ibid., “Taʾakhkhurna huwa adabi wa maddi ay fi intizam al-hayʾa al-ijtimaʿiyya,” al-
Jinan August 15, 1873. On the concept of “the social body” in Mandate Palestine, see
Sherene Seikaly’s chapter.

183 Arslan (1944). 184 Virilio (1977). See also Kern (1983).
185 Salim al-Bustani, “Markazuna,” al-Jinan (1872). In Salim al-Bustani (1990: 207–8).
186 Here, we respond to Fabian’s concept of “the denial of coevalness” (1983: 31). It is

worth noting that the temporal concept of “taʾakhkhur” (delay or belateness) preceded
the term “inhitat” (decline) which Zaydan adopted in his later works, and is not
synonymous with the spatial concept of “al-takhalluf” (backwardness) which gained
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The continuity inherent in Hourani’s generational analysis glossed
over a number of profound ruptures in his Arabic liberal age. The first
epistemic break in the Nahda was caused by the civil wars in Mt. Lebanon
and Damascus of 1860. Not only was the violence between neighbours
heart-wrenching but it contravened what eye-witnesses like Khalil Khuri
and the Bustanis viewed as the progressive “spirit of the age.”187 The
events injected a sense of moral urgency and social responsibility into
Beirut’s literary circles. For many, the antidote to prevent 1860 from
happening again was to become fully engaged in the Ottoman reform
project. In the following two decades, Beiruti literati fashioned them-
selves as public intellectuals who campaigned for seats on the municipal
council but also founded new schools, philanthropic societies and
printing presses. In newspapers they called “The Garden of News,”
“Fruits of the Arts” and especially the Bustanis’ “horticultural trio” –

the monthly journal al-Jinan (“The Gardens”), al-Janna (“lit. the
garden, but also Paradise”), and al-Junayna (“Little Garden”),188 they
conceived of politics in a decidedly botanical imagination. The ubiquity
of the public garden indexes both modern urban planning ideals in the
Arab provincial capitals of the late Ottoman empire and this generation
of intellectuals’ self-view as cultural landscapers of the social world.189

Botanical metaphors of politics lost traction in the early 1880s when the
French and British invasions of Tunis, Egypt and Sudan coincided with
the diffusion of Darwinian theory of evolution. Shibli Shumayyil
(1850–1917), a key intellectual in Arabic Thought, represented an Arab
version of evolutionary socialism which shaped the way secular Nahdawis
narrated Arab development and civilizational anxiety.190 Born into a
Roman Catholic family, Shumayyil was educated in a variety of missionary
schools in Beirut. He studied with Ibrahim al-Yaziji, as well as at the Syrian
Protestant College (SPC, later AUB), where he was drawn to the sciences,
studied medicine and graduated in the first cohort of 1871. His prolonged
stays in Paris and Istanbul in the 1870s exposed him to French Enlighten-
ment thought and German scientific materialism, particularly that of
Ludwig Büchner.191 He moved to Egypt in 1876, where he opened a
medical practice and became an influential journalist. In al-Muqtataf and
elsewhere, he expounded his Darwinian ideas of spontaneous generation

popularity when psychological approaches took over Marxist critiques of colonialism in
the 1970s. See Sing (2012).

187 B. Bustani, Nafir Suriyya (1860–61); K. al-Khuri (1863); Salim al-Bustani, “Ruh al-
ʿasr,” al-Jinan (1870); ibid., “al-Ruh al-ʿasr: al-musawa wa fasl al-din wa al-dawla,”al-
Jinan (1872). In Salim al-Bustani (1990: 96–9, 221–23).

188 Tibawi (1961: 179). 189 Hanssen (2009), Holt (2013).
190 Massad (2006: 24–25). 191 Fakhry (1991) and S. Ziadeh (1991).

34 Jens Hanssen and Max Weiss

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.002
https://www.cambridge.org/core


and matter-in-motion as the source of human history and social transform-
ation. Despite the controversial status of his scientific and political views –
in 1896 he informed Sultan Abdülhamid II that the Ottoman empire
lacked science, justice and liberty192 – he was a popular figure in a range
of Cairene intellectual circles, from May Ziadeh’s salon to Rashid Rida’s
al-Manar editorial group.193 His views reached a global Arabic public
including émigré communities across the Atlantic.194

Hourani also hardly accounted for World War I as an epochal caesura
even though from 1914 to 1918 the great famine decimated the population
of Bilad al-Sham; Ottoman authorities hung for treason almost the entire
leadership of the Arab Congress that had convened in Paris in 1913; and
four hundred years of Ottoman rule came to an abrupt end. Instead,
Hourani the historian of ideas was focused on a pivotal text and its author.
ʿAli ʿAbd al-Raziq’s Islam wa-usul al-hukm Islam and the Foundations of Rule
(1925) offered a highly contested but, as far as Hourani was concerned,
sensible interpretation of modern Islam.195 ʿAbd al-Raziq (1888–1966)
reasoned that it would be better for Islam to stay out of modern state politics
and that, historically, the Caliphate was “a plague for Islam and the
Muslims, a source of evils and corruption.”196 ʿAbd al-Raziq was ostracized
in Egypt and the wider Muslim world, and Hourani clearly underestimated
the popularity of conservative clerics during his liberal age, as Amal Ghazal
points out in her Chapter 8.197 Nevertheless, in today’s time when global,
sectarian Islamists violently seek to establish a caliphate in Iraq and Syria,
Islam and the Foundations of Rule remains a cogent, historically based and
pious argument against a state based on religious principles.

Although Hourani famously posited the Egyptian polymath and con-
temporary of ʿAbd al-Raziq, Taha Husayn, as the great synthesis of the
Nahda and “the logical end” of the second generation of Lebanese
Christian Nahdawis, he glossed over the profound impact that his On
Pre-Islamic Poetry had on the time frames of Islamic historiography
and Arabic philology. Husayn’s source-critical method and skeptical
approach to canonical knowledge not only challenged religious certi-
tude – a line of inquiry that had been opened and closed during the
Antun-Abduh debate of 1903–4. His privileging of literary criticism also

192 Hourani (248). 193 Hourani (1962: 248–53), M. ElShakry (2013: 103–119).
194 Khater (2001); Dakhli (2009); Fahrenthold (2014).
195 Hourani (1962: 183–88). For the only translation of the text to date, see Charles

C. Adams’ unpublished Chicago University PhD thesis (1928). He rendered ʿAbd al-
Raziq’s full title as Islam and the Fundamentals of Authority: A Study of the Caliphate and
Government in Islam.

196 Hourani (1962: 185).
197 In his 1983 preface, Hourani regretted this omission. See Hourani (1983: viii–ix).
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interrupted those curatorial impulses of the Nahda that understood Arab
history as cumulative and accumulatable. Published the year before
Heidegger’s Being and Time so productively destabilized European phil-
osophy, Taha Husayn’s rereading of “pre-Islamic poetry” offered an
philosophical experiment of his own.198

According to Leyla Dakhli, the Young Turk Revolution of 1908 was
an even more formative event in Arab intellectual history than World
War I, one which Hourani underrepresented, too. Writing against the
historiographical convention, particularly in British and French aca-
demia to treat the Mandate (or interwar) period as a self-contained and
effectively Eurocentric unit of study, her and other recent studies, show
how 1908 galvanized Arab intellectuals from different political persua-
sions and age groups to produce a collective revolutionary spirit.199 In
Chapter 13, Dakhli invites us to revisit initial Arab enthusiasm for the
Young Turk Revolution in the fading light of the 2011 uprisings in
Tunisia and Egypt. Thomas Philipp insists that the Nahdawis identified
this as an Ottoman Revolution and demonstrates in Chapter 9 that Arab
delegates to the Ottoman parliament were some of the most radical
politicians in Istanbul.200 United by growing concern over the Turkifica-
tion of the bureaucracy and schools, liberal delegates from the Arab
provinces pressured the Ottoman parliament to defend the federal ideal
of the constitution.201 The Jerusalem Ottoman parliamentary represen-
tative Ruhi al-Khalidi (1864–1913) and his cohort of Arab provincial
delegates (discussed in Chapter 9) inspired a new generation of intellec-
tuals in Bilad al-Sham who came of age between 1908 and World War
I. The memory of the revolution was promoted in literary societies like
the “Arabic Nahda Society” which turned Damascus into the proverbial
“beating heart of Arab nationalism” and spawned other clandestine
organizations that helped launch the Arab Revolt during World War I.202

The political consensus among the 1908 generation would begin to
break down in the post-Ottoman order, descending into open discord
and disarray amidst the Great Syrian Revolt of 1925–27.203 But ‘events’
like the “Ottoman Revolution” were generation-defining moments in

198 Many of his contemporary and subsequent critics rejected his reading on account of his
European training. But as Sacks (2015: 120–25) insists, both Husayn’s champions and
dectrators miss the mournful tentativeness in his argumentation.

199 Dakhli (2009); see also Watenpaugh (2006).
200 See also Kayali (1997), and Praetor (1993). 201 Saab (1958).
202 Perhaps one of the biggest lacunae of Hourani’s Egypt-centered discussion of Muslim

reformism was Arabic Thought’s total silence on the Syrian Salafi-Arabist nexus that al-
Qasimi and al-Khatib represented. Recent scholarship by Commins (1990), Weisman
(2001), Gelvin (2004) and many others have filled this gap.

203 Provence (2007).
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Arab intellectual history. In this sense, Arab intellectuals continue to
keep alive the spirit of previous revolutionary moments (Istanbul 1876,
Cairo 1879, Istanbul 1908, Egypt 1919, Syria 1925, Palestine 1936,
Cairo 1952, Damascus, Baghdad and Beirut 1958, etc.).

Inferences

Our introduction has sketched the broad conceptual, historiographical
and biographical contours of the Nahda using Albert Hourani’s Arabic
Thought in the Liberal Age as a vanishing point. As the following chapters
demonstrate, there exists an inextricable, even symbiotic relationship
between intellectual history and liberal thought. Recognizing this link
does not mean endorsing it, and the contributors collectively move away
from the dissemination of ideas model of Hourani’s times. Whereas
Hourani had “wanted to catch, by close attention to what [Arab intellec-
tuals] wrote, echoes of the European thinkers whose books they had read
or heard about, and so to discover . . . the point at which certain ideas
entered into intellectual discourse in Arabic,”204 this book demonstrates
that not all ideas in the modern Arab world come from Europe, neither
are they all liberal ones, nor did the appropriation of liberal ideas from
Europe lead to carbon copies in the Middle East.

Understanding these metamorphoses of ideas requires a contextualist
approach to intellectual history. But as the following chapters collectively
demonstrate, contextualism is no guarantee against Eurocentric perspec-
tives. Our contributors offer variations of what Dipesh Chakrabarty
memorably called “provincializing Europe,” i.e., accepting the impact
of global circulations of ideas, people and goods on local and regional
historical processes without necessarily subjecting them to a European
frame of analysis.205 Where the new Arab intellectual history needs to
push further in future research is in pluralizing, politicizing and radical-
izing a global Nahda across and beyond the colonial divide between the
West and the rest. As Jorge Luis Borges reminded us in 1939,

Thinking, meditating, imagining . . . are not anomalous acts – they are the normal
respiration of the intelligence. To glorify the occasional exercise of that function,
to treasure beyond price ancient and foreign thoughts, to recall with incredulous
awe what some doctor universalis thought, is to confess our own languor, our own
barbarie. Everybody should be capable of all ideas, and I believe that in the future
they shall be.206

204 Hourani (1983: v). 205 Chakrabarty (2000). 206 Borges (1999: 95).
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1 Albert Hourani and the Making of Modern
Middle East Studies in the English-Speaking
World
A Personal Memoir

Roger Owen

Modern Area studies developed in Britain and America in the context of
the Cold War and as a direct response to the felt need by governments
and, in the American case, foundations like Ford and Rockefeller, to
produce the regional expertise (languages, knowledge of different cultures,
etc.) thought necessary to be able to counter Soviet influence across what
was coming to be known as the ‘Third World’. As such, its story has been
told in general terms many times, and I do not propose to go over the same
ground.1 What I would like to do is to tell a more personal story of how I,
beginning in my years as a graduate student, witnessed important aspects
of the making of the new field though my close association with one of its
key founders, the late Albert Habib Hourani, the director of the St.
Antony’s College, Oxford Middle East Centre, 1958–71.2

I will begin by describing developments at Oxford before expanding
the story to take account of the activities of several of the other important
British and American centres during roughly the same period. I will then
stand back to take a critical look at both the practice of Middle Eastern
studies in the English-speaking world and the development of those
major intellectual characteristics that came together to constitute what
might be called a reasonably coherent academic field around the time of
Hourani’s death in 1993.

The Oxford Story

Albert Hourani was born in the industrial city of Manchester in
1915 of Lebanese parents originally from the town of Marjayoun. And
his education was a thoroughly British one, as he was always at pains to

1 For example, Hourani’s interviews in Naff (1993) and Gallagher (1994); see also
Lockman (2010).

2 Hourani (2007). For Hourani’s life and works see, Sudairi (1999) and M. Wilson (1984).
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point out. He spoke little Arabic at home, moving in the usual upper
middle–class fashion from boarding school to Magdalen College Oxford
where he read, not History, but what was the relatively new subject of
Modern Greats consisting of examination papers in politics, philosophy
(of the prelinguistic, Hegelian kind) and economics (pre-Keynesian).
Nevertheless, he was certainly aware of the Middle East as a place where
his parents still maintained close ties with their home town. And from
where echoes of the problems caused by the British and French mandates
were a regular topic of domestic conversation, along with a more paro-
chial interest in genealogy and family ties and who was related to whom,
often down to third or fourth cousins.

In these circumstances, it was not surprising that, after he left Oxford in
1936, he should go off to Lebanon to visit his relatives, and then to accept a
teaching position at the American University of Beirut where his father had
studied some forty years before. This proved to be the beginning of his
lifelong study of the region that was to continuewith his return toLondon at
the beginning of World War II to take up positions at the Royal Institute of
International Affairs (ChathamHouse) and then theMiddleEast Section of
the ForeignOffice ResearchDepartment. Heworked there for the twomen
who, together with the Lebanese philosopher, Charles Malik, were to have
the greatest influence onhis intellectual life. ArnoldToynbee andHamilton
Gibb were both devotees of a view of history as a series of creative inter-
actions between great civilizations such as the Greek, the Jewish, the Chris-
tian and the Islamic.

Soon Albert was back in the Middle East again, making an important
investigative trip across the Fertile Crescent, charged with assessing the
political mood of young Arab intellectuals in Lebanon, Syria and Iraq in
the wake of the excitement caused by the crushing of the anti-British
Rashid ʿAli military revolt just outside Baghdad in the summer of 1941.
The immediate result was both an official report that can be found in the
Foreign Office files in the British National Archives and a new job as
Assistant Advisor on Arab Affairs to the British Minister of State resident
in Cairo. This lead in turn to the production of further reports which
eventually became the basis for his first two books, Syria and Lebanon
(1946) and Minorities in the Arab World (1947). But certainly his most
masterly work was conducted on behalf of the Arab Office in Jerusalem,
including his powerful testimony before the Anglo-American Committee
of Inquiry in March 1946 with its well-argued plea for a single
(as opposed to a divided) Palestine.3

3 See W. Khalidi (2005).
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Albert did not return to England until 1947 when he took up the post
of director of the Arab Office in London before moving back to Magda-
len College, Oxford, a year later at the suggestion of Hamilton Gibb, first
as a research fellow, then as the first holder of the university’s new post of
Lecturer in the Modern History of the Middle East. Talking to him later
in his life, I got the impression that he was thankful to be able to retreat
from the disillusioning world of contemporary Palestinian politics. In the
more comfortable atmosphere of academic history he could set about
cultivating that sense of interested detachment which was to mark the
rest of his scholarly life.4 This was also to serve him in his new role as a
key player in Gibb’s project to make Oxford a centre of the study of the
modern Middle East. Gibb, who as Bernard Lewis has pointed out, came
to believe that ‘he was not really a historian’, was on the lookout for
bright young men to teach Middle Eastern history and had already been
instrumental in getting Lewis appointed successively as Assistant Lec-
turer in the History of the Islamic Near and Middle East at the School of
Oriental and African Studies (SOAS) in London in 1938 and then
Professor of Middle East History in 1949.5

Once back at Oxford, Albert Hourani was involved in the task of
training himself to be a historian of the modern Middle East, there being
no one else from whom he could learn. This he did by reading, visiting
the Royal Institute of International Affairs (Chatham House) and the
Public Record Office in London, writing articles on contemporary
events, and, according to his friend, Walid Khalidi, spending time in
Cairo improving his Arabic. He also learned a great deal from working
with his first few graduate students, notably Jamal Muhammad Ahmed
from Sudan and André Raymond from France. No doubt because of the
effort this period of self-education involved, he did not give his first
formal lecture on Middle East History until 1955.

Meanwhile, Hourani was also experimenting with a set of ideas
designed to give coherence to his new intellectual enterprise beginning
with his participation in a series of books which were supposed to carry
on Gibb’s project of studying the impact of Western upon Eastern
peoples – summed up in the title of the initial volume, Islamic Society
and the West (1950).6 As originally conceived, Albert was supposed to
write on the Syrian provinces of the Ottoman Empire during the nine-
teenth century; Albertine Jwaideh, a protégé of Gibb’s since the late
1940s, on Iraq; and first André Raymond and then Helen Rivlin on

4 See, for example, his comments in Hourani (1953: 22–42).
5 Lewis (2012: 25, 48, 88–9).
6 Gibb and Bowen (1950, 1957). Only this first volume was ever published.
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Egypt. But for a variety of reasons Albert was unable to finish his part of
the task. To begin with, he became increasingly dissatisfied with the
Toynbee/Gibb notion of history as one of discrete ‘civilizations’ and of
their impact of one upon another, a notion which he replaced with the
idea of an ‘Islamic Modernism’ set out in his book Arabic Thought in the
Liberal Age (1962). In this new reading, a line of thinkers, from Tahtawi
to Afghani, Abduh and Rashid Rida prepared their societies for the
changes they thought necessary for participation, as Muslims, in the
modern world. He was also to become increasingly aware of the prob-
lems involved in writing history ‘tout court’, with its new reliance on
archival research and its increasing penetration by ideas emerging from
the Annales School in France. Other new ideas to be absorbed came
from the exponents of ‘people’s history’, or ‘history from below’ associ-
ated with the journal Past and Present – such as E.P. Thompson and
Christopher Hill – followed by the insights of anthropologists and social
scientists which had begun to invade the writing of history under the
encouragement of Clifford Geertz.

Nevertheless, although this was certainly enough to provide one of the
reasons why Albert was never able to finish his projected work of the
Syrian provinces, he and Gibb were more than happy to encourage these
new ideas in others.7 This they did by a process of institution-building
which drew heavily on government support and on their role in encour-
aging various international connections. Gibb did so by moving to direct
the newly created Center for Middle Eastern Studies at Harvard in
1955 which he hoped to use as an example for other universities to
follow; and Albert did so by developing links not only with American
universities but also with some of those in Europe as well.

As far as government support was concerned, a vital input was pro-
vided by the Report of the Hayter Committee, set up in 1959 to study the
progress of area studies following a previous government initiative in
1949. After visits to universities in both Britain and the United States,
its 1961 recommendations included the establishment of eight new posts
in Modern Middle East Studies at Oxford, to be funded with public
money for their first five years.8 In the event, it was not just the title of
these new posts but also their recipients that were chosen very largely
by Albert Hourani himself. They included my post in Middle East
economic history, as well as others in Middle East anthropology,

7
‘Albert Hourani’ in Naff (1993: 39–40, 45). Note, however, Albert’s use of Weberian
concepts to structure his own work, notably the notion of the ‘politics of the notables’.

8 Hayter (1975). There needed to be no post in Turkish language and culture due to the
fact that G.L. Lewis was already teaching at Oxford’s Institute of Oriental Studies.
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bibliography, geography and economics complemented by Arabic litera-
ture and Iranian history. Significantly, no appointment was made in
Middle East politics as no suitable candidate could be found, opening
up a space that I was to fill in the 1970s when the subject of Third World
Politics finally found its way in to the Oxford University undergraduate
syllabus. It was also part of Albert’s strategy to find places for these new
appointees, not just at St Antony’s but also at other colleges around the
university so as to disseminate both their intellectual and financial impact
as widely as possible.

Something of the enormous significance of these developments can be
learned from revisiting the report of the Hayter committee itself. As its
Chairman Sir William Hayter was later to relate, its members found a
marked difference between the situation in Britain, which they termed
‘discouraging’, and that in America. Whereas in Britain, with one of two
notable exceptions, they found only tiny departments disconnected with
the rest of their universities and containing students conducting ‘rather
narrow linguistic or literary studies’, in America the authorities, fearful of
being ‘overtaken technologically by the Russians’, had just embarked on
a ‘crash programme’ involving the creation of much bigger centres
focused on ‘area studies’ and containing scholars in various disciplines
including the social sciences, modern history and modern literature.9

The result was a series of the Hayter Committee’s recommendations
proposing the creation of a ‘large number of new posts in non-language
departments for scholars in the discipline of those departments who also
wished to specialize in one of the non-Western areas’, as well as the
creation of a number of new ‘area centres’ along American lines. There
was further provision for postgraduate awards, intensive language
courses, travel and the expansion of existing libraries. As already stated
above, Oxford University and its new Centre for Middle Eastern Studies
at St Antony’s College, became one of the major beneficiaries of this
exciting initiative.

The expansion of Middle East studies at Oxford was also to profit from
the development of an intensive set of trans-Atlantic connections with
American-based scholars like Gustave von Grunebaum (UCLA) and,
later, Thomas Naff (UPenn). Both sent students to Oxford while looking
to Oxford itself to provide junior faculty for the new centres they were
creating in their own universities. Another part of the American connec-
tion was with the Department of Near Eastern Studies at Princeton,
where students trained by Philip Hitti such as Malcolm Kerr regularly

9 Hayter (1975: 170). Note the role played not just by the government but also by the Ford
and Rockefeller Foundations in promoting the idea of ‘area’ studies in America.
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passed though Oxford to visit Albert or, like Malcolm himself, to stay a
year or two to work with him.

I should also note that this whole process of institution-building and
academic networking was greatly assisted by the fact that Albert –

although not, of course, Gibb – had had no Orientalist training himself
and so was in no way confined to its traditional practices and modes of
thought including the then-prevailing belief that the so-called Islamic
civilization had been involved in a long process of political, economic and
cultural decline until the end of the eighteenth century. Nevertheless,
there were ways in which Albert learned to make creative use of the work
of some American and European orientalists via the links he created,
first, with scholars at Oxford’s Oriental Institute such as Samuel Stern
and Richard Walzer, then with those on the continent. This process
began with his connection with Jacques Berque, at that time a very
marginal academic figure in France itself. One major result was a series
of conferences organized by the Oxford Islamic History Group, on ‘The
Islamic City’ (1965), ‘Islam and the Trade of Asia’ (1967), ‘Islamic
Civilization, 950–1150’ (1969) and ‘The Eighteenth Century’ (1971),
all helping to forge some common ground with more open-minded
European scholars like Claude Cahen, Maxime Rodinson and Jean
Aubin.10 Of particular note is the use Albert and Stern made of Max
Weber’s ‘The Oriental City’ to structure their own approach to the
question of how cities were managed by a number of ‘informal’ groups
like the urban ‘notables’.

Other Centres of Middle Eastern Studies

It would be incorrect to pretend that the Gibb/Hourani, Oxford/Harvard
connection was the only force involved in the making of the new field in
the English-speaking world. In America there were already a number of
so-called Title VI area centres in universities where there was a tradition
of studying the modern history of the region going back at least to the
establishment of the programme in Near East Studies created at Prince-
ton by Philip Hitti in 1947. Many of them soon began to expand their
activities with grants from the American Social Science Research

10 It is interesting to note that, though the Second World War had been over for two
decades at this stage, so little intellectual interaction had taken place across the Channel
in the 1950s and early 1960s that Albert, Samuel Stern and others were firmly convinced
that the French scholars were still attached to certain pre-war ideas, for example those
associated with Louis Massignon stressing the essentially religious basis of Middle
Eastern guilds. In fact, they had become as critical of such views as their British
colleagues.
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Committee, the Rockefeller Foundation and then, towards the end of the
1950s, the American government itself. There was also funding for
activities with a particularly American slant, as, for example, the research
conducted by Harvard’s Ira Lapidus on Mamluk cities stimulated by
the inner city riots in Los Angeles and elsewhere during the 1950s.11

It is also noteworthy how little of the early finance came from the Middle
East itself – oil companies apart. The breakthrough came in 1975 with
the role played by certain Gulf states in the establishment of the first
Centre for Contemporary Arab Affairs at Georgetown University in
Washington DC.

Given the fact that most of these new centres were directed by, or at
least contained, either prominent first- or second-generation Arab
Americans, such as Hitti, Charles Issawi (Columbia), Mohsen Mahdi
(Chicago), and Richard Mitchell (Michigan), or by men like Gibb or
Gustave von Grunebaum with Oxford and other European connections,
they all tended to know each other, be influenced by each other and, in
general, to constitute a kind of informal network for the exchange of
ideas, of students and of persons to invite to academic conferences or to
examine each other’s PhD students. That all these persons were also
well-known to Albert Hourani, and saw Oxford as a vital port of call for
anyone in modern Middle Eastern studies going to London for archival
research, or simply passing through, was another factor creating a sense
of shared academic endeavour in the years before the creation of the
Middle East Studies Association of North America (1967) or the British
Society for Middle Eastern Studies (1973) provided alternative venues
for getting together. Central to the creation of this web of connections
was Albert’s willingness to open his study door to anyone anxious to see
him, his enthusiasm for new ideas and his extraordinary sense of hospi-
tality, shared by his wife, Odile, which led him to invite so many of his
Oxford visitors into his own home for dinner beginning with an obliga-
tory session in his own book-lined study near the front door.

Turning now to the wider British scene, the Hayter Report also led to
government support for two other centres of Near and Middle Eastern
studies apart from Oxford, one at the University of Durham founded in
1962, the other at the SOAS, a part of London University, originally
established as a training centre for British colonial administrators in
1916. All had roughly the same approach to area studies. Nevertheless,
given the different interests of the existing faculty in all three, a rough-
and-ready division of intellectual labour soon began to emerge with

11 Information provided by Roy Mottahedeh.
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Durham concentrating on geography and economic geography of a
practical nature, much of it focused on the former British-protected
emirates and shaykhdoms of the Gulf. While, given Albert Hourani’s
own experience and concerns, the students who came to the Oxford
Centre were more likely to be looking for guidance in the intellectual,
religious and cultural histories of the countries of the Levant and
of Egypt.

SOAS under the leadership of Bernard Lewis pioneered a third style of
intellectual approach to the region. This combined a traditional oriental-
ist concentration on text-based religious and intellectual history with a
contemporary focus on economics and economic history, particularly
that relating to oil. Notable too was a concern to forge links with scholars
and scholarship in the Middle East itself. In this latter aspect it benefitted
greatly from the enthusiastic efforts of P.J. Vatikiotis, recruited by Lewis
from the United States in the 1960s as Professor of Politics with Refer-
ence to the Near and Middle East, to create and to maintain such
relationships, something which was becoming increasingly difficult due
to the regime take-over of many of the Arab world’s independently run
universities beginning in Egypt in the 1950s.

Vatikiotis was particularly well-suited to this task given his personal
contacts in Egypt stemming from his time as a university student in Cairo
during World War II and his personal friendships with a number of the
free officers who were members of the Nasser team, contacts much in
evidence as two important conferences, ‘Egypt since the Revolution’
(1966) and ‘Revolution in the Middle East’ (1970).12 These gatherings,
together with three other SOAS conferences, ‘Historical Writing on the
Near and Middle East’ (1958), ‘Political and Social Change in Modern
Egypt’ (1965) and ‘The Economic History of the Middle East’ (1967),
did much to map out their respective fields while suggesting new avenues
for further research.

They were also truly international – although, admittedly, English-
speaking – events which, for a brief period, created forums for academic
exchange between Western and Middle Eastern scholars before an
unfortunate gap began to widen between institutions of higher learning,
as state regulation made it more difficult for Arab scholars to obtain the
funds needed to travel, to buy books in western languages and to

12 The papers of the second conference, edited by P.J. Vatikiotis (1972), were published as
Revolution in the Middle East. They contain the article by Bernard Lewis, ‘Islamic
concepts of revolution’, in which Lewis appears to belittle the use of the Arabic word
‘thawra’ to denote ‘revolution’, a point that became one of the major bones of contention
between Lewis and Edward Said in the acid exchanges which followed the publication of
Said’s Orientalism (1978) in the early 1980s. See Lockman (2010: 191–93).
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organize international conferences of their own. This was a great pity.
For one thing, several of the Egyptian invitees to the ‘Egypt since the
Revolution’ conference were former Marxists just out of jail, like Ismail
Sabri Abdullah, who provided an extraordinary insight into the security
practices of the Nasser regimes. For another, their appearance helped,
briefly, to provide a common language between them and Westerners
well-versed in their particular approach to the creation of a Marx-
inspired science of society.

Lastly, mention should be made of a kind of one-man centre estab-
lished at the London School of Economics by Elie Kedourie following his
angry departure from Oxford in 1953 after his DPhil thesis was
‘referred’ – that is sent back for further work – by a committee consisting
of Hamilton Gibb and James Joll. Kedourie’s Middle Eastern work
existed on two levels. One was based on a type of Hegelian ‘idealism’

which saw ideas as the motive force of history and so completely at odds
with the prevailing ‘materialism’ of those Middle East historians who
had taken the social science turn. While the second consisted of a close
and often literal reading of mostly official documents. Some concerned
British policy in Egypt at the end of the First World War. And others, the
failure of British policy to confront the claims of Arab nationalists like
George Antonius who, so Kedourie claimed, had willfully misrepre-
sented the nature of the promises made by Britain’s war-time to the
Sharif of Mecca over Palestine.13

The Practice

From its inception, the notion of modern area studies as it developed in
America just after World War II was one in which scholars of non-
European languages and cultures were encouraged to work together with
area experts in the social sciences and history.14 How this was to be done,
and to what purpose, was usually left to the universities themselves. But
given the fact that most of the first directors were academic historians
who had worked for the government during World War II, there was an
initial tendency to focus on policy-oriented topics and to see their main
goal as the production, not of academics, but of young men and women
who would use their new expertise either in government or by working
for Middle East–based international companies. This was certainly how

13 For example, Kedourie’s ‘Saʿad Zaghlul and the British’ (1961), one of the most original
contributions to the four issues of St Antony’s Papers, Middle Eastern Affairs, published
by Albert Hourani between 1960 and 1964.

14 Hayter (1975: 169).
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things started in Oxford through open weekly seminars, the organization
of regular conferences and of scholarships and other grants to study and
to improve language skills abroad, in my own case, both at Columbia
University (1963–64) and in Lebanon (1967–68).

One important aspect of this form of personal training was the initial
lack of scholarly books in European languages about the modern Middle
East, a point noted by Albert Hourani himself when questioned about his
teaching experience at Oxford in the 1950s.15 Another was the strongly
held belief that only those who had lived for any length of time in the
region possessed the authority either to speak or to write about it with
assurance. The result was to give a particular bias towards questions of
contemporary politics of a somewhat journalistic kind. It was also to pose
difficulties for those devising the one- or two-year postgraduate courses
for students looking for a short introduction to the subject before going
off to pursue a career in government, business or journalism. This was
certainly true of the Oxford BPhil in Modern Middle East Studies
introduced in 1961 and taught over six Oxford terms with time only for
a relatively brief visit to the region in the summer at the end of the first
year.16 And even then, whatever success there was could not have been
achieved without the belated appearance of a few classes in modern
standard Arabic supported by the first edition of Wehr’s wonderful
Arabic/English dictionary.

The absence of general textbooks also had other important effects.
One was the encouragement it gave to the publications of articles and
theses beginning, in the Oxford case, with four volumes of ‘Middle
Eastern Affairs’ beginning in 1958, the last three edited by Albert Hour-
ani himself, with at least half the contributions coming from his own
students. Another was a drive to build up a collection of books about the
Middle East, curated by a specialist Librarian, and gathered from wher-
ever they would be found, in the Middle East and outside.17 This was
then further complemented by the collection of the Private Papers
belonging to men and women connected with the Middle East begun
at Oxford by the energetic efforts of Elizabeth Monroe (née Neame) in
the early 1960s, and including such ‘treasures’ as the Killearn Diaries
kept by Britain’s long-serving ambassador to Egypt, Sir Miles Lampson,
1937–47.

15 Naff (1993: 39).
16 B.Litts without language requirements had previously attracted many English-speaking

Middle Eastern students to Oxford from the 1950s onwards.
17 Some of the complex efforts this involved are well-described by the Centre’s first

bibliographer, Derek Hopwood (2007: 21–29).
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While in no ways unique, the density of Middle Eastern activities at the
Oxford Centre presided over by a man of Albert Hourani’s connections,
learning, stature and experience meant that it soon began to attract a
wide range of both academic visitors and students interested in graduate
research. It helped, too, I think, that, unlike the systems in place in most
continental and many Middle Eastern universities, students were free to
choose their own subjects rather than bow to their professor’s or, in some
cases, their government’s will. Note though, that this had an obvious
downside in that some of the chosen subjects went far beyond Albert’s
own expertise – or anyone else’s, for that matter. Furthermore, as I was
only to realize somewhat later, the general quality of detailed supervision
was incredibly low at this time, in an Oxford at which very few of the
senior scholars had written, or perhaps had even wanted to write, post-
graduate theses of their own, obtaining their University or College
positions on the basis solely of their undergraduate degree.

Other, more positive, factors were at work as well. It helped that some
members of the Oxford community outside the Middle East Centre had
Middle Eastern connections of their own. One good example was Pro-
fessor E.E. Evans Pritchard whose own career as a social anthropologist
had begun in South Sudan in the 1920s and had then extended to Egypt,
Syria and Libya during the Second World War. It helped too that Oxford
was in reasonable driving distance of what used to be called the British
Public Records Office (now the National Archives), its records subject
first to a fifty, and then only a thirty years, rule, and infinitely easier to use
compared with those in France, or most other European countries.

Where the project failed, as I have already mentioned, was in its
inability to maintain regular contact with most Middle East universities
and other Arab institutions, the only exception being an exchange agree-
ment between the Oxford Centre and two of the new Jordanian univer-
sities that worked quite well for a few years in the late 1980s. An
unfortunate result was to confirm a certain insularity, abetted by the
respective national biases in the countries concerned. This hindered a
mutually profitable exchange of ideas, with all the novelties, correctives
and sense of intellectual excitement that a vital intellectual partnership –

like that achieved in, say, Latin American or Chinese area studies – could
bring. In the case of Oxford, and of the other British centres in general,
this division was further accentuated by the lack of the kind of permanent
overseas research facilities provided by the two American universities in
Beirut and Cairo and, to even greater purpose, by the French and
German Centres in important centres like Cairo, Beirut and Damascus.
In these circumstances, the best that could be done was for individual
scholars to spend sabbaticals in the Middle East, as Albert Hourani did in
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1956–57 and 1967–68, as well as encouraging many independent Middle
Eastern scholars to come to Oxford where Albert was sure to welcome
them as colleagues engaged in the same intellectual enterprise.

The problem was particularly acute with Egypt where the great open-
ness that had marked the university system before 1952 gradually gave
way to one in which foreigners required research permits, the official
archives became more and more difficult to use and where suspicion
reigned on all sides. To make matters worse, there were only a handful of
respected Middle Eastern intermediaries, men like Halil Inalcik moving
between Chicago and Istanbul or, later, Abdul-Karim Rafeq commuting
between the United States and Damascus, to show Western researchers
the archival ropes. The one wonderful exception, for me at least, was the
Conference on the Cairo Millennium organized by Magdi Wahba under
the auspices of the Egyptian Ministry of Culture in 1969, which brought
together scholars from both East and West to discuss papers on Cairo’s
history in English, French and Arabic with the help of an efficient system
of simultaneous translation.18

Perhaps not surprisingly, there were fewer problems with Turkey and
Israel. Turkey contained two English-language universities, Bogacizi and
the Middle East Technical University (METU), a tradition of scholars
studying abroad in France and the United States and a huge official
archive that began to open up to foreign scholars like Albertine Jwaideh
and Bernard Lewis in the 1950s. Anglo-Turkish exchange also benefited
from the series of fellowships that had allowed a number of British
scholars to visit Turkey and to learn the language in the immediate
post-war period. One of them, Oxford’s Geoffrey Lewis, became expert
enough to produce a Turkish Grammar (1967), as well as prominent
enough to be invited to the official opening of the first Bosporus Bridge
in 1973.

Israel also possessed a web of connections with the English-speaking
world, as well as a mutual interest in the history of the British Mandate,
particularly its sudden end, something that, due to the fifty year rule,
could not be studied at first hand from British official documents. It also
lead a few young Israeli scholars like Moshe Ma’oz to Oxford to work
with Albert Hourani, creating a mutually beneficial partnership with
Maoz’s knowledge of the Ottoman archives complementing Hourani’s
understanding of Arab history.19

Meanwhile, St Antony’s had played host to a stream of junior and
senior Israeli scholars since its inception in 1952. Not just ones with a

18 Magdi Wahba (1972). 19 Ma’oz (1968).
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general Middle East interest like Gabriel Baer whose A History of Land-
ownership in Modern Egypt of 1962 made a great impression on me but
also Dan Segre whose own work presented a quite different account of
Israel’s first decade from what had already become the conventional
narrative of a David at constant danger from an Arab Goliath.20 Perhaps
as a result of all this exchange, the role of the Arab/Israeli dispute in
poisoning both so many collegial relations, as well as so much Middle
Eastern scholarship, was not much felt in the days before the sudden
irruption of passions let loose on all sides by the 1967 Middle East War
and the subsequent Israeli military occupation of Arab lands.

The Establishment of a New Intellectual Field

Like any new academic discipline, modern Middle Eastern studies ini-
tially relied on a hodgepodge of largely borrowed ideas and methodolo-
gies, most of them associated with what we had learned from Anouar
Abel-Malek to call ‘Orientalism’, long before the appearance of anything
that appeared like an alternative master narrative. In such circumstances,
lectures and tutorials assume enormous importance. In my own case,
I obtained an initial framework for thinking about the region’s history
from Albert’s own sparsely attended Middle East history lectures in
1961–62, with their general story of progress and national emancipation
within the overall context of what he called ‘westernization’, that is, the
influence and spread of new institutions and ways of thinking ‘typical of
the modern world’, including the emergence of the ‘liberal’ ideas he
associated with thinkers like Afghani, ʿAbduh and Rashid Rida.21

Another important theme was that of ‘reform’ and the way in which, first
the Ottoman Empire, and then its successor states, sought to create the
modern administrative and military structures which would allow them
both to resist foreign domination and to join the new world order that
had emerged from the industrial revolution.

Also strongly present was the theme of ‘decline’ so heavily stressed in
the Orientalist narrative, a condition supposedly affecting every part of
the Arab and Ottoman world before Napoleon’s reawakening of Egypt in
1798. But this, in Albert’s hands at least, was presented in a somewhat
more nuanced way than usual as a result of the research he had been
undertaking on the eighteenth century for his ‘Fertile Crescent’ book
project. The first fruits had been published in 1957, with its employment
of the still-influential theme of the rise of local power centres in the

20 Segre (1971). 21 The quotes come from the Preface to his A Vision of History (1961).
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provincial towns, as well as in some mountainous areas, in response to a
general falling off in the Ottoman’s ability to provide them with either
protection or a stable administrative and legal order.22 Note that, for
many, this still remains the conventional wisdom, albeit with some
challenge to the central role Hourani assigned to the insecurity caused
by a recrudescence of Bedouin assertiveness. Only much later did
I myself come to see this multipurpose explanation as indicative of a
larger process that may well have had as much to do with a prior
weakening of Ottoman military strength than to any actual increase in
nomadic power.

Parallel to his work on the eighteenth century, Albert Hourani was also
pursuing lines of thought that had the important result of downplaying
explanations couched solely in terms of Islam and the notion of an
Islamic civilization. One, which led to the publication of his hugely
influential article, ‘Islam and the Philosophers of History’, was to fore-
ground the basic precepts of a particular mode of historical thinking, one
where the fundamental unit of inquiry was the ‘civilization’ with its own
particular ‘geist’ or spirit – an approach he traced back, not just to Arnold
Toynbee, but also to its founder, Georg William Hegel.23 The other
consisted of a set of intellectual moves exemplified in the introduction
to his jointly edited ‘Islamic City’ volume, starting with a question, ‘Can
we really speak of something called the “Islamic city”?’, and then seeking
to answer it by way of historical comparison with the character of other
Asian cities from China westwards.24

What was still lacking, however, was any sense of what Zachary Lockman
calls ‘theoretical ormethodological self-criticism, or even self-awareness’.25

True there was a vague sense of dissatisfaction with theOrientalist vocabu-
lary and its almost complete lack of tools for the analysis, let alone
the understanding, of social structures and social change.26 But the real
wake up call did not come until historians of the Middle East were forced
to confront the various challenges to their methods resulting from a
growing tide of criticisms of the basic assumptions underlying much of
their work, notably those suggested by the word Orientalism itself with its
overtones of Western superiority in its encounter with a timeless and
essentialised East.

As far as I, and I also believe, Albert Hourani, were concerned, the first
to engage in such an assault was the exiled Egyptian Marxist sociologist,

22 Hourani (1961: 37–42). 23 Hourani (1967).
24 Hourani and Stern (1970: 11, 15–16). 25 Lockman (2010: 151).
26 For example, see Hourani’s comment that Islam and the West was based almost

exclusively on Middle Eastern ‘literary sources’. Hourani in Naff (1993: 37).
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Anwar Abdel-Malek, who visited Oxford sometime in the mid 1960s, a
few years after he had published his seminal article ‘Orientalisme en
crise’, with its clarion call for a ‘critical revaluation of the general con-
ceptions, the methods and the implements for the understanding of the
Orient that have been used in the West, notably from the beginning of
the last century, on all levels and in all fields’.27 That this critique had
some impact on Albert’s own work can be seen, inter alia, from the way
his own seminal paper, ‘Ottoman reforms and the politics of the
Notables’, attempts to derive its categories of social analysis from the
Arabic words used by the citizens to describe themselves – ‘aʿyan’,
‘ashraf’, etc. – not from rough western equivalents.

For me the impact of Abdel-Malek’s appearance in Oxford was more
personal. I had not read enough books on the Middle East fully to
appreciate his critique, nor did it exercise much influence on my own
later attempts to deal with the Orientalist paradigm. But I had read his
Egypte: Société Militaire (1962), as well as learning enough about his life
to admire the courage of his anti-Nasserite stance. Personally, he seemed
the embodiment of the modern Egypt I was trying to understand, as well
as someone whose good opinion I would most like to have had. Hence,
after Albert Hourani had shown him a draft of my thesis on the produc-
tion of Egyptian cotton, I was both challenged and mortified by his
comment that it needed more Arabic sources. And for many years after
he remained the epitome of the audience I believed I should be writing
for, and the only person whose judgment I really feared.

Other contributors to the process of creating new knowledge about the
modern Middle East were the students attracted to Oxford to study with
Albert Hourani and whose work mirrored some of his own interests.
These included, in the late 1950s and early 1960s, Jamil Abun-Nasser,
who wrote a thesis under his supervision on ‘The Tijaniyya order in
North Africa’; Afaf Lutfi Al-Sayyid Marsot, ‘Cromer and the Egyptian
Nationalists: 1882–1907’; John Spagnolo, ‘The French Influence on the
Mutasarrifiya of the Lebanon 1860–1885’; Butros Abu-Manneh, ‘Some
Aspects of Ottoman Rule in Syria in the Second Half of the Nineteenth
Century: Reform in Islam and Caliphate’; Marius Deeb, ‘The Wafd and
its Rivals: The Rise and Development of Political Parties in Egypt,
1919–1939’; Nadia Farag, ‘al-Muqtataf 1876–1900: A Study of the
Influence of Victorian Thought on Modern Arabic thought’; and Peter
Gubser, ‘Politics and Power in a Small Arab Town: A Study of Al-Karak’.
While none of these works possessed any great methodological or

27 Abdel-Malek (1963).
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theoretical sophistication, they helped to create a community of young
scholars anxious to learn from each other’s experiences in both the
libraries and out in the field. A second effect was to push research into
new areas where the insights produced from a combination of local and
archival knowledge encouraged novel ways of conceptualizing Middle
Eastern change and development.

As from my own work on the influence of cotton production on the
economic development of nineteenth-century Egypt, this derived from
an interest in those theories of economic development which were very
much in vogue at that time that charted a way for third-world societies to
pass along the same path from agriculture to industry that their wealthy
European neighbors had managed a century or so before, to be found,
for example, in the identification of the ‘stages of growth’ approach of
W.W. Rostow.28 Yet lacking either a precise methodology or the direc-
tion of a close economic adviser who knew anything about Egypt, I was
very much flying blind, forced, for want of any other approach, simply
to build up a statistical picture of output, acreage (in feddans) average
yield and price over time in a positivist search, first for trends, and then
for some way of demonstrating their impact on the Egyptian economy
at large.29

My intellectual mentors, in a very loose sense of the word, were
Charles Issawi and the Dutch economist, Ben Hansen, whom I first
met when he was working for the Institute of National Planning while
I was living in Cairo, 1962–63. Their very opposite approaches – the one
historical, the other more statistically sophisticated – not only provided
some general guidelines but also allowed me to orient my own future
trajectory as someone who was more historian than economist. This was
further reinforced by two other factors: first, that I was not very good at
mathematics, and second that I was shocked to discover that for most
technical economists (though not Hansen himself) any figures, often
really little more than rough guesses, were better than nothing at all.30

Albert himself was good enough to read the finished product. Yet almost
all of his few comments concerned my woefully inadequate attempts at
transliteration from the Arabic. Like some, though by no means all, of
those who studied the Middle East at this time from a social-science
perspective I had learned only enough of the language to be able to read

28 Rostow (1962). Stages of Economic Growth also had an important influence on President
Gamal Abdel-Nasser.

29 My supervisor was David Henderson, an Oxford economist who worked on the British
economy.

30 Hansen laboured through at least one Egyptian summer creating a price index based on
daily prices of wheat and other cereals to be found in Egyptian Gazette.
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official documents without ever bothering very much with the basic
structures of the language or the finer points of literary style.

Then, as I started to teach Middle East economic history at Oxford in
1964, I began to read much more widely, engaging with works of any
kind that might fill in the huge gaps in my knowledge about the region’s
political and economic history. For better or worse, it was assumed that
I knew much more than I actually did, the Orientalist paradigm having
invaded the public consciousness to such an extent that it seems to have
been taken for granted that anyone who knew anything about the Middle
East must know practically everything. This had the distinct advantage
that I was able to profit from conversations and discussions with persons
who knew much, much more than myself. It was also very exciting, the
contemporary politics of the Middle East in the period of high Nasserism
before 1967 seeming infinitely more interesting than those of the British
Isles. But mine was certainly a process of skating on very thin ice.

Looking back on it now it seems that I must have been proceeding
along three distinct tracks. One was the practice of economic history; the
second the tentative revisionism being conducted against the Orientalist
paradigm by Albert Hourani and the Oxford Near History Group; and
the third, a set of Marxist conversations about contemporary Middle
Eastern events with radical activists like Anouar Abdel-Malek, Fred
Halliday, Fawwaz Traboulsi and Walid Kazziha, made more urgent by
the 1967 Middle East war and the student demonstrations which had
begun in Paris in May 1968.31 Out of all this came my first attempt to
produce a coherent critique of an Orientalism which, as I had come to
believe, both reinforced the current unsatisfactory and often covertly
racist division of the world into a modern West confronting an unchan-
ging East, while providing none of the tools to understand the process of
interaction as it really was.32

To employ the useful French notion of a ‘conjuncture’, the end of the
1960s seems to have been a period when a number of political and
intellectual trends came together to create the possibility of a new field
of modern Middle Eastern studies, even though much work still
remained to be done. In England and the United States the heavy hand
of Orientalism had begun to be challenged by an alternative methodology
based on the social sciences, even if it was obviously going to take time

31 Traboulsi and Kazziha, then graduate students at SOAS, were members of a small group
called the Arab ‘New Left’ founded in Lebanon under the aegis of Mohsen Ibrahim and
with a Trotskyite rather than a Stalinist programme of revolutionary change. I took part
in a discussion of its main tenets with Traboulsi, Kazziha and Patrick Seale for the BBC
World Service in 1969.

32 Owen (1973). The article was actually written in 1971.
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for this notion to take hold in other countries, particularly in Europe
and the Middle East itself, where the few exponents of the new ways
of thinking were relatively easy to marginalize as politically motivated
fanatics.33 It was also going to take time for enough works to be written
from this new perspective to provide the outlines of an alternative para-
digm, a process which, to my mind, cannot be considered to have been
completed until a set of general histories, and then textbooks and
readers, began to appear in the early 1990s.34 For one thing, Orientalism
itself had much more staying power than its critics had originally sup-
posed – witness, for example, the hostility to Edward Said’s book when it
first appeared in 1978. To take only one example, Albert Hourani
himself, was distinctly equivocal about what appeared to be Said’s root-
and-branch condemnation of practically everything written about the
Middle East in the colonial period.35 And this is to say nothing about
the continued use of Orientalist tropes about Arab and Islamic fanaticism
or general backwardness for political and other polemical purposes. For
another, as my own experience with the reading group started by Talal
Asad, Teodor Shanin, Sami Zubaida and myself (later called the ‘Hull
Group’), in the early 1970s, it was one thing to criticize the old order,
quite another to produce an equally coherent alternative based on a
canon of standard texts.

Moreover, the level of cooperation with young Arab scholars achieved
in the revolutionary years after 1967 could not easily be sustained.
Notwithstanding widespread support for the Palestinians in Western
academic circles, it became increasingly difficult to meet with Arab
academics on a regular basis, or to create the institutionalized mechan-
isms with Arab universities to allow this to take place. By and large, the
only persons to overcome some of the new divisions now being produced
were those from Western countries – notably France, Germany and the
United States – who had their own research institutes in Cairo, Beirut,
Damascus, Sanaa and elsewhere or who were able to use of the facilities
of the two American Universities in the region.36

33 Said was widely seen as little more than an angry Palestinian radical. When I talked about
his work in Jerusalem in 1979, Professor Gabriel Baer told me that any attempt to change
the title of the Israeli Oriental Society ‘would be over his dead body’.

34 The earliest include Hudson (1977), Owen (1992), Hourani, P. Khoury and M. Wilson
(1993) and Cleveland (1994). My current favorite is Gelvin’s The Modern Middle East:
A History, now in its fourth edition.

35 See Hourani’s review of Orientalism in the New York Review of Books (1979).
36 For example, I met a number of young Egyptian economists when I taught a course in

Development Economics at the Institute of National Planning in Zamalek in 1963.
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The result was unfortunate to say the least, with Westerners losing
touch with many new currents of Arab scholarship and most Arab
scholars and students missing out on first-hand acquaintance with the
many new approaches which began to flow in to Western Middle East
studies such as French structualism, American feminism, Marxist polit-
ical economy and the statistical turn taken by Anglo-Saxon economic
history. Another particularly unfortunate side effect was the way in which
the few Middle Eastern students who reached western universities were
subject to a new international division of intellectual labor, providing
first-hand sources for their western advisers while themselves writing
theses on subjects, which they were then unable to teach on their
return home.

Conclusion: The Oxford Contribution

What were the main elements behind the Hourani-led Oxford contribu-
tion to the creation of the new field of Middle East history? As I have
tried to suggest, it consisted of three things. One was Albert’s own
entrepreneurial talent, somewhat akin to that of Harvard’s Edwin
Reischauer in modern Japanese studies, devoted to bringing together
the resources needed both to train students and to conduct original
research in some sort of an association with scholars and institutions in
the area under study. Second, there was the energetic and time-
consuming institution-building necessary to ensure that the new centre
was not only accepted by its host university (Oxford) but fully integrated
into its graduate teaching, funding and intellectual practices with special
reference to those in departments like Anthropology, Sociology and
Economics to ensure that its activities could be considered truly interdis-
ciplinary. Regrettably, however, this could not be extended to the under-
graduate level due to opposition of well-entrenched traditionalists in the
colleges and departments unwilling to alter their own teaching practices.
Third, there was the networking which linked like-minded scholars and
like-minded centres together in such a way as they could readily share
resources, consult together about best intellectual and administrative
practices and so, over time, begin to constitute both a community of
knowledge and a pressure group for certain common purposes like
obtaining greater government funding and support.

In Albert’s, but not in every other case, intellectual leadership also
provided an openness to new ideas that not only paved the way for the
dismantling of the Orientalist paradigm as a barrier to fruitful inquiry but
also allowed him to make a more positive intellectual contribution in his
own right. This began, as I see it, with the kind of Max Weber–inspired
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middle-level theorizing on view in ‘The Politics of the Notables’ by which
the answer to a problem – the absence of formal institutions – leads on to
the delineation of a set of structures which permits informal relations to
exist in a relatively predictable way. Here we have a form of useful
Hegelianism based on the notion of flexible relationships rather than
the focus on fixed entities which Anglo-Saxon historiography seems to
prefer. These relationships did not necessarily operate dialectically but
in terms of a logic deriving from each actor’s common understanding of
how things should or could be done. To stretch the point a little, it
provided one concrete approach to the actualization of the fundamental
Marxist problematic that, while we make our own history, we do not do
so under conditions of our own choosing.37

Lastly, was there then a Houranian school? Or, put more crudely, who,
if any, were the ‘sons’ and daughters of Albert Hourani? Here I think the
answer is ‘Yes’, there was such a school in terms of the learned experi-
ence of how to operate a successful teaching and research community
based on openness, encouragement and access to personal networks
across the American, European and Middle Eastern worlds. But ‘No’
in terms of a common agenda based on either a dominant paradigm or, at
the very least, a set of principles, by which knowledge could be organized
and discussion and research conducted. To take just my own example:
most of my early work consisted of a type of economic history that Albert
respected but had little to say about. When I finally stumbled on the
roughly similar method of identifying middle-level structures that I use in
my State, Power and Politics, it came from my confrontation with a similar
set of problems to those he had faced when studying Middle Eastern
political and economic practices rather than from a conscious imitation
of his own method. What we shared, it seems to me, is a belief that, when
understood from the inside, such practices had a logic which, while
perfectly clear to those involved, was often either impenetrable to West-
ern outsiders or brushed off by using weasel words of explanation words
like ‘traditional’ or ‘emotional’ or ‘mysterious’.

Were Albert Hourani still alive, I would very much to like to ask him
about all this. Did he, for instance, think of his method as universal, that
is as applicable to all societies, not just Middle Eastern ones? And
was one of his objections to Edward Said’s work the same as that of
Sadik al-ʿAzm, Fred Halliday and myself, that it seemed to close off
the possibility of just such a universalist approach? I have a sense that
his deeply held Catholic beliefs might have played some role in his

37 For another example of the use of the same notion of structured relationships, see
Hourani’s ‘Ideologies of the Mountain and the City’, in Owen (1976: 33–41).
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answer, although given the fact that he so rarely talked about them in
life I can’t be quite sure.

I would also be interested to know whether he was influenced by
Patrick Seale’s masterly The Struggle for Syria, which Patrick wrote at
Oxford in the late 1950s to early 1960s under Albert’s benevolent intel-
lectual umbrella. Based so firmly as it was on what you might call ‘the
view from Damascus’, The Struggle also represents a systematic attempt
to explain the activities of key Syrian decision-makers over time via an
examination of their efforts either to fend off, or to benefit from, certain
initiatives coming from Cairo and Baghdad through the optic of a set of
ongoing Syrian geographical and political necessities which provided
coherence to their efforts.

No doubt some of these similarities consist not of direct influences but
rather of the type of ‘elective affinities’ explored by Max Weber. Even so,
we also need to understand the networks of highly personal and family
interconnections on which these were based. In my case at least, it was
only with Albert’s help that I got to a point where I had the experience
and the tools necessary to make sense of what I had learned about the
modern Middle East. Then, the rest was up to me. As it must be to all the
hundreds if not thousands of colleagues and students who followed on
and who, more or less by the time of Albert’s own death in 1993, could
be said to have produced that large body of texts more or less in discus-
sion with one another that I believe was constitutive of a new field.
Fortunately, Albert had lived long enough to produce one of those
invaluable works of synthesis himself, bringing much of the new research
he had helped to promote under one intellectual roof: his History of the
Arabic Peoples.38

38 Hourani (1991).
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2 Albert’s World
Historicism, Liberal Imperialism and the Struggle
for Palestine, 1936–48

Jens Hanssen

Albert Hourani’s life as a historian of the Middle East began in 1936. He
was at the end of his undergraduate degree at Oxford when the Palestin-
ian revolt against the British Mandate broke out. It was then then that he
started reading the newspapers for Arab news and ‘became passionately
interested almost overnight’.1 His younger brother, Cecil (b. 1916) who
followed his brothers, George and Albert to Oxford in 1935, recalled that
the Great Revolt aroused the same passions as the republican cause in
Spain among his English contemporaries.2 One of the few dons to
champion the anti-Fascist cause was their favorite professor, R. G.
Collingwood, who had been critical of British public opinion’s percep-
tion of the Spanish revolution as a violent communist insurgency.3 The
Palestinian uprising plunged Cecil, Albert and to a lesser extent George
into a productive identity crisis. Born and bred in a staunchly Gladstonian
household, they began to ask themselves about their Lebanese family
background and Arab cultural roots. These questions set them on a
journey into Middle East politics and into the maelstrom of the battle for
Palestine.

In a sea of friendships, enmities and chance encounters with individ-
uals who were – or later became – public figures, this chapter focuses on
Hourani’s relations with Philip Hitti, R. G. Collingwood, Charles Malik,
Constantine Zurayk, Arnold Toynbee, Musa ʿAlami, Richard Crossman
and Judah Magnes. These relations developed in the crucible of particu-
lar institutional settings and around specific events. They take us to
Manchester where Albert was born in 1915; to Oxford of the 1930s
where positivism and Labour-Zionism dominated during his under-
graduate years; to the American University of Beirut where he taught
alongside Charles Malik, Constantine Zurayk and Antun Saʿadeh who
spurred competing nationalist imaginations among their Arab students;

I would like to thank Roger Owen and Jim Quilty for their contributions to this chapter.
1 A. Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 22). 2 C. Hourani (1984: 17–18).
3 Collingwood (1939: 159–63).
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to Chatham House where he worked while British colonial policy was
reformatted in the heat of World War II; to the Anglo-American Com-
mission of Inquiry where the Houranis and Charles Issawi (1916–2000)
were part of a small group of Arab politicians and intellectuals who tried
to make a case for a single democratic state of Palestine and held out
against the creation of a Jewish settler state.

This chapter explores Albert Hourani’s early life and reconstructs a
political life that he had disavowed by the time he set out to write Arabic
Thought in the Liberal Age. Resting on a close reading of autobiograph-
ical works, biographical cross-references and the writings of Hourani
and his interlocutors themselves, this chapter deploys Albert’s world as
a case study of the ‘Anglo-Arab labyrinth’ at the historical moment
when the liberal age unravelled.4 At a more abstract level, Hourani’s
and his colleagues’ inability to make their case for Palestine after World
War II epitomized the defeat of Arab historicism and the triumph of
Zionism’s deterritorialization of Palestinian history.5 Arab historical
approaches to nationalism and independence before 1948, as repre-
sented in this chapter by Hitti, Zurayk and Hourani, were compromised
because they first emerged in the immobilizing context of liberal
imperialism.6 If, as Abdallah Laroui lamented in 1976, the radicaliza-
tion of Arab politics after 1967 signalled the abandonment of historical
reasoning for esoteric and essentialist logics, this chapter reminds us
that Arab historicism before 1948 was oblivious to the symbiotic rela-
tionship between liberalism and empire.7 Even though, as we shall see,
British socialism or Arab cultural ‘isolationism’ were hardly attractive
alternatives, it was liberal thought that ultimately paid the price for
presupposing that the idea of history was the organic and continuous
process of unfolding without historicizing history itself. By contrast,
Zionist claims about the Jewish return to history through the creation
of the state of Israel were so powerful because they effectively dehistori-
cized Jewish history in Europe and Orientalized Palestinians as a people
without history. It took Edward Said’s postcolonial interventions from

4 Elie Kedourie (1976) coined the labyrinth metaphor to express his aversion to idealism in
politics in general and to Arabs and liberal British officials who acted above their station
and ability in world affairs, in particular. This chapter shares O’Leary’s (2002) critique of
Kedourie’s nostalgia for the British empire.

5 Myers (2003), Piterberg (2008).
6 For important recent critiques of liberal empire, see Mehta (1999), Pitts (2005), Mantena
(2010), Sartori (2014), Massad (2015).

7 For a discussion of Laroui’s historicism, see the introduction to this volume, and
Choueiri (1989). For the emergence of ‘long durée historicism’ in Indian and Arabic
liberal thought, see C. A. Bayly’s chapter 12.
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the late 1970s onwards to disarm the power/knowledge nexus of liberal
imperialism and its Zionist settler-colonial affiliates.

Out of ‘the Millet of Manchester’: Hourani and Hitti

Albert Hourani grew up in south Manchester. His father, Fadlo, had
wound up in Engels’s heart of industrial capitalism in 1891. Orphaned
and penniless but armed with a degree from the Syrian Protestant Col-
lege in Beirut (SPC, later AUB), he quickly rose to become a prosperous
cotton merchant. Young Albert mingled with the neighbourhood’s other
Syrian, Lebanese, Moroccan, Armenian, Greek and Sephardi kids but
there was little contact with the world beyond their ‘little Ottoman
empire’, as his Jewish childhood friend and Arabic linguist, Haim
Nahmad, would later call it.8 Fadlo Hourani established a prep school
for his and other boys in ‘the millet of Manchester’,9 where other racial
outcasts in middle-class England found an educational home. Albert was
sent to Mill Hill, a nonconformist boarding school in North London, at
the age of 13. He immersed himself in English literature and British
culture so successfully that he won a prestigious history scholarship to
go to Magdalen College, Oxford. Philosophy, especially Kant, captivated
him more than history at the time.

Albert was not ‘in the slightest bit interested in the Middle East before
1936’.10A chance encounter with Philip Hitti (1886–1978), who came to
visit Hourani’s father in Manchester on his way to submit his manuscript
History of the Arabs in 1936, changed this.11 Long conversations with
Hitti kindled all three Hourani boys’ interest in Middle Eastern and
Islamic history. George (1913–1984) followed Hitti to Princeton to
pursue his PhD, eventually to become a noted historian of Islamic
philosophy,12 while Albert decided to register for a DPhil on the fateful
Sykes-Picot Agreement and the McMahon-Sherif Hussein correspond-
ence during World War I.13 Hitti’s History of the Arabs was the first of its
kind and its third reprint (of a dozen) was put at the disposal of the
members of the Anglo-American Committee in 1946.14

8 A. Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 20). 9 Halliday (1992). 10 Issawi (1989: 4).
11 Professor of Semitic languages at Princeton University from 1926 to 1954, Hitti had an

academic career that blazed a trail many Lebanese and Arab students followed since he
graduated from the American University of Beirut in 1908. Hitti had pursued graduate
work at Columbia University – ‘perhaps because there was a Lebanese community in
Washington Street in lower Manhattan, Lebanese food, a Maronite church’ – before
returning to AUB in 1915 to become the university’s first professor of ‘Oriental history’;
J. Starkey (1971).

12 Marmura (1984: 1–10); G. Hourani (1961).
13 A. Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 22–23). 14 Nachmani (1997: 103)
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Though its scope continues to impress, many critics considered the
book dull and not very analytical. Albert later concurred: ‘I don’t think
he was a deep historian in the sense that he had an understanding of the
connections.’15 Other scholarly works have since superseded Hitti’s Arab
histories – including Bernard Lewis’s less epic The Arabs in History in
1950, Albert Hourani’s own A History of the Arab Peoples and, most
recently, his successor at St Antony’s College, Eugene Rogan’s The
Arabs: A History.16

Hitti’s most enduring scholarly legacy was his tireless efforts at estab-
lishing the field of Middle East Studies in the United States. What started
as a course on Ancient Oriental Literature at Princeton’s Department of
Oriental Languages metaphorphosed into a subversive syllabus on the
Quran and Arabic literature and, in 1947, after twenty years of struggling
against the powers on and off campus, he founded Princeton’s Depart-
ment of Near Eastern Studies – ‘with emphasis on Arabic and Islam’.
Hitti later recalled the struggle with some satisfaction:

I was a voice in the desert. No one would listen. I had difficulties. First the
university. ‘Where do we get the money? A university has no money for that kind
of thing.’ Then I would go to the State Department and tell them ‘You will need
people trained in Islam.’They send you fromoneman to another. You get nowhere.
‘Teach Arabic? Why should we teach Arabic? Harvard doesn’t teach Arabic. Yale
doesn’t. Why should we?’ ‘Because,’ I said, ‘there are 500 million Muslims and
100 million speak Arabic. We have to deal with them and understand them.’17

While Near Eastern Studies at Princeton provided a model for other
universities in America to follow, Hitti’s department resisted the mod-
ernization paradigm and policy-centric approach that came to define area
studies centres after the expansion of American national interest during
decolonization and the Cold War.18 As Roger Owen elaborates in the
previous chapter, Hitti’s prototype offered one among many models for
Hourani’s efforts to establish the Middle East Centre at St Antony’s after
he left the Anglo-Arab labyrinth in 1948.

It is time we caught up with Albert’s formative intellectual experiences
at Magdalen College in the mid-1930s, before following him to Beirut,
Cairo and Jerusalem.

15 A. Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 23). Hitti’s book has its teachable moments, however,
for example: ‘Arab scholars were studying Aristotle when Charlemagne and his lords
were reportedly learning to write their names. Scientists in Cordova, with their seventeen
great libraries, one alone which included more than 400,000 volumes, enjoyed luxurious
baths at a time when washing the body was considered a dangerous custom at the
University of Oxford.’ Hitti (1943: 5).

16 Lewis (1950), Hourani (1991), Rogan (2009). 17 J. Starkey (1971).
18 Mitchell (2004), Lockman (2010: 123–63).
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Magdalen College, Oxford, 1933–36: Hourani and
Collingwood

Hourani went up to Oxford in October 1933. His Magdalen years were
above all shaped by his friendship with Charles Issawi, who was his first
friend to have grown up in the Middle East. Issawi was born in Egypt into
a Greek Orthodox family with roots in Jaffa, Nablus and Damascus.19 As
a boy he had lived the good life in colonial Khartoum, where the Oxford-
trained novelist and historian Edward Atiyah (1903–1955) was his
tutor20, while his father – like many graduates from the SPC – ran the
daily operations of the Anglo-Egyptian administration.

After graduating from Victoria College in Alexandria, where George
Antonius had gone before him and Edward Said after him, Issawi sat for
the Oxford entrance exam and started his degree a year after Hourani.
Both received a history scholarship, ‘leaving the third’, as Issawi remin-
isced, ‘for the whole of the British Empire’.21 Soon, however, both
shifted from History to the prestigious PPE degree, with Hourani spe-
cializing in philosophy and Issawi in economics. Cecil Hourani joined
them at Magdalen in 1935 to study PPE on the same history scholarship.
While Albert came first in his year, Cecil came second behind Harold
Wilson, the future Labour prime minister.22

When the Palestinian lawyer Musa ʿAlami (1897–1984) recruited all
three to run the research branches at his Arab Offices in Jerusalem,
London and Washington, they shouldered much of the diplomatic
defence of the Palestinian national aspirations at the Anglo-American
Committee of Inquiry on Palestine in 1946. How were they trained? Who
were their intellectual influences? What qualified them to be given such a
historic task? In the absence of the expelled Palestinian leadership
following the brutal crack-down on the Great Revolt of 1936–9, there
were few Anglophone Arabs willing and able to assume this kind of
responsibility. Atiyah and ʿAlami were lone forerunners at Oxbridge in
the 1920s. By the time the Houranis arrived at Oxford, however, there
were enough students of Arab background for Cecil to form an Arab
student association – ‘although our activities were limited to drinking
Turkish coffee in each other’s rooms’.23

Albert, Charles and Cecil were members of the Oxford Labour Club
and the latter two briefly experimented with Socialism and Marxism.
In Issawi’s case, a conversation about the Paris Peace Conference of
1919 with the eminent Fabian economic historian and Chichele

19 Issawi in Gallagher (1994: 47). See also Issawi (1993). 20 Atiyah (1946).
21 Issawi (1989: 3). 22 Ibid. 23 C. Hourani (1984: 18).
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Professor of Social and Political Theory, G. D. H. Cole, was sobering.24

Cole had turned Harold Wilson from a young liberal to a Labour polit-
ician, but on Issawi he had the opposite effect. When Cole learnt that
Issawi was Egyptian, he scoffed that he had met many Egyptians and
other non-Western representatives at Paris and ‘didn’t like them at all’.
Charles ‘fully sympathized; I could see the poor man, badgered by
Indians, Armenians, Irishmen, Poles, Jews and Arabs, and others, each
convinced that theirs was the only cause in the world’. The encounter did
not ‘dampen my respect for Cole or [weaken] my enthusiasm for social-
ism [but] I had my first glimmering of the fact that there is no one as
insular and xenophobic as a British socialist’.25

Richard Crossman was another Fabian socialist at Oxford and later a
minister in Wilson’s cabinet. He apparently taught Albert Greek philoso-
phy while finishing his popular antitotalitarian tract, Plato Today
(1937).26 When Crossman met Albert again at the Anglo-American
Committee in Jerusalem in 1946, he had, as well shall see, very little
sympathy for his former student or any other Arab testimonials, so
enarmoured had he become with Labour Zionism.27 Cecil’s radicalism,
in turn, was moderated by his enchantment with a scholar who was to
succeed Cole as the Chichele Chair in 1957. Isaiah Berlin’s Marx lec-
tures had a lasting impact on young Cecil for his elocution, ‘torrential
flow of ideas’, and the enticing juxtaposition of Marx as an original
thinker with ‘the false Messianism of Marxist doctrine’. He was puzzled
by how Berlin could square his liberalism with Zionism – after all, how
could settler colonialism be squared with liberal ideals – but it never
came up in tutorials.28 When they found themselves on opposite sides of
the struggle for Palestine in the 1940s, it apparently did not diminish
Cecil’s ‘respect and friendship’ for Berlin.29 Conversely, Isaiah Berlin
(1909–1997) who knew Cecil and Albert’s father in Manchester and
shared Oxford with Albert for much of the second half of the twentieth
century, operated as an academic gatekeeper of sorts for Israel-friendly
college appointments. For Albert, who had once unsuccessfully bid for St
Antony’s wardenship, Berlin affected pity: ‘Poor Albert, he is a lost
soul’.30

Albert’s, Cecil’s and Charles’s interests in philosophy were poorly
served at Oxford, with the exception of T. D. Weldon who initiated

24 On G. D. H. Cole’s influence on Palestinian economists, see S. Seikaly’s contribution to
this volume.

25 Issawi (1993: 144). 26 Ibid. 27 Kelemen (2012: 115–17).
28 Shira Robinson (2013) has recently solved this apparent enigma.
29 C. Hourani (1984: 20–21). On Berlin’s Zionism, see Caute (2013: 247–61).
30 Conversation with Avi Shlaim, Edinburgh, August 21, 2015.
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them to Kantianism at a time when most dons were realists or positivists,
and disdained historical approaches.31 R. G. Collingwood (1889–1943)
rescued them. The Waynflete Professor of Metaphysical Philosophy at
Magdalen, Collingwood was the ‘best known neglected thinker of our
times’, and ‘easily the best lecturer [Issawi and Hourani] heard at
Oxford’.32 While his colleagues tended to view knowledge as transparent,
Collingwood had devoted his career to trying to historicize philosophy.
And he philosophized history in a faculty that valued what he dismissed
as ‘scissors-and-paste’ history.33 He also felt that both sets of colleagues
in philosophy and in history had irresponsibly retreated into an agnostic
or monastic position on the real world, eschewing the political imperative
of the work of academics. Collingwood never spoke on the Middle East.
But his school friend and brother-in-law, the Aleppan physician Ernest
Altounyan (1889–1962), would likely have familiarized him with the
Levant before the Houranis showed up to his tutorials.

Collingwood’s archaeological training taught him that what historians
learnt of the past ‘depended not merely on what turned up in one’s
trenches but also on what questions one was asking’.34 This approach
had little to do with the organic theories or the Zeitgeist of German
historicism or Popper’s dismissal of historicism as the false Marxist
science of prediction and determinism.35 Rather, Collingwood’s method
identified the ‘problem space’ of historical unfolding.36 His question-
answer dialectic accounts for why Collingwood has had a revival in the
history of ideas through Skinner’s and his Cambridge colleagues’ con-
textualist school and through postcolonial scholars who, like the social
anthropologist and C. L. R. James scholar David Scott, have begun to
historicize history itself.37

Our Hourani circle of undergraduates, too, shared an affinity with
Collingwood whom his logical positivist peers in the Senior Common
Room disparaged as ‘brilliant but not sound’.38 Albert, Cecil and
Charles benefitted from Collingwood’s marginality, as he pored all his
energies into teaching.39 In the Hilary and Trinity terms of 1936, he
offered his ‘Lectures on the Philosophy of History’, which came to
constitute the core of his Ideas of History.40 The lectures began with the
proposition that history was an inquiry into the nature of time and

31 C. Hourani (1984: 19), A. Hourani (1993: 29), Issawi (1993: 145).
32 Mink (1969: 1); Issawi (1989: 4).
33 Collingwood (1939). On the intellectual atmosphere at Magdalen in the 1930s, see

J. Patrick (1985).
34 Collingwood (1939: 25). 35 Iggers (1995); Popper (1957).
36 D. Scott (1999: 5–6, 2004: 51–55). 37 Tully (1988); Skinner (2002).
38 Issawi (1989: 4). 39 Collingwood (1939: 73) 40 Collingwood (1994).
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objectivity. Collingwood taught Albert, Cecil and Issawi three of his
principles of history: first, ‘we study history for self-knowledge’; second,
‘never accept criticism of an author before satisfying yourself of its
relevance’ and return, instead, to the original sources on which historio-
graphical ‘hear-say’ was based; third, ‘never think you understand any
statement made by a philosopher until you have decided . . . what the
question is to which he means it for an answer’.41

After a lecture in which Collingwood recommended Dilthey’s and
Simmel’s ‘published and un-published’ works to his students, Albert
thought his teacher was laying it on too thick and decided to verify the
sources. Issawi recalled how his friend one evening sneaked into Colling-
wood’s rooms to check that the don had actually read the books in
question himself. ‘Collingwood, indeed, had sets of both philosophers
[on his shelf] but . . . the pages were uncut. We all shook our heads over
the deceitfulness of professors, little knowing to what depths we would
sink in the future’.42

Characteristically light-hearted, Issawi’s memoir says nothing about
Hourani’s possible frustration with how little light his Oxford education
had shed on his own background. The obvious place to seek answers to
his ‘crisis of identity’ was to return to his own sources and visit the
ancestral place of his family for the first time.43 Indeed, instead of
pursuing the DPhil he had registered for, he spent Magdalen’s stipend
on a trip to Lebanon where he would stay for the next two years.

The American University of Beirut, 1937–1939: Hourani,
Zurayk and Malik

When Albert arrived in Beirut in 1937, he was overwhelmed: ‘At my first
sight of the Mediterranean world I realized that I had never known light
before.’44 He quickly landed a teaching job in the political science
department at the American University of Beirut. AUB has been one of
the cradles of the Nahda since American missionaries had opened its
gates as the Syrian Protestant College in 1866. In the 1930s, the univer-
sity emerged as a fulcrum of competing radical ideologies.45 The charis-
matic Antun Saʿadeh (1904–1949), who gave German lessons on
campus, had founded the Syrian Social Nationalist Party (SSNP) in
1932. With secularist, anti-sectarian and welfare precepts, he combined
the idea that geographical Syria – including Cyprus and Iraq – was a

41 Collingwood (1939: 74). 42 Issawi (1989: 4–5).
43 A. Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 23). 44 Ibid. 45 Anderson (2011).
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historical nation more deeply rooted in a biologically constituted subcon-
sciousness than artificial states like Lebanon and wider Arab identity.46

While Albert considered Saʿadeh a ‘megalomaniac’, he did concede
that his ideas and the strict party hierarchy were attractive to many of
Lebanon’s young student radicals.47 Although Saʿadeh left Beirut in
1938, his militant ideas lingered on, and they politicized his most famous
academic disciple during his undergraduate years at AUB. For the
Palestinian political theorist Hisham Sharabi (1927–2005), who became
one of the most productive critics of Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age,48

Saʿadeh offered an intellectual alternative in the theological atmosphere
of AUB’s philosophy department, dominated as it was in the early 1940s
by Charles Malik (1906–1987).49 Sharabi joined the SSNP after writing a
term paper on the party for Charles Issawi, who had replaced Cecil on
the AUB faculty in 1943. When Saʿadeh returned to Lebanon after
a nine-year exile in 1947, and spoke of the liberation of Palestine,
Sharabi became a devotee, ready to plot the overthrow of the Lebanese
government.50 For Sharabi, ‘[t]he Social Nationalists [we]re the heroes
of the Age of the Renaissance [al-Nahda] and the creators of Syrian
idealism’.51 The failed coup of 1949 cost Saʿadeh his life and forced
Sharabi to return to the United States, where he was soon hired to teach
Arab politics at Georgetown.52

As he pronounced – somewhat tactically – at his testimony to the
Anglo-American Committee in 1946, Albert, too, self-identified as a
Syrian.53 That year, he concluded his political essay on Syria and Leba-
non by advocating independence for Syria and Lebanon separately.54

A ‘super-national’ Arab state was inconceivable ‘in the predictable
future. If it was to come into existence and survive’, he wrote in the
conclusion to his book Minorities in the Arab World, ‘it can only be at the
bidding of a mystique, a creative idea which is stronger than nationalism
in its hold on men’s imagination’, the way empires had.55 Instead,
Hourani came to appreciate what he later called Lebanon’s ‘system of
customs and agreements [between families of different confessions]

46 Hourani (1962: 317–18).
47 Albert Hourani, ‘Great Britain and Arab Nationalism’, The National Archives of the

UK, FO141/14281, July 1943.
48 Sharabi (1966 and 1970). 49 Sharabi (2008)14–33. 50 Ibid., 53–66.
51 Ibid., 147. 52 Davidson (2005).
53 Nachmani (1997: 113). Cecil, too, identified as Syrian, before meeting Antun Saʿadeh

alerted him to fascist abuse of the term. C. Hourani (1984: 147–48).
54 A. Hourani (1946).
55 A. Hourani (1947: 119). Hourani later downplayed the value of his first book and did not

want it to be republished.
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which has been continuous over several hundred years [and has created]
a common social and political consciousness’.56

The second ideological trend with which Hourani identified during
the late liberal age was Arab nationalism. AUB professor Constantine
Zurayk (1909–2000) has been the revered mentor of generations of
Palestinian Arab nationalists – running the student newspaper, al-ʿUrwa
al-Wuthqa.57 Born in Damascus and educated at AUB and Princeton, he
was one of two colleagues who shaped Hourani’s approach to Middle
East history and his political outlook.58 Albert ‘was acquiring enough
Arabic to follow his eloquent and judicious course on medieval Islamic
history, the nearest approach [he] ever had to any formal training on the
subject.’59 Zurayk gave young Hourani a lasting liberal nationalist per-
spective. In his AUB lectures in the late 1930s, Zurayk expounded a
historicist method of understanding the two cardinal questions of the
Nahda: How did Arabs get here and how do we get out of our present
condition? Albert would have recognized his response as decidedly ‘Col-
lingwoodian’: Treating history as an active and scientific process of
building self-knowledge. In a letter to Zurayk in 1940, two years after
Antonius’s The Arab Awakening had appeared, Albert commended his
‘plan for a comprehensive study of Arab nationalism’:

Such a work very much needs to be written, both for the Arabs and for the French
and British public; and I think you are more capable of writing it than anybody
else. For several years, I have been thinking of writing a book on Arab
nationalism, and I have quite a large collection of notes, observations, etc., for
it. My present work is increasing the collection enormously.60

For Zurayk there was nothing inevitable about history. He made repeated
swipes at the two prominent secular alternatives to his approach: the
racialized identity discourse of Phoenicianism and Saʿadeh’s ‘blood-and-
soil’ Syrianism. Neither was historically sound, but instead invoked
primordial essences or historical predetermination.61 Moreover, unlike
most other secular Arab nationalist theoreticians, Zurayk incorporated

56 A. Hourani (1966/1981: 124).
57 A. Hourani (1962: 309). In the 1930s this group included Ismail Khalidi, Nadim

Dimashkiye and ʿAwni Dajjani, and after 1948 George Habash’s much more radical
group. Zurayk closed the paper for being too politicized in 1955, having become interim
president of the university. See Anderson (2011: 50).

58 For more on Zurayk’s life, see the introduction and Azmeh (2003).
59 A. Hourani (1993: 32).
60 The Constantine Zurayq Archival Papers, Jafet Library, AUB, ‘Albert Hourani to Qusti

Zurayk, Oxford, March 31, 1940’. I thank Jamila Ghaddar for providing me with access
to these letters.

61 Zurayq (1939: 24–25).
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the formative influence of Islam on Arab culture. More so than Hitti at
Princeton, he viewed religion not as inherently primordial but as consti-
tutive of Arab history and modern citizenship. These ideas became the
gist of his foundational book National Consciousness of 1939, which
quickly became a best-seller and mandatory reading in secondary schools
across the Arab world.62

The influence of Zurayk’s thought is latent in many of Hourani’s
writings. But Albert had fallen under the spell of another Christian
colleague at AUB. In 1943, he wrote in a report for British intelligence:
‘In the American University there is the movement for the creation of a
Christian philosophy in Arabic, which is associated with Charles Malik,
Professor of Philosophy in the University, so far almost unknown but
perhaps the greatest intellectual figure in the Arab world today’.63 Born
in Bterram and educated at the nearby Presbyterian Tripoli Boys School,
Malik (1906–1987) was a great nephew of the radical Nahda figure,
Farah Antun (1874–1922). In 1923 he became a boarder at AUB, where
he studied mathematics and physics. After two years of teaching he
followed his parents to Cairo, where his father worked as a physician.
In 1932 he went to Harvard to pursue a PhD in philosophy with Alfred
Whitehead. A mathematician by training, Whitehead had established
himself as the founder of process philosophy, whose Process and Reality
(1929) also had a considerable influence on Collingwood. While in
Cambridge, MA, Malik came under the spell of the Moral Re-Armament
Group, a religious revival movement led by the evangelist Frank Buchman.
A scholarship to study with Heidegger at Freiburg in 1935 cleared Malik of
the naïve spiritualism of Buchman’s movement but it was the French
Catholic convert and moral philosopher, Jacques Maritain, who shaped
his Christian politics.64

Unlike Saʿadeh and Pierre Gemayel, the founder of the Lebanese
Phalange party, who were both inspired by Hitler’s charisma and the
spectacle of fascism on their visits to Germany in 1936, Malik abhorred
Nazism’s destruction of individual creativity and personal freedom.
When he graduated from Harvard in 1937, according to a recent bio-
graphical study, he came away with ‘not so much a specific philosophical
outlook, but an affinity for engaging in abstract argumentation, an impa-
tience with sloppy reasoning, and a penchant for pontification’.65

By the time he returned to AUB, Malik had refashioned himself as a

62 Rodinson (1988: 5). 63 Hopwood (2003: 128).
64 Malik (1977). Malik ended his academic career as the Jacques Maritain Chair of Moral

and Political Philosophy at the Catholic University of America between 1981 and 1983.
65 Mitoma (2010: 232); Sharabi (2008: 19).
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visionary of a spiritual renaissance to affect a great synthesis between the
crisis-ridden West and East. In this process, AUB’s historical role was to
revive the Near Eastern legacy of ‘Graeco-Roman-Christian-European’
humanity.66 Malik convinced President Dodge to found the university’s
philosophy department in 1938. Teaching undergraduates ‘The Greats’
would challenge what Malik perceived as AUB’s overly utilitarian peda-
gogical mission as well as disarm intellectually Saʿadeh’s disciples on
campus.

Malik’s Christian philosophy was infused with the moral philosophy of
Maritain and rooted in Kierkegaard’s existentialist ruminations on the
lifelong, always incomplete, struggle of becoming Christian.67 Malik’s
style of thinking – grand, passionate and yet meticulously exegetical –
made Hourani feel that he learnt more from him than any of his dour
Oxford philosophy teachers.68 The Malik circle, which met regularly to
take in the master’s thoughts on ‘The Greats’, deeply affected Albert and
there are indications that he and a few fellow disciples converted to
Catholicism following their exposure to Malik’s discourses on a faith-
based life of the mind.69

Hourani’s Syria and Lebanon recorded this group’s special mission ‘to
re-state Christianity in Arabic, to stand for it in the face of the Moslem
world’.70 His long-disavowed essay contained a mixture of Maritain’s
ethics and Christian minority anxiety as he argued that ‘[e]very human
community must, if it would avoid falling into mortal sin, make itself
servant of something higher than itself’.71 The tremendous social trans-
formations that Albert witnessed during the struggles for Arab independ-
ence would remain ‘external’ if they did not bring about ‘a change in the
spirit of Islam: not its theoretical formulations but the living creative
spirit which moulds the life of the Islamic community’.72 The best
Hourani could hope for was an agonistic Muslim-Christian relationship,
a ‘fruitful tension’ as he called it, conducted with ‘a sort of humility, of
forgiveness and remission’. Hourani was self-conscious about such spir-
itual musings at the end of an essay on politics. In the last analysis,
however, ‘they alone give cause for hope’.73

Hourani’s and Malik’s career paths and attitudes to Islam parted soon.
Malik entered the world of diplomacy and international organizations.
Along with Hitti, he represented Lebanon at the San Francisco confer-
ence in 1945 that founded the United Nations, and he presided over the
United Nations’ Third Committee, which drafted and passed the UN

66 Malik (1956: 263). 67 Sharabi (2008: 23, 25, 28).
68 Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 24). 69 Hopwood (2003:128).
70 Hourani (1946: 265). 71 Ibid., 119. 72 Hourani (1947:123). 73 Ibid., 125.
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Declaration of Human Rights in December 1948.74 As Lebanese ambas-
sador to Washington, he was instrumental in subjecting human rights to
the force of international law, in enshrining family values and religious
conversion as inalienable rights in the covenant.75 His former student
and subsequent nemesis, Hisham Sharabi, remembered the other Malik:
‘It never occurred to us that what Malik would do in the United States
was to specialize in attacking communism, praising Christianity, and
supporting the Cold War, and that he would return to Lebanon to
become ideologue of the fanatic Christian Right.’76

Malik’s writings in policy and social science journals of the 1950s
evinced a kind of misanthropic humanism. On the one hand, he
espoused a grand design of East-West cultural reciprocity, the biblical
unfolding of world history and the spirit of freedom, love and peace
among nations.77 On the other hand, he had a total disregard for those
people who suffered the brutality generated by this cosmic order. As
Lebanese foreign minister from 1956 to 1958, he persuaded the Ameri-
can administration to invoke the Eisenhower Doctrine and support
President Camille Chamoun against a popular uprising in the summer
of 1958.78

ChathamHouse 1939–42: Hourani, Toynbee and Antonius

Hourani was on summer vacation in England when World War II broke
out. H. A. R. Gibb, the Laudean Professor of Arabic at Oxford since
1937 and the ‘last of the universal Arabists’,79 recruited Albert into the
Foreign Research and Press Service that Arnold Toynbee had set up at
Balliol College on behalf of the Royal Institute of International Affairs,
Chatham House.80 Hourani deeply admired Gibb’s scholarship and later
coquetted that his Arabic Thought was a mere footnote to Gibb’s Modern
Trends in Islam (1947).81 Like Gibb, Toynbee espoused a form of liberal

74 Nineteen AUB graduates – three Lebanese, six Syrian, eight Iraqis, one Iranian and one
Saudi – participated in the founding meetings of the UN, possibly the highest number of
official delegates from any one university. See AUB Presidents’ Club (2013). I thank
Hicham Safieddine for this source. A number of Arab women, including Angela Jurdak
Khoury (1915–2011), Bedia Afnan from Iraq and ʿAziza Hussayn from Egypt, worked
on the UN’s Third Committee where. As R. Burke (2010: 49–50, 113–25) argues, they
and other feminists from formerly colonized countries fought European and male
delegates to ensure that the victory of self-determination did not sacrifice the universal
application of human rights.

75 Glendon (2001). 76 Sharabi (2008: 25). 77 E.g. Malik (1952, 1956).
78 Gendzier (1997). 79 Hourani (1991: 71). 80 Hourani (1980: 104–34).
81 For a critique of Hourani’s unwillingness to consider the institutional context of

Orientalism which Gibb shaped, see Said (1978: 275–84, 340–41).

74 Jens Hanssen

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.004
https://www.cambridge.org/core


imperialism that was sympathetic to Arab independence but paradoxic-
ally insisted on British tutelage. Hourani did not work closely with
Toynbee but formed a positive opinion of this intellectual giant of the
interwar years. It took Albert until 1955 to fully break with Toynbee’s
civilizationist approach to history.82

Arnold Toynbee (1889–1975) had graduated in Classics from Balliol
in 1911 and served in British intelligence during World War I. His
painstaking reports brought the Turkish army’s atrocities against Arme-
nians to British attention and secured him a place at the Paris Peace
Conference in 1919 as an expert on the British government’s Turkey file.
His anti-Ottoman prose also led to his appointment as the Koreas Chair
of Byzantine and Modern Greek History at London University. Donor
pressure forced him to resign his position after his The Western Question in
Greece and Turkey which chronicled Greek atrocities during the Greek-
Turkish War of 1922–23, stirred up controversy. Many scholars, includ-
ing Hourani, considered the book to be Toynbee’s best. Toynbee was
soon appointed director of research of Chatham House and his towering
presence ensured both the institute’s academic credentials and its
remarkable annual publications of the Surveys of International Affairs.83

Chatham House had been founded in the aftermath of World War I on
the principle that more scientific knowledge of global politics would
prevent wars.84 The project gathered liberal imperialists of the Common-
wealth who saw the British empire in idealistic terms as a source of peace,
not pacification, advocated informal over formal empire and equality of
citizenship over racial, gender or social privilege. In practice it was a
British white boys club with a network of organic imperial intellectuals
that also drew on colleagues from settler colonial societies of Canada,
Australia, New Zealand and South Africa as well as from British India, in
the autumn years of the British empire.85 Toynbee epitomized Chatham
House’s moral and political dilemma: support for independence for the
colonies in principle, and the inability to concede that British imperialism
had done more harm than good.

Toynbee was confused over post-Ottoman Palestine. During World
War I, he was impressed by the militant Zionist Jabotinski and adopted

82 Hourani (1955).
83 Among the cast of this chapter who contributed to the surveys were H. A. R. Gibb,

Harold Beeley and Chaim Weizmann.
84 A. Hourani in Gallagher (1994: 34), P. Williams (2003).
85 P. Williams (2003). Books published under the auspices of Chatham House included

Gibb and Bowen’s Islamic Society and the West, Brigadier S. H. Longrigg’s histories of
Mandate Syria and Iraq (1953, 1958), as well as Hourani’s early essays on Lebanon and
Syria (1946) and Arab minorities (1947).
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the maximalist position of his Zionist friend and colleague, Lewis
Namier, on the Balfour Declaration of 1917. At the time, he echoed
Namier’s view that Palestine naturally belonged to the Jewish people and
the aspirations of the indigenous Palestinians ‘will have, to some extent,
take second place’.86 At Paris, he adopted Chaim Weizmann’s argument
that Jews were homeless and needed a state to survive.87 Arabs, by
contrast, were really either Syrians who at any rate were emigrating in
large numbers to the Americas, or they were ignorant nomads who
constituted only a linguistic but not a national community with any
entitlement to a state.88

Toynbee’s friendship with T. E. Lawrence did little to mitigate his
affective commitment to the return of the ancient Hebrews to their
land.89 A Palestinian delegation to London in 1921 afforded him a reality
check as its members opened Toynbee’s eyes to the possibility that the
Palestinian leadership had a valid legal, historical and geographical case
for a state for Palestinians, too.90 Toynbee realized the hypocrisy of US
and British foreign policy towards Palestine as it dawned on him that the
British Aliens Act of 1905, issued by Arthur Balfour and the US Immi-
gration Quota Act of 1924, prevented most Jews, other Eastern Euro-
pean and non-white immigrants from entering Britain and the United
States. When he got to know George Antonius in 1937 and read The
Arab Awakening, he became convinced that any doubts he had had about
the official British interpretation of the wartime promises to France and
the Arabs were well founded. He subsequently came to join a small but
growing number of Anglo-American officials and intellectuals who were
drawn to Antonius’s arguments for Palestinian independence.91

Hourani appreciated Toynbee’s critique on the destruction wreaked by
both imperial hubris and the modern nation state system.92 Toynbee’s idea
of creative minorities as agents of change across contemporaneous civiliza-
tions resonated with Albert long after he had abandoned Toynbee’s rigid
and ahistorical theory of civilizations as hermetically sealed, religiously
homogenous entities. Albert was particularly puzzled by the way Toynbee
contrived Islam as a late enactment of Syriac civilization in order to fit it
into his schema of universal religion. Hourani painted an entirely different
picture of Middle East minorities from Toynbee who, for example, viewed
Druzes, Alawites and Maronites as ‘fossils of ancient faiths’.93

86 Friedman (1999: 80–83). 87 Weizman (1946). 88 Toynbee (1917).
89 Toynbee (1934–1961, vol. 2: 252–54).
90 Palestine Arab Delegation (1921). http://unispal.un.org/UNISPAL.NSF/0/

48A7E5584EE1403485256CD8006C3FBE.
91 Boyle (2001: 257) 92 Hourani (1955). 93 Ibid. See also Kedourie (1970: 374).
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A different kind of critique of Toynbee’s work emerged in 1952 when,
at the height of his fame in Britain and North America, he used his BBC
Reith Lectures to expose the British empire’s history of aggression and
Western civilization’s catastrophic effect on the non-Western world. The
establishment that had feted him now started to consider him an Anti-
Semite, a self-hating imperialist, ‘a traitor to Christian civilization and a
cat’s paw for communism’.94 Albert’s nemesis at the London School of
Economics, conservative diplomatic historian Elie Kedourie, identified
in Toynbee’s version of history an approach to Middle East policy that
characterized the approach of the Royal Institute of International Affair’s
project writ-large. ‘The Chatham House Version’, as he called it deri-
sively in a seminal article, fabricated history – especially that of Anglo-
Arab relations in World War I – to fit the exigencies of contemporary
politics. Toynbee ‘foolishly’ believed that ‘the accumulation of historical
knowledge will promote a better world’.95 Chatham House’s apparent
idealization of Arab nationalism sold non-Muslims or non-Arabs down
the river. Thus, Harold Beeley ‘grossly misinterpreted’ Amin al-Husayni
as an advocate of western democracy in 1938; H. A. R. Gibb considered
the Semel massacre of Iraqi Assyrians a small price for the birth of a
functioning, Sunni-dominated state in 1933; and Stephen H. Longrigg,
another Chatham House author, invoked as self-evident the nationalist
slogans that all Syrians were naturally Arabs, and that Lebanon – ‘that
Syrian fragment’ – ‘should have been incorporated into a Syria domin-
ated by a Sunni majority’ had it not been for nefarious divide-and-rule by
the French.96

Kedourie’s critique of liberal imperialism’s blind spots is important
but hardly held water. He had his own intellectual investments – not least
in deflecting the centrality of Palestine at Chatham House and in dis-
missing the possibility of class or national consciousness as Eurocentric
categories: ‘Middle class in Europe is an intelligible notion; in the middle
east however, with its tradition of oriental despotism reinforced by
modern centralized absolutism, there are only two classes: the official
class and the non-official class.’97 Rather, Kedourie claimed, people in
the Middle East have always identified along sectarian, tribal and reli-
gious lines. It was Toynbee and Gibb who had abandoned Britain’s
imperial responsibility to protect and preserve this fragile mosaic. Pace
Kedourie, Gibb was not exactly the champion of Sunni-majority, Arab
nationalism that Kedourie depicted.98 Moreover, Gibb had himself felt

94 McNeil (1989, 224). 95 Kedourie (1970: 355).
96 Longrigg (1958: 116–17), quoted in Kedourie (1970: 386–89).
97 Kedourie (1970: 384). 98 Said (1978: 263, 279).
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betrayed by Egyptian modernists like Muhammad Haykal, Taha Husayn
and Tawfiq al-Hakim for writing in a more Islamic idiom in the 1930s
and ‘40s.99

George Antonius (1891–1942) probably came closest to a role model
for Albert at this stage of his career. This Cambridge-trained official in
the British administration of Palestine floated with ease between the
colonial European and Arab nationalist circles even after he resigned
from service in 1930 when he started campaigning against British rule
and the partition of Palestine. At the St James Conference in 1939, where
the British government summoned Zionist and Arab leaders to discuss
the future of Palestine, Antonius sensed an opportunity to press for Arab
sovereignty.100 As the general secretary of the Arab delegation, his ‘force
and persuasiveness of advocacy obliged the British government to modify
their previous interpretation of the promises made to Arabs and Jews
during the First World War’.101 Albert’s assessment went further than
his friend Beeley’s, claiming that Antonius forced the British delegation
to ‘come as near as any great government does to agreeing that it made a
mistake’.102 The resultant MacDonald Paper of 1939, indeed, marked a
brief diplomatic triumph for Antonius. The idea of partition was
scrapped in favour of a single, pro-British but independent, Arab-Jewish
country. The state was to be governed proportionally and Jewish immi-
gration capped at a total of 75,000. The British parliament approved the
White Paper, and the leading Palestinian delegates, Musa ʿAlami and
Jamal Husayni, signed the document.103

The Foreign Office provided copies of The Arab Awakening to all its
Middle Eastern consulates in 1940.104 Antonius studded the book with
references to the Greek classics in a passionate appeal to the Anglo-
Saxon purveyors of liberal imperialism that Arabs deserve freedom and
independence.105 Nevertheless, the British Labour Party voted against
the White Paper, and the League of Nations Council in Geneva rejected
it on the grounds ‘that the policy set out in the White Paper was not in
accordance with the interpretation which [it] had placed upon the Pales-
tine Mandate’.106 Moreover, Zionist leaders and Hajj Amin al-Husayni’s
group-in-exile both rejected it. Ultimately, the Nazi invasion of Poland
and the Holocaust wrecked Antonius’s alternative vision for Palestine.

99 Gershoni (2006). 100 A. Hourani (1977/1981: 193). 101 Beeley (1990: 117).
102 A. Hourani (1977/1981). 103 Buheiry (1989: 177). 104 Cleveland (1997: 84).
105 Cleveland (1997: 65–86).
106 Hurewitz (1950). J. C. Hurewitz was the Palestine case officer in the State Department

during and after World War II. He later recruited Issawi to teach Middle East
economics at Columbia. See Hurewitz (1994: 73–74, 83).
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Meanwhile, Albert’s career took a new turn that designated him as
Antonius’s successor.

Antonius died in 1942, exhausted by his work to stem the tide of
Zionism in Palestine. Nevertheless, he had chipped at the armour of
British support for Jewish settler colonialism by speaking in the language
of Chatham House. That same year, the Foreign Office sent Hourani on
a Middle East fact-finding mission, at the end of which he produced a
widely circulated report on Arab nationalism, which secured him the
position of Assistant Advisor on Arab Affairs to the British minister of
state resident in Cairo, Brigadier Ilryd Clayton.107 In this capacity,
Albert commuted between Jerusalem and Cairo from 1943 to 1945 and
met with Arab notables across the region. In Jerusalem, Antonius’s
widow hosted him in her enchanting Karm al-Mufti quarters. He was
also reunited with George, then teaching Greek and Latin at the Arab
College, and Cecil, who had come from Lebanon to enlist in the British
army.108 In fact, wartime Jerusalem was a university reunion for Cecil
and Albert, as many of their friends from the Arab Club at Oxford found
themselves regulars at the King David hotel bar, until Zionist militants
blew it up.109 Their circle included the ‘beautiful’ Luli Abul-Huda
(1919–2012),110 and attracted like-minded British and Arab Anglophiles
like Ernest Altounyan, Collingwood’s school-friend, who also worked for
Clayton.111

In Cairo, Albert and Cecil overlapped with Issawi before he, in turn,
took Cecil’s teaching position at AUB in 1943. They enjoyed life in
Cairo’s ‘three converging cities’: the Italianate-Ottoman style houses that
had turned into middle-class flats in Azbekiyya, Abbasiyya and Zamalek;
the commercial centre and shopping boulevards of Qasr al-Nil, Soliman
Pasha and Fuad streets; and, behind the Royal Opera House, the bust-
ling bazaars of the old city.112 The brothers befriended Taha Husayn and
the existentialist philosopher ʿAbd al-Rahman Badawi. They lodged
with Paul Kraus, the gifted but troubled Jewish philologist who chose
Cairo University over Tel Aviv as his academic refuge from Nazi
persecution.113 They attended weddings and funerals with Aubrey Eban,
then Assistant Advisor on Jewish Affairs to Clayton, Albert’s opposite
number and later, as Abba Eban, Israel’s foreign minister.114 Hourani’s
work in British intelligence during World War II rendered him

107 Albert Hourani, ‘Great Britain and Arab nationalism’, FO141/14281, July 1943.
108 C. Hourani (1984: 42–43). 109 W. Khalidi (2005).
110 The grand-daughter of Abul-Huda al-Sayyadi – see Ghazal’s chapter – Lulie was one of

the first Arab women to graduate from Oxford; Rush (2012).
111 C. Hourani (1984:40–41); T. Altounyan (1990). 112 Wahba (1982: 103–04).
113 J. Kraemer (1999). 114 C. Hourani (1984: 44–46).
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suspicious in the eyes of Arabs who came of age in the 1950s. But before
he withdrew to the cloistered life of academia, Albert made one last stand
for Arab Palestine.

The Anglo-American Commission, Jerusalem, 1946

On March 25, 1946, the fate of Palestine seemed to rest on the narrow
shoulders of Albert Hourani. He was the last to give his testimony to the
Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry on Palestine (AAC), which had
gathered in Jerusalem over the previous three weeks to hear Zionists and
Palestinians make their cases for the future of Palestine. In fact, the Com-
mittee’s hearings – which had begun in Washington, where Hitti had been
the first witness, then moved to London and culminated in Jerusalem –

swept Collingwood’s Arab students onto the diplomatic stage of the global
showdown between Arab and Zionist leaders and between the newly
elected postwar governments of the United States and Great Britain.

The idea for the AAC originated during the Potsdam Conference in
July 1945 when President Truman sent a memorandum to the British
government demanding the suspension of restrictions on Jewish immigra-
tion to Palestine in place since the White Paper of 1939. Prime Minister
Attlee tried to stall Truman’s foray, citing Britain’s legal commitment to
the Arab population. When Truman put economic pressure on Britain,
Foreign Minister Ernest Bevin proposed the formation of an Anglo-
American committee with a view to examining the absorptive capacities
of Palestine in light of the suffering of displaced Jews in Europe, and
to investigate other possible destinations for Jewish refugees.115 Instead
of finding a viable alternative to the White Paper, however, the fate of
Palestine was, for the time, formally coupled to the European Holocaust as
Bevin effectively ‘transformed [the British] mandate into a condominium,
with the United States as the senior partner’.116

The world had totally changed since Musa ʿAlami, Jamal Husayni and
George Antonius had wrested the MacDonald White paper from the
British government in 1939. In response, David Ben Gurion, the leader
of the Jewish Agency in Palestine, had declared that ‘[w]e will fight with
the British against Hitler as if there were no white paper; we will fight
the white paper as if there were no war’.117 Acts of Zionist terrorism in
Palestine were on the rise while Ben Gurion’s diplomatic shift from
British to American backing was consecrated at the Biltmore Conference
of 1942. Conditions in the Arab camp were fraught with problems. The

115 Chaitani (2002: 43–47); Nachmani (1987: 61). 116 W. Khalidi (2005: 70).
117 Shlaim (2001: 23).
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Palestinian leadership had been exiled after the revolt of 1936–39. Only
Musa ʿAlami was allowed back into the country in 1941, and he soon
reestablished himself as a politician independent of Palestine’s main
political parties. The 1944 Alexandria Conference’s preparations for
the establishment of the Arab League of Nations brought ʿAlami into
the Pan-Arab limelight.118 As unanimously elected Palestinian represen-
tative, he urged the Arab states to engage the British government, to
defend the 1939 White Paper, to fund an Arab Development Project and
to open Arab information centres in major western capitals. His pro-
posals were endorsed, and the Iraqi Prime Minister allocated the neces-
sary funds to open Arab Offices in Washington, London and
Jerusalem.119 Nuri Pasha Saʿid’s support later jeopardized Musa’s ability
to appear as above the Arab leaders’ bickering. But for the next two years,
the limited Iraqi funds allowed Musa to implement his vision of Palestin-
ian diplomacy and select like-minded staff for the Arab Offices.

Albert was Musa’s first pick for director of research at the headquarters
in Jerusalem. Hourani’s ‘reputation for brilliance’, his young assistant
Walid Khalidi recalled, ‘was the talk of the city’s Arab and Anglo-Arab
circles’.120 Albert, too, had great respect for Musa ʿAlami. In a Festschrift
for Constantine Zurayk, Hourani composed an obituary for ʿAlami, in
which he considered his family the epitome of ‘the politics of notables’
paradigm that he had developed in a seminal article of 1968.121 ʿAlami
was the ideal type of the modern political intermediary. Trained in
foreign languages in Jerusalem and armed with a law degree from Trinity
Hall, Cambridge, he enjoyed a similar education to Antonius but, unlike
his fellow Arab official in the British administration, ‘[h]is life was typical
in some ways of that of members of the great urban families of the Arab
provinces of the last period of the Ottoman rule’.122

While the Jewish Agency could draw on near unlimited resources to
make their case, ʿAlami had to make do with Nuri Pasha’s personal funds
and the Houranis’ personal contacts to set up the Arab Offices. Cecil
and Charles worked for Khulusi al-Khayri, future Jordanian minister, at
the Washington Office. Izzet Tannous and later Edward Atiyah ran the
London Office. ʿAlami appointed the fellow lawyer and future PLO chair-
man, Ahmad Shuqayri (1908–1980), as the head of the Washington, DC,
Office, and later in Jerusalem.123

118 C. Hourani (1947); Gomaa (1977).
119 Ibid., 66. The Paris and Moscow offices were quickly closed due to lack of funding.
120 W. Khalidi (2005: 60). 121 A. Hourani (1988).
122 Ibid., 24. On the politics of notables, see Hourani (1968).
123 Cecil Hourani (1984: 57); W. Khalidi (2005: 75–77).
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The opening gambit of the AAC occurred in America. On his lecture
tours in the United States in the 1930s, Antonius had galvanized the
Arab-American community and helped found the first Arab interest
groups, which set up the Institute of Arab American Affairs in the wake
of the 1942 Biltmore Conference. In February 1944, its most prominent
member, Philip Hitti, testified to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the US Congress during the Wright-Compton Resolution hearings that
called for Palestine to become a Jewish Commonwealth. His statement
combined the history of Arab religious tolerance with Antonius’ narrative
of modern Arabs’ gratitude for American missionary education and
broken European promises, and pointed out the American hypocrisy
for not lifting the restrictions on Jewish immigration.124

Erich Kahler – a prominent literary scholar in residence at the Prince-
ton Institute for Advanced Studies – challenged Hitti in a polemical
response published in the Princeton Herald and co-signed by his friend
Albert Einstein.125 They argued that ‘[o]ne does not get very far with
historical rights’ and dismissed Hitti’s argument that ‘the Jewish problem
[wa]s not of the Arabs’ making’.126 In his rejoinder a few days later, Hitti
accused Kahler and Einstein of peddling the familiar Zionist logic that
there is enough room for Palestinians in the vast Arab world while ‘tiny
Palestine [wa]s the only place in the world legitimately and most deeply
connected with the Jewish people’. Finally, their idea that the Jewish
settlers are entitled to Palestine because they turned ‘barren soil . . . into
flowering farms and plantations’ for Hitti sounded all too familiar to
‘apologists for the Italian invasion of Libya and Ethiopia’. Both forms
of colonization relied on imperial charity to be economically
sustainable.127

Today, most historians of settler colonialism share Hitti’s assess-
ment.128 But when the Washington branch of the Arab Office was
formed in October 1945, Ahmad Shuqayri, Cecil Hourani, Charles
Issawi and Najla Izzeddin were busy countering the racist stereotypes
that the Zionist lobby spread about Arabs.129 Operating on a shoestring

124 Kahler (1967: 123–30).
125 Einstein who also testified at the AAC hearings, was offered the Israeli presidency in

1948, but declined. See Rowe and Schulmann (2007: 340–55).
126 Ibid., 130–38. For the ‘anti-historicist’ strand in Zionism, see Myers (2003). As we shall

see below, the Jewish advocates of binationalism saw Jewish claims to Palestine very
much in terms of ‘historical rights’.

127 Kahler (1967: 145–46).
128 See, for example, Elkins and Pederson (2005); Southern Atlantic Quarterly 107:4 (2008);

and Settler Colonial Studies 2:1 (2012).
129 Najla Izzeddin (1908–2007) received her PhD at Chicago in 1934 with a dissertation on

‘The racial origins of the Druzes’ which, under Asʿad Rustum’s supervision, sought to
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budget, they published the Arab News Bulletin¸ placed a few op-ed pieces
in The New York Times and wrote letters to Congress.130 In America
they could count on few friends in high places. On the contrary, they
were constantly under threat of entrapment by White supremacist groups
that feigned to endorse the Arab Office, either because their anti-
Semitism was also anti-Zionist or they saw Zionism as a chance to rid
America of Jews.

The Arab Office in London enjoyed more support, both publicly and
financially, from liberal figures who felt guilty about one-sidedness of the
Balfour Declaration and the injustices of British authorities in Palestine,
or from conservative officials who feared that British support for Zionism
would jeopardize British imperial power in the Middle East. In England,
too, Antonius had prepared the groundwork in the 1930s, and Musa
ʿAlami garnered personal respect from Bevin. But Edward Atiyah and
Izzat Tannous who ran the London Office, were unable to access sitting
Westminster politicians and had to make do with what the Jewish Chron-
icle derided as ‘old colonial civil servants’.131

The exchange between Hitti and Kahler in the Princeton Herald
foreshadowed many of the arguments Arabs and Zionists made before
the AAC, whose Washington hearings commenced in January 1946.
The committee was presided over by two judges, the maverick Texan
conservative Joseph Hutcheson and the bookish Tory John Singleton.
The British delegation consisted of an advisor to a High Street Bank, an
industrial relations expert, two Labour MPs and an Oxford-educated
military officer. The only member with experience in Arab affairs was
Harold Beeley, one of Hourani’s friends at the Foreign Office, who
served as secretary. The American side fielded a former League of
Nations high commissioner for refugees, a retired diplomat, a Quaker,
a former head of the Institute of Advanced Studies at Princeton and an
international lawyer.132 On the whole, the Americans tended to favour
Zionist perspectives while the British were generally committed to
squaring the humanitarian needs of the European Jewry with the legal
obligations towards Palestine’s native population and Britain’s geopolit-
ical interests.

Palestine Mission, Labour MP Richard Crossman’s account of the
hearings, serves as a fitting prism through which to understand the

refute Hitti’s, and Toynbee’s, claim that the Druze were not Arab. After a few years
teaching in Beirut, she returned to America to run the new Arab League office in
Washington.

130 Miller (2004). 131 Miller (2000: 212).
132 Nachmani (1987: 66–81); Crossman (1946: 23–25); Khalidi (2005: 74).

Albert’s World 83

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.004
https://www.cambridge.org/core


dynamics of the work of the AAC.133 Not only was he Albert’s former
philosophy tutor at Oxford, but Zionist leaders had early on identified
him as the pivotal figure and swing voter on the committee.134 At the
outset of his memoirs, Crossman (1907–74) framed ignorance about
Palestine as the virtue of objectivity which validated his opinions and
set up his narrative. Brought up in a religious Victorian household135, he
recalled the Balfour Declaration as a British commitment to a Jewish
commonwealth in Palestine. He missed the Palestinian revolt of 1936–39
because he worked for British intelligence in Germany at the time and
avoided ‘knowing about Palestine, just as we had avoided knowing about
India’.136 On the ship to Washington, he had read Antonius’s The Arab
Awakening, ‘a brilliant survey of Arab history, far superior as a piece of
writing to any Zionist publication’.137 The anti-British atmosphere at the
Washington hearings strongly disagreed with him, but he feigned fear
that his aversion to ‘hysterical Zionism’ may have been rooted in his own
unconscious anti-Semitism.

An unlikely chance encounter at a diner with David Horowitz, a
prominent Zionist settler who was later to testify in Jerusalem, cleared
his conscience. Horowitz explained: ‘Your dislike of the American Zion-
ists is the best argument for Zionism. You trust us and treat us as normal
people because in the national home we have been freed of all the Jewish
qualities you dislike’.138 During the London hearings and his subsequent
tour through Europe, Crossman continued to reject the creation of a
Jewish state and considered the refugee crisis a humanitarian issue.
Witnessing the liberations of the Nazi concentration camps in Eastern
Europe deeply shocked Crossman,139 but only once he set foot in Pales-
tine and befriended Chaim Weizman, was he fully converted to the
Zionist cause and embraced the idea of the partition of Palestine as the
lesser of two injustices and the righteous path of socialism.140

With this pivotal figure on the AAC converted to Zionism, Albert’s
statement on March 25 faced the formidable task of stemming the pro-
partition tide and repairing the damage of previous Arab depositions.

133 Crossman (1946).
134 Chaim Weizman was briefed on him thus: ‘There is no one on the British side of

the delegation that you have to fear except Dick Crossman. He’s the brainiest of the
lot, the most sophisticated, the most intelligent – a real socialist and a leftist socialist
at that. He is a man to be watched and feared. Moreover, he is Ernie Bevin’s
appointment’. In Howard (1990: 119).

135 Howard (1990: 10–14). 136 Crossman (1946: 15). 137 Ibid., 50.
138 Ibid., 49.
139 Crossman wrote the script for the German Concentration Camp Factual Survey, the

official 1945 British government documentary on the Nazi Concentration Camps.
140 Ibid., 176.
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Philip Hitti’s argument in Washington that Palestine was part of
the larger Syrian geography may have been historically accurate but it
invited the ahistorical conclusion that Palestinians did not exist and
Arabs could realize their national aspirations without Palestine.141

When the AAC went to Cairo to listen to Arab League representatives,
they heard a cacophony of voices in ‘a strange mixture of the strictest
formality in the most erratic informality’.142 In cross-examination,
moreover, Crossman accused Jamal al-Husayni of collusion with the
Nazis. At a later dinner meeting between the two, Jamal Effendi
appeared to have resigned himself to a return to arms. ʿAwni ʿAbd
al-Hadi, too, was unwilling to put Hajj Amin al-Husayni’s presence
in Berlin into perspective.143 And at the Jerusalem hearings, Ahmad
Shuqayri sounded so belligerent that the British president of the AAC
rebuked him for his tone.144

As the last Arab representative to speak, Albert used his deposition to
challenge foregone Zionist accounts and to admonish Great Britain and
the United States that ‘[t]hey are not only judges, they are also actors in the
tragedy’.145 He informed the committee that, regardless of the humanitar-
ian pretensions, ‘what the Zionists want is a state and nothing else’. He
reminded the committee of Ben Gurion’s earlier testimonial, in which
he had declared that he would not ‘save 100,000 German Jews at the cost
of giving up his ideal of a Jewish State’.146 For Hourani, partition was

wrong on principle and in practice [for] whatever frontiers you attempt to draw
for a Jewish State, there would still be a very considerable Arab minority in there,
and this Arab minority could not be transferred forcibly because you can’t
transfer peasants forcibly. And equally, it could not be exchanged, because
there would not be a similar Jewish minority in the Arab State for which it
could be exchanged.147

As Collingwood had taught him, Hourani interrogated the AAC’s ques-
tions and attendant suppositions. He insisted that ‘the question of immi-
gration into Palestine must be seen in its general political framework’.148

The number of immigrants to be brought in was irrelevant; the Arabs
could never acquiesce to any immigration imposed upon them so long as
they were denied national self-determination.149 While Palestinians had
legitimately fought the right of European Jews to settle in their land, their
‘responsible leaders declared again and again their willingness to accept

141 Nachmani (1997: 90). 142 Ibid., 107.
143 On the demonization of Haj Amin, see Achcar (2010: 131–73). For a biography, See

Mattar (1992).
144 Nachmani (1997: 111, 139, 146). 145 A. Hourani (2005: 88). 146 Ibid., 81.
147 Ibid., 82. 148 Ibid., 84. 149 Ibid., 84.
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those Jews who entered Palestine legally and acquired Palestinian citi-
zenship legally as full members of the political unity which they wish to
form. . .. This generosity should not be underestimated. If it is not a
compromise, what is?’150

In response to familiar objections that a single, democratic state of
Palestine would discriminate against Jews, he elaborated that ‘a self-
governing Palestinian state with an Arab character’ meant that Jews
would enjoy ‘full civil and political rights, control of their own communal
affairs, municipal autonomy in district in which they are mainly concen-
trated, the use of Hebrew as an additional official language in those
districts, and an adequate share in the administration’. Hourani assured
the skeptical committee that to insist on the Arab character of the country
was not to be confused with recreating European ghettoes for Jews.
Rather, it is borne out of ‘two inescapable facts: that Palestine has an
Arab indigenous population, and that Palestine by geography and history
an essential part of the Arab world’.151

Albert ended on a personal note. As someone brought up in the
European Christian tradition, he expressed his deep empathy for the
suffering of European Jewry during the Holocaust.152 But he insisted
that the argument that Zionism would cure Europeans of their anti-
Semitism – which had won over Crossman, for example – represented
a false promise of Jewish normality and a dangerous abdication of the
cherished European ideals of pluralism and democracy. As for Zionism’s
effect on relations between the West and the Middle East, what was at
stake was the survival of Arab cosmopolitanism, and indeed, the vanish-
ing future for intermediaries like himself in a culture that, he worried,
would turn away from liberal thought and towards cultural isolation.153

His logic was prescient. Hourani’s most intriguing critique, however,
addressed Judah Magnes’s proposition for an Arab-Jewish union in a
binational state.154 The Ihud association, which Magnes (1877–1948)
headed as president of the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, was a small,
liberal wing of the Zionist movement that recognized the rights of the
indigenous population once demographic parity had been achieved.
Hourani expressed enormous respect for Magnes who had gone before

150 Ibid., 86. 151 Ibid., 87. 152 Ibid., 89.
153 In his earlier, written deposition to the AAC, Albert considered the roots of anti-Semitism

in the way Jews historically coped with their repression in Europe (Hourani, 1974). This
approach was similar to Hannah Arendt’s 1939 text on anti-Semitism (J. Kohn, 2007:
121–46), and left both exposed to the charge of blaming Jews for anti-Semitism. See
Nachmani (1997: 91–93) and Nirenberg (2013: 461–72), respectively.

154 Published in Magnes and Buber (1947). Hannah Arendt described Magnes as ‘the
Conscience of the Jewish People’. Hanssen (2012: 33).
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him and had foregone the necessity of the Jewish state in favour of finding
a balance between Jewish desire for immigration and Arab desire for self-
government. Magnes advocated reconciling the two rights to Palestine,
‘the historical rights of the Jews and the natural rights of the Arabs’: the
Arabs ‘have been here and tilled the soil for centuries [while] the Jews
have yearned for this land for centuries’.155 Ihud’s view of history came
close to a Jewish version of Toynbee’s and Malik’s antiquity-inflected
script of modernity, and it could have reminded Albert of Collingwood’s
warning of ‘scissors-and-paste’ approaches to the past. Although in his
testimonial, Magnes granted both rights ‘equal validity’,156 ‘historical
rights’ gave Jews communal entitlement to and theological legitimacy
in Palestine while the underlying Zionist mantra of ‘the return to history’
was premised on negating Jews’ historicity in Europe.157 By contrast,
Arabs’ ‘natural rights’ deterritorialized their claims to Palestine. They
had primordial rights as humans, not historical claims, to the land.158

Albert’s main objection to Magnes’s proposal was that a binational
state, if it was forced into being, it would either lead to foreign interven-
tion or state-sanctioned sectarianism.159 His arguments garnered much
sympathy from the committee: ‘Without regard to the merits of what they
do, they certainly are clear, laconic and simply put forth’.160 The
American president of the AAC admitted that Hourani ‘almost
persuaded him’, and elaborated:

I should like to say that after reading your paper and then listening to you I feel a
little like what Agrippa said to St. Paul – ‘almost thou persuadest me to be a
Syrian’, and it is with considerable trepidation that I venture upon questioning
you because I am not at all disparaging but recognizing the fact that if your
character is up to your brains, you are a pretty good man. I was born in the
Republic which was annexed by the United States and now the state of Texas,
and a great man there said: ‘A cultivated mind is the guardian genius of
democracy and when supported by virtue it is the greatest attribute of man’.
I’m giving you a little tribute. I do not know how much virtue you have, but you
have a good mind.161

Albert’s intelligence and his integrity were ultimately lost on Crossman
and his colleagues. Crossman’s diary gives a compelling account for why
Hourani never stood a chance and was, in fact, threatening to the Anglo-
American worldview and imperialist conception of history. Albert was
part of the

155 Magnes and Buber (1947: 50). 156 Ibid.
157 On the antihistoricism of Zionism, see Myers (2003) and Piterberg (2008).
158 On international law and Mandate Palestine, see Kattan (2009).
159 A. Hourani (2005: 83). 160 Judge Hutcheson quoted in Nachmani (1997: 113).
161 Hutcheson quoted in Nachmani (1997: 115).
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Arab intelligentsia . . . young and educated at Beirut University or Oxford [and]
intensely attractive to the educated Englishman. They have a French elegance of
mind and of expression and are a fascinating mixture of cynical melancholy,
shrewd business sense and ingenious idealism. Inspired by Western literature,
history and philosophy, yet passionately loyal to their own native culture, they
developed the split personality which is almost inevitable for those compelled to
live in two separate dimensions . . . disturbed by the uneasy friction of the Eastern
and Western thoughts and feelings, educated Arabs are people of immense
interest and charm.162

What sounded like a compliment to Hourani’s biographer163 was actually
the reason for Crossman’s deep distrust of Anglo-Arab intimacy. ‘Split
personality’ was a common racist trope of colonial anxiety that served to
disable the bearers of criticism.164 After a visit to Katie Antonius’s salon
at Karm al-Mufti, Crossman continued his delegitimization of Arab
cosmopolitanism:

It is easy to see why the British prefer the Arab upper class over the Jews. This
Arab intelligentsia has a French culture, amusing, civilized, tragic and gay.
Compared with them the Jews seemed tense, bourgeois, Central European. As
we motored back a British official said to me: ‘there are two societies in
Jerusalem, not three. One is Anglo-Arab and the other is Jewish. The two just
can’t mix’.165

Crossmann did not recall Albert as his student or refer to Hourani’s
deposition but the man he considered Antonius’s natural successor was
the epitome of Anglo-Arab culture and the foil on which he could
champion Zionist settlers as Jewish underdogs. In his memoirs, he cari-
catured Hourani to take a further stab at Anglo-Arab culture:

Tonight I dined in an Arab restaurant with Albert Hourani, the beautiful Lulie
Abu Hudda, and some of their friends. We talked until 2 AM. Hourani seems to
be in charge of preparing the case to be presented by the Arab Office. He was the
author of the Chatham House paper on the Middle East which caused so much
trouble166, and is an intimate friend of Beeley, our Foreign Office secretary. He
and his friends are highly critical in a tolerant sort of way of the present Arab
leadership and its methods of propaganda. These young men have understood
Britain and grasped that the most effective propaganda is contacts in the right
places, combined with quiet documentation which conceals the fact that it is
propaganda. But they are actually more intransigent in their policy than the old
leaders. Partly, I suppose, because they are westernized and so compensate for

162 Crossman (1946: 111). 163 Sudairi (1999: 15–16). 164 Bhabha (1994).
165 Crossman (1946: 132–33).
166 In the report in question, Hourani argued that the British government should treat Arab

nationalism as an opportunity rather than a threat. See ‘Great Britain and Arab
nationalism’, FO141/14281, July 1943.
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any Western bias by an excess of nationalism. But even more, because they realize
that the present social structure won’t last long and that the new political
movements will be ultra-nationalistic. Hourani is quite right to feel that if he is
to represent the literate Arabs of Palestine then he must speak the same language
as the Mufti, otherwise he will be rejected as a British agent, particularly since he
worked so closely with Chatham House.167

The flaw of Albert’s statement, in other words, was that a ‘mimicry
man’ presented it.168 Its ‘Ango-Arab’ author was too British for imper-
ial comfort. The alleged dominance of ‘Anglo-Arab elite culture’ in
Palestine allowed Crossman to present his own Zionist proclivities as
contrarian, and Haganah terrorism as true to his socialist ideals. The
socialist-Zionist movement Hashomer Hatzair reminded him of what
was best in German and Austrian socialism.169 By contrast, lower-class
Arabs did not fit Crossman’s socialist schema, either. While ‘touring
Arab villages’, he decided that the conflict was one of unequal develop-
ment between, on the one hand, ‘mountain Arabs’ – locked in a feudal
system in which blood feuds and clan rivalries took precedence over
the cultivation of land – and, on the other, Zionist settlers on the coast
who were diligent beacons of agricultural productivity. Crossman also
visited Palestinian trade unions but either they were run by shady
lawyers or espoused almost ‘universal Stalinism’.170 Either way, ‘this
new labor movement will be far more anti-imperialist and therefore
more nationalistic than the Arab land owners and businessmen who
now dominate the higher committee’.171

Conversely, upon returning from a ‘day of socialist tourism’ with his
new friend and minder, Horowitz, Crossman effectively dressed the
Lockean labour theory of property acquisition in a Marxist garb, by
which logic the group that rendered land productive was entitled to
control it.172 The Zionist labor pioneers had the advantage of ‘not having
to reconstruct a capitalist society. Instead of only socializing bankrupt
industries, they build up brand-new profitable industries which are
socialist from the start’.173

167 Ibid., 134. 168 Bhabha (1994). 169 Crossman (1946: 176).
170 For a historical account of joint Arab and Jewish communism in Palestine, see Budeiri

(1979/2010).
171 Crossman (1946: 168).
172 Locke (1970: 129–41). See also Nozick (1974: 174–82, 253–62); and Mantena (2010:

119–47). In Hourani’s statement, by contrast, we detect traces of Kant’s aversion to
colonial acquisition and his cosmopolitanism, particularly, the right to mobility and the
duty of hospitality. See e.g. Flikschuh and Ypi (2014).

173 Crossman (1946: 171).
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Epilogue and Conclusion

Hourani’s last stand at the AAC may have prevented partition for the
time being. In letters to the editor of The Times after the AAC report was
written and after Crossman publicly defended it as ‘based upon a full
consideration of both points of view and a deliberate if reluctant choice of
the lesser injustice’, Hourani exposed Crossman’s ‘complete misunder-
standing of the problem of Palestine’. Hourani had moved to the London
Branch of the Arab Office at 92 Eaton Place and tried to convince the
British public that ‘the issue in Palestine is not between two parties on the
same level as one another, each claiming more than it deserves . . . and
unable to agree . . . without the kind offices of a third party. The issue is
between an indigenous population which claims the ordinary and inali-
enable rights of deciding for itself such questions of general interest as
immigration and an immigrant minority which is trying to establish
a State [with] the help of external Powers’.174 In another letter to the
editor, Hourani took issue with Sir Reginald Coupland, one of the
authors of the Peel Report of 1937, who had written in to reject the idea
of an independent Arab Palestine on the grounds that ‘the Jews cannot
be left ‘to the good intentions’ of an Arab government’. Not only was the
good officer ‘quite willing to leave a large number of Arabs to the good
intentions of a Jewish government’, but he also failed to account for the
stipulations of the White Paper of 1939 and ‘the full emergence of Zionist
extremism’.175

These were futile remonstrations and Hourani probably knew it.
Force – as he feared – was soon to triumph as Zionists overthrew both
Palestinian history and geography.176 The AAC recommendations to
Bevin and Truman erred on the side of caution: Palestine was to be kept
under international trusteeship; equalization of economic, political, edu-
cational and property development was encouraged; Holocaust survivors
were to be admitted to Palestine and other countries immediately and
unconditionally. The idea of partition, however, was reintroduced as
soon as the AAC concluded its mission. The United Nations Special
Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP) which toured Palestine in the
summer of 1947 but was boycotted by the disillusioned Palestinian
leadership, presented a majority report recommending the termination
of the British Mandate and partition based on demographic parity,
minority protection and economic unity.

174 Albert Hourani, ‘Palestine’, The Times, May 31, 1946.
175 Ibid., ‘Jew and Arab’, The Times, July 30, 1946. 176 Levine (2005).
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Hourani’s proposal for a single democratic Palestinian state was rele-
gated to a minority report of three dissenting countries. When the United
Nations convened on November 26, 1947, all European countries, the
United States, Canada and their dependencies voted for partition, while
all Asian countries voted against. The ensuing UN General Assembly
Resolution 181 allocated 56 per cent of Mandate Palestine to the future
Jewish state and 42 per cent to the Palestinians with Jerusalem and
environs falling under international administration. The outbreak of
military conflict between Palestinians and Zionist settlers in December
1947 meant that by the time Britain ended its Mandate and Ben Gurion
declared the state of Israel on 14 May 1948, the Jewish state had acquired
by force 77 per cent of Palestine, occupied Jerusalem and created a vast
population of internally displaced Palestinians.

Musa ʿAlami left the Palestinian leadership a broken man. He felt
betrayed by Bevin’s decision to abandon Palestine, and by the Arab
League’s statesmen, some of whom incriminated him for embezzlement
of the Palestinian development funds.177 He was exasperated by the
military ineptitude of the Palestinian leadership during the Nakba.178

Charles Issawi moved to work on United Nations economic policy and
went on become ‘the father of modern Middle East economics’.179 He
returned to academia in 1961 as professor of Middle East economics at
Columbia and Princeton, where he retired in 1986.180 Cecil stayed in
Washington’s diplomatic circles, where he worked for Habib Bourguiba,
the leader of the Tunisian resistance to French rule.181 He remained
Bourguiba’s advisor until 1967, then worked for Prince Hassan of Jordan
and a host of oil companies. Today, he lives in his ancestral home in
Marjayoun, South Lebanon, where he has endured recurrent Israeli
invasions with grace and resignation.182 Albert, too, was devastated by
the triumph of violence and the defeat of reason in Palestine. He had
served in the London branch of the Arab Office after the Jerusalem
hearings but came to accept that, in the face of Western acquiescence
to Zionist military strength, partition was inevitable. Realizing that this

177 Furlonge (1969: 148–63).
178 ʿAlami’s powerful reflections on the defeat, ‘The Lesson of Palestine’ (1949), which

were translated by Cecil Hourani, comes second only to the Arab self-criticism and
political autopsy of Constantine Zurayk’s ‘The Meaning of the Disaster’ (1948). But,
according to Albert, it also offered a broad political manifesto of Arab liberalism that
placed the freedom of speech, equal rights, access to education and adequate medical
care at the centre of Arab political activities. Hourani (1988: 40–41).

179 www.nytimes.com/2000/12/18/world/charles-p-issawi-84-dies-studied-mideast-
economics.html.

180 Issawi (1993: 152–77). 181 C. Hourani (1984: 97–145).
182 Shadid (2012: 133–41).
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was a publicly untenable position, he decided to withdraw from Palestin-
ian politics and returned to Oxford in January 1948.

The loss of Palestine marked less the end of Arab liberal thought than
that of Arab trust in liberal imperialism and the passing of the Arab
political intermediary like Antonius, ʿAlami and Hourani. British social-
ism, as Crossman’s and Michael Foot’s pamphlet ‘A Palestine Munich?’
testified, refused to understand Arab history on its own terms and treated
liberal support of Arab nationalism as appeasement, much like conserva-
tive politicians like Anthony Eden came to treat Arab socialism.183

British leftists ‘divorced’ Zionism only in 1967.184 The liberation
struggles after 1948 did not reject ideals of freedom. Rather they rejected
the failure of elite liberalism of inter-war, Anglo-Arab culture. But that is
the concern of another study.185

183 Crossman and Foot (1946); Buheiry (1989). 184 Kelemen (2012: 150–84).
185 Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).
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Part II

The Expansion of the Political Imagination

‘Delicate and complex as butterflies, our ideas may grow from their first
beginnings in the secret womb of a single mind, until they shake the
foundations of society,”1 Albert Hourani begins his much-cited study of
the ‘Fertile Crescent in the eighteenth century’ poetically. As Dina Rizk
Khoury argues in Chapter 3, he considered this century the gateway into
a deep history of the modern Middle East, one that would overcome
the debilitating decline paradigm.2 Much of this article has found its way
into the early chapters of Arabic Thought as well as into his paradigmatic
‘The Politics of Notables’ (1969). But it remained his main explicit
treatment of the century before the Nahda.

As we have seen in the Introduction, Peter Gran’s innovative effort to
reimagine eighteenth-century Middle East history as a contested story
of regional integration into the encroaching world economy was scup-
pered by social historians’ and Orientalists’ charges of insufficient empir-
ical evidence.3 At the end of the 1980s, Reinhard Schulze reopened this
‘cold case’ with the thought-provoking thesis that there was an Islamic
Enlightenment in the eighteenth century. We had simply been too dis-
tracted from noticing it. The colonial encounter effectively particularized
a hitherto-universal conception of history into a cultural dichotomy
in which East and West appeared to be inhabiting an entirely different
space and time.4 The German reception of Schulze’s hypotheses was
no more favorable than that of Gran’s had been a decade earlier.5

Speculative though Schulze’s argument was, it merits investigation. Does

1 Hourani (1961: 35).
2 Hourani had been tasked with writing the sequel to Gibb and Bowen (1957), an
influential social history of Muslim decline under the Ottomans. For a thorough
critique of Gibb and Bowen’s project, see Owen (1976).

3 See also Owen and Naff (1977).
4 Compare Schulze (1990) with Kosellek (2002: 155–69). We should add that the
enlightenment was not a stroke of European genius but intellectually conceivable and
financially possible only because of the Atlantic slave trade. See, e.g., Buck-Morss (2009).

5 A constructive critique was Haarmann (1994).
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non-European history only gain recognition in the West if it is framed
in such familiar terms as enlightenment or renaissance? Is Murtada
al-Zabidi, for example, only an exciting intellectual figure because he
reminds us of Moses Mendelsohn and the imaginability of a non-
Christian enlightenment? Do Muslims ‘need’ an age of enlightenment
when Islam had been revealed as an enlightened religion in the first
place?6

In his comprehensive study of Arabic logic, Khaled Rouayeb discerned
long-term and geographically dispersed rhythms of expansion and con-
traction of competing scholarly faculties of Arabic thought. Texts by
North African logicians, like al-Hasan al-Yusi (d. 1691), for example,
enjoyed considerable popularity among some of Egypt’s ʿulamaʾ while
others, like al-Zabidi, abhorred the trend and instead pushed for hadith
studies.7 There has been a proliferation of case studies and regional
surveys of eighteenth-century Middle East intellectual history in recent
years: The towering figures Murtada al-Zabidi (1732–1791) and ʿAbd
al-Ghani al-Nabulusi (1641–1731) have already been mentioned.8 The
monastery movement in Bilad al-Sham in general and the lexicographer,
Farhat Jirmanus (c. 1670–1732) in particular, were contemporaries of
these travelling Sufi scholars.9 The ‘Aleppan Machiavelli,” Mustafa
Naima (1665–1716), a son of an Ottoman officer who wrote his political
treatises in Arabicized Persian, applied the classical circle of justice to the
crises of his day.10 Studies on the Aleppo-born mystic, Hindiyya ʿUjaymi
(1720–1798), and her Sacred Heart of Jesus movement have opened
up the period to intellectual women’s history.11 Heyberger and Khater
have also alerted us to how Christianity became Arabized in eighteenth-
century Bilad al-Sham which enabled later generations of Christians to
engage with Muslim compatriots to produce the Nahda as an ecumenical
movement. In this respect, the emergence of the Greek Catholic com-
munity in the 1720s and particularly its eminent historian, Niqula
al-Turk (1763–1828), were early harbingers of the formation of a secular
Arab consciousness.12

Studies on early modern Arab diaries and self-stories offer new
insights into the daily lives of religious elites, such as the Jerusalem-
based poet and sufi philosopher, Mustafa Bakri (1688–1749) and the

6 This case was famously made, inter alia, by ʿAbd al-Rahman al-Kawakibi in 1902 in his
Tawabiʿ al-istibdad wa masariʿ al-isti’bad. See Hanafi (1990) and Abu Zayd (2006).

7 Rouayheb (2010). 8 Reichmuth (2009); Akkach (2007); Tamari (2012).
9 See, in particular, the work of Heyberger (1994, 2009 and 2010).
10 Thomas (1972). For the next generation of Ottoman Machiavellis, see Aksan (1993).
11 Heyberger (2013); Khater (2011); Patel (2013).
12 Al-Bustani (1937); T. Philipp (1984).
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Damascene compiler of biographies, Muhammad Khalil Muradi
(d. 1791).13 The remarkable chronicle of Ibn Budayr (fl. 1762), Nabu-
lusi’s loquacious barber in Damascus, pushes the boundaries of cultural
expression beyond ‘ulamology’. Ibn Budayr and a number of other’s
subaltern literary innovators and social critics of the eighteenth century
anticipated ‘the public intellectual of al-Nahda and his newspaper
article’.14 Much of this intellectual self-assertion in eighteenth-century
Bilad al-Sham may have been prompted by a new culture of ‘verifica-
tion’. It included Kurdish, Persian and Afghani scholars who had
moved to Damascus and taught Arabic texts by Persian commentators
on rhetoric, logic, grammar and metaphor.15 Sufi migrants from North
Africa and India established orders in the Arab provinces of the Otto-
man empire and ‘repatriated’ the ideas of the great Sufi master
of metaphysics, Ibn ʿArabi, who died in Damascus in 1240.16 The
ubiquitous ethnographic traveler Evliya Çelebi (c. 1611–1682) left a
transimperial intellectual network.17 These developments reflected
wider intellectual trends in the Ottoman empire, particularly in Istanbul
where Ibrahim Mütaferrika (1674–1745) established one of the first
Arabic printing presses in the Middle East and promptly published
Naima’s universal history of the Ottoman empire.18 In Egypt, the
remarkable career of the logician Ahmad al-Damanhuri (1689–1778)
from rural orphan to rector of al-Azhar, sheds light on social mobility
among the clergy and its relative intellectual autonomy vis-à-vis the
state before the Nahda.19 Mecca and Medina were centres of hadith
studies that attracted scholars from across the Muslim world.20

In Yemen, Muhammad Ibn ʿAli al-Shawkani (1760–1834) made a
name for himself as much for his 250 books ranging across Farabi’s
scholarly spectrum, as for being the chief Qadi of Sanaʿa. He championed
the renewal of Sunni orthodoxy in a domain where a Shiʿa dynasty ruled
and taqlid – that is, trust of someone’s legal authority without knowledge of
its basis – had been mandated. In his thirty years as judge and public
educator, he promoted ijtihad – striving for plausible answers to legal
questions – under three consecutive Zaydi imams. Shawkani was less
of a reconciler of different interpretations of Islam than an ambitious
‘Sunnifier’ of Shiʿi Zaydism whose effects were felt long after Zaydi rule
ended in 1962.21

13 Reichmuth and Schwartz (2008); Elger and Köse (2010). Elger (2004).
14 Sajdi (2013: 5). See also Grehan (2007). 15 Rouayheb (2006).
16 Grehan (2014). 17 Dankoff (2004).
18 Hamilton and van den Boogert (2005). See also N. Hanna (2003) for Egypt.
19 Murphy (2010). 20 Voll and Levtzon (1987). 21 Haykal (2003).
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A formative impulse for the development of Muslim thought before
the Nahda came from outside the Ottoman empire. Shah Wali Allah
of Delhi (1703–1762) had launched a comprehensive reform and revival
project in India which travelled to the Arab provinces of the Ottoman
empire through students like al-Zabidi and through the circulation of
manuscripts.22 Wali Allah perceived Muslim zealotry, dogmatism and
sophistry as root causes for disunity which had led to the breakup of
the Mughal empire.23 A naturalist theologian, he aimed at restoring
balance in the fractured realm of Islam by emancipating the social from
the political, reconciling Sufism and tradition, and mediating between
the schools of Islamic law. Overall, as Dallal has recently argued, Wali
Allah represented the opposite of his contemporary, Muhammad Ibn
ʿAbd al-Wahhab, as he advocated for the ‘community’s right to wrench
the use of the intellect from the exclusive monopoly of the professional
zealots of Islam’.24

Early modern Arab intellectual history still awaits its historical synthe-
sis.25 For our volume, the ‘contentious politics’ between Wahhabi, Salafi
and Sufi scholars in late eighteenth- and early nineenth-century Baghdad
serve as the point of departure.26 In Chapter 3, Dina Rizk Khoury
takes us out of the familiar Nahda time and space and offers a model
to conceive doctrines in action and ideas in their historical contexts.
Despite the common call to return to the original sources of Islam, there
was a gulf of difference in the way Wahhabis and Salafis related to fellow
believers in general and to Sufis in particular.27 Her chapter also reminds
us that doctrinal differences alone cannot account for the shapes and
trajectories that thought comes to take.

Rizk Khoury adopts the historical framework of analysis presented in
the work of the late C.A. Bayly, who has contributed a chapter to this
volume that compares Indian and Arabic thought in the liberal age.28

In The Birth of the Modern World, Bayly has identified the 1780s as a
global point of revolutionary and millenarian convergence.29 In France
and North America, the middle classes rose up against European mon-
archies to harvest the seeds of free trade that they had planted inside
the mercantile system. In the sugar colonies that made this system

22 Dallal (1993: 341–54); See also Berque (1983: 113–46). 23 Syros (2013).
24 Dallal (1993: 349).
25 Recent literary surveys like Allen and Richards (2006) supplement Carl Brockelmann’s

classic Geschichte der arabischen Litteratur. See, however, Thomas Bauer’s (2007) searing
critique of the conventions of periodization.

26 We borrow the term from Tilly and Tarrow (2007).
27 This distinction is lost on most political scientists and foreign policy analysts today.
28 Bayly (2004). 29 Bayly (2004: 47, 86–106).
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work, African slaves rebelled against the planter class. Meanwhile,
the Ottoman empire, which had suffered a devastating military defeat
against Russia and a humiliating peace agreement at Küçük Kaynarca in
1774, faced its first modern revolutionary threat from a Saudi–Wahhabi
invasion which sacked Karbala in 1802 and laid siege to Damascus in
1808. A millenarian movement out of the eastern Arabian desert which
strove for self-assertion through moral and political purity, Wahhabism
‘became a badge of modernity for later generations’.30

Muhammad Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab (1703–1787) first appeared in the
historical records as a student, alongside Wali Allah, of the Nakshbandi
scholar al-Muhammad Hayya Sindi (d. 1750) in Medina.31 The two
students came to represent diametrically opposed worldviews of Islam.
Compared to Wali Allah, Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab was a single-issue thinker.
The doctrine of tawhid (professing the oneness of God) possessed him,
and his personal interpretation of it as ‘the exclusive dedication of wor-
ship to God’ criminalized any belief in saintly or scholarly intercession;
any deviation from this strident monotheism should be rejected and
punished as shirk (polytheism); neither taqlid nor ijtihad were valid doc-
trinal practices. In Weberian terms, Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab’s pious voca-
tion was to act not as a vessel but as a tool of religion. Pretty quickly, a
cult formed around him which mobilized the concept of tawhid to ‘wage
war against hidden unbelievers of Islam’.32

As Cemil Aydin shows in Chapter 4, Muslim thought came to be
inflected by Western imperialism and Middle Eastern state-building
from the late eighteenth century onwards. The ‘Eastern Question’ turned
religions into markers of territorial identity and civilization between the
Berlin Congress of 1878 and the British invasion of Egypt in 1882. But
what is striking in Aydin’s account of Muslim political thought in the
liberal age of empire is the mutual recognition of Western and Middle
Eastern dynastic rulers. This made it politically acceptable, for most of
the nineteenth century, that a Muslim sultan should rule over Christians
and a Christian monarch should rule over Muslims. As the military
balance tipped in favor of Europe, Middle Eastern governments and
Muslim intellectuals tried, with limited success, to mobilize the masses
under the banner of Pan-Islam and national sovereignty. The invention
of the modern caliph coincided with the Ottoman empire’s loss of its
Christian-majority provinces in the Balkans and received a massive
Muslim refugee population after the war with Russia in 1877–78. The
Ottoman sultan-caliph as a global leader excited Muslims wordwide and

30 Bayly (2004: 106). 31 Voll (1974); Cook (1992). 32 Dallal (1993: 349–51).
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instilled fear in French and British publics. But the anticipated global
Muslim jihad that John Buchan’s popular Greenmantle and other conspir-
acies conjured up failed to materialize in World War I. Three hundred
thousand Arabs fought in the Ottoman army at Galipoli alone but as
many as one million Muslim soldiers from North Africa, Egypt and
South Asia fought for the entente over the four years.33

Elie Kedourie (1926–1992), the conservative, Iraqi-born historian of
political ideas and Hourani’s nemesis, famously fancied the golden days
of empire. Through what Aydin called ‘inter-imperial legitimacy,” elites
ruled over obedient subjects, property was safe from the state and no
nationalism existed yet to instill in the masses with fantasies of freedom,
equality and justice.34 In a characteristic indictment of constitutional
government in the Middle East, Kedourie dismissed any attempts at
democracy after the Ottoman ‘Magna Carta moment’ of 1808 as a
‘parody’ which merely brought about social instability and eventually
invited the Europeans in to fix the mess.35 The experiment in Tunis in
the mid nineteeth century was the first of a pattern in which ‘Oriental
despots’ tried, in vain, to manipulate the elites while tightening their grip
on power through tax and other reforms. A decade later the same
happened in Egypt where the Khedive was eventually deposed by an
Egyptian military coup. Military coups were also what brought the first
and second Ottoman parliaments into being in 1876 and 1908 respect-
ively. The moral of Kedourie’s account was that Arabs were unfit for
democracy. The Arab coups of the 1950s and 60s were written into the
modern Middle East’s political DNA rather than the consequence of
botched decolonization.

In Chapter 5, Thomas Philipp revisits the fate of constitutionalism in
the Middle East and offers a nuanced analysis. He does not assume,
as did Kedourie, that nineteenth-century Europe possessed a ready-
made template of democracy that people in the Middle East would
inevitably fail to match. Moreover, Philipp approaches the quest for
constitutionalism in the Middle East not as an act of government
manipulation. Crucially, he makes the distinction between rule of
law which tended to be a weapon of the liberal authoritarian state in
Germany, the Ottoman empire and elsewhere in the world, and consti-
tutional rule which was a noble dream of intellectuals and lawmakers
across the world. Even if in practice it was riddled with exclusions and
exceptions, the constitutional idea served as a political bulwark against

33 Rogan (2015). See also www.aljazeera.com/programmes/specialseries/2014/11/world-
war-one-through-arab-eyes-20141114133936678600.html.

34 O’Leary (2002). 35 Kedourie, (1974: 1–27).
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statist interpretations of the law. Taken together, the three chapters in
this part of the book, in fact, suggest that legal discourses – whether
international law, constitutional law or the laws of piety –converged
unexpectedly in the nineteenth century and narrowed the gap between
those who strove for a legalistic interpretation of Islam and those who
pushed for constitutionalism.
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3 Debating Political Community in the Age of
Reform, Rebellion and Empire, 1780–1820

Dina Rizk Khoury

Albert Hourani published his seminal article, “The Changing Face of
the Fertile Crescent in the XVIIIth Century,” in 1957.1 Writing in the
wake of the disintegration of the postcolonial parliamentary regimes
of the Middle East, the enthusiasm engendered by the Egyptian Revo-
lution of 1952 and the global process of decolonization, he asked
whether the “prime mover” in the intellectual and social history of the
modern Middle East was the region’s encounter with Europe. Hourani
called for a closer examination of the internal historical dynamic of
the eighteenth century, a time when the process of “westernization”
was just in its infancy, as background to the nineteenth. He argued
that the eighteenth century marked the beginning of a process of “com-
munalization” among the urban populations of the Fertile Crescent.
Communalization was based on allegiance to local elites, a sense of
urban patriotism or regionalism and a revival of learning among both
Muslim and Christian communities. Hourani was not in search of
an “indigenous” modernity. He did not articulate the formation of
political ideas in the eighteenth century with the same clarity as he did
for the nineteenth century, his pioneering article on the Khalidiyya–
Naqshbandiyya order notwithstanding.2 His main concern was the
question of continuity rather than rupture between the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries. When, in other words, can we begin our narrative
of modern Middle East history? Is the eighteenth century the incubator
of the modern period?

These questions are ultimately about intellectual, political and eco-
nomic content, as well as the trajectory of modernity even as historians
continue to tenaciously contest its meanings. One of my main concerns
in this chapter is what we historians call, rather prosaically, the problem
of periodization, that is to say, the problem of naming historical time

1 Hourani (1957). 2 Hourani (1972).
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rather than chronological time.3 If we think of historical time not only as
an attempt on our part to locate and name periods of social, economic
and political change, but also as an articulation by a given epoch’s
intellectuals of a sense of rupture, of the development of new forms of
political sociability, then it seems to me that we might be tempted to
disaggregate Hourani’s eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Rather than
writing the eighteenth century as one of incremental change and the
nineteeth century as one of accelerated modernization, I would like to
propose that we look at the period between roughly the 1780s and 1820s
on its own terms as a period marked by rupture and crisis. Heuristically,
this will allow us to account for the multiple events, including but not
confined to the Napoleonic invasion of Egypt and Palestine, as creating
the temporal grid unto which a number of common discourses on the
nature of politics, reformist, Wahhabi, Salafi, Sufi, competed and often
“cannibalized” one another as they circulated in a discursive and political
space. Within the regional and local space that I work on, central and
southern Iraq, the period saw the emergence and circulation among a
community of scholars of a polemical literature infused with a sense of
rupture with the past; an interrogation of what constituted a virtuous
political community; and the articulation of communal differences in an
ideological language. I trace the trajectory of these polemics as they
intersected with new forms of political sociability and politics of
contention.

The political discussions among a group of scholars and local leaders
in Baghdad in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries pre-
sented a break with the past because they set the parameters of the
political discourse among local intellectuals and state bureaucrats for
the next century. More importantly, they marked a shift, a new way of
framing, politics at several levels: thanks to the initial military and polit-
ical successes of the Wahhabis, they involved wide sections of society in a
discussion of toleration exemplified in debates over who was a true
Muslim and the importance of consensus of the community; they high-
lighted sectarian difference; and they led to a reexamination by sections
of the literate elite of the role of the ʿulamaʾ in society as they raised issues
of the nature and role of pedagogy and preaching (daʿwa) in maintaining
or challenging social order. The locus of inspiration for these polemics
was the early Muslim community. The political debates between
Wahhabis and the Khalidiyya–Naqshabandiyya were integrated in the

3 On periodization, chronological and historical time, see C. Maier (2000). On the
question of multiple historical times within chronological time, see Kosellek (2004) and
Zammito (2004).
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factional politics of Baghdad’s population in complex and fluid ways that
bespoke the confusion of the time: a period during which imperial reform
agendas and European interests were compounded by a severe ecological
and economic crisis.4

Why 1780s–1820s and Why Polemics? The Primacy of the
Political in an Age of Crisis

In his attempt to write a global history of the modern period, Chris
Bayly argues that the 1780s to the 1830s was a period of “catastrophic”
political change brought on by the disjuncture in the economic system
described by historian Jan de Vries as an “industrious revolution.”5

Islamic Empires experienced a period of severe ecological, fiscal and
military crises that led to the emergence of “Asian Mercantalism.” Asian
Mercantalism was characterized by the strengthening of regional econ-
omies dominated by monopolistic practices of a mercantile and bureau-
cratic elite; the emergence of tribal and military regional power holders;
the assertion of regional identities; and the rise of reformist and regional
(in the case of India, communal) movements of renewal. The period saw
the formation among networks of scholars and merchants in Western
and South Asia of modern forms of identity – what Bayly describes as
local patriotisms – bolstered by the intensification of networks of com-
munication within and across regions. The centralizing reforms of the
nineteenth century, whether carried out by foreign imperial powers or
indigenous imperial elites, built on developments in all of these spheres
of human activity.6

Bayly argues convincingly that the stresses and strains on the older
systems of production, exchange and communication gave a primacy
to the political and ideological as agents of change between the 1780s
and 1820s. The French Revolution was the most drastic of the upheaval
caused by this crisis. Globally, however, a series of localized rebellions
acquired regional and global significance and pushed states to expend
inordinate amount of resources to control what they perceived as
chaos. The Tipu rebellion in India and the Wahhabi rebellion in the
Ottoman Empire are examples of this wider trend. I locate the debates

4 Portions of this chapter appeared in two articles, “Who is a true Muslim? Exclusion and
inclusion among polemicists of reform in Baghad,” in Aksan and Goffman eds. (2007)
and “Violence and spatial politics between the local and imperial: Baghdad 1778–1810,”
in Prakash and Kruse eds. (2008).

5 De Vries (2008).
6 Bayly (1988); Bayly (1989); Bayly (2004: 49–120). For an incisive use of Bayly’s model in
Iraq see, Fattah (1997).
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on political community and their politicization, their transformation
into an ideology of action, in the city of Baghdad at this moment of
rupture.

I come to intellectual history as a social historian interested in the
transformation of the social and political organization of urban politics,
in particular with the politics of contention, in moments of crisis.7

I locate the evolution of political discourses and political forms of organ-
ization in certain sets of interactions of the population of central and
southern Iraq with increased commercialization, state policies and cul-
tural practices specific to a region integrated into the Indian Ocean and
the Mediterranean commercial and cultural worlds. New political dis-
courses developed in Baghdad in the context of events that shook the
political underpinnings of the old Ottoman provincial order as they did
the networks of exchange between southern and central Iraq, Arabia and
the Indian Ocean. As a result, debates that had been part of the discursive
world of communities of transregional scholars were in some instances
transformed into political manifestos espoused and disseminated by a
community of religious scholars and sectors of Baghdad’s population in
an organized fashion.

The development of a revivalist literature begins as far back as the
seventeenth century and covers a wide range of Islamic sciences from
hadith to kalam, Sufism and theosophy.8 Modern scholars of this

7 Within Ottoman historiography the period has presented historians with a conundrum.
Wedged between an era of relative prosperity and political stability which ended roughly
in the 1770s and the centralization reforms of the Tanzimat period, historians have found
it difficult integrate it into the narrative of Ottoman modernity of the nineteenth century.
The term transition has been used often, but the term is a descriptor rather than analytical
marker. At worst, the period has been characterized by the desperate attempts of a
weakened state to survive in face of European military victories, failed reforms and
intransigence by entrenched imperial and provincial elites. At best, it is seen as an
incubator of some the political and administrative reforms that were developed more
successfully after 1830. More recently, however, the 1780–1820s period has come into its
own. A number of historians have argued that the severe political disruptions, the
transformation in networks of elite alliances, the attempts by the state to rework systems
of resources allocation, and the retrenchment of the central government in face of
regional elites as a nexus for the development of several competing narratives on the
nature of political power. The state’s narrative of centralized modernity and authoritarian
Ottomanism became dominant only after the state deployed severe violence. See Philliou
(2010); Aksan (1995); Yaycioglu (2008); and Mikhail and Philliou (2012).

8 The problem is compounded when dealing with intellectual traditions that have an
internal discourse of renewal (tajdid), a venerable discourse among Islamic scholars at
least since the late medieval period. Historians and area specialists who work on the
intellectual history of the Middle East in the early modern period are well aware of this
and have been ensnared in debates as to whether there was an “Islamic Enlightenment,”
the extent and nature of the reform in sufism and hadith studies and the meaning
of all these developments. The pages of Die Welt des Islams in the last twenty years have
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revivalist literature have generated a rich body of work on the ways that
these kinds of knowledge were translated into a politics of reform in
Asia, Africa and the Middle East. They have developed the territorial
and intellectual map of the transmission of knowledge through the
study of a network of scholars whose contacts intensified during the
eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries and whose teaching and
writing linked certain themes on the need to reform belief and practice
with a call to a closer adherence to scripture. Modern scholars of these
intellectuals trends insist that these trends be located within an Islamic
epistemology that is embedded in a universalist vision of the ability
of the umma to generate is own reformers (mujaddidun). Furthermore,
some modern scholars are loath to reduce these reform ideas to func-
tionalist explications that view them either as mere reactions to Euro-
pean expansion and the retreat of Muslim imperial rule.9 The focus
of this group has primarily been on intellectual history and on the
need to look for an Islamic modernity that is generated from within
Muslim societies.

The intensity and frequency of contacts between groups of scholars
across Asia and Africa in the eighteenth century furnishes the framework
for understanding how certain debates on the relationship of faith to
practice; the importance of reason to knowledge of the sacred; or the
duties of true Muslims become part of a new global Muslim cultural
language. They do not, however, explain how and why they were differ-
ent from one another or why some became integrated into the politics of
rebellion and contention while others remained in the realm scholarly
debates.10 It is, as I hope to demonstrate, the political moment that
serves as catalyst and presents a rupture that leads to a shift in perception
in ways of framing political debates and practices.11

produced a part of these debates. For a good analysis for the eighteenth century, see
Reichmuth (1999); and for the seventeenth century, see Rouayheb (2006).

9 Levtzion and Voll (1987). See also Hourani (1972). For a brief and succinct discussion on
the connections of Muhammad Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab to other reformist Hadith scholars in
Mecca and Medina, see Voll (1974) and Voll (1982). Peter Gran’s Islamic Roots of
Capitalism focuses on the centrality of al-Zabidi to such networks. He explores the
importance of both hadith and kalam studies, while others tend to stress only hadith and
reformed sufism. See also Haykal (2003) on Ahmad Shawkani’s scholarship in Yemen.

10 Dallal (1993) cautions us against lumping these very different revivalist movements
together. However, his discussion only focuses on delineating the doctrinal differences.

11 For discussions on the role of events versus long-term structural changes in transforming
political discourses and action see, McAdam and Sewell Jr (2001). Tarrow and Sewell
have written extensively on the role of political moment in transforming identity during
periods of political crisis. See also McAdam, Tarrow and Tilly (2001). For reading of
cultural clues of subaltern populations, see Ortner (1995).
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Crisis and Rebellion: 1780s–1820s

A series of political crises, imperial, regional and local, transformed the
Ottoman province and the city of Baghdad into the arena of contentious
politics, some of it rebellious and some of it factional, and served as the
crucible for the polemical nature of discourses on reform and the politi-
cization of wider swaths of the population of the city around political
agendas. Perhaps the three most significant were the spread of Wahhabi
doctrine and the establishment of a Wahhabi state; the effort of the
Ottoman government to regain control of the province; and the presence
of Europeans in the city. The establishment of the Wahhabi state pre-
sented the Ottomans with a severe challenge to their legitimacy within
Sunni space and overshadowed their perennial ideological struggle with
Persian Shiʿism. Southern Iraq and Baghdad were reconfigured as a new
ideological and military frontier, one that needed to be controlled not
only to combat Shiʿism, but also to combat challenges to the state from
within its territorial boundaries.

As early as 1800, the precariousness of Ottoman legitimacy in the
heartland of Sunni Islam and in the Holy Cities of Mecca and Medina
made the Ottomans and their British allies aware of the ways in which the
new political realities were remapping the ideological and territorial
order of the area. When the local ruler of Mecca and Medina was asked
if he would side with the Ottomans and the British against the French in
Egypt, he found that the economic ties he had with Egypt would make
it difficult for him to support the Ottoman Sultan against the infidel
French.12 The Napoleonic occupation of Egypt in 1798 and the period
of global uncertainty that followed it transformed Baghdad into a stra-
tegic space for the East India Company (EIC), the French and the
Ottomans. It augured a period of modern imperial discourse and control
on both the European and Ottoman sides. When the representative of the
EIC in Aleppo wrote to Harford Jones, its first resident in Baghdad, that
“the seeds of discord have long been beyond the limits of Europe, and it
is hardly to be expected that the short span of our lives should suffice to
restore even the imperfect degree of tranquility, of which we had have
been once spectators,” he was expressing the sense of rupture in time
and space that pervaded the writings of the Europeans and Ottomans.13

Soon after the Wahhabi occupation of Mecca and Medina in 1802,
Iraq and its administrative and political center, Baghdad, became the

12 British Library, OIOC/IOR/H/Misc.474, 108–112.
13 The National Archives of the UK (formerly PRO), H/Misc/48, letter from Barker to

Harford Jones, p. 200.
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focal point for Ottoman policies set to limit the power of local rulers,
create new avenues for maintaining Ottoman legitimacy and define
strategic and territorial imperatives for the Ottoman state.14 While the
Wahhabi challenge reignited the old question of what constituted legit-
imate rebellion and legitimate government, the state also had to face
down a number of immediate problems in Iraq as rumors began to
circulate of the complicity of the local governor and his urban-based
tribal allies with the Wahhabis and of his close relationship with the
French. Moreover, local claimants to the governorship were increasingly
adept at circumventing the official channels to obtain their position by
appealing to the European residents in Baghdad. These specters affected
the hold of the imperial state over Iraq and the stability of the frontiers
with Persia as the Qajar state threatened to invade Iraq if the Wahhabis
and their attacks on Shiʿis were not stopped. At the same time provincial
governors, like the governor of Baghdad, recruited European mercenar-
ies, built private armies, and created common social and cultural ties
with local elites.15

Sultan Mahmud II sent Halet Efendi, a high-ranking minister (reis
effendi) and former Ottoman ambassador to Paris, to Baghdad to set things
in order. Supporters of the governor, accused by Halet Efendi of having
Wahhabi sympathies, prevented the Ottoman emissary from entering the
city. His mission was a debacle as he resorted to subterfuge to the murder
of the governor and install his protégé. Chroniclers accused Halet Efendi
of all manners of perfidy and a local Khalidi-Naqshbandi recorded with
some glee his execution byMahmud II in the aftermath of the Greek revolt
three decades later.16

Wahhabis had an ambiguous impact on southern and central Iraq.
What was most problematic for the community of scholars who had some
sympathy for their call for reform was their insistence on declaring all
those who did not follow their doctrines as unbelievers, and therefore
subject to attack by their forces. The politicization of religious practice, its
removal from the domain of the personal to the political, together with the
disdain the Wahhabis exhibited to exegetic learning of religious scholars,
earned themmany enemies. However, the state they set up in Najd, based
on light Islamic taxes and strict adherence to law, and their management

14 For a good summary of Ottoman attitudes see Zekeriya Kursun, Necid ve Ahsa’da
Osmanli Hakimiketi, Vehhabi Hareketi ve Suud Devleti’nin Ortaya Cekisi, (Ankara: Turk
Tarih Kurumu, 1998).

15 Halet Efendi and his successors wrote a series of reports about Baghdad. Basbakanlik
Osmanli Arsivi (BOA), Hatt-i Humayun, # 20896, 20898-B/D/F. On the interference of
the British Resident in appointment of governor, see Hatt-i Humayun #17066.

16 Uthman ibn Sanad al-Basri, Mataliʿ al-Suʿud, 190–3.
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of the pilgrimage to Mecca and Medina after their conquest, contrasted
with the weakness and corruption of the empire and the rulers of Baghdad
who were engaged in continuous disruptive factional struggles. Further-
more, the comportment of their adherents, their simple dress, the appar-
ent artlessness and defiance of ostentatious rituals of dynastic politics
provided tangible alternatives, within Islamic prescribed traditions, to
the system of power created by the Mamluk/Ottoman elite.

In a telling vignette, Harford Jones reports on a peace treaty contracted
between the governor of Baghdad and the Saudi ruler of the Wahhabi state
in 1798. Preparations for the conclusion of the peace treaty, which took
place in the governor’s palace at the banks of the Tigris, south of the
Maydan quarter, were extensive. Richly adorned and flanked by hundreds
of his colorful guards, the governor sat on his diwan to welcome the envoy
of Ibn Sa’ud. The envoy, barefoot and in simple white dress, entered the
governor’s room. The officers of the court tried, in the diplomatic tradition
of the time, to hold the envoy’s arms to assist him up the stairs. He refused
their assistance, proceeded up the stairs himself and sat down in front of
the governor and proceeded to address him unceremoniously:

Hoy Suleiman! Peace be upon on all who think right. Abdul Aziz has sent me
to deliver to you this letter, and to receive from you a ratification of an agreement
made between his son, Saoud, and your servant Ally; let it be done soon, and in
good form; and the curse of God be on him who acts treacherously. If ye seek
instruction, Abdul Aziz will afford it.17

The envoy’s transgression of the spatial and sartorial decorum that
governed the relations of power between subjects and rulers, between
the tribal world of Baghdad’s hinterland and the city’s elite, coupled with
his insistence that the governor might seek instruction from a tribal ruler in
the heart of territories hitherto associated in the minds of Baghdadis with
disorder, provided a concrete utopian vision to those who had sought an
alternative political order within the paradigm of Sunni orthodoxy.18

The Wahhabi sack of Karbala, one of the Holy Cities of the Shiʿis, in
1802 horrified the Sunni scholarly establishment but Wahhabi sectarian
attitude to Shiʿis did find support among certain sectors of the scholarly
community who were influenced by their ideas.19 The Wahhabis con-
sciously exacerbated the tension between sects in the city to recruit
supporters among Baghdad’s population. In 1801, when another treaty

17 Brydges (1834: 26).
18 This is evident in the description of the Wahhabi state by a Christian merchant Aboud

(1948: 53).
19 Uthman ibn Sanad al-Basri, Mataliʿ al-Suʿud, described the wrenching sack of Karbala

by the Wahhabis, only to stop and write a diatribe against Shiʿi practices.
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between the governor of Baghdad and the Wahhabis was being negoti-
ated, the Wahhabi spokesman demanded that every “true Muslim”

residing in the governor’s jurisdiction be charged only religiously sanc-
tioned taxes and “not a penny more.” According to Harford Jones, this
had great impact on the population of Baghdad, where “without so
strong a temporal inducement, many have already embraced the Doc-
trines of the Wa-ha-by.”20 Furthermore, the conversion of tribes in
southern Iraq to Shiʿism through the proselytizing overseen by Shiʿi
religious scholars in the Holy Cities of Najaf and Karbala compounded
tensions created by the Wahhabis exclusivist stance.21 However, elem-
ents of Wahhabi ideas, beyond their seemingly incorruptible stance on
issues of wealth and taxation, drew support from tribal and mercantile
elements among Baghdad’s population, particularly those who were
relatively recent settlers in the western sections of the city with ties to
tribal mercantile lineages in central Arabia.

Patterns of urbanization began to shift in the early eighteenth century
to the Western quarter of the city, until then a sparsely populated area.
The Karkh quarter attracted a number of landowning merchant families
who claimed tribal and sometimes sharifian descent from the mid-
Euphrates region. Families with names like Suwaidi, Rawi, Juburi, Ubaid
al-Shawi and Ghunaim all claimed tribal Arab origins. In the case of the
Ubaid al-Shawis and the Ghunaims, they represented the urbanized
extended lineages of powerful tribes that they continued to lead and
utilize in their bid for influence in the city. By the 1770s, the quarter
had acquired a strong tribal sense of quarter identity and viewed the
inhabitants of the eastern side as outsiders.

The Karkh quarter became an alternative center of cultural life for the
literate elite of Baghdad. Until mid century, cultural life of the popula-
tion in the city revolved around the majalis (salons, s. majlis) of the ruling
elite (Ottoman and Mamluk) centered in the northern part of the city,
and the mosques and madrasas of the quarters, particularly the ʿAbd al-
Qadir al-Gailani mosque and madrasa in the popular Shaykh quarter in
the southeastern part of the city. For the religious establishment attached
to the Ottoman state, the al-Adhamiyya mosque and al-Murjaniyya
school were very important. However, the tribal and learned families of
the Karkh quarter soon established for themselves salons in their own
quarter provided an alternative to those attached to Ottoman elites and
the older scholarly establishment. The most important were those estab-
lished by ʿAbdallah al-Suwaidi in the quarter of Khidr Elias in the

20 British Library, OIOC/IOR/L/P7S/9/6, p. 174b. 21 Nakash (1994: 13–48).
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northern part of Karkh facing the river, and that of Suleiman Beg
al-Shawi. Almost all sources on this period single out Abdallah al-
Suwaidi as the first to bring to the city the debates on the importance
of critical hadith scholarship. His descendants continued to be among the
most prominent of Baghdad’s scholarly families, his children and grand-
children being the first to bring al-Zabidi’s ideas to Baghdad and to
embrace Mawlana Khalid’s teachings.22

Aspects of Wahhabi doctrine might have appealed to this scholarly
establishment. The Suwaidis, the Juburis and the Ubaid al-Shawis were
accused of Wahhabi sympathies, the latter family losing their fortune and
political position. However, the attraction of Wahhabism to the popula-
tion of the Karkh quarter was based more on identification with the kind
of tribal/religious society they had established in Arabia.23 Combined
with the loyalty to the quarter, allegiance to the Wahhabi cause took an
ethnic and local character among the general population of the Karkh
quarter that often translated into anti-Ottoman rhetoric.

Thus, the impact of the Wahhabi rebellion and the “daʿwa,” on
Baghadi political culture in the nineteenth century was felt at several
levels: it highlighted a tribal/ethnic communal identity marked by
increased interest among the literati with varieties of historical and even-
tually protoethnographic writing on Arab tribes;24 it introduced and
popularized a polemical vocabulary of exclusion and inclusion, and it
led to a reexamination of the role of the ʿulamaʾ in the political order.
The polarization of the religious map of southern and middle Iraq was
characterized by the shift from a set of religious outlooks and discourses
to ideological contestations of a religious ideology, which sundered the
delicate balance that had existed between its various communities.

The Polemics of Inclusion and Exclusion: Wahhabism,
Salafism and Sufism

The cascading of events that began with the Wahhabi onslaught on Iraq
and the advent of Khalid al-Naqshbandi to Baghdad generated a slew of

22 For the salons in nineteenth century Baghdad see, al-Durubi (2001). For salons in late-
eighteenth and early-nineteenth century Baghdad, see al-Suhrurdi (1990).

23 Anonymous, “Nuskha fi ma hadatha fi akhbar al-buwash”, Landberg Library, Yale
University, #616. The author mentions both the Juburis and Shawis as leaders of the
faction opposing the anti-Wahhabi governor.

24 Abu al-Fawz Muhammad Amin al-Suwaidi, “Sabaʾik al-dhahab fi maʿrifat qabaʾil
al-ʿarab,” British Library, OR 1543; and Muhammad Hamad al-Bassam al-Tamimi,
“Kitab al-durar al-mafakhir fi akhbar al-ʿarab al-ʿawaʾkhir,” British Library
ADD 7358.
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polemical writings by scholars. I will focus on tracts written by Baghdadi
scholars between 1788 and 1820 when followers of the Wahhabi and
Khaldiyya–Naqshbandiyya movements contested one another in Bagh-
dad and Iraq. The writings exhibit a concern with three themes that
helped frame political discourse among the ʿulamaʾ in new ways: the first
was the issue of inclusion and exclusion in the Muslim community; the
second centered on the kind of knowledge that was necessary to make a
good Muslim; and the third was the role of the informed Muslim in his
community. While the questions and the manner in which they were
posed drew on a long tradition of writings on that matter, the way they
were interpreted and translated in the political arena in Baghdad intro-
duced a new element to the political practices of its population. Both
movements made access to knowledge relatively easy to ordinary
Muslims by their insistence on the immediacy and accessibility of the
meaning of words (in the case of the Wahhabis), and attainment of truth
through a powerful attraction to the leader of the order rather than
through a long process of initiation into Sufi practice (in the case of the
Khalidi-Naqshbandi order). Both movements spawned a close associ-
ation at the popular level of political activism with religious practice.

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s doctrine found initial sympathizers, if not fol-
lowers, among a group of reform-minded scholars of hadith.25 Critical
studies of hadith and Arabic literature, particularly the maqamat, had
found their greatest teacher in ʿAbdallah al-Suwaidi (1692–1760), and
his children and grandchildren, one of whom obtained an ijaza, or
licence, from the great al-Zabidi himself, while others became propon-
ents first of the Mujaddidi branch of Naqshbandi Sufi order and of its
modern iteration the Khalidiyya-Naqshbandiyya.26 As early as the 1780s,
the Baghdadi hadith scholar ʿAbd al-Rahman al-Suwaidi, son of ʿAbdal-
lah and teacher at the prestigious Qadiriyya school, had written to Ibn
ʿAbd al-Wahhab inquiring about his doctrine.27 In 1788, the son of
Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab sent a letter to Baghdad’s governor, Suleiman Pasha
the Great, asking that a group of Baghdadi scholars respond to his
doctrine.28

25 The literature on the Wahhabis is voluminous. For a brief and succinct discussion on the
connections of Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab to other reformist Hadith scholars in Mecca and
Medina, see Voll (1974). For an analysis of the social and political background of the
Wahhabi movement in Najd and Iraq see Fattah (1997).

26 Raʾuf (1988: 26–27). 27 Nafiʿ (2002: 471).
28 “Commentary on a book in Refutation of the Wahhabis, being an answer to certain

questions which the Wazir Suleiman sent to the author,” Cambridge University Library,
OR. 738. The manuscript is untitled and unattributed and dated 1203h. I have not had a
chance to read the printed response of Sulayman Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab, Tawhid al-khallaq
fi jawab ahl al-ʿIraq (Cairo: al-Matbaʿa al-Sharqiyya, 1804–5[1904–5?]). While devoted
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Suleiman Pasha charged the Hanafi Mufti of Baghdad, Shayk Ahmad
al-Tabqjali (d.1799), with the task.29 The Baghdadi scholar’s response
was measured, perhaps because up to early 1790s Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab’s
doctrines underplayed charges of takfir and appeared to be more in line
with contemporary critical hadith studies current in the most important
schools in Baghdad and discussed in the salons of the ʿulamaʾ. Two
issues dominate the letter and the response to it: the first centers on the
role of the ʿulamaʾ and the kind of knowledge they impart in the com-
munity, and the second is the acceptability of intercession and the
interpretation of the example (sunna) of the Prophet.

The troubling component of Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab’s doctrine for our
Iraqi scholar was the threat it represented to the role of the ʿulamaʾ as
embodied representatives of knowledge of the sacred to the production
and dissemination of that knowledge in society. Perhaps the most notice-
able aspect of his response to Wahhabi polemic was the way that Ibn
ʿAbd al-Wahhab’s doctrine threatened to collapse the history of Islamic
knowledge into a simple formula. Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab proposed that one
can become a good Muslim by unifying action with knowledge. That was
commendable, but the kind of knowledge he proposed was too simple
and could lead to divisions because it threw out the window centuries of
collective knowledge achieved by consensus of scholars across time and
space for a simple formula of individual ijtihad. The primacy of individual
effort was dangerous because it assumed knowledge of the meaning of
words that were mediated by history and were not immediately know-
able. A naïve reading of texts and access to knowledge through individual
ijtihad would exacerbate divisions in society. According to our author,
“those who read the book without guidance take as a portion (taʾifa) of
what they understood from the book and make it the basis of their
religion (usul al-din) that in reality it created (ibtadaʿhu).” As a result,
dissention and divisions would ensue. Al-Tabqjali argued that Ibn ʿAbd
al-Wahhab’s call on people to distinguish between essence (true religion
as pious practices through adherence to Quran and sunna) and form
(religion as practiced and taught by current ʿulamaʾ and their followers),
and to return to the essence as the only right way to attain knowledge of
God, exhibited the extent of his misunderstanding of the correct mean-
ing of essence and form. While the author admitted that there were
corrupt and ignorant ʿulamaʾ (he found Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab to be a

in large part to the Wahhabi responses, the manuscript appears to have been written by
an Iraqi scholar rather than by the son of Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab.

29 Abu-Manneh (2003).
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product of a weak education), he nevertheless saw them as necessary in
imparting the right kind of knowledge.

Implicit in this critique of Wahhabi doctrine was the threat it presented
to the long tradition of exegetic and theological writing in Islamic history.
Al-Tabqjali recognized it as an attack on the consensus of the historical
scholarly community. By collapsing time, by linking the present only to
the ideal world of the early salaf, the pious ancestors of early Islam, it
threatened to disrupt the continuity between past and present. By its
refusal to situate words in context and its insistence on the immediacy
and accessibility of words and therefore of knowledge, Wahhabism
threatened to disrupt the social as well as pedagogical hierarchy of the
community of scholars. The individual Muslim’s need was the ultimate
judge of the meaning of words.

At the same time, the Wahhabi epistle distinguished very clearly
between takfir as specific behavior and infractions, on the one hand,
and the kind of exclusion the Wahhabis were propagating, on the other
hand. The Wahhabis’ concern was not with individual and particular
infractions; these could be atoned. Rather, they focused on infractions of
general belief and practice as exemplified by shirk, or the threat to the
unity of God. It was this aspect of takfir within the Sunni community that
proved quite threatening and new. It moved the process of takfir from the
particular and socioreligious to the realm of the general and political.
The Baghdadi scholar devoted some space to refuting this aspect of
Wahhabi doctrine, although he did not seem to fully appreciate the
political implications of the doctrine.

Despite all the challenges presented by Wahhabi doctrine, al-Tabqjali
did not completely dismiss Wahhabism. He found a number of positive
aspects in it. Particularly attractive was the attack on corrupt Sufi prac-
tices, especially as they allowed women to participate. Unlike Ibn ʿAbd
al-Wahhab, our author found that while he could pass moral judgment
on these practices he could not completely reject intercession nor could
he relegate all who practiced them to the realm of unbelief. Along with a
response to the Wahhabi attack on Ashʿarite theological exegesis as
merely a collection of “it was said and he said” (qil wa-qal), the author
spent some time in explicating the importance of a good knowledge of
historical consensus to the maintenance of order and the proper under-
standing of both the sunna and hadith.

Wahhabi contestation of the political order and the embodied author-
ity of ʿulamaʾ community had a profound impact on the development
of an avowedly political and increasingly visible Salafi articulation of
dogma. ʿAli al-Suwaidi, perhaps the first scholar to write and identify
as a Salafi, did not endorse Wahhabi politics, but did write in defense of
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their adherence to the example of the early Muslim community on
matters of practice and early taxation. In 1810, perhaps drawing on the
example of Muhammad Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab, he became advisor to
the rebellious governor of Baghdad and helped implement a policy of
“Islamic taxation” and eliminated a number of Ottoman “innovations”
in matters of administration.30

Until the early 1790s, Ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab was viewed by Baghdadi
scholars as offering one of the more extreme versions of ideas that had
been circulating among hadith scholars in the region: the importance of
ijtihad, the stress on a scripturalist reading of the hadith, the attack on
ecstatic Sufi practices, a call to the reform of the educational practices
and attacks on scholars associated with those in power.31 The Khalidiyya/
Nashabandiyya shared a number of ideas with the Wahhabi movement.
Both were products of a movement within Islam that called for individual
reasoning with an emphasis on foundational texts; both were committed
to activism in the practice of one’s faith; both were involved in political
reforms; and both harbored some antipathy to the traditional and sacred
hierarchy of their societies. Most significant, however, was the fact that
both movements collapsed time and offered adherents a more direct and
shorter route to Muslim practice and knowledge. For the Wahhabis it
was the individual ijtihad of the Muslim. The Naqshbandi’s married this
to the mediation of a strong shaykh who could offer access to knowledge
without the long and arduous route (suluk) practiced by other Sufis.

Yet they were different in fundamental ways. The Naqshbandis
remained wedded to philosophical reasoning. The strongest proponents
of the doctrine in Baghdad were known as Ashʿarites and Maturdis.32

While they condemned charismatic Sufism, they were the most ardent
defenders of limiting the invocation takfir. The Wahhabis chose to rebel
and overturn the system by violence, espoused an exclusivist stance,
destroyed mausoleums, were openly anticlerical calling all the ʿulamaʾ
who cooperated with corrupt power unbelievers, and undermined the
basis for their legitimacy by stressing the importance of individual inter-
pretation of hadith at the expense of the legal corpus. The Khalidi/
Naqshabandis offered an urban reformed Sufism that appealed to a
powerful scholarly/mercantile elite in Baghdad that was wary of the
extreme practices of Wahhabism. Sufism became the venue through

30 My analysis of ʿAli al-Suwaidi and his time is based on Abu-Manneh (2003); Nafi’
(2002); Fattah (2003); Rizk Khoury (2007 and 2008).

31 ʿAbd Allah al-Suwaidi, “al-Nafhat al-miskiyya fi al-rihlat al-Makkiyya”, British Library,
SCH, 5131. Al-Suwaidi’s commentary on the learned establishment of Damascus was
particularly damning of those close to official Ottoman circles.

32 Al-Baghdadi was a Maturdi scholar, al-Haydari was an Ashʿarite.
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which a number of Baghdad’s scholarly families as well as its political
leaders became integrated into a network of like-minded reformers that
connected Istanbul, Kurdistan, Damascus and Mecca with Baghdad.33

Mawlana Khalid, a Kurdish scholar from Shahrizur near Suleimaiyya
in northern Iraq, drew on the Mujadidiyya/Naqshabandiyya tradition of
reformist Islam.34 The movement was one of renewal of the thirteenth-
century Sufi order by the seventeenth-century Indian scholar or Arabic
descent, Ahmad Sirhindi (d. 1624). Initially a reaction to Mughal
Emperor Akbar’s syncretic new religion, Sirhindi’s renewal of Sufi prac-
tice called for an adherence to a more hadith-based interpretation of the
Quran, reliance on the example (sunna) of the Prophet as a guide to
believers in Sufism. Wary of the intoxicating experiences and pantheistic
implication of some popular practices and philosophical musings of
mysticism, Sirhindi’s emphasis was on the sober experience of critical
examination through human reasoning (ijtihad) of the foundational texts
of Islam, the Quran and Hadith, and the experience of God’s presence in
transient mystical moments. More significant was Sirhindi’s call for an
activist Sufi practice in which involvement in political and social life was
encouraged at the expense of older Sufi practices of withdrawal from
worldly affairs.35 Shah Wali Allah, his eighteenth-century follower,
carried on his mission in a radically different political environment in
which British presence had become quite threatening. His message was
more openly political and his son, Shaykh Abdallah al-Dihlavi, initiated
Mawlana Khalid into the order sometime between 1809 and 1810.
Khalid came back to Suleimaniyya in 1811, began preaching a particular
version of Mujaddidiyya/Naqshabandiyya and eventually his followers
became associated with his particular brand of the order.36

Mawlana Khalid al-Naqshbandi soon acquired a following, training a
large number of preachers – one estimate was about 120 preachers
(khalifa, pl. khulafa’) – and became quite visible in the political and
scholarly community of Iraq. In 1811, he incurred the wrath of the
Barzinji family of Suleimaniyya, leaders of the Qadiriyya Sufi order,
and he was forced to flee Suleimaniyya. He fled to Baghdad and set

33 The extent of these connections is apparent in the series of letters that Mawlana Khalid
wrote from Damascus, see al-ʿUthmani (1334h).

34 Mawlana Khalid’s name was Abu’l Baha’ Dhia al-Din Khalid al-Shahrizuri. For a
biography of Khalid, see Hourani (1972). The Naqshbandiyya-Mujaddidiyya order
had its adherents in Iraq and one of its proponents in the seventeenth century was
a supporter of the reform movement initiated under the Ottoman Koprulu viziers.
See Hussain al-Basri al-Mimi, ‘Nazm al-sumut al-zabajadiyya fi silsilat al-sadat
al-Naqshbandiyya’, Suleimaniye Kutuphanesi, Asir Efendi, #176.

35 Ter Haar (1990). 36 See Algar (1979, 1990).
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himself up in the Qadiriyya mosque in the popular Shaykh quarter.37

Among his first adherents was one of the foremost shafiʿi teachers and
scholars, Sabhat Allah al-Haydari and ʿAli al-Suwaydi.38 In Baghdad, his
enemies sought to discredit him with the governor. An investigation
exonerated him and he was able to stay in Baghdad and acquired a tekke
built for him by Saʿid Pasha, the governor of the province who was
among his earliest supporters.39 He was eventually let back into Sulei-
maniyya by its governor, but did not last long and was expelled to
Baghdad. He stayed in Baghdad for two years, was supported by its
governor Dawud Pasha, but eventually left for Damascus where he spent
the rest of his life.40

Mawlana Khalid’s interpretation of Naqshbandi Sufism elicited mixed
reactions among the scholarly community in Iraqi Kurdistan and Bagh-
dad. His main adversaries were more traditional Sufi ʿulamaʾ, particu-
larly among the Qadiriyya order prevalent in both Baghdad and the
Kurdish areas. His earliest adherents were those of the Baghdadi scholars
who were already well versed in critical hadith scholarship and had had
same connections to scholars in Mecca, Damascus and Iraqi towns. His
adversaries soon branded him an unbeliever (kafir), worked at expelling
his khulafa’ from their cities accusing them of fomenting dissention and
currying to those in power. It is within the context of these accusations
that two of his Baghdadi disciples wrote works to defend him.

Abu al-Fawz Muhammad Amin al-Suwaidi’s epistle in defense of
Mawlana Khalid is mostly devoted to the question of unbelief among
Sunni Muslims.41 Khalid had been accused of unbelief and of political
conspiracy to destroy Muslim society. Inspired by Free Masonry and by
innovations he brought with him through his contact with the English
in India, Mawlana Khalid was now attempting to create a new school of
law (madhhab) through his use of reasoning.42 In defense of Khalid’s
authentic Sufi pedigree and his freedom from any infidel influences,
al-Suwaidi listed Khalid’s place in the Naqshbandi-Mujaddidi chain of

37 Muhammad bin Suleiman al-Baghdadi al-Hanafi al-Naqshbandi, “al-Hadiqa al-nadiyya
fi al-tariqa al-Naqshbandiyya wa al-bahja al-Khalidiyya,” Suleimaniye Kutuphanesi,
Efgani, #59. Manuscript dated 1234 (1817).

38 al-ʿUthmani (1334h: 26).
39 Muhammad bin Suleiman al-Baghdadi, “al-haqiqa al-nadiyya,” this was the Ihsaʾiyya

tekke built on the shore of the Tigris in the eastern part of the city.
40 For his sojourn in Damascus, see Weisman (2001).
41 Abu al-Fawz was the son of ʿAli al-Suwaidi. His father was a prominent hadith scholar

and teacher, an ash’arite and Shafiʿi, who was among the first to meet Khalid
al-Naqshbandi in Baghdad.

42 Abu al-Fawz Muhammad Amin al-Suwaidi, “Dafʿ al-zulmʿ an al-wuqu’ fi ʿard
al-mazlum,” Suleimaniye Kutuphanesi, Esad Efendi, 1404.
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transmission. Mawlana Khalid did not call for a new school of law but
merely asking that distorted explications and legal opinions be thrown
out in favor of a fresh look at the sources of law through the use of
reasoning. Surely this was not a basis for accusations of unbelief. Such
accusations should be leveled with care and after reasoned discourse on
the meaning of difference in the Muslim community. As long as Muslims
believed in God and turned to the Kaʿba for prayers, excluding them as
unbelievers was unacceptable. This was true even when legal scholars of
the Ottoman state branded certain groups like the Shiʿis as unbelievers.
He urged his audience to take the example of the Companions of the
Prophet who refused to brand the Kharijites as unbelievers despite their
rebelliousness, their killing of other Muslims, and their appropriation of a
personal vision of the Quran.

Abu al-Fawz al-Suwaidi made a strong and short argument for the
toleration of difference within the Muslim community. His argument
was polemical rather than scholarly. While the author of the scholarly
tract against the Wahhabis discussed earlier in this paper had appealed to
the consensus of the community, to the impossibility of using the word
takfir in a generalized and political sense and to the legal and particular-
istic definition of kufr, Abu al-Fawz’s method was designed to dismiss in
a very effective and accessible way any attempts to exclude difference in
the community. It was a measure of how political and generalized the use
of takfir had become as an idiom used by people across the cities of Iraq
that it was now an issue to be dealt with, not only among a group of
scholars writing dense scholarly tracts, but in numerous political polem-
ics within the Sunni community.43

Muhammad ibn Sulayman al-Baghdadi wrote his defense of Mawlana
Khalid perhaps a year after Abu al-Fawz.44 He was concerned by allega-
tions of unbelief leveled against his mentor and the misunderstanding of
his doctrine by local scholars and commoners (ʿawwam). However,
rather than engage in a polemic against takfir, he undertook a scholarly
defense of Mawlana Khalid’s practice of Sufism. Three aspects of
Mawlana Khalid’s Sufi practice seem to have irked his detractors. The
first revolved around an old debate among seekers of the mystical path.
How does a mystic resolve the tension between seclusion and ascetic
practice on the one hand, and the involvement in society on the other?
Seclusion presupposes a long and arduous process of initiation into the

43 According to al-Baghdadi, Muhammad Amin, the mufti of Hilla and a hadith scholar
also wrote a political defense of Mawlana Khalid.

44 He wrote it in the Ihsaʾiyya tekke established for Khalid al-Naqshbandi in the Baghdad by
Saʿid Pasha.
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mystical path, a removal of oneself from society and rejection of any
association with political power. Mawlana Khalid’s brand of Sufism called
for engagement with one’s society, with strict adherence to knowledge of
scriptures rather than complete reliance on transcendental knowledge and
self-ameliorating practices. Mawlana Khalid’s call to practicing an
engaged and more orthodox brand of Sufism found a sympathetic audi-
ence among a group of Baghdadi scholars who had been calling for the
reform of Sufi practices for some time.45 However, what seems to have
been particularly troubling to the scholarly establishment was the second
component of Mawlana Khalid’s call for the reform of Sufi practice.

For Khalid al-Naqshbandi it was the attraction or pull (jadhba) by the
shaykh of the prospective student that was the path to truth. Unlike other
Sufi orders where a long and arduous path to truth was a prerequisite for
achieving knowledge, Mawlana Khalid offered a quicker and easier way
(aqrab wa-ashal) to purity. The centrality of the shaykh in the order was
evident. Of the fifteen conditions required for education (adab) in the
order, fourteen had to do with the relationship of the student/follower to
the shaykh. By making a case for the facility of initiation into the order,
al-Baghdadi was arguing for its accessibility and one’s ability to avoid a
long process of education. His list of conditions provided a blueprint for
a centralized order presided over by a benevolent leader. As will become
evident shortly, this aspect of Khalidi-Naqshbandi order would allow its
founder to organize an effective network of preachers but left him open to
accusations of political ambition and led to defections among the ranks of
his followers.46

The last aspect of Khalid al-Naqshbandi’s brand of Sufism that elicited
the most attacks was its highly political character. Khalid was accused by
his detractors of turning the order into a tool for his political ambitions
and of emptying it of its spiritual content. Khalid sent his emissaries all
over the empire to spread his teachings and required absolute obedience
of them. He harbored political ambitions and sought fame in ways
unacceptable to true mystics. Furthermore, not only did Khalid teach
dhikr (devotional utterances) to the wealthy and powerful, he did not

45 Al- Baghdadi mentions as a spiritual ancestor al-Birgivi, the late sixteenth century cleric
who helped standardize religious practice and was vehemently opposed to the ecstatic
practices of popular Sufism. Birgivi’s influence persists to the present and his Tariqa
Muhammadiyya is still widely published in Istanbul.

46 ʿAbd al-Wahhab al-Sussi of Amadiyya proved to be the most troublesome of Khalid’s
khulafaʾ. In addition to fomenting trouble in Mosul and generating hostility to the order,
he traveled to Istanbul where he began attracting followers to the order and sought to
establish a separate branch. When Khalid denied him permission, he went to Dihlavi in
India for permission to do so. Denied that permission again, he continued to sow
divisions in the order. See al-ʿUthmani (1334h: 122–24).

118 Dina Rizk Khoury

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.006
https://www.cambridge.org/core


require them to change their behavior in any way. Al-Baghdadi’s
response to these accusations was quite pragmatic. Teaching dhikr to
the powerful and wealthy awakened the desire to do good, and would
gradually lead their hearts to ask for forgiveness. Mawlana Khalid’s
pragmatism was, in fact, modeled on the Prophet’s example when deal-
ing with the Arab tribes who said that their acceptance of Islam was
conditional on their exemption from the morning ritual prayer. The
Prophet accepted the condition in the hope that they would gradually
become enlightened.

What appears to have rattled Khalid al-Naqshbandi’s detractors
enough to accuse him of unbelief was his clear attempt, despite his and
his pupils’ denials,47 to turn his order into a player in a political arena that
stretched from the Fertile Crescent to Istanbul. He did so by organizing
an effective system of preachers, by maintaining communications with his
followers and by devising a shortened version of initiation into the order.
The virulence of attacks against him, the public denunciations of his
doctrines by various political and scholarly elite, and his involvement in
reform debates at the highest level of provincial and imperial government
make it difficult to assess his impact on popular politics in Baghdad. His
influence seems to have been most strongly felt among the circles of local
scholarly elite and provincial governors interested in forging strong alli-
ances with this elite. In addition, the Khalidi-Naqshbandiyya introduced
some new elements into the politics of Baghdad. Perhaps the most
noticeable was the level of organization among a group of scholars who
exchanged information, recruited followers and tightened connections
between like-minded believers in Baghdad and other cities in the Fertile
Crescent, Arabia, Anatolia and the imperial capital.48

Conclusion

I have argued that the decades that spanned the 1790s to the 1820s were
central to transforming what had been reform ideas circulating among
scholars from India to Western Asia into political doctrines espoused by
sections of Baghdad’s population. These decades marked the emergence

47 In a letter to his followers in Baghdad, Khalid warns against their attempts to appeal
“muluk, umara and aghawat” and their helpers because they could not reform them.
Despite such warnings he maintained a correspondence with Dawud Pasha of Baghdad
who was being taught by one of his pupils, ʿUbayd Allah al-Haydari. See al-ʿUthmani
(1334h: 108–114).

48 Al-Baghdadi and Muhammad Asʿad al-ʿUthmani (through his collection of Mawlana
Khalid’s letters) stress the links between Baghdad, Basra, Suleimaniyya, Damascus
and Mecca.
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of a new kind of political discourse and practice that was generated from
below rather than by Ottoman imperial agendas of reform. Nevertheless,
these activities helped mediate Ottoman agendas of reform at the local
level and created both opposition and support for these agendas. At the
same time, it is important to define clearly what this “newness” means in
the context of local politics. Wahhabism and Khalidi-Naqshbandi Sufism
revived older discourse within Islam on toleration of difference within the
Sunni community, on the right to rebel against corrupt rulers who allow
for “un-Islamic” practices within the umma and on the role of the indi-
vidual Muslim in his community. What made these discourses new was
the way they collapsed a long tradition of religious and historically
informed knowledge of dogma into a set of formulaic dispensations on
the availability of knowledge to the individual Muslim, on the right to pass
easy judgment on issues of inclusion and exclusion and on the centrality
of twinning belief with activism. The spread of polemical writing, the
speed with which these writings were circulated and the insistence of all
parties on engaging the opponents in these polemics was quite new in the
context of the political culture of the Fertile Crescent.

Finally, it is important to highlight the continued saliency of the
polemics of these scholars and their engagement with what Hourani
defines as the liberal intellectuals of the following period. ʿAli al-Suway-
di’s student, Abu Thanaʾ al-Alusi (1802–54), was the leading Salafi
scholar of the nineteenth century. He penned a foundational, multivo-
lume commentary on the Quran and issued a number of printed polem-
ical works, including an anti-Shiʿi treatise articulating his opposition to
the more politicized practices of Shiʿism, such as the cursing of the first
three caliphs. His students helped shape Salafi discourse of the nine-
teenth century and became closely associated with Rashid Rida. As for
Wahhabi doctrine, Albert Hourani himself understood the Islamic mod-
ernism of Muhammad ʿAbduh in part as a response, a laudatory one, to
its radical vision of the political order. I conclude with these examples not
only to highlight the missing link, so to speak, in Hourani’s magnum
opus, one that he himself later addressed.49 Rather, I do so to encourage
us to rethink three aspects of ninetheenth-century Arab historiography:
the importance of historical rupture and crisis in the ideas of these
intellectuals; their intimate engagement in the politics of rebellion and
reform since at least 1780; and the importance of locating modern
political and moral visions in the scholarly debates and in their urban
milieu.

49 Hourani (1972).
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4 The Emergence of Transnational
Muslim Thought, 1774–1914

Cemil Aydin

Albert Hourani was one of the first historians who highlighted the trans-
national and global Muslim modernist vision of Nahda intellectuals such
as Muhammad ʿAbduh and Rashid Rida. Hourani thus contributed to
scholarly revisions to the narratives of the rise of nationalist thought in
the Arab Middle East. The fact that Hourani had a chapter on Jamal
al-Din al-Afghani, an intellectual of Persian origin who became the
symbol of Pan-Islamism during the late nineteenth century, in a book
entitled Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age, illustrates his questioning of
nationalist narratives. Hourani was also one of the first scholars of Arab
thought after World War II who paid attention to the productive influ-
ence of the Ottoman Empire on Arab intellectuals. This essay elaborates
on these two themes, namely global Muslim intellectual history and
Ottoman imperial identity, trying to answer why Arab intellectuals
during the age of high imperialism not only developed stronger links
with Indian and Southeast Asian Muslim intellectual life, but also
asserted their loyalty to the Ottoman Caliphate. It charts a transition
over the course of the long nineteenth century from inter-imperial soli-
darity between the Ottoman and other European empires to a reordering
of the imperial world order according to racial, religious and civilizational
identities. By the 1880s, this shift produced a new transnational politics
of Muslim solidarity, the invention of the Ottoman sultan-caliph as its
titular symbol, and it introduced what I have called elsewhere the geo-
political idea of “the Muslim world.”1

From the perspective of the 1950s, when Hourani was doing research
on Arabic Thought, the disintegration of the Ottoman Empire and the rise
of regional nationalisms may have seemed inevitable. But until 1914,
Muslim modernist thought, including in British ruled societies, was
formulated in discourses of loyalty to and pride in the Ottoman empire.
Nahda intellectuals were by and large Ottomanists, and many expressed

1 Aydin (2013).
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pro-caliphate visions of world order.2 More importantly, the status of
Ottoman sultans as caliphs was taken more seriously by modern Muslim
intellectuals living outside of the Ottoman empire during the 1910s than
it was in the 1830s. At the turn of the nineteenth century, for example,
the Ottoman sultan’s Muslim population was only about a quarter of the
size of the British Queen’s Muslim subjects, but the active Muslim
publics in India expressed signs of loyalty to the Ottoman caliph as a
spiritual authority figure without necessarily denying the legitimacy of the
British rule. This chapter aims to account for such seemingly incongru-
ous patterns of political behavior.

After the founders of the modern Turkish Republic abolished the
Ottoman dynasty and the caliphate in the mid 1920s, memories of
Ottomanism and pro-caliphate thought had faded from modern Arab
thought by the 1960s. Yet it is imperative to discuss the reasons for the
growing significance of the caliphate title assumed by the Ottoman
sultans among late nineteenth and early twentieth-century Muslim intel-
lectuals. Such an inquiry will necessarily require an engagement with
the historiography of nineteenth-century world history, especially with
regard to the origins of global norms such as self-determination, sover-
eignty, nationalism, constitutionalism and racial equality. I will argue
that until the outbreak of World War I, the appeal of Arab nationalism
was limited. The shattering of empires in the Great War gave new
momentum and urgency to multiple forms of nationalism, and Arab
nationalism became a powerful transnational political and intellectual
force that could be wielded against the imposition of the Leage of
Nations Mandates system and the reconfiguration of the region by Brit-
ish and French imperial power. Scholars should not read pre-1914 Arab
intellectual history from the perspective of the interwar era or from the
position of post–World War II era nationalists.

In the long nineteenth century, imperial relations mediated the shared
political experience of diverse Christian and Muslim societies in Eurasia.
Before the 1870s, it mattered less whether one was ruled by a Muslim or
a Christian sovereign, as the legitimacy of each empire could be said to
rely on its magnanimity toward “religious minorities.”3 Claims to civil-
ization came to index the imperial norms of the Concert of Europe after
the 1815 Congress of Vienna. Political elites inside the corridors of
power were subject to ambivalence and difficult questions: Did Muslim
sultans of the Ottoman Empire have the legitimacy or the right to rule

2 See Thomas Philipp’s contributions to this volume.
3 Note that religious minorities only became a category of international law in, and
through, the League of Nations. B. White (2011).
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over Christian populations? Under what conditions would the Christian
monarchs of the Russian, French, Dutch and British empires be seen as
legitimate in the eyes of their Muslim subjects? The answers to these
questions changed dramatically during the nineteenth century, which
saw Russia take control over Crimean and Caucasian Muslims, France
invade Egypt in 1798 and Algeria in 1830, Greek nationalists declare
independence from Ottoman rule, and the British army crush the Indian
uprising of 1857.

As we shall see, it took the Russo-Ottoman War of 1878 and the
British occupation of Egypt in 1882 to introduce a racialized vocabulary
of religious enmity into the geopolitics of “the Eastern Question” and to
challenge the considerable fluidity of the existing imperial world order.4

The economic and cultural transformations generated by steamships,
telegraph and modern journalism facilitated denser connections between
Southern and Western Asian societies, fostering the formation of a new,
potentially global Muslim political identity. While Muslims living under
British, French, Dutch and Russian rule asked for greater inclusion in
imperial systems, and articulated passionately the terms of their loyalty
and rights, the racialization of European empires created trans-European
discourses on distinctiveness and disloyalty of Muslim subjects of Euro-
pean monarchs. The 1880s witnessed not only a new global identification
of the Muslim world, but the Ottoman empire began to be seen as the
leader of this new imagined Muslim geopolitical unity. Given the long
history of Ottoman efforts to create and belong to diplomatic networks of
European empires, for the Ottoman sultan to be hailed as the caliph of all
Muslims came as an unexpected boon of modern geopolitics.

Muslim Political Thought in the Age of Empire

The period from the treaty of Küçük Kaynarca in 1774, that recognized
Russian rule over the Muslim majority areas of Crimea, to the loss
of Egypt in 1882 was often presented as an era of civilizational clashes
and predetermined conflicts between Islam and Christianity. Yet, the
principle of interimperial legitimacy had the potential to create a hybrid
Eurasian region in which Muslim monarchs ruled over Christian popu-
lations and Christian European monarchs ruled over Muslim popula-
tions. The possibility of universalized imperial visions became most
obvious during Ottoman Sultan Abdülaziz’s 1867 visit to Europe, when
the French, British, Austrian-Hungarian, Belgian and Prussian kings and

4 For a general assesment of this topic, see Motadel (2012).
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emperors welcomed him with the utmost ceremonial respect. There were
even rumors about matchmaking between the Ottoman Crown Prince
Murad and a British royal princess by Queen Victoria to cement strong
ties between the two empires.5 A year before this incident the Ottoman
scholar Abdurrahman Efendi visited Brazil and observed that the Ottoman
Empire was of a higher civilizational order than small kingdoms like Brazil
and much more akin to European empires.6 Similarly, in 1869, when the
Egyptian Khedive Ismail hosted guests from European royal houses at the
grandiose opening ceremony of the Suez Canal, he famously declared that
Egypt, an autonomous part of the Ottoman Empire, was now a part of
Europe. In that same year, Sir Syed Ahmad Khan, one of the most influen-
tial reformist Muslim intellectuals of the Indian subcontinent visited
London, a visit that strengthened his commitment to a shared British-
Indian Muslim identity.7 For Syed Ahmad Khan, an Ottoman Muslim
monarch ruling over mixed Christian-Muslim populations could be a
natural ally for the British sovereign who ruled over no less diverse popula-
tions of Muslims, Hindus and Christians.

During the period spanning Napoleon’s invasion of Egypt in 1798 and
the suppression of active Algerian resistance in the 1840s, ambiguous
and hybrid political discourses – from utopian French revolutionary
ideas to nationalism and religious jihad – traveled across the Mediterra-
nean and the Indian Ocean. What was remarkable about this period was
that the intellectual formulation of an imperial universalism was still
hegemonic even as it kept ethnic nationalism as well as pan-Islamic and
pan-Slavic regionalisms at bay.8 Before the globalization of nationalism
in the second quarter of the nineteenth century, empires were the pre-
dominant sources of political imagination in the world. At the time of
the French Revolution and the Napoleonic wars, there were approxi-
mately thirty dynasties ruling over different parts of Muslim societies,
some of which were subimperial units such as the autonomous Beys
of Tunis in Ottoman North Africa.9 The Sharifian Alaouite Dynasty
in Morocco, the Bornu Empire in the Niger area, the Khanates of
Khiva and Kokand in Central Asia, the Sultanate of Banten and the
Aceh Sultanate in Southeast Asia were Muslim sultanates with substan-
tial traditions of state-building and political legitimacy. These dynasties
were too disparate and dispersed, however, for an overarching Muslim

5 Kutay (1977). 6 Bağdatlı Abdurrahman Efendi (2006). 7 Ahmad (1960).
8 For an example of Ottoman imperial practices adopted from Europe, see Kuhn (2007).
For the Ottoman “civilizing mission,” see Deringil (1998), and U. Makdisi (2002).

9 In fact, these Ottoman domains in North Africa were at war with the United States in the
first Barbary Wars between 1801–1805, while Morocco was one of the first countries to
recognize the young American Republic.
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international system to emerge that tied them together into an inter-
connected Muslim public sphere.

Among Muslim dynasties, the Ottoman sultans enjoyed the special
position of being members of European imperial system and the protect-
ors of Muslim holy cities of Mecca and Medina. The Ottoman Empire
combined multiple imperial traditions, and had developed strong bur-
eaucratic and military institutions that could alternatively compete and
ally with European empires. The majority of the global Muslim popula-
tion lived outside Ottoman territories, and until the late nineteenth
century few would regard Ottoman sultans as their natural sovereigns.
The Ottoman Empire also had large non-Muslim populations. Thus,
there had been little reason for transnational Muslim solidarity or for the
Ottoman Empire to act as the paragon of global Muslim political identity
before the emergence of the concept of the Muslim world.

Imperial Affirmation of the Napoleonic Experience

There were already examples of European empires ruling over Muslim-
majority areas by the time of the Napoleonic Wars, including Russian
rule over the Crimea, Dutch outposts in Muslim cities of Indonesia and
British rule over Bengali Muslims. But Napoleon’s expedition to the
Ottoman province of Egypt in 1798, despite its short life and failure,
exhibited a radical expansion of the European intellectual imagination
with regard to Muslim societies.10 Revolutionary France could present
itself as the enemy of the Catholic Church and a friend of Muslims. On
the part of contemporary Egyptian intellectuals, there was no feeling of
inferiority in relation to the French invaders, whose moral arguments
for invasion were easily rejected even as many were seduced by the
encounter.11 While engaging in an imperial competition with the British
empire, Napoleon tried to negotiate his legitimacy for a Muslim audi-
ence, and even insinuated conversion to Islam.12 Napoleon’s invasion of
Egypt came to affirm inter-imperial solidarity as he quite ingeniously
claimed to oust Mamluk “despots” for the sake of Muslims themselves.
Conversely, the Ottoman government entered into a military alliance
with the British against France over Egypt and later formed a coalition
with its Russian nemesis. Thus some successful joint Ottoman-Russian
naval operations against Napoleon occurred in the Ionian Islands.13

Further east, the Sultan of the Indian principality of Mysore requested
the Ottoman sultan’s help against the British Empire with which Mysore

10 Cole (2007). 11 Naff (1963), al-Jabarti (2004), Tageldin (2011).
12 Tageldin (2011: ch. 1); also Jasanoff (2005: 138–148). 13 Sakul (2009).
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was a war. The letters by Tipu Sultan (1750–1799), who enjoyed French
assistance, to Ottoman sultans illustrate his hybrid legitimacy as a
Muslim ruler of an Indian princely state who was firmly grounded in
the Muslim political tradition but equally comfortable with European
ideas of enlightened monarchy.14 Tipu Sultan’s delegations to Istanbul
utilized various key values of the earlier Muslim political vocabularies,
noting his struggle against the British infidels who did not respect the
religious values and traditions of Muslim populations.15 In his response,
the Ottoman Sultan Abdülhamid I affirmed the imperial order and
rebutted Tipu Sultan’s desire to fight against the British and to ally
himself with France.16 The Ottoman letters to Tipu Sultan stressed that
the French Republic and not the British empire should be considered the
enemy of Muslims on account of its violations of international law. The
Ottoman sultan’s reference to international law indicates recognition of
an interimperial norm that France broke, most specifically by annexing
other European countries and by invading Egypt. After urging Tipu
Sultan to make peace with the British forces in India, the Ottoman sultan
offered his mediation between Mysore and the British military forces
in India.17

The complex political patterns and diplomatic relations between revo-
lutionary France, the Ottoman Empire, its province of Egypt and the
Mysore Sultanate in India suggest that, in the late eighteenth century, the
geopolitical borders between “civilized” and “uncivilized,” Christian and
Muslim, republic and empire were not clear and settled.18 These trajec-
tories carried in themselves other future possibilities than the more clear-
cut and hardened borders between a “Christian West” and “Muslim
East” that emerged a century later. In the late eighteenth century, French
forces were defeated by the efforts of both the British navy and Ottoman
forces. Admiral Nelson, whom Sultan Selim III awarded the specially
instituted medal of the Imperial Order of the Crescent in recognition of
his defeat of Napoleon at the Battle of the Nile in 1798, was a hero for
Ottoman elites as well.

Scholars no longer consider Egyptian autonomy under the hereditary
governorship of Mehmed Ali Pasha (1770–1849) as the founding
moment of Egyptian nationalism that it constituted in Hourani’s times.19

Nor should the late blossoming of a nationalist imagination in Egypt or
other parts of the Ottoman empire be seen as proof of backwardness or
stubborn traditionalism of Arab thought. Rather, Mehmed Ali’s rule
showed the primacy of realpolitik as well as a shared imperial perspective

14 Brittlebank (1997). 15 Hasan (2005). 16 Özcan (2007). See also Aksan (1993).
17 Bayur (1948). 18 Karpat (2001: 50–51). 19 K. Fahmy (1997).
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over antagonistic civilizational or national visions.20 His challenge to
Istanbul was within the existing imperial logic as he carved out a sub-
empire within a larger empire, without challenging the broader frame-
work of legitimacy of the Ottoman dynasty on which he depended.
Intense militarization programs allowed Mehmed Ali Pasha to quell the
Wahhabi incursions into Bilad al-Sham, reconquer the Hijaz, and
expand into Sudan, all by 1822, and on behalf of the Ottoman sultan.21

Meanwhile another Muslim dynasty on the Arabian Peninsula expanded
into the Indian Ocean. The Abu Saʿidi rulers of the Sultanate of Muscat
exhibited their own imperial ambitions and incorporated Zanzibar Island
and the coastline of Mumbasa into their kingdom in 1829.22

The Greek War of Independence and the French invasion of Algeria
constituted the first serious challenges to the interimperial principle of
territorial integrity in the concert of Europe. During the Greek national-
ist revolt, Muslims in Greece came to be seen as representatives of
Istanbul and massacred for their loyalty to the empire. For a while the
Ottoman army managed to keep the insurrection in check. Eventually,
however, public opinion in Europe and the United States put tremen-
dous pressures on governments to support the Greek nationalist
struggle.23 This spectacular advent of public opinion, which so upset
interimperial solidarity and which was epitomized by Lord Byron’s
romantic poetry, commitments and death in Greece, was a decisive
turning point in the way imperial politics could be conducted.24

Ottoman intellectuals, for their part, responded to the Greek revolt by
reiterating their commitments to universal norms and interimperial soli-
darity even as they eschewed Islamic or Ottoman civilizational particu-
larisms. Greek communities were spread all over the Ottoman Empire
beyond Istanbul and Western Anatolia. Their educational and cultural
networks extended to Southern and Western Europe and Russia, along
which traveled Enlightenment ideas and nationalist sentiments.25 The
Ottoman Empire’s first ambassador to independent Greece, Musurus
Efendi, was a diplomat with Greek ethnic background. Many other
Greek families flourished in Ottoman diplomacy and bureaucracy after
1829.26 The introduction of the fez – a headdress initially associated with
Greeks – for all Ottoman civil servants in the year of Greek independence
epitomized, perhaps unwittingly, the Greek legacy for the modern Otto-
man image. Ottoman bureaucrats from different religious and ethnic

20 K. Fahmy (2009). 21 Troutt-Powell (2003). 22 Ghazal (2010b); Nicolini (2012).
23 Marchand (2003). 24 Stivachtis (1998). 25 Jelavich (1983).
26 Philliou (2011).
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backgrounds began to wear the same hat and similar European style
clothing after the 1830s, illustrating shared Ottoman imperial identity.

The Kingdom of Greece was established around the same time that the
French Empire invaded the decentralized Ottoman province of Algeria.
These two events transformed the meaning of Christian and Muslim
identity and imperial legitimacy. French military superiority in Algeria
did not immediately translate into uncontested occupation, as Algerian
Muslims started a protracted resistance against the French forces, mainly
under the leadership of Emir Abdelkader al-Jazaʾiri (1808–83).27 Emir
Abdelkader, a Sufi leader of the Qadiri order from Oran, had studied
Mehmed Ali’s reforms in Egypt on the way back from his pilgrimage
to Mecca. In Cairo, he also met the young Imam Shamil (1797–1871),
who later became the symbol of Muslim resistance against the Russian
Empire in Caucasia.28 Ultimately, Abdelkader was forced to surrender
in 1847, but not before some Algerian intellectuals in the resistance
appealed to the universal values of enlightenment, nationalism and lib-
erty. A member of the Algerian-Ottoman urban elite, Hamdan Khoja
(1773–1842), wrote an antiimperial tract, Le Mirroir, in 1833 in which
he addressed French public opinion to argue that France’s actions in
Algeria, especially the violence and destruction of Muslim lives and
institutions, contradicted the values it espoused. After presenting the
history and ethnography of Algeria, and giving an account of the catas-
trophe of the French occupation, Hamdan Khoja made a plea to French
liberal and enlightened values to stop French imperialism in his home
country. Hamdan Khoja invoked the French defense of Greek, Belgian,
and Polish nationalisms, and asked why they could not similarly support
a national, self-governing Algeria that would be a friend of France and
bring a model of civilizational progress.29 In short, as late as the 1830s,
political narratives of imperial universalism seemed viable, even though
it had to be rejustified against narratives of national liberation and
hardened Muslim or Christian identities.

The Persistence of Ottoman Imperial Identity

Ottoman intellectuals drew lessons from their imperial experiences of
Greece and Algeria. They noted the importance of public opinion in
Europe, and the importance of creating and projecting a vision of a
civilized, dynastic empire. The Ottoman elite took to formulating a more
systematic vision of interimperial relations in borderlands of European

27 Vandervort (1998). 28 Crews (2006). 29 Pitts (2009).
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and Islamicate regions, emphasizing a discourse of “civilization” that
would regulate and reaffirm the values at the Congress of Vienna in
1815, namely respect for the sovereignty and legitimacy of “civilized”
empires.30 This interimperial vision included assurances of equal and fair
treatment of all imperial subjects, irrespective of their religious and
ethnic differences, and acceptance of a set of diplomatic norms that
would not only make the Ottoman Empire a part of the concert of
Europe but also contribute to its values.

The Rose Garden Imperial Edict (Gülhane HattıHümayunu) of 1839,
which later became known as the Tanzimat Proclamation, became the
clearest indication of the Ottoman imagination of a new Europe-based
imperial international society and its legitimizing discourse of universal
civilization. By late 1830s, Ottoman grand strategy was clearly oriented
toward its neighbors, allies and rivals in the post-Vienna Concert of
Europe. The edict was proclaimed by Grand Vizier Mustafa Reşit Paşa
(1800–58) on the accession of the new sultan, Abdülmecit I (1823–61),
on November 3, 1839, to an audience that included the sultan, ministers,
top civilian and military administrators, religious leaders of the Greek,
Armenian and Jewish communities, and the ambassadors of foreign
countries. This edict redesigned the regional and religious ties of the
Ottoman Empire, indicating a willingness to make the Ottoman Empire
a part of the European regional order, without giving up its Muslim
credentials.

By the early 1840s, there was little lingering Ottoman resentment
about losing the Greek provinces or Algerian territories. For Ottoman
intellectuals, giving up or gaining territory was a natural occurrence for
an empire, and they were well aware of the changing borders between
other empires in Europe.31 Even Emir Abdelkader al-Jazaʾiri (1808–83)
continued to be a firm believer in Tanzimat reforms and the principles of
civilization in his retirement, which he spent mostly in Ottoman Damas-
cus. During an episode of communal violence in Damascus, for example,
Abdelkader intervened to protect the Christian population in the name of
the principle of civilized administration.32 In turn, his noblesse was
internationally recognized by the French emperor and the American
President Abraham Lincoln who bestowed upon him state honors.33

In Ottoman Tunisia, local elites embarked upon remarkable reform
initiatives, including a constitutional contract under the leadership
of a Circassian-born grand vizier Khayr al-Din Pasha (1820–90).34

30 Davison (1999). 31 Rıfat Paşa (1858: 1–12).
32 Fawaz, On Occasion for War (1994: ch. 4) 33 Kiser (2008: 303).
34 al-Tunisi (1967). See also Thomas Philipp in this volume.
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He implemented liberal reform ideas with the strong conviction that
a parliamentary government and modern European ways were com-
patible with the Islamic tradition.35 Similarly, Persia under the Qajar
dynasty initiated its own reforms. The Moroccan dynasty as well as
Central Asian Khanates and Indian princely states were involved in
various reform projects at the time.36 In all of these reforms, priority
was given to centralization of power and creating wealth and prosperity
for the subjects. The results and the speed of reforms varied in each
case, but it was clear that these Muslim principalities and dynasties were
aware of the need to revise their political systems according to new
demands of growing trade and imperial rivalry. The Ottoman reform
efforts and diplomatic initiatives set an example for other Muslim dynas-
ties to emulate.

The Ottoman “Tanzimat empire” managed to obtain the loyalty of
key segments of its Christian subjects from different denominations.
Successive Ottoman governments included prominent and influential
ministers and bureaucrats with Greek and Armenian backgrounds.
Christian Arabs’ loyalty to the empire also increased during this period.
The Maronite Lebanese Faris al-Shidyaq (1804–87), who converted to
the Protestant and then Muslim faiths, eventually became a loyal Otto-
man journalist in the 1860s and 1870s. He published the pan-Ottoman
Arabic newspaper, al-Jawaʾib, in Istanbul after a long career away from
the empire helping to translate Bible into Arabic and a protracted
involvement in the socialist movement in Paris.37

Ottoman elites and intellectuals’ acceptance of the European imperial
order did not mean abandoning Ottomanism or their ties to Muslim
cultural and political networks. As the identitarian binary between Euro-
pean Christians and Ottoman Muslims had not yet fully unfolded in the
1840s, the Ottoman reorganization and reform along European lines
did not seem contradictory or offensive to traditions of Muslim faith.
The liberal British foreign secretary Lord Palmerstone supported the
Tanzimat reforms, confidently asserting that “there is no reason whatso-
ever why [Turkey] should not become a respectable power” within ten
years of peaceful reorganization and reform.38 The Austrian statesman
Prince Metternich, too, was supportive of Reşit Paşa, albeit out of con-
servative considerations. Both agreed on treating the Ottoman Empire
as part of the European imperial system. Their approaches contained

35 Wasti (2000). 36 Keddie (1991); Amanat (1997); see also Bennison (2004).
37 See Fawaz Traboulsi’s contribution to this volume.
38 H. L. Bulwer, Life of Palmerston, 3 vols. (London, 1870–1874), 2:298, quoted in Yapp

(1992b: 155). See also Ortaylı (2000).
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elements of Christian superiority over Islam or other religions, and they
may have imagined a future Christian Europe. But it is clear that, for
them, there were no hardened political borders between empires ruled by
Christian dynasties and the Ottoman Empire, ruled by a Muslim dyn-
asty, as part of a European imperial society.

The Crimean War of 1853–56 was a case in point for the primacy of
imperial interests that crisscrossed religious identities and binary geo-
politics. The Ottoman empire was allied with the British and French
empires and its troops participated successfully in battle. By all accounts,
the Ottoman army resisted any temptation to invoke jihad, even though
the Russian empire tried to utilize Christian symbols and language
throughout the conflict. For its efforts, the Ottoman government was
diplomatically recognized as a member of the Concert of Europe after the
Paris Conference in 1856.39

Just a year after the conclusion of the Crimean War, a massive Indian
uprising against the British Raj brought to the surface the tensions
between the principles of empire – or interimperial solidarity – and
religious solidarity. During the piecemeal expansion of the British East
India Company rule in India which was still nominally under the rule of a
Muslim Mughal Emperor in Delhi, great numbers of Hindus, Muslims
and Sikh subjects, including religious scholars and military officers,
cooperated with British rule. Despite the success of the British expansion
in India, imperial control almost ended with the outbreak of Indian War
of Independence in 1857. The fact that the first major act of the revolu-
tionaries was to restore the elderly Mughal Emperor Bahadur Shah
shows the power of inherited imperial legitimacy in their revolt. Muslim
scholars supporting the revolt issued a call for jihad, while Hindus also
justified their revolt with reference to Hindu religious ideals. Needless to
say, there were also many Muslims and Hindus who remained loyal to
the British empire.

While there were calls for Muslim and Hindu religious solidarity
under the banner of the Mughal Emperor, the 1857 Indian war did not
attract the support of other Muslim dynasties. The Ottoman empire, for
example, supported the British empire, and the Ottoman government
even sent aid to the British victims of the revolt. Given the spirit of the
Ottoman-British cooperation during the Crimean War, this interimperial
solidarity and cooperation should not be surprising. In fact, British
officials tried to invoke the British empire’s friendship with the Ottoman
sultan to justify their rule in India.

39 Badem (2010).
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A pressing political question for the Queen Victoria’s sovereign status
as the empress of Indian and her Indian subjects was the reconciliation
of the religious, cultural and racial identities of Great Britain and the
peoples of India. Some British colonial officers asked themselves if
“Mohammedans” could be equal and loyal subjects of the Queen and
the British empire. Muslim intellectuals, too, asked if they should. The
association of the 1857 Rebellion with Muslims by the majority of British
newspapers, led to books such as William Wilson Hunter’s The Indian
Mussulmans: Are They Bound in Conscience to Rebel against the Queen?40

Such publications proliferated in the decades ahead and articulated the
hardening strain of race-thinking in the British public which became
increasingly suspicious of Muslim loyalty.

In this context, Syed Ahmad Khan (1818–98) emerged as one of the
most influential leaders of Muslims in British India, as he formulated a
modernist Muslim identity that embraced British imperial rule in India.
Syed Ahmad Khan’s attempts were partly about making the British
empire more inclusive and universalist, modeled on the Mughals, by
allowing the incorporation of Muslims into the administration without
any racial distinction. Even though Syed Ahmad Khan is rightly remem-
bered as the voice of Muslim loyalty to the British Empire, one should
also note that his intellectual efforts were partly directed against the anti-
Muslim discourses of British missionaries and colonial officers. Syed
Ahmad Khan envisioned a world imperial order in which the British
empire could be an ally of the Ottoman monarch and both could be
linked to Indian Muslim identity in the interimperial world. In 1875,
Sayyid Ahmad Khan established the first Muhammedan Anglo-Oriental
College to help create a new Muslim-Indian generation loyal to the
British Empire.

British empire continued to receive the loyalty of certain segments of
its Muslim subjects until its withdrawal from India. Yet since the geopol-
itical interests of the British and Ottoman empires began to diverge in the
1880s, Indian Muslims were forced to disentangle their loyalties. Sayyid
Ahmad Khan, however, insisted that if there was a conflict between these
two empires, Indian Muslims were bound by their religious duties to
obey their Christian rulers, not the caliph in Istanbul.41 This loyalty
followed the logic of inter-imperiality that Ottoman elites understood
well and expected from their Orthodox Christian subjects during the
conflict with the Russian empire. Gradually, however, Indian Muslim

40 Hunter (1871).
41 Ahmad (1960: 71–72). Aziz Ahmad was quoting from Sayyid Ahmad Khan’s article

“The Truth About the Khilafat.”
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intellectuals began to emphasize their loyalty to the Ottoman caliph in
Istanbul in complex engagements with their imperial ties to the British
monarch, and some of Syed Ahmad Khan’s modernist students would
become the leaders of the pro-Ottoman Khilafat movement in India. It
should be noted, however, that this spiritual link to the sovereign of
another empire did not necessarily contradict political loyalty to the
British queen.

The Crisis of Imperial Order and the Racialization of
“the Muslim World”

Consolidation of European empires across the Islamicate zones pla-
teaued in the 1880s, producing ambiguity and hybridity on both the level
of imperial elites and the increasingly active subjects and public spheres.
Tensions between interimperial and religious solidarities became more
acute. In 1873, a delegation from Aceh asked the Ottoman sultan to
support them against Dutch attacks.42 The sultan, who had previously
taken the side of the British empire against the Muslim-led uprising
of 1857 could not support the Dutch Empire against the resistance in
Aceh. He faced an active Muslim press in Istanbul and calculated the
political benefits of his increasing prestige among Muslims in faraway
geographies.43 Beyond Aceh, the elites of other smaller Muslim sultan-
ates also tried to establish diplomatic relations with the Ottoman govern-
ment in order to receive the protection and support of the Ottoman
empire. When Abdurrahman al-Zahir (1833–96) the Hadrami-Arab
emissary of the Sultanate of Aceh, visited Istanbul, he met representa-
tives of the Kashgar emirate of Eastern Turkistan and a delegation from
the Central Asian emirates of Khiva and Bukhara. The Ottoman capital
was a destination of choice for the exiled Muslim leaders or populations
who resisted the imposition of the rule of Christian monarchs. At the end
of a long period of military struggles against Russian imperial control in
the Caucasus under the command of Imam Shamil, for example, about
one million Muslims of Caucasia emigrated to the Ottoman territories
when their leader was captured in 1864.

The global synchronicity of various struggles of Muslim populations
dealing with imperial rule by a Christian monarch began to affect the
vision and destiny of the Ottoman empire. Despite the attempt by
Ottoman imperial elites to maintain the interimperial system of cooper-
ation between Muslim and Christian sovereigns, Muslimness was

42 Göksoy (2011). 43 A. Reid (1967). Also see Ho (2006).
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becoming a problem in European public opinion in relation to the
emerging discursive alignment of Hellenistic, Christian and European
“civilizations.” At the same time, various intellectual attempts to create a
Muslim identity loyal to a Christian monarch in India, Indonesia or
Russia faced challenges and disappointments. All of these disparate
factors ended up producing a global “Muslim” identity that increased
the significance of the Ottoman caliphate within a geopolitical vision of
the Muslim World.

The 1877–78 Russo-Ottoman War and the French and British inva-
sions of Tunis and Egypt in the early 1880s became a turning point for
the Ottoman empire’s transnational Muslim credentials. They ended the
post-Vienna realpolitik of interimperial solidarity and ushered in the
geopolitics of religious solidarity. The 1877–78 war was mainly about
Russia’s support for Bulgarian, Romanian and Serbian demands for
independence from the Ottoman empire. These secessionist demands
of Ottoman Christians in Southeastern Europe also received the sym-
pathy of liberal groups in England, represented most famously by
William Gladstone’s pamphlet on The Bulgarian Horrors which called
for saving Christian populations from Muslim oppression.44 Gladstone’s
claim to liberate the Christian subjects of a “Muslim empire” occurred at
the same time when other Muslim societies were being subjected to the
rule of European empires with Christian rulers and while Russia ruled
over Poland and suppressed its Catholic nationalism. There was an alter-
native, proimperial policy vision in England, represented by Benjamin
Disraeli, who was sympathetic to the idea of the territorial sovereignty of
the Ottoman empire as long as the empire granted liberty to its Christian
subjects.45 From the 1880s, however, anti-Muslim sentiments in Euro-
pean public opinion were seen as not only more overbearing but also tied
to the new wave of imperial hegemony over Muslim lands. From now on,
European projections of global power were cast in discourses of racial and
civilizational hierarchies claiming the superiority of Hellenistic Christianity
over Semitic Islam.

During and after the Ottoman-Russian War of 1877–1878, British
policy toward the Ottoman empire changed from alliance to hostile
neutrality, partly under the influence of Evangelical Christian propa-
ganda. In that process, the Muslimness of the Ottoman empire almost
became a self-fulfilling prophecy, as the sultan emphazised the Muslim
identity of the empire at precisely the moment when the secession
of Balkan territories reduced the ratio of Christian population and

44 Gladstone (1876). 45 Kovic (2011).
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increased the number of Muslim refugees in the Ottoman empire.
The first Pan-Islamic magazine, al-ʿUrwa al-Wuthqa, was published in
Paris, by Jamal al-Din al-Afghani (1838–97) and Muhammad ʿAbduh
(1849–1905) immediately after the British invasion of Egypt with highly
anti-British themes.46 Even though France also occupied Muslim lands
in North Africa, the French government found it politically convenient
to host this Pan-Islamic magazine in Paris, while Britain banned its
circulation in its colonies.

Even though Europe was divided into rival empires competing over
colonial expansion, the overseas encounter produced racial and religious
affinities among Europeans. Ernest Renan’s racist lecture on the civiliza-
tional inferiority of Muslims and the superiority of the Aryan Europeans
at the Sorbonne in 1883 was a humanist’s expression of this new con-
struction of Muslims as a race. There were many others in European
public sphere, ranging from colonial offices and Christian missionaries to
social scientists and Orientalists who repeated the common judgment
that Muslim societies are inherently backward and inferior.47 It is
because of this racial ideology that Muslim responses to the invasion of
Tunisia and Egypt in the early 1880s were different from their response
to the invasion of Algeria some fifty years earlier. Al-Afghani’s reply to
Renan, though accepting the latter’s premises, conjured up the might of
Muslim regeneration across Asia.48 By this time, European expansion
and hegemony were seen as part of a global pattern of uneven and
asymmetrical relationships between two civilizational zones.49 The Euro-
pean occupation of North African territories only a few years after the
independence of Christian majority areas in Balkan from the Ottoman
rule reinforced a sense of religious and geopolitical encirclement among
educated Muslims in different parts of the world. By the end of the
nineteenth century, Muslim intellectuals began to perceive international
relations as a global encirclement of the Muslim world by a universally
hostile Christian West.50

Global Apparitions of the Caliphate

In the context of the New Imperialism of the 1880s, the Ottoman sultan’s
image as the caliph of all Muslims rapidly gained popularity, particularly
in Central Asia, South Asia and Southeast Asia. These areas were never
under Ottoman rule; nor were pro-caliph sentiments the result of Otto-
man conspiracies or political propaganda. Amidst a palpable sense of

46 Keddie (1968). 47 Zwemer (1909). 48 Al-Afghani in Keddie (1968).
49 Yapp (1992). 50 Halid (1907).
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civilizational “decline,” the political sensibilities of Muslim educated
classes reiterated their support for the Ottoman empire to assert the
compatibility among Muslim racial identiy, political agency and civiliza-
tional progress. Muslim populations under European rule did have other
political choices, including messianic anticolonial movements under the
leadership of the Sudanese Mahdi in the 1880s. But most Muslims
preferred to support the Ottoman caliphate and its modernist imperial
project. In 1883, for example, an Indian reformist Muslim, Chiragh Ali
(1844–95), criticized the British empire’s inability to includeMuslim and
Hindu subjects in the administration by comparing it to the Ottoman
empire’s ability to allow Christian Armenian and Greeks to assume high-
level ministerial and diplomatic positions. Chiragh Ali was in the service
of a Muslim princely state in British India, and he was still very loyal to
the British empire. His critique of the British empire was partly trying to
make it less racist and more inclusive of Muslim demands. Like many
other reformist Muslims, Chiragh Ali combined their emotional and
religious ties to the Ottoman caliphate as a discursive strategy to articu-
late their demands and rights within the British empire which, pointedly,
he called “the greatest Muhammadan empire in the world.”51

Gradually, a new geopolitical and civilizational notion of the Muslim
world increased the religious significance of the caliphate. There were
occasional arguments against the theological validity of the Ottoman
sultan’s claim to the Sunni caliph, best expressed in William Blunt’s
The Future of Islam.52 Yet, the pro-Ottoman camp won this argument
to the extent that by 1914 the legitimacy of the Ottoman caliphate was
rarely questioned.53 The near universal acceptance of the Ottoman
caliphate partly reflected the emergent transnational solidarity in Muslim
societies and was partly borne out of greater mobility and interconnect-
edness at the time. While “the Eastern Question” consensus in Europe
depicted Ottoman reforms as futile and ineffective and held that Otto-
man Muslims could not create a civilized empire, Muslim supporters of
the Ottoman empire begged to differ: the Ottoman caliph was a reformist
and civilized leader, and that his imperial treatment of Christian subjects
had always been better than that of the British, French and Russian
empires’ treatment of their Muslim subjects.54 It is in that context that
the Eastern Question discourse in Europe about the destiny of the
Ottoman Empire became a crucial part of the anti-Muslim racism. In
contrast to the European image of the “sick man of Europe,” Muslims in
India and Southeast Asia depicted the Ottoman sultan-caliph as the

51 Cheragh Ali (1883). 52 Blunt (1882). 53 Kara (2002: 65–67).
54 A. Khalid (2005, 2011).
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civilized leader of the global Muslim community.55 No matter how much
they were couched in pro-British loyalist sentiments, Indian Muslim
discourses on spiritual loyalty to a caliph in Istanbul could instill fear
and Islamophobia among colonial authorities that Muslims were all
secretly connected to plot a global uprising.

It is after the emergence of the ideas of the Muslim World as a racial
category, the Ottoman Sultan Abdülhamid II pragmatically utilized pan-
Islamic Muslim public opinion to make a case for an alliance between the
British and Ottoman empires. If the British were ruling over half the
world’s Muslims, and the Ottoman sultan was their caliph, then these
two empires needed to cooperate. The Ottoman Empire included less
than 20 percent of the world’s Muslim population during the late nine-
teenth century. British, Russian, Dutch and French empires each had
more Muslim subjects than the Ottoman empire, and they followed
various policies of accommodation and inclusion.56 The Ottoman
empire had a significant ratio of non-Muslim populations even after the
loss of many of its Christian-majority Balkan provinces. Reducing the
Ottoman sultan to a Muslim caliph would undermine his legitimacy in
the eyes of his Armenian and Greek subjects. Could an Ottoman sover-
eign be the caliph of Indian Muslims and a caring sultan of Anatolian
Armenians? In fact, the liberation of Ottoman Armenians became a cause
célèbre among Christian liberals in Europe during this period. At the same
time, Irish nationalists derided the pro-Armenian and pro-Bulgarian
Gladstone as an Anglo-Saxon “Grand Turk” to underline the hypocrisy
of his critique of another empire’s treatment of an ethnic-religious
minority. Muslim defenders of the Ottoman Empire, including promin-
ent American and British Muslim writers, emphasized the civility of
Ottoman imperial rule over Armenians, downplayed the massacres of
1895–97 and criticized the British treatment of the Irish or American
treatment of Blacks.57 Accusations of incivility and barbarism between
liberal Christian Gladstonians and pro-Ottoman Pan-Islamic Muslim
intellectuals reflected a basic agreement on a set of values, such as
tolerance of minorities and the civilized conduct of empire.

From the perspective of Muslims who lived under European Christian
monarchs, a hemispheric “Muslim-World” identity created dilemmas as
they began to feel on the wrong side of the new civilizational divide: the
main goal of Muslim intellectuals was to empower their communities by

55 Kidwai (1908). 56 Crews (2003).
57 For the defense of the Ottoman Empire’s civility in American and British public opinion

by Abdullah Quilliam and Alexander Russell Webb, see Abdallah (2006); Geaves
(2009); Quilliam (1904).
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demanding equality and inclusion in the Christian-ruled empires to
which they belonged. Why should they need to assert their ties to another
empire’s sultan as their caliph to empower them? Conversely, was it still
possible for Muslims under colonial rule to maintain their hybrid iden-
tities, the way Syed Ahmad Khan advocated? In this regard, the British
empire had recorded considerable success in creating a “comfort zone”
for Muslim soldiers in the Indian army.58 Russian, French and Dutch
empires also implemented reforms and policy changes to create loyal
groups of Muslim intermediaries and publics. Yet, none of these imperial
policy adjustments could prevent the growing identitification with the
idea of a unified Muslim world. European colonial officers were develop-
ing paranoia about pan-Islamic conspiracies and “the Muslim peril”
threatening their imperial rule.

Muslim affinities with the Ottoman capital and caliphate were vari-
ously religious, cultural, diplomatic and symbolic. They did not involve
any military or political connections. The caliphate became a reference
point for imagining a Muslim connectivity and solidarity within the
existing Eurocentric imperial world order. The Omani-Zanzibari al-
Busaid dynasty’s relationship with the Ottoman “Caliph” Abdülhamid
II illustrates this change in the geopolitical thinking about Muslim iden-
tity. When Zanzibari Sultan Bargash bin Said intended to perform the
pilgrimage to Mecca 1877, Sultan Abdülaziz granted him the imperial
Majidiyya medal. Ottoman-Zanzibari diplomatic exchanges underlined a
critique of Christian European colonial rule in Africa and emphasized the
need for Muslim solidarity in international affairs. The improvement of
these ties peaked during the reign of Zanzibari Sultan Ali (r. 1902–11),
who introduced the Ottoman-style fez and coat as official Omani dress,
even as Zanzibar was officially under British protection. The fez became
a fashionable hat for educated Muslims, and symbol of modernist
Muslim identity, from South Africa and India to North Africa. The
Zanzibari reading public also followed the news in the Ottoman empire
and joined various boycotts related to Ottoman causes, such as the
boycott of Italian goods upon Italy’s invasion of Libya in 1911.59

Zanzibar was not the only Muslim territory with few or no historical
ties to the Ottoman Empire to establish new links with the Ottoman
sultan even though they were ruled by a Christian monarch in Europe.
Moroccan and Afghan intellectuals and elites, too, began to get more
interested in Ottoman reforms.60 There were demands for diplomatic aid
by Southeast Asian Muslims from Istanbul during the Banten rebellion

58 Green (2009). 59 Ghazal (2010b: 51–57). 60 Burke (1972).
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in 1888, during the Pahang War in 1891–95, as well as from Jambi and
Riau (1904–05). While European public opinion demanded humani-
tarian interventions in the internal affairs of the Ottoman Empire to
liberate Christians, Muslims in India, Central Asia, and Southeast Asia
hoped, in vain, for a similar Ottoman humanitarian intervention to help
them against their Christian colonizers.61 Russian Muslims began to
visit Istanbul on their way to pilgrimage in Mecca.62 Meanwhile, as
the number of Muslim pilgrims increased thanks to regular steamship
services, pilgrimage to the Ottoman-controlled city of Mecca made
European colonial officers nervous. Would not Muslims be meeting
and conspiring against European empires in a city where no Christian
was allowed to enter?63

One of the most significant results of the ideological integration of
Islamicate societies under the moniker of the Muslim world was the
rapprochement and close ties between Shia-majority Persia and the
Ottoman Empire, two empires with a long tradition of enmity. Even as
late as 1878, when the Ottoman government began to use the “Red
Crescent” as an emblem of protection to civilians during the Russo-
Ottoman war, the Iranian branch of the Red Cross objected to the
universality of the crescent as a symbol for Muslim societies. A crescent
was, after all, a symbol derived from the Ottoman flag and had no
religious precedent. National societies of the International Red Cross
movement in Persia used “The Lion and Sun” as its emblem of protec-
tion. Yet despite the persistence of imperial and theological divisions,
Iran’s relationship with the Ottoman Empire improved tremendously in
the late nineteenth century.

Iranian intellectuals advocated an alliance between the Ottoman
Empire and Iran during the Constitutional period from 1905–11. The
Iranian public developed its own interest in Pan-Islamism beyond the
division of Shia–Sunni identities.64 Moreover, the Ottoman caliphate
received the sympathies and enthusiastic support of many Shia intellec-
tuals of India, and Shia populations under Ottoman rule remained loyal
to the sultan even during World War I, when some of the Sunni Arab
subjects rebelled. Pan-Islamism at the turn of the nineteenth century
allowed Shias and Ismailis to identify with a Sunni caliph and declare
their solidarities with Sunni Muslims. In fact, Muslim intellectuals
proudly noted that Muslims were united compared to sectarian divisions
among Christians.

61 For examples of a scholarship that presents Christian humanitarianisms as the only
universal one, see Bass (2008); see also Rodogno (2012).

62 Can (2012). 63 Low (2008); see also Laffan (2002). 64 Kia (1996).
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Conclusion

Proimperial and pro-Caliphate Muslim political thought during the late
nineteenth century was often depicted as remnants of the past, represent-
ing traditionalism and religiosity of a bygone era or a sign of conservative
Islamism. Relying on the perspective of global intellectual history, how-
ever, this chapter has underlined that we need to see the pro-caliphate
moment between the 1880s and the 1910s not as a reflection of primor-
dial religious beliefs but as a response of modern Muslim thought to
geopolitical challenges as well as imperial globalization. Pro-caliphate
ideas were related to the birth of a racialized Muslim world identity,
and not inherited from the eighteenth century. The vision of an inter-
connected Muslim world did not precede the era of European imperial
hegemony, but became co-constituted by the process of imperial global-
ization. Understanding the growing importance of the Ottoman caliphate
for educated Muslim publics living under the rule of British, French,
Dutch and Russian colonial empires can also help us grasp the broader
context of global Muslim intellectual history that influenced Arab
thought in an age marked as much by high imperialism as by liberalism.

Late nineteenth-century Muslim regional solidarity, often identified
with pan-Islam, identified the sultan-caliph with visions of imperial via-
bility and durability. The worldwide spread of the political ideal of the
caliphate among Muslims exemplified a norm that was neither authentic
nor Eurocentric but global. Muslim intellectuals’ links to non-Muslim
Asian intellectuals and their vision of solidarity with China and Japan are
cases in point that a transnational Muslim solidarity reflected geopolitical
and global interests rather than primordial religious ideals.65

Paying attention to the imperial and pro-caliphate characteristics of
late nineteenth-century global Muslim thought helps us better under-
stand the seeming paradoxes of the Nahda and Ottoman intellectual life
hinted at by Albert Hourani. Until World War I, empires remained the
main political units in the world, capable of attracting the loyalties of its
subjects as well as circumscribing the extent of political dissent. Arab
nationalism was rarely framed in republican terms, even during the
Young Turk Revolution. As Thomas Philipp argues in his contributions
to this book, struggles for constitutionalism, minority rights, racial equal-
ity and social reform sought to improve, not abolish, empire. European
political and social theorists’ reliance on scientific racism, evolutionary
paradigms and civilizing ideologies turned many Muslim thinkers in
Africa and Asia off the nation-state model.

65 Worringer (2014).
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The reinvention of the Ottoman caliphate in late 19th century focalized
critiques against the Eurocentric imperial world order on behalf of a
negatively connoted Muslim world. Pan-Islamic discourses contained
powerful universalist ideals such as the demands for dignity and justice
for religious, civilization and racial groups (however imagined these
communities would be). There have always been empires in world his-
tory. What is noteworthy about the Ottoman Empire from the 1880s
onward was that it became the symbol, embodiment and focus of global
Muslim aspirations for dignity and justice. Even after the Ottoman
empire lost wars against Italy in Libya and then to an alliance of Christian
Balkan states from 1911 to 1913, global Muslim public sympathy and
support for the Ottoman caliphate increased rather than dissipated. It is
only from the perspective of the racialazion of Muslims in the age of
imperialism that we can understand why the issues of Caliphate and
pan-Islamism, not nationalism, became main themes of Nahda, and
why Arab intellectual links to South Asia peaked during the same period.
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5 From Rule of Law to Constitutionalism
The Ottoman Context of Arab Political Thought

Thomas Philipp

Rereading Hourani’s Arabic Thought during the recent political upheav-
als in the Middle East, I was struck by his brief remarks on the develop-
ment of political thought in late Ottoman Tunisia where he located ‘the
first constitution to be issued in any Muslim country in modern times, it
is not clear whose ideas were behind it’ in 1860.1 The contemporary
resurgence of constitutional debates in the Middle East has led me to
take a more systematic look at the development of political thought
during the long nineteenth century and to investigate the legal and insti-
tutional forms that were up for discussion in the late Ottoman empire.

I also recall the tumultuous struggles over the definition of consti-
tutional rule when the Islamic Republic of Iran was established almost
forty years ago. In many ways they reenacted nineteenth-century ques-
tions regarding the universality of the constitutional model and the
discourse of cultural particularity. Then as now the crux of the matter
was who was to be the ultimate sovereign. Ayatollah Khomeini’s velayat-e
faqih – the concept that ultimate political authority in a Muslim state rests
on the most qualified jurist – tried to but ultimately did not resolve the
question of whether the people or God were the source of legitimacy for a
modern Islamic state. When the United States shepherded the drafting of
a new Iraqi constitution after its 2003 invasion and occupation, it, too,
failed to resolve the juridical dilemma of the ‘split sovereign’ – Islam and
the people.2 In post-2011 Egypt, drafting a new constitution remains

I would like to thank Jens Hanssen for his engaged interest in this essay and his many
suggestions to shape it into what it has become.
1 Hourani (1962: 65).
2 Arato (2009). The text reads as follows: ‘First: Islam is the official religion of the State and
it is a fundamental source of legislation: A. No law that contradicts the established
provisions of Islam may be established. B. No law that contradicts the principles of
democracy may be established. C. No law that contradicts the rights and basic
freedoms stipulated in this constitution may be established. Second: This Constitution
guarantees the Islamic identity of the majority of the Iraqi people and guarantees the full
religious rights of all individuals to freedom of religious belief and practice such as
Christians, Yazedis, and Mandi Sabeans.’
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mired by conflicting visions among the Muslim Brotherhood, the army
and the democratic left. Hourani may have felt vindicated that only
in Tunisia has a new constitution capped a popular uprising in a demo-
cratic process.

Today’s media are inclined to dramatization with headlines such as
‘the first freely elected parliament’ or, in the case of Egypt, ‘the first freely
elected president in 5000 years.’3 What is lost in such hyperbole is that
the rule of law and constitutionalism have been debated, developed and
even temporarily implemented in the Middle East for over 200 years. In
the 1920s and 1930s, for example, Egypt established a fully-functioning,
freely elected parliament with well-organized parties.4 The weakness of
political systems in the Middle East resulted from the fact that the actual
sovereign was rarely the people, as the constitutions proclaimed, nor
Islam, but colonial powers.

On the eve of World War I, two important revolutions shook the poli-
tical systems in the Middle East. In Iran’s ‘Constitutional Revolution’ of
1906, and the revolution in the Ottoman Empire in 1908, generally
referred to as the ‘Young Turk Revolution,’ constitutional representation
inspired the political imagination in the Middle East and beyond.5 After
World War I, new ideologies arose, in which their protagonists tried to
shape the existing political order. Nationalism, anticolonialism, social-
ism, political Islam and their various derivatives battled for dominance
against what came to be identified as neopatrimonial and/or rent-based
rule during the age of decolonization. Though constitutions were even-
tually introduced in most states in the Middle East, serving as one source
of legitimacy for state authority, they were often dismissed as ineffective
copies of Western constitutions or as rubber stamps of authoritarianism.
Only the Islamic Revolution in Iran triggered sustained academic interest
in Middle East constitutionalism.

These contemporary debates are as old as Middle Eastern modernity
itself, and this chapter sets out to examine their varied genealogies in
the Ottoman Empire since the beginning of the nineteenth century.6

‘The Full text of the Iraqi Constitution,’ The Washington Post, October 12, 2005,
www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/10/12/AR2005101201450.html

3 Nabila Ramdani, ‘Policeman shot dead outside polling station in Cairo,’ The Daily Mail,
May 23, 2012.

4 See for instance, Lutfi al-Sayyid-Marsot (1977).
5 Sohrabi (2002: 46); Kurzman (2008).
6 Nathan J. Brown (2002) offers little help for this debate, even though he argues, quite
correctly, that while the idea that constitutions in the Middle East were ‘often dismissed
as alien implants [they] were far more likely to be designed to shore up the state from
inside than to satisfy European audiences’ (p. 16). He fails to consider the Ottoman
precursors to twentieth-century constitutions.
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This chapter’s broad historical sweep of the development of constitution-
alism in the Ottoman Empire requires a preliminary analysis of the
concept of the Rechtsstaat – translated into English as the ‘Rule-of-Law
state’ but carrying a very different meaning than the German term
throughout the nineteenth century. Both meanings, as we will see, played
a role in the development of rule of law and constitutionalism in the
Ottoman Empire. In the most general way, ‘rule-of-law’ referred to hu
man-made law, which claimed that all, including the rulers, had to obey
this law. In the Anglo-Saxon world the term had been used since the
sixteenth century in relation to ‘common law,’ a gradually evolving legal
corpus drawn from cases before the higher courts, which then had to be
followed by lower courts in similar cases. In the United States, by
contrast, rule-of-law referred to a constitution and a representative gov-
ernment from the beginning.

A liberal democracy can only exist under the condition of the rule-of-
law. But the rule-of-state, the Rechtsstaat, can flourish without a liberal
democracy. In the German tradition the ruling elites formulated the law
and at the same time obfuscated the sources of these laws. Here, the rule-
of-law served the authors of the law, and the state became an Obrigkeits-
staat, an authoritarian state. In the course of the nineteenth century, the
legislations of the rule-of-law state were frequently called constitutions.
This has led to considerable confusion of meaning today, when consti-
tutions are usually associated with the concepts of democracy and
liberalism.

The contention of this chapter is that the rule-of-law concept was
applied to both the ‘just ruler’ in Islamic political thought and to ‘enlight-
ened Absolutism’ in Europe. In both cases, considerable weight was
given to the continuity of monarchical authority and to the prosperity
and well-being of the subjects. But there was no consideration for the
rights of subjects. The contemporaneity of this political concept in most
of continental Europe and in the Ottoman Empire throughout the nine-
teenth century is striking. This chapter explores the transitions from rule
of law to liberal constitutions and democracy in the interplay of enlight-
enment thought and state institution-building on the one hand, and the
continued validity of the concept of the ‘just ruler’ in Islamic political
thought which was based on the rediscovery of Ibn Khaldun’s legacy and
which predated Machiavelli’s Il Principe.7 These contradictory trends of

7 See Ibn Khaldun (1958). In its critical approach to political thought, Ibn Khaldun’s
Muqaddima, on which Albert Hourani drew heavily, showed many parallels to the thought
of Machiavelli, particularly in the dismissal of ideal concepts of political rule in favour of
assuming the fallibility of human beings and an attempt to describe the reality of power
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thought caused hesitations about constitutionalism in the Middle East.
The uncertainty, whether the Arabs or all Ottomans constituted a nation,
added to the worries.8

Rule-of-Law Thought in Nineteenth Century Germany

In a recent German handbook on political science, the Wilhelminian
Kaiserreich is presented under the entry Rechtsstaat as a state in which the
principle of regulating the ‘general power relations’ – i.e., the legal
position of the subject, their freedom and property in the face of govern-
ment interference – becomes a matter of ‘the law.’9 Looking at the
constitution of the German empire itself, it is striking over which areas
the empire had legal competence: protection of the subject’s individual
and economic sphere of freedom, including freedom of mobility, the
right to found associations and the choice of a profession; foreign affairs
and defense of the state were included but a heavy emphasis was also put
on protecting the custom union and the infrastructure. All of this bene-
fitted the burgeoning middle class and the rapid industrialization of
Germany. As elsewhere in Europe, the rule of law protected the specific
interests of new socioeconomic elites against the aspirations of the fourth
estate.10 As we will see, it is also very reminiscent of the concern for the
prosperity of subjects in traditional Islamic political thought.11

The German empire was an alliance of sovereign princes, run as a
federal state. Each princely realm had its own ‘constitution’ regulating
the relations between the state and the individual. The Prussian realm
was by far the largest state in this federal setup covering two-thirds of the
political space of Germany. The Federal Chamber’s makeup was heavily
tilted in Prussia’s favor, which had de facto veto powers over any proposed
law. The electoral law itself was one of the most modern in Europe at the
time for giving the voting rights to all adult males (women and the poor
who received state benefits were excluded). The people’s sovereignty and
the role of parties, however, were not mentioned, and the prerogatives of
the emperor reduced parliamentary authority substantially.

The parliament’s main political leverage lay in its authority over the
annual budget which gave elected chambers considerable power and

and rule. But Ibn Khaldun did not have Machiavelli’s immediate impact on his own
society. As this chapter will show, Ibn Khaldun was rediscovered by the Nahda,
particularly its Tunisian branch.

8 For this uncertainty among Arab intellectuals, see for instance, Wild (1988: 17).
9 Holtmann (2000: 577). 10 Laski (1936).
11 See Jäschke (1917: 18), for a comparison and similarity of the Prussian ‘constitution’ of

1848 with the Ottoman constitution of 1876.
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eventually enhanced the role of the parties. It also represented interests of
the emergent German middle-class for whom the reliability and predict-
ability of law trumped concern for constitutional rights. This political
structure could not serve as a means to develop democratic patterns, as
long as the source of such laws was not challenged. The monarchical
prerogative continued to determine political authority and, while the
rule-of-law could be considered a restraint, it did not imply a shift toward
the rights and political participation of the subject.

In a lengthy essay, Said Arjomand dissects the phenomenon of the
‘Islamic constitution’ in revolutionary Iran.12 Arjomand covers many of
the possible origins of modern constitutionalism, such as the Roman
concept of politics as a res publica, and the idea of ‘man-made law.’
He points to the role of the medieval system of estate representation
(Ständestaat) as a precursor to constitutionalism and demonstrates how
‘[p]ublic authority became instituted as bureaucratic administration
[and] [t]he state acquired legitimacy as a service-rendering organization
independent of dynastic kinship.’ For Arjomand the quintessential
example is the Prussian Rechtsstaat, though he omits the important
question of who actually formulated this Recht, this rule of law (about
which more later).13 He rather quickly shifts to the first attempts
in Virginia and Massachusetts to create constitutions by collective
representative bodies. Arjomand’s argument that ‘[t]he will of the
people – democracy – implies exercise of authority, [whereas] the rule
of law – constitutionalism – [meant] the curbing of authority’ fails to ask
who formulated those rules and whose authority, precisely, is to be
curbed. When he posits a ‘glaring contradiction . . . between ideology
or ideological constitutions and constitutionalism,’14 he implies that
there exists a pure, essentialist constitutionalism, unspoiled by context.
But there is always a context. Enlightenment thought and the French
Revolution, for example, represented a specific ideology or Weltanschau-
ung, based on a universal assumption of human reason, rational thought
and the sovereignty of each individual. Only when democratic principles
were wedded to constitutions, making the source of legislation trans-
parent and institutionalizing the division of the powers, can we talk of
liberal constitutionalism.

Arjomand’s overall assessment agrees with a more recent essay by
Wael Hallaq, who argues that ‘the reception of constitutionalism by the
non-Western world has created new regimes that are unlike any previous
form of government.’15 Hallaq speaks of premodern states, in which he

12 Arjomand (1994: 1–49). 13 Ibid., 2–7. 14 Ibid., 11–12.
15 Hallaq (2003–2004: 243–58).
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includes the Islamic ‘state,’ none of which developed the characteristics
of the modern nation-state in Europe. The reforms introduced in the
nineteenth century in order to construct ‘Muslim nation-states’ pervaded
all aspects of life. But nowhere was the change as profound as in the area
of law: ‘The law was appropriated by this [Muslim nation-] state from the
hands of the professional legal elite. Relatively suddenly, law and all its
provinces became a state enterprise.’ By comparison, the premodern
state – in the Middle East as well as in Europe – interfered little in the
affairs of society, the collection of taxes being its most important contact
with the population.

Hallaq’s view of premodern juridical independence is perhaps some-
what rosy. Historical evidence shows that in the end the religious class
depended on the state for its security and welfare. But until the nine-
teenth century the state did not develop its own code of law as an
alternative to the shariʿa. The temporal laws, al-qawanin (singular,
qanun), issued by the ruler were ad hoc and neither inclusive nor com-
plete, nor permanent. There did exist a separation between the ‘judicial
and the political-executive powers,’ but it would be misleading to com-
pare it to a ‘separation . . . deemed essential in liberal democracies’
precisely because the power relations between the two were so unequal.16

Rule-of-law imperatives, that is to say the legal restraint of the state and
government through laws, have been contested since the French Revo-
lution. Did the rule of law legitimize the state, a dominant social class or
to the ruler who was, after all, the magnanimous guarantor of social
order? Some scholars have argued that the nineteenth century witnessed
a form of ‘neo-absolutism’ that was considerably stronger than the
enlightened absolutism of the eighteenth century. The French Revolu-
tion’s abolition of all corporations and estates by establishing nominal
equality of all citizens before the same law allowed the state to intervene
much more directly in the lives of individual citizens. The individual
remained the weaker partner, now no longer protected in social niches
that had been outside the purview of the state. Earlier mechanisms of
self-administration were replaced by a central state bureaucracy. As
political representation expanded from a privileged few to potentially
the wider population, new regulations, usually cast as ‘constitutions,’
produced the rule-of-law state, without ever invoking natural rights,
i.e., human rights.17 In eighteenth- and nineteenth-century Europe, the

16 Ibid., 250–51.
17 See, for example, Reinhard (2002: 406–08). While this chapter argues against ideal-types

of liberalism, it is pertinent to remember that there are ‘shades’ of liberal democracy. For
example, Manfred Brocker (2011: 11) has usefully identified five criteria that help us
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‘rule of law’ did not legitimize itself in any way by democratic institutions
and there was no intention to establish such institutions. Reifying the law
obfuscated the source of law, which – in the final analysis – was the ruling
elite itself. The preceding analysis, then, provides a context for discussing
the development of constitutionalism in the Ottoman Empire.

Beginnings of Rule-of-Law Thought in the
Ottoman Empire

Arguably the first Ottoman example of a ruler introducing, avant le mot,
the ‘Rule-of-Law’ was the ‘Document of Agreement’ between the young
Sultan Mahmud II and the ayans, or notables, of Anatolia in 1808. After
the Russo-Ottoman War of 1768–74, the imperial government found
itself in a weakened position and had to grant more independence to
some provincial notables through tax farms and lifelong leases on agri-
cultural land and real estate. This increased the political power of the
provincial notables considerably. So much so that they rebelled against
Sultan Mustafa IV whom reactionary forces in Istanbul had chosen, and
brought the youthful Mahmud II to the throne.18 In a subsequent assem-
bly in October 1808, the new sultan, his government officials and ʿulamaʾ
convened with notables from the provinces in Istanbul in order to nego-
tiate a new political structure aimed at greater integration and stability of
the empire. The imperial government eventually endowed the notability
with ‘aʿyan certificates’ – ayanlik byuruldusu – which made them the legal
representatives of the people under their dominion.19

In the preamble to the resulting ‘Deed of Agreement’ an Ottoman
sultan committed himself for the first time to abide by, and implement,
all the regulations formulated in a binding agreement with representa-
tives of his subjects. This mutual, contractual commitment preceded by
three decades the famous Imperial Rescript of Gülhane with which
Mahmud II’s successor was to inaugurate the Tanzimat reforms. The
first article appealed to the unity of all signatories in protecting the sultan
and to punish those who deviate from these regulations. In article two
and three the imperial government vowed to protect the ayan in return
for their commitment to raise soldiers and taxes for the empire. Article
four established the hierarchical order of authority of the state, which also

distinguish between ‘rule-of-law constitutions’ and ‘liberal constitutions’: (1) Equal
active and passive voting rights for all citizens; (2) Participation rights in political
power; (3) Civil liberty rights; (4) Control over the executive branch through
institutions the divisions of power; (5) The effective political power of democratically
legitimated carriers of such power.

18 Mardin (2000: 145–6). 19 Büssow (2011: 316–17).
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included the prohibition for anyone to interfere ‘with affairs which are not
his own or which fall under the authority of others.’While articles four and
five aimed to reestablish ‘trust’ between sultan and provincial notables and
respect for the property of provincial notables, they also invoked the shared
responsibility to prevent any insubordination. Article 6 of the Deed of
Agreement specifically mentions the menace of the imperial army, the
Janissaries, whose insurrection had almost exterminated the Ottoman
dynasty a few months earlier, and committed all parties to ‘guarantee
Istanbul’s security and orderliness.’ In article seven the two sides become
partners in benevolent rule: ‘thus, let everyone give serious attention to
establishing and continuously implementing any decision to be taken by
ministers and local notable houses after discussion in regard to preventing
oppression and adjusting taxes.’20

The overall tenor of the document is suffused with an acceptance of
the possibility of human beings becoming greedy, power hungry and
corruptible, and it is reminiscent of the dark picture that Ibn Khaldun
drew of ruling elites. But the document also exudes a deep fear of
subaltern mobilization. The most likely group to stir trouble were the
Janissaries whose leadership Sultan Mahmud II unceremoniously
decapitated in the ‘Auspicious Event’ of 1826. The ‘Deed of Agreement,’
which at least one historian has translated as ‘the Charter of Federation,’
was probably the closest the Ottoman Empire ever came to turning into a
decentralized, hierarchical system of estate representation (Ständes-
taat).21 This system had dominated in Europe between the thirteenth
and the seventeenth century. Through their representative bodies the
estates (provincial nobility, clergy and urban elites) participated in the
decision making and administration of the state and thereby limited the
arbitrary power of the monarch. Setting limits to the power of the
monarch is generally considered as the beginning of the Rule-of-Law
State, and Ottoman provincial notables’ attempt to reign in the arbitrari-
ness of their ruler has to be seen in this light.

The next major declaration of the rule of law was pronounced by the
young and embattled Sultan Abdülmecid in the Imperial Rescript of
Gülhane in 1839.22 The Ottoman empire faced a different state of
emergency than in 1808. Mehmed Ali Pasha’s Egypt had occupied Bilad
al-Sham for almost a decade, and Sultan Abdülmecid needed European

20 This discussion relies on the English translation of the Deed of Agreement by Ali
Akyildiz and M. Şükrü Hanioğlu (2006: 22–30).

21 Salzmann (2004: 186).
22 For a translation, see Abi Diyaf and Brown (2005: 84–87), first published c. 1872 in

eight Arabic volumes as Ithaf ahl al-zaman, bi-akhbar muluk Tunis wa ʿahd al-aman (1984).
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military support to recover these Arab provinces. The European powers
were concerned with the Christian communities in the region, and they
demanded the Ottoman government’s commitment to protect them.
European ascendance in the Eastern Mediterranean has led many
scholars to assume that the Gülhane decree was a sultanic act of West-
ernization. Revising the traditional view that it was wholly influenced by
European thought, Butrus Abu Manneh has presented a more balanced
argument of who formulated the rescript and what the intellectual
tendencies that defined the process were.23 Mustafa Reshid Pasha’s
Francophile input has been largely overrated. In fact, members of the
Nakshbandi order were very close to the young Sultan Abdülmejid and
provided the traditional Sunni interpretation of the circle of justice
tradition. As Abu-Manneh has convincingly argued, ‘[t]he idea that
justice brings security and security brings prosperity to the subjects and
the land and that prosperity is the prerequisite for loyalty and devotion to
the ruler, is a major argument in the Gülhane Rescript.’24 We can also
safely assume that Mahmud’s II attempt to bring the notables back to at
least a degree of obedience to the sultan emanated from the traditional
Islamic perception of the political role of the ruler. This is the traditional,
idealist Sunni quest for the ‘just ruler’ who is guided in his decisions and
actions by shariʿa law.

As important as Abu-Manneh’s scholarly corrective is, does it neces-
sarily annul the influence of Mustafa Rashid Pasha on the rescript docu-
ment? It is easily overlooked that his stay in Paris coincided with a period
of political restoration and came after the Napoleonic code had been
established. The authoritarian concept of the rule of law remained, as we
saw, a dominant principle of the political order in many European
countries until World War I. It seems no big leap, then, to perceive in
the Islamic concept of the ‘just ruler,’ restrained by shariʿa law, similar-
ities to the ‘enlightened, absolutist ruler,’ restrained by the rule of law. In
each case, laws were made by the political elite and rulers and together
they remained the dominant power in the state. The one aspect of the
Gülhane Rescript which represented a profound change was the state-
ment that all subjects regardless of religion, should be equal before the
law. Yet, arguably importing Western concepts of governance had less to
do with meek imitation than with keeping European Christian powers at
bay.25 General equality before the law provided for more efficient tax
collection and as such reflected the expanding Ottoman state authority
and its functions. The ruler’s public commitment to abide by the

23 Abu-Manneh (1994: 3). 24 Ibid., 196.
25 See Cemil Aydin’s contribution to this volume.
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principles of this rescript was, as we saw, not exactly new but it promised
more predictability for the management of the state and aimed at pro-
tecting the work of the high officials and ministers from interference by
the ruler, the intrigues of the court and European intervention.

Tunisia: Arabic Forays into Constitutional Thought

For the first promulgation of a rule-of-law state in the Middle East we
need to move to Tunisia. Fortunately for intellectual historians, two
officials, Khayr al-Din al-Tunisi (d.1890) and Ahmad ibn Abi Diyaf
(d. 1874), who were intimately involved in formulating the ‘constitution’
of 1861 and the 1857 compact preceding it later, published their reflec-
tions on politics and on the history of Tunisia.26 The ʿahd al-aman of
1857, drafted by Abi Diyaf, showed many similarities with the Imperial
Rescript of Gülhane of 1839. In the prologue, the ruler pledged to adhere
to the laws established by this document; it emphasized the equality of
subjects before the law, reassured them about the safety of their life,
money and property and a fair application of taxes and recruitment for
the army. Fleetingly, there is mention of a majlis or two to be established
but no word about how it would be constituted.27 The ‘constitution’ of
1861, Qanun al-dawla al-tunisiyya, gave a clear answer: The ruler could
choose his ministers freely. The latter were responsible to the Grand
Council, which consisted of sixty members who were called ‘ahl al-hall
wa-l-ʿaqd’ (‘those who loosen and bind’). Twenty members were
appointed from high government officials and army officers; forty were
selected from the notables of the country. The budget was exclusively the
affair of the ruler and his ministers.28 This ‘constitution’ was abolished
three years later after a large rebellion broke out in the countryside
against heavier taxation.29

Both Abi Diyaf and Khayr al-Din wrote lengthy introductions to their
works, in which they discussed in a general form different political
systems, their advantages and their disadvantages, making no secret of
their own preferences.30 They named these introductions muqaddimat.
This certainly was not coincidental but points to the famous Muqaddima
by Ibn Khaldun as their model. Their frequent and extensive quoting
from the Muqaddima confirms Ibn Khaldun’s importance for them at a
time when the great fourteenth-century Tunisian philosopher of history
was just being rediscovered in Arabo-Ottoman thought. They were also

26 The ‘ʿahd al-aman’ came to be known in French as the ‘pacte fondamental.’
27 Abi Diyaf (1984: vol. 4, 267–71). 28 Brown (1967: 29). 29 Ibid., 10.
30 Abi Diyaf and Brown (2005); and Brown (1967).
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aware that they were innovating the political system of Tunisia and that
they therefore had to allay the concerns of the ruler, the ʿulamaʾ and the
Europeans. Both relied heavily on traditional Islamic sources and learn-
ing to couch the changes they advocated in terms of a restoration of early
Islamic or Ottoman institutions.

Khayr al-Din was most concerned with ‘good government’ and in their
discussions of European examples they made use of the theory of the two
fundamental sources of law: divine revelation and human reason.31 In
Carl Brown’s judgment, ‘the major problem of Khayr al-Din was how to
restrain the arbitrary ruler.’32 There is substantial evidence for this
observation in the Muqaddima of Khayr al-Din and nothing to suspect
he was interested in a representative political system for the sake of the
subjects. He quoted extensively Ibn Khaldun’s views that kingship was
always an exercise in domination and force. Because human appetites
were such that they opposed reason and justice, he advocated laws to
reign in the monarch. The king ideally possessed the necessary know-
ledge and the ability to apply it to good governance. But more typically he
was lacking the one or the other, or both. This made it imperative that the
ruler should be assisted by a consultative body, made up of ‘those who
loosen and bind,’ i.e., the important people, to guide him to the right
decisions.33 Not only the king but also his ministers should be subject to
such guidance. It also meant that there had to be clear rules and laws. He
ended his essay on good government with a discussion of the French
chamber of deputies, which he compared to those ‘who loosen and bind’
in Muslim societies. He observed that they made the laws and that the
ministers of the king were answerable to the chamber. In this way the
rectitude of their actions could be ascertained. Since the ruler himself
was bound to follow the will of the chamber, even an unjust ruler could
not do much harm.34 The law ought to protect ‘the rights and liberty of
the subjects, insure the weak against the violence of the strong and
defend the oppressed from the power of the oppressor.’35

Khayr al-Din found the proof for the validity of this system in ‘Euro-
pean progress in the sciences, industry agriculture, the mining of mineral
resources.’ He hardly mentioned the fact that the delegates were elected
but marveled at the results of good laws. He did not spell out that this
political system should be established in Tunisia but his praise for it

31 Brown (1967: 45,176) and Abi Diyaf, (1984: vol. 1, 17–20). 32 Brown (1967: 51).
33 Ibid., 86.
34 On the concept of ‘harm’ in modern Muslim and Hindu thought, see Chris Bayly in

Chapter 12.
35 Brown (1967: 175–76).
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could not fail to impress the reader. Lest the ʿulamaʾ would dismiss it as a
Christian import, he stressed that ‘these laws were derived from human
reason based on due consideration to worldly authority.’36

Chapter 2 on ‘Absolute Rule,’ al-mulk al-mutlaq, and chapter 4 on
‘Government Limited by Law,’ al-mulk al-muqayyad bi-qanun, in Ahmad
ibn Abi Diyaf’s Muqaddima are crucial for our understanding of the
development of constitutionalism in the Ottoman empire. In many
points he agreed with Khayr al-Din, with whom he collaborated closely.
Like him, he used the two-source-theory of legitimacy, revelation and
reason, when he argued that religion and reason forbade absolute rule.
Rather, ‘divine law, shariʿa, and human reason, al-ʿaql, demanded rule
by law.’37 Like Khayr al-Din, he referred to Ibn Khaldun’s argument that
unjust government created insecurity for property and prosperity. People
would not care anymore and emigrate, and the government would lose
its resources and collapse. He warned of the harm caused by arbitrary
rule.38 But he also took his opposition to bad government a step further
than Khayr al-Din. He argued that the command to obey even the unjust
ruler was a recommended religious rule but not obligatory. Against this
command he pointed to the Islamic pronouncement to ‘further the good
and hinder the evil,’ which should be followed at least in spoken words,
though not necessarily in disobedience and certainly not by rebellion, al-
thawra.39

When Abi Diyaf wrote about chambers of deputies in Europe he,
too, did not recommend popular participation through elections to
be institutionalized in Tunisia. But he emphasized, more than Khayr
al-Din, that the purpose of elections was to ‘protect the people’s human
rights,’ huquqahum al-insaniyya.40 He also made it clear that the depu-
ties had the political authority to question the actions and decisions
of the ministers and implicitly those of the ruler. Because the deputies
were elected by the people and therefore represented them and because
in the chamber of deputies laws were discussed and decided together
with the ministers, most often a consensus was found. He claimed that
the chamber of deputies resembled somewhat the Diwan of the great
Ottoman Sultan Sulayman al-Qanuni (d. 1566) and felt it deserved
the respect of the Islamic law.41

36 Ibid., 176. 37 Abi Diyaf (1984: vol. 1, 19, 58). 38 Ibid., vol. 1, 214.
39 Ibid., vol. 1, 13–16.
40 Ibid., vol. 1, 83. The term is first used during the French Revolution in the Déclaration

des Droit de l’Homme et du Citoyen of 1791. It echoed the ‘ . . . inalienable rights . . . Life,
Liberty and the pursuit of happiness’ of the American Declaration of Independence of
1776. Twelve years before Abi Diyaf, Butrus al-Bustani had used the Arabic term ‘huquq
al-insan’ in 1860 in the first issue of his journal Nafir Suriyya.
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Occasionally Abi Diyaf expanded the meaning of the term ‘law,’ when
he wrote of al-qanun al-sharʿi wa-l-siyasi or when he claimed that the law
of Islamic rule was the Quran.42 He subsumed here divine and human
law under the term qanun, when the term had designated specifically
human-made law under Sultan Sulayman. Most of the time, though, and
whenever he referred to the two-sources-of-law theory, Abi Diyaf
followed the traditional differentiation between the two. In his magnifi-
cent translation, Brown frequently uses the terms ‘constitution’ and
‘constitutional.’ The Arabic text, however, used qanun and qanuni each
time. Where Abi Diyaf employed al-mulk al-qanuni, Brown translates
‘constitutional government.’43 This seems misleading. Al-mulk al-qanuni
designated strong laws set forth by the ruler and the political elite and is
therefore much closer to the concept of the ‘rule of law’ than to that of a
modern constitution.

Egypt’s First Parliament

Constitutional thought first materialized in Egypt in the second half
of the nineteenth century. This process started when Khedive Ismail
introduced the majlis shura al-nuwwab, the Consultative Chamber of
Representatives, to complement his personal advisory council, al-majlis
al-khususi in 1866. A year before his famous trip to the Paris world
exhibition, the khedive billed this advisory council as a civilizational leap
forward. But its power was extremely limited and it acted only at the
request of the Khedive. The issue was, however, neither stable nor
straightforward. Different stakeholders struggled over the relations
between the Egyptian rural notables and the Turko-Circassian ruling
elite, over the presence of Europeans in the Egyptian government, for
the rewriting of the constitution, and for the alliance between the cham-
ber and the Egyptian army. These struggles produced the short-lived
ʿUrabi revolution, which ousted Khedive Ismaʿil in 1879 and brought
about the first parliamentary elections in Egyptian history in 1881 as well
as the new constitution a few months later. No less elitist than contem-
porary experiments in Europe, the political process sent Wilfred
S. Blunt – the most prominent British supporter of Egyptian political
emancipation – into raptures of enthusiasm. He recalled Cairo street
scenes where

41 Ibid., vol. 1, 84. 42 Abi Diyaf, vol. 1, 58.
43 Abi Diyaf, vol. 1, 58 and Brown (2005: 89).
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men stopped each other, though strangers to embrace and rejoice together at the
astonishing new reign of liberty which had just begun for them, like the dawn of
the day after a long night of fear. Men at last could meet and speak fearlessly
everywhere in the provinces without the dread of spies or of police interference.
All classes were infected with the same happy spirit, Moslems, Christians, Jews,
men of all religions and all races, including not a few Europeans of those at all
intimately connected with native life.44

The British occupation of Egypt in 1882 nipped a proper political matu-
ration process in the bud rather than save Egypt from imminent collapse.
As Jacques Berque speculated, the experiment ‘showed remarkable pre-
cocity. Might not the Middle Eastern state have succeeded in moderniz-
ing itself, if forces of exploitation and repression had not intervened? The
representatives had already begun to assert their rights, and they were
concerned with wider aspects of solidarity.’45 Posterity largely dismissed
Egypt’s political potential generally and dismissed the Egyptian parliament
as elitist and irrelevant.46 British administrators such as Lord Cromer
and Alfred Milner planted the idea that Egyptians were unfit for self-rule.
Robinson and Gallagher gave it scholarly longevity. Alexander Schölch,
Robert Tignor and other sympathetic ʿUrabi scholars inadvertently con-
curred with Robinson and Gallagher to lament that Egypt’s political
turmoil attracted foreign economic intervention which crippled it finan-
cially before impending political collapse made occupation inevitable.47

In a public forum on ‘The Robinson-Gallagher Controversy’ in 1975,
Roger Owen has dismissed the impulse to blame the Egyptians for the
occupation:

If as a result of many decades of European penetration some traditional
institutions were undermined, others were transformed or restructured to meet
the increasingly complex task of administering a state bent on modernization and
reform . . . whatever its shortcomings [the evolving political system in Egypt]
cannot be dismissed as ‘rickety.’48

The Egyptian parliament was virtually the only political space devoid
of a controlling European presence and the site where what Ezzelarab
called Egyptian economic nationalism originated.49 Building on Blunt’s,

44 Blunt (1922: 116–29). On Blunt’s pro-Arab politics, see Hourani (1980: 87–103).
45 Berque (1967: 119). 46 E.g., Schölch (1972: 30).
47 Tignor (1996), and Weipert-Fenner (2011: 30–35).
48 Owen (1976a: 214). Juan Cole, another eminent scholar of the ʿUrabi revolt, is critical of

previous scholars’ claim that Egypt was destabilized before the British occupation. But
he is so intent to prove his important thesis of a multifaceted, grassroots revolution that
he overlooks the evolving role that the Chamber of Deputies played during the same
period. Cole (1993).

49 Ezzelarab (2002).
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Berque’s, Owen’s and Ezzelarab’s arguments that the British occupied
Egypt in 1882 not because of its weakness but out of concern for the
emergence of strong, autonomous and legitimate political structures,
Irene Weipert-Fenner’s detailed study of the evolution of Egyptian
parliament has finally provided new historical evidence for the institu-
tionalization of the parliament and its acquisition of considerable inde-
pendence. The political process between 1866 and 1882 turned the
parliament into an increasingly strong and stable player, which raised
the Egyptians’ political consciousness and culminated in the widespread
popular support for ʿUrabi’s constitutional demands.50

From Ottoman Provincial Reforms to
Imperial Constitutionalism

The so-called Ottoman age of reforms from Gülhane Rescript in 1839 to
the introduction of the first Ottoman constitution in 1876 was a period of
intense attempts in Istanbul to revamp the political structure and power
balance of the empire. The reformers who had prepared the Hatt-i Sherif
of Gülhane were aware of the need for change to make the central
government more efficient and the empire stronger. Mustafa Reshid
Pasha and those ‘the men of the Tanzimat’ around him, struggled to
save the empire by modernizing the instruments of their autocratic rule,
‘rather than by diffusing power of government through parliamentary
institutions.’51 The reformers were interested in creating an adminis-
trative structure that was based on legality and efficiency and would
induce economic development and prosperity. Neither the Gülhane
Rescript nor the actions of the ‘men of the Tanzimat’ indicated any
intention of making the people participants in political power through
parliaments, parties or a liberal constitution. For them greater efficiency
meant enhancing the power of the imperial center.

The constitutional impetus came from elsewhere. From the mid
1860s, a small group of Istanbul-based journalists, playwrights and dis-
senting clerics who came to be known as the ‘Young Ottomans’ began to
oppose the autocratic rule of the ‘men of the Tanzimat’ at the Sublime
Porte. This group developed ideas for the regeneration of the empire
under the Arabic slogan Hubb al-watan min al-iman (‘Patriotism is a
matter of faith’) through their Franco-Ottoman journal Hürriyet.52 They

50 Weipert- Fenner (2011). 51 Shaw (1969: 141–142).
52 Mardin (1962: 133–34). The Egyptian reformer Rifaʿat al-Tahtawi had popularized this

term upon his return from Paris, and Butrus al-Bustani also employed this falsely
attributed hadith in the aftermath of the Lebanese civil war of 1860.
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combined their regret of the loss of Ottoman military might, represented
by the demise of the Janissaries, with lessons from Comtean sociology,
Fénelon’s political Platonism and Khayr al-Din al-Tunisi’s Muqad-
dima.53 The Young Ottomans’ liberal patriotism also drew inspiration
from their rediscovery of Ibn Khaldun, the circle-of-justice and just-ruler
traditions in Islamic political thought, and Ottoman nasihatname, or
advice-to-princes literature.54 It was for this intellectual milieu that
Khayr al-Din left Tunis in the 1870s to follow his writings and to
eventually serve, briefly, as Sultan Abdülhamid II’s grand vizier.

The other constitutional impetus came, like Khayr al-Din Pasha, from
the provinces. The view that the power relations between center and
periphery were a zero-sum game – the stronger the center the weaker
the periphery and vice versa – was shared for the longest time by the
historians of the Ottoman Empire. Albert Hourani’s seminal article
‘The Politics of Notables’ has demonstrated how certain local intermedi-
aries consolidated rather than lost power during the Tanzimat. More
recently, Ariel Salzmann’s study of the Ottoman ancien régime before the
Deed of Agreement of 1808 has argued the inverse for the eighteenth
century, namely that Ottoman decentralization did not necessarily result
in greater autonomy for the provincial notables, as market forces gave
them vital stakes in the prosperity of the well-protected domain of the
Ottoman state.55 The Tanzimat reformers were keenly aware that they
were under the watchful eyes of European observers as they entered a
period of experimentations with new administrative and organizational
rules and orders which needed to be tested, checked and adjusted
repeatedly.56 Jens Hanssen has explored the piecemeal strategies with
which the Ottoman government introduced representative government
at the provincial level during the Tanzimat. The process was multi-
directional and included imperial fact-finding missions and inspection
tours in the provinces; local elites’ petitions and delegations to Istanbul,
and the formation of local councils which were tested in model provinces
and subsequently adopted in empire-wide administrative reforms.57

53 Mardin (1962: 155–56, 241). Comte occasionally commented on Ottoman affairs and
knew Mustafa Rashid Pasha in 1830s Paris. Fénelon’s Télémaque was a key text for the
Young Ottomans. It was translated into Ottoman in 1859 by one of the mentors of the
Young Ottomans, Yusuf Kamil Pasha. Young Ottomans encountered Khayr al-Din in
Istanbul in the 1860s and read his work in installments in Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq’s
al-Jawaʾib. One of them translated the text into Ottoman Turkish in exile in 1873.

54 Mardin (1962: 81–106, 133–168). More recently, Thompson (2013) tracked the
modern afterlives of the circle of justice.

55 See Salzmann (2004). 56 Shaw (1969: 56ff). 57 Hanssen (2002: 51–56).
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The net result of all this political activity was a heightened sense of
participation and entitlement. Councils on the provincial, the municipal
and the sub-district levels became political forces in their own right.
Elections were far from encompassing universal or equal suffrage, but
they did become prominent political rallying points across the empire.
Undoubtedly, the reforms were often flawed and malfunctioning. Yet,
the councils provided ‘[v]aluable experience for candidates and voters
alike, and this experience was put to good use later on when Ottoman
society was far more ready for public participation in the processes of
government.’58 Another Ottoman historian concurs to argue that the first
Ottoman parliament functioned astonishingly well because it was rooted
in a generation-long experience with representative politics and debate at
the local level.59

The first Ottoman constitution was drafted in 1876 by a committee
consisting of sixteen high-ranking officials, ten ʿulamaʾ and two generals.
It was presided over by Grand Vizier Midhat Pasha who combined
Young Ottoman credentials with a reputation as an energetic governor
general in the model provinces of the Danube and Iraq. His constitution
was the first in Ottoman history to designate parliament, consisting of
an appointed senate and an elected chamber, as the seat of legislation.
The provisional electoral regulation determined that the chamber consist
of 130 deputies. It was left to the Sublime Porte to decide how many
deputies each province should send to Istanbul. The election was to be
indirect in that the provincial administrative councils would choose the
deputies. Permanent electoral regulations were never formulated.60 The
first draft was substantially changed by Abdülhamid II who demanded all
the articles which listed the powers of the sultan to be eliminated because
they would ‘decrease the glory and the fame of the sultan in public
opinion’ and limit his royal prerogatives.61 He was declared ‘irrespon-
sible,’ that is, not answerable to anybody in his decisions.62 This gave the
sultan the legal power to dissolve the parliament and suspend the consti-
tution barely fourteen months after it had been promulgated.

Nevertheless, for their duration, parliamentary elections and sessions
in Istanbul, generated heated debates on which regional modernization
projects to fund, for example, and sometimes on the very nature of
Ottoman modernity. Many of these debates were broadcast and criti-
cized by the newspapers of the day.63 The two terms of the first legislative

58 Shaw (1969: 124). 59 Ortayli (1994: 114). 60 Shaw (1969: 124–138).
61 Devereux (1963: 54–56). 62 Ibid., 63.
63 Ortayli, Kayali and Hanssen rely on the surviving parliamentary minutes collected in US

(1941 & 1954).
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period fielded thirty-two Arab members of parliament. They tended
to be the younger sons of established families from the major cities and
towns in Bilad al-Sham. In their late twenties and early thirties, Ziya
al-Khalidi of Jerusalem, Khalil Ghanim of Beirut, Nafiʿ al-Jabiri of
Aleppo and Niqula Nawfal of Tripoli-Sham, for example, appear to
have been quite the radicals in parliament. In an early parliamentary
session, Nawfal, for example, declared that ‘we are from the provinces,
we have been voting since the beginning of the Tanzimat, Istanbul,
however, has encountered elections only this year.’64 Al-Khalidi chal-
lenged the Ottoman principle of seniority arguing that ‘the young were
better educated and more predisposed to liberal and constitutional
ideas than the old.’65 For his part, Ghanim invoked Plato’s Republic in
a passionate speech to upgrade Beirut to a provincial capital.66 Not
surprisingly, perhaps, these and two other Arab delegates were ordered
to leave Istanbul when Sultan Abdülhamid II suspended the constitution
in 1878.67

Despite its unceremonious end, the first Ottoman constitution served
as a much-debated document among Young Turk revolutionaries
who rallied behind the call to reinstate it thirty years later.68 The Young
Turk Revolution of 1908 saw al-Khalidi and al-Jabiri reelected as
elder statesmen, and elicited much greater public support than the first
experiment.69 The army, or at least parts thereof, supported the consti-
tutionalists. The resulting army–parliament alliance that had occurred
first in Egypt just before the British occupation can still be felt today in
Turkey and Egypt, where the role of the army as guardian of the consti-
tution is still widely accepted. Between 1876 and 1908 a new class of
secularly educated men and women had emerged who supported the
Young Turks and wanted to participate in the political process; finally
and closely connected to the newly educated class, a public space of
debate had developed through the proliferation of newspapers and maga-
zines. The idea of nationalism that all members of a nation constituted
the collective source of sovereign power also had spread widely by that
time, although it remained highly contested exactly which people were to
be included and which were excluded. But the time of liberal constitu-
tionalism seemed to have come. The Young Turks changed the election
laws to make eligible all Ottoman tax-paying, male citizens at least
twenty-five years of age, regardless of religion and ethnicity, while the

64 Ortayli (1994: 115). 65 Kayali (1997: 26). 66 Hanssen (2005: 42–3).
67 Kayali (1997: 29). 68 Sohrabi (2002: 45–79).
69 On the Nahdawis’ conception of the 1908 Revolution as an ‘Ottoman Revolution,’

see Chapter 9.
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constitution stipulated that one deputy should represent 50,000 qualified
voters.70

Though these, too, were indirect elections and limited to the male
population, Nader Sohrabi observes that the Young Turks decided that
‘a constitutional administration was the best political system in existence.’
While opinions among the constitutionalists differed on the means to
achieve it – bloodless revolution or army coup – most agreed that a top-
down approach was the best way to implement it.71 Constitutionalism is
often considered a doctrine of political liberalism but constitutionalism
‘was more a doctrine of political, administrative and legal rationality’ for
the Young Turks.72 It is certainly true to a degree that constitutionalism
was adapted to specific Ottoman circumstances, but we must, again, insist
on the context-conditioned distinction between rule-of-law thought and
the newer, liberal meaning of constitutions based on popular sovereignty.
At the turn of the century, the older meaning was still much in force both
in continental Europe and in theMiddle East where elites carried out legal
reforms under the guise of liberalism and constitutionalism.

The Languages of Constitutionalism in the Middle East

The Nahdawis spoke in light metaphors and many, though by no means
all, sought to spread enlightenment thought. Their conviction that a
better society could be created on the basis of enlightened principles
made faith in progress and politics a central aspect and led eventually to
the nationalist idea that all members of a community, defined by its
language, should strive for political representation. The Arabic language
project took on political and, indeed, constitutional urgency after the
traumatic civil strife in Mount Lebanon, Nablus, Aleppo and Damascus
between 1840 and 1860. What started out as a preoccupation with the
revival of classical literary genres and aesthetics, the Nahda’s attention
turned to creating a better society through public education by the end
of the nineteenth century. From the second generation of Nahdawis
onward, a new constitutional vocabulary was popularized in a language
that was understandable not only to theologians and learned secretaries
but to a growing readership of the printed word. Basic enlightenment
ideas such as the freedom of thought, the belief this would lead to
responsible social and political action and the ability of humans to learn
and change their lives for the better were discussed and absorbed by the
Nahdawis from the first Ottoman constitutional period onward.

70 Prätor (1993: 10). 71 Sohrabi (2002: 46). 72 Ibid., 51.
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Imbued with modern knowledge and science, the Nahdawis carved
out a bourgeois space in which they found their own legitimate role as
educators of society and its guides to a better future. They had a clear
idea how the Arabic print language could fit modern needs of literature,
science, technology, education and communication with an increasing
Arabic reading public. Not all terms stuck and some were replaced by
others. In the first issues of his journal al-Hilal, Jurji Zaydan summarized
his ideas of how authors should deal with style and the choice of terms
and neologisms. He proposed that the guiding principle was to achieve
clarity and to use Arabic words wherever possible. Transliterated or
Arabized foreign words were to be avoided.73

The Nahdawis were not the only ones who developed the necessary
political terminology. Imperial administrators and officials – often liberal
intellectuals – in Istanbul also created new concepts and institutions well
outside the traditional experience. The terms for ‘constitution’ are a
good example for the prevailing semantic ambiguity. Three major
expressions existed for it and overlapped in Arabic: qanun al-dawla or
qanun asasi, al-dustur and al-mashrutiyya. The first expression meant
‘state law’ or ‘basic law.’ The former was used for the constitution of
Tunisia in 1861, the latter for the Ottoman constitution of 1876.74 As
Ami Ayalon noted, ‘[i]n content, however, they still reflected the concept
of a traditional style qanun, namely a ruling prescribed by the Islamic
monarch.’75 In principle, this was not dissimilar to the Prussian ‘consti-
tution’ of 1848, revised in 1850, and in force until 1919. The authoritar-
ian concept of the rule of law defined the character of all these texts. The
other two terms meandered through the three major languages of the
Middle East. Dustur was derived from the Persian dastur, designating a
person of authority.76 It was probably introduced to Arabic through the
Ottoman-Turkish expression düstür-i mükerrim, meaning ‘honorable
lord,’ a title of the Ottoman grand vizier. The term also existed in
traditional Arabic referring to a ‘set of rules or regulations.’77 Though
Egyptian historians speak of al-dustur when discussing the constitutional
document drawn by the chamber of deputies in 1879, at the time it was
called laʿihat majlis al-nuwwab al-misri al-asasiyya, the basic program of
the Egyptian chamber of deputies.78 At the time of the Young Turk

73 Jurji Zaydan, ‘al-Lugha al-ʿarabiyya al-fusha wa-l-lugha al-ʿamma,’al-Hilal 1 (Jan. 1893),
200–204.

74 Jäschke (1917: 13). 75 Ayalon (1987: 93). 76 Rebhan (1986: 42).
77 Ayalon (1987: 95).
78 For the whole document see al-Ahram, March 18, 1879, and June 12, 1879. It is possible

that the document reproduced in the government journal al-Waqaʿi al-misriyya, Feb. 9,
1882, apocryphally used the term dustur, but I had no access to it.

From Rule of Law to Constitutionalism 161

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.008
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Revolution in 1908, the Persian dustur had become the exclusive Arabic
term for ‘constitution,’ while in Ottoman Turkish düstur referred to
an official collection of laws until the end of the empire.79 Mashrutiyya
derived from Arabic root sh-r-t, meaning ‘imposing conditions.’ As was
the case with dustur it probably was first used in Istanbul and also desig-
nated the first Ottoman constitution.80 Iranian intellectuals in Istanbul
were familiar with the term through their contacts with the Young
Ottomans. Ironically, perhaps, the Arabic mashrutiyya and not the
Persian word dastur became the definite term in Persian for constitution.

What does not emanate from such semantics is the political role
attributed to the concepts. In the Persian case, it was clear from the
beginning that constitutionalism was a slogan in the struggle against
Britain and Russia whose wariness about the demand for a liberal consti-
tutional government in Iran united them – the former because it did not
trust the ‘natives’ to be able to handle this task, the latter because it saw
constitutionalism as a challenge to its own autocratic system.81 In the
Ottoman and Arab cases, the idea that a constitutional charter, once
established, would take care of a functioning liberal democracy, accepted
by all reasonable people, was more wishful thinking. At the time of the
Young Turk Revolution, the Arab Nahdawis debated intensely the ques-
tion whether society was ready for another attempt to introduce a consti-
tutional government. They reassured themselves that considerable
progress had been made since 1878 in terms of political awareness,
education and public debate that would guarantee the success and sta-
bility of constitutional government. At least until the attempted counter-
coup in 1909 they still believed that the formal pronouncement of the
constitution and the establishment of a constitutional government in
themselves were sufficient to make them function successfully. The
countercoup came as a shock to most and a new debate began about
how authoritarian or liberal the government should be under such
circumstances.82

Conclusion

The brief survival of these constitutional attempts in the late Ottoman
empire should not mislead us to underestimate the enormous transform-
ations that state and society underwent in the Ottoman Empire of the
nineteenth century. From Mahmud II’s innovative but ill-fated attempts

79 Jäschke (1917: 55). 80 Ayalon (1987: 61).
81 I thank my wife, Dr. Mangol Bayat, for this information.
82 See my Chapter 9 in this volume.
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to strengthen central authority to the experimental Tanzimat reforms and
to Abdülhamid II’s authoritarian modernization drive, the administra-
tion of the state became much more effective. New infrastructures of
power were created and a public educational system was developed.

The attempts to introduce constitutions into the evolving political
system, however, shared certain ill-fated characteristics, which prevented
their survival. They raise the question of what the aims of their authors
actually were. Changes were introduced by small groups of reformers,
whose concern was the efficacy of the state bureaucracy and the accept-
ance of the rulers by the population. The reformers were high officials
and courtiers with the occasional participation of individual officers
and ʿulamaʾ. As part of the political elite they had a vested interest in
strengthening the state and to keep the population pacified. The major
means by which they tried to achieve this was adherence to the mantra of
‘justice.’ In practical terms, this meant no unexpected burdens on the
population, such as excessive taxes or unregulated recruitment. It went
hand in hand with the need to restrain the ruler’s unfettered power in
order to protect government officials from the ruler’s arbitrariness. Both
issues were to be fixed by law. What was unprecedented was that the
ruler committed himself in writing to abide by the new laws and thereby
create a political field of government accountability and popular entitle-
ment. And yet the ruler could rescind the constitution at moments of
crisis with no resistance to speak of, as the case of Muhammad al-Sadiq,
Bey of Tunisia in 1864, and of Sultan Abdülhamid II in 1878 have
demonstrated. Devereux’s analysis of the causes for this collapse of the
whole project points to a structural weakness: ‘This [constitutional]
eagerness was a reflection of an erroneous concept which had character-
ized the liberals throughout their long struggle to obtain a constitution.
They had consistently acted in the naive belief that to borrow the forms
of parliamentary government was sufficient to ensure their vitality on
Ottoman soil.’83

The terms ‘constitution’ and ‘rule of law’ were often used interchange-
ably in Europe, which has led to considerable conceptual confusion.
Constitutions could be either ‘legitimizing’ the authoritarian rule-of-
law, describing a body of rules and regulations, which had undergone a
reification, while obfuscating its sources; or they could refer to a demo-
cratic political system, anchored by a liberal basic law that declared the
people as the sovereign and the source of political power. The rule-of-law
concept paralleled the ideal of the ‘just ruler’ in Islamic political thought

83 Devereux (1963: 62); see also Jäschke (1917).
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as well as that of ‘enlightened Absolutism’ in Europe. Both still carried
considerable validity during the nineteenth century. In all cases, the
reified rule-of-law put restraints on the ruler while hiding the real source
of the laws which resided in the socioeconomic elites allied to the state.
The discussion of the works of Khayr al-Din and Abi Diyaf in Tunisia
showed that the rule of law – and their texts never pretended to be more
than worldly rules of divinely ordained essences – could easily be invoked
by applying the concept of the just ruler, tempered by Ibn Khaldun’s
rather pessimistic outlook on the violent traits in human nature and by
the well-understood need to make the state more efficient. The question
of European influence on the rule-of-law concept becomes thus second-
ary. More remarkable is the coeval development of the rule of law in
Europe and the Ottoman Empire, even though they originated in very
different traditions of political thought.

After a long string of Ottoman military defeats and territorial losses,
the need to reinforce the power of the imperial center and make govern-
ment more efficient seemed obvious to a number of members of the
ruling elite in Istanbul. Reform-minded high officials and administrators
understood that this could only be accomplished by giving the dominant
families in the provinces a stake in a strong, centralized empire. The
Sened-i Ittifak of 1808 was the first document of this rule-of-law
approach. It bound the provincial elites to the sultan and obliged the
latter to recognize the position and rights of the former. In a further step,
the Tanzimat reformers began very deliberately to enhance but also to
harness the power of provincial elites by establishing councils of local
notables on every level of the administration. This broke with the idea
that any strengthening of the periphery would imply a loss of power at
the center and confirms Hanssen’s thesis of the mutually reinforcing
processes of ‘Ottomanization’ and ‘localization,’ that is, that strength-
ening of the center went hand in hand with political assertions of
the periphery.84

The above measures were not in any way attempting to ‘democratize’
the political system. All documents, including the Ottoman constitution
of 1876, were imposed from above, and all steps taken reflected the spirit
of the rule-of-law system. But we can observe here a trend toward an
expansion of those sectors of society which had a vested interest in the
well-being of the empire. This process played an essential role in the
transition from an authoritarian rule-of-law system to one characterized
by liberal constitutionalism. The enlightenment view of the individual as

84 See also, more recently, Aymes (2013).
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a rational and responsible human being, and the concomitant nationalist
claims that the members of a nation constituted sovereign political power
collectively, enhanced and completed the trend. The second constitu-
tional period, initiated by the Young Turk Revolution, reflected this
transition even though here, as in much of Europe at the time, elections
were still indirect and the right to vote remained severely restricted.
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Part III

The Means and Ends of the
Liberal Experiment

Few of Hourani’s intellectuals were ‘mainstream’ before their consecra-
tion by subsequent generations. If some were independently wealthy and
revered during their lifetime, many other Nahdawis were social outcasts,
religious converts and political exiles who owed their status to superior
education and who relied on financial patronage of one form or another
to make a living from their intellectual labour. The legacy of the Nahda
can be partially explained, therefore, by the fact that these figures were
able to survive and thrive by doing what they were doing against the odds
of convention and colonialism.

Hourani saw the Arab thinkers of the liberal age as ‘free-floating
intellectuals.’1 He divided his liberal age into three phases represented
by as many generations. The first generation covered the period ‘roughly
from 1830 to 1870’, the second stretched from 1870 to 1900 and the
third from 1900 to 1939. The Egyptian social reformer, educator and
translator, Rifaʿat Rafiʿ al-Tahtawi (1801–1873), the Beiruti literary
historian, journalist and encyclopedist, Butrus al-Bustani (1819–1883),
and the Tunisian reformist politician and political theorist, Khayr al-Din
al-Tunisi (1820–1890), were the established intellectuals of this first
phase who ‘became aware of the new Europe of industry, swift communi-
cations, and political institutions, not as a menace so much as offering a
path to be followed’.2 Between al-Tahtawi, al-Bustani and al-Tunisi, the
idea of the nation evolved from an attribute of sovereign faith and virtue
to a normative force of social reconciliation, historical redemption and
political emancipation.

Muhammad ʿAbduh (1845–1905) was the most representative figure
of Hourani’s second generation. A pragmatic theologian with a sense of
social justice, ʿAbduh was exiled for a decade after the British invasion of
Egypt in 1882. He later made his peace with the occupation, eventually
returning to Cairo to become a Grand Mufti who came to hold that

1 Mannheim (1929/1992). 2 Hourani (1983: vi).
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‘whatever politics touches, it corrupts’.3 ʿAbduh, an admirer of Herbert
Spencer, and his group of Islamic modernists dedicated themselves to
the renewal of Islam through demonstrating the commensurability of
science and religion as well as the possibility of entente between Muslim
communities.4 Syrian Christian materialists and internationalists, such
as Shibli Shumayyil (1850–1917) and Farah Antun (1874–1922), repre-
sented the radical side of this second generation. Both also signalled the
profound impact that Syro-Lebanese migration to Egypt, Europe and the
Americas had on the radicalization of – and polarization within –

the Nahda.
During the long period from 1900 to 1939, two rival schools of ʿAbduh

disciples competed for the future of Islamic political culture in the Arab
world. On the one hand, this third generation of the Arab liberal age
produced ‘a kind of Muslim fundamentalism’. ʿAbduh’s former disciple
and the editor of al-Manar, Rashid Rida (1865–1935), was its originator,
and Hasan al-Banna (1906–1949), founding father of the Muslim
Brotherhood, became its efficient organizer.5 On the other hand, many
Egyptian Muslim writers ‘accepted Islam as a body of principles’ but
adopted secular norms, social welfare and nationalist ideas of the previ-
ous generation of Christian Syro-Lebanese emigrés. This latter strand
displayed the best of both worlds – Islamic heritage and modern Western
culture – and was represented by the constitutionalist politician, Ahmad
Lutfi al-Sayyid (1872–1963) and the blind literary giant, Taha Husayn
(1889–1973). In his epilogue, Hourani introduced a fourth generation of
lower middle-class indigenous entrepreneurs, merchants, bureaucrats,
officers and the intelligentsia out of which sprang the Arab nationalist
icon Gamal Abdel Nasser.6

The three chapters in this part join a growing number of studies that
shed new light on intellectual figures and their communities of thought
that have been ignored in the scholarship available when Hourani wrote
Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age. The Shiʿa of Lebanon and Iraq or Arabs
of Jewish faith in Palestine and Iraq to the Nahda, for example, have
contributed greatly to the Nahda. Jabal ʿAmil – a rural, predominantly
Shiʿa region between Mt. Lebanon and northern Palestine – had long
been a significant site of religious scholarship, often on a par with the
traditional centers of Shiʿi learning in Iraq and Iran. During the late-
nineteenth century, a new class of Shiʿi modernist clerics from around

3 Zurayk (1956: 29).
4 See also Sedgwick (2009). For ʿAbduh’s role in the rapprochement between Salafis and
Ibadis, see, e.g., Ghazal (2010b: 44, 2010a).

5 See also Krämer (2010). 6 Hourani (1962: 349).
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the Arabic-speaking world sought to reinterpret the work of their
scholarly forbears in order to meet the pressing concerns of the com-
munity, prioritizing matters of social reform, educational modernization
and interconfessional dialogue.7 Ahmad ʿArif al-Zayn (1884–1960), a
notable Shiʿi intellectual from Sidon, founded the widely distributed
journal al-ʿIrfan in 1909.8 This publication signalled an educational
upsurge that transformed Jabal ʿAmil, as new schools for boys and for
girls were built. Its most famous daughter, Zaynab Fawwaz (1860–1914),
went on to become an eminent feminist publicist and salonière in Cairo.9

Shiʿa boys have been sent to the sacred shrine city of Najaf for religious
training for centuries. But when they started to read the Egyptian press
outside the Iraqi seminaries in the 1920s and 1930s, they became par-
ticularly enamoured by Zaydan’s al-Hilal and Muhammad Husayn
Haykal’s al-Siyasa.10 Others, including Husayn Muruwwa (1910–84),
converted to Marxism during their religious education in Iraq.11 Mean-
while, the Shiʿa community in Lebanon was being structurally integrated
into the emergent sectarian state erected during the French Mandate.12

But many among the young generation of Lebanese intellectuals who
had been socialized in Iraq dissented. Some returnees founded the
Literary League of Jabal ʿAmil in 1935 which engaged with revolution-
ary themes and contributed to the popularity of communism among
Lebanese Shiʿa.13

In Iraq, Shiʿa intellectuals were involved in a different kind of political
experiment with colonial pluralism. Orit Bashkin has recovered a strident
liberal tradition in Iraq from underneath the shadow of Iraqi authoritar-
inism.14 From the British imposition of the Hashemite monarchy in
1921 to its overthrow in 1958, Sunni, Shiʿa, Christian, Jewish and
Kurdish intellectuals struggled to uphold the ideal of an inclusive, demo-
cratic state in Iraq. In the process, they crossed both the evolving sectar-
ian boundaries and the colonial–national divide. The literary associations
that had sprung up in Baghdad after the Young Turk Revolution became
hubs of anticolonial activity where Ottoman Darwinists and women’s
rights activists mingled with neoclassical Arabic poets, ideologues of
Arab nationalism such as Satiʾ al-Husri and Shiʿa ecumenical thinkers.
Jewish intellectuals participated in this public sphere as Ottoman parlia-
mentarians, poets and publicists. In the pan-Arab Jewish newspapers
al-Misbah of the 1920s and al-Hasid of the 1930s, journalists expressed

7 Mervin (2000: 275–8). 8 T. Khalidi (1983).
9 Booth (1995, 2015). See also Bräckelmann (2004). 10 Mervin (2000: 209).
11 Naef (1996) and Di-Capua (2013). 12 Weiss (2010). 13 Mervin (2000: 210).
14 Bashkin (2009).
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support for the 1936–39 Great Arab Revolt (“al-nahda al-kubra”) in
Palestine and formed the “League for Combatting Zionism” (al-ʿUsba
li-mukafaha al-sahyuniyya) in 1945. However, this pluralist space grew
increasingly fragile as the Jewish colonization of Palestine accelerated.
Daily attacks on British and Jewish residents throughout Iraq, reaching a
tragic crescendo during the 1941 Farhud, pogroms that killed over one
hundred Jews in one Baghdad neighbourhood.15

Arabs of Jewish faith had a long history with the Nahda.16 The
Egyptian Yaʿqub Sannuʿ (a.k.a., James Sanua, 1839–1912), for example,
was a celebrated vernacular playwright, polytechnic professor and a
pugnacious publicist. His friendship with Jamal al-Din al-Afghani and
Muhammad ʿAbduh did not endear him to the Khedive. When criticism
of the regime in his satirical magazine Abu Naddara Zarqa went too far in
1878, the Egyptian authorities expelled him from the country. But
revenge was sweet for Sannu’, who watched from his Paris exile as
students and other supporters of the ʿUrabi revolt helped to oust the
Khedive soon thereafter.17 By the time of Sannuʿ’s death, another figure
from what has become known as the ‘Arabic Haskala’ (Hebrew for
Enlightenment), Esther Azhari Moyal (née Lazari, 1873–1948), had
made a name for herself as a journalist, translator and biographer.18

She was born in Beirut, where she graduated from the Syrian Protestant
College.19 Moyal and three generations of fellow Arab female writers
such as Warda al-Turk (1797–c. 1867), Warda al-Yaziji (1838–1924),
Aisha Taymur (1840–1902), Zaynab Fawwaz and Malak Hifni Nasif
(1888–1918) shaped the debates around women’s rights throughout
Ottoman Bilad al-Sham and fin-de-siècle Egypt. Moyal moved to Istanbul
where she and her husband Simeon became active in al-Afghani’s circle.
When the Dreyfus Affair erupted in France, Moyal was deeply involved
in the Egyptian press, publicly embracing Emile Zola’s position as an
engaged intellectual. Following the Young Turk Revolution of 1908,
Esther, Simeon and their teenage son ʿAbdallah Nadim, named after
their eponymous late friend, moved to Jaffa, where they edited al-Sawt
al-ʿUthmaniyya (The Ottoman Voice), a soon-to-be-censored Arabic-
language Jewish newspaper, which they dedicated to reconciling their
hyphenated identity as both Jewish and Arab.20

This third section starts with a chapter on the least conformist figure of
the first Nahda generation. Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq (1804–1887) is as
important for understanding the Nahda as are his more rooted colleagues
and rivals. Shidyaq was a master of the Arabic print revolution, a literary

15 Bashkin (2012). 16 Behar and Ben-Dor Benite (2013). 17 Gendzier (1966).
18 Levy (2013b). 19 Levy (2013a). 20 Levy (2009).
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innovator and postcolonial thinker avant le mot. The foremost cultural
entrepreneur of the second Nahda generation, Jurji Zaydan (1861–1915)
remembered him fondly as ‘a pleasant conversationalist with graceful
expressions, amiable – with a tendency towards profanity’.21 His long
sojourns in missionary circles in Malta, in France and England, and his
translation of the Bible produced not a mimicry man but one of the most
astute Nahda critics of Western culture and Christianity. Al-Shidyaq was
equally irreverent towards what he called ‘the false patriots’ of his time
whom he mocked for praising the virtues of their beloved country while
orientalising their own compatriots.22 A noted linguist and literary rival
of Butrus al-Bustani’s, al-Shidyaq was as critical of traditional author-
ities’ hold on Arabic literature as he was of the Nahda press’ simplifica-
tion of the Arabic language. As Fawwaz Traboulsi argues in Chapter 6, it
was his critical philology and experimental approach to Arabic literature
that helped procure the textual tradition of Arab heritage.23

The lifeworlds of Nahda intellectuals were shaped by and expressed in
their literary work. As Marilyn Booth demonstrates in Chapter 7, Nahda
literature, especially novels, explicated as much as channeled human
behavior. The Nahda produced a sizable corpus of women’s literature,
first in poems, then serialized novels and finally in women’s journals.24

Many of these pushed the limits of respectability even though attempts to
write against the patriarchy of contemporary theologians, like Nazira
Zayn al-Din (1908–76), ended tragically.25 Marilyn Booth offers a close
reading of two works of Arabic fiction by male authors which throws light
on the anxious debates around public morality and heteronormative
marriage conduct immediately before and after the publication of Qasim
Amin’s Emancipation of Women (1899).

When Amin’s book joined the debate, it provoked empire-wide con-
flicts that, as the ‘Zahawi Affair’ of 1910 shows, were not necessarily
about women’s rights per se.26 Jamil Sidqi al-Zahawi, the Baghdadi legal
scholar, neoclassical poet and modern essayist whom we have encoun-
tered above as a controversial language reformer and Darwinist, pub-
lished two articles in support of women and against veiling in the
Egyptian nationalist newspaper al-Muʾayyad. Although his articles were

21 Zaydan, Tarajim, quoted in R. Johnson’s foreword to Shidyaq (2013: xvii).
22 Shidyaq in R. Khuri (1983: 198–101).
23 See also al-Bagdadi (1999), Rastegar, (2007: ch. 5), Sacks (2013); and the 2008

conference on Shidyaq in Berlin: www.eume-berlin.de/en/workshops/workshops-since-
2006/the-life-and-work-of-ahmad-faris-shidyaq.html.

24 Badran and cooke (1990); Hayek (2013); Sheehi (2004); Booth (2001).
25 See Leyla Dakhli’s chapter in the next section.
26 Gelvin (2012:10–13); see also Bashkin (2009: 31–2).
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no more radical than Qasim Amin’s book, he faced a barrage of journal-
istic rebuttals from the conservative Damscene newspaper al-Haqaʾiq,
and physical attacks on his house in Baghdad. When the ‘scandal’
reached Istanbul, the Ottoman authorities fired him from his chair
at Baghdad’s Imperial Law School. Shunned by his city’s powerful
salafi intellectuals around Shukri al-Alusi (1856–1924) for his article’s
denigration of Islam, he was forced to retract his religious critique,
though appearently he held on to his Darwinism and his advocacy of
women’s rights.

This section ends with a figure from the second generation who was
deeply enmeshed in these debates about modernity and Islam. Yusuf
al-Nabhani (1849–1932) was a conservative Sufi opposed to all changes
which the Nahda introduced. Even though he did not feature in Arabic
Thought in the Liberal Age, al-Nabhani’s long life, wide network and
popular ideas, which Amal Ghazal explores in Chapter 8 represents an
important reminder of the contested nature of the Nahda project of Arab
revival and reform. Like the liberal reformers and the salafis, the conser-
vative Sufis, or al-mutadayyinun – self-proclaimed upholders of the pious
tradition – realized the power of the printing press. As Ghazal shows, in
postrevolutionary Damascus a group of avowed traditionalists founded
al-Haqaʾiq as a pugnacious newspaper which sought to challenge
al-Manar’s Salafi campaign of denunciation, represent their worldview
and expose the Muslim reformers’ moral and cultural corruption. What
started out as a wave of internal criticism at the beginning of the twenti-
eth century expanded into a full-out culture war by the outbreak of
World War I. It is noteworthy that many conservatives wrote articles that
cited European critics of modernity with a noticeable penchant for
socialists and positivists who warned of exploitation of female factory
workers.27 Moreover, the ‘culture war’ was internal to the orthodox
tradition and did not pit Sunnis against Shiʿa or other non-Sunnis as
seems to become the hallmark of the start of this millennium.28

Al-Nabhani and his fellow mutadayyinin may well have represented a
popular majority of thinkers who feared European modernity but have
fallen through the archival grid of subsequent historians. But what
remains remarkable about the Nahda was how much room it allowed
for converts, mavericks and men and women of moderate means;
how quickly and widely it opened a space for intellectual exchange
between Muslims and Christians of different confessions, Jews, Turks,
Armenians, Kurds and others. In the spirit of Jamal al-Din al-Afghani’s

27 Gelvin (2012). 28 Zaman (2012).
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pan-Islamic aspirations, many thinkers in the Persian and Arabic
intellectual spheres pursued rapprochement between Shiʿa and Sunni
doctrines.29 In the early twentieth century, Ibadis of Zanzibar and North
Africa disavowed their Kharijiyya past in order to find common ground
with Salafis in Cairo and even to help fund Jurji Zaydan’s publications.30

These struggles for intra-Islamic concord culminated in the first Muslim
Congress, held in Jerusalem in 1931.31 The following part is an attempt
to juxtapose these diverse intellectual trends and address the historio-
graphical blindspots that have persisted since Hourani’s Arabic Thought
in the Liberal Age.

29 Brunner (2004). 30 Ghazal (2010b).
31 Nafi (1996). See also Gibb (1935), and M. Kramer (1986).
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6 Ahmad Faris Al-Shidyaq (1804–87)
The Quest for Another Modernity

Fawwaz Traboulsi

I have chosen to write about Ahmad Faris Shidyaq (1804–87) for this
volume mainly because I owe it to Albert Hourani to have introduced
me, and many others, of course, to this great personality of the Nahda.
Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age was, indeed, one of the first books, in the
Anglo-Saxon world at least, to realize the importance of the author of
al-Saq ʿala al-Saq fi ma Huwa al-Fariyaq (1855). But Hourani did not see
any sign of deeper political insight in Faris Shidyaq’s writings or a consistent
political doctrine. He described Shidyaq’s masterpiece al-Saq ʿala al-Saq
as a “long, strange, original book . . . written with the purpose of demon-
strating the capacity of the Arabic language, and modeled to some extent
on Rabelais, it is part autobiography, part social criticism, with a strong
implied attack on the Maronite hierarchy who had killed his brother.”1

Indeed, Shidyaq was inconsistent, especially during the last twenty-five
years of his life in Istanbul. Even though his observations, social criticism
or professions of faith do not readily constitute a political doctrine in them-
selves, they do represent a body of political and social ideas with some
consistency and much relevance for the study of his worldview as well as
for our understanding of the Nahda. The following is an attempt to study
Shidyaq’s political and social ideas. The result, I presume, will reveal two
things: first, an homme à part in the annals of Nahda of the nineteenth
century, who was a much more democratic, secular and socially commit-
ted writer compared to his Nahda colleagues; and second, a revision of the
received wisdom about the factors that led to the Nahda itself.2

The Context

Picasso once said, “I do not search, I find.” Similarly, I wish to make the
point that Arab intellectuals, when they travel to the Europe or the United

1 Hourani (1983: 98).
2 Since publishing Trabulsi and al-ʿAzmeh (1995), many fine studies on Shidyaq have
improved our understanding of this maverick. See, for example, al-Bagdadi (1999),
R. Johnson, “Foreword,” in al-Shidyaq (2013: ix–xxxiii), and el-Ariss (2013).
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States, physically or intellectually, are not a tabula rasa; they already have
some idea about what they are looking for. Their travel experiences would
modify, and at times totally change, these ideas.But rarely did they abandon
their initial problematic which was very much determined by their location
in the home countries vis-à-vis power, social status, hierarchy and class
interest. Thewhole idea of studying their literary production, therefore, is to
evaluate the end product in relation to how a specific intellectual, or an
intellectual school, negotiated the effects of their sociopolitical location and
dislocation on their personal and collective intellectual experiences.

Here, I am revisiting the unilinear notion of the European “spark” that
ignited an Arab “enlightenment” in the nineteenth century, whereby
Napoleon’s adventure in Egypt lifted the entire Arab east out of its
slumber. The history of Mt. Lebanon’s cultural transformation unsettles
this Egypt-centric “spark” model of the Nahda; for Bonaparte’s invasion
was stopped at Acre in 1799, the Maronite Church had banned the ideas
of the French Revolution, and most of the men of the Lebanese Nahda
tended to be anglophile. In fact, the context of the Lebanese contribution
to the Nahda was the crumbling system of tax farming and land tenure in
Mount Lebanon which had sustained quasi-feudal rulers (the muqataʿjis)
for more than two centuries. Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq’s life and writings
crystallize the combined effects of the system’s own internal contradic-
tions, the penetration of foreign capital, and some forty years of com-
moners’ and peasant revolts.

Three factors and events have helped fashion his social and political
options and produced the rebel and the subversive intellectual we are
studying. First, Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq was born in ʿAshqut (Kisrawan,
Mount Lebanon) in 1804, and lived in Hadath, near Beirut, part of a
family of déclassé rural notables who suffered from political divisions, the
oppression of the Church and the local feudalities. His grandfather,
father and brother died, he insisted, as “martyrs of freedom of thought
and inclination.”3 Al-Shidyaq’s father and his brothers, Ghalib, Tannous
and Asʿad, participated in the massive commoners’ revolt of 1820–21
against the ruler of Mount Lebanon, Bashir Shihab II, and had to flee to
Damascus after the emir bloodily crushed the revolt with armed help
from the Druze chief Bashir Jumblat. The father died in that same year
and young Faris had to leave his studies at the Maronite seminary of
ʿAyn Warqa to work as a copyist of manuscripts and various other jobs,
while continuing his education informally under his elder brother Asʿad,
a noted teacher of Arabic and Syriac.

3 Quote in al-Bagdadi, Traboulsi and Winckler (forthcoming).
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Second, Asʿad’s death would completely change the course of Faris’s
life. In the 1820s, the Vatican launched its counter-offensive against the
ideas of the French Revolution and Protestantism, and Maronite Patri-
arch Hubaysh published two declarations against the “Protestant heresy”
forbidding his subjects any commerce with them under threat of excom-
munication. Asʿad al-Shidyaq, attracted to the ideas of reform, publicly
criticized the adoration of icons and considered the Bible, and not the
Church, as the supreme authority in matters of faith. He was arrested and
jailed, upon orders of the patriarch, in the dungeons of the patriarchal
seat at Qannubin, in Northern Lebanon, in 1825, where he died five
years later.4 After the arrest of his brother, Faris left the country for an
exile from which he would never return.

Al-Shidyaq’s life in exile spanned trip around the Mediterranean. In
Cairo, he taught Arabic to American Protestant missionaries and per-
fected his own Arabic and classical learning at the hands of the sheikhs of
al-Azhar. Invited by the British Foreign Office and the Society for the
Propagation of the Gospel to translate the Book of Prayers and the Bible
into Arabic, al-Shidyaq – now married to the daughter of rich Christian
Egyptian notables of Syrian origin –moved to Malta and then to London
in 1846. No sooner had he finished the translation of the Bible than he
broke with the Protestant missionaries and left for Paris where he lived a
life of debauchery and intense literary creativity. After a brief sejourn in
Tunis from 1857 to 1860 during which he converted to Islam, al-Shidyaq
moved to Istanbul, at the invitation of the Sultan, where he spent the last
twenty-five years of his life.

Third, Faris himself was typical of the emergence of a new type of
intellectual who broke with a long tradition of the mostly Christian
intellectuals who were employed as copyists or mudabbirs, secretaries,
scribes and educators of children, in the service of various quasifeudal
emirs, sheikhs and rulers. His would be the new generation of intellec-
tuals which lived off translation, journalism and teaching in close associ-
ation with Anglo-American Protestant missionaries.

Dialectics of East and West

The product of an East which he conceived of as plural and contradict-
ory, al-Shidyaq saw the West in a similar manner. His disciple among the
third generation of Nahdawis, Marun ʿAbbud (1886–1962), called him a
Westernized intellectual who revealed the negative as well as the positive

4 For a fine recent study of the dual Ottoman and American context of Asʿad al-Shidyaq’s
ordeal, see Makdisi (2008).
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aspects of the West.5 The attraction of civilization, progress, democracy
and freedom did not hide the misery of the majority of the working
populations in the Europe of the second half of the nineteenth century.
Al-Shidyaq’s life in Europe is related in three of his books, Al-Wasita
fi maʿrifat ahwal Malta (1863), Kashf al-mukhabba ʿan funun Urubba
(1863), al-Saq ʿala-l-Saq fima huwa al-Fariyaq (1855) and in numerous
articles for al-Jawaʾib, the Istanbul-based, Arabic journal which he
founded and edited from 1861 to 1884.6

With a keen sense of observation and a highly conscious sensitivity to
the paradoxical and the equivocal, he described every conceivable aspect
of the complexity of French and British societies. He marveled at the
security the English enjoyed and the absence of fear among them vis-à-vis
the police as much as he was horrified by the abominable serial crimes
committed in London and the countryside. He noticed approvingly that
Europeans never asked people about their origin or religion, contrary to
what prevailed in the East, yet he still preferred the generosity, solidarity
and intimacy of life in the East to the individualism and selfishness that
dominated European life. Indeed, he did acclaim the newest scientific
discoveries (e.g., the telegraph or the gas-lit streets) but did not disregard
the widespread superstition and the practice of “magic” among the
British.

Much that he admired equality among citizens in England, he was
aware of the rigidity of its social hierarchy, noting that “stratification
between the different classes of the people is very much like the stratifi-
cation of the organs of the human body, each having its own specific
function which it does not transgress.”7 Comparing the British and the
French, he noticed that the former venerated honorific titles whereas the
latter gave priority to competence. But most importantly, our author
was shocked to find that the condition of English peasants was no better
than that of their counterparts in his own country.8 Not content with
mere description, he sought after causes and discovered that at the
basis of the peasants’ misery laid the system of land ownership in which
a few thousand families monopolized the majority of the country’s
cultivable land.9

Writing on industrial relations, he discovered exploitation: “The whole
world rests on the labor of those who produced it and yet are deprived of
it.”10 He especially noted that the misery of the many made the happiness
of the few. He asked, “How could it be that this world is built upon so
much corruption?” So, “How could it be that a thousand human beings,

5 ʿAbbud (1980). 6 Hourani (1983: 98). 7 Al-Shidyaq (1855: 191).
8 Ibid., 76. 9 Ibid., 591. 10 Ibid., 595.
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nay two thousand, should labor for the happiness of only one man?”11

And in Victorian London, where rich and poor quarters coexisted
“as Heaven and Hell would coexist,” al-Shidyaq realized that poverty
was at the basis of social ills: crime, suicide, prostitution of adolescents,
abortion, and so forth. Thus al-Shidyaq became attracted to socialism.
He confessed that a “state of the poor” would be closer to reality and
to justice than the “state of the rich.”12 He was strongly opposed to
inherited wealth and rejected the argument of the rich that giving the
poor their due would only lead to more avidity on their part. He was
skeptical of the idealization of poverty propagated by religions and
posited that money corrupted human relations and feelings. Later,
in 1878, as he was following the development of the Russian socialist
movement in his Istanbul-based, Arabic newspaper al-Jawaʾib, he would
coin the Arabic translation for Socialism – “al-ishtirakiyya.”

Nevertheless, Shidyaq marveled how it was that, despite all the social
ills and the flagrant class differences, the English did not rebel, compared
to the frequent rebellions and revolutions of the French. He ventured
two interpretations: their individualism by which each minded their own
business, in the literal sense of the term; and their extreme poverty which
prevented them from being preoccupied with anything else but gaining
their daily bread. That passivity explained, in his view, the low percent-
age of policemen to the overall population required to keep law and
order: some 25,000 policemen for a population of 17 million.13

It bears mentioning that al-Shidyaq was no romantic in his appraisal of
capitalism and modern civilization. His positions could be contrasted
with those of Gibran Khalil Gibran (1883–1931), a revered writer of the
late Nahda who belonged to the mahjar group in New York and Boston.
The author of The Prophet (1923), the best-selling book of English prose
poetry on human affect, is a good example of the self-Orientalizing
attitude of a modern romantic poet facing industrial society, who looked
down on scientific discoveries as mere toys with which the “mind plays in
time of rest.”14 As Gibran defined the East primarily as a spiritual
essence, he saw the West as essentially material, scientific and techno-
logical. His reaction to the latter led him to prophesize the end of cities
and of the “absurd” material civilization, denouncing its “mechanical
inferno,” dreaming of the destruction of its most paramount symbol, the
airplane – this “scientific horse of fire” – so that the “winged human spirit
can freely soar in the unseen highs.”15

11 Ibid. 12 al-Sulh (1980: 209).
13 Al-Shidyaq (1863: 121–22). It is unclear how he arrived at these statistics.
14 Quote in al-Bagdadi, Traboulsi and Winckler (forthcoming). 15 Hawi (1982: ch. 4).
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Hourani seems to have considered al-Shidyaq’s description of life in
England and France “less perceptive” than that of Rifaʿa Rafiʿ al-Tahtawi
(1801–73).16 Whatever the case, it is pertinent here to compare
al-Shidyaq’s with al-Tahtawi’s descriptions of their stay in Europe in the
light of their geographical and social locations and what each was looking
for. To begin with, the events witnessed by the two men were radically
different. Al-Tahtawi arrived in Paris in 1826 – around a quarter of a
century before al-Shidyaq – and left after the outbreak of the republican
revolution of 1831. In his Takhlis al-ibriz fi talkhis Bariz (1834) he did not
hide his sympathy for the “Party of Freedom” that faced off against the
“Monarchist Party.”17 Al-Shidyaq, by contrast, was in Paris in the after-
math of the 1848 revolution which had a powerful working class compon-
ent and more pronounced democratic and social aims.

The position held by each of the two men in his own country and the
kind of experience he had in Europe greatly influenced their outlook.
Al-Tahtawi, the Azhari scholar, was an official of Mehmed Ali Pasha’s
administration in Egypt who was sent to Paris as Imam of the first
Egyptian student mission to the French capital. His outlook was very
much determined by the project to build a modern state in Egypt. In
France, he focused his attention on aspects that pertained directly to
political power and state building: the republican constitution, in par-
ticular the political and judicial equality between citizens, the rule of law,
or the division of powers. In addition, he was very much attracted to the
role of education in modernization, a Nahda obsession par excellence. In
brief, al-Tahtawi’s observations and comments on his stay in Paris would
categorize him as a liberal capitalist in economics and a republican in
politics. He admired industrialization without neglecting the negative
aspects of capitalism, which he viewed as economic phenomenon with
not much interest in its social effects. The Azhari sheikh thus rejected the
practice of interest and usury – but did not question the profit principle –
and warned that competition among capitalists often leads to bank-
ruptcy, but not to monopoly or the control of the market.

In contrast, al-Shidyaq, the exiled rebel, marginal critic of feudalism
and the Church, and declared enemy of traditions and of inequality
among men, was more focused on society than on the workings of the
state, on radical social change rather than on state-building. Indeed, he
criticized al-Tahtawi whom he succeeded as the editor of the Egyptian
government gazette, for failing to see such aspects of European life and
society in his Kashf al-Mukhabba.18

16 Hourani (1983: 98). 17 Newman (2004: 303–30).
18 For a discussion of this work, see El-Ariss (2013: 55–84).
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Freedom and Work

This critical view of European society of his time was completely altered
when al-Shidyaq discusses problems of the East. He accepted the pro-
blematics of the Nahda – that is, how to explain the progress of the West
and the regression of the East and how to bridge the gap between the two.
Yet his answers were radically different from those of his contemporaries.
They were articulated around three main axes: freedom, the value of
work and women’s liberation.

All of al-Shidyaq’s intellectual and life adventures were but a long
quest for freedom. At the heart of this conception lay his revolt against
human inequality and his firm belief in freedom of opinion. Commenting
on his brother’s incarceration and death, he addressed the Maronite
patriarch Yusuf Hubaysh with the following words: “let us suppose that
my brother had discussed and polemicized in matters religious and
maintained that you were in the wrong, you had no right to kill him for
that. You should have rather refuted his proofs and his arguments by
words or written texts.”19 The French editor of 1991 was not as indul-
gent as the Arab merchant who financed the publication of the Arabic
original in 1855 and included this passage after al-Shidyaq insisted on it.
More surprisingly, the French translator, a Syrian Catholic Christian
himself, offered no explanation for excluding the chapter in question
except to pretend that it contained autobiographical material not befit-
ting a book he considered a novel.

Regardless of whether al-Shidyaq’s book can be considered an early
Arabic novel or not, the fact remains that this suppressed autobiograph-
ical episode is one of hundreds of entries that related episodes from the
life of the author. The author did not hide that his book is autobiograph-
ical, fictionalized though it was. This is revealed in the book’s subtitle
al-Saq ʿala al-saq fima huwa al-Fariyaq (“The Leg over the Leg on Who is
Al-Fariyaq”), Fariyaq being but a contraction of the name of Shidyaq
himself - Fari[s al-Shid]yaq. In fact, the reason for the suppression of the
eight pages of this chapter (pp. 187–94) in the French translation was
likely the vicious attack al-Shidyaq launched not only on the Maronite
Church and its Patriarch, but also on the Catholic Church and the
Papacy. In it, he related episodes about the debauchery, corruption and
criminality of certain earlier popes. The chapter ended with al-Shidyaq
blaming his maternal cousin, Bishop Bulus Masʿad, who was responsible
for his brother Asʿad’s incarceration, which killed him. Whatever the
case may be, al-Shidyaq preached religious tolerance and denounced

19 Al-Shidyaq (1855: 188). See Khawam (1991).
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sectarianism in his home country. A secularist, he considered religion as
a private matter that could not be a viable foundation for the state. He
advocated the separation of religion and state and strongly supported the
sovereignty of the state over all religious institutions. Yet he believed that
every state should be inspired by the ideals of justice and equity which
religions preach.

While the Nahda project prioritized education as a principal mode of
access to modernity and progress, al-Shidyaq emphasized industrializa-
tion and the ethics of labor. In the modernization of the Egyptian ruler
Mehmed Ali, he conceived of progress as the reproduction of socio-
economic conditions that gave rise to it in the West. Work constituted
a pleasure in itself, he said, and it is also the means by which the future
was assured. He warned against reducing modernity and progress to
education, living in the cities and speaking a foreign language: “Educa-
tion without work,” he said, “is like a tree without fruits or a river without
water.”20 Al-Shidyaq’s own remarkable work rate and rigor made him
sensitive to the notion of time. Like Nahdawis of his and subsequent
generations, he frequently criticized what they considered the widespread
waste of time in the everyday life of the countries of the East.

Women and Language

Perhaps the most interesting aspect of al-Shidyaq’s literary and intellec-
tual production lies in his ideas on women. He defined the purpose of his
book Leg over Leg as “uncovering the marvels of Arabic and singing the
praise of women,” and went on to say that “he had himself been meta-
morphosed into a woman” while writing his book before God brought
him back as a man.21 The praise of women and the conjugation of
language in al-Saq ʿala al-saq produced an unending delirium in which
the most beautiful words of love coexisted with the detailed descriptions
of the sexual perversions of rich Europeans, the debauchery of the clergy
and the variety of sexual services offered by Parisian prostitutes, all
punctuated by long word lists on the different names for the parts of
the woman’s body, the act of love, and other intimacies.

More than forty years before the pioneer of Arab women’s rights,
Qasim Amin (whose Tahrir al-mar’a appeared in 1899), al-Shidyaq had
launched the famous formula “there will be no liberation nor renais-
sance of the East without the liberation and renaissance of the Oriental
woman.”22 But in contrast to other male champions of women during

20 Quote in al-Bagdadi, Traboulsi and Winckler (forthcoming). 21 Ibid.
22 Traboulsi and al-ʿAzmeh (1995: 34).
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the Nahda – like al-Tahtawi, al-Bustani or Amin – who dreamt of an
ideal Oriental woman educated yet restricted to her household, and
whose education was destined to produce a more enlightened generation
of men, al-Shidyaq stressed unmitigated equality between women and
men. He opposed sexual segregation because it reduced women to sexual
objects, and he defended women’s right to work, to choose their hus-
bands and to have equal rights to divorce. Yet he considered that the
right of women to education and work will remain incomplete as long as
men do not share all their interests with their wives and contribute to the
development of their own personalities.

Al-Shidyaq’s most original and controversial contribution on women,
however, was his defense of women’s right to pleasure. This is found in
his long dialogues with his feminine alter ego Al-Fariyaqiyya, a fictional
character, who, though evidently Fariyaq’s wife, cannot be reduced to
this status alone, for al-Shidyaq would have simply referred to her simply
as Fariyaqa, feminine of Fariyaq. Fariyaq discussed with Fariyaqiyya the
most intimate questions concerning the emotional and sexual life of man
and woman around the theme of instincts between freedom and repres-
sion. Fariyaqiyya evoked “extra-marital love” – both characters refrained
from using the term “infidelity” – and Fariyaq attacked social hypocrisy
and double-standards. He noted that women have more reasons to be
“unfaithful” than men, one of which was the husband’s incapacity to
satisfy his wife sexually. Worthy of note is that al-Shidyaq did not
consider European women as role models. He described them in all their
social differences and finest details, including looks, personality, dress,
behavior and relations with men. In ubiquitous comparisons between
French and British women, he claimed that Parisian women exerted
stronger control over their men but he preferrred British women (he
would marry one after the death of his Egyptian wife). Yet in all these
cases, he refrained from generalization and from stereotyping.

It is pertinent, in this respect, to compare al-Shidyaq’s views on Euro-
pean women with those of the French novelist Gustave Flaubert on Arab
women. Many years ago, Edward Said has exposed the Flaubert’s iden-
tification of the Orient with sexual allure. In explaining this identi-
fication, the author of Orientalism maintains that the French novelist
was searching in Egypt for what he, and his contemporaries, lacked
in nineteenth-century Victorian Europe where sex had become institu-
tionalized and subjected to a whole network of legal, moral and even
political restraints.23 It could very well be added that the dialectics of

23 Said (1978: 188).
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the East–West relationship operates in such a manner that each of
the two writers was searching in the country of the other for what he
lacked in his own country. Flaubert searched for prostitutes in Cairo and
al-Shidyaq in Paris and both found them. Yet the way each viewed his
own “discovery” was radically different.

Flaubert spent eight months in Egypt in 1848–49 during which
he wrote a travel journal. At that time, al-Shidyaq was in England.
Al-Shidyaq had moved to Paris, where he stayed for a similar period
of time, by the time Flaubert’s journal was published in Paris in 1853.24

In a few linguistically stunning pages, al-Shidyaq described the different
sexual services offered by Parisian prostitutes in highly sophisticated,
classical Arabic, drawing heavily on the rich tradition of classical Arab
erotic literature. In contrast, the great French novelist considered his
sexual encounters with a dozen ʿalimas and prostitutes in Egypt as suffi-
cient data for him to generalize and stereotype. Egyptian prostitutes were
synonymous with “the Arab woman,” in general, who appeared to him
as a “mere sexual tool . . . incapable of distinguishing one man from
another” inasmuch as she was incapable of obtaining pleasure or reach-
ing orgasm due the fact that she had undergone clitoridectomy.25

Al-Shidyaq’s curiosity concerning everything related to Europe drove
him to study prostitution as a social and human problem. He produced
statistics concerning the respective number of prostitutes in London and
Paris and investigated their legal and sanitary status, and then concluded
that poverty is a major cause that led women to prostitution. He was
particularly angry at the prostitution of minors describing, in biting
terms, the various afflictions they suffered from, notably sexually trans-
mitted diseases and forced abortion. In contrast, Flaubert boasted that he
had sex with a fourteen-year-old Egyptian prostitute.

In his Istanbul years, al-Shidyaq radically changed his political and
social ideas and positions, partly in conformity with his new patrons
and partly due to his conversion to Islam, but also under the impact of
events around him. Paradoxically, it was a workers’ revolt that pushed
al-Shidyaq to depart from his radical democratic ideas. The unbridled
violence of the working masses during the Paris Commune of 1871
shocked him deeply. As a journalist he scrutinized news concerning
the event and became a partisan of the principle of an “overriding
government” (hukuma qahira) empowered to subdue its citizens. But
he refused to countenance the right-wing campaign against the rebels.
Now a moderate reformer, he defended the Ottoman Tanzimat reforms

24 Flaubert (1991). 25 Quote in al-Bagdadi, Traboulsi and Winckler (forthcoming).
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and sought to strike a compromise between Islamic shura consultation
and the Republican principle of popular sovereignty without abandoning
his desire to reconcile freedom and equality. In his last days, he began to
invoke Arab national consciousness and declared his faith in the Arabic
language and “Arab ethnicity” in response to the emergence of Turkish
nationalist ideas in Istanbul’s Young Ottoman circle.26

The Work of Arabic Literature

Al-Shidyaq had long been a formidable Arabic grammarian, lexico-
grapher, translator and one of the earliest professional Arab journalists
in the Ottoman empire. He initiated the art of the maqala (the opinion
column) and wrote on a wide variety of topics in a staggering variety of
styles, including meditations on theater and on music. Al-Shidyaq’s
translation of the Bible stands as the best among the three main transla-
tions, according to Bishop Yusuf Dibs, though it was not adopted for
religious service.27 His major work on lexicography, al-Jassus ʿala
al-Qamus, was a critique of the famous classical dictionary al-Qamus by
al-Fayruzabadi.

The way al-Shidyaq presented the aim of this book al-Saq ʿala al-saq –
“revealing the wonders of language and singing the praise of women” –

reveals his infatuation with language and the art of writing as much as his
insistence on reviving the art of Arabic. Like his fellow Nahdawis, he
sought to go back to the original poetry and prose sources of the language
in order to rejuvenate it. While he did not fare well in poetry, though he
tried hard, his prose writing had an enormous influence on modern
Arabic. In linguistics, al-Shidyaq was an adept of the sound theory, as
he maintained that language emerged from the imitation of the sounds in
nature by early humans. He rejected stylistic ornamentation dominant in
his times, and he satirized the sajʿ (rhymed prose) and the traditional
maqama form. His major stylistic interest lay in linking form and content.
His style sought simplicity and naturalness, despite the fact that he was
capable of fishing out the most sophisticated and antiquated words from
the dictionaries and sprinkling them with colloquial ones derived from
classical Arabic. A decided enemy of rhetoric, he claimed that there was
so much freshness, elegance and ornamentation in natural beauty that it
needed no further additions. He goes further to say that linguistic orna-
mentation only diverted the readers’ attention from the real, interior
meaning of the word to the exterior form. By way of analogy he opined

26 Mardin (2000). 27 al-Bagdadi (1999).
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that a beautiful woman – ghaniya in Arabic – required no jewelry or
ornaments.28 Perhaps his most memorable idea on language was his
observation that freedom of expression imposed its own aesthetic style.29

Two Concluding Notes

Albert Hourani mentioned that al-Shidyaq was influenced by Rabelais.
Indeed, he was. We now know that al-Saq ʿala al-saq was also, and
perhaps primarily, written under the influence of Laurence Sterne’s
Tristram Shandy (1760). In line with this discovery, the Egyptian novelist
and critic Radwa ʿAshour has written an essay in which she defends the
thesis that al-Saq ʿala al-saq should be considered the first novel in
modern Arabic literature.30 The title of ʿAshour’s study of al-Shidyaq is
paradigmatic in this respect: al-Hadatha al-mumkina – “The Possible
Modernity.” As I have tried to show, this can also be used to characterize
all of his intellectual production.

The more one studies the Nahda, the more one discovers to what
extent the “spark” theory which frames much of its scholarship has
blocked many avenues of research, not least the research into the intel-
lectual history of the writers who contributed to the Nahda. I am con-
stantly surprised at the contradiction between attributing the Nahda to
European cultural and intellectual influence, on the one hand, and the
quasi-absence of research into what these men read of European culture
and intellectual production, on the other. Let the memory of Albert
Hourani and his example challenge us to wade into this field of research
with renewed vigor and rigor.

28 Al-Shidyaq (1855: 15). 29 Ibid., 72–73. 30 ʿAshour (2009).
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7 Liberal Thought and the “Problem” of Women
Cairo, 1890s

Marilyn Booth

Tracing the impact of the genesis, migration and circulation of ideas on
the societies of the Middle East in the late nineteenth to mid twentieth
centuries, Albert Hourani focused on incisive and far-reaching voices in
his now-classic Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age. He elicited the activism
and intellectual production of those who appeared to have most ably and
signally shaped socially responsive discourses that engendered – and
sometimes challenged – liberal outlooks holding sway among many Arab
intellectuals and politicians before World War II. Zeroing in on the
(decidedly male) heroes of Arab liberal thought, Hourani preferred to
attend intensively to the writings of a few rather than surveying the ranks
of female and male thinkers and writers – lesser known now, and often
then as well – who filled the columns of the new nationalist daily press in
the 1890s and later, and founded newspapers and magazines of their
own, producing reams of commentary on issues of the day.

This essay ponders what the results might be of creeping into the thick
underbrush of unsung intellectual ferment to which liberalism’s most
recognized interlocutors responded, and among which they moved.
I concentrate on the discursive management of gender and sexuality,
by now recognized as having strongly mediated Egyptian intellectuals’
responses to imperialism and colonial modernity.1 I do so not by con-
sidering the writings of the celebrated and controversial Qasim Amin
(1863–1908) or other well-known men of the time, but by studying
contributions by writers on the topic before and coeval with the publica-
tion of Amin’s famously provocative 1899 tract Tahrir al-marʾa (The
Emancipation of Women).

Albert Hourani was sensitive to the limitations of his chosen approach:
to analyze in depth the written views of a select number of thinkers
grappling with the question of how Arab societies should negotiate

1 On recent scholarship see my review essay, Booth (2013). I am grateful for suggestions
and comments from participants in the conference that gave rise to this volume, from the
editors, and from Ken Cuno, Andrew Marsham, and Nacim Pak-Shiraz.
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forces, ideas and material artefacts associated with European lifeways
and philosophies. It is helpful to reread his “Preface to the 1983 Reissue”
of Arabic Thought, where he reassesses his project twenty years on,
affirming his belief in its importance but suggesting ways it could have
been broadened, deepened and nuanced. I consider what Hourani calls
his “second generation, stretching roughly from 1870 to 1900” for whom
the burning question, he argued, was not whether to accept change but
rather primarily the need “to convince those formed in a new mould that
they could still hold on to something from their own past.” He also notes
the continuing importance of a project he did not take on, elaborating the
ideas of “those who still lived in their inherited world of thought, whose
main aim was to preserve the continuity of its tradition.”2 In this chapter
I consider two texts that aimed explicitly to hail a broader audience for
these burning issues, even to construct a new audience through direct
address and explicit didacticism – in a sense, to operationalize for a
(slightly) broader set of readers the more abstract formulations of the
thinkers whom Hourani assessed. Hourani also recognized and cared
about, but did not investigate, the question of how such ideas circulated
among audiences and what their implications might have been for daily
existence; for they “raise[d] questions about how men and women iden-
tified themselves and what they could believe about human life.”3

The two books I take up here are dissimilar in form and theme. One is
a hybrid text emerging from new and secular educational trajectories
and social-scientific discourses, in an adopted and adapted literary
form. The other is embedded in what would have been a more familiar
discursive framework, for 1890s readers, of the duties of the (Muslim)
believer. ʿAbd al-Qadir Murad’s and ʿAbd al-Halim Mahfuz’s al-Ghada
al-misriyya (The Egyptian Lovely, 1899)4 is a didactic novel that mounts
a rhetoric of intervention in contemporary gendered practices. Husayn
Fawzi’s al-Siraj al-wahhaj ʿan dhikr al-ʿawaʾid wa-huquq al-zawaj (The
Lamp Incandescent on Customs and Rights in Marriage Acquiescent,
AH 1314 [1896])5 is a treatise on getting and staying married,

2 Hourani (1983: vi, ix). 3 Ibid., iv. 4 Murad and Mahfuz (1899).
5 Fawzi (1896). My copy lacks the title page; publication information comes from Nusayr
(1990: 105). Fawzi (1896: 109) notes he completed writing it in AH 1310; thus, it may
have come out before AH 1314. The title in Fursat al-awqat substitutes al-ʿawayid for the
more classical form. The first installment must have appeared in 1892 because the same
issue carries a notice of the first issue of al-Fatat. The taqriz poem appearing a few pages
after the first installment is dated 1310. There are minor editing differences between the
serial version and the book; I follow the book, footnoting the earlier variants when
significant. Nusayr lists two books by Husayn Ahmad Fawzi as well; this may be the
same individual, as his father’s name was Ahmad (Nusayr: 5). I have not been able to
ascertain birth and death dates for any of these writers.
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simultaneously a work of polemics and a conduct manual. As different
as they are, both participate in a worldly discussion about the contours
of home, the meaning of “companionate marriage” and the perils of
parenting adolescents in a rapidly changing world. In these works, the
presence of European thought, more explicit (though telegraphic) in one
book than in the other, emerges in particular social artefacts and terms,
rather than as a set of ideas to be engaged. In different ways these works
are poised between the “inherited world of thought” and the “liberal
idea,” struggling to maintain aspects of the former with regards to gender
arrangements but recognizing that the latter remained highly salient to
Egyptians’ everyday lives. As has been demonstrated for so many times
and places, “the liberal idea” at its ideological roots, and in the social
outlooks of its makers, incorporated – and indeed was built on – patri-
archal assumptions and institutions that have shaped liberal (and usually
not very liberating) discourses on gender regimes. Expansive or flexible
articulations of gendered functions, spaces and allowed sociabilities have
served to further fix “woman” and “man” (and, more messily, women
and men) into hierarchically organized and naturalized social positions
along gender and class lines, and to impose heteronormative sexuality as
a national and modern duty.6

Qasim Amin’s Emancipation of Women did not spring from a discursive
vacuum, even if as early as the 1920s he was branded “the father of
Egyptian feminism.” As myself and some other scholars have been
observing for some time, female intellectuals like ʿAʾisha Taymur,
Zaynab Fawwaz, and Maryam Makariyus were already writing on these
topics, as were women in Turkey, while leading male intellectuals and
bureaucrats such as Butrus al-Bustani in Ottoman Syria, Namık Kemal
in the Ottoman capital, and Rifaʿa al-Tahtawi and ʿAli Mubarak in Egypt
had been publicly encouraging the formal, institutional schooling of
female children since the 1840s. But recognition has come more slowly
for the fact that debates on gender pervaded the newly boisterous public
sphere of the 1890s, comprised of a rapidly burgeoning non-official
periodical press and an emerging private book-publishing sector.
Lesser-known writers, especially those writing in periodicals other than
the oft-tapped al-Muqtataf and al-Hilal, are but rare appearances in the
scholarly literature. Yet in myriad forms – newspaper editorials and
essays, news reporting on everyday events and crime, published poetry
(in “classical” and vernacular Arabic), novels (translated and “Arabized”
as well as first written in Arabic), biography, translation, textual

6 There are many analyses of this. For a later moment in Egypt, see Booth (2013b).
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commentary or historical analysis – attention to gender as an organiza-
tional foundation of society was everywhere.

Amin’s book joined – rather than initiated – a fervent debate. Else-
where, I have analyzed historical treatises, historical fiction and biog-
raphy for their uses of history as contemporary interventions in the
politics of gender in Egypt’s second decade as a British colonial posses-
sion, as I have considered back-page local news reporting in the national
daily al-Muʾayyad with the same concerns in view.7 By attending to a
didactic novel and a wide-ranging treatise on practices and duties in
marriage, can we reconsider the controversy that Amin’s Emancipation
of Women aroused in light of its immediate prehistory?

Novelizing Conduct

ʿAbd al-Qadir Murad and ʿAbd al-Halim Mahfuz were a pair of medical
students (min talabat al-tibb, as they call themselves on the title page).
Like many novels of the time, The Egyptian Lovely placed a young female
figure at the center of the action, signaling this pivotal position by making
the novel her (anonymized) namesake.8 Contemporaneous works that
evoked various histories to excavate a genealogy of gender politics, such
as ʿAli Jalal’s AH 1308 (1890–91) Mahasin athar al-awwaliyyin, fima
li-l-nisaʾ wa ma ʿalayhinna fi qawanin qudamaʾ al-misriyyin (Merits of the
Ancestors’ Traces, on Women’s Duties and Legal Places, in the Ancient
Egyptians’ Laws and Graces); Habib Efendi al-Zayyat al-Dimashqi’s al-
Marʾa fi al-jahiliyya (Women in the Pre-Islamic Era, 1899); and Shaykh
Hamza Fathallah’s Bakurat al-kalam ʿala huquq al-nisaʾ fi’l-Islam (First
Lights on Islam and Women’s Rights), also appearing in 1308/1890, were
clearly aimed at a male and highly literate audience and, to some extent,
an international one.9

The Egyptian Lovely, to the contrary, is aimed at a local and cross-
gender audience, though with a specific hierarchy of addressees. But like
the amateur historians, Murad and Mahfuz wrote The Egyptian Lovely as
a pedagogic intervention with a clear politics of address. It features overt
intrusions by an external narrating (overtly authorial) voice. This aligns it
with other riwayat (novels, narratives) of the time. Fictional narrative
modeled on European works, sometimes translated or adapted from

7 Booth (2006, 2015).
8 On fiction titles’ salience to the theme of gender politics in the early Arabic novel see
Booth (2015).

9 Jalal (1890–91); al-Zayyat al-Dimashqi (1899). Fathallah (1890–91). On these see Booth
(2015).
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them (with or without attribution), was an emerging expressive form in
the second half of the 19th century, in Ottoman Syria as well as Egypt.
Many of these works incorporated overt editorializing and didacticism,
and were explicitly written to instruct as well as entertain (as their authors
often explained in rather defensive prefaces, given that the novel
remained a suspect genre). Murad and Mahfuz’s novel falls on the more
overtly didactic side of the varying practices subsumed under the label of
riwaya with its implied invitation to imaginative narrative (the term was
also used for texts written as plays).

Their story is set in the recent past, a convenient choice for those
seeking to criticize current practices while maintaining a fiction of tem-
poral distance. Choice of setting as a strategy linked to a critique of
gender arrangements does not signal a desire to launch an historical
investigation, though, or to evaluate Egyptians’ or Arabs’ or Muslims’
histories as such. Like the authors of the other works mentioned earlier in
this chapter, Murad and Mahfuz use history for purposes of the present –
but in this case vaguely, just to set the scene. Though labeled as a
“[fictional] narrative,” their text is a hybrid: part story, part persuasive
tract and part how-to manual on raising children, from prenatal care to
choosing a daughter’s spouse and beyond. It narrativizes concerns –

indeed, anxieties – about women and girls, the family and marriage,
and popular medical practices that were articulated repeatedly in the
press, from podiums, and in parlours.

The Egyptian Lovely does not exhibit the specifically male terms of
address that characterize the historians’ sense of readership. In fact, as
a quasi-fictional work, it suggests a desire to reach as broad an audience
as possible, while deploying the structure common at the time and later
of male characters in the text acting as “masterly” instructors of female
characters – much as the authors saw themselves as doing extratextually,
by asserting the authority of (male) physicians over (female) midwives
and expectant mothers, a theme that runs through the story. Medical
discourse offers a mode of argumentation, a claim of professional author-
ity, and an invitation to readers to consume the novel as a self-help
manual and guide to parenting girls. In parallel, the hierarchical structure
of discourse in the text models a ‘modern’ patriarchal marriage.

The pair’s preface exhibits a common combination of affective identi-
fications and aspirations: pride and hopeful belief in the homeland,
defensiveness over local popular practices, reformist zeal to bring Egyp-
tians into (the authors’) line, and confidence in the didactic power of
words, particularly fiction. As noted, the novel was quite a new and
somewhat ambivalently regarded genre at the time. It materialized partly
out of familiarity with similar modes of writing in Europe – not
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necessarily the novel’s best recommendation, at a time when both
Britain’s 1882 occupation of Egypt and the alleged Europeanization of
Egyptian elite urban youth were coming under increasingly vociferous
attack. The juxtaposition of the authors’ sober aims and a “frivolous”
genre suggests, though, that fiction’s potential didactic power – through
its creation of identification between authors, audience and characters,
and what writers vaunted as its ability to painlessly instruct and change
readers – was recognized by writers and readers in 1890s Egypt.

Every person who loves his homeland [watan] and hopes it will enjoy ascent
and advancement must defend it to the extent of his ability from all that mars
it or causes others to scorn, mock and criticize it. It is well known that vanities
and idle talk, humbug and hoaxes, know a fine market among us: how lucky
their adherents, how sincere their talk, how correct their views! Among these
widespread silly topics of conversation is that of how to treat and cure hysteria –

or al-aryah – with night-time amulets, incense and zars [exorcism ceremonies].
It is uncommon to find a head of an urban Egyptian family who does not
complain of the deeds that kudiyat [female zar-leaders] do with his women. But
they [the men] must give in to them [i.e., to “their” women] either because the
men know nothing about illness and its proper treatment, or because they believe
the lies of those scoundrelly females [the zar-leaders].
Since the spread of such foolishness among us is one cause of derision leading

others to laugh at us, and since it wastes much precious time, we believe the best
way to erase these tall tales and stupidities and root them out from our homes is
to explain this illness in a simple manner easy to understand . . . so all will learn
that hysteria is an illness like all others, and its cure is in the hands of doctors.
For the sake of awakening in the masses a desire to read what we write, we have
put it in the form of a novel. Here it is: we offer it to readers.10

Murad and Mahfuz’s interest is clearly not in novel-writing per se (and
the text itself suggests that fiction was not their forte), but in locating a
form that will appeal to “the masses” – likely, to female as well as male
readers or listeners. In this lies a gesture to a double audience, those
“masses” in need of teaching, and the enlightened and implicitly male
peers to whom the authors can explain themselves, with “the masses”
kept firmly in the third-person distance. The structure of the preface and
of the tale itself give us to understand that the novel operates on two
levels, interactively: as an entertaining warning to “the masses” but also
as a manual of instruction aimed at men who “know nothing about
illness” but are ready to listen to (male) physicians and then to instruct
the rest, or perhaps to read the novel out loud to wives, mothers, sisters,
and daughters. A further layer of address, which links the authors
to better-known reformist intellectuals of their time, comprises the

10 Murad and Mahfuz (1899), unpaginated.
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“others who laugh at us,” European onlookers including colonial
officials. Qasim Amin and others were highly conscious of this
meta-audience.11

This male mediator is singled out from the start as a primary target of
the authors’ rhetoric of persuasion. Reiterating their exhortatory preface,
the authors call their first chapter “Men’s Felicity lies in Women’s
Soundness.”12 It is in men’s interest to attend to women’s needs – and
men’s felicity is primarily at stake here, as is the very notion of what
makes the proper man. Saʿada (“felicity”) connotes both emotional
contentment and material ease; salah (“soundness, rightness”) signifies
a sound and healthy physical state and an outlook of moral probity and
publicly demonstrable social uprightness. In this tale physical, mental
and moral states are inseparable; the two medical-student authors invoke
sound bodies and sound minds as together making a sound nation – with
careful oversight from the emerging masculine medical profession. The
pair as a narrative persona imbue the emerging efendi figure with a sense
of national duty in convenient accord with their profession, and firmly
gendered and classed in their sense of how and where to discipline
Egyptian subjects. They model what Lucie Ryzova and Wilson Jacob
have elaborated as “efendi masculinity” in its early form.13 Through a
politics of proper gender location, they exhibit a scientific discourse of
modernity, draw on a script of romantic love, uphold the liberal notion
of girls’ formal education and deploy the ideal-in-formation of the
emerging heteronormative nuclear family unit to fix masculine patri-
archal authority and feminine domestic labor as the blueprint for a sound
and healthy nation.

As noted, and like many novels of the time, the story begins in a very
recent past and deploys traditional rhetorical patterns, such as inserted
poems that elaborate on moments of description in the prose, and sajʿ
(rhymed, and ideally rhythmic, prose). The setting is quite typical,14 a
garden-ringed stately urban home (qasr, palace) that alerts us to the
characters’ status, while allusion to Egypt’s late ruler suggests a perspec-
tive defined by the upper echelons of society and the state:

In the era of the late Tawfiq Pasha, the former khedive, there sat in Shariʿ . . . [sic]
Number 18 a beautiful, consummately built mansion of dazzling splendor and
glory, encircled by a high garden of low-hanging fruits. [Here a poem describes
the mansion and garden, qasr and janna]. In this edifice lived one of Egypt’s best
men, those known for good conduct and name: for sound mind and good heart

11 On this in the history works I mentioned above, see Booth (2013a).
12 This could also be read as “the salvation or improvement of women.”
13 See Ryzova (2013), and Jacob (2011). 14 Booth (2006).
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he knew fame. Honest and upright, he was of fine moral might; a lover of the
homeland, his self-esteem most grand. No more than 40 years, his strong build
and fine appearance indicated his sharp intelligence. At the age of 28 he married
a woman from the most noble of Egyptian families, venerable of descent, great
of lineage.
This lady was pious, chaste and tender, and loved her husband sincerely. She

lacked none of the finest qualities and accomplishments except knowledge of
reading and writing. Yet this did not diminish her worth, for she surpassed other
women in decorum and manners, grace and good company, and dedication to
her husband’s contentment. She strove with fullest ability to ward away all that
might trouble him.15

He is the perfect masculine exemplar, and she is the perfect companionate
caring wife, already a well-established proto-nationalist paragon. Signifi-
cantly, she does not read or write (and whether girls should learn these
skills, and to what extent, was a topic of furious debate at the time). This
will affect her daughter’s upbringing adversely. But they seem to have
the perfect modernmarriage as envisioned bymale intellectuals of the era,
one of mutual help and respect, but where the woman is ever aware that
her well-being depends entirely on her husband. If they are partners, their
interests harmonious, there is no doubt about where authority lies, who
determines those interests, and who must please whom the most.

She watched over his preferences and liked what he liked. With such exalted
attributes, pleasing character and honorable tendencies, her husband inclined
fully to her, gave her his heart and stood ready to serve her and to fulfill her
every desire.
They continued on in this state of mutual affection and felicity . . . . For there is

no felicity superior to a daily life based on accord such that each member of the
married couple works for the good of the other. No one would disagree that a
man’s felicity lies in having a sound and suitable wife, an intelligent one who
knows that her moral and physical soundness derives from his, her well-being
comes from his, and her ease and contentment lie in his. A person’s interior
cannot be well ordered, she knows, cannot proceed on the basis of uprightness
and perfection, unless the woman considers her husband as her partner in life and
knows their best interest is a shared one.
Regrettably, though, we see many of our Egyptian women considering their

husbands but temporary companions, and believing a single word coming from
[a husband’s] mouth in a moment of anger becomes a reason for separation.
Thus we see women concerning themselves only with themselves, squandering
the interests of their husbands heedlessly, becoming expert in buying all kinds of
adornment and trinkets, not caring whether the husband is able to bear those vast
expenditures or not. It is all the same whether he is happy or miserable, as long as
she has abundant cause for contentment.16

15 Murad and Mahfuz (1899: 1–2). 16 Ibid., 2–3.
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Note how quickly this novel veers into didactic exposition focused on
women’s behavior and generalizes from the fictional situation to the
category of women at large. The passage is in company with many
writings of the time that targeted women critically for wasteful consump-
tion as a burden on men and the nation. The immediate scene sketched
here is situationally ironic: it was perhaps not intended, but can be
read, as evocative of men’s prerogative to divorce their wives with a few
properly-chosen words. (What woman would not spend as much as
possible of her husband’s money before the fatal words could emerge?)
The authors do admit next that men exist who regard divorce as an easy
exit strategy should they find the slightest of faults in their wives, but they
are confident that if a man finds his wife loving, concerned to safeguard
his property and dutiful, then he will without a doubt “incline toward
her.”17 To ensure that readers understand properly, an inserted poem
instructs readers that it is divinely ordained that a woman must do her
best to please her man.18

As this couple live their felicitous life, time passes but with no preg-
nancy to show for it. Weeping in her room, the wife resorts to a tried and
true tactic.

She brought in midwives secretly without her husband’s knowledge, to give
vent to her grieving in their company and explain the causes of her pain. . . .
They told her of a remedy they had inherited from the ignorant Egyptian shaykhs
and their old women. As every exacting scholar or thorough investigator knows,
these experiments were used anciently on people here and there, back when
ignorance was widespread. On some people, these worked, for whatever
reason . . . so women transmitted them generation after generation, making some
modifications and altering certain details. Later people inheriting them used
them for every illness that had even a slight resemblance to the ones they had
been used for anciently.
It has been proven that the uneducated midwife, no matter how vast her

experience, cannot diagnose the problem precisely and thus cannot prescribe
its correct remedy; moreover, she does not know the effect of medicines she uses
nor the dangers accruing if she errs in their usage.
This poor woman was so crazed about getting pregnant that she tried

everything even when it caused intense pain. Her husband made it obvious that
he was not concerned about [pregnancy], out of sympathy for her, wanting not to
give her unease. She knew this, but she knew also that he awaited a pregnancy like
a sick man awaits cure.19

The narrating voice interrupts the story with a mini-history of these
remedies, clearly if rather defensively ascribing their longevity to
women’s oral transmission. It is but a step to the “uneducated midwife”

17 Ibid., 3–4. 18 Ibid., 4. 19 Ibid., 5–6.
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whose experience is no match for expert diagnosis. The husband tells his
spouse that she should see a female doctor [hakima]. Hakimas were
trained in government schools, licensed to practice in clinics, to carry
out forensic tasks and to fulfill other needed duties at police stations.20

They were to be male doctors’ assistants (and men and women in the
government-run medical establishment were encouraged to marry each
other). From the perspective of a male medical student, hakimas were
officially endorsed yet safely subservient.

But she brought in midwives, she explains. Midwives were a more
familiar presence for women, and there is evidence for some competition
in the late nineteenth century between midwives and government-trained
hakimas, for the latter both needed the locally-based midwives (dayas)
for the access to women they could offer, and yet spurned them as
rivals.21 In the novel, the husband instructs the wife on the dangers of
midwives and why she should prefer someone trained in the medical
profession (the novel’s authors, for instance, or their hakima helpers).22

The husband’s words become a direct address to the female reader or
listener: “You were wrong to call them, and had I known, I would not
have let you do it, for a person who gives himself up to those ignorant folk
regards his own life as valueless.”23 The wife is quickly convinced:
“Praise the Lord for my safe delivery from their hands.” The husband
summons “the most famous female doctor in Egypt” who is there within
the hour and examines her as he – good efendi that he is – reads a
newspaper to dispel “the torment of waiting.” The next month, “the
signs of pregnancy appeared . . . and from this time intimations of joy
spread through this great house.”24

“Any passerby would be astonished at the abundance of carriages lined
up against the garden walls, and would think he was in ʿAbdin Square on
the morning of ʿId al-Fitr.”25 But our concern (we the audience) is not
the ritual niceties once the good news is out, nor the sociability of joy
surrounding the formation of a new nuclear family. For we are inside the
house, listening in on the hakima’s monologue as she addresses the
mother and offers detailed advice on prenatal care, woman to woman:
what to eat and wear, when to take baths, how to maintain a regular
schedule and (crucially) how to avoid excessive emotions. Through male
interlocutors (authors, and possibly readers), an envisioned female audi-
ence “hears” that advice as well.

Perhaps all of this good medical counsel is why our mistress is only in
labor for half an hour before giving birth to a healthy girl, welcomed by

20 Kozma (2011: ch. 2). 21 Ibid. 22 Murad and Mahfuz (1899: 6). 23 Ibid., 7.
24 Ibid., 7, 8. 25 Ibid., 10.
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the father: “The sayyid arrived on that evening’s express train, finding
many friends at the station to congratulate him. At home, he kissed his
wife on the brow and after reassuring himself of her health, he took
his daughter in his arms and began to kiss and hug her, tears of joy
streaming from his eyes. He requested his wife to name her Latifa
(‘Lovely’ or ‘Gentle’).”26

Latifa’s history between the ages of one day and sixteen years is hidden
behind a series of narratives about proper upbringing, including an
emphasis on “paternal love that is not given its due importance.”27 An
embedded story ensues, narrated by the father, who has brought five-
year-old Amina into their home. She is the daughter of a neighbor,
Mahmud the “famous” merchant, brought low by a female broker
(simsara) who invited prostitutes to his home and lured him into gambl-
ing until he went bankrupt and killed himself in shame. Abu Latifa has
taken in the little daughter as a pious act (we never learn what happens to
her mother), and thus are we instructed in the difference between good
and bad masculinity, with a lesson on the dangers of impious behavior,
a topic much rehearsed in the contemporaneous press.28

In chapter 4, “Educating women,” we learn too of the father’s desire
that his daughter learn to read and write, as well as studying usul al-din
(fundaments of the faith) and basic maths. He expresses this in a mono-
logue to his wife, for – as a good modern husband – he wants her opinion
(though he rarely pauses to listen to it). An exchange between husband
and wife spells out (in his voice) the vital importance of education:
“Among life’s imperatives now, as every intelligent person knows, is that
a daughter be educated in a way that does not exceed or betray neces-
sity.” He thus articulates a signal element in an emergent nationalist
agenda voiced by Qasim Amin and many others. This cautious discourse
on the value of (some) reading for girls responds to what was an intense
debate carried out in books and periodicals, on the sensitive issue of how
girls ought to be trained. For what purposes and aspirations, how much
and for how long, in what subjects, by whom, and where? Books such as
The Egyptian Lovely enacted this debate in its particulars and arguments,
and also manifested how girls were seen as objects rather than subjects of
such training. It suggests how an educational project that might appear
to open up areas of knowledge to new constituents actually served to
solidify class and gender boundaries by establishing clearly gendered

26 Ibid., 15. 27 Ibid., 17.
28 That the late gambler is a merchant, and the savior-father seems to be a cross between an

upper-class landowner and a professional-bureaucratic type, or efendi, is worth
pondering further, but is beyond the scope of this chapter.
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educational trajectories and consolidating elite family units that could
maintain the hold of certain social groups over the national-state-to-be.

But Umm Latifa wonders, “What is the use of educating our daughter
when she has vast wealth, splendid beauty and fine morals? . . . An
education might slow her growth.”29 The husband hastens to note
that he does not intend “turning her into an eloquent writer” or having
her “delve deeply into the sciences” but only that she learn the Quran
and enough writing and arithmetic to supply “knowledge useful to her
sex in this earthly life, to broaden her understanding and know her duty
toward her husband, her children, relatives and all with whom she
deals. I will make it my business to select the books that come into her
hands.” Closely echoing contemporaneous debates in the press over
the extent and content of appropriate reading for the adolescent girl,
such a declaration shows how, far from allowing girls an expanded fund
of knowledge, education was deployed in the efendi class to enhance
gendered distinctions in social roles and duties. It could restrict the
domain of the feminine, while manufacturing presentable wives for
the elites.

Responding to another emerging motif in public discourse, Abu Latifa
pledges, “Just as I will take care of educating her soul and mind, I will be
assiduous in training the body (tarbiyat al-jasad), for I know that a sound
mind must inhabit a sound body.”30 The conversation is detailed in its
adumbration of familiar themes, incorporating virtues and vices of novel
reading, lessons to be learned from the exemplary practices of women of
the prophet’s family who “knew how to read and write,” and the advan-
tages an educated woman has in raising healthy children.

Umm Latifa (who, we remember, was not formally educated) is a
loving parent, but she is too lenient; the authors juxtapose description
of her ways with a homily on proper mothering. As a result, young
Latifa’s home tutoring (from a male teacher selected by her father) does
not yield good results: “The mother was a stumbling block to her
husband’s honorable aims because she thought his course of action
would spoil her daughter’s morals and character.” Indeed, she is the
spoiler, sending a servant to spy on the teacher and undermining his
disciplinary efforts. Therefore, at the age of sixteen, Latifa “had no
concern but amusement, adorning herself, and being dazzled by fine
clothes and her own beauty”31 – an embodiment of behavior often
criticized and lampooned in the press, and a distress to her father. That
she grows up to favor al-khulaʿa wa-l-malahi – dissolute behavior and

29 Ibid., 24. 30 Ibid., 25. 31 Ibid., 30, 44.
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amusements or places of entertainment – as well as expensive finery and
spending hours before the mirror, is shown to be the result of a lack of
education and proper upbringing, not – as was sometimes claimed by
opponents of girls’ education – an outcome of schooling.
Gradually the teenager shows symptoms of anorexia, irregular menses

and mood changes. A male doctor summoned to the home informs her
father that it is “an illness very widespread among women.”32 Again the
reader is treated to detailed medical counsel (explanation of the import-
ance of regular menses, and so forth), and the father models good
behavior by showing deference to the (male) medical profession. With
Latifa’s nervous disposition, the doctor says (echoing the authors’ pref-
ace), “she is susceptible to the illness common among girls of [good]
family, hysteria, known among the masses as al-rih, and which they treat
by visiting shaykhs and mounting zars.”33 The doctor prescribes exercise
“in secluded places, fields and gardens.”34

The two medical students’ emphasis – and gloss for readers – on
hysteria insinuates their induction into European-provenant concerns
of the time, the fin-de-siècle fascination with mental conditions and their
alleged responsibility for “degeneration” of the species, linked in turn to
understandings of (and fears about) imperial reach.35 In Europe in the
same decade, women and girls were marked out as particularly (and
sometimes exclusively) vulnerable to conditions labelled as “hysteria”
or “neurasthenia” and explained as nervous deterioration due to a
myriad of causes (not including the possible effects of gendered expect-
ations for, and pressures on, their present and future lives in society).
The transferral of this notion with its gendered regulatory consequences
to colonized societies such as Egypt through medical training and popu-
lar scientific writings is evident in texts such as The Egyptian Lovely,
where it is intended for further dissemination to an expanding market
of novel readers, among them young women.

But perhaps it is time to marry! From many suitors, papa selects a
Pasha’s son, known to a friend of the father’s because “he was with me in
Europe studying the law and is now on the court.”36 Will this be another
perfect modern companionate marriage? It seems so: after Latifa gets a
lecture from her father on proper wifehood, she turns miraculously into
the perfectly behaved young matron and dutiful wife. But the good times

32 Ibid., 48. 33 Ibid., 51. 34 Ibid., 51.
35 See, e.g., Bourne Taylor (2007: 13–30). For a contemporaneous discussion, see H.B.

Donkin, “Hysteria,” in ADictionary of Psychological Medicine (1892), excerpted in Ledger
and Luckhurst (2000: 245–50).

36 Murad and Mahfuz (1899: 54).

Liberal Thought and the “Problem” of Women 199

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.011
https://www.cambridge.org/core


last only until Muhammad Bek, the young husband, meets Mademois-
elle Thérèse at a bachelor friend’s home.37

Eventually, having recognized her mostly absent husband’s lack of
interest, Latifa and her mother engage the services of a kudiyya, or zar
leader, behind Abu Latifa’s back. This offers an opportunity to describe
the zar in detail, from the women who run it and their modes of persua-
sion, to the expenses incurred – another way in which women were
said to waste husbands’ and fathers’ resources. The description indicts
women’s networks, women’s oral knowledge and women’s alleged
gullibility. The theme of education as a disciplining force is somewhat
undermined by a homily on women’s responsibility for (illicit) love
relationships, which the authors appear to suggest can only be avoided
through seclusion. If the husband went astray, it is the fault of European
women, and Muhammad Bek’s final words to his inconstant lover
become an accusation directed at all women, with an echo of the Quran
and orally told stories of old: “Woe to women and their craftiness, for
their craftiness is great.” But Muhammad Bek is yet more explicit in his
misogyny, aimed at a female persona who stands in equally for Europe’s
allegedly corruptive and destructive potential, and for that of the category
of women tout court: “Women are devils who were created for us, and we
seek refuge in God from the cunning of devils.”38 Europa undermines
marital harmony and social stability, even as Europe provides the lan-
guage of this novel’s medical expertise. The young husband is the target
of criticism here, but in the context of the authors’ overall indictment of
women’s culture, he is implicitly the creation of his absent (and presum-
ably uneducated) mother, and at a greater remove, of the Egyptian
aristocracy, as the son of a Pasha. While the authors display no sympathy
for classes below their station, their critique of Egypt’s upper class was
enough to leave space for the upward mobility they sought.

Ultimately, the daughter’s eyes are opened to the zar as a swindle. Her
father, now called “the professor” (al-ustadh), perhaps a gesture to a
social positioning as educated efendi from a landowning family, suffi-
ciently well-off to live in a qasr, explains that if “Egypt’s boys and girls
were educated there would be no doubt that after enlightenment their
minds would not accept these foolish matters . . . and we could appear
before the civilized world looking proud and honorable.”39 The point,

37 This intimates a criticism of bachelorhood as detrimental to the nation’s family plan. On
critiques of bachelors as not fulfilling national duty (which became more pointed in later
decades), see Kholoussy (2010).

38 Murad and Mahfuz (1899: 123). In the first sentence, the word makr rather than the
more usual kayd is used.

39 Ibid., 136.
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then, is not just the bodily and mental health of Egyptians, or even the
notion of education as a vaccine against ready acceptance of either
inherited practices or European ways, but the very reputation of Egypt
in the modern world, its national health threatened equally by received
local practices and foreign (and female) corrupt presences.

Latifa embraces the wisdom of her father’s ways and summons a male
doctor. (It must be obvious by now to the reader that the entire novel is
an extended advertisement for its authors’ profession.) We never learn
whether the straying husband returns – one hopes he does not, although
we do learn of his repentance – but Latifa and her parents are saved from
the clutches of old women and dubious shaykhs, while en route the
reader is treated to pronouncements on childrearing and girls’ education,
the importance of letting fiancés get to know each other, and the causes
and treatment of “hysteria.”

Thus, The Egyptian Lovely sketches a contemporary history of compet-
ing notions about how the social body is to be ordered and kept sound,
via the bodies and minds of economically and socially privileged young
women (and the men who regulate them), all from the perspectives of a
self-fashioned modern masculine establishment. Two sources of know-
ledge and social-physical regeneration are at stake: folk knowledge
embodied in elder women, “ignorant shaykhs,” “uneducated midwives”
and women’s communal lives and networks, versus the medical profes-
sion (tabibs/hakims and to a lesser extent hakimas) and the state welfare
institution. These are supported by the professional male bourgeoisie
and the more established, older but enlightened landowning class. Abu
Latifa himself is presented as a member of both. Recall, he is off inspect-
ing his agricultural lands as his wife is in labor, even as he also represents
efendi/ustadh identity.

The Egyptian Lovely joined a debate begun in the late 1880s as voices
rose critiquing the zar and associated practices. This is one thematic-
critical node around which the problematic of gender relations and the
gendered order of society clustered in the 1890s. The zar was a conveni-
ent, elaborated signifier of unmodern, unacceptable consumption prac-
tices (with women as active consumers and men as passive funders), and
of women as uncontrollable sexually and financially (and dangerous in
groups). It was the undisciplined opposite of all that modernity was
supposed to stand for and offer. It was also a signifier of racialized and
class hierarchies, as many zar leaders were Sudanese; it has been sug-
gested that the zarwas brought to Egypt with the trade in African slaves.40

40 Kozma (2011: 26). See also Troutt-Powell (2003).
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With slavery’s abolition (however incompletely realized) in 1869, and
the consequent presence in Egypt of former slaves who had no means
of support or networks, the availability of zar practitioners may have
skyrocketed. Perhaps this is why it is such a topic of concern in the
1890s Egyptian press. It is one of the material and discursive presences
against which, though usually implicitly, leading thinkers formulated
their models for a rational, liberal, but orthodox, Islamic system. By its
nature, it injected gender difference into the heart of both all that was
“wrong” with Egypt and the disciplines that were needed to make it right.

The novel thus enacts (and preaches) a message of disciplined and
sober urban Egyptian family life, modeling the ideal nuclear family and
warning against the pitfalls of relying on practices associated with
women. Its authors operate on an entirely different plane of discourse
than did the leading reformist thinkers of the time, such as Muhammad
ʿAbduh or even Qasim Amin, but they raise similar issues of how to be
modern as individuals and as a society. It grapples concretely with issues
that Hourani’s interlocutors treated more abstractly, although Amin’s
1899 work – less than his 1901 follow-up – focused intermittently on
issues of behavior and daily practice as well.

Policing Marriage

A few years before The Egyptian Lovely appeared, Husayn Fawzi, a clerk
in the Customs Administration, had produced The Lamp Incandescent
on Customs and Rights in Marriage Acquiescent. Published serially in the
periodical Fursat al-awqat, this came out in book form as late as 1314/
1896.41 Dedicating it to his father (“I ask only that he read it from first to
last”), Fawzi claims to treat “a mighty subject that no one has preceded
me in doing, nor has anyone knocked on the door of this noble method,”
the foundation of which he defines as specifically Islamic legal-behavioral
issues (al-masaʾil al-sharʿiyya), “adorned with the ornamental belt of
adab [belles-lettres, refinement] and crowned with learning’s coronet.”42

A rather similar work, alluded to earlier in this chapter, Hamza Fathallah’s
First Lights on Islam and Women’s Rights had appeared in 1891, also
claiming to be the first of its kind (an interesting claim in itself). Like
Murad and Mahfuz, though in a differently shaped text, Fawzi seeks to
intervene by instruction in the fraught issue of modern marriage. Also
like them, his work produces an anxious figuration of young elite

41 Fawzi (1896). The title in Fursat al-awqat substitutes al-ʿawayid for the more
classical form.

42 Ibid., 3.
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masculinity in peril as well as a portrayal of modern marriage that fixes
women in the home and yokes their training to a domestic future.43

Immediately Fawzi mobilizes gender, through the conventional invo-
cation of praise for the divine, elaborated thematically to evoke his
chosen topic. I quote this opening passage at length, because I find its
progression significant:

Praise God who created all beings with His power and after His will, and made
women an adornment to men and a firm and upstanding support in every
situation. Praise be to He who arranged matters around the crucial pivot on
which they depend, in the sphere of women’s work. Women were created that all
conditions be good and right [li-salah al-ahwal],44 and were made to exist [to
ensure] abundant offspring from which communities [or nations: umam] derive
pride in the face of other communities. From those chaste well-protected45

females are produced men who praise God and seek His forgiveness from every
[untoward] leaning . . . And I say, as one who acknowledges my shortfalls and my
inability, Husayn son of Ahmad son of Muhammad Fawzi: As it is part of
completing one’s religion to marry and immunize oneself from every devilish
incitement to evil, one must follow the path that came in the Noble Verses and
honorable Hadiths concerning marriage. A man must be on his guard and
confront the matter carefully before patterns are set, to have a strong grasp of
his situation and to order well his domestic well-being. Thus can he join the
way and company of men, prepared for the perfections that complete him,
not overlooking anything in which resides proper and sound attributes and
corrective measures for himself and his family, whether his offspring or other
kin, and not spending wastefully or extravagantly from the income God has
provided him, but only on what necessity requires, proceeding according to his
ability without incurring unbearable costs, for God is forgiving, and commands
him repeatedly in His Precious Book not to be spendthrift. . . . How many a rich
man squanders his fortune, his property vanishing like the wind in his rebellious
disobedience to the Creator . . . how many a property owner has found his
building razed to the ground because he obeyed Zayd and placated ʿAmr and
stayed up night after night with Bakr until he had not a coin to his name. . . . How
many a fellow has claimed wealth, garbed himself in the dress of rich folk,
imitated a thing or two, and compared himself to them . . . and then was turned
aside . . . honor defiled and guise revealed. When there appeared openly what had
been veiled beneath the train of his finery and trappings, he gnashed the teeth of
regret . . . How many a youth has resorted to his father, depending on him for
daily needs, relying on his wealth and ease . . . taking to meandering between
bar and brothel [hanat khamr wa-khanat fasq], relying for his expenditures
on this inexhaustible treasure and not acquiring for himself that which would
benefit him in time of need. But then his father passed away, he inherited many

43 On the construction of the virtuous wife in Palestinian economic thought of the 1930s,
see Seikaly’s chapter.

44 In Fursat al-awqat, this appears as the rather different li salah al-akhlaq.
45

“muhsinat,” pl., epithet for Muslim women: “well-protected,” i.e., chaste.
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possessions – homes, land and other things – and followed his mates’ manner in
spending, not turning away from his earlier habit acquired from his brethren but
rather becoming more dissolute until soon he demolished the name of his father
and family which had placed its hopes for a robust future existence on a youth on
whose education and refinement it spent large sums. If I wished to count the likes
of these, it would be never-ending: there are so many, God preserve us! They
have not derived anything useful from the legacies their forebears exhausted their
lives to create. . . . Indeed, those family possessions and traces are either pawned,
sold to Mr So-and-So the foreigner, or [disposed of] elsewhere. . . the upshot is
that most of those whomwe have mentioned end up begging . . . after easy circum-
stances, [economic] vigor and good name. To God alone all matters belong.46

What interests me is that Fawzi’s unequivocal declaration of women’s
purpose and role in Egyptian life grounds a discourse of anxiety about
male behavior, and produces an urgent warning that men must overcome
what appears as a wayward passivity in their handling of marriage, family
and public comportment, if they are not to be lost altogether. Men are
portrayed as teetering on the edge of chaos and ruin, constantly
threatened by desire, whether for women, trappings of wealth imagined
or parasitically acquired, or seductions of bars and brothels, seen to
ultimately put Egyptian capital into European hands. If the perfect wife
is she who helps and guides – and produces “men who pray to God” – the
husband is seen to need care, protection and guidance; and as an adult,
he seems to have undone this potential prayerful masculine self engen-
dered by mothers. There is an interesting harmonics here as well that
indirectly connects this text to The Egyptian Lovely’s focus on “hysteria,”
and evident in other texts of the decade, on the effects of “ease” on young
men. I suspect this is linked to fin-de-siècle European theories of “degen-
eration,” popularized by Max Nordau’s tirade on the subject (published
in English translation in 1895), which linked “degeneration” and “hys-
teria.”47 Texts such as Edwin Ray Lankester’s 1880 Degeneration:
A Chapter in Darwinism explained degeneration as occurring when “[a]
ny new set of conditions occurring to an animal . . . render its food and
safety very easily attained . . . just as an active healthy man sometimes
degenerates when he suddenly becomes possessed of a fortune; or as
Rome degenerated when possessed of the riches of the ancient world.”48

46 Fawzi (1896: 5–7).
47 See Max Nordau, Degeneration (1895), excerpted in Ledger and Luckhurst (2000:

13–17, quote on 15).
48 Edwin Ray Lankester, Degeneration: A Chapter in Darwinism (1880), excerpted in Ledger

and Luckhurst (2000: 3–5, quote on 3). Arab intellectuals could have grounded a like
idea (more as a collective rather than individual phenomenon) in the theories of Ibn
Khaldun, revived by Egyptian social scientists (but perhaps only decades later). See
O. El Shakry (2007: 7, 71, 84).
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The linkage of young men’s corruption and degeneration with that of
“Rome”/the nation would not have been lost on thinkers in Egypt.

Indeed, the woman as wife appears as the most active and least
“degenerate” member of the household, to judge by Fawzi’s next chap-
ter, couched in second-person address to fathers (perhaps the less dis-
ciplined peers of Abu Latifa?). He warns them against being the cause of
loss of their God-given revenues and status:

To you, rational men, I wrote and propounded that introduction, so take for
yourself an example from these aural scenes and make them your song . . . God
gave you a mind: with it, distinguish the wicked and injurious from the good . . .
Know that these things arise only from three causes: letting the boy behave as he
wishes without being severe on him; giving him extra money; and failing to marry
him off when he reaches adulthood. You will find that most of those [negative
examples] we mentioned lacked pious and good wives who arrange their men’s
affairs and give advice, for the structures of existence depend on the women, and
they are the cause of every felicity, earthly and otherworldly. Concerning the
earthly (if she is one of the above-mentioned goodly women), she preserves the
property and wealth of her husband, and firmly counters every difficulty that
weighs him down, making what is difficult easy and guiding him to what is most
beneficial for her household, and for him and herself both. Likely she quietly puts
away a portion of his earnings and then brings it out [when needed], for the
husband’s benefit or so that he can then build something good for the future . . .
In sum women are the cause of wealth and instrument of felicity, the source of
saving and economy. We might well see the unmarried man spending more than
the married man. As for the otherworldly, she is the greatest deterrent to
committing grave offenses and prohibited acts [mubiqat, muharramat] which are
at the seat of all ruin and perdition. . . . The benefit of marriage is great, too great
for this simple treatise to encompass. And so a person [insan] must choose for
himself a pious, good wife in possession of the aforementioned provisions, of
good family origin, who will stand with him to carry this great burden. After all,
she is the cause of procreation, and [their] blood is likely to mingle [in the
progeny]. Indeed, she and he are like one member, one self. Do you not see
that a person flees from his mother and father to seek comfort and joy in her, that
he espouses her like a sister or mother, never finalizing anything without her
knowledge and guidance? Since this is how things are and he knows she will be an
important part of him, a strong helper, he must not be negligent or lazy about
making a thorough investigation and pursuing inquiries on all matters large and
small in the matter of marriage. He must not rush, for haste makes the foot slip;
even if this means waiting years until the appropriate situation is within reach, so
that he doesn’t fall into a disconcerting situation or a terrifying divorce, which –

by God! – is a thing rejected by the soul of the educated and enlightened man
[nafs al-adib al-hurr].49

49 Fawzi (1896: 8–9).
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In assessing men’s and women’s comparative superiority, Fawzi reminds
the reader that God made men “qawwamun ʿala” (“in charge of”)
women, as said in Qur’an 4:34. This term, still hotly debated in the
twenty-first century, was a focus of discussion for writers in the 1890s,
though I cannot digress here to follow Fawzi’s somewhat tortured if
rather alluring logic. For each gender he finds superiority in its own
differentiated sphere of action, but they are not equally placed. He
sketches an unequivocal social gender hierarchy; his repeated assertions
of it suggest his firm belief in its necessity and logic, but equally his
anxious sense of fragility about its continued existence. At the same time,
the text’s explicit direct address might solidify a sense of homosocial
(and heteronormativized) community, the company of male married or
to-be-married addressees, warned against masculine fragility and simul-
taneously reminded of their Qur’an-sanctioned hierarchical privilege
(as it is interpreted here) over “their” women.

Here and elsewhere in the treatise, “good wives” are clearly seen as
prerequisites for keeping men off the streets and taming their behavior.50

At the same time, these wives are apparently produced by the very men
whom they discipline. When Fawzi’s addressee switches from father to
husband (as he starts speaking of how spouses should treat each other),
he suggests that women are infinitely pliable (as men are apparently not),
and responsibility for the end product lies with the husband. With diffi-
cult-to-ignore phallic imagery, he says:

A woman is like a branch or a plant. If you want her to be straight she will be
straight; it is up to you, what you do and how you treat her. If you want her to
show iʿtidal [straightness, uprightness, harmoniousness, moderateness], then
create for her a straight/moderate/harmonious way, like the rod for plants: the
plant will grow and develop along it, and the longer it grows, the straighter it is,
like the rod [ʿud]. If you want her to be crooked, then give her a crooked path; if
you try later to straighten her, she will break . . . The smart man must make his
way moderately with his wife, treating her with all respect, esteem, dignity and
calm, for upon her rests nothing less than the flourishing life of the home: for
women, as the hadith says, are the lamps of houses. She has the right to seek
counsel and be consulted [al-istishara], so that her knowledge includes what her
husband does. If he wants to go out anywhere, he must tell her, not to obtain her
order [i.e., permission], but to give her to understand that he is not doing
anything secretive . . . it must not be thought that women are devoid of
intelligence such that one would reject the idea of seeking their counsel.51

Fawzi upholds some practices that (to judge by his overt defensiveness)
he knows are facing opposition from his peers. The importance he

50 Ibid., 17. 51 Ibid., 22–23.
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ascribes to making the right marriage and his sense of what that requires,
for instance, lead him to support the shariʿa-compliant allowability of
those contracting marriage to see each other (only, in the female’s case,
face, hair and hands).52

We say this knowing that the reader [father] will not be pleased by this and will
not act accordingly, out of haughtiness or ignorance and shame, maybe even
fancying that the viewer [prospective bridegroom] may talk about the viewed
[prospective bride] after seeing her – saying he saw the daughter of So-and-so, or
that she was offered to him and he refused, or the like, and could take [seeing her]
as a reason not to marry, if for instance she has a marred face. . . . But the sensible
one will respond to this false claim [by saying] that the father of the bride
naturally would only allow one with all the conditions of piety, goodness and
uprightness, not to mention whose person and family he knows well, to see her.53

Fawzi criticizes a tendency “in this era” to run after wealthy spouses and
not consider other factors, such as probity and God-fearingness. Yet his
apparently forward-thinking ideas (like those of Murad and Mahfuz)
about what is due to women before and in marriage entail masculine
control that serves to reinforce hierarchical and rigidly gender-
differentiating relations and practices within the natal family and the
conjugal home.54

The serial publication of this work is evident in its episodic nature
and perhaps in its movement among primary targeted audiences: most
chapters are phrased as a direct address to men (mostly as fathers but
sometimes as husbands), including instructions on childcare, aimed at
fathers as those ultimately in charge. But he addresses his words directly
to wives at one point and then again to women in the section on raising
daughters (but not in the section on raising sons, addressed to fathers).55

Notwithstanding his support for allowing fiancés to see each other, taking
daughters’ views on prospective spouses into account, eschewing high
dowries, and allowing girls to learn reading and writing, the author
circumscribes gendered behavior within rigid boundaries. For example,
he supports allowing girls to be trained in potential remunerative work,
drawing on a hadith nabawi, “a craft [sanʿa] in the hand is security

52 Ibid., 18. 53 Ibid., 18. 54 I was helped to think through this by Chandra (2012).
55 Interestingly, this is a modification occurring between serial publication and book. In

Fursat al-awqat women are in the third person but in the book, in describing how women
should deal with their husbands’ bad moods (somewhat differently than howmen should
deal with their wives’ bad moods), he says: “How can you not find this perception
correct, when he is the man charged with spending on you and your children?” Fawzi
(1896: 27). He switches back immediately to third person: “As for the wife, she is sayyida
in her home and commands its flourishing and prohibits what is wrong” (echoing shariʿa
diction usually addressed to men).
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from poverty.” For family circumstances might change and (some) girls
must be prepared to support themselves or others. But what does this
mean in reality?

With this, the girl possesses, after reliance on God, a guarantee for the future. It is
well-known that such is a crutch in the privation that can befall a person or family
suddenly, a fate they cannot repel but with whatever remains in their hands. The
ahadith nabawiyya came to corroborate our words: Sanʿatun fi’l-yad amanun min
al-faqr. These are indispensable crafts – weaving, sewing, hand-work. Rather than
a husband having to find a foreign [or unrelated] woman [ajnabiyya] to put his
wardrobe to rights, the lady of the house [rabbat al-bayt] is more suited to that
task; she makes him shirts, drawers, handkerchiefs, jallabas and other garments,
and does likewise for her children, not to mention embroidery, darning and lace-
making. She can work while secluded at home, making a tablecloth, curtains or
the like, which the husband is delighted to see, even if this amounts to nothing
really as long as money is present. Yet when he learns that in his home it is
possible to do this sort of work, naturally he will take pride in it, especially in that
it is more skilled work and more perfect, than that available from outside. This is
additional to her knowledge of ironing clothes and the rest, so that the house
needs nothing more. The benefits are abundant: in a situation of ease as we said,
the lady can adorn the home with the work of her own hands, and if afflicted by
a deterioration in their living circumstances and the man’s inability to gain a
livelihood, there is nothing wrong with selling her work, even if temporarily, until
God brings ease again.56

Thus, remunerative work for women is set firmly in the home and
explicitly within seclusion, and is solely for purposes of benefiting the
family and replacing potential gaps in family income. As Hourani noted,
Qasim Amin supported women’s work cautiously in The Emancipation
of Women;57 not the first to do so, he was less wedded to the idea that
women’s work must take place in the home. For Fawzi (unlike Amin),
siting women’s income-generating work in the home is justified also
through a contrast arising from his occasional, pointedly acerbic com-
ments on European women and European feminism, an interlaced
theme too complexly developed to discuss here.

Furthermore, while Fawzi emphasizes the strength and power of the
“good woman,” he subscribes to received notions about the essential
natures of masculine and feminine. Though men are criticized and
women are lauded throughout the text (again manifesting his primary
audience as masculine), when he gives examples of sexual transgression
by married individuals, these always concern so-called wayward women.
More quietly, men’s sexual desires are always to be accounted for as
understandable. The harm to women in divorce, for instance, is material

56 Fawzi (1896: 45–46). 57 Hourani (1962: 165).

208 Marilyn Booth

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.011
https://www.cambridge.org/core


and perhaps emotional but does not concern sexual deprivation, while
for men, it is to be expected that they will seek sexual satisfaction one way
or another, and that this is only normal and thus excusable. Yet this is
one of the many works of the time which characterize females as always
more impressionable, more liable to succumb to temptation; hence the
dangers of gender mixing in public or private, of women smoking,
drinking, or reading French novels.

In sum, The Lamp Incandescent, like The Egyptian Lovely, is a work
meant to intervene in targeted readers’ behaviors, through direct address,
exposition and exemplary story or anecdote (which Fawzi sprinkles
throughout). Both take on the question of gendered discipline as a neces-
sary societal axle that has broken down. Both sustain a tone of instruction
and urgency. They pose themselves as agential presences badly needed in
Egyptian society as perceived by these authors in the 1890s.

Writing for Readers

Agential presences need audiences. As noted earlier, this is a topic to
which Hourani alluded but did not develop, yet it is a crucial element in
assessing the purchase of reformist texts, whether the more elevated
discourse that Hourani examined or the “underbrush,” as I have called
it. In addition to textual strategies such as direct address (which clearly
seek – and construct – an envisioned audience though of course the text
cannot tell us whether that audience responded or who comprised it),
there are intriguing intimations of readerships in a few books from this
era, and they form part of the picture I am trying to sketch. One such
example comes in ʿAfrit al-niswan (The Women’s Demon) (1886), by
Najib Mikhaʾil Gharghur, founder-editor of the journal al-ʿAfrit.58 This
work is said to be a translation, though typically, neither original title nor
first author is mentioned. A novel set in France, it concerns bad behavior
by a young man and his negotiations with his guardian (his maternal
uncle) over his coming to adulthood and seeking a spouse. I have only
Part II, and in the preface Ghargur refers to a controversy stirred up by
his “bold” title, presumably following publication of Part I. It was “the
gentle sex” who responded, saying to their male compatriots:

Was it not enough that your forefathers were not enamoured of freedom? Is this
why now you would strive to extinguish its fires, criticizing its supporters and
badmouthing its partisans, confining us and ruling that we be deprived of

58 Gharghur (1886). I have not located Part I. Ghargur also authored Hadiqat al-adab
(Alexandria: n.p., 1888), 5 vols., and Gharaʾib al-tadwin (Alexandria: Matbaʿat Jaridat
al-Mahrusa, 1882).
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contemplating the wonders of what [freedom] comprises? . . . Perhaps the
experiential lesson consists in knowing the outcomes of [freedom’s] stories
[akhbar]. Indeed, you are trying to prohibit us from knowledge of how its
firmly placed pillars have come to support us and provision our rights which
have for a very long time undergone trial. How hard-hearted you are! Your
judgment is truly remote from justice and counter to the obligation of com-
passion. It is no wonder if the excessive and greedy concern for [retaining] your
command has served as an invitation to those commanded to rebel, and [you will
see] there is no blame to cast there, if you are among the wise and rational.59

We do not know who these women were or whether they even existed,
for this may be a hypothetical response: earlier, Gharghur makes an
allusion to seeing “the angels of the story in a dream.”60 He contrasts
those who attacked this book (presumably in Egypt) with “editors of
newspapers in Europe,” who are not slow to read and criticize every
new book but then do not “close the doors of their publications in the
face of the writer. . . people ponder the truths [arising] from discussion
and they know the sound from the corrupt.”61 At the least, it seems there
was a critical response to what he had written, and intriguingly, he at least
dreams of a female audience on his side as he exploits the potentials
of translated fiction to pose a homily on the wayward behaviors of
young men.

What can we learn, or hear, from the existence, assumptions, content
and modes of address of these works? To put it another way, what do we
miss when we consider only the better-known works of leading intellec-
tuals, or those who were most controversial and thus have remained in
the public eye? As noted earlier, the 1890s saw an enormous increase in
the availability of print media. For the first time, local newspapers
appeared, including a few based outside the major metropolises of Cairo
and Alexandria, while those in Cairo included news from their corres-
pondents in the provinces. New venues, whether in the periodical press
or created by start-up publishing ventures, may have encouraged the
proliferation of genres in which key debates of the time circulated. Issues
of women’s education, sexuality, proper manhood and womanhood, and
the raising of the young were treated not only in editorials and expository
books such as Qasim Amin’s, but also in religiously framed treatises,
published orations, works of travel literature, histories, vernacular poetry
and dialogues, didactic novels and historical novels, medical manuals,
conduct books, and even works of biography.

Clearly, these were aimed at various if overlapping audiences, just as
these works – so diverse in genre and approach – overlap substantially in

59 Gharghur (1886: 4–5). 60 Ibid., 4. 61 Ibid., 5.
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their earnest disciplinary approach to boundaries of gender and sexuality,
and in the occasional aporias that they reveal. Though the issue of
readership can never be addressed truly adequately, since the sources
do not exist, we can read these texts for their modes of address and style:
clearly, the texts I consider above were produced with an audience
broader than that of the intellectual elite in mind and with announced
aspirations to attract as broad an audience as possible. The 1890s may
well be the first decade in which we find overt gestures toward construct-
ing a popular audience for reformist texts, though in the early 1880s,
ʿAbdallah Nadim’s short-lived al-Tankit wa-l-tabkit was a harbinger. In
sum, the plethora of genres and venues, and the textual clues to sought
readerships, along with expressed anxieties about providing proper read-
ing to the nation’s young (especially its female young, always constructed
as more impressionable and more vulnerable than their brothers), sug-
gest at least an aspirational broadening of interlocutors. Most were
probably unlikely to peruse one of Muhammad ʿAbduh’s treatises.

Conclusion

In their modes of address, language and perspectives, such works con-
textualize the better-known and often-discussed works of the era. To
read Aminʾs Tahrir al-marʾa (1899) against discourses already circulating
may generate diverse and different nuances than those we read into it
from our twenty-first century, elitist-text-led and postcolonial perspec-
tives. While its focus on women’s practices, behaviors and modes of
dress and sociability have been critiqued as masculinist, patriarchal and
imperialist,62 in fact Amin shifted the focus somewhat, not decrying
men’s public behavior as Fawzi and others did, yet putting ultimate
blame for domestic disarray and dismay on men and opening up spaces
for negotiation that are not broached by works such as Fawzi’s treatise or
the medical students’ manual-cum-novel. In both works, to some extent
men are portrayed as passive or hapless victims of women’s sexual and
material desires and their consumption habits (including resort to the
zar). A tone of urgency and anxiety hovers, the sense that all is lost for
men if they do not assert their financial, sexual and domestic dominance
and their role of master instructor in the interests of family and national
reform – if they are not qawwamun ʿalayhinna. The tone of Amin’s book
is quite different, and perhaps here, as much as in the prescriptions he

62 L. Ahmed (1992: ch. 8). Her view has become the “orthodoxy” on Qasim Amin. For a
different view, see Booth (1993).
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proposed, and his title, which in itself reverberated at the time, are
the grounds for his book’s controversial reception. In short, his Emanci-
pation of Women looks a bit different when read against works such as
those I have discussed, which were by no means unique at the time,
even if authors echoed each other in claiming they were walking on
“virgin territory.”63

We must think of the discursive field of the Nahda as a space of
negotiation and transition, from a (continuing) oral realm of debate that
incorporated reading out loud with all of the opportunities for discussion
this afforded, into a field more (though not fully) defined by print and
silent reading. But levels of literacy even among the elite meant that older
forms of intellectual conversation remained highly salient – as of course
they always do. And we must also recognize that Nahda writers of all
stripes cannot be easily characterized as “modernist” or “conservative,”
“West-leaning” or “steeped in tradition.” Whether taking up the new
form of the novel or writing in the familiar form of the religious-legal
treatise, authors brought together, sometimes in paradoxical parallel,
their own “inherited tradition” and the world beyond Egypt. Further-
more, while one of these two works might appear more modernist and
Europe-friendly than the other, both work to stabilize and indeed to
freeze gendered categories in the interests of national and communal
vitality. Both address themselves to men as the enlightened but fragile
leaders of society, who are to instruct “their” women in the byways of
modern patriarchy.

This brings me in conclusion to an offhand comment made by an
intellectual from the Fayyum, Ibrahim Ramzi, in the newspaper he
founded in response to Amin’s book. In al-Marʾa fi al-Islam’s first issue
(1901), speaking of the range of local reactions to The Emancipation of
Women, Ramzi remarked matter-of-factly that “husbands and wives
talked about it in their bedrooms.”64 Rereading Arabic Thought in the
Liberal Age, I mulled over how wives and sisters and sisters-in-law and
mothers are absent from our work on these turn-of-the-century male
intellectuals, just as they are absent in those intellectuals’ books, but
not in fiction or in the treatises I study. Yet, how might they have been
co-authors? What information, what analyses, what conversations, what
insights, did they supply for the male authorial names on the title pages?
We have no access to these intimate conversations. If only we knew what
the partners, sisters or daughters of Muhammad ʿAbduh, Qasim Amin

63 For more on the rhetoric of “firstness” in this regard, see Booth (2015).
64 Booth (2001: 171–201).
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and the writers discussed in this chapter had to say to them! Did they
read or were they read to? Did they copy out manuscripts for their men?
What did women’s conversations yield? If these must remain unanswered
questions, we ought to try to imagine the fullness of the contexts in which
such texts were produced, as Albert Hourani well knew, and as he
fostered in those of us who were so fortunate to be his students.
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8 “Illiberal” Thought in the Liberal Age
Yusuf al-Nabhani (1849–1932), Dream-Stories
and Sufi Polemics against the Modern Era

Amal Ghazal

At one of the hearings of the Egyptian parliament’s Education Committee
in February 2012, the Egyptian Salafi MP, Muhammad al-Kurdi, stood
and delivered a warning that teaching young Egyptian students
the English language exposed them to a foreign conspiracy aimed at
turning those students into disloyal citizens.1 Reactions to his statement
ranged between sarcasm and support. His opponents mocked what they
described as his idiocy and naivety; his supporters lauded his defense of
Egypt and of Islam against the West, and the United States specifically.
This was nothing new. A century ago, Yusuf al-Nabhani (1849–1932),
the chief judge at the Court of Justice in Beirut, in a long treatise also
warned Muslims against the dangers of missionary schools and of foreign
languages taught to Muslim students. Al-Nabhani was not a Salafi. On
the contrary, he was against Salafism in all its incarnations, including
Wahhabism, but also more specifically Salafism’s modernist version
known as the islah (reform) movement headed by chief reformers such
as Jamal al-Din al-Afghani, Muhammad ʿAbduh and Rashid Rida. They
believed in the need to reform and modernize Islam, calling upon
Muslims to practice ijtihad (independent reasoning in religious affairs),
not to strictly follow the four established schools of Sunni jurisprudence
and shun prevalent Sufi practices. Al-Nabhani believed the reformers,
with their adoption and defense of the “modern,” would bring about the
demise of the Ottoman state and threatened to destroy Islam.

Al-Kurdi and al-Nabhani shared an abiding mistrust toward the West;
yet both their voices and ideas remain marginalized and unexplored in
the scholarship on Arabic thought, especially in the period referred to as
the “liberal age” or the Arab Nahda. Within the framework of Albert
Hourani’s Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age, someone like al-Nabhani had
no place. In the “liberal” age of the late nineteenth century, the totality of
Arabic thought, including the religious tenets held by the modernist

1 www.youtube.com/watch?v=Mg7tFqGOiOw
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reformist movement, embraced European ideas and modernity as inevit-
able and all-encompassing. Europe was perceived and presented in the
book, and echoed later in the larger Arab historiography, as everybody’s
new Mecca.

But al-Nabhani abhorred everything associated with the liberal age,
including the modernist religious movement of islah. He represented a
perspective that Hourani later regretted not including in his study on
Arabic thought.2 Hourani even expressed discontent with the title of the
book itself, obviously referring to its “liberal” framework. The acknow-
ledgement was too little, too late. Liberalism as described by Hourani
continues to shape the historiography of Arab history from the last
decades of Ottoman rule until the eve of World War II. This paper serves
to correct that omission by shedding light on religious thought that
repudiated vehemently ideas coming from Europe and indeed rejected
Europe as a wholesale evil. That thought was not merely traditionalist; it
was also deeply conservative. While conservatism is almost inseparably
linked to traditionalism, it differs from the latter by being defined by
reference to a specific period that defines the context in which conserva-
tive ideas are shaped.

As Karl Mannheim put it, while traditionalism is a formal attitude
more or less shared by all individuals, conservatism is actively a counter-
movement: it responds to “particular tendencies within the total process”
and is “a function of one particular historical and sociological situation.”3

In this instance, that situation is characterized by sweeping changes in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the totality of which came

2 In his preface to the 1983 reissue of Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age, Hourani
acknowledged that there was a need to write about “those who still lived in their
inherited world of thought, whose main aim was to preserve the continuity of its
tradition” (1983: ix). Reflecting further on Arabic Thought, Hourani (1991: 134) later
regretted in unambiguous terms not paying attention to conservative thought in his book:
“It looked too exclusively, I now think, at those movements of thought which accepted
ideas coming from Europe, and it saw those movements as embodied in a line of
individual thinkers who seemed to be particularly important, or at least to be
representative of important strands of thought. Those of us who wrote in this way
tended to neglect other thinkers who did not accept ideas coming from Europe, or
who, if they accepted them, tried to incorporate them within a framework of thought
which still relied on traditional categories and methods.”

3 Mannheim (1986: 83–84). For instance, Salwa Ismail in her study of conservative
Islamism in Egypt posited Islamic conservatism in Egypt against the West and the
secular movements and associated it with Egypt’s state-sponsored religiosity and
morality. She drew most of her examples from the second half of the twentieth century.
See Ismail (1998: 199–225). This highlights the necessity to define conservatism – as
distinct from mere traditionalism – as part of an overall process determining the form and
shape of conservative ideas.
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to define the “modern” that al-Nabhani so fiercely opposed and against
which he warned his fellow Muslims. The brand of thought represented
by al-Nabhani, a prolific writer and a relentless polemicist who was
associated with a wide Sufi network and who remains venerated by a
dedicated following even to the present, believed that the survival of the
Ottoman state and of Islam depended not on religious reforms but on
traditions espoused by institutional and conservative Sufism.

This chapter analyzes how antireform Muslims employed religious
traditions to counter rather than accommodate modernity.4 From con-
forming to a particular chain of religious authority and defending taqlid
(imitation or unconditional acceptance of legal decisions without exam-
ining their basis, the opposite of ijtihad), to dismissing the merits of
European achievements, venerating the Ottoman Sultan Abdülhamid II
by evoking classical Islamic imagery of heroic leadership, and using
dreams as tools of intellectual argumentation and justifications of polit-
ical legitimacy, al-Nabhani sought to protect the Muslim state and
Muslims from European contamination. The latter had filtered into the
Ottoman state, according to him, not only through missionary schools
and the Christian communities, but more importantly via the reformers
who promoted ijtihad, denounced taqlid and condemned traditions con-
sidered fundamental to Sufi beliefs and practices. As conservative Sufis,
al-Nabhani and his associates offered the alternative they thought would
ensure the survival of the Ottoman order and Muslim loyalty to it, and
that ultimately would protect Muslim faith.

The conservative thought represented by Sufism is not necessarily
found in the modern historian’s conventional sources, such as news-
papers and published treatises. To tap into conservative thought and
trace the political and intellectual activism of conservative Sufis and their
networks of connections requires stepping into the epistemological world
of Sufism and understanding how Sufism, still the dominant and the
popular form of religious expression and behavior at the time, could

4 James Gelvin has recently written about the shared epistemic assumptions between the
category of mutadayyinun (literally meaning religious) on the one hand and that of
mutafarnijun (Westernized) on the other. While al-Nabhani and those affiliated with al-
Haqaʾiq shared a great deal in common, including their defense of the Ottoman state and
its wider role in society, al-Nabhani remains different. He never quoted Western sources
nor did he believe that his battle should be waged in journals and newspapers, which he
condemned. TheMutadayyinun of al-Haqaʾiq did not represent all the “traditionalists” or
the “conservatives.” Moreover, operating and writing in two different eras, the Hamidian
and the Young Turk one, might also have played a role in shaping differences between the
epistemic world of al-Nabhani and that of those affiliated with al-Haqaʿiq. See Gelvin
(2012).
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construct and represent its communities, express its beliefs and assert its
legitimacy using traditional yet unconventional sources.5

Dreams recorded by Sufis are one set of such sources. For example,
al-Nabhani complained in 1888 to the leader of the Qadiriyya order in
Jerusalem, Hasan Abi Halawa al-Ghazzi, about his dissatisfaction with
his job. Al-Ghazzi (d. c. 1894) reassured al-Nabhani that a promotion
was on the way and that he would be notified about it in a dream.6 A few
months later, al-Nabhani did indeed receive a promotion to head the
Court of Justice in Beirut, which he claimed was first confirmed in a
dream.7 He commented that he received this promotion as a “grace,”
“with no prior knowledge or effort on my behalf.” As I will discuss below,
dreams are not to be ridiculed as fantasy or discounted as unreliable
sources. It may be hard to confirm – though it is likely – that al-Ghazzi
interfered on behalf of al-Nabhani to receive a promotion, but dream-
stories such as this one highlight the nature of relationships the narrators
and recorders of dream-stories had with those who appear in their
dreams. As the anthropologist Amira Mittermaier notes, accounts of
dreams connect the dreamers to “a wider network of symbolic debts,
relationships, and meanings.”8 Specifically in this case, they stood in
marked opposition to the rationalized religious order reformers were
trying to impose as part of the liberal age, reflecting rather the traditional
religious heritage that conservative Sufis were eager to defend and deploy
in their battles to preserve tradition against an increasingly assertive
modernity.

Al-Nabhani: Context and Content

The career of al-Nabhani, a judge and a prolific writer, embodied the
dynamics of the Hamidian period. It reflected both the patronage net-
works that were revived and strengthened under Sultan Abdülhamid II’s
rule, as well as the social mobility that ensued as a result of membership
in those networks. It also echoed an increasing anxiety about Europe’s
relationship with the Ottoman state and its citizens and about the impact
of European modernity on traditional Ottoman societies. Those two
trends interlaced in complex ways. The process of defining the role of
Islam in the Ottoman state and societies gradually polarized not only

5 While antireform Sufis were as prolific as reformers, they did not capitalize on the use of
newspapers as much as reformers did. For example, conservatives in Syria refrained from
using the newspapers until 1910, when they coalesced around al-Haqaʾiq which became
the mouthpiece of the conservative movement but ceased publication after two years. For
more information on al-Haqaʾiq, see Commins (1990).

6 Grehan (2014:70–1). 7 See al-Nabhani (1991: 43). 8 Mittermaier (2011: 3).
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state-society relations but also those between different religious groups,
especially religious reformers and religious conservatives, with each
group represented by its own network of ideologues and supporters.
Abdülhamid II’s policies of modernization did not signify an ideological
and political espousal of the modernist religious movement. The litera-
ture has established that religious groups represented by institutional
Sufism and very hostile to the religious reformers were part of the
patronage system linked to the Hamidian palace and that they capitalized
on their privileged status to harass those reformers.9 The latter were the
first to celebrate the Young Turk revolt in 1908 and the end of the
Hamidian regime. Their opponents, depending on their level of involve-
ment in the previous regime, either managed to switch sides or were
totally marginalized by the new government. Al-Nabhani was among the
latter group.

Born in Ijzim in Palestine in 1850, he followed the path of many young
men when he joined al-Azhar University in Cairo at the age of seventeen.
There he witnessed at a very close proximity the schism between reform-
ers and their Sufi opponents. While it seems that he was initially attracted
to the message of reform, he eventually switched to the antireform camp
and adopted the cause of conservative Sufism. After a short stint in a
judicial position in Nablus, he went to Istanbul in 1876, where he worked
for two years at Ahmad Faris al-Shidyaq’s newspaper, al-Jawaʾib. He
returned to Istanbul in 1880. Following several short judicial appoint-
ments, he was finally promoted in 1888 to head the Court of Justice in
Beirut, where he served for twenty-one years. During that time he
flourished as a prolific Sufi writer excelling in eulogies for Prophet
Muhammad as well as anti-Christian and antireform polemics.10

Known for his association with the Hamidian regime and his public
defense of Abdülhamid II and his policies, al-Nabhani was sacked from
his job in 1909, the same year Abdülhamid II was deposed.11 True to the
belief that Prophet Muhammad was the savior from all distress and
calamities and that prayer to him was the best therapy, al-Nabhani left

9 See Commins (1990).
10 Sources on al-Nabhani’s life are numerous. He wrote a short auto-biography in

al-Nabhani (n.d.: 56–58 and 1990: 3–10). Biographies of his appear in al-Fasi (1931:
160–167); Kahhala (1961: 275–276); al-Bitar (1963: 1612–1616); al-ʿAwdat (1976:
617–622); Mujhid, (1974); and Mannaʿ(1995: 349–352).

11 Al-Nabhani was one among many Sufis from the Arab provinces who visited Istanbul at
the time and seem to have enjoyed Abdülamid II’s courtesy. Among those were Alaʿ
al-Din ʿAbdin (d. 1888) of the Khalwatiyya Order, Salih Taqiyy al-Din (d. 1893) of the
Rifaiyya Order and who became the Naqib al-Ashraf in Damascus in 1889, Salih al-
Munayyir (d. 1903), Mahmud al-Muwaqqi’(d. 1903), Abu al-Nasr al-Khatib (d. 1906)
and ʿArif al-Munayyir (d. 1923).
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for Medina to perform mujawara, to be close to the tomb of the Prophet.
He came back to Beirut when Medina was occupied by the troops of
Sharif Husayn in 1916. He kept a low profile and did not get publicly
involved in religious or political debates but insisted on recording his
dreams in which he continued to wage his battles against religious
reform. He died in Beirut in 1932.

Al-Nabhani’s journeys to Istanbul and his different appointments were
not accidental but intimately related to his Sufi affiliations. He was close
to Abu al-Huda al-Sayyadi (1850–1909), the head of the Rifaʿiyya Sufi
order, and might have accompanied him to Istanbul in 1876. Later,
however, al-Nabhani became associated with al-Sayyadi’s nemesis, ʿIzzat
Pasha al-ʿAbid (1855–1924). Both al-Sayyadi and al-ʿAbid served at the
court of Abdülhamid II as his advisors. Both were hostile to the same
modernist reformers that al-Nabhani spent his life criticizing.12 In fact, a
certain Ramadan al-Shami telegraphed a grievance in 1907 from Beirut
to the Ministry of Interior in Istanbul, asking the Ministry to redress the
injustice and oppression he experienced at the hands of al-Nabhani,
whom al-Shami described as al-ʿAbid’s loyal friend and a reminder of
al-ʿAbid’s tyranny.13

Al-Nabhani’s writings were not only well-known during his lifetime,
both within and outside the Ottoman borders; they were also popular
and even venerated within certain Sufi circles. A contemporary Somali,
Shaykh Qasim al-Barawi, reassured his deceased saint-mentor in a dream
that the “renewer of the age” had appeared and that he was none one
other than Yusuf al-Nabhani.14 Al-Nabhani’s eulogies for Prophet
Muhammad as well as his antireform polemics circulated as far as Aden,
the East African coast, the Indian subcontinent and South East Asia.15

His treatise on the threat missionary schools posed to Islam and Muslims
was also distributed widely. Circulating as far as Oman, it was quoted by
the Ibadi Imam Nur al-Din al-Salimi in his advice to Arabs in Zanzibar
against enrolling their children at missionary schools.16 Rashid Rida’s
al-Manar received many complaints and inquiries about al-Nabhani

12 Thomas Eich identified al-Sayyadi more as a Salafi rather than a Sufi but Eich’s analysis
failed to capture the developments within the reformist camp and the differences
between reformers before the rise of al-Afghani, ʿAbduh and Rida and after. Eich
(2003).

13 Başbakanlık Osmanlı Arşivleri (BOA), DH.MKT, Z815, 84. 14 Reese (2008: 1).
15 In addition to the names of his sympathizers and supporters that appear in his various

publications and his dream-stories, correspondence with al-Manar reveals the wider
community reading al-Nabhani’s works and engaging in polemics with the supporters
of reform who were inquiring with al-Manar about al-Nabhani. See al-Manar, 11(1908:
50–59), 12 (1909: 785–786) and 13 (1910: 796–798).

16 al-Salimi (1995).
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from different corners of the Muslim world and it tried constantly
to discredit him and warn against what it labeled as his superstitions
and fabrications. Al-Nabhani’s attack on religious reformers and on
Wahhabis elicited furious responses from Mahmud Shukri al-Alusi
(1854–1924), Jamal al-Din al-Qasimi (1866–1914), Rashid Rida
(1865–1935), Bahjat al-Bitar and many others, including some from
Najd and Oman.17

He gained both his fame and his notoriety for being a passionate
interlocutor of a movement shielding a tradition under attack from
secular liberals and religious reformers. That tradition was in the corner
of the “accused,” on the opposite side of what the “liberal” age repre-
sented. Seen as irrational and antimodern, Sufism – conservative Sufism
more specifically – stood for the belief in sainthood and saints’ miracles,
in the intercession of Prophet Muhammad on behalf of believers and in
taqlid; it also fiercely condemned ijtihad. Al-Nabhani was not defending
one particular Sufi order. He was rather defending conservative Sufism
as a set of beliefs and rituals, and as a chain of authorities that had
safeguarded Islam and its sanctity for centuries. Without such an author-
ity, he warned, Islam would be left at the mercy of individual opinions of
the uneducated and the untrained.

Al-Nabhani constructed a Sufi chain of authorities at the head of
which stood the Prophet, the founders of the four madhahib, and Sufi
luminaries, saints and teachers such as Muhyi al-Din Ibn ʿArabi, Abu
Hamid al-Ghazali (d. 1111), Taj al-Din al-Subki (1355), ʿAbd
al-Wahhab al-Shaʿrani (1565), Ibn Hajar al-Makki (d. c. 1569) and
others, followed by all contemporary Sufis who defended the belief in
sainthood, the merits of visiting the Prophet’s and the saints’ tombs and
supplicating them, and in taqlid. On the opposite side stood Ahmad ibn
Taymiyya (d. 1328), ibn Qayyim al-Jawziyya (d. 1350) and Muhammad
ibn ʿAbd al-Wahhab (d. 1792), followed by al-Afghani, ʿAbduh, Rida
and Shukri al-Alusi.18

It was with these reformers that al-Nabhani concerned himself, rather
than the secular liberals who, he would have felt, held far less sway over
the Muslim population. The real danger, al-Nabhani repeatedly stated,
lay among those who called for islah using arguments from within Islam
itself. The islahis were more menacing for their ability to deceive

17 al-Khurashi (2008).
18 The chains were not separate as al-Nabhani had them and as he sometimes admitted

when referring to ibn Taymiyya and ibn al-Jawziyya’s acceptance of certain Sufi practices
and rejection of others. See, for instance, al-Nabhani (1990: 69). On al-Shaʿrani’s
relevance and importance for religious reformers, see L. Hudson (2004).
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Muslims. Samira Haj has drawn attention to the traditional vocabulary
and epistemology that ʿAbduh relied on in his reformist thought.19

Al-Nabhani was very much aware of that aspect and constantly warned
Muslims against being misled by it. He was worried that it was driven by
the desire to accommodate European modernity.

At a time when many believed that the salvation of the state and of
religion lay in embracing European modernity, whether filtered or unfil-
tered, al-Nabhani believed that Europe was a wholesale evil and reforms
in religion were no more than a concession that would seal the fate of the
Muslim state and of Islam in its battle against Christian Europe. To be
clear, he did approve of some aspects of state modernization adopted by
Abdülhamid II. He did not see those as Europeanization; they were
simply efforts to strengthen the state and the Ottoman regime. What
concerned him most about reforms was what pertained to the religious
sphere and undermined Sufism – more specifically, the Sufism that
upheld the tradition of taqlid, of the madhahib and of sainthood and
saints miracles. While his antireform stance was a continuation of a
historically rooted enmity between Sufis and anti-Sufis, it was also largely
informed by his fear of the “deadly threat” that the modernist religious
movement posed not only to Sufism but also to the future of Islam and
the Muslim state. He was convinced that what was at stake was not just
the present he lived in, but the future as well: that of the Muslim state and
of Islam.

This is one of the key aspects of al-Nabhani’s writings. He was not
engaged in a mere theological debate. It was not a battle simply between
Sufis and anti-Sufis; it was between Sufis and reformers they viewed as
allies of a Christian Europe standing at the gates of the Ottoman state
ready to deal the state and the religion the final blow. Herein lies the
significance of al-Nabhani’s voice: he saw the “liberal” age through a
different lens, one that could only see the world at the time in black and
white; it was a voice that dismissed and rejected outright the shades of
gray that religious reformers were negotiating and charting. His was a
world of either-or, of tradition versus modernity and of the Muslim
Ottoman state versus Christian Europe.

Al-Nabhani was not merely reacting to hearsay or rumors or second-
hand accounts; he was writing from Beirut, where he was closely wit-
nessing developments and changes. He described Beirut as one of the
greatest Syrian coastal cities – a meeting point for many people, Muslims
and others, from nearby and faraway. Beirut’s very centrality, its

19 Haj (2009).
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cosmopolitanism, he scoffed, made it attractive for Europeans to open
missionary schools to all confessions, requiring only that they be allowed
to teach Christianity to everyone.20 He maintained that Egypt was
attractive to religious reformers for the same reason. He frequently
mentioned Egypt as the center where those claiming reform and ijtihad
thrived and which they turned into an undesirable place. He wondered at
Egyptians’ tolerance – and why not deal with reformers the same way the
Syrians did when they harassed Rida in Tripoli and later physically
attacked him while visiting Damascus in 1908.21 Beirut and Cairo may
have been considered the centers of the Nahda, but they were, in the eyes
of al-Nabhani, corrupt and infested both with missionaries and with
Muslims who shared their goals: to lure Muslims from the straight path,
weaken them and pave the way for Europe, the enemy, to overpower and
defeat them.

The Deception of Christianity and the Menace of Islah

Islam and the Ottoman state under the rule of Sultan Abdülhamid II
were, according to al-Nabhani, threatened by three forces that not only
converged but also, as he maintained, collaborated with each other.
Those were the European powers, the Christians of the Ottoman state
and the missionaries who represented them, as well as the religious
reformers. What they had in common, in his eyes, was an affinity to the
“modern” age and their attempts to impose their modern ideas on
Muslims.

While al-Nabhani only made a brief reference to European colonial-
ism, his fear of European influence and threat was at the very center of his
concerns. The real battle, perhaps he thought, raged within the Ottoman
state, the last frontier of Euro-Muslim confrontation. If the battle was
won, colonialism could be reversed. If not, as he feared, then Muslims
were destined to be defeated and enslaved by Europe. Evoking the
traditional concept of Islam’s superiority to other religions, al-Nabhani
attacked the Christian communities of the Ottoman state. He accused
them of arrogance and criticized Christianity as being inferior to Islam in
its beliefs and practices.22 His anti-Christianity treatises show someone
deeply offended by claims of European superiority over Islam and

20 Al-Nabhani (1901: 14–15 ). 21 For more details, see Kawtharani (1980: 12–16).
22 He did so in three treatises (1906, 1908), and the undated The Long R Poem in Divine

Perfections and the Life of the Prophet, and in the Description of the Islamic Community and the
other Communities (al-Nabhani n.d. [a])
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Muslims and someone greatly concerned by the impact of such claims on
the morale of Muslims, a morale he wanted to uplift.

What irked him the most was the pride local Christians showed in
European achievements, citing them as proof of the superiority of Chris-
tianity over Islam. They were wrong on two counts, argued al-Nabhani.
First, Europeans were heretics who strove to succeed in this world while
abandoning the afterlife. This, he implied, discredited religion as a factor
contributing to European achievements and advancement. Second, if
their achievements were evidence of anything it was of God’s majesty;
God was merely using Europeans to display some of His signs to human-
ity more generally.23 Europeans were not the actors but simply the
conduit of God’s will. What mattered in the end was not material
achievements but religious and spiritual ones. And Muslims were, evi-
dently, superior to Christians whose material wealth was no sign of their
supremacy or intellect.24

A threat coming from local Christians influenced by Europeans
derived from the leniency Christian men had toward the loose behavior
of their women. With no religious deterrence, they let their women
dance, mingle with other men and wear improper dresses. This was in
opposition to the decency of Muslim women who were obliged to veil.25

He followed this warning with another one against the abolition of
slavery. To contrast the benevolence of Islam to the malevolence of
Christianity and to further caution Muslims against European plots to
weaken them, he defended slavery as outlined by the shariʿa for being of
great benefit to human beings and he considered its abolition as a part of
European colonial policies.26

In the preface to his treatise Warning Muslims about the missionary
Schools, al-Nabhani stated that one of the greatest dangers was the
admission of Muslim students into Christian schools. By interacting with
Christian students, teachers and administration, studying “worldly” sci-
ences and foreign languages, at worst they would be exposed to Chris-
tianity; at best, they would doubt the merits of Islam. Knowledge
obtained at missionary schools exposed Muslim students to European
history, customs and languages. It might even lead them to denounce
Islam and its beliefs. Graduating students would be loyal to one Euro-
pean state or another, and not to their own (the Ottoman state). Such
students, in favoring the interests of other communities and other states,

23 al-Nabhani, al-Qasida al-raʾiyya al-kubra, 90–91. 24 Ibid., 100–101.
25 Al-Nabhani (1908: 36–37).
26 Ibid., 42–43. For more information on the antiabolition views, see Ghazal (2009).
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would become enemies of their own people and their own state.27 If they
retained their Muslim faith, it would be a corrupt and distorted one.28

A worst outcome would be students’ lack of faith in any religion.29

“Was learning foreign languages and modern sciences worth risking
one’s faith and loyalty to the state?” asked al-Nabhani.30 Certainly not,
he stated, especially since it was evident to him that there was no material
wealth to be gained; teachers themselves at those schools were poorly
paid while Muslim traders who knew no foreign languages were rich,
living very comfortable lives and safeguarding their religion.31 He
believed that the rush to learn modern sciences at the missionary schools
with the pretext that Muslims needed to learn the sciences that had made
Europeans powerful conquerors would ultimately damage Islam and
corrupt Muslims.32

An alternative for Muslims was the state schools. They counted in the
thousands, as he said, thanks to the efforts of “the caliph of the time, our
master the greatest sultan, the prince of the believers,” Abdülhamid II.
Being a compassionate father to all Muslims, the sultan cared about their
religion, their worldly affairs and the well-being of their children.33 For
this reason and others, al-Nabhani maintained, Muslims owed their
allegiance to Abdülhamid II. In an earlier treatise, Forty Hadiths on the
Obligation to Obey the Commander of the Faithful, he had listed forty
hadiths pointing to the duty of Muslims to obey their rulers, and com-
posed a poem dedicated to Abdülhamid II, followed by a commentary. It
was published in May/June 1895 in Beirut as “an advice to the Muham-
madan nation, and dedicated to the Sublime Ottoman State, considered
by some knowledgeable people as the best state only after that of the
Companions.”34 In it, he explained that Muslims had an obligation to
obey Abdülhamid II, the protector of Muslims at a time when they were
being attacked from all sides. He took care of the ashraf (descendants of
the Prophet Muhammad), the ʿulamaʾ, the Sufis and the poor, and built
with his own money, not that of the state treasury, thousands of mosques

27 Al-Nabhani (1901: 26–7). The publication of the first edition of this treatise was funded
by the Beiruti notable Hasan Afandi al-Halabuni and was distributed for free. The
treatise was reprinted in a second edition in 1932. A shorter version of it has also been
published under the title An Abbreviated Guide for the Perplexed on Warning Muslims
against Christian Schools.

28 Al-Nabhani (1901: 16–17).
29 Ibid., 22–25. It is worth noting that the Ottoman government shared al-Nabhani’s fears

about the impact of missionary schools. See Fortna (2000).
30 Al-Nabhani (1901: 27). 31 Ibid., 28. 32 Ibid., 42–43. 33 Ibid., 2–3
34 This is the statement on the cover of the book. See al-Nabhani (1895). He also

mentioned that he himself paid the expenses of ten thousand copies of this treatise to
be “distributed for free.”
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and Sufi lodges, and restored tombs of prophets and saints. He also
took utmost care of the two holy sites and looked after the welfare of
pilgrims. Moreover, Abdülhamid II added to the strength of the state
and the Muslim nation by building more fortresses and acquiring
new weapons.35

Both the sultan and the state required protection from a graver menace
than that of the Europeans and their missionaries. It came from within
those who claimed to reform religion and who were even more dangerous
than the Wahhabis. Wahhabism, al-Nabhani believed, was confined to
Najd. Though its members claimed to be followers of the Hanbali school
they were, in fact, condemned by many Hanbali scholars. Although
reformers constituted a different group of people from the four madha-
hib, they shared a common goal: they held corrupt ideas and denounced
the madhahib and their authorities, diffused their dangerous ideas in
newspapers, and deceived Muslims with their arguments. They posed a
threat to the common people, who could be easily deceived.36 The most
dangerous of them were in Egypt.37 Al-Nabhani even considered Ibn
Taymiyya, with all his errors and mistakes, to be better than those who
were claiming to reform religion. The former had erred in some things
but like the waves of a sea, his scholarship carried the good along with the
bad, unlike the reformers who had nothing good to offer.38 al-Nabhani
condemned the dissemination of Ibn Taymiyya’s books, considered the
prelude to the modernist reformist movement, as a great calamity that
had befallen Muslims.39

The polemics of al-Nabhani against the reformers and the “modern”
age reached their peak in his ad hominem poem The Short R Poem Denoun-
cing Innovation and Praising the Esteemed Tradition.40 It carries no specific
date of publication but from its content it is clear he wrote it between
1908 and 1909 with the aim of defending “tradition” against “innov-
ation.” Reaffirming the importance of the madhahib, he described Abu
Hanifa, Malik, al-Shafiʿi and Ibn Hanbal (the founders of the four
schools of Sunni jurisprudence) as important leading scholars who were
guided by the spirit of the prophet, pious and whose knowledge of the
Quran and the Sunna was both exceptional and divine. Their madhahib

35 Al-Nabhani (1895: 20–21).
36 Yusuf al-Nabhani, The Pertinent Arrows on Those with Fallacious Claims and in Response to

Those Claiming Ijtihad (n.p., n. d. [c]) 32–43.
37 Ibid., 32. 38 Al-Nabhani (1990: 56–7). 39 Al-Nabhani (n.p., n. d. [c]: 38–39).
40 Al-Nabhani [b], The Short R Poem.The poem has 450 verses and is entitled the short “R”

because there is another longer “R” poem (seven hundred fifty verses) in which
al-Nabhani (a) compared Islam to Judaism and Christianity.
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constituted “the walls of the Muslim house,”41 and were even “equal to
the Quran and the Sunna because they are the same but with different
wordings,” and had always guided Muslims. He added that none of the
scholars who had elaborated on these schools ever claimed ijtihad outside
the boundaries of those schools.42 Otherwise, he explained, such ijtihad
would be considered “independent and a study of passion, leading to evil
only.”43 Even though al-Nabhani admitted the existence of a Mujaddid
(renewer of religion), the renewer was not associated with ijtihad in every
century. A Mujaddid, as defined by al-Nabhani, was a pious and know-
ledgeable person but had no claim to exercising ijtihad.44 Those who
claimed ijtihad and denounced the madhahib – headed by al-Afghani,
ʿAbduh and Rida – al-Nabhani described as heretics, enemies of
believers, anarchists, liars, khawarij, the “Protestants” of Islam, bent on
corrupting Islam like Protestants corrupted Christianity, and on reviving
the jahiliyya. He specifically accused ʿAbduh of befriending the British
and collaborating with them.45

Al-Nabhani constantly mocked their reference to the “modern age,”
which he referred to as the age that the Prophet Muhammad had pre-
dicted to be the worst of all ages, when Muslims would strive to hold
tight to their religion. It was also, as he described it, the age of indecency,
of indifference to religious instructions and of the spread of bad Euro-
pean manners. Criticizing those who embraced the modern age and
promoted ijtihad as a way to engage with it, he commented that

They praise this century as a century of sciences, knowledge, virtues, good
manners and refinement, and every good thing. They say: “The time of
ignorance and savagery is gone and here is the time of sciences and
modernization.” They also say: “modern sciences, modernity . . . ” Sometimes
they claim: “people have become modern and enlightened and have their eyes
open. Savagery has gone.” These are false statements proving that people who are
claiming them are ignorant . . . without a clear mind and cannot distinguish
between right and wrong.46

He refuted the modernist reformers’ judgment by referring to a hadith
stating that the best centuries were those of the Prophet, the companions
and their followers. Thus, he did not agree with them that this century
was the best: his criterion for evaluating any century was the adherence to
certain religious practices and beliefs. Those who currently claimed
ijtihad did not care about religion, but followed western manners and
despised Islamic traditions. This century, contrary to what modernists

41 Ibid: 5. 42 Ibid: 6. 43 Ibid. 44 Ibid. 45 Ibid., 16.
46 Al-Nabhani (n.p., n.d. [c]).
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claimed, was the worst and the most evil, and the only reason reformers
related to it was because they were corrupt Muslims.47

Al-Nabhani’s attack on reform and reformers echoed the concerns and
fears of many in the conservative camp at the time. Hourani summarized
them best when he stated that “[o]nce the traditional interpretation of
Islam was abandoned, and the way open to private judgment, it was
difficult if not impossible to say what was in accordance with Islam and
what was not.”48 Thus, the line of thought of conservatives like al-
Nabhani sheds light not only on the opposition to Islah but also on the
turn of the century’s alternative views of the future of Islam and of
religious reform.

Dream-Stories and the Defense of Tradition

Al-Nabhani’s battles against the reformers did not cease with his dis-
missal from his job. Although he seems to have refrained from engaging
publicly in religious and political debates after 1909, he continued to
vocally defend taqlid and supplication to the Prophet and the saints, and
to condemn those who claimed ijtihad and denounced Sufi practices.
However, he waged that battle in and through his dreams. These he
recorded meticulously, incorporating them in his publications and circu-
lating them among his supporters. His dream-stories registered his reac-
tions to the debate between Sufi conservatives and the islahis and acted as
a link between him and his allies who, through his dream-stories, pro-
vided him with support and up-to-date information. Whether his dreams
are true or fictional is not the issue. What matters are the dream-stories
themselves that al-Nabhani recounted and published and how they
related to the real world and featured the names of his allies as well as
his adversaries. To quote Mittermaier, who has explored the dreams’
material context as well as their religious and epistemological signifi-
cance, dreams “matter in the sense of having significance on people’s
lives and more literally, in the sense of having an impact on the visible,
material world.”49

Al-Nabhani’s dreams reflected not only the reality of the debates about
the meaning and the definition of Islam and tradition; they were an
extension of the reality itself as he continued to refute his enemies, the
reformers, in his dream-stories. More importantly, the mere fact of

47 Ibid., 26 and idem. (b), The Short R Poem, 33–4. For more details on his attack on both
missionaries and religious reformers, see Ghazal (2001).

48 Hourani (1983: 144). 49 Mittermaier (2011: 2).
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recording and sharing his dreams marked his defense of Muslim tradition
against the attacks of the reformers. Thus, employing dreams in his
arguments against reformers served to assert the primacy of the Muslim
tradition he defended over the rational order that reformers were busy
imposing. His adversaries were aware of his dream-stories and constantly
tried to refute them. They did not dismiss the importance of dreams or
the possibility that dreams could suggest certain realities or reveal
visions. However, they denounced their promotion by Sufis as casual
channels of communications with the dead and the invisible. Reformers’
criticism of the weight given to dreams in popular culture was part of
their campaign to “rationalize” religion and eradicate superstition. They
attempted to discredit al-Nabhani by pointing to his dependence on
dreams as frequently as he evoked dreams to discredit them.

A hadith tells Muslims that authentic dreams would replace prophecy
and would be a part of it.50 Thus, the dream is considered to bear
prophetic words as important as the sayings of the Prophet Muhammad
himself. More significantly, it is also believed that the vision of the
Prophet in a dream signifies his actual appearance. Thus, “the prophet’s
words and deeds as seen in dreams may serve as a guide and may have
the same influence on the believers that his actual behavior in life had.”51

However, the Islamic dream tradition differentiates between an authentic
dream and a false one. While the first is considered to derive from God
or a kind of prophecy, the latter is from the devil or is due to psycho-
logical instability. The truest dreams are considered to be those seen at or
right before dawn, and those that appear during a nap. Al-Nabhani
deemed all his dreams, recounted in four main sources,52 to be authen-
tic, that is, revealed by God and constituting a form of prophecy.
He often defended the authority of dreams and warned against the
fabrication of dream-stories. This was meant to confirm – to both his
followers and detractors – that his dreams bore a message to be believed

50 See al-Nabulusi (2009: 2). For more elaboration, see Kinberg (1991 and 1993).
51 Kinberg (1993: 285). Toufic Fahd claims that the first account of the vision of the

prophet appeared in the middle of the first century of the Hijra (the prophet’s migration
from Mecca to Medina) in 622. See Fahd (1966: 292), under the title “Vision du
Prophète en songe.”

52 The first, Clear Signs: An Abbreviated Commentary on the Proofs of Good Deeds (1955)
contains a section in which al-Nabhani recorded thirty dreams. The second, The Seas’
Jewels in the Virtues of ther Chosen Prophet (n.d. [d]) is four volumes. The dreams are
mentioned in the fourth volume. The third, The Happiness of the Two Abodes (1898), is a
praise poem dedicated to the prophet Muhammad and contains a compilation of
prophetic dreams seen by different people. Al-Nabhani included his dreams in this
section. The last one, al- The Nabhaniyya Collection of Prophetic Eulogies (n.d. [e]), is a
four volume eulogy for the Prophet and prefaced by some of al-Nabhani’s dreams.
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and followed. Since al-Nabhani himself insisted on punishment for those
who dared to fabricate dream-stories, no one should doubt the authenti-
city of his own.

His first recorded dream dates from 1898. The dream was a conversa-
tion between al-Nabhani and Prophet Muhammad, the content of which
was meant to confirm the belief in saints and sainthood, a highly conten-
tious issue between al-Nabhani and the reformers.

I saw in my dream in Jumada I, 1316/September 1898 that I visited the Prophet
when he was still alive. . . . He told me : “You go to Paradise,”. . . then he blamed
me, peace be upon him, for not giving money to someone who had asked me.
I apologized to him, peace be upon him, and explained to him that I had no
money at the time. He said: “The saints did not accept this.” I told him: “You are
the master of all prophets and saints, and the master of all human beings, may the
saints be pleased with me for your sake.”. . . This dream seemed to be real and
I saw it at dawn.53

Such encounters with the Prophet provided a central theme in his dream-
stories. They meant to authenticate al-Nabhani’s dreams and provide
them with authority and legitimacy. The content of most of his dreams
revealed his confrontations with the reformers and his criticism of Ibn
Taymiyya and the Wahhabis. In one dream, he recounted that he fell
asleep while reading in al-Subki’s refutation of Ahmad Ibn Taymiyya. He
then dreamt of Ibn Taymiyya “as an insect of the earth’s insects that
looks like the caterpillar but without legs, and it feared me when I got
close to it.” The reason, al-Nabhani commented, that Ibn Taymiyya
looked so pitiful and in need of God’s mercy was that his “innovations
had become rules and dogmas for many evil people from his time until
now, especially the Wahhabi group and those who are more evil, such as
Muhammad ʿAbduh and Rashid Rida, the owner of al-Manar.”54

The image of Ibn Taymiyya as someone suffering appears in other
dreams. In one such dream, Ibn Taymiyya came to visit al-Nabhani and
he looked very sick as if he was crippled, unable to stand or walk on his
own. A man accompanied and propped up Ibn Taymiyya. Al-Nabhani
felt sorry for him and kissed his hand; in return, Ibn Taymiyya smiled
and prayed for al-Nabhani. After hearing of the dream, al-Nabhani’s son-
in-law told him that the man on whom Ibn Taymiyya was leaning was his
good deed. Al-Nabhani noted that Ibn Taymiyya would have been a
great virtuous man “had it not been for his evil innovations that almost
jeopardized him, and jeopardized others.”55

53 Al-Nabhani (1898: 478–79). 54 al-Nabhani (1955: 145–46).
55 Idem., The Seas’ Jewels, ([d] vol. 4: 1636).
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The sympathy al-Nabhani showed toward Ibn Taymiya in that specific
dream was uncharacteristic but not accidental. On several occasions,
al-Nabhani acknowledged that despite all of his errors, Ibn Taymiyya
remained an esteemed scholar.56 However, the reformers’ association
with him and their promotion of his writings was a sin to be added to his.
An interesting aspect of the dream-stories featuring Ibn Taymiyya is how
al-Nabhani constantly referred to himself as being on par with the
former. If Ibn Taymiyya was considered the spiritual and intellectual
leader of the reformist movement, al-Nabhani was his equal in the
opposing camp.

In his book The Evidence of Proof – republished in 1990 – al-Nabhani
claimed that “the gate of ijtihad” had been closed since the tenth century.
He defended visits to tombs as well as the legitimacy of seeking the
prophets’ intercessions. The book was a straightforward attack on
Wahhabis, on al-Afghani, ʿAbduh, Rida and on Mahmud Shukri
al-Alusi’s uncle, Nuʿman Afandi al-Alusi. Mahmud Shukri al-Alusi, in
response to al-Nabhani’s attack on the pro-ijtihad camp and its historical
authorities, wrote a two-volume refutation of al-Nabhani, rejecting Sufi
practices and the beliefs upheld by him and similar Sufis. Al-Alusi, from
a notable Baghdadi family, was known as a reformer (he was also labeled
a Wahhabi but it is doubtful he was one) who abhorred what he called
Sufi excesses and abuses.57 He took it upon himself to defame al-
Nabhani as a heretic Sufi.

Al-Alusi and other reformers dismissed the content of al-Nabhani’s
books as meaningless and not worth reading. They contained many
errors, false sayings of the Prophet and misleading arguments. The
author’s knowledge was not accredited and he relied more on the sayings
of Sufi scholars than on the sayings of the Prophet.58 The polemics
between al-Alusi and al-Nabhani intensified to such a degree that a judge
was needed. Al-Nabhani relied on his dream-stories to settle the matter
to his advantage by enlisting none other than Prophet Muhammad as an
arbiter in one of his elaborate dream-stories. He dreamt that he had
received a letter from Muhammad Ibn ʿAwad, whom he identified as a
cleric – ʿalim. He was told in the letter about several prophetic dreams
seen by Ibn ʿAwad, one of them featuring the Prophet condemning
the book Fulfilling the Wishes in Responding to al-Nabhani, whose author
“is the famous crazy and malicious Wahhabi Shukri Afandi al-Alusi

56 Al-Nabhani does not deny that Ibn Taymiyya offered a lot of useful knowledge on Islam.
He mentioned his contributions in his book The Seas’ Jewels ([d] 983–88).

57 See Fattah (2003: 127–148).
58 al-Manar, 11 (1908: 50–59), 12 (1909: 785–786) and 13 (1910: 796–798).
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al-Baghdadi, in which he attacked my book The Evidence of Truth in
Beseeching the Prophet’s Help [1990], and in which he attacked many
scholars . . . and praised people of innovation and error like Ibn Taymiya
and Wahhabi scholars.”59 The correspondent also told al-Nabhani that
while he was in Aden in 1919, he saw al-Alusi’s book and was curious
about its content. When one of his Sufi masters prohibited him from
reading it, he replied that he had no interest in it but only wanted to get
an idea about it while ignoring its falsifications. The correspondent then
saw in his dream that Prophet Muhammad looked angry and refused to
shake hands with him. When he inquired about the sin he had commit-
ted, the Prophet asked why he was reading in Alusi’s Fulfilling the Wishes.
He answered: “I just had a look at it, and I repent to God,” and then
shook the Prophet’s hand. “I woke up scared, took the book and burnt
it,” he continued. When the Prophet reappeared in a subsequent dream,
he was cheerful, looking happy.60

The animated appearance of the Prophet in those dream-stories, in
which he displayed particular emotions and gestures and asked specific
questions, was meant to leave no doubt where he stood in the battle
between conservatives and reformers. He was weighing in heavily to
support al-Nabhani against his enemies. Al-Nabhani confirmed the
Prophet’s support in several accounts of his dreams. In one of them,
“the learned devout scholar” Muhammad ʿArabi al-Fasi told al-Nabhani
that while he was in Beirut on his return from pilgrimage, he saw in his
dream the Prophet on Sunday June 23, 1918 holding in his hand one of
al-Nabhani’s books, and he was happy with it.61 In an effort to make his
dreams appear as objective as possible, al-Nabhani often presented him-
self not as the dreamer but only as the conveyer of dream-stories about
him narrated by his supporters or followers.

While many of his dreams needed no interpretation or explanation,
others required al-Nabhani’s intervention to explain or comment on their
meaning. On February 12, 1911, two years after his dismissal from his
job, he recounted an evening dream in which he was reciting Quranic
verses describing how God helped prophets, especially Muhammad and
Moses, triumph over their enemies, and how God ordered them to be
patient. Al-Nabhani concluded that this ruʾya, dream-vision, pointed to
al-Nabhani’s condemnation of “those innovators, the group of Muhammad
ʿAbduh, the Egyptian whose innovations I condemned, and his shaykh

59 Al-Nabhani (1990: 151–2). Alusi’s refutation’s Arabic title is Nayl al-amani fi al-radd
ʿala al-Nabhani.

60 Ibid. 61 Al-Nabhani (1955: 150).
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Jamal al-Din al-Afghani and Rashid Rida the disciple of Muhammad
ʿAbduh, owner of al-Manar newspaper.”62

The fact that most of his dreams are dated after 1909 is significant. His
dream-stories were meant to vindicate him at a time when the anti-
reform camp in the Arab provinces had lost political clout after the revolt
of 1908 and the deposition of Abdülhamid II the following year. They
functioned as a channel of communication between him and a commu-
nity that was geographically dispersed, and helped convey al-Nabhani’s
position on islah and its proponents. Such dream-stories shed light on the
continuous agitation of the antireform camp against its enemies but
equally important, they also point to its need to resort to more discreet
ways to voice opposition and dissatisfaction.

Conclusion

Al-Nabhani was the leading polemicist against religious reformers who
engaged intellectually with European ideas and bent or accommodated –

depending on one’s perspective – religious thought to meet the require-
ments of the “modern age.” In the historiography of Arab thought in
the modern period, the reformers epitomize the flexibility of religious
thought in the face of modernity and are acknowledged as contributors
to the “liberalism” of Arabic thought. Their task, as Hourani put it,
“was to reinterpret Islam so as to make it compatible with living in
the modern world.”63 Al-Nabhani, who despised them for those very
reasons, saw the modern age through a different lens and understood
its challenges in a different way. He did not believe that religion should
be malleable and pragmatic but dogmatic and unyielding to pressure,
especially if it was pressure coming from Europe. Al-Nabhani could not
differentiate between Europe as the source of modernity and Europe
as the enemy. The reformers, he warned, were surrendering Islam to
its historical enemy by accommodating European modernity. In other
words, he believed that Europe was conquering Islam through modern-
ity. Muslims’ duty was to reject rather than engage with that modernity.

Al-Nabhani’s ideas as well as his network of supporters provide a
counter-narrative to that of the Nahda. However, his voice was not only
marginalized in the historiography of Arabic thought but was also ultim-
ately defeated with the rise of the modern nation-state in the Arab world.
Sufism, reformed or not, had to live then and now on the margins of
the religious culture in several Arab countries. It can be argued that

62 Ibid., 138–39. 63 Hourani (1983: vi).
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al-Nabhani’s polemics against the modern age and Muslim reformers are
then justifiably dismissed: his arguments did not survive the first couple
of decades of the twentieth century and had no impact on Arabic thought
in the long term. This assessment requires more subtle analysis. For
example, it may be mere coincidence that al-Nabhani, who defended
the legitimacy of the Ottoman state and of the Ottoman caliph and
warned against the defeat of Muslims at the hands of Europe, is the
grandfather of Taqi al-Din al-Nabhani, who founded Hizb al-Tahrir in
1953 with the aim of reviving the caliphate. One cannot help but notice
that, in retrospect, al-Nabhani’s apocalyptic tone about the future of the
Ottoman state and of Islam had some elements of truth. At least, then,
his warnings can be given some consideration as historically significant
positions and as valid predictions.

The Europeans did, indeed, seal the fate of the Ottoman state, as al-
Nabhani warned. It might have been too late and too unrealistic to deter
Europe from playing a role in determining the future of the state and its
Muslim citizens, as he wished, but his warning that the reformers, with
their disregard for themadhahib and their promotion of individual under-
standing of the Quran, would leave Sunni Islam “at the mercy of the
ignorant and the untrained,” rings true when examining more broadly
religious thought and movements in the twentieth and twenty-first cen-
turies. Al-Nabhani tried to resist the inevitable and to shelter the past and
its traditions from modernity; he failed. He forewarned Muslims of grave
consequences; many of them are now saying he has been vindicated.
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Part IV

The Persistence of the Nahda

World War I was the defining event of modern Middle Eastern history.
The great famine in Bilad al-Sham and the massive military mobiliza-
tion of young men for axis and allied armies decimated an estimated
15 percent of the Ottoman population.1 The end of 400 years
of Ottoman rule exposed its former Arab provinces to France’s and
Britain’s colonization, plans for which were hatched in secret diplomacy
during the Great War.2 But an intellectual rupture had already
occurred in – and through – the Young Turk Revolution of 1908. As
Thomas Philipp argues in Chapter 9, it was not that Arab intellectuals
acted as anti-Ottoman nationalists – this break occurred at the end of
World War I. On the contrary, the ‘Ottoman Revolution’ as Jurji
Zaydan and others hailed it, turned largely detached Arab writers and
thinkers in the provincial capitals into politically engaged champions of
pan-Ottoman liberty, equality and fraternity. As Philipp argues, this
revolutionary moment needs to be understood in the larger context
of political upheaval elsewhere in the Middle East and beyond, most
notably the Iranian Constitutional Revolution that started in 1905 and
was still open-ended in 1908.

The literary and historical foundations of the Nahda that the first two
generations of Arab intellectuals had laid down, expanded to the political
and economic fields of intervention as the third generation came of age.
This section explores the ideological development of the Nahda after the
Ottoman Revolution. Its three chapters are thematically and geographic-
ally diverse but together they connect and challenge key historiographical
debates on Arab–Ottoman relations, the political economy of Mandate
Palestine and Egyptian antifascism.

Here, the career of Shakib Arslan serves to demonstrate how these
themes overlapped. Shakib Arslan (1869–1946) is perhaps an unlikely
Nahda figure in many ways. He does not easily fit the schematic Muslim

1 E. Thompson (2000); L. Fawaz (2014); Rogan (2015). 2 Antonius (1938).
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world view that al-Nabhani presented in Ghazal’s preceding chapter,
and he has achieved notoriety for allegations of Wahhabi and fascist
proclivities.3 Our Nahda lens offers a more complex picture of Arslan
as a well-connected, influential pan-Islamic thinker, activist and diplo-
mat who embodied the formation of sometimes revolutionary, sometimes
anticolonial, sometimes pan-Islamic but always politicized and trans-
national afterlives of 1908. We offer a sketch of his life as an explicatory
prism to connect the themes and geographies discussed in this section.

Born into one of the most eminent feudal families in the Druze
mountains, young Shakib was sent to Beirut to study at the Maronite
Sagesse College and the Ottoman Sultaniyya school where he learnt in
Muhammad ʿAbduh’s classroom in the early 1880s.4 After graduating,
he immersed himself in the politics of the Mutasarrifiya of Lebanon
where he defended his family’s positions in the Ottoman adminstra-
tion.5 Before 1908, he acquired the sobriquet amir al-bayan – ‘prince of
eloquence’ – but his literary work was not yet political. The Young Turk
revolution changed this. He led a demonstration in his own Mutasarri-
fiyya district which called for the implementation of the Ottoman
constitution in Mt. Lebanon.6 Arslan’s first political foray beyond
Mt. Lebanon was his participation in the Ottoman defence of Libya
against the Italian invasion of 1911. On the battlefront, he befriended
the three Young Turk officers who were to lead the Committee of
Union and Progress’s (CUP) coup d’état two years later. During World
War I, Enver, Talaat and Cemal pashas introduced Arslan to political
elites in Istanbul where he served as parliamentarian for Mt. Lebanon
and in Berlin where he also met with Mustafa Kemal (Atatürk).

Arslan continued to work for the CUP, for a strong Ottoman state and
against decentralization until the empire collapsed and many of its
leaders were assassinated. He began to fully embrace the Arab cause
only in 1921 when cofounded the Syrian-Palestinian Congress in
Geneva. For sixteen years, he served as one of the most prominent Arab
negotiators at the League of Nations and stood at the centre of an
expanding antiimperialist movement that sought to universalize the
principle of self-determination long after President Wilson had aban-
doned it.7 The Syrian-Palestinian Congress gathered the full spectrum
of exiled Arab nationalists who opposed the Mandate system and

3 Even Cleveland’s (1985) balanced biography of Arslan shares this perspective. In Arabic
Thought, he appears only fleetingly in Rashid Rida’s shadow.

4 Hanssen (2005: 176). 5 Akarli (1993).
6 Arslan (1969: 36–38). The Lebanese administration feared for its autonomy and rejected
constitutionalism.

7 Manela (2007).
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represented the Palestinian struggle.8 However, Arslan’s secret negoti-
ations with the French Mandate authorities in 1926, in which he agreed
to the severance of Lebanon from Syria, caused lasting damage to his
political reputation.9

Arslan was active in canvassing anticolonial support from the Euro-
pean left. He had met Zinoviev during the Great War and discussed the
formation of an Islamic International with Trotsky at the Third Komin-
tern in Moscow. British socialists’ sympathies for Zionism ruled them
out as allies, but in France he struck lifelong friendships with Jean Long-
uet, grandson of Karl Marx, and with the leader of the Socialist Party of
France, Pierre Renaudel. Most of Arslan’s European diplomacy, how-
ever, focused on Germany, a country without a formal colonial presence
in the Middle East whose last emperor, William II, he had escorted
around Damascus on behalf of Sultan Abdülhamid II in 1898 and whose
last Weimar president, Field-Marshal Hindenburg, invited him to his
home in 1930. Arslan was feted by German Orientalists and the old
hands in the foreign office whom he introduced to Amin al-Husayni,
the exiled Palestinian notable. But his hopes that friends like Wolf von
Richthofen and Max von Oppenheim could broker an Arab alliance with
Germany failed to materialize.

North Africa and Italy, too, were frequent destinations for Arslan’s
antiimperial gambits. He was friends with Mussolini on account of his
early pro-Arab editorials at Popolo d’Italia but he soon faced the dilemma
that fascist Italy ruled no less brutally in Libya than the British in
Palestine and the French in Syria. He was close to the Libyan resistance
leaders, Ahmad al-Sharif al-Sanusi (1873–1933) and ʿUmar al-Mukhtar
(1858–1931), on whose behalf he interceded with Mussolini to end
General Graziani’s atrocities in al-Jabal al-Akhdar.10 From 1930
onwards, the far-flung, francophone readership of his journal La Nation
Arabe was informed about the Moroccan independence movement
which was led by ‘his spiritual sons’ ʿAllal al-Fasi (1910–74) and Ahmad
Belafrej (1908–90).11 In Algeria, ʿAbd al-Hamid Ibn Badis’s Islamic
Reform Movement adopted Arslan as its intellectual mentor. And when
he offered the fugitive Messali al-Hajj sanctuary in his Geneva home in

8 Hoffmann (2007: 53–96). They included the Antiochian financier and first president,
Michel Bey Lutfallah (b. 1880), Rashid Rida, the Aleppine notable Ihsan al-Jabiri
(1882–1980), King Faysal’s foreign minister and leader of the 1925–27 Syrian uprising
against the French, ʿAbd al-Rahman Shahbandar (1880–1940), the future Lebanese
prime minister Riad al-Sulh (1894–1951), the first president of independent Syria,
Shukri al-Quwwatli (1891–1967) and the Palestinians Tawfiq Hammad, Amin Bey
Tamimi Wahba al-ʿIsa and Shibli al-Jamal.

9 Cleveland (1985: 54–57). 10 Krais (2012). 11 Adal (2006: 199–201).
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1936, Arslan apparently ‘converted’ this militant Franco-Algerian com-
munist to Algerian religious nationalism.12 Arslan’s activities were
crowned a year later, when he received a hero’s welcome from the North
African community in Paris. The secular leader of the Tunisian inde-
pendence movement, Habib Bourguiba (1903–2000), dedicated a
special issue of his journal L’Action Tunisienne to his lifework. The
French government became worried about Arslan’s popularity among
its Arab immigrant communities and permitted Arslan to return to Syria
in 1937. He promptly disavowed the Libyan cause on his return to
Damascus, and began contending that Arab unity could be achieved
without North Africa. Like many other Libyans, his former friend and
fellow Ottoman parliamentarian, the Ibadi scholar Sulayman al-Baruni
(1870–1940), was furious about such betrayal.13 Arslan appeared to
sacrifice the Maghreb for political gains in the Mashreq where many
Nahdawis in Damascus, Beirut and Cairo continued to consider him a
latter-day Jamal al-Din al-Afghani.

Sherene Seikaly’s chapter, Chapter 10, takes Palestine out of the vice
of the League of Nations history that Arslan in vain tried to negotiate. In
the process, she explores an understudied aspect of Nahda thought:
economy. The first two generations of Nahdawis had primarily been
concerned with cultural-literary revival and sociopolitical reforms, and
paid less attention to economic thought. But a strong historiography on
the Middle East in the world-economy, state-formation and class struc-
ture has also not yet produced a full understanding of modern Arabic
economic thought. In this context, Seikaly’s Palestinian bankers and
businessmen not only present Mandate Palestine in a new light, but also
offer a glimpse into the insitutionalization of Arab economies after World
War I.

In the 1860s and 1870s, the al-Bustanis in Beirut implanted the idea
that Bilad al-Sham’s geographical centrality between ‘East and West’
determined its intermediary role in the global economy.14 Fellow Arab
Christians seized the economic opportunities that the ideology of geo-
graphical advantage and late Ottoman financial deregulation and land
reform offered to native merchants, as they embraced the British imperial
mantra of ‘self help.’15 Many Nahda journals also discussed, quite favor-
ably, socialism and Kropotkin’s anarchist manifesto Mutual Aid in the

12 Julien (1972: 108). 13 Baldinetti (2010: 102). Ghazal (2010, 2013).
14 Hanssen (2005).
15 A student of Butrus al-Bustani’s and al-Muqtataf editor, Yaʿqub Sarruf (1852–1927),

translated Samuel Smiles’ Victorian ‘bible’ of the capitalist work ethic Self Help to much
acclaim into Arabic in 1880. See D. Reid (1970).
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1900s.16 But in most social and labour questions, mainstream Nahdawis
were staunch Jacobins – believing that a strong state – an empire until
World War I, a republic thereafter – would fix and balance matters,
whereas in political and economic affairs, they vigorously defended indi-
vidual freedom and entrepreneurship.

The precipitous slide of the Tunisian, Ottoman and Egyptian states
into bankruptcy between the Crimean War of 1853–56 and 1869, 1875
and 1876, respectively, did not go entirely unnoticed by the Nahdawis.
Most notably, Khayr al-Din al-Tunisi who resigned as president of the
Tunisian Grand Council in 1863 because the prime minister had ‘cast
himself down the ruinous path of [foreign] loans,’17 anticipated that
excessive state spending on prestigious urban infrastructure projects
without the protection of native resources and cultivation of indigenous
industries would lead to structural dependency.18 In other words not
the ‘native idleness’ that Beirut’s and Cairo’s public moralists and private
merchants frequently blamed, but the workings of what Rosa Luxemburg
identified in 1913 as the pernicious system of ‘international credit’
accounted for the widening economic gap between Europe and the
Ottoman empire.19 The Ottoman government, in which Khayr al-Din
served as a prime minister right after its bankruptcy, fared somewhat
better.20 Although the empire was forced to hand over many of the most
lucrative sectors of its economy to the international Public Debt Admin-
stration in 1881, Sultan Abdülhamid II’s advisors managed – on a
shoestring budget and occasionally with ‘ponzi schemes’ – to get the
Ottoman economy expanding again by the turn of the century.21

Worst hit by debt dependency was Egypt, where Khedive Ismaʿil
turned his country into a ‘Klondike on the Nile’ and precipitated the
British occupation in 1882.22 But as Abdelaziz Ezzelarab’s recent
research has shown, there emerged an organized form of economic
nationalism in the crucible of the ʿUrabi revolt that the British invasion
crushed.23 Entirely an elite phenomenon, the economic thought behind
it, nevertheless, planted the seeds of financial sovereignty that came
to be associated with the Egyptian economist and founder of the Bank
of Egypt, Talʿat Harb (1867–1941).24 After World War I, economic

16 Khuri-Makdisi (2010). 17 Khayr al-Din quoted in Rogan (2009: 105).
18 C. Brown (1967). On Khayr al-Din, see also Chapters 4 and 5 in this volume. On

economic thought in Shidyaq, see Chapter 6. The first Ottoman translation of European
economic theory was J. B. Say’s Catéchisme d’Economie Politique in 1852. See Mardin
(1962: 236).

19 Luxemburg (1913: 399–425) 20 Birdal (2010).
21 Hanssen (2011). See also Haniolu (2008), and Quataert (2005). 22 Landes (1958).
23 Ezzelarab (2002). 24 E. Davis (1983).
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thought was professionalized across the Middle East.25 Particularly, the
economics department of the American University of Beirut which
hatched out of the School of Commerce in the late 1920s26 started to
survey Arab national economies and to advocate financial and banking
reforms.27 In 1946, Palestinian politicians and businessmen entered a
partnership to create a national treasury. They implemented a fiscal
register of all Arab inhabitants in Palestine and raised 220,000 Palestin-
ian Pounds for economic development, land purchases, prisoner relief
and publicity before the Nakba expelled the Palestinan middle class and
diverted its funds.28

The third chapter in this section, Chapter 11, defends Hourani’s
notion of an Arab liberal age and against the persistent polemics in
pro-Zionist scholarship that Arabs sided with Hitler Germany.29 In a
close text reading exercise, Israel Gershoni examines the leading Egyp-
tian critic, ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad’s detailed condemnation of the
Nazi leader and his regime. There were some Nazi sympathizers in 1930s
Cairo, most notoriously Ahmad Husayn’s ‘Young Egypt’ and its Green-
Shirt thugs.30 The anti-British Kaylani coup in Iraq in 1941, too, had
officers who were inspired by German military prowess and misjudged
that fascism was the key to defeating imperialism.31 But compared to
Vichy France, Franco’s Spain and Mosely’s England, their influences
were miniscule. In British Egypt and Iraq as well as in the French
Mandates of Lebanon and Syria, communists and other antifascist
groups upheld the legacy of the enlightenment in their struggle for
independence.32

In its own way, ʿAqqad’s Hitler in the Balance worked psychological
sciences developed in Weimar Germany into familiar narrative structures
developed during the Nahda.33 In some ways, ʿAqqad’s analytical focus
on the link between the individual and the German environment respon-
sible for his rise, resembles the Palestinian economists’ underlying
‘healing powers’ of the science of the self that Sherene Seikaly’s chapter

25 T. Mitchell (1998). 26 Betty Anderson (2011).
27 Safieddine (2015). The leading economist in this multicountry study was Professor Saʿid

Himadeh who likely supervised many of the Palestinian economists in Seikaly’s chapter.
28 Tannous (1988: 387–92).
29 For critique and a comprehensive list in the footnotes, see M. Baer (2015: 140–44).

See also, Achcar (2010), Sing (2012), Nicosia (2015) and the special issues on
“Islamofascism” in WI 52 (2012).

30 For a summary of fascist formations, including the Syrian Social Nationalist Party of
Antun Saʿadeh, and the Maronite Phalange Party in Lebanon, see Achcar (2010:
74–78); on the Steel Shirts in Aleppo, see Watenpaugh (2006: ch. 9).

31 Wien (2006). 32 Nordbruch (2009); Bashkin (2012).
33 On the Egyptian discovery of Freud during the Nahda, see O. El Shakry (2014).
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excavated. While such liberals appeared agonizingly detached from the
menacing realities they and their readers faced, neither was indifferent to
them. They firmly believed in the persistence of the liberal age in which
they grew up.

The figure of Hajj Amin al-Husayni (1897–1974) has served as a
polemical lightening rod in the literature on Mandate Palestine which
has overshadowed these intellectual developments in the late liberal age.
Recruited by the British as the mufti of Palestine, he was exiled for his
part in the Great Revolt of 1936–39 and wound up in Berlin where he
tried, with Arslan’s help, to rally the Nazis’ diplomatic support to return
to the Palestinian leadership. Only a handful of other Arab intellectuals
found themselves in Haj Amin’s Berlin circle.34 Albert Hourani’s uncle,
the playwright Asis Domet (1890–1943), for example, returned to Nazi
Germany having studied in Wilhelminian Berlin. He had ran afoul of
Palestinians who treated him as a traitor for his plays which advocated
Arab and Jewish nationalist collaboration against the British, and of
Zionists who abused his gullibility. Penniless in Berlin during World
War II, he started working for the Nazis’ Arabic translation service.35

Hajj Amin, Arslan and other Arab exiles had no significant traction in
1940s Palestine where the antiimperialist press – the liberal al-Karmil,
Filastin and al-Difaʿ, as well as the communist al-Nur, Ila al-Amam and
Nidal al-Shaʿb – was also staunchly antifascist.36 The Comintern
struggled to control the Communist Party in Palestine but few of its
members were the Stalinists that Richard Crossman and other Britsh
labour Zionists conjured up in their visits to Mandate Palestine.37 The
first Palestinian communists and trade unionists returned from Mos-
cow’s universities in the mid 1920s.38 While they never achieved wide
appeal in Palestinian society on account of prevaricating on the Palestin-
ian national struggle, a few Trotskyists developed the first home-grown
Marxist critiques of the British Mandate.39

The struggle for Palestine was not the preserve of a few deluded exiles
who allied themselves with Hitler. Rather, as Seikaly’s chapter suggests,
was carried out in the name of – and in defence of – the Nahda. The

34 Wien (2011).
35 Domet died in mysterious circumstances. Höpp (2001). For a similarly intriguing story

of a gay Jewish convert to Islam in Nazi Berlin, see Baer (2015).
36 Abbasi (2012)
37 Budeiri (2010), Lockman (1996). On Crossmann’s 1946 Palestine report, see Hanssen’s

chapter.
38 Najati Sidqi (1905–79) in his autobiography (2001). See also Gershoni (2012) and

Tamari (2003).
39 Jabra Nicola (1912–74) was generally recognized as theoretically the most sophisticated.

Budeiri (2010: 193); Greenstein (2011).
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emerging Palestinian liberal establishment lacked or, indeed, rejected
their more radical peers’ Marxist critique of the Mandate system. Since
the Young Turk revolution, Arab merchants and peasants had invested
in schools, hospitals, printing presses and newspapers in Palestine to
produce the paradox that the Arab population with the highest literacy
rate ended up under settler colonial occupation and built the educational
and medical sectors in those Arab countries that gained independence.

The Arab College in Jerusalem was the pinnacle of middle-class invest-
ment in the creation of a Palestinian intellectual elite.40 Palestinian
teachers and students fought the British authorities hard over control of
their schools, and many of them became noted academics, broadcasters,
translators, poets and journalists after their expulsion and the closing of
the Arab College in 1948.41 In his study of The 1936–39 Revolt in
Palestine, the Palestinian writer Ghassan Kanafani has reminded us that
Palestinian students were integrated into the wider Arab university net-
work ‘from Beirut to Cairo’ and returned as critical voices against
accommodation and normalization:

The majority of urban intellectuals, for their part, were of a feudal or commercial
petty-bourgeois class affiliation. Although they basically advocated a type of
bourgeois revolution, the objective conditions were by no means favorable to
the development of the class that would logically lead such a struggle. As political
activists, they thus remained under the control of the traditional leadership. Their
work nevertheless reflected a degree of awareness that, in general, was not shared
by their counterparts in other Arab countries. The struggle between advocates of
revolution and reactionaries in the rural areas, and between revolutionary
militants and defeatist elements in the cities was developing in favor of the
revolution. We do not know of a single Palestinian writer or intellectual in that
period who did not participate in the call for resistance against the colonial
enemy. There is no doubt that the intellectuals, even though they were not, in
general, mobilized by a revolutionary party, played an important role in the
national struggle.42

The war for Palestine in 1947–48 destroyed Palestinian educational
infrastructure and the creation of the state of Israel ended the Palestinian
Nahda.43 While, as we argue elsewhere, Hourani’s liberal age persisted
into the 1950s elsewhere, it was university-educated Palestinian refugees
who turned the age of liberal thought into an age of pan-Arab liberation
struggle by the early 1960s.44

40 Tibawi (1956). 41 A. Bishara (2003: 42–44). 42 Kanafani (1972).
43 Yaghi (1968). 44 Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).
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9 Participation and Critique
Arab Intellectuals Respond to the “Ottoman
Revolution”

Thomas Philipp

The Young Turk Revolution occurred in July 1908 and was greeted by
many Ottoman subjects with a wave of enthusiasm, from the Balkans
to Yemen and from Libya to Iraq. Irrespective of ethnicity or faith, all
layers of society joined in the lofty idea that the formal reintroduction
of parliamentary representation would save the unity of the empire
and reinvigorate it. In Arabic the revolution was called the “Ottoman
Revolution” (al-inqilab al-ʿuthmani) a sign of how much Arabs identi-
fied with the empire as a whole empire and not just Istanbul. This
chapter will explore the changing attitudes of Arab intellectuals and
reformers toward Ottomanism and constitutionalism by focusing
on the writings of several prominent Nahda intellectuals between the
Ottoman Revolution and World War I. I focus on those members of
this cultural movement who came of age in Bilad al-Sham after the
civil wars in Mount Lebanon and Damascus in 1860 and who later
moved to Istanbul and, especially, Cairo, which became the center of
the Nahda.

This chapter’s generational framework is indebted to Hourani’s Arabic
Thought in which three generations intellectuals shaped the coming of the
liberal age to the Middle East. For Hourani this period was one of social
stability, which stood in stark contrast to the tumultuous times in which
he wrote his book. This might explain why in his account, he recognized
neither 1860 nor, even more incongruously, the Great War and the end
of the Ottoman empire as generation-defining events. In contrast to this
temperate view of late Ottoman Arab society, this chapter argues that
Arab intellectuals were shaped by and reacted to momentous changes, of
which civil and international wars, political revolutions and imperial
implosion were only the most dramatic markers.

Jurji Zaydan (1861–1914) was perhaps one of the most representative
figures of Arabs’ intellectual journeys in the late Ottoman empire. A son of
an illiterate coffeehouse owner, he was an autodidact and a self-conscious,
self-made man. He left Beirut in 1882, in the wake of missionary backlash
against a commencement speech on Darwin’s theory of evolution at the
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Syrian Protestant College (SPC).1 In Cairo, he soon found himself among
other adepts of Darwinism, modern technology and the natural sciences,
like Ya‛qub Sarruf and Faris Nimr who took their al-Muqtataf from Beirut
in 1885.2 Zaydan, too, embraced journalism and began publishing his
influential magazine al-Hilal in 1892. In Cairo, Zaydan wrote multivolume
scholarly works on Arab history and literature as well as over twenty
historical novels which popularized his scholarly findings. In spite of his
remarkable output, he remained an extremely private man who refused to
take part in political action.3

The Damascene scholar-journalist, Rafiq al-ʿAzm (1865–1925), was
also very much an autodidact. He hailed from an impoverished branch of
the most important Muslim family in eighteenth- and nineteenth-century
Bilad al-Sham. He settled in Cairo in 1894 and, having learned Turkish,
he cultivated contacts with intellectuals in Istanbul. As a critical scholar
of early Islamic history, he argued that monarchical dynasties were not
sanctioned by Islamic sources. Around the turn of the century, he
became politically active in various parties and associations.4

Sulayman al-Bustani (1856–1925) was a prodigious relative of one of
the founding figures of the Nahda, Butrus al-Bustani.5 He distinguished
himself by his humanist education, his translation of Homer’s Iliad into
Arabic and his extensive traveling before he was elected as representative
of Beirut to the first Ottoman parliament of the second constitutional
period in 1908. He was soon appointed minister of agriculture in the
Young Turk government but resigned in protest, when the Ottoman
government decided to enter the Great War.6

Ruhi al-Khalidi (1864–1913) was member of the important al-Khalidi
family in Jerusalem. He worked in the Ottoman administration in Istan-
bul for six years. Then he studied at the Sorbonne for several years and
was later appointed Ottoman Consul General in Bordeaux.7 He was a
historian and public intellectual, who was also elected as the Jerusalem
representative to the first postrevolutionary parliament.8

Not everyone of this generation entered formal politics but most
became journalists. Rashid Rida (1865–1935), a disciple of al-Afghani

1 Jeha (2004). 2 Glaß (2004). 3 Philipp (1979, 2014); Dupont (2006).
4 Rashid Rida, “Mutarjamat Rafiq al-ʿAzm,” al-Manar 26 (July 1925), 288–300. See also,
U. al-ʿAzm (1925); al-Battush (2007); and Pellitteri (1998).

5 In Arabic Thought, Hourani mentions this important figure only in passing but dedicates
an article to him in 1991.

6 Hourani (1991c); see also, Musa (1998). 7 R. Khalidi (1997).
8 For some additional information him and also Sulayman Bustani, see also Abu-Manneh
(2011). For al-Khalidi, see also Zaydan’s obituary in al-Hilal 22 (Nov. 1913), 152–53;
and Daghir (1956: vol. 2, 333–35).
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and Muhammad ʿAbduh, left Tripoli al-Sham for Cairo in 1897 where
he founded al-Manar, the beacon of Islamic reform.9 Hourani dedicates
a whole chapter to him. Shibli Shumayyil (1850–1917) was one of
Hourani’s principle representatives of Christian secularism of the age.10

A physician trained at the SPC who was also deeply affected by the
college’s Darwin affair, Shumayyil moved to Cairo where he regularly
contributed to al-Muqtataf and became the editor-in-chief of the medical
journal, al-Shifa’. A passionate advocate of a scientific outlook on society
which, according to Hourani, trumped his two other causes – “justice
and liberty” – he came to dedicate himself “to spread[ing] the concept of
socialism, ishtirakiyya in Arabic.”11

Muhammad Kurd ʿAli (1876–1953) was the son of an illiterate tailor
and a Kurdish mother.12 He was mentored by the eminent Algerian
scholar, Tahir al-Jazaʾiri, in Damascus, before joining the ʿAbduh-Rida
circle in Cairo where he resided from 1905 to 1908. After the revolution,
he founded the Damascene journal al-Muqtabas which became the organ
of the Society of Arab Revival (“jamiʿa al-nahda al-ʿarabiyya”). After
World War I, this group founded the Arab Academy of Science in Syria
and Kurd ʿAli was elected its president. One last character who is
important for this account of the Nahda but who was not strictly of this
generation was ʿAbd al-Rahman al-Kawakibi (1849–1902). Kawakibi
was born into a notable family of Kurdish descent in Aleppo the year
before civil strife ravaged his city, and he died in Cairo where he had
emigrated in 1898 before the global wave of revolutions struck the
Middle East. But his writings, particularly his pan-Islamic work of fic-
tion, Umm al-Qura (1899) and his treatise on Ottoman tyranny (Tabaʿi
al-istibdad, 1902) elicited heated posthumous debates.13

This cast of characters is far from complete and shall only help to
illustrate the social origins, education and intellectual orientation among
the contributors to the movement. Despite the many differences, they
came together to constitute a new cultural class which controlled the
new spaces for public debate through its hold over print technology,
journalism and new literary genres like the novel. Much more than their

9 Hourani (1983: 222–44). See also Kerr (1966). In Arab Intellectuals and the West (1970:
110), Hisham Sharabi erroneously claimed that Rida “was opposed to Ottoman rule und
could not reconcile himself to Ottoman supremacy, whether religious or political.”

10 Hourani (1983: 245–60).
11 Ibid., 248, 252. In Chapter 6 in this volume, Traboulsi claims that Ahmad Faris

al-Shidyaq first used this Arabic term for socialism in 1878.
12 Hermann (1990); see also Dakhli (2009), and Samir Seikaly (1981: 129).
13 ʿAbd al-Rahman al-Kawakibi’s Umm al-qura was first published under a pseudonym,

then serialized in al-Manar VI (April 1902–Feb. 1903). Hourani (1983: 271–3). See also
Haim (1954).
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predecessors, the Nahdawis of the generation between 1860 and World
War I – two decisive caesurae – distinguished themselves as social reform-
ers. This observation may seem self-evident. While many monographs
about individual Nahdawis exist, the group as a whole has still not really
been conceived as a new social and intellectual class, even though Hour-
ani himself advocated greater contextualization of Arab intellectuals in
his much-quoted 1983 foreword.

A notable recent exception is Leyla Dakhli’s study on the generation of
Arab intellectuals which crystallized between the Young Turk Revolution
andWorld War I.14 Such periodizations, though helpful for the historian,
always need to be understood as porous and flexible. In this case, this
chapter’s group overlapped with the cohort that became politicized only
in 1908. For the older members of this generation that this chapter
explores, 1916 was definitely an intellectual endpoint. But as Dakhli
argues convincingly, for the younger members of this generation, the
extended moment from the Young Turk revolution to the Ottoman
government’s hanging of Arab journalists and teachers for treason in
1915–16 was the beginning of the emergence of national consciousness
that culminated in the great Syrian uprising against the French Mandate
in 1925–27.

There were also intellectuals, like Muhammad Kurd ʿAli, who by age
and temperament found their place in both periods. Dakhli identifies
Syria as the geographic center of the later cohort’s activities. She also
notes that its members were more engaged in political activities, while the
earlier cohort – the focus of the present essay – consisted mainly of Syrian
émigrés living in Egypt under British occupation who stayed out of the
politics of nationalist agitation. But probably the most obvious and
weightiest difference lies in the simple fact that after 1916 Ottomanism,
the support of a constitutional, democratic, multiethnic Ottoman empire
was no longer an option. Both cohorts seem to have had in common at
the very least “that they are united by debate.”15 Dakhli’s argument for
generational continuity across the World War I divide does not consti-
tute a tacit agreement with Hourani’s social stability thesis. Rather, her
work challenges the myopic tendency of Mandate studies in Europe to
regard precolonial Bilad al-Sham as a distant land.

The Nahdawis strongly supported the “Ottoman Revolution” because
it bore the promise of a liberal constitutional order of politics that would
give a new lease of life to their empire. Some joined Ottoman liberal
parties after the revolution. Most of the politically articulate Nahdawis,

14 Dakhli (2009: 11). 15 Ibid., 81.
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who had laid the cultural fundaments for Arab nationalism, were
extremely hesitant to leave the Ottoman project of the Young Turks,
even when the military wing of the Young Turks hijacked the principles
of the revolution, growing Turkocentrism held diminishing promises,
and other nationalist movements showed separatist tendencies. The
question this chapter pursues is not so much the traditional search for
the origins of Arab nationalism which has animated much of the research
into the nineteenth century Middle East. Rather, what interests me is
why the very Nahdawis who were responsible for fostering Arab cultural
identity would hold on so stubbornly to the political idea of Ottomanism.
I argue that the answer rests in their conviction that a constitutional order
of empire was the best solution for all the human diversity it contained.
But, as we shall see, the question of whether this meant equal rights for
all members of society regardless of class and religious, ethnic or national
identity, or merely freedom from governmental abuse of power, was
highly contested among this generation of Arab thinkers.

A Moment of Hope

Jurji Zaydan packed the first issue of his journal al-Hilal after the “Otto-
man Revolution” with many and unusually long articles that covered
various aspects of this revolution. In an introductory article, Zaydan gave
a broad survey of the development of constitutionalism in Europe.16

He then provided an insightful analysis of the reasons of the failure of
the first attempt to introduce a constitutional system in the Ottoman
Empire in 1876–77, which he attributed to the “lack of preparedness of
the Ottoman people.” To paraphrase his argument, back in 1876–78
people and politicians were too “inexperienced” to defend the consti-
tution against its reactionary enemies. Most had not understood the
meaning of a constitution which actually had only been drafted by
a “small enlightened group” in Istanbul; nor did people understand
the electoral process – in any case, most candidates were government
employees; delegates came from different ethnic and religious groups
which led to completely different expectations from parliament; and
“special interests” came to dominate the common good. Together, these
factors paralyzed the decision-making process thirty years earlier. But
Zaydan argued that the multicultural background needed not be an
obstacle, as the Habsburg Empire demonstrated.17

16 Jurji Zaydan, “al-Inqilab al-siyasi al-ʿuthmani,” al-Hilal 17 (Oct. 1908), 3–40.
17 Ibid.
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In the same issue of al-Hilal, Ruhi al-Khalidi, also wrote a long,
exuberant article on the “Ottoman Revolution” of 1908. His introduc-
tion turned to early Islam and asserted that Islam provided for the first
time in history the conditions to oppose tyranny and establish equality
for all people. Tyranny, he claimed, was Asian, not Islamic. Islam had
“inherited” the tyranny of Persia and Byzantium as well as that of
Babylon and Pharaonic Egypt. Picking up an idea al-Kawakibi might
have planted, al-Khalidi claimed that ever since, Umayyad tyranny pre-
vailed in Islam.18 It caused retardation and decay, transferred rule to
sultans and sanctified the Caliphs who became answerable only to God.
“With the expansion of Islam, rule was built on tyranny and nothing of
the original freedom of Islam was left. All the history of politics in Islam
became one single Barmakid tragedy.”19

Rafiq al-ʿAzm called July 23, 1908 – the day of the revolution – “the
happiest day of the Ottomans since the conquest of Constantinople.”20

Sulayman al-Bustani, too, was elated. Soon afterwards he published a
lengthy book which gushed with Ottomanist optimism.21 Constitutional-
ism demanded education and knowledge and now there were enough
knowledgeable people to guarantee the safety of the constitution,
al-Bustani wrote. He saw difficulties and was aware of the failure of the
previous constitutional experiment of 1876–78. But he was convinced
that this time the transformation of the Ottoman political system would
be successful because in the last thirty years science had progressed as
rapidly “as never before since creation.”He estimated that it would take a
generation “to stabilize a new civilization” in the empire.22 Constitution-
alism was now spanning the whole world and the Ottoman state would
be stronger than ever.23 His book A Lesson and a Memory, or the Ottoman
State before and after the Revolution anticipated several common themes in
his and other Nahdawis’ subsequent writings on the Ottoman revolution:
Unity of all Ottomans across the boundaries of religion and ethnicity;

18 Hisham Sharabi (1970:103) suggests that al-Kawakibi may have first introduced the idea
that the originally democratic patterns of Islamic government were destroyed by the
Umayyads.

19 Ruhi al-Khalidi, “al-Inqilab al-ʿuthmani,” al-Hilal 17 (Oct. 1908), 67–83, 131–71,
particularly 69–71. Similarly Muhammad Kurd ʿAli recognized that in early Islamic
history din wa dunya had been kept separate. In later years he took the side of ʿAli ʿAbd
al-Raziq, author of the controversial al-Islam wa-usul al-hukm (1925: 242, 244) which
argued that the caliphate was secular institution based on political power.

20 Al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-ʿuthmaniyya,” in ‘U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 123).
21 Sulayman al-Bustani (1908). The recent biography of al-Bustani by Musa (1998: 38)

confirms his total dedication to the Ottoman community. By World War I, al-Bustani
seems to have become worried about the elimination of Arabic from the official and
public realm.

22 al-Bustani (1908: 240–41). 23 Ibid., 86–88.
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constitution and representative government guaranteeing this unity;
and the necessity of education and the “preparedness” of the masses
for constitutional government and technological developments, which
would bring progress.24

A seemingly unshakable trust in the inherent power of constitutional-
ism and democracy generated this genuine, albeit somewhat naïve,
enthusiasm. A general faith in social “progress” prevailed on the pages
of Arabic newspapers as well as the expectation that equality would bind
again all ethnicities to the Ottoman Empire. This initial enthusiasm was
also informed by a much less spectacular aspect: after four centuries of
Ottoman rule over the whole area of the Eastern Mediterranean, it was
simply difficult if not impossible to imagine the region without the
Ottoman empire. This sounds somewhat speculative, but a curious poll
in al-Manar corroborates the limits of the Arab political imagination
before World War I. It was published in March 1914, a year after the
empire had suffered disastrous territorial losses in the Balkans. Rashid
Rida had asked a variety of established intellectuals, ideologues and
politicians to comment briefly about the best means to revive and
strengthen the sultanate.25 The answers reflected the internal differenti-
ations and disputes of the Nahdawis about their aims and the ways to
reach them quite well: Public education was mentioned most often; the
demand for decentralization and federalization of the empire came up
frequently, too. Some asked for a stronger government; one demanded
that all should be taught Arabic, since this was the language of the main
religion of the empire. Considerable emphasis was also put on technol-
ogy, demanding the development of infrastructure with railways, the
telegraph, the telephone and steamboats; firmer legal institutions was
another demand. Zaydan probably expressed one of the more pessimistic
views when he predicted that it would take forty years before such
measures would show results. Strikingly, not a single answer suggested
that efforts at revival and strengthening would be useless, because the
empire was doomed anyway. In March 1914 nobody could predict – or,

24 See also Dupont (2008: 123–146).
25 Rashid Rida, “Afdal al-wasaʾil li-inhad al-saltana,” al-Manar 17 (1914), 303–12.

Eighteen answers were published: ‘anonymous politician’; Fathi Zaghlul, Egyptian
lawyer and writer; Faris Nimr, editor and owner of al-Muqattam ; Ismaʿil Sabri, poet
and writer; Shibli Shumayyil, writer, intellectual, promoter of the evolutionary theory;
Abu Shadi, editor of al-Muʾayyad; Rashid Rida, founder of al-Manar; Dawud Barakat,
editor of al-Ahram; Jurji Zaidan, owner of al-Hilal; Khalil Mutran, poet; Muhammad
Masʿud, writer; Sami Qusayri, editor of al-Muqattam; Farah Antun, writer and
intellectual; Aziz Khanki, lawyer; Iskandar ʿAmun, writer, politician; Najib al-Bustani,
writer; Amin al-Bustani, writer; Ahmad Lutfi al-Sayyid, intellectual, politician.
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more importantly, imagine – the collapse of a political order that had
lasted, for better or worse, for 400 years.

A few months after the Ottoman constitution was reinstated, a reader
asked in al-Hilal whether this change would be permanent or collapse
like the previous attempt to introduce constitutional government.
Zaydan responded that since that earlier time a new class of educated
people had arisen, “a class not inferior to the civilized people in advanced
societies.”26 For the enlightened the order was to educate the people
first, then they would be able to handle a democratic, constitutional state
and independence would come almost by itself. With this newly “edu-
cated class,” Zaydan meant precisely the people of the Nahda movement.
They, in turn, would educate the population and prepare them for a
constitutional regime and democracy, he wrote confidently. People had
to be ready for such changes, but were they prepared? Zaydan explained
the first failure of the constitution of 1876–77 and of the revolt of ʿUrabi
Pasha in Egypt 1881–82 against Khedival tyranny with the “lack of
preparedness.” People had not understood what “constitution” and
“democracy” meant.27

Reaction to the Hamidian Counterrevolution of 1909

In March 1909, a counterrevolution in support of Sultan Abdülhamid II
almost ousted the Young Turks. The fact that anticonstitutional forces
could mobilize large numbers of people and required suppression by the
army dented the Nahdawis’ initial enthusiasm. Doubts arose among the
intellectuals, whether one of the aims of nationalism and the sovereignty
of the people, which constitutionalism promised to realize, was such a
desirable goal after all. In other words, could the new sovereign, the
people, be trusted to do the right thing in politics, as its self-appointed
guides, the intellectuals, understood it.

For the enlightened liberal the task was to educate the people. Nahda-
wis saw their social role as creating free individuals through knowledge,
reason and judgment. Then – and only then – would people be able to
deal responsibly with democratic institutions, the constitution and rep-
resentative government. The Nahdawis were, at least initially, convinced
that the “Ottoman Revolution” had truly brought the age of constitu-
tionalism and democracy, which would provide the political framework

26
“Answer to a reader,” al-Hilal 17 (Jan. 1909), 247.

27 See Zaydan’s comparison “Istiqlal Amirika,” al-Hilal 16 (Oct. 1908), 5–14, with
“Thawrat al-Hind,” ibid., 67–79. For a comparison between Indian and Arab “Liberal
Ages,” see C.A. Bayly in Chapter 12 of this volume.
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for establishing a new, better, enlightened and just political system. The
thought of participating in this project was very attractive for this gener-
ation of Arab intellectuals and strengthened their loyalty to the postre-
volutionary Ottoman Empire. They were highly committed and “aware
of the historical shifts they were engaged in and did not doubt their ability
to break with the past, in spite of the obstacles.”28 The belief that the
declaration of a constitution and the formal establishment of democratic
institutions would on its own change state and society reflected though a
certain political naïveté. After the attempted counterrevolution, Zaydan
was no longer sure that the people were sufficiently prepared and could
be trusted to live within a democratic regime:

It may be objected that the CUP’s autocratic use of power goes against the spirit
of the Constitution. But we would reply: how splendid autocracy is, when it is the
autocracy of the intelligent and the just! Sensible people agree that the East will
never achieve its Nahda except under a just and wise autocratic ruler. In fact this
is the best form of government for every people, and the ruler’s power is only
limited through a constitution because there are so few intelligent and just men.
How different is the situation now, when we have been fortunate enough to have
a committee bringing together the best of the wise and the just! If it is autocratic,
its autocracy goes hand in hand with consultation.29

The “autocracy of the educated classes” might be necessary to save the
constitution and democracy. Zaydan saw in constitutionalism an instru-
ment to limit the unfettered power of the monarch, whose assumed god-
given sense of justice and reason was no guarantee for abuse of power.
This was the message the Hatt-ı Sherif of Gülhane, promulgated in 1839,
had articulated. By putting his signature under the Rescript, the sultan
committed himself to uphold the principles formulated in it. The ruler
had to follow the rules. A generation later the Tunisian administrator
Khayr al-Din al-Tunisi provided a similarly negative definition of free-
dom.30 Even before Sultan Abdülhamid II prorogued the first Ottoman
parliamentary experiment in 1878, Midhat Pasha’s constitution was
drafted to protect lawmakers from the sultan’s interference in their
reform programs. There was no mention of the sovereignty of the people.
It was the people’s freedom from abuse of power, never its freedom
to act.31

28 Kurzman (2008: 260).
29 Jurji Zaydan, “al-῾Arab wa al-Turk qabla al-dustur wa-baʿduhu,” al-Hilal 17 (April

1909), 408–17, 415.
30 On the virtues of “negative freedom,” see I. Berlin (1958). For Khayr al-Din, see L.C.

Brown (1967: 32–33).
31 See Thomas Philipp’s Chapter 5 in this volume.
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There is much evidence in Zaydan’s writings after 1909 that he pre-
ferred the enlightened ruler, or the “just ruler” of traditional political
philosophy in Islam, over the people as sovereign. He also expressed a
clear preference of a constitutional monarchy over a constitutional
republic.32 Basically, he did not trust democracy from below to provide
stability and good government and allow the Ottoman empire to catch up
with Europe. The Young Turks, too, “held highly conservative views
toward political action: they were elitist and evolutionary, not revolution-
ary.”33 Rafiq al-ʿAzm, too, insisted education, knowledge and science
were preconditions for democratic progress: Science and knowledge
“were the protector of social life, foundation of civilization and culture
and the primary asset, without which there would be no life of society.”34

The intellectuals’ and politicians’ distrust toward the sovereignity
of the people acquired a particular twist when it was used in relation to
the Arabs. Most Nahdawis saw the education of society as a work in
progress, which had not yet reached a level of political sophistication,
enabling the Arabs to run their own affairs. Zaydan was of this conviction
as were Muhammad Kurd ʿAli, Rashid Rida and others. Discussing the
historical relations between Turks and Arabs, Zaydan observed:

Anyone who wants to preserve the Ottoman empire, while it is in the process of
developing, will agree that offices should be entrusted to those, Turks or members
of other Ottoman peoples, al-umam, who are experienced in administration and
government. Arabs and others need to prepare themselves for these tasks – and that
will not be overnight.35

In a mixture of worry about the survival of the Ottoman empire and the
recognitions that nations could do harm to themselves, Jurji Zaydan
wrote: “Some [nations] tore up their constitutions and in the end were
ruled by other states, as was the case in Iran and – as we fear – might
happen to the Ottoman empire.”36 Asked by the Arab secessionist, ʿAbd
al-Rahman Shahbandar (1880–1940), in 1915 to join a secret nationalist
society in contact with the British, Muhammad Kurd ʿAli answered him
that Arabs were not yet politically mature enough for independence.37

Farid Kassab, a Palestinian Ottomanist in Paris, even went a step further
and denied the existence of an Arab nation.38

32 See, for instance, Zaydan, “al-Jumhuriyya wa-saʾir durub al-hukuma wa ayuha afdal,”
al-Hilal 19 (Nov. 1910), 77–84.

33 Sohrabi (2002: 49).
34 al-ʿAzm, al-Durus al-hikmiyya, 69–79, quoted in al-Battush (2007: 54).
35 Zaydan, “al-ʿArab wa al-turk qabla al-dustur wa-baʿduhu,” al-Hilal 17 (April

1909), 416.
36 Zaydan, “Ajyal al-duwal al-dusturiyya,” al-Hilal 21 (June 1913), 522–528, 523.
37 Hermann (1990: 121). 38 Wild (1988: 617).
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In his obituary of Rafiq al-ʿAzm, Rashid Rida recalled how they
co-founded the Decentralization Party in an attempt to save the empire:
“We both agreed on this and on the fact that the Arabs would need a long
time to raise themselves and to find a unified voice to be in no need of the
[Ottoman] state, regardless whether it continued to exist or not.”39 When
in 1909 Nadra and Rashid Mutran demanded independence for Syria,
al-ʿAzm was unimpressed: “What is the meaning of this ‘independence?’
If they want complete independence from Turkey it will be the prologue
to foreign occupation. If they want administrative independence or decen-
tralization, they should join the League [of Administrative Decentraliza-
tion] of [the exiled Ottoman liberal prince] Sabah al-Din Bey.”40

Rafiq al-ʿAzm might have worried about the unity of the empire, but
he had apparently more trust in “the people” than most Nahdawis. He
shared Zaydan’s faith in the constitutional system of government. But his
attitude toward the rule of the people was quite different:

Tyranny by its nature numbs the strength of the community (jamiʿa); it cuts the
ties between the members of one nation (abnaʾ al-watan al-wahida), so that it will
be too feeble to defy the absolute rule and will be lowered to serve the cravings of
the rulers of this tyranny. Just as the rule by the people (sultat al-umma) will by its
nature arouse the strength of the community and bind the covenant of patriotic
brotherhood. It will induce a sense of strength in the souls to urge them toward a
level of general solidarity, which exists on the base of freedom, brotherhood and
equality [emphasis mine].41

Rafiq al-ʿAzm was convinced that only the rule by the people would
create a society of strength and solidarity, living the ideals pronounced
in the trinitarian slogan of the French Revolution, “Freedom, Equality
and Brotherhood.” These terms were internalized to the point where
Rafiq al-ʿAzm used them repeatedly when discussing the constitution
and the basic conditions for its functioning.42 This conviction derived
not only from his opposition to tyranny but also to too much centraliza-
tion of power even in a constitutional state.

Mobilizing Arab History

In a lecture about the Umayyads held in November 1909, Rafiq al-ʿAzm
revised this dynasty’s negative image, created by later Abbasid historians

39 Rida, “Mutarjamat Rafiq al-ʿAzm,” al-Manar 26 (July 1925),” 294.
40 al-Battush (2007: 161).
41 al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-ʿuthmaniyya,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 118). The different terms

illustrate how much the Nahdawis still were debating terminology and the concepts that
went with it.

42 al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-ʿuthmaniyya,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 124–125).
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and popularized by Kawakibi at the end of the nineteenth century.
Al-ʿAzm listed the merits of the Umayyads, their conquests, the glory
they brought to the Arabs, and the support they had in the population.43

But he also lamented that the Umayyads broke with the political tradition
observed by the first three caliphs who had been “elected by the people”
and had used consultation in the matter. Like al-Khalidi cited in this
chapter, he considered the failure to have institutionalized such consult-
ations as one of the greatest damage the Umayyads did to Islamic
civilization and politics. He also blamed the Umayyad Caliph Muʿawiya
for having introduced the dynastic principle to political rule. Religious
law, he argued, had not put down any rules how to appoint a leader and
nowhere did it say that the caliph had to come from Quraysh or even the
Arabs. Al-ʿAzm’s analysis of Umayyad power politics sent three messages
to the revolutionaries: The Quran had left the organization of politics to
the believers; no ruler would be legitimate without consultation and
election (read: constitution and democracy) but it was completely legit-
imate for a Turk to become caliph.44

In a later article, Rafiq al-ʿAzm claimed that the Turks themselves were
to be blamed for the rumor that Arabs want an Arab caliphate. Upon the
arrival of an Ottoman delegate in Cairo in 1896, fugitive Turkish stu-
dents there spread the rumor that plans were afoot for an Arab caliph-
ate.45 This was short-sighted scare-mongering. If it meant to encourage
Sultan Abdülhamid II to bring back the constitution, al-ʿAzm warned it
only sowed the seeds of Turkish distrust toward the Arabs. Zaydan was
aware of this story and dismissed it as “an old hoax.”46 This dismissal of
the incident was also an implicit criticism of al-Kawakibi’s work, the only
Arab to have promoted the idea of an Arab Caliphate in his book Umm
al-Qura.

In an earlier article, “Pan-Islam and Europe,” al-ʿAzm laid down some
of the major themes of his political thought.47 Beginning with the idea
that human beings by nature needed to live in groups to survive, he
outlined several stages of loyalty, which hold human associations
together. Patriotism and nationalism generated the strongest loyalties.

43 al-ʿAzm, “Asbab suqut al-dawla al-Umawiyya,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925). He gave this
speech in the club of Dar al-ʿUlum on Nov. 18, 1909.

44 Rafiq al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-ʿuthmaniyya,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 122); Jurji Zaydan, “al-
Ustana al-ʿaliyya,” al-Hilal 18 (Dec. 1909), 131–165, 156. In his obituary of al-Kawakibi
in al-Hilal (July 1902), 594–596, Zaydan mentioned his book Tabaʿi al-istibdad but not
his work Umm al-qura, which had appeared in al-Manar (1901–1902).

45 Haim (1976: 29).
46 Jurji Zaydan, “al-Ustana al-ʿaliyya,” al-Hilal 18 (Dec. 1909), 131–165, 156.
47 al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-islamiyya wa-urubba,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 47–87); published

first in 1908, see Pellitteri (1998: 109).
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Religion was the weakest of all. Muslims were the least united by their
religion. Not even at the time of the Crusades or the invasion of the
Mongols did Muslims unite to defend themselves. Then he lashed out
against Pan-Islam, al-jamiʿa al-islamiyya, and Islamic unity, al-ittihad
al-islami “and similar ideas, with which those who formulate them want
to stir the soul of the people against [fellow] Muslims; [they] are topics of
politicians in these times and have nothing to do with Islamic history.”48

Rafiq al-ʿAzm did not think much of politicized religion. He claimed
that it was usually a cover-up for other aims.49 At the end of his article he
offered advice to Muslims and non-Muslims of the East. The Muslims
should seek science and knowledge everywhere for they were precondi-
tions for successful representative government.50 To the non-Muslims
he explained that the world was moving toward democracy, and political
life would be organized only by the trust in nationalism. All shared the
same fatherland (al-watan), by which he meant the Ottoman Empire. It
was true that the Europeans were the first to have introduced democracy
and had drafted constitutions for their nations. He pointed out that these
constitutions did not cover the populations in their colonies, regardless
of their religion. Yet, he was convinced that these concepts were univer-
sally valid and applicable to all of humankind. Once more, al-ʿAzm
insisted here on a separation of state and religion and the secular charac-
ter of politics. He had earlier reminded his readers that a lack of consult-
ation and the sacralization of leadership claims had led to the tyrannical
regime of the Umayyads and subsequent Muslim rulers.

Rafiq al-ʿAzm’s writings preceded ʿAli ʿAbd al-Raziq’s famous Islam
and the Foundations of Rule by some fifteen years.51 ʿAbd al-Raziq
(1888–1966) aroused what Hourani called “a violent storm” at a time
when Atatürk had just abolished the Caliphate not just because the
caliphate was “a plague for Islam and the Muslims, a source for evils
and corruption,” or because he reasoned that, historically, Islam and
politics ought to be viewed as separate. The reason ʿAbd al-Raziq was
publicly ostracized was because, unlike his intellectual forebear al-ʿAzm,
he was an al-Azhar-trained religious scholar. Rashid Rida and others
smelled a Western conspiracy “to weaken and divide Islam from within,”
not least because ʿAbd al-Raziq’s book contained references to Hobbes,
Locke and the British Orientalist Thomas W. Arnold.52

48 al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-islamiyya wa-urubba,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 48–51).
49 Here again he reminds of Zaydan, see the latter’s “Watar al-din hassas,” al-Hilal 21

(Jan. 1911), 241–44.
50 al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-islamiyya wa-urubba,” in U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 78).
51 al-Battush (2007: 68). 52 Hourani (1983: 184–89).
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Al-ʿAzm was a public and political activist; Zaydan preferred his
scholarly privacy. But they shared a common interest in early Arab
history and the desire to keep theology out of history. In a letter to
Zaydan defending his analysis of Umayyad history, al-ʿAzm formulated
a demand for “the emancipation of historiography from theology.”53

Zaydan never discussed explicitly the issue of separation of state and
religion. But he achieved his goal of secularizing politics in the same way
he dealt with Arab history and Arabic language – by subjecting all states,
societies and religions to the laws of evolution and natural sciences.54

At the beginning of the revolution Rafiq al-ʿAzm became a member of
the dominant Committee of Union and Progress, but he soon came to
criticize increasing Young Turk discrimination against Arabs. Still, it
should be pointed out again that his severe criticism of the Young Turks
was articulated within the political framework of his firm support of the
Ottoman community, held together by democracy and guaranteed by
the constitution. His complaints concerned deviations, which should be
rectified in order to strengthen the political community of all Ottomans.
He did not understand them as cause for separation. He had a new
political program for the Arabs. He wanted them to be the partners
of the Turks in running the Ottoman empire. He shared with other
Nahdawis the belief that the continued existence of the Ottoman empire
was not only possible in its constitutional form but essential for the well-
being of all its peoples. The most important political point of reference
for Rafiq al-ʿAzm remained the Ottoman community, (al-jamiʿa al-ʿuth-
maniyya) and the homeland of the Ottomans (al-watan al-ʿuthmani).
This was why he had joined the Young Turks’ Committee of Unity and
Progress (CUP) immediately after the revolution, and it was also the
reason for distancing himself from it as soon as he discerned in them a
racist ethnic attitude (al-jinsiyya), which he believed would lead to
civil war.

Zaydan turned back to an earlier period of Arab history with a radical
reinterpretation of the pre-Islamic jahiliyya period. Challenging the con-
ventional view that it was an age of ignorance, he came to the conclusion
that it was a sophisticated time when freedom reigned and women were
equal partners to men.55 When the Hammurabi texts were deciphered
in 1901, he incorporated them and their author into Arab history.56

53 Ende (1977: 32–42, 37). 54 See Philipp (2014).
55 Jurji Zaydan, al-ʿArab qabla al-Islam (Cairo 1907/8).
56 Jurji Zaydan, “Shariʿa Hamurabi malak Babil: aqdam sharaʿi al-ʿalam,” al-Hilal 13 (Jan./

Feb. 1905), 195–216, 283–95. The code had been discovered in Khuzestan. It was
deciphered in 1903; one English and two German translations appeared in early 1904.
See R.F. Harper (1904).
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Zaydan also envisioned a new Arab civilization in the future. He had
been writing a series of historical novels covering the history of Islam in
chronological sequence. After he completed the tenth-century novel ʿAbd
al-Rahman al-Nasir of Cordoba in 1910, he interrupted the series with a
novel of contemporary history, The Ottoman Revolution, in 1911. In its
introduction he declared that, though he would return to historical
novels in Islamic times, The Ottoman Revolution would mark the last in
the series. If by that he implied that Islamic history had come to its end
with this revolution, he did not mean that Islam as a religion had come to
an end but rather Islam as the dominant factor in the history of civilization
and culture of the Arabs.57

Zaydan became more explicit about the profound and unavoidable
changes that came with modern civilization in the fourth volume of his
History of Arabic Culture and Literature in 1914. The volume also consti-
tuted the first history of the Nahda. It turned out to be his final and major
statement on the transition to a new civilization: “This age differs from
other ages of Arabic culture and literature [al-adab al-ʿarabiyya] just as its
social and political conditions differ. The most important [difference] is
the impact of European civilization (al-madaniyya), on it because since
the rise of Islam Arab culture did not cease to revolve around Islamic
civilization.” Under Abbasid rule the Arabs absorbed great amounts
of science and knowledge from other civilizations and gave them an
Arabo-Islamic coloring.

All the factors of modern civilization were transferred to this Nahda, and they are
in form and style different from the civilization of the Muslims . . . [I]n this
Nahda, the trends of modern civilization are overwhelming and its adherents
are forced to follow its path, though they are perplexed by it upon the first
contact, deem it preposterous and reject it because it differs so much from what
they are accustomed to.58

Arabs had proven their civilizational capabilities long before Islam and –

even more importantly – could prove them again beyond Islamic history.
Rafiq al-ʿAzm concurred with the view that Arab history reached back
some 5,000 years. Though increasingly critical of Young Turk policies
and now more self-consciously Arab, he still offered collaboration with
the Young Turks:

[The Arabs are] a nation, which was the creator of the laws of civilization
5000 years ago at the time of Hammurabi, which conquered Egypt and founded
the government in Egypt, which conquered vanquished the Roman Empire in
Palmyra (Tadmor), which kept its language, its habits, its nationality, qawmiyya,

57 Zaydan (1911). 58 Zaydan (1957: vol. 4, 14–15).
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and its independence from Persia and Byzantium in Iraq and the borders of Syria
(al-Sham) for many generations – all this before Islam – and then [became] a
nation, which after [the appearance of] Islam spread its religion, language, rule and
civilization to the Himalaya in Asia and to the Pyrenees in Europe . . . The Turks
themselves know that they, the Arabs, taught them their religion, the literature of
their language and their sciences. Such a nation can possibly be friends with the
Turks, cooperating to protect the neutrality of the Ottoman state and to defend
the honor of the Islamic caliphate. But such a nation will not be ruled by the Turks,
like the rule of the master over the slave as is the wish of these people, infatuated by
the love for domination, overcome by ethnic racism, jinsiyya.59

Mobilizing the Arabic Language

One of the most debated issues among this generation of Nahdawis after
the Young Turk Revolution was the state and status of the Arabic
language. For our purposes, it illustrates the complex pull-and-push
forces between Ottomanism and Arabism. There is evidence that the
use of Turkish had begun to increase with the Tanzimat’s expansion of
imperial offices into the Arab provinces. Kayali rightly considers “Turki-
fication as a by-product of Ottoman centralization.”60 Young Turks
thought they merely continued that process. But CUP politicians “were
confronted with novel demands for greater recognition of languages
other than Turkish.”61 In the Arab provinces, this was the work of the
Nahdawis who, since the days of al-Tahtawi, al-Shidyaq, and al-Yaziji,
had begun to consider language as a reflection on the civilizational state
of the society. By 1908 Arabic had emerged as a national symbol and as
an instrument of national progress, not least through the modern Arabic
print language the next generation used so vibrantly to articulate their
cultural leadership role. Thus “Turkification” became suddenly much
more than just learning another language, it became a political affront.
But here, too, things were somewhat more complex than they appeared.

To begin with, quite a number of Nahdawis had acquired Ottoman
Turkish as children: Rafiq and a younger relative, Haqqi al-ʿAzm, were
two of them; al-Kawakibi, Kurd ʿAli, Rashid Rida, Ruhi al-Khalidi and
Sulayman al-Bustani spoke Turkish, too. Shortly after the “Ottoman

59 al-ʿAzm, “al-Jamiʿa al-ʿuthmaniyya,” U. al-ʿAzm (1925: 140–141). The editor of the
Majmu῾at, ῾Uthman al-῾Azm, states in his preface to this essay, that this was the last essay
Rafiq wrote. It was written after January 24, 1911; and most likely after the losses in the
Balkan were evident and before the founding of the Decentralization Party in
Dec. 1914). Rashid Rida shared the same view of Arab history until 1917; see his
“al-Masʾala al-ʿarabiyya,” al-Manar 20 (July 1917), 33–47, 34.

60 Kayali (1997: 83). See also, Dawn (1991: 19). 61 Kayali (1997: 21).
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Revolution,” Zaydan admonished his son Emile in a letter to learn
Turkish – as he himself was doing at the time –since “it is the language
of the government and will become of great importance for all sub-
jects.”62 In his next letter he added “You are an Ottoman by nature,
[bi-l-tabʿiyya] because your parents are Ottomans and because the Egyp-
tians are Ottomans. Even if not all Ottomans are Egyptian, you are also a
Syrian Ottoman.”63

After his visit to Istanbul in the summer of 1909, Zaydan demanded
the obligatory teaching of Turkish in all Arab secondary schools and
making the obtaining of a diploma dependent on passing the Turkish
language test. Knowing the integrative force that language could have, he
believed that knowledge of Turkish by all citizens of the postrevolution-
ary Ottoman Empire was a precondition for their active participation in
the politics and the maintenance of a constitutional, democratic political
system. He apparently did not support the demand of the Young Turks
to use Turkish as the language of instruction in primary schools and
higher educational institutions. He also opposed the calls popular in
some quarters, for making Arabic the second official language of the
empire. This, in his opinion, would encourage all other ethnic minorities
to make the same demand.64

Though he was enamored by the Arabic language, Zaydan was never
a philological essentialist as later Satiʾ al-Husri and Zaki al-Arsuzi were.
At the height of the discussion over “Turkification” he had the following
to say:

This is [today] the reason for their great weakness and for the decay of their [the
Ottomans] position of power. If the people of Syria, Iraq and Egypt had been
forced at the time of Ottoman rule to adopt Turkish they would today consider
themselves Turks – and defend the Turkish race like the people of Syria and
Egypt defended the Arabs, though many of them had no trace of Arab identity by
kinship. Some Muslims had Turkish, Circassian, Kurdish or Albanian origins.
Some Christians could be identified by their name as Italian, Greek or
European – but they spoke Arabic and considered themselves Arabs.65

62 It should be noted, though, that at the same time Zaydan diligently corrected Emile’s
written Arabic.

63 Letter of Zaydan to Emile, Cairo, 10 Nov. 1908, transl. in Philipp (1979: 214–216); see
also Dupont (2006: 581–82).

64 Jurji Zaydan, “al-Ustana al-ʿaliyya,”al-Hilal 18 (Dec. 1909), 161–164.
65 Jurji Zaydan, “Ajyal al-duwwal aw aʿmaraha qadiman wa-jadidan – al-dawla wa

al-umma,” al-Hilal 21 (May 1913), 451–66, 459; idem, “al-Ustana al-ʿaliyya,” al-Hilal
18 (Dec. 1909), 131–165, 161. See also Saab (1958: 113) who quotes a statement
al-Afghani heard from Dia Pasha: “We Turks we advanced in Europe to Vienna . . .
However we have not left anywhere any moral or material influence, which could be a
lasting manifestation of our conquest . . . In Egypt, Syria and Iraq the Moslim, Christian
and Jew is proud of first of all of Arabism and second of his religious loyalty . . . we Turks,
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Zaydan was not the only Arab who demanded the spread of Turkish.
Sulayman al-Bustani, descendant of two generations of a family
immersed in the project of renewal of Arabic language and literature,
demanded the same application to Turkish and argued that it would take
only one generation for all citizens to have a basic knowledge of Turkish
and it would become the glue to hold the Ottoman Empire together.66

Both Zaydan and al-Bustani argued that the spread of Turkish was
needed to enhance communications between the various ethnicities; to
enable government, army and administration to function; and to encour-
age the population to participate in politics, essential for guarding over
the constitutional and democratic system of politics. The Decentraliza-
tion Party did not demand much else when it recognized Turkish as the
official language of the state, putting all other languages into a secondary
category of local usage. Behind this stood the deep conviction of the
Nahdawis that the survival of the constitutional, representative political
system of the postrevolutionary Ottoman Empire was not only in the best
interest of all the different ethnicities but also possible.

The language issue was closely linked to the issue of nationalism.
Speaking a common language facilitated communication across borders
but was no guarantee for Arab national unity, of course. Egyptians,
among whom many of the Syrian emigrant intellectuals who wrote about
the state and status of Arabic lives, had competing ideas of nationalism
partly on account of their country’s different historical (“civilizational”)
paths and environmental conditions.67 By contrast, Ottoman Bilad al-
Sham failed to elicit a nationalist Sonderweg even though it increasingly
came to be called Syria since the middle of the nineteenth century.68

Ottomanism versus Arabism and the
Decentralization Party

The “Ottoman Administrative Decentralization Party,” as it was officially
called, was the last attempt to bridge the gap between long-established Otto-
man and emergent Arab loyalties.69 It was founded by Rafiq al-ʿAzm and

the Cherkes, the Albanians are arabized whenever we settle in Arab provinces . . . We
Turks, failed to Turkify any of those we ruled.”

66 al-Bustani (1908: 247).
67 Hourani (1983: ch. 8). See also and Gershoni James Jankowski (1986); and Z. Fahmy

(2011).
68 Zachs (2005).
69 The executive committee of “Hizb al-lamarkaziyya al-idariyya al-ʿuthmaniyya” consisted

of Iskandar ʿAmun, Haqqi al-ʿAzm, Rafiq al-ʿAzm, Rashid Rida, Muhibb al-Din [al-
Khatib]. Other members were Shibli Shumayyil, Sami Jarbad Yanni, Dawud Barakat,
ʿAbd al-Hamid al-Zahrawi and Nasim Malul. al-Battush (2007: 130, fn. 388, 391).
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Rashid Rida in December 1912 after the loss of Libya and the Balkan wars
had thrown the government into a serious crisis. Rashid Rida emphasized
that they did this because of their conviction that Turkist designs to rule over
all other ethnic groups would lead to the the empire’s disintegration.”70

In the introduction to the program of the party the constitutional and
representational character of the Ottoman political system was con-
firmed.71 The main goal of the party was the limited transfer of authority
and power from the central government to the provinces. All provinces
were part of the state and secession was not an option. Only the governor
of the provinces and the highest judge were to be directly appointed by the
sultan. Each province would have four autonomous councils representing
local interests and consisting of locally elected representatives. The central
government was to maintain authority over foreign relations and defense.
In times of peace, conscripts would serve only in their own province. Each
province would have two official languages, Turkish and the dominant
local language. Instruction in schools would be in the local language. The
basic argument was that in a state with so many different ethnicities
a decentralized administration would be more efficient and generate
popular participation in politics, a precondition for strengthening the
constitutional, democratic state.

The program of the party raised several very sensitive issues. For one,
to the centrist government it must have looked suspiciously like a first
step toward separation in spite of all assurances to the contrary. The
demand to leave to the provincial governments the tasks of education,
building infrastructure and providing for the local military in peacetime
also necessitated tax revenues to stay in the province. Such steps would
have brought provincial autonomy temptingly close to complete inde-
pendence. The Decentralization Party was meant to be an empire-wide
organization, open to all ethnicities. Actually, only Arabs joined it and a
closer look reveals that only Syrian Arabs – Muslims, Christians and at
least one Jew – were members.72

After the outbreak of the Arab Revolt in the Hijaz in 1916, several of its
members regrouped by founding the geographically more limited Syrian
Unity Party. When Sharif Husayn of Mecca declared independence
in the name of Islam and Arabs, it took Rashid Rida over a year to broach
the issue. His first article on the “Arab question” opened with this

70 Rida, “Mutarjama Rafiq al-ʿAzm,” al-Manar 26 (July 1925), 294.
71 See “Barnamaj Hizb al-lamarkziyya,” al-Manar XVI, 229–231.
72 Nasim Maʿlul wrote articles in Hebrew for Ha-Herut pro-Zionist journal but addressed

mainly to the Sephardi community. He also wrote many articles in Arabic for various
newspapers. He insisted that all Jews settling in Palestine should learn Arabic; see
Jacobson (2011: 88–9, 102–7, 114–16).
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impassioned question about himself: “Am I an ArabMuslim or a Muslim
Arab.”73 Was he first an Arab who wanted independence for his nation or
first a Muslim whose loyalty belonged to the Ottoman caliph? He firmly
rejected all suggestions that Arabs wanted independence, not because
they “were weaker than, say, the Greeks,” but because they knew that
Europeans would exploit a weakened and divided empire. Still somewhat
on the defensive, Rida finally came to the conclusion in 1917 that the
Ottoman empire could not be saved and that a political order of nation-
states should take its place.74 The fear that the collapse of the Ottoman
empire would expose the Arab lands directly to European imperialism
was real and, as it turned out, well founded. Rafiq al-ʿAzm, cofounder
with Rashid Rida of the Decentralization Party, shared that anxiety.75

Jurji Zaydan expressed the same fear.76 The same attitude holds true for
Muhammad Kurd ʿAli. Despite his vehement attacks against anything
Turkish in his journal al-Muqtabas, Kurd ʿAli saw the “crucial necessity
for the endurance of the Ottoman empire as viable and stable political
order,” because the only other feasible option was annexation by a
European power.77 He also shared with so many other Nahdawis the
inherent contradiction between wanting the Arab lands to remain an
integral part of the empire, while in al-Muqtabas he propounded “an
advanced and fully crystallized, nationalist idea, the notion that the Arabs
constituted collectively a distinct umma.”78

In December 1916, a lengthy article appeared in al-Hilal, now run by
Emile Zaydan, Jurji’s son. Serialized over the following seven months
and titled “The Ottoman Government in Lebanon and Syria,” this essay
represented an abrupt break with Jurji Zaydan’s loyalty to the “Ottoman
nation” and to constitutionalism. It framed Arab identity in a completely
different national ideology, in which the Turk became the arch enemy.
It still remains a mystery who authored this article so well-timed for
British war-interests.79 Here the whole Arab nationalist mythology about

73 Rashid Rida, “Innani ʿarabi muslim [sic] aw muslim ʿarabi?” in Rida, “al-Masʾala
al-ʿarabiyya,”al-Manar (July 1917), 33.

74 The public statements of Rashid Rida clearly lagged behind what he discussed privately
with British officials in Egypt. A memorandum, which he composed in late 1914 and a
translation of which appears in the files of the Arab Office in early 1915, demands a
reevaluation of the timing of the shifts in his political ideas. He spoke of the desire of the
Arabs for full independence.

75 In al-Battush (2007: 161).
76 Jurji Zaydan, “Ajyal al-duwal al-dusturiyya,” al-Hilal 21 (June 1913), 522–528, 523.
77 Samir Seikaly (1981: 150–51). 78 Ibid., 152.
79 al-Masʿudi, “al-Dawla al-ʿuthmaniyya fi Lubnan wa-Suriyya,” al-Hilal 25 (Dec. 1916),

183–92; (Jan. 1917), 292–301; (Feb.) 385–93; (March) 461–69; (Apr.) 573–81; (May)
643–50; (June) 747–53; (July) 807–12. The first instalment of this article appears after
the beginning of the Arab revolt in Hejaz and after meetings between members of the
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the “brutal and barbaric” Turk was laid out comprehensively and in great
detail as a ready-made guideline for future nationalist ideologues.
The 400-year rule of the Ottomans over Syria was depicted as a perman-
ent suffering and misery of the Arabs, who were almost drawn down to
the cultural level of the “primitive” Turks.80 It was, according to this
anonymous essay, the lowest point in all of Arab history.

Conclusion

The Nahdawis’ persistent loyalty to the Ottoman empire did not have
negative or defensive causes – political fears, personal uncertainties or a
lack of imagination. As we have seen, the sustained support for the
postrevolutionary empire was nourished by the firm enlightenment belief
that education would lead all members of society to participate success-
fully in constitutional democracy. The attempted countercoup of
1909 left the Nahdawis with a sense of distrust in the maturity of the
people. This partly grew out of an inherent contradiction. On the one
hand, the authority of the self-styled enlightened Ottoman intellectuals
rested on their social role as the knowledgeable, new guides who would
steer the multiethnic empire toward a progressive society and toward
universal participation in the political process. They were convinced that
the democratic aim of nationalism and the establishment of the people as
the sovereign required rational and responsible thinking. On the other
hand, the vague notion of “the unpreparedness of the people” effectively
produced an indefinite suspension of positive freedom. It remained open
how long such a period of educational preparation was to take. It was
even less clear what the criteria would be for having reached “prepared-
ness.” One thing was clear in the minds of the Nahdawis. The constant
suspension of maturity served to confirm the legitimacy of the intellec-
tuals as the enlightened guides of society. But it also kept them from
acting as political leaders and mobilizing the masses into the political
process.

By putting so much hope and effort into the education of the people
and into molding politically responsible citizens, the Nahdawis neglected
the question of their social power and political leadership. The Decen-
tralization Party itself never gained any power base and the Young Turk

Decentralization Party with Husayn, but also ibn Saud. The name “al-Masʿudi” seems
to be a pseudonym. to invoke the famous traveling Arab historian and geographer, Abu
Hasan al-Masʿudi (d. 956).

80 Rashid Rida echoed the same sentiment in his essay “al-Masʾala al-ʿarabiyya,” al-Manar
(July 1917), 35, where he asserted that Arabic language and culture declined drastically
because the Arabs did not enjoy independence.
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unionists never recognized it as a political party. As early as 1914, the
Decentralization Party had maneuvered itself through an internal crisis
into irrelevance. With the outbreak of the war an intense debate arose
among the Nahdawis over the issue of helping to sustain the empire or
not. A first conclusion was that either case – be it victory or defeat of the
empire – would not bode well for the Arabs. In the end the consensus was
to support the empire.81 Rashid Rida wrote an appeal to the Syrians to
remain loyal to the Ottoman government and the Decentralization Party
remained dormant.82

The rapid sequence of wartime events marginalized those Nahdawis
who had not seriously contemplated politics after the demise of the
Ottoman empire. Only after the Ottoman plenipotentiary in Syria,
Cemal Pasha, who executed dozens of Nahdawis in Beirut and Damas-
cus during World War I and the Arab Revolt that broke out in the Hijaz
shortly afterwards, did Nahdawis take seriously Arab independence. In
December 1918, our generation of Nahdawis launched their one and
only new party, “al-Ittihad al-Suri.” Its leading members were, once
more, Rafiq al-ʿAzm, Rashid Rida and also Michel Lutfallah, a rich
and educated Syrian merchant, also living in Egypt.83 It was the one
formal attempt to establish all of Syria from the Taurus to the Sinai as
one Arab nation-state. But the European allies and the Hashemite forces
had other ideas. The kingdom of Syria was short-lived, too, but when it
was replaced by a republican structure, it was embedded in French
colonialism and stripped of Palestine, Jordan and Lebanon.

Having established a modern Arab identity through a secular reinter-
pretation of Arab history and having forged the Arabic language into a
symbol of Arab progress and nationhood, the Nahdawis failed to convert
their cultural work into political capital. Dawn’s seminal thesis that Arab
nationalism crystallized in an Arab generational, intra-elite quarrel
between those inside and those outside the Ottoman bureaucratic
system, is not wrong.84 Some members of the al-ʿAzm family may serve
as an example for his argument. But the thesis goes only so far. The
Nahda movement’s leadership consisted in larger numbers of people
with rather modest backgrounds who would not have enjoyed any edu-
cation beyond a few years learning to recite the Quran or the Psalms
without the Nahda. They were certainly not members of influential

81 al-Battush (2007: 154–55).
82 Rashid Rida, “al-Haqaʾiq al-jaliya fi al-masʾala al-ʿarabiyya,” al-Manar 22 (1919), 444.
83 Other members were Shaykh Kamil al-Qassab, Dr. ʿAbd al-Rahman al-Shahbandar,

Khalid al-Hakim, Sulayman Bey Nasif, Hasan Bey Hamada, Dr. Khalil Mishaqa, Wahba
al-ʿIsa, Iskandar ʿAmun. See al-Battush (2007: 175).

84 Dawn (1973).
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families and did not have easy access to political power. Many Nahdawis
were also emigrants. Some ventured to America or France, but most
went to Cairo. It is not unusual for early nationalists to live in exile.
Partially they did so because it was politically expedient and economic-
ally more promising. Of course, some fled Syria for political reasons. But
exile tends to sharpen the awareness of one’s own identity. Both factors,
modest social origins and life in exile, marginalize people in their own
society. This was the case of most Nahdawis. Their hesitation to demand
political independence in view of a collapsing empire rendered them
politically irrelevant.

Finally, the Arabs who showed up at the rendez-vous of victory at
Versailles after World War I were not the Nahdawis but dignitaries
associated with the Hashemite emirs and the Arab revolt they led who
had “no experience of the international system.”85 The linguistic base of
Arab unity played no role in Paris in 1919. Many Arabs like other non-
western politicians tried to champion President Wilson’s call for the right
to self-determination.86 Instead, France and Britain managed to convert
the divergent territorial imaginations of Arab representatives into separ-
ate colonial nation states legitimized by the League of Nations Mandate
system. But the Nahdawis’ language of suspended political maturity and
cultural “preparedness” came to haunt interwar nationalists. For the
custodial Mandate A status, which Arab successor states of the Ottoman
empire were granted, made European powers, not the Nahdawis, the
arbiters of when Arabs were mature enough to be released into
independence.

85 Rogan (2005: 20). 86 Manela (2007).
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10 Men of Capital
Making Money, Making Nation in Palestine

Sherene Seikaly

In the mid 1930s, a group of Palestinians who defined themselves “men
of capital” introduced economics as a body of knowledge in the service of
social progress. Shut out of institutions that produced economy as a
science of markets, they formulated economy as a science of the self.
They sought to shape new notions of class and status in the image of their
interests. Meanwhile, during this period rebels in Palestine engendered
horizontal solidarities and achieved, at considerable cost, remarkable
gains in challenging British colonial rule, Zionist settlement and Pales-
tinian social hierarchy. In the midst of the Great Revolt of 1936–39 these
“men of capital” engaged the broader Arab intellectual and cultural
project of awakening, the Nahda, to mold the ideal economic subject.

These men challenge the conventional depiction of pre-1948 Palestin-
ian social life as defined by ineffectual and factionalized notables, an
increasingly disenfranchised peasantry and an active but small group of
workers. Elite efforts to shape the saving and spending patterns of “social
man” and his relationship to what they called the “social body” [al-hayʾa
al-ijtimaʿiyya] reveal formative ideas about the individual and his or her
relationship to economy, nation and the colonial state. These men’s
stories and projects provide a biography of economy, which interrogates
some long-standing assumptions. Conventional and even revisionist
scholarship continues to present elites as a group of notables whose ways
of seeing the world were ineffective and out of date. In this chapter, we
witness a group of men who were making money and nation in new ways.
They were bankers, accountants, commercial businessmen and, to a
lesser extent, industrialists.

In his preface to the 1983 reissue of Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age,
Albert Hourani explained that the “liberal” aspect of the age defined
the changes of a new world order that sprang from technical and indus-
trial revolutions during the 200 years that his seminal work covered. This

This chapter is taken from chapter one in Sherene Seikaly, Men of Capital: Scarcity and
Economy in Mandate Palestine (Stanford Unviersity Press, 2016).
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“liberal” order expressed itself in “the growth of a European trade of a
new kind [and] the consequent changes in production and consump-
tion.”1 However, he argued, there were few precise ideas about social
reform and economic development in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries. Arab thinkers assumed that social and economic
change “could and should wait until after the attainment of independ-
ence.”2 Few were aware of the problems of “maintaining standards of
administration” and “defining the frontiers between private enterprise
and State control.”3 It was not until the 1950s and 1960s that the new
nationalism defined welfare not “in terms of individual freedom, but
rather economic development, a rise in general living standards and the
provision of social services.”4 Mark LeVine has recently echoed these
conclusions when he explains that under British rule Palestinians “did
not think in individualistic, capitalist terms, they were not concerned
with maximizing their individual income.”5 Thus for several generations
historians have accepted the claim that economic thought was static.

However, Arab economic thought was no more static than the Arab
liberal project was linear or singular. Scholars have gone far in pluralizing
the Nahda as a heterogeneous phenomenon that transcended religious,
ethnic and social categories.6 Ilham Khuri-Makdisi has, in particular,
challenged historiographic conceptions of the late nineteenth century as
the antechamber of nationalism in Syria and Egypt.7 She reveals the
period before 1914 as rich in the articulation and dissemination of
socialist and anarchist principles. Khuri-Makdisi has also argued that
Middle East historians have deradicalized authors by interpreting them
as promoters of free market and liberal economic thought.8 Yet despite
this claim, scholars have not explored the complexities and trajectories of
economic thought as a formative component of the Nahda. The linking
of vitality and economy as well as concerns with economic growth and its
relationship to general welfare, government intervention and private
enterprise have an important and overlooked history. Palestinian articu-
lations that tied profit to progress while reifying their social power are an
entry point into this history.

1 Hourani (1983: iv). 2 Ibid., 345. 3 Ibid. 4 Ibid., 350–51.
5 LeVine (1995: 103).
6 An abbreviated list includes but is not limited to: Bashkin (2009), Di-Capua (2009);
Gasper (2009); Hamzah (2013); Khuri-Makdisi (2010); Salim (2004); O. El Shakry
(2007); and Winegar (2006).

7 Khuri-Makdisi (2010).
8 Khuri-Makdisi (2010: 31) cites here Middle East historians misreading of Samuel Smiles’
Self Help as a work of capitalist, liberal economics and in particular Reid (1970: 183,
fn. 2).

Men of Capital: Making Money, Making Nation in Palestine 267

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.015
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Alternates

When a group of men in Jaffa began publishing the periodical al-Iqtisa-
diyyat al-ʿArabiyya (The Arabic Economic Journal in its editors’ translation)
in early 1935, the editors assured their readers of “a complete economic
arrival.” It was still possible as late as 1936, in the midst of global recession
and a nation-wide, general strike in Palestine, for this group of urban
professionals to envision the future in overwhelmingly optimistic terms.
Like other small industrialists, bankers and merchants in the colonial word
they enjoyed a considerable boom in this decade, while farmers, villagers
and workers bore the brunt of the convergence between colonial and
capitalist crises of the post–World War I era.

This critical situation generated new ideas and movements in Pales-
tine. Scholars have shown that the Great Revolt of 1936 to 1939 was not
a historical rupture but a culmination of radical mobilizing that sought to
dislodge the failed politics of notables.9 Charles Anderson has rigorously
shown how the rise of workers’ syndicates, youth societies, unions, as
well as village and migrant associations in the late 1920s and the early
1930s expressed a new mode of mass politics.10 Building on the work of
Ghassan Kanafani and Ted Swedenberg, Anderson challenges “the
effendi thesis,” the historiographic conviction of a rigid Palestinian social
hierarchy in which only elites tied to the Ottoman or colonial state had
agency.11 Research like his on radical social forces is crucial to destabil-
izing this thesis. Another, more persistent assumption is that elites them-
selves were unchanging since late Ottoman times. Interrogating the
innovations and strategies of these elites reveals the politics, not of
revolution or notables, but of men of capital.

The men in Iqtisadiyyat complicate our understandings of the constitu-
encies and projects of Palestinian elites. New modes of politics challenged
and inspired these commercial elites. There were common threads that
crossed radical and elite divides, most notably the definition of “the
political.” For example, in the wake of rising national tensions culminating
in competing religious claims on the Wailing Wall/al-Buraq in 1929, youth
radicals organized a conference of Arab students in Jaffa. They defined
their work as “non-political,” in part to receive approval as a registered
society but also to distance themselves from factional rivalries.12 Men of
capital in Iqtisadiyyat made a similar gesture toward nonfactional politics
for altogether different reasons. They defined their journal as “an open

9 Matthews (2006) and C. Anderson (2013). 10 C. Anderson (2013: 7, 12).
11 Ibid., 32. Kanafani (1972), Gerber (2008), and Swedenburg (1995).
12 C. Anderson (2013: 82–83).
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space for serious research” which would provide “men of the nation” with
the tools to participate in an “economic Nahda.”13 Iqtisadiyyat, the editors
explained, was a unique intervention in a landscape of political division
and party factionalism. The editors presented their project as distinct
from, if not superior to, the work of “men of politics.”14 Their alternate
group, consisting of “intellectuals, men of science, art, education, capital,
and works,” did this neither to effect radical change nor to cling to old
privileges.15 Rather, they sought to shape economics as a neutral and
scientific realm of nation building, to define class and status in new ways,
to pave the way for their own political ascent.

Who were these alternate “men of the nation”? The moving force
behind Iqtisadiyyat was Fuʾad Saba, the first Palestinian licensed as an
auditor under the British mandate. Saba received a bachelor’s degree in
commerce at the American University of Beirut. The son of an Anglican
pastor, he was a self-made man who established a highly successful team
of accountants, Saba and Company, in 1920.16 He was also the main
architect of the Palestinian National Fund, which was established
in 1930 and sought primarily to use funds to purchase lands.17 In June
1936, Saba was appointed secretary of the Arab Higher Committee, the
group of cross-factional elite figures who sought to contain and control
the revolt’s potential.18

Saba and his colleagues challenge a simplified portrayal of Palestinian
social life and the ongoing dismissal of businessmen as self-evidently colo-
nial collaborators. The numbers we have for the mandate period present
Arab and Jew as mutually exclusive categories. Statistics render thousands
of Sephardi, Maghrebi and Yemeni Jews in Palestine invisible.19 But
as Michelle Campos has succinctly put it, the separation in Palestine
between Jew and Arab was a result of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, not
its cause.20 The sociology of a “dual society” shaped the stories we tell
about British ruled Palestine, as well as the very tools we have to tell them.21

13 “Ahamiyat al-iqtisadiyyat fil siyasa (The Importance of Economics in Political Affairs).
Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:4 (February 15, 1935). Al-Iqtisadiyyat provided its readers
with English tables of contents for each issue. The titles provided here are the editors’
translations. All other translations are mine.

14 Ibid. 15 Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 2:10 (March 7, 1936).
16 Interview with Fuad Saba (the grandson), January 21, 2013.
17 C. Anderson (2013: 174). 18 Ibid. See also Matthews (2006).
19 Palestinian Jews, Muslim, and Christians in the late nineteenth and early twentieth

centuries did not simply live and make money together, they crafted an Ottoman
brotherhood of sorts. Campos (2011).

20 Ibid., 19.
21 See Eisenstadt’s (1967) foundational text of colonial sociology of Israel. See also Metzer

(1998).
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With these qualifications in mind, we can identify the period just
before World War I as a time when a nascent commercial class separate
from the landed elite had begun coalescing in Palestine.22 In line with
broader late Ottoman trends, new opportunities in banks, trade bureaus,
shipping companies, printing works, customs posts and commercial
agencies expanded the small but important group of shop-owners, dis-
tributors and retailers as well as professionals such as teachers, journal-
ists, lawyers and civil servants.23 A decade before the war, the
proliferation of Arabic dailies like Filastin and al-Karmil were crucial sites
of intellectual production and political expression for these constituen-
cies. By 1914, there was already a diverse range of local industries,
including flour milling, soap making, weaving, pipe making and metal
shops.24 The post–World War I period featured an intensification of this
dynamic. Between 1918 and 1927, Arabs and Jews established 2,269
commercial and manufacturing enterprises. Sixty percent of these enter-
prises were Arab-owned.25 By the 1930s even as economic separatism
began to harden in as a result of the Zionist conquest of land and labor,
Palestine was nevertheless experiencing a heavy period of economic
growth.26 The combination of cheap labor and surplus capital meant
the expansion of a trade and industrial class of importers, exporters,
wholesalers, brokers and small manufacturers. Palestinian capital invest-
ment in this period reached £2 million, mostly in tobacco, cardboard,
soap and milling factories, and a growing textile industry.27

During World War II, trading and industrial ventures further
expanded. In 1939, there were 339 Arab industrial establishments
employing 4,117 people. The number of Arab industrial establishments
jumped in 1943–1,558 employing 8,804 people.28 These numbers are
small in comparison to the rapid growth of Jewish manufacturing
during the mandate, which went from generating 50 percent of Pales-
tine’s output in the 1920s, to 60 percent in the early 1930s, reaching
80 percent during wartime-induced industrialization.29 The growth of
Jewish industry, did not however, necessitate Palestinian economic
stagnancy.

Indeed, in 1946 the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry estimated
that Palestinian ownership of capital (liquid assets, rural land, industrial
capital, commercial stocks and commodities, motor vehicles, agricultural

22 P. Smith (1984: 25).
23 See Doumani (1995); Cottrell, Pohle, Fraser (2008); Hanssen (2005), Geyikdagi

(2011), Inalcik (1996).
24 Khalaf (1991: 46). 25 Ibid. 26 P. Smith (1983: 55). 27 Khalaf (1991: 46).
28 Ibid., 49. 29 Metzer (1998: 154).
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buildings, tools and livestock) totaled £132.6 million.30 Palestinians held
considerable cash in the two Arab banks which expanded faster in this
period than any other financial institution in Palestine at the time.31

Between the years of 1939 and 1946, deposits and credits grew by a
factor of twenty-six in the Arab Bank and fourteen-fold in the Arab
National Bank.32 In 1941, the total capital in both banks was £532,215
Palestinian. By 1945 that number rose to 7 million.33

Corporate forms of organization and limited companies witnessed a
rapid growth after World War II, resulting in the establishment of busi-
nesses such as Middle East Airlines in 1943 and the Arabia Insurance
Company in 1944.34 Both firms reopened in Beirut after 1948 and their
shareholders would rapidly become some of the wealthiest Palestinians in
the world.35 As Palestine fell, these men would rush to guard their
wealth.36 Some would transfer funds to neighboring branches. Saba
and Company had established offices in Amman, Damascus and Beirut
before 1948. Others like Abdul Hamid Shoman (1890–1974), who
founded the Arab Bank in 1930, conducted daring exploits to smuggle
documents, safe deposit boxes, cash and bank accounts across rapidly
shifting borders.37 In the 1950s and 1960s, men like Saba, Shoman,
Yusif Baydas (1912–68) and Abdel Muhsin al-Qattan (b. 1929) led some
of the largest and most successful insurance, banking and contracting
ventures in the Middle East. These included firms such as Arabia Insur-
ance, the Arab Bank, Intra Bank, the Contract and Trading Company,
the Commercial Building Company and the Al-Mashriq Financial
Investment Company.38 The stories of these businessmen usually begin
after 1948. However, they began amassing their wealth decades earlier.

30 P. Smith (1983: 118). For more on the Anglo-American Commission of Inquiry on
Palestine, see Hanssen’s chapter in this book.

31 Metzer (1998: 111). 32 Ibid. 33 P. Smith (1983: 118).
34 On Middle East Airlines and its location in broader questions of political economy,

corporate interests, and foreign intervention in Lebanon and the Middle East during the
immediate post-World War II period through 1958, see Gendzier (1997: 90–114). For a
discussion of Middle East Airlines’ location in twentieth century aviation in Middle East,
see Williams (1957).

35 P. Smith (1983: 121).
36 For an insightful study of Israel’s freezing of Palestinian bank accounts and the effects of

statelessness on monetary and everyday life, see Mitter (2014).
37 P. Smith (1983:121).
38 Advertisements for Arabia Insurance and the Arab Bank regularly appeared across

various issues of Iqtisad lubnan wa-al-ʿalam al-ʿarabi, a bi-monthly journal published by
the Beirut Chamber of Commerce and Industry beginning in 1951. See in particular the
January–February 1953 issue, in the special section listing all commercial establishments
registered with the Beirut Chamber of Commerce and Industry, in which the Arab Bank
is listed as a premium establishment among a four-tier classification system. My thanks
to Ziad Abu-Rish for sharing this information.
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On the pages of Iqtisadiyyat, we can trace how they shaped economics as
an object of knowledge and economy as a means of social reform.

Saba and his colleagues combined a commitment to free enterprise
and private property with support for armed struggle and guerilla war-
fare. This pattern would survive the defeat of 1948 and continue well
thereafter into the 1950s and 1960s. Recounting these businessmen’s
relationship to the Great Revolt and to armed resistance more broadly
complicates how businessmen or sometimes even more simplistically,
Christian merchants, serve as synonyms for collaborators.39 Certainly, in
the mid 1930s many businessmen packed up their wares and temporarily
relocated until the “troubles” died down. And in Haifa, Christian busi-
nessmen such as Emile Boutagy (Imil Butaji) and Jad Suidan actively
opposed the men they called the “bandits” of the revolt.40

But we should be careful not to abide too strictly to these representa-
tions that elide merchant, Christian and collaborator. Saba is a case in
point. He was an Anglican, a businessman and funder of the rebels.
Rashid al-Hajj Ibrahim (1889–1953) is another example. A close com-
rade of the populist Islamist radical ʿIzz al-Din al-Qassam and the editor
of the Islamist leaning Yarmouk newspaper, Ibrahim led the National
Committee in Haifa during the Great Revolt, was a founding member of
the pan-Arabist Istiqlal party, and positioned himself as a dissident, a
radical nationalist and a man of capital. Lest we fall into the equally
dangerous trap of romanticizing these figures as heroic nationalists, we
should be clear that both Saba and Ibrahim were committed to redefin-
ing and sustaining their class project. To engage these men’s histories
and critique, their formative legacies on economy, needs and manage-
ment, it is necessary to move beyond indictment and vindication.

An Organ of Change

Defining itself as the “organ” (lisan al-hal)41 not of a party but of the
alternative group, Iqtisadiyyat first hit the presses in 1935. It went from
being a bimonthly publication in its first year to a weekly in the remaining
two years that it ran. The editorial team consisted of Saba, and his

39 For an example of this narrative, see Porath (1974, 1977). For a good critique of
Christians’ ostensible aloofness during the Revolt see Haiduc-Dale (2013).

40 NMA/Mandate Documents/Chamber of Commerce 26/1: Correspondence Emile
Boutagy (Imil Butaji) to Secretary of War Economic Council, 23 November 1943;
ISA: RG2/CSO/65/15: Correspondence Malik al-Masri to Chief Secretary,
12 November 1943 and Correspondence Gead (Jad) Suidan to Chief Secretary,
15 February 1944. C. Anderson (2013: 645–46).

41 Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 2:10 (March 7, 1936).
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colleagues ʿAdil Jabr (1888–1953) and Tawfiq Farah. All three self-
identified as economists (iqtisadiyyin). The journal came to a halt in
1937 when the British colonial government exiled Saba to the Seychelles
for his support of the revolt. Iqtisadiyyat was one component of a longer
and broader phenomenon of cultural ferment and intellectual production
in the Arab world. From the late nineteenth century on, journals, books
and newspapers as well as printing shops, publishing companies, book-
stores, literary societies and reading rooms marked the cultural life of
Beirut and Cairo.42 The excitement and energy of the Nahda was not
limited to these two centers, but included Aleppo, Damascus, Alexan-
dria, Baghdad, Mosul, Tripoli, Haifa, Jerusalem, Jaffa and beyond.43

The resonances of the Nahda were far ranging in Palestine. The
Khalidiyya library in Jerusalem provides hints of the periodicals Palestin-
ians were reading in the late nineteenth century, including Ahmad Faris
al-Shidyaq’s semiweekly news journal, al-Jawaʾib; Butrus al-Bustani’s
literary biweekly al-Jinan; Yaʿqub Sarraf and Faris Nimr scientific
monthly al-Muqtataf; and Jurji Zaydan’s literary and history monthly
al-Hilal.44 It was in the late 1890s that privately owned Arab presses
enabled the production of Palestinian periodicals such al-Quds (Jerusa-
lem, 1898), al-Karmil (Haifa, 1908), al-Akhbar (Jaffa, 1909) and Filastin
(Haifa, 1911). During this time the Egyptian dailies that were in circula-
tion in Palestine included al-Ahram, al-Muqattam, al-Balagh, al-Jihad
and al-Misri.45 The interwar period was also an intensive time of transla-
tion in Palestine. ʿArif al-ʿAzwani translated Gorky and other works of
Russian literature; Ahmad Shakir translated Shelley; and ʿAdil Zuʿaytar
translated Montesquieu’s The Spirit of the Laws, Rousseau’s The Social
Contract and Voltaire’s Philosophical Writings.46

At the turn of the century, people in Palestine eagerly consumed
newspapers in streets, railway stations, homes and shops.47 Local papers
sold 200 to 300 copies daily.48 By the 1920s, periodical production
expanded out of the urban centers of Jerusalem, Jaffa and Haifa to
include Acre, Bethlehem, Gaza and Tulkarm. Filastin was the most
popular publication and reportedly sold 3,000 copies per issue.49 After
the political upheavals of the late 1920s, there was a higher demand for
daily news. By 1934, Ibrahim al-Shanti established the other leading

42 See Ayalon (2004),
43 Bashkin (2009), Khuri-Makdisi (2010); Samir Seikaly (1981); Zaidan and Philipp

(2013).
44 Ayalon (2004: 49). 45 Ibid., 52. 46 Ghunaym (1980).
47 Campos (2011: 137) and Ayalon (2004: 106) cite a German archeologist visiting

Palestine in 1914.
48 Ayalon (2004: 62). 49 Ibid.
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paper, al-Difaʿ, which quickly matched Filastin in popularity. By the early
1940s, each paper sold up to 10,000 copies daily.50 It is difficult to
estimate how many people were “literate” and reading these copies, since
literacy itself was such a pliant notion. Palestinians throughout cities and
villages were intensively exposed to printed text through collective
and vocalized reading.51

Palestinian Christians played an important role in this scene. Primarily
urban, Christians made up 10 percent of the population in Palestine and
enjoyed high levels of education.52 Christians, like other non-Muslims in
the late Ottoman Empire, enjoyed legal, economic and social advantages
because of their affiliations with European merchants and consuls. Des-
pite this differential access to education, capital and publishing licenses,
the trajectories of the Nahda as well as those of the men of capital in
Palestine are in no way Christian stories.

By the 1930s, Palestine had become an important literary location in a
broader cultural and literary scene as Iqtisadiyyat’s subscriptions show. In
addition to broad distribution in Palestine (from Safad to Jaffa), there
were also subscribers in Beirut, Damascus, Baghdad, Mosul and Cairo.
The editors boasted of governments’, banks’ and consuls’ subscriptions.
They “marveled” at the journal’s reception among traders, professionals,
teachers and clerks throughout the Arab world. The journal also received
accolades from among “our kings and princes” such as King Ghazi in
Iraq who read the journal from its inception as well as Sultan Saʿid bin
Taymour of Muscat.53 Iqtisadiyyat typically included an editorial feature
by an editor or a guest contributor. These were followed by news on
business, trade, commerce and commercial legislation from Palestine,
Syria, Iraq, Lebanon, the Gulf and North Africa. The journal featured
translations ranging from Economist articles to the work of the English
political theorist, economist and socialist, G.D.H. Cole (1889–1959).54

50 Ibid., 64. 51 Ibid., 158. 52 Haiduc-Dale (2013).
53

“Khawatir wa mulahazat (Current Topics).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:14
(September 15, 1935).

54 The historian, orator and translator, Ajaj Nuwayhid translated two sections on
communism and fascism from G.D.H. Cole’s A Guide to Modern Politics, co-authored
by Cole and his spouse Margaret Cole. The latter is not credited or mentioned anywhere
in Iqtisadiyyat. The work itself was published in 1934 and its translations appear in
Iqtisadiyyat only one year later. G.D.H Cole and Margaret Cole, A Guide to Modern
Politics (New York: A.A. Knopf, 1934). The first translation, “Communism: Extracts
from ‘the Political System by Dr. D.H Cole. Translated by Ajaj Nuwayhid”, appeared in
Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:15 (August 1, 1935). The second translation “Fascism:
Extracts from the ‘Political System by Dr. D.H Cole. Translated by Ajaj Nuwayhid’”
appeared in Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:18 (September 15, 1935). The mistranslation
of the original text as well as the erasure of Margaret Cole are noteworthy. For D.H.
Cole’s influence on Hourani at Oxford, see Hanssen’s chapter.
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Each year, Iqtisadiyyat published a special bilingual English and French
issue, which featured translations of the Arabic issues as well as specially
commissioned articles, which addressed colonial officials and inter-
national capital in the Arab world.

The editors presented Iqtisadiyyat as providing the latest in scientific
research (abhath ʿilmiyya). They aimed to study economic and fiscal
problems, advise on improved methods in agriculture trade and industry,
provide information on business institutions, inform their readers on
world affairs and promote trade with other countries.55 Businessmen
would find information on commodities, markets and laws on the jour-
nal’s pages. Farmers and agriculturalists would remain up to date on
technological advancements in plowing, irrigation, fertilization and har-
vesting. Capitalists (mutamawwilin), industrialists and professionals
would learn about innovations in accounting, insurance and finance.
Iqtisadiyyat also addressed the educator, the housewife and the civil
servant in all matters economic. Its didactic tone and missionary-like
zeal in cultivating (tathqif) an “economic culture” indicates the editors’
hopes to convert the “common” Palestinian to their ideology of national
economy. In the following pages, I analyze a dozen editorial articles and a
number of contributed pieces. I explore how these Palestinian thinkers
defined economy, described the economic conditions they lived in and
sought to shape an ethical economic subject.

Guiding Light

The idea of economy as a site of imperial, national and internecine
contest was not new in Palestine. Indeed, Ottoman Palestinians drew
on Western liberal and Islamic notions of liberty, justice, consultation,
public good and accountability.56 The turn to creating an Ottoman
“national economy” (milli iktisat) was a crucial component of these
efforts.57 These concerns only heightened under the twin pressures of
British colonialism and Zionist settlement. Indeed, in the early 1930s,
men of capital such as the bankers Ahmad Hilmi Pasha (1883–1963) and
Rashid al-Hajj Ibrahim (1889–1953) charted plans for local production
and regional imports to sustain an anti-Jewish boycott.58 The boycott of
1936 that spearheaded the Great Revolt was based on the principle of an
ethical Arab consumption as a tenet of national independence. A perusal
of the mainstream press provides clear evidence of the centrality of

55
“The Scope of Our Task.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya [English Issue] 1: 22 (15
November 1935).

56 Campos (2011: 4). 57 Ibid., 195. 58 C. Anderson (2013: 180).
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economic matters to both everyday life and the ever-threatened possibil-
ity of a national future.

The importance of this particular journal, Iqtisadiyyat, lay in its
emphasis on economics as a distinct realm to be studied, understood
and inculcated. The men the journal featured were among the financial
leaders of a post-1948 world. Their ideas on saving, spending, class and
knowledge were part of a broader project of shaping social norms. On the
pages of Iqtisadiyyat, Palestinians mapped economy as a distinct sphere
and rendered it in national and regional terms. The editors of Iqtisadiyyat
were on a relentless mission to forge economy as an essential form
“embedded” in all aspects of social life.59 Like many thinkers before and
after them, they described an object that they took part in constructing.60

In a series of articles on the relationship between economics and
politics, literature and law, Iqtisadiyyat distinguished economics as a
discrete discipline. By conceptualizing economy and producing know-
ledge on it, Saba and his team singled it out as discrete from the political,
which was “dealt with thoroughly in other papers.”61 For example, in the
debate on the formation of a legislative council, the editors left the
matters of its shape and conditions to the “experts,” but insisted on the
need for overcoming “legal disorder” in agriculture, industry and trade
as crucial for the general well-being of the country.62 Having relegated
the political to the margins of their pages, how then was this project of
“economic cultivation” to wield influence? The editors revealed econom-
ics as an irreplaceable essence. Economic matters, they explained, were
at the core of politics. Poverty, the editors pointed out, drove Europe’s
“momentous upheavals,” such as the “the hunger revolt” of 1848.63

A brief glance at the daily press, Saba and his team exhorted, would
reveal that the management of petrol, cotton, coal, wheat and transpor-
tation were the primary concerns of the day. These concerns evidenced
not just the “unity of politics and economics” but also the very superior-
ity of the economic. Aside from the “natural” [fitri] demand for inde-
pendence, “the remaining aims of politics are economic.”64 Thus the
science of economics provided people with an “ideal plan”; it served to
guide conduct and organize exchanges and relationships. But economics
was more than a blueprint for social order and management. It did not

59 And in this sense the editors took part in what Karl Polanyi (1944) would later explain as
economic “embeddedness.”

60 See Dummont (1977: 24) on the construction of “economy" as a separate category of
social intervention.

61
“Khawatir wa mulahazat.” 62 Ibid. 63

“Ahamiyat al-iqtisadiyyat fil siyasa.”
64 Ibid.
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just provide the tools for progress. It was progress: “Politics are a means,
while economics are not just a goal, they are the ends.”65

In this means-ends landscape which calls to mind the long-standing
debate between the formalists and the substantivists,66 an exploration
of the ties between literature and economics posits ideas as commod-
ities: “For some time past, people have become accustomed to divid-
ing intellectual production [al-muntaja al-fikriyya] into two: literature
and science.”67 But the “products” of the mind were not so easily
divided as “science and literature complete one another and cannot do
without each other.”68 In this marketplace of ideas, economics func-
tions as a metonym for science. This had not always been the case;
economics had “oscillated for a long time between ethics and religious
studies” and was only now securely and independently situated in that
rationalistic realm of the “experimental sciences.”69 Of all experimen-
tal sciences, it was economics that had the “most solid connection with
literature.”70

To reveal these cross-fertilizations the editors referenced an Arab
heritage of utility. In this sense, the editors used adab both in the
disciplinary sense of literature as well as the broader notion of using the
will to exercise proper behavior and good taste.71 They cited a story from
ninth-century historian and writer al-Jahiz. In his Avarice and the Avar-
icious he tells of a woman who exhausts every last use of a sheep. In
addition to promoting maximum utility and minimum waste, the story
presents knowledge as the key to progress: “Our ignorance can render
[human wealth and resources] such as fertile land . . . useless.”72 It is this
recurring and framing theme of progress that reveals the “solid connec-
tion” between literature and economics. Both serve as transparent reflec-
tions of the “conditions of nations”; they were the “race horses in the
square of life” that differ in means but shared the same goals: “serving
man, his happiness, and his welfare [rafahiya].”73

65 Ibid.
66 The formalists understood economy as a means–end relationship, a mental process of

economizing. The substantivists saw economy as a general provisioning of material
wants in society. See Hann and Hart (2011), and Çalıskan and Callon (2009: 1).

67
“Bayn al-adab wal iqtisad (Between Literature and Economics).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-
ʿarabiyya 2:15/16 (April 18, 1936).

68 Ibid.
69 Ibid. A more accurate history would engage economics in its relationship to moral

philosophy and its offspring political economy.
70 Ibid.
71 Abou-Hodeib (2011: 480). See also Massad (2007); Daly Metcalf: 1984); El Shakry

(2007).
72

“Bayna al-adab wa-l-iqtisad.” 73 Ibid.
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Thus economics emerges as a rational science in the service of man.
The producer of intellectual products risks irrelevance should he choose
to ignore economics. The editors celebrated Hafith Ibrahim
(1872–1932) and Khalil Mutran (1872–1949) for translating the French
political economist Paul Leroy-Beaulieu’s Précis d’économie politique.74

This translation proved that “there is no paucity of terms for this science
or any other in the Arabic language.”75 Indeed, the works of the canon-
ical figures of both Arabic and Western literature, the editors explained,
from al-Jahiz to Ibn Khaldun, Rousseau to Kipling, and Ibsen to Sinclair
Lewis were “eternal” precisely because of their engagement with the
“principles of economy.”76 What were these exalted principles?

“The age of slavery, feudalism, despotism, kings and sultans has
passed. The sun of freedom has risen.”77 It was the “guiding light” of
economic science, preached the young lawyer Saʿdi Bsisu (b. 1912), a
graduate of the Institute of Economic and Financial Sciences at the
University of Paris, which led this dramatic change. Bsisu listed the
canon of thinkers that informed his exploration of the relationship
between law and economics: Smith, Ricardo, Say, Sismondi and Marx.
Influenced by the French incorporation of political economy in the
curriculum of law, Bsisu moved on to map three “foundational doc-
trines” that law and economics shared: individual freedom [hurriya far-
diyya], private property [al-mulkiyya al-khassa] and “self-responsibility”
[masʾuliyya dhatiyya].78 It is these “rights,” Bsisu explained, that assure
freedom. In “every civilized state,” economists and lawyers cooperated to
protect the individual and ensure his property. These two imposing
figures, the lawyer and the economist, were in harmonious collaboration
on every matter from “inheritance law to the protection and organization
of free trade [al-tijara al-hurra].”79

But there was trouble in paradise. For one, economy and law could not
agree on the notion of “equality.” Law held it in high esteem but equality
in economy appears primitive in Bsisu’s hands. A “throng” [zumra] of
Communists, he explained, sought to realize this apparently backward
notion of economic equality. Thankfully, he pronounced, the attempt
was “ostracized by most contemporary countries.”80 There were other
divides between the two masterful disciplines. Law was subject to

74 Paul Leroy-Beaulieu, Précis d’économie politique. Précis d’économie politique (Paris: Libraire
Ch. Delagrave, 1888). Hafiz Ibrahim and Khalil Mutran translated the book under the
title Al-mujaz fi ʿilm al-iqtisad (Maʿarif Press, 1913).

75
“Bayna al-adab wa-l-iqtisad.” 76 Ibid.

77
“‘Ilaqat ʿilm al-huquq bi-ʿilm al-iqtisad (The Relation between Law and Economics).”
Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:20 (October 15, 1935).

78 Ibid. 79 Ibid. 80 Ibid.
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“political inclinations,” while economics stood in the realm of the
rational, untouched by subjective matters. Lastly, while the “general
economic interest” was important, economics unlike law, focused not
on the collective but the “minute . . . matters of individuals.”81 Bsisu
described this ideal individual in the making by touching on the natural
sciences and then detailing the social sciences. Among the various fields
of the latter, including religion, language, politics and philosophy “the
most solid connection clearly emerges between ethics, economics, and
law.”82 This connection pivoted on the figure of “social man.” Ethics
expounds man’s obligations and rights, law regulates them and econom-
ics provides the means to fulfill his material and spiritual needs and
desires. Together, they protect humanity from “the danger of nature
and the evil of man.”83

In these various editorial reflections, economics appears as an imperi-
alist discipline that aspires to account for everything in the social world.84

While these thinkers presented economics as one of the social sciences,
they also insisted on placing the disciplines of politics, literature and law
within the orbit of economic life. Throughout, the elision of the spiritual
and the material functioned alongside economic gain and accumulation
to form an ethical economic subject.

Social Man

Like other Arab thinkers across disciplinary and national boundaries, the
editors of Iqtisadiyyat attempted to develop what Omnia El Shakry has
called an “integrative science of self.”85 Economics was first and fore-
most a new science of the self that could provide exact guidance on the
rational decisions of the individual as opposed to the more classical
liberal understandings of economics as the science of a self-regulating
market.86 The editors presented a number of normative values that they
hoped to shape into conditions that could, to follow Saba Mahmood,
cultivate forms of desires and capacities for ethical action.87 In Iqtisa-
diyyat, the ethical subject in formation was the sober, realistic, productive
man and his scientific, frugal, but fashionable mate.

In his article “Our Need for Economy,” Shukri Bey Shaʿshaʿa
(1890–1963), the Treasurer of the Transjordan Government laid out
“economic conduct” [al-khulq al-iqtisadi] as a way of life. Quoting Saʿad
Zaghloul, Shaʿshaʿa explained “we are not in need of much science, what

81 Ibid. 82 Ibid. 83 Ibid. 84 Nancy Cartwright (1999: 142).
85 O. El Shakry (2014: 115). 86 See Polanyi (1944). 87 Mahmood (2005: 15).
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we need are ethics.”88 He indicted Arab societies for their “lack” in this
regard and their focus on “external appearances” and “shallow matters.”
Making a living was no longer easy; the present was “compounded,
complicated, and contorted.”89 It required “incessant effort, continuous
toil, precise calculations, and prudent appraisal”90 and above all being
awake to the future.

Shaʿshaʿa, like most editors of Iqtisadiyyat, conjured a teleological
understanding of historical advancement. The framing goal was securing
a future of individual accumulation, which was inextricable from national
prosperity: “Do not think that the benefit is yours alone, no: it will also
benefit your nation [ummatika].” The individual’s increase of wealth
would increase the nation’s capital [raʾs mal], its capacities for produc-
tion and its ability to repel the enemy, here scripted as the “greedy.”91

Shaʿshaʿa, like many of his colleagues, displayed the paradox that Smith
made canonical in his reflections on moral philosophy and political
economy: a disgust for vulgar materialism coupled with an endorsement
of economic growth.92

To survive as individuals, and more importantly as nations, Arabs had
to be vigilant and courageous in meeting the needs of the present while
saving for the future. They had to “constantly think and act to realize the
largest profit with the least money and effort.”93 Armed with “good
sense,” a “stern will,” a “mature mind,” and an ability to accurately assess
their future needs, Arabs had to undergo “a mental battle” [jihad nafsi],
“curb the self” and do without luxuries. Saving and acquisition were the
pillars of this conduct and they required “simplicity, order, and organiza-
tion.” In sum: “Do not buy three shirts, if two are enough and spend on
what is beneficial before all else.” This, Shaʿshaʿa explained, “is what
scientists call economic conduct [tasarruf] and management [tadbir].”94

Shaʿshaʿa echoed Smith’s paradox and his resolution to it: the self-
imposition of “the rules of propriety and the calculus of saving.”95

One recurring figure in need of reform was the false intellectual
(al-adib al-zaʾif) who was “excessive in imagination” and unable to face
life’s challenges.96 He could not name the carpenter’s tools much less
describe the modern factory or the large farm. He was one of an “army”
of “unprofessional poets and writers who wander aimlessly about in every

88 Shukri Bey Shaʿshaʿa, “Hajatuna ila al-iqtisad (Our Need for Economy).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat
al-ʿarabiyya 1:4 (February 15, 1935).

89 Ibid. 90 Ibid. 91 Ibid.
92 See Hont and Ignatieff (1983) and A. Smith (1795). 93

“Hajatuna ila al-iqtisad.”
94 Ibid. 95 Hont and Ignatieff (1983: 12).
96

“Al-thaqafa al-iqtisadiyya (Economic Culture).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1: 3
(February 1, 1935).
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valley.”97 A poor educational system that emphasized literature and
provided “trivial” and “useless” “theoretical knowledge” turned youth
into these false, unemployed, loitering and dependent literati who
deprived “kin and homeland” of their potential efforts.98

The “true intellectual” (al-adib al-haqiqi) was the “man of the nation.”
They were successful businessmen like Ahmad Hilmi Pasha, who estab-
lished the Arab National Bank and the Karaman-Dik-Salti “industrial
group” who owned tobacco companies, mills and ice factories.99 Such
men exhibited the “judicious and prudent work” of “authentic national-
ism.”100 They were “noble” because they understood the need for tech-
nological innovation as well as the facilitation of “small financiers” and
their contributions. In addition to their material achievements, these
men provided a moral compass. Distant and scientific, they were above
“arrogance, pageantry, and ostentation.”101

Two similarly contrasting Palestinian women appear in this landscape
of economic conduct: the spendthrift (al-musrifa) and the judicious
woman (al-hasifa).102 The musrifa was an urbanite. It was common to
see her frequenting elegant clothing and jewelry stores; she spent her
husband’s earnings without restraint. Yet her wastefulness could have a
“profound impact on national economy [al-iqtisad al-qawmi].”103 This
was particularly the case when her natural tendencies were directed at
domestic products (al-muntajat al-wataniyya). Domestic products, the
editors preached, must be promoted, their manufacture mastered and
their markets expanded. It is not an accident that the editors articulated
the idea of a “national economy” and the imperative of domestic prod-
ucts in this context of shaping gendered norms. The spatialization of a
national economy is inextricable from the separation of the domestic as a
parallel but separate domain.

Women were “born to spend.” But the hasifa could overcome this
biological determination and her “instinctive tendency to buy
clothes.”104 The historical hasifa sat in the light of day and with her soft
hand and the tip of her foot, she operated the spinning wheel. Her “levity
and grace” had inspired the idea of industry and the age of machines. Her

97 Ibid. 98 Ibid.
99

“Private Initiative in Enterprises.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya [English Issue] 2: 14
(April 4, 1936).

100 “Bawadir al-nahda al-iqtisadiyya (Outlook of the Economic Revival).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat
al-ʿarabiyya 2:10 (March 7, 1936).

101 Ibid.
102

“Al-mar’a wa-l-iqtisad (The Position of Women in Economic Life).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-
ʿarabiyya 1:5 (March 5, 1935).

103 Ibid. 104 Ibid.
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spinning wheel had “mothered” the grand steam and electric machines
of the present. The descendant of this inspiration played her role in
agriculture and light industry with “feminine qualities of taste, skill,
and precision.”105 She toiled in the large factories and vast mines of the
contemporary age with no regard for hardship or hazard. She competed
in the “free trades”: she was a doctor, a lawyer, a judge, a teacher, a
writer, a journalist and an engineer.

The hasifa was a man’s “equal in intelligence, skill, sharpness of will,
and wisdom of politics.”106 Yet, she was at her most sublime at home,
assuring the nation’s prosperity (al-ʿumran) and its progress (al-ruqiy).
Frugal but fashionable, she would visit clothes shows, pick out her
desired goods, and through direct observation devote the design to
memory to create it at home. Economic conduct served as a basis for
the ideal subject, gendered on familiar lines. The Palestinian normative
woman was to be “fluent in the sciences and practices of modern
achievement” so as to take “her place alongside her man in economics”
and become the effective mate of “social man.”107

In drawing out this utopic scene and idyllic characters, Iqtisadiyyat’s
editors and contributors addressed questions that concerned Arab phil-
osophers such as Ghazali and Ibn Khaldun and occupied every Western
philosopher who, as Istafan Hont has put it, “was worth his salt” from the
period of Rousseau to the French Revolution.108 Was luxury to be
celebrated as the arrival of progress or shunned as a corrupting force?
What was the delicate balance between need and luxury in the face of
economic change and growth? As with much of the work of Iqtisadiyyat’s
contributors, the description of “needs” followed familiar Nahda narra-
tive structure. It began with a point of origin, described a latent state and
then followed a teleological path to awakening. For example, a need was
“first born” in the “psyche” (al-nafs) as desire. It then transformed into
the pursuit of its attainment. Every year, needs grow and a new need
emerges. Needs travel a biological path from a simpler to a more compli-
cated form. “Each rung on the evolutionary ladder entails an increase in
needs.”109 Human societies in their primordial state had solely physio-
logical needs, the editors explained. But man’s proclivities broadened
and increased as societies progressed. The editors described a world
where there were thousands of new needs that promised comfort, well-
being and health.

Yet, while the proliferation of needs marked social advancement, it did
not necessarily mean “that man today is happier than he was in the

105 Ibid. 106 Ibid. 107 Ibid. 108 Hont (2006: 418).
109

“Hajat al-bashar (Human Wants).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:15 (August 1, 1935).
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past.”110 So what was the ethical relationship to needs? How should the
ideal consuming subject act? Wise men and religious philosophers “of
old” believed that man should control his needs. This pattern continued,
the editors explained, well into the eighteenth century when thinkers
insisted “that satisfaction is another word for laziness and stagnation.”111

But in the face of economic growth and change, abstinence hampered
productivity and was irrational.

Iqtisadiyyat conjured markets as the definition of the social. Needs,
they insisted, created “bonds of mutuality and reciprocity between
people.”112 Only the recluse could abstain and survive on minimal needs,
but his lifestyle went against the “instinct of civilized man.”Who was this
civilized man? He was “social man of course.”113 Consumption thus
comes into view as the obligatory act of the normative social subject.

But the editors warned, “social man’s” relationship to needs also had
to be ethical. When needs were “natural,” they were easy to determine.
But when they entered the realm of the “social,” they became obscure.
Both deprivation and excess would lead to pain. The editors drew on the
philosopher, theologian and mystic al-Ghazali (d. 1111) and his careful
condemnation of both miserliness and extravagance. For while thirst was
a hardship, they explained, in medieval ages “pouring water down the
throats of the sentenced was the most painful of punishments.”114

The editors’ attempts to proselytize an ethical consumption revealed
the contours of their economic models and the social man they sought to
shape. First, they adhered to the marginal model, which presumed that
value arises from interactions of consumers trying to maximize their
satisfaction and producers trying to maximize their profits.115 The
editors preached the “law of substitution” as the solution for the proper
balance between deprivation and satisfaction.116 This law gave the con-
sumer (al-mustanfid) an exit from the “yoke” of needs that were difficult
to obtain. It was also a haven from the “monopolizing merchant” when
that other law of “free competition” failed. Consumers could substitute
the horse with a bicycle, the book with a newspaper, the cinema for the
theater and the radio for the piano. The law of substitution also had
ethical value in the hands of modesty (al-taʿaffuf) associations that

110 Ibid. 111 Ibid. 112 Ibid. 113 Ibid. 114 Ibid.
115 See C. Gallagher (2006: 123).
116 Hermann Heinrich Gossen (1854) first coined the “law of substitution” in the late

nineteenth century. Some have credited him with foreshadowing the Marginal
Revolution, which William Stanley Jevons (1888), Carl Menger (1867), and Léon
Walras (1874) simultaneously, but independently, discovered in the 1870s. The
marginal model presumes growth and then focuses on individual economic behavior.
See Blaug (1985); Buck-Morss (1995); C. Gallagher (2006).
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transformed the taverns (al-hanat) into coffee shops or libraries. Thus
“harmful” needs like alcohol could be substituted with “honorable and
beneficial” needs like reading and controlled socializing.117

Second, the category of “social man” was one of exclusion. The central
characters in this scene of economic conduct thoroughly expose the
editors’ class project. The main actors in their drama of arrival were
authentic and judicious men and women, who could balance need and
luxury and reject the vainglory of the false intellectual spendthrifts. The
worker haunted this unfolding plot. The engine of production, he was
also at once a menace to social order and an object of sympathy. Rapid
industrialization encroached upon him, threatening him with irrelevance.
But his unemployment was a burden on the social body (al-hayʾa al-
ijtimaʿiya) and government treasuries. The worker serves as yet another
site of the economists’ social supremacy. For, it is the economist who
both invents and guards the worker’s right to wages, health and educa-
tion. Through his scientific research and experiments, the economist
alone could formulate the reforms needed to battle the “growing tyranny
of capitalists.”118

The exclusions and limits of the category of “social man,” are the most
apparent in Iqtisadiyyat’s attempts to define “needs” and desires, most
notably in an article entitled, “Hajat al-bashar.”119 The editors translated
this piece in the journal’s English index as “Human Wants,” as opposed
to “Human Needs,” which would be the more faithful rendition. The slip
between needs and wants illustrates the blurry lines the editors traveled
as they emphasized both accumulation and moderation. For the “civil-
ized people” (ahl al-hadara), “needs” included not just food but dining
tables and silverware. If worthy of the moniker “civilized,” one had to
also account for the “needs” of “large gatherings”: flowers, crystal, silver
plates, special clothes and music.120 Workers, on the other hand, had a
much more circumspect list of “human wants.” “There was a time,” the
editors explained, “when workers did not wear garments or shoes, they
did not drink coffee or tobacco, they did not eat meat or wheat bread.”121

But in contemporary times, these “needs” had become deeply
entrenched; their lack led to “grief and heartbreak.”122 The editors’
self-perception here is of the empathetic humanist, who has the capacity
to generously recognize the “needs” of his class’s other. It was the
editors’ understandings of social difference as essential and predeter-
mined that allowed for this slipping between needs and desires.

117
“Hajat al-bashar.” 118

“Ahamiyat al-iqtisadiyyat fi al-siyasa.”
119

“Hajat al-bashar.” 120 Ibid. 121 Ibid. 122 Ibid.

284 Sherene Seikaly

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.015
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Needs, entitlements and ultimate happiness come into view as inextric-
ably linked to class. The specter of the worker appears again. He was at
once oppressed and liberated by capitalism’s force. It is true, the editors
conceded, that the “working classes labor and toil due to the multipli-
cation of needs.”123 But, the editors assured, “this should not distress us.”
For “were it not for the multiplication of needs, those working classes
would remain eternally in slavery and bondage.”124 The editors took part
in a long debate within political economy on how commercial conditions
resulted in both the condition of extreme inequality and the satisfaction of
the poorest laborers’ basic needs.125 In such conditions, the laborers’
share would increase in absolute terms but his oppression would hamper
that improvement in relative terms.126 Palestinian elites’ resolution to this
problem of the laborers’ plight was the careful division of class status. The
worker was neither author nor reader. He bore the burden of civilized
man. He would remain firmly ensconced at a lower rung on that evolu-
tionary consumer ladder. Moreover, it was the economists and reformers
who would guard the laborers’ rights by promoting the “purity of saving,”
and helping the worker avoid “places of entertainment” (al-malahi) in
order to “elevate his condition.”127

Thus it was “intellectual and eminent figures” who would realize
economic conduct as “a natural and imminent disposition.” While
economic conduct was expected of “the poor and middle classes,”
(al-tabaqat al-wusta wa-l-faqira) it was the “established and wealthy
classes,” who were the agents of “economic management.” Establishing
the necessary “tools and institutions” such as “savings banks” was in fact
their national duty (al-ʿamal al-watani).128 The benefits would trickle
down: workers would find better opportunities for labor and higher
wages and their own capacities for earning and saving would increase.

Shaping “national economy” relied on cementing and naturalizing
differences that were scripted in class terms. Capital accumulation and
consumption held both the promise of the future and the potential threat
to social hierarchy. The editors of Iqtisadiyyat believed that the “contin-
ual increase of needs is the source of contemporary civilization and
progress.”129 These men were in step with what Susan Buck-Morss has
identified as the defining moment of modernity, when the “unlimited
increase of objects produced for sale” marked the progress of civiliza-
tion.130 Advancement was contingent on the careful division between the

123 Ibid. 124 Ibid. 125 Smith (1795); Hann and Hart (2011). 126 Ibid.
127

“Hajat al-bashar.” 128
“Hajatuna il al-iqtisad.” 129

“Hajat al-bashar.”
130 Buck-Morss, “Envisioning Capital,” 456.
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“civilized people” (ahl al-hadara) and their others, who – no matter how
“honorable” or “pure” – remained inferior.

The Frontiers of Private Initiative

In their emphasis on ambition, initiative, simplicity and order, how did
these “civilized people” understand their relationship to the colonial
government that ruled them? Palestinian men of capital were invested
in the shift of economy from the incessant management of household
detail to the practices and categories that would become the art of
government.131 It is not surprising that their conceptualization of
national economy led them to the state as an implicit unit of analysis.132

The editors argued that it was necessary for the “state to take up more
duties upon itself to safeguard public interest.”133 These duties included
producing statistics, equitably controlling custom duties, encouraging
industry, assisting agriculture, establishing cooperatives, opening a
Department for the Development of Tourism and holding agricultural
and industrial exhibitions.134

Yet, these demands revealed men of capital at their most political and
intellectually vulnerable. For as Rashid Khalidi has pointed out, Pales-
tinians under British rule lacked the attributes of “stateness” that people
in Syria, Lebanon and Iraq enjoyed.135 Like the other Arab territories of
the former Ottoman Empire, the League of Nations deemed Palestine a
Class A mandate. In the League of Nations’ racialized hierarchy, the
Arab mandates were child-like and in need of European mentorship
before they could attain national independence. Iraqis, Lebanese and
Syrians experimented with cabinets, parliaments and other institutions,
however nominal, of state rule. However, the British commitment to a
Jewish national home left the Palestinians bereft of any real or symbolic
sites of sovereignty. Indeed, because of the British-Zionist alliance and its
legal enshrinement in the Mandate document, Palestinian recognition of
British rule was an acceptance of political and national subordination.136

Despite this bind, men of capital lauded the colonial government. In
his piece, “The Role of Scientific Research in the Development of
Palestine,” the Palestinian chemist, T.P. Malouf, focused on the role of
the colonial government in scientific research, which had undergone
profound changes in response to “the reconstruction and rapid

131 Foucault (1991: 92). See also Roitman (2005). 132 Elyachar (2005: 75).
133

“Government Control and Assistance in the Near East.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya
[English Issue] 2:4 (April 14, 1936).

134 Ibid. 135 R. Khalidi (2006: 33). 136 Ibid.
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development of the world after the Great War.”137 No longer were
people using “trial and error methods.” The new mode consisted of
“the observation and collection of data, their systematic assortment,
and interpretations in terms of useful inventions.”138 Radio and televi-
sion, rayon and rubber, benzine and oil and other products were first
produced in small laboratories and then manufactured in factories. Thus
scientific research, Malouf insisted, was the basic foundation “of all
progressive and sound economic development in any country.”139 As
he saw it, the inauguration of this scientific research coincided with
British rule. Indeed, in Palestine such research did not exist before the
war, but since then due to government and private initiatives, “Pales-
tine’s name has been registered in the scientific journals of the West.”
Malouf’s vision for the future was characteristically optimistic: “As it
once led the world spiritually it will be able to help materially in raising
the standard of living in the Near East.”140

To make this material leadership possible, it was necessary to recog-
nize the significance of scientific research, which was as “necessary as
capital in the development of the untapped natural resources (agricul-
tural and mineral) of Palestine.”141 Palestinians would use this research
to “adopt proper agricultural and industrial practices.” Scientific inven-
tion would uncover new sources of wealth. Finally, Malouf made a
reference to eugenics: if “chemists can discover a way for producing
synthetic hormones similar to the hormones produced by nature, then
a revolution in the development of the human race will occur. This day is
not very far.”142

The government was central to this future horizon of an improved
human race. Malouf praised the British government’s establishment of
nine agricultural experiment stations and demonstration farms as well as
its financial assistance of the “Zionist Organization’s” three research
centers: the Kiriath Ainavim Agricultural Station, the Rehovoth Agricul-
tural Experiment Station and the Hebrew University’s biology depart-
ment.143 Malouf made no mention of the disparity between Arab and
Jewish access to resources and capital. He presented instead a utopic
scene: “the great staff of Government and private research institutions,
Arab and Jewish scientists, work for solving the numerous problems
which affect the development of Palestine.”144 This emphasis on and
praise of statistics indicates the investment of these Palestinians in a new

137 T.P. Malouf Esq., M.SC Research Agricultural Chemist, “The Role of Scientific
Research in the Development of Palestine.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya [English
Issue] 1: 22 (November 15, 1935).

138 Ibid. 139 Ibid. 140 Ibid. 141 Ibid. 142 Ibid. 143 Ibid. 144 Ibid.
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kind of progress, one that was no longer subjectively perceived or experi-
enced but statistically representable, measurable and open to interven-
tion.145 The editors were proud to have been cited by the British
government of Palestine as a “sign of advancement” in its annual report
to the League of Nations.146

Yet, the conferral of recognition was not in itself an acceptance of the
tenets of colonialism as revealed by Iqtisadiyyat’s translation of an Econo-
mist article titled “The Necessity for Colonies.”147 Iqtisadiyyat mediated
the narrative of the “Haves” and the “Have-Nots” translated as the
“colonizer” (al-mustaʿmir) and the “deprived” (al-mahrum). The logic
behind the translation of this piece appears a mystery at first. The article
is not about the disparity of power between the colonizer and the colon-
ized, but about the “discrimination” between countries that have col-
onies and those that do not. Slowly but surely, if not so convincingly, the
Economist editors and their Palestinian translators, chip away at the idea
that empires derive benefit from their colonies. They argue against the
four economic arguments that colonies supply the metropole with raw
materials, markets, fields of investment and destinations for “surplus
population. Their analysis runs as follows: colonies would not discrimin-
ate against interested buyers, “industrial countries” were better markets
than colonies, the “Have-Nots” did not have surplus capital to invest in
the first place, and European settlement proved a failed venture time and
again. As the story’s tautological argument concludes, the Palestinian
editors’ interest in the piece becomes clear: the “Have-Nots” have “no
case for demanding colonies” and more powerfully still: “the Haves”
have “equally no case in clinging to them.” Thus in a clear echo of Joseph
Schumpeter, the Economist clarified: the entire question of colonialism
was not “a rational problem at all but an irrational conflict of prestige and
jealousy among the great imperialist States.”148

Despite these translations and praise, the anomaly of Palestine’s struc-
tural conditions in comparison to its neighbors could not remain com-
pletely invisible. The editors looked to the “young government” in Iraq,

145 U. Kalpagam has pointed out that economy to be “conceived as a kind of organic entity
subject to change, growth, evolution, progress, development, or decay,” it had to be
temporalized and regulated. The rendering of accounts, the time-indexation of stocks,
and other regulatory practices rendered this economy visible. Progress was no longer
subjective but something that could be measured and assessed. Kalpagam (1999:
150; 1997).

146 “Khawatir wa-mulahazat.”
147 See “The ‘Necessity’ for Colonies,” The Economist 16 November 1935. The piece

appears in translation as “Hal hunak haja iqtisadiyya lil musta’marat? (Is There an
Economic Need for Settlements?” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 2:9 (29 January 1936).

148 Ibid. C. p. Schumpeter (1919).

288 Sherene Seikaly

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.015
https://www.cambridge.org/core


which entered the League of Nations as an “independent” nation in
1932, as a model for “developing economic resources.”149 There the
government addressed labor conditions through an Agricultural and
Industrial Bank; it valued “technical education” and sent Iraqis abroad;
and it “invited foreign experts to study certain economic phases in
Iraq.”150 The most impressive of these schemes, the editors argued,
was “the construction of modern villages in which all modern conveni-
ences necessary for a productive villager are available.” Such schemes
secured “better conditions of production and healthier bodies for work,”
in addition to inspiring the “initiative and ambition of the people
concerned.”151

The editors also congratulated, if begrudgingly, the British colonial
government’s establishment of the Office of Statistics in the Department
of Migration and Statistics (1936). Since in Palestine “most of the
political problems are deeply bound with economic considerations” such
a step had been neglected for too long.152 The editors explained that one
of the country’s most basic problems could be solved through “an
accurate study of [its] absorptive capacity.”153 Absorptive capacity was
the technical measure that the British colonial government used to
calculate annual Jewish immigration between 1922 and 1939. For Pales-
tinians, the measurement was a denial of their political and historical
claims in the face of the colonial government’s support for the Zionist
enterprise.154 The editors explicitly confronted the British and Zionist
claims about Palestine’s ability to absorb Jewish immigrants. The coun-
try’s “economic considerations” required “economic data” that was
unbiased and reliable, the government’s turn to measurement was, in
the editor’s words, “better late than never.”155

Thus these men of capital held an ambivalent relationship to the
colonial government. On the one hand, they funded armed rebellion
against British colonialism and Zionist settlement. On the other hand,
they could, at least officially, understand the British colonial government
as a necessary, if temporary, enabler of the prosperous future and look on
to neocolonial Iraq as a model. Yet despite all their maneuvers, British
colonial subordination of Palestinian political rights rendered feeble and
suspect any attempt to position the British metropole as a potential ally in

149 “Government Control and Assistance in the Near East.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya
[English Issue] 2:4 (April 14, 1936).

150 Ibid. 151 Ibid.
152

“A Wise Step in Palestine Economy, Better Late than Never.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-
ʿarabiyya [English Issue] 2: 14 (April 4, 1936).

153 Ibid. 154 See in particular Alatout (2007).
155
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the capital-utopia of the future. Palestine’s anomalous structural condi-
tions necessarily hampered Iqtisadiyyat’s discussion of the economic as
non-political.

An Economic Nahda

The closely detailed proliferation of needs that the writers of Iqtisadiyyat
described is telling of how these thinkers assessed their times. World War
I appears as an important ideological rupture that left in its wake broad
transformations in social order. For these men, the decades after the war
“marked a transition from an economy of scarcity to an economy of
plenty.”156 The editors propagated an economic Nahda and detailed its
indications with confident optimism. The economic Nahda’s benefits
were plentiful: the appearance of new classes, an increase in a “national
income” (al-dakhl al-qawmi), an increase in import trade and “new
markets for those countries that gave birth to industrial civilization.”157

The Arab world generally, in the editors’ assessment, had fared well
and a “general invigoration” was everywhere to be seen. It was, in fact,
Iqtisadiyyat’s mandate to provide evidence of this “blessed revival”
whether through the indexing of businesses, the listing of regional con-
ferences, or the promulgation of new commercial laws. The editors
narrated a present in which the “people of the East, and the Arab
countries in particular” were in the throes of a “complete economic
revival” which would have a “great influence on their futures.”158 The
envisioning and securing of that future, that final state of material wake-
fulness, was the informing imperative.

Palestinian thinkers looked to the East, North and West as the horizon
of the Nahda’s arrival. That arrival relied on the boundaries of the nation
state, which the editors represented visually (through maps and illustra-
tions) and textually. In each issue, lead articles and world financial news
were followed by the categories of “Palestine and Transjordan,” “North
Africa,” “Egypt and the Sudan,” “Iraq and the Arabian Peninsula,” and
“Syria, Lebanon, Latakia, and Djebel Druze.”Under these headings, the
editors featured commercial legislation, import and export figures, gov-
ernment budgets and customs rates. Moreover, international commer-
cial rates comparing imports and exports rendered each nation and locale

156 Dr. E.F. Nickoley, Ph.D. Dean of the Faculty of Arts and Sciences of the American
University of Beirut, “Labor Versus Machinery in the Near East.” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-
ʿarabiyya [English Issue] 1:22 (November 15, 1935).

157
“Al-wahda al-iqtisadiyya li-l-aqtar al-ʿarabiyya (Economic Unity in Arab Countries).”
Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1:8 (April 15, 1935).

158 Ibid.
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as well as the broader Arab nation more visible, its productivity and
economy both legible and measurable.

The production of these borders and future horizons, in addition to
maps, illustration and figures, also relied on a Nahda narrative structure.
This structure typically began with the diagnosis of that ubiquitous
disease of slumber, which symbolized the obstacles to Arab modern
arrival. It moved to an affirmation of the overall health of Arab and
Islamic civilizations. It turned to the description of and the comparison
with the encroaching enemy. Then came the nostalgic unearthing of an
Arab and Islamic civilizational superiority illustrated through a long
teleology of tolerance, adaptability and integrity. The narration typically
ended with the revelation of a concrete cultural essence as the antidote
for the disease. The goal time and again was to awaken. In Iqtisadiyyat,
the tool of that awakening was the new understanding of economy –

ethical, forward looking and informed by the need for both capital
accumulation and consumer moderation.

In featuring various perspectives and voices, Iqtisadiyyat displays the
flexibility and malleability of economic thought and the broader Nahda.
Most articles emphasized the values of individual responsibility, private
property and investment. At the same time, the journal could feature the
work of a leading socialist thinker, G.D.H. Cole mentioned above, in
part perhaps because his investment in natural sociality paralleled their
own emphasis on “social man.”159 Another unexpected and influential
voice that Iqtisadiyyat featured was Amin al-Rihani (1876–1940). Khuri-
Makdisi has identified Amin al-Rihani and Farah Antun as the main
transnational Syrian radicals whose writings became canonical among
Arabic readers sympathetic to the left in Beirut, Cairo, Alexandria and
the Americas.160

In Iqtisadiyyat, Rihani’s sardonic piece, “May God Reward Adver-
sity,”161 provides a beautiful example of the Nahda narrative. Rihani
unfolded the disease: “The first enemy, my Palestinian brother, is in
you, the second enemy is on your land.”162 While the “Arab Palestinian
people know the mortal enemy,” the “latent enemy” was more bitter still.
The enemy within was ignorance, tradition, personal disputes and party
politics. It had to be awakened for battle with another internal latent
force, the “friend”: intelligence, pride, ancestry, as well as moral, spirit-
ual and ethical strength.163 The visible enemy, the unnamed Zionist

159 Mantena (2012: 558). 160 Khuri-Makdisi (2010: 52).
161

“Jaza allah al-shadaʾid kull khayr (May God Reward Adversity).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-
ʿarabiyya 2:5 (February 1, 1936).

162 Ibid. 163 Ibid.
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enterprise, provided a guide of conduct with its use of knowledge and
capital: “If he subjugates knowledge to futility, let us subjugate know-
ledge to truth and the homeland [al-watan]. If he uses his money for
appropriation and colonialism, let us use ours to defend the homeland
[al-watan].”164 “Economic strength” was the most important means to
be triumphant over the “anomalous reprehensible conditions that sur-
round Palestine today.”165 Following the Nahda narrative, Rihani
returned to the Umayyad and Andalusian periods to emphasize Arab
civilization’s secret: a flexible character that adapted to its environment
while maintaining a firm set of morals drawn from a spiritual and ethical
heritage. The Arab nation could similarly adapt to today’s moral progress
and civilization but only by severing the “fetters of ignorance and sub-
mission, the shackles of sterile traditions, the chains of fanaticism . . . just
as it had severed in the past the fetters of the [pre-Islamic] jahiliyya . . . the
chains of nomadism, tribalism, and regional chauvinism.”166

The invoking of an “eternal heritage” was a critical component of most
narrations in Iqtisadiyyat. The editors conjured Arab caravans and ships
carrying merchandise from Iraq to the farthest western port of Morocco.
The grandiosity of a past of unity without borders, a past that held “the
most important markets in the world” was reducible to one transhisto-
rical essence, a “commercial disposition” that had laid “latent” ready to
be lit once again.167

There was one voice that dissented from an element of this narrative
while remaining faithful to its overall structure. In his piece, “Our Need
for Economy,” Shukri Bey Shaʿshaʿa located the disease of slumber in
the very place that his colleagues found its antidote – the Arab past. The
reasons for Arab “oblivion” to the “science of economy” were to be
found among “our ancestors, God forgive their trespasses against
us.”168 One such example, according to the author, was in Ghazali’s
philosophy. Drawing on the work of the twentieth century writer, poet
and teacher, Dr. Zaki Mubarak (1892–1952), Shaʿshaʿa invoked al-
Ghazali who preached: “Man should meet his needs in the present”
and spend the rest of his money without saving: “And he who saves for
a year is not a believer in any case, he says!” This idea of spending on the
necessary and not saving for the future was what historians identified as
the cause of the “collapse of the Arab kingdom.” But how could the
science of economy, Shaʿshaʿa asked, “be respected in a nation that is
told by the imam of imams: if you save money for forty days you will be
deprived of your extolled place in the hereafter?!”169 Shaʿshaʿa’s

164 Ibid. 165 Ibid. 166 Ibid. 167
“Al-wahda al-iqtisadiyya lil-aqtar al-ʿarabiyya.”

168
“Hajatuna ila al-iqtisad.” 169 Ibid.
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condemnation of Ghazali puts him at odds with his colleagues in Iqtisa-
diyyat as well as contemporary scholars who recognize the philosopher
as not only condemning both miserliness and extravagance, but also
being an influential theorist of economic theory who analyzed exchange,
production, money, the role of the state and public finances.170

The second historical antecedent for economic slumber was the
“extravagance and squander of our Arab ancestors.”171 Shaʿshaʿa cri-
tiqued the work of Ibn Taqtaqi for presenting extreme generosity as
an indication of virtue in his book Al-adab al sultaniyya wa-l-duwwal
al-islamiyya. Ibn Taqtaqi told the story of Ibn Shabrama who sought
assistance from the Abbasid minister Ayyub al-Muryani to pay his
daughter-in-law’s dower. Originally asking for two thousand dirham,
Ibn Shabrama ultimately leaves the minister’s quarters with 50,000. This
excessive generosity was “neither noble nor virtuous.” Unlike his col-
leagues, Shaʿshaʿa did not unearth a transhistorical commercial essence
that would deliver Arab progress and prosperity. He insisted, instead that
“our nation” was “new to economic matters.”172

The diagnoses of slumber and the prognoses for wakefulness presented
the economic Nahda and national economy as mutually dependent. But
the formations of “national income” and a “national economy” were also
marked with ambiguity. Saba and his team narrated the dissolution of the
Ottoman Empire as a divisive moment that led to “oppressive economic
conditions.”173 They believed that any boundaries on free trade were
artificial intrusions. “Untenable and unnatural” borders isolated the
Arab countries into separate “states and kingdoms” despite their
common bonds of language, religion and tradition. Thus pan-Arabism
was not systematically and solely coupled with “socialism” as scholars
have concluded.174 In this case, Palestinian visions of a capitalist utopia
was dependent on some form of Arab commercial unity. For them, the
national was neither “natural” nor viable. Only one phenomenon could
transcend these conditions – economic interests. Economy again
emerges as essential and superior: “Politics set these boundaries and
economic interests transcended them.” Indeed, economic interests
“united what was divided and expanded what had contracted.”175 While
national borders were “unnatural,” Arab unity was not. These thinkers
envisioned a future of unified commercial and custom laws. In an

170 Hann and Hart (2011: 22). 171 Hajatuna ila al-iqtisad.” 172 Ibid.
173

“Al-Wahda al-iqtisadiyya li-l-aqtar al-ʿarabiyya.”
174 For a canonical example of Arab unity as linked to state socialism, see Sayigh (1961).

See also, Chaitiani (2007). I am grateful to Ziad Abu-Rish for this insight.
175

“Al-Wahda al-iqtisadiyya lil aqtar al-ʿarabiyya.”
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indication of the discord and strife the future held, the editors looked to
an economic conference in the Balkans as an example for regional
unity.176 Iqtisadiyyat presented its readers with the benefits of capitalist
investment in a vision that included the nation-state but located it in a
broader Arab context.

The editors understood themselves as the vanguard of “an interesting
stage of economic evolution” in the Arab world.177 The themes of
slumber and awakening permeated throughout the pages of Iqtisadiyyat,
as did the emphasis on humanity’s relentless movement forward on the
path of advancement. Things were changing rapidly, new and useful
innovations had become a daily occurrence. It was only through eco-
nomic conduct and management that the Palestinian and the Arab could
“keep up with the world and its race.”178 The keys to the chase lay in the
economy and productivity that would enable Palestine and the broader
Arab world to “raise the standard of living of their people, educate the
masses, and share more in world trade.”179

Conclusion

Private property and individual freedom were basic tenets for men of
capital in Palestine. The proliferation of needs and commodities marked
an evolutionary stage of progress and civilization. Throughout their
visions and projects, there was an insistence on envisioning, securing
and improving the future. Editors studiously molded economics as a
science in the service of “social man,” his welfare, his development and
his standard of living. Economics for these men was a realm of produc-
tion and exchange, a body of knowledge and a site of social management.
The writers who contributed to Iqtisadiyyat saw capital accumulation as
the source of modern arrival, even for the worker, whose class and
inferiority they presented as predetermined natural differences.180 They
imagined spaces for the limited mobility of this underclass, but because
the worker could never embody the central heroic figure of “social man,”
or his stylish but frugal mate, the editors did more than simply bolster
existing social hierarchies, they created new ones.

These economic thinkers took part in defining economy as social.
They embarked on a Nahda project that focused on economic
advancement as core to civilizational progress. Much of their work

176 Ibid. 177
“The Scope of Our Task.”

178
“Al-Thaqafa al-iqtisadiyya (Economic Culture).” Al-Iqtisadiyyat al-ʿarabiyya 1: 3
(February 1, 1935).

179
“The Scope of Our Task.” 180 Bourdieu (1984).
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continues what Margaret Schabas identified as the “denaturalization” of
economics.181 The emphasis on economic revival and the studied lack of
engagement with the carefully separated field of the “political” occurred
at the height of Palestinian confrontation with settler colonialism. The
editors of the journal could fund the rebels but decide not to feature the
Great Revolt of 1936–39 on their pages. The maintenance of a façade of
a separate economic realm that constituted both the subject and object of
research seemed, at least until Saba’s own deportation, impenetrable.
They attempted to form the very substantive distinctions between the
economic and the political that thinkers today counsel giving up.182 It
seems that the divisions of the economic and the political were then as
they continue to be one of capital-holders’ most highly effective defense
mechanisms.183

The ideal Palestinian “social man” was a scientific, rational, preferably
non-political, expert. While there is no indication that they ever read
their work, Iqtisadiyyat’s editors echoed the many debates taking place on
the technocrat in the 1930s. Technocrats focused on technicians, espe-
cially engineers, as the rational elite that could reorient economic order
through rational production and distribution. The technocrat could
benefit all, in these visions, precisely because of his ascendance from
politics and partisanship.184 Even though Palestine suffered at this time
from a lack of engineers, Iqtisadiyyat’s editors echoed these principles: an
optimistic vision of an abundant future and an emphasis on order,
science, rationality and neutrality. These Palestinian elites bought into
what Manu Goswami has critiqued as the idea of economy as a self-
regulating force beyond politics.185 Yet despite this investment, men of
capital could not realize a technocratic vision in part because politics in
Palestine could never be merely residual.

By 1939, the exigencies of world war, the influx of capital, the intensive
British restructuring of production and consumption, and the irrevers-
ible erosion of Palestinian political rights all functioned to irrevocably
shift these men’s understandings of economics, and its proper disciplin-
ary relationship to the political. The horizon of an Arab future, with
national borders that could be transgressed through capital accumula-
tion, investment and exchange, had receded. The borders that men of

181 Margaret Schabas argues that the denaturalization of the economic order made marking
political economy as a separate and coherent discipline possible. It was not “until the
mid-nineteenth century, [that] economic theorists regarded the phenomena of their
discourse as part of the same natural world studied by natural philosophers.” See
Schabas (2005: 2).

182 Callon (2007: 139–64). 183 Meiksins Wood (1981: 67). 184 Akin (1977: 3).
185 Goswami (2004: 41).
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capital took part in shaping now clearly spelled erasure. The imperative
of individual freedom and interests would give way to the “public good.”
The prescriptions for an ethical economic subject would give way to
sustaining basic needs. Plenty would give way to scarcity. Figures such
as Ahmad Hilmi Pasha, celebrated in Iqtisadiyyat as the authentic man of
the nation who would lead the Palestinians in a broader project of Arab
revival, would by the 1940s function in a state of siege. The British
colonial government was no longer a background force that could confer
recognition of the modern. It was a facilitator of that siege. Regardless of
these shifts and the attenuation of an Arab capitalist Nahda, Palestinian
men of capital maintained, perhaps more than ever, the will to shape and
guard social hierarchy.

In both decades the understanding of economic matters, economic
conduct and economics as a discipline were inextricable from the health
of the social body. The stories of the 1930s trouble the temporal bound-
aries of economic thought, which have a longer genealogy than intellec-
tual historians have accounted for. More importantly, they help us
interrogate how economic life, economic affairs and economic culture
constituted Arab liberalism. Men like Bsisu and Saba very much under-
stood themselves as part of a broader Arab project of enlightenment. For
them, Arab liberalism was not just a political and cultural project. It also
involved envisioning a new rational economic subject.

Palestine’s men of capital could emphasize private property, invest-
ment and self-responsibility while featuring self-defined socialist thinkers
such as Amin al-Rihani who preached that an Arabo-Islamic “commer-
cial essence” would deliver Arab awakening. These cross-fertilizations
and exchanges are an indicator of the multiple discourses these Palestin-
ians drew on as they navigated what economic growth meant for social
life. Yet, just as we recognize this flexibility and richness, we must also
attend to how these Palestinians, like so many of their contemporaries in
the Arab world, were deeply invested in maintaining their social power.
While the radicals Khuri-Makdisi studies addressed the “masses,” they
still sought to educate and inculcate the broad and amorphous category
of the people as the object not the subject of Nahda visions and projects.

Palestine and Palestinian history must always be studied through the
lens of an ongoing confrontation with a multi-pronged settler colonial
enterprise. But we should also engage alternate historical formations and
moments. Palestinians did not always and only play second fiddle to the
European Jews’ main act. Given the ongoing erasure of Palestine and
the dispersal of the Palestinian people, there is an urge to celebrate the
economic thought laid out on Iqtisadiyyat’s pages as evidence of history
and rootedness. In moving beyond that initial urge we perceive the
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horizons these men envisioned, the optimism they had for the future and
their perceptions of Arab progress. We can begin to see their project of
producing the Palestinian “social man,” and the ethical Arab consumer.
Only after submitting these interrupted projects to historical interroga-
tion can we begin the more crucial work of critiquing formations and
genealogies of social hierarchies and norms. Such hierarchies, norms and
values (like those that wed vitality with economy and profit with progress)
continue to inform the Palestinian social, however dispersed it may be. In
transcending the urge to celebrate, we can understand these men, their
modes of economic thought and the way they viewed sovereignty as a
vehicle to realize their material aims, not as a glimpse of what could have
been, but an indication of what was to come.
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11 The Demise of “the Liberal Age”?
ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad and Egyptian
Responses to Fascism During World War II

Israel Gershoni

In his classicArabic Thought in the Liberal Age, 1798–1939, Albert Hourani
seals the liberal age with the publication of Taha Husayn’s important
1938 book Mustaqbal al-Thaqafa fi Misr (The Future of Culture in Egypt).
He posits that Husayn’s text constitutes a watershed: the end of the liberal
age in the development of modern “Arabic thought” in the late 1930s:
“An age passed away in 1939, and with it there went a certain type of
political thought.”1 In Hourani’s narrative, Taha Husayn was “the last
great representative of a line of thought, the writer who has given the final
statement of the system of ideas which underlay social thought and
political action in the Arab countries for three generations.”2

In the illuminating preface to the 1983 edition of his work, Hourani
reconsidered some of its fundamental assumptions, particularly those
concerning liberalism and modernity, as well as the essence, import-
ance and limitations of intellectual history, which he defined as “a
history of thought.” He also admitted that he should have made
certain revisions, such as reformulating specific phrases and defin-
itions and emphasizing intellectual themes and discursive formations
that he had previously neglected.3 However, even in this later edition,
and in the rest of the printings since then, the periodization remains
unchanged. Hourani restated clearly that “the third period, stretching
roughly from 1900 to 1939,” which was the pinnacle of the evolution
of Arabic liberal thought, “reached its logical end in the work of Taha
Husayn.”4

Moreover, for Hourani, the outbreak of World War II constituted a
benchmark in the decline of European-inspired liberal thought and the
rise of alternative and conflicting trends: a new type of indigenous
nationalism that “began to acquire a content of social reform, expressed
often in the language of socialism”; “the movement for a revival of Islam

1 Hourani (1983, 18th printing 2008: 341). 2 Ibid., 326. 3 Ibid., iv–x.
4 Ibid., vi.
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as the only valid basis for society, exemplified by the Muslim Brothers”;
and “the broadening of the idea of Arab nationalism, to include all
Arabic-speaking countries.”5 All of these trends were less liberal and
foreshadowed the increasingly authoritarian forms of rule and political
culture. According to Hourani, this “post-liberal age” was best repre-
sented by Gamal Abdel Nasser and Nasserism.6

This chapter attempts to problematize this assertion both chronologic-
ally and qualitatively. It will argue that liberal thought, discourse and
practice – even greater in magnitude and depth than exhibited in
Husayn’s Mustaqbal al-Thaqafa – continued to be hegemonic in the
cultural field. In Egypt during and beyond World War II, intellectuals,
cultural journals and even central political forces (headed by the Wafd)
continued to adhere to and develop liberal democratic worldviews. Taha
Husayn himself proved this in the late 1940s, particularly when he under-
took to edit the important monthly magazine al-Katib al-Misri (1945–48),
a platform for staunchly liberal worldviews and positions. It is sufficient
to look at one major article written by Husayn in July 1946 entitled
“Between Justice and Freedom” to show the extent to which he and many
other intellectual leaders remained faithful to liberal discourse. In this
article, he clarified anew the essence of his liberal outlook and wrote of the
tension between equality and liberty, social justice and freedom, and
collectivism and individualism.7 Husayn criticized both political systems:
those that used “violent” means to bring about equality and social justice
(Soviet Russia), as well those governments that strove to bring about
liberty and freedom through imperialist oppression (Britain and France).
He sought to create a modern enlightened society that secured freedom
and equality for everyone without the use of dictatorial or imperialist
means, a society “that bestows humans with happiness untainted by
misery and humiliation.”8

At the same time, positions and attitudes of other prominent public
intellectuals from a variety of generations – like Husayn Fawzi
(1918–2003); Tawfiq al-Hakim (1898–1987); ʿAbd al-Razzaq al-Sanhuri
(1895–1971); Mahmud ʿAzmi, Muhammad Zaki ʿAbd al-Qadir,
Muhammad Mandur (1907–65); and in different ways, Ahmad Amin
(1886–1954) and Ahmad Hasan al-Zayyat (1886–1968) – all similarly
promoted and defended liberal thought and discourse. It is true that in
this later period new and different discursive formations enjoyed growing

5 Ibid., vii. 6 Ibid., vii, and more broadly, 341–373.
7 Taha Husayn, “Bayna al-ʿAdl wa-l-Hurriya.” al-Katib al-Misri, vol. 3:10 (July 1946):
189–204.

8 Ibid.

The Demise of “The Liberal Age”? 299

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.016
https://www.cambridge.org/core


popularity during the war: socialism, Marxism, reformism, Fabianism,
strains of more radical Egyptian nationalism or Arab nationalism, and of
course the Islamist ideology of the Muslim Brothers. Yet, liberal voices
continued to play a meaningful part in Egypt’s diverse and multivocal
cultural arena long after the war.

The most prominent voice of the liberal democratic discourse in
the immediate post-1939 period was perhaps that of ʿAbbas Mahmud
al-ʿAqqad (1889–1964). ʿAqqad was born in Aswan to a conservative
middle-class family. He was educated in a primary school in Aswan but,
never finishing high school, he became an extraordinary autodidact. His
fame as a public intellectual developed when he moved to Cairo as a
teenager at the beginning of the twentieth century and started a career as
a nationalist journalist and a leading proponent of idealism and human
genius. Later, he acquired fame through his innovative poetry and, with
his colleagues, the young poets ʿAbd al-Rahman Shukri (1886–1958)
and Ibrahim ʿAbd al-Qadir al-Mazini (1889–1949), fomented a poetic
revolution – challenging the poetic neoclassicism of Ahmad Shawqi
(1868–1932) and Hafiz Ibrahim (1872–1932). This was expressed in
the publication of their modernist poetry anthology titled al-Diwan
(“The Diwan School,” 1921). After Shawqi’s death, ʿAqqad inherited
the title “Prince of Arabic Poetry.”

During the interwar era, ʿAqqad became one of the most distinguished
and influential public intellectuals in Egypt and the Arab world. He
published hundreds, if not thousands, of articles and essays in the con-
temporary press as well as books on a variety of subjects, including
fiction, philosophy, aesthetics, history, Islam/religion and society. Luwis
Awad called him “the greatest essayist modern Arabic literature has ever
known.”9 In particular, he excelled in writing detailed and informative
biographies on figures such as Saʿad Zaghlul and early Islamic heroes
such as the al-Khulafa al-Rashidun (the Abqariyyat series, late 1930s to
early 1940s). The first hero of this series was, obviously, the prophet
Muhammad (Abqariyyat Muhammad 1942). ʿAqqad’s intention and
motivation in the composition of this series on the seventh-century
founders of Islam was an attempt to present Muhammad and the khu-
lafaʾ as enlightened, charismatic leaders, capable of providing an alterna-
tive virtuous model, different from that of the western world which had
collapsed during the war.10 Although, as we will see, his major criticisms
were aimed at Mussolini and Hitler, he also found fault in Allied leader-
ship, particularly that of Chamberlin.

9 Awad (1986: 171).
10 For his glorification of Muhammad’s human genius, ʿAqqad was accused of heresy by

Cairo’s orthodox establishment.
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In the political arena, by the early 1920s, ʿAqqad became the editor-in-
chief of the Wafd party’s daily, al-Balagh. He also became a member of
the Wafd party and, subsequently, a member of parliament, first serving
in the Senate and later in the Chamber of Deputies. Although he became
a political activist, he remained primarily a literary critic, social and
political thinker, and a writer of fiction and poetry. In the early 1930s,
as a fierce opponent of the short-lived Sidqi dictatorship, ʿAqqad was
imprisoned for nine months. Later in the decade, he became a prominent
Wafdist intellectual, successfully participating in the restoration of con-
stitutionalist parliamentary life, which brought the Wafd back to power
(1935–37). In 1938, he left the Wafd and joined the new Saʿadist party,
led by Ahmad Mahir (1888–1945) and Mahmud Fahmi Al-Nuqrashi
(1888–1948). In the 1940s, he became the leading intellectual of that
political organization and was elected on its behalf to the Chamber of
Deputies.11

ʿAqqad was a vociferous liberal, consistent and firm, proving that the
“Liberal Age” did not end in 1939, even if Egypt’s liberal political
experiment showed signs of atrophy by the mid 1930s. In particular,
ʿAqqad’s writings from the period of World War II (1939–1945) exem-
plify this clearly. Indeed, ʿAqqad’s liberal democratic position was pri-
marily a direct response to the dramatic rise of Fascism and Nazism in
the interwar era, especially in the 1930s. He saw them as a concrete threat
to liberal democracy and accordingly believed that they were a danger to
Egypt, the Middle East and human existence everywhere. The infiltration
of certain Fascist and Nazi ideas and practices into the Middle East,
particularly their incitement and radicalization of Arab youth, concerned
him and further reinforced his liberal commitment. These later writings,
however, were a direct continuation of the staunch position that ʿAqqad
had formulated and expressed since the 1920s. ʿAQQAD’S BOOK,
Absolute Rule in the Twentieth Century, published in Cairo in 1929,
constitutes an explicit statement against any kind of tyranny, autocracy,
theocracy, monarchy, and in the era of the twentieth century, against
dictatorship, Fascism, Nazism and communism.12 Throughout the
1930s, in dozens of articles and responses that appeared in the main-
stream print media, dailies as well as in intellectual weekly and monthly
journals, ʿAqqad repeatedly expressed his liberal democratic world-
view.13 However, ʿAqqad was not alone in this view, many other

11 For detailed biographies of ʿAqqad see his autobiography: Ana (Cairo, 1964); Semah
(1974); and J. Brugman (1984: 121–38); Awad (1986: 166–71).

12 al-ʿAqqad (1929). For an extended analysis of this important book, see Gershoni (1999:
76–83).

13 For ʿAqqad’s anti-fascist and anti-Nazi’s 1930s writings, see Gershoni and Jankowski
(2010: 111–204).
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intellectuals and publicists expressed similar views against Fascism and
Nazism in the 1930s.14

The outbreak of the war put this liberal Weltanschauung to a new test.
In his eyes, the war brought the volatile and violent struggle between
Fascism and Nazism and liberal democracy to new heights. The fact
that World War II deeply affected Egypt only intensified ʿAqqad’s
sensitivities to what he saw as a zero-sum game: the immanent need
for “a total triumph for liberal democracy and a total defeat for Fascism
and Nazism.” At this point, he joined the side of liberal democracy and
the Allies and placed his authority and intellectual acumen in the
service of their ultimate mission. ʿAqqad was encouraged when, in
the late summer of 1940, his political party, the Saʿadist arty, called
for Egypt to side with the Allies and formally declare war on Italy and
Germany. To this end, the party went so far as to leave Prime Minister
Hasan Sabri’s wavering government. However, the Saʿadists who had
espoused the late Saʿad Zaghul’s style of nationalism, were widely
represented in the Egyptian governments during the war (in 1939–40
and again in 1941–42) and came to embody a major and legitimate
pro-British voice in the Egyptian government during the war.15 ʿAqqad
was committed to this position and saw himself as its primary spokes-
person, trying to support it in every public medium available to him. In
dozens of new articles, which appeared mainly in the monthly journal
al-Hilal and in the weeklies al-Risala and al-Thaqafa, ʿAqqad
reaffirmed his liberal democratic positions. He also firmly expressed
his views in wartime conversations conducted on Egyptian state radio.
His talks that followed the events on the battlefields, becoming popular
among a large audience of listeners, provided optimism in the toughest
hours, when it seemed as though Hitler was poised to defeat Britain
and the Allies.16

14 For a broader discussion of this, see Gershoni (2001: 1–26).
15 A major theme in the conventional historiography of the war, Egyptian and non-

Egyptian, was to emphasize minority forces who supported the Axis. However, new
historical evidence and interpretation supports an opposing view. See Gershoni (2014:
1–31, 219–41). It is worth mentioning, that the first comprehensive book on Egypt
during the war, which was published in both French and English in Cairo in 1945,
also underlined “the anti-Axis campaign of Egypt” in the war. Jean Lugol, Egypt and
World War II: The Anti Axis Campaign in the Middle East, Cairo 1945. The book, whose
author was the editor of Cairo’s La Bourse Egyptienne, was translated into Arabic in 1950.
For many reasons, historical and historiographical, the book was ignored by later
accounts of Egypt in the war.

16 For ʿAqqad’s two posthumous collections of articles, reviews and radio talks, see
al-ʿAqqad (1970 and 1979).
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ʿAqqad’s wartime statements and proliberal democratic writings
were overshadowed by his seminal book, Hitler in the Balance, published
in Cairo in early June, 1940.17 The juncture at which ʿAqqad wrote it was
crucial; Hitler was at the pinnacle of his military successes and
international prestige after the occupation of Northern and Western
Europe. Britain was at its lowest critical point in the war, seemingly a
defeated power. In a matter of days, Mussolini was slated to join Hitler
and present a direct threat to Egypt and the Middle East. The circum-
stances and reception of the book’s publication are noteworthy. It was
published by Matbaʿa Hijazi, a publishing house owned by the Jewish
Harari family that also published Taha Husayn’s al-Katib al-Misri later in
the decade. Well-aware of the “critical moment” of his book’s
publication, with France succumbing to Nazi conquest and Britain
under siege, ʿAqqad proclaimed that he issued his manifesto “for the
sake of human freedom and against tyranny,” and because “I am an old
and eternal enemy of tyranny (dictatorship).”18 As expected, rumors
circulated accusing ʿAqqad of relying on British support for the publica-
tion of the book. However, these claims were unfounded and no formal
evidence was ever discovered to support them. Moreover, as early as
1944 ʿAqqad took issue with these accusations and cynically dispelled all
rumors and allegations so convincingly that they were never raised
again.19

Indeed, the book was enthusiastically received in the mainstream
Egyptian press. Al-Ahram welcomed its publication with a favorable
review praising the author for his vivid portrait of Hitler’s personality.20

Al-Hilal acclaimed ʿAqqad as “the staunchest, most impressive analyst of
the defects and disgrace of dictatorship,” and went on to term the book
“one of the most forceful and important critical biographies that we have
ever read, one that deserves to be eagerly received by readers of
Arabic.”21 Indeed, ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad’s Hitler in the Balance
should be considered the single most important text on the wartime
Egyptian bookshelf of works related to the titanic clash of democracy
against dictatorship. As I have shown elsewhere, ʿAqqad based his

17 al-ʿAqqad (1940). For the history of the book’s publication and its background, see:
ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad, “Mawqif Misr min al-Harb,” in al-ʿAqqad (1970: 225–31);
Ahmad Ibrahim al-Sharif’s extended preface (“al-ʿAqqad wa-al-Naziyya”) and
conclusion (“Kalima Khatima: al-ʿAqqad bayna al-Tabraʿiyya wa-al-Ittiham”) in
al-ʿAqqad (1979: 5–49, 79–95); Yagnes (1990: 67–111); and Amir al-ʿAqqad (1970:
305–07).

18 Al-ʿAqqad (1940: 3–6, 217–223). Also see: al-ʿAqqad (1970: 225–31).
19 ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad, “Mawqif Misr min al-Harb” interview in Akhir Saʿa

No. 526, 5 November 1944, republished in al-ʿ Aqqad (1970: 226–30).
20 al-Ahram, June 3, 1940, 8. 21 al-Hilal, July 1940, 1082–83.

The Demise of “The Liberal Age”? 303

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.016
https://www.cambridge.org/core


diagnosis on psychological studies of Hitler’s personality, including the
findings and views of German psychiatrists who had examined him when
he was in prison in the mid 1920s.22

The remainder of this chapter concentrates on analyzing ʿAqqad’s
liberal discourse in Hitler in the Balance. I will attempt to show that
ʿAqqad’s meticulous treatment of Hitler, of his personality, his world-
view, his leadership of Nazi Germany, and his implementation of Nazi
racist doctrine through war gives full expression to the Egyptian’s solid
and consistent liberalism. ʿAqqad analyzed the danger of Nazism as a
threat to humankind and to the Arab world. He exposed its main char-
acteristics: its totalitarian and authoritarian nature, violent and criminal
racism, murderous anti-Semitism, and no less importantly, the brutal
and aggressive Nazi imperialism and the threat it posed to the “small
nations,” including Egypt and Arab countries. At the same time, ʿAqqad
openly preached in favor of Egyptian and Arab support for liberal dem-
ocracy and of Britain and the Allies in the war. ʿAqqad warned the Arab
public, lest it were to embrace the erroneous assumption that the Axis
armies were a liberating force that could free Arab lands from British and
French colonial rule. He determined that the British and French colon-
izing presence, anchored in international charters and treaties and
backed by the League of Nations, was – though humiliating – immeasur-
ably better for the Arab Middle East than a Nazi occupation, which
would have enslaved and oppressed Arabs and destroyed any chance
for national liberation and political independence. Thus, it is significant
that it was precisely during these difficult hours of the war that ʿAqqad
came out as a sworn preacher for democracy, liberalism, pluralism,
parliamentarianism, humanism, and universalism. He saw defending
these values and institutions as salvation for mankind from “Nazi Satan-
ism” and as redemption for Arabs as part of enlightened humanity.

The Environment of Hitler’s Growth and Formation

The first question ʿAqqad wrestled with was the concrete historical
relations between the turbulent environment within which Adolf Hitler
was born and grew up and the inhuman product of this environment,
namely a monstrous Führer and the ideology of Hitlerism (al-hitlariyya).
Can an historian reconstruct this specific environment and learn about
the essence of the protagonist he strives to study and understand from it?
ʿAqqad assumed it was possible and so he devoted great efforts to solve

22 Gershoni and Jankowski (2010).
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this riddle with the strong belief that a social psychological approach was
the proper way to conceive and grasp Hitler’s essence.23 In his detailed
study of the German milieu that gave rise to Hitler and Nazism and to the
psychological makeup of Germany’s dictator, ʿAqqad drew on numerous
European accounts of recent German history and politics. Hermann
Rauschning’s Hitler Speaks: A Series of Political Conversations with Adolf
Hitler on His Real Aims served as a major source. The book, an unflinch-
ing attack on Hitler and his intentions, motivations and policies, was
first published in 1939 in French, and then, later in 1939, in English. In
1940, two translations of the book into Arabic appeared in Cairo and
Alexandria.24 Rauschning’s book immediately became popular in
Europe and among Arab readers and served as a clue to understand
Hitler and Nazism.

ʿAqqad’s point of departure was that even though Hitler could be
compared to other past or present dictators such as Napoleon, Stalin or
Mussolini, he represented an extraordinary type of tyrannical leadership
deriving from a distinctive historical environment as well as a distinctive
individual personality. The book’s purpose was to analyze and clarify the
sources and structure of the German Führer’s “secret of leadership” and
“key to Satanism” (al-shaytan, al-shaytaniyya) in the specific context of
Germany in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century, and more
specifically, the conditions of German society and politics at the end of
the 1920s and early 1930s.25

Adopting this methodological framework, the first part of Hitler in the
Balance focused on the environment that gave rise to Hitler and Nazism,
discussing both the often-troubled course of modern German history and
the mélange of intellectual and political sources of inspiration that had
shaped Hitler’s worldview. ʿAqqad paid particular attention to Hitler’s
exaggerated German nationalism, tracing his nationalist belief in the
superiority and world-historical destiny of the German Volk to earlier
German nationalist ideologues such as Herder, Fichte, and Treitschke.
Furthermore, he demonstrated the extent to which the ideological anti-
Semitism of Hitler’s Mein Kampf and of the Nazi Party had been
impressed by the writings of anti-Semitic precursors such as Gobineau,
Houston, and Chamberlain. In particular, Hitler emulated their racist
writings and then developed, in an extreme political fashion, the

23 ʿAqqad (1940: 8–44).
24 Hermann Rauschning (1939, 1940). Another book by Rauschning, Hitler Wants the

World (London: Argus Press: 1941), was translated as Hitlar Yurid al-ʿAlam by Musa
Habib and published by Matbaʿat al-Jazira in Baghdad in 1941, and in a second edition
in 1942.

25 ʿAqqad (1940: 3–15).
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concepts of “the sacredness of the Aryan race” (qadasat al-jins al-ari) and
the “inherent differences between the human races,” some of them being
“superior” and some “inferior.”26

This background notwithstanding, ʿAqqad’s explanation of Hitler’s
rise to supreme power in contemporary Germany was non-determinist.
The social and ideological environment in itself cannot entirely be
reflected or embodied in the individual personality that was born and
developed within it; rather, the latter also enjoys internal autonomy that
transcends that environment. Hitler was a case in point. The ascendancy
of the Führer was “a product of circumstances and coincidences” (makh-
luq al-zuruf wa-l-musadafat) rather than an historical or environmental
inevitability. It was ʿAqqad’s liberal and non-deterministic approach that
led him to conclude that in different historical and personal circum-
stances, Hitler himself might have developed in a different fashion;
similarly, without the unique course of twentieth century German his-
tory, he might never have become the undisputed leader of Germany.
Hitler’s rise to national leadership was a contingent process, the result of
the unique combination of the external German desire to reverse the
disgrace of World War I and Hitler’s own internal obsessions and
ambitions.27

Well aware that Hitler had risen to power through democratic means,
ʿAqqad asked why the German people had chosen Hitler to be their
leader. He saw nothing preordained in Hitler’s selection as Chancellor
in 1933; it was due to “the fact that five or six politicians looked over
the inventory at their disposal and found Hitler to be the most suitable
man to meet their requirements.” Their choice did not mean that “eighty
million Germans convened more than twenty years ago, looked over the
inventory of men they had, one after another, and found no one more
deserving than Hitler to lead Germany.”28 Hitler’s rise to power was
the fruit of a political constellation of “negative conditions” (al-shurut
al-salbiyya), the contingent and arbitrary selection of a man who
happened to be in the right place at the right time.29 How was it that of
all of the men, through “the hand of chance,” selected Hitler? “We do
not know of even one, from among all the rulers of our time, who was so
singularly assisted by ‘circumstances’ as was Adolf Hitler, the leader of
the Nazis.” The secret of Hitler’s success did not lie only in the man
himself. It was the conjunction of the desire of a wounded nation to cast
off the humiliation of defeat in war with the presence of a leader able to
exploit the situation by convincing the nation that he was the only

26 Ibid., 8–27. 27 Ibid., 10–27. 28 Ibid., 32, and more broadly, 32–35.
29 Ibid., 34–35.
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man capable of national redemption that had brought Hitler to power.
However contingent, it was nonetheless a tragic development, a “catas-
trophe” (al-naksa), for the German nation and would eventually lead to a
horribly destructive world war.30

Besides the almost accidental course of events that had brought Hitler
to power, ʿAqqad did find deeper causes for the “Nazi tragedy.” Ger-
many itself bore part of the blame: “Hitler would not have succeeded in
bending the nation [to his will] if that nation had not been the nation of
Germans.”31 ʿAqqad examined the political culture of Germany and the
German collective mentality that made the rise of someone like Hitler
possible. In his view, German responsibility for the rise of Hitler and
the Nazis resided in an authoritarian political culture resulting from “the
lack of political education and the weakness of faith in freedom.” The
German nation had an authoritarian political mentality as a legacy of its
modern history. The political and intellectual elites of Germany had
failed to instill the concept of freedom in the populace at large, or to
develop the parliamentary and democratic institutions that would have
prevented authoritarian tendencies from dominating society and polit-
ics.32 This was partially because German nationhood materialized too
rapidly in the nineteenth century, without giving German society time to
create liberal practices and institutions and internalize the concept of
freedom. Thus, the German craving for national unity and strength came
at the expense of individual freedom and political democracy. The
Germans had placed the strength and centralization of the national state
before and above individual freedom and civil liberties.33 German polit-
ical thought reified the state: “For the great philosopher Hegel the state is
the basis of justice and the quintessence of history, and is an expression of
the divine will.”34 In addition, the new German nation-state forged
through the Franco-Prussian War of 1870–71 existed in the geopolitic-
ally insecure environment of Central Europe, surrounded as it was by
historically more united and stronger powers. Germans had developed a
cult of the state, a belief that this state expressed the “national spirit” and
that the mobilization of all national resources to fortify the national state
was an historical imperative.35

According to ʿAqqad, more remote influences from the nomadic and
barbarian German past had also filtered into modern German political
culture and accounted for the German emphasis on power and

30 Ibid., 10, 32–39. 31 Ibid., 63.
32 For a distinction between constitutional idealism and rule-of-law authoritarianism in

nineteenth century Germany, see T. Philipp’s Chapter 5.
33 ʿAqqad (1940: 63–67). 34 Ibid., 68. 35 Ibid., 63–71.
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domination of others. One crucial legacy was tribal ethnocentrism, the
basis for the development of the racist theory of Aryan racial superiority
“that disdains all others.”36 While he himself viewed the concept of
Aryan racial superiority as “nonsense,” ʿAqqad nonetheless regarded it
as a fundamental trait of German nationalism.37 The end result of its
historical evolution was that the modern German nation had both
inherited authoritarian traits from its past and had those traits reinforced
by the temporal and geographical circumstances of its emergence as a
unified state. ʿAqqad buttressed his interpretation of the authoritarianism
inherent in modern German political culture with references to promin-
ent German writers, citing Goethe’s observation that “the Germans have
always been and still remain barbarians” and Nietzsche’s opinion that
“the Germans are like women. You can never know what goes on in their
heads because they are lacking in substance.”38 In short, ʿAqqad believed
that, in Hitler and the Nazis, the Germans got what they deserved:
A nation that worshipped the state and its power and based national
identity on racial purity and superiority deserved to be ruled by a band of
loathsome and mediocre figures such as Hitler, Goebbels, Hess and
Goering, “a vulgar leadership (al-zaʿama al-rakhisa) that lacks even a
particle of greatness or nobility, even a drop of original creativity.”39

Hitler in Power and the Nazification of Germany

After offering his interpretation of the conditions that facilitated Hitler’s
rise to power, ʿAqqad went on to analyze the Nazi consolidation of
authority and control in Germany. To his credit, Hitler had some suc-
cesses. He had presided over the economic rehabilitation of Germany after
the ravages of the Great Depression. He had been remarkably adept at
resolving Germany’s post–World War I resentments and grievances, bla-
tantly defying and reversing the stipulations of the Versailles Treaty (“the
crimes of Versailles,” in Nazi jargon) by rearming Germany. Thereafter,
Hitler’s ambitions had extended to demanding the annexation of
“German” territories in Europe and to the drive for Lebensraum (ʿAqqad
used a distinctive term, fushat al-ʿaysh, as the correct translation of Lebens-
raum into Arabic) for the German people. In addition, Hitler adamantly
raised Germany’s “historical demands” for “its rights to colonies” in Asia
and Africa. The Führer also “militarized” German society by building a
new army which was the most sophisticated and modernized military
machine to date. He opened new avenues for German youth where they

36 Ibid., 64–66. 37 Ibid., 68–71. 38 Ibid., 67–68. 39 Ibid., 71–73.
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could commit themselves to their country by enlisting in the army and
serving their Volk in the most “heroic” and patriotic fashion. Hitler had
demonstrated a rare capability to identify the most glaring problems and
frustrations of a suffering nation and suggest the way to an effective cure.
All this had been achieved while simultaneously convincing the German
people that he was one of them, a man who knew the deepest desires of
their hearts and souls. The result was the development of a cult of infalli-
bility (al-maʿsum), the total addiction of the German people to their
Führer, and their commitment to follow him blindly. It was this hero-
worship that enabled him and the Nazi Party to Nazify Germany: to create
a totalitarian regime in Germany, destroy all of the German civil liberties,
introduce and institutionalize a policy of discrimination, exclusion, and
persecution against German Jews, and “establish absolute tyranny.”40

ʿAqqad’s extended description of the dynamics of Nazi Germany
made no pretense of neutrality. Throughout, he expressed his own
negative opinions of Hitler’s domestic policies and condemned Nazi
demands and maneuvers in the international arena. ʿAqqad denounced
Germany’s annexation of Austria and its dismemberment of Czechoslo-
vakia. He rejected the legitimacy of any German demand for Lebensraum,
seeing it as a fallacious theory masking an otherwise obviously racist and
imperialist thrust on the part of Germany. The peak of illegitimate
German aggression was its attack on Poland, the cause of the outbreak
of the current war. In addition to it constituting a “criminal act,” ʿAqqad
viewed Hitler’s invasion of Poland and the resulting war as a colossal
miscalculation on the part of the German dictator. Hitler had blundered
in thinking that “he could deceive, fool, and get away with it [the invasion
of Poland] based on the assumption that the democratic states are
sleeping, senseless, and paralyzed, unable to open their eyes and awaken.
Here, too, his calculations were totally wrong.”41

Hitler in the Balance did acknowledge that the leader of Germany
had great personal drive and unquestionable talents as an orator.
Hitler’s political achievements of the 1930s could not have been
realized without great personal resolve and “relentless ambition.”
ʿAqqad analyzed Hitler’s remarkable oratory, his ability to modulate
his tone and his use of dramatic gestures to emphasize his passionate
rhetoric. The impact of Hitler’s addresses on his German audiences
was electrifying and accounted for the readiness of the German people
to “blindly obey” their Führer.42

40 Ibid., 40–73. 41 Ibid., 31, 46–62. 42 Ibid., 40–44, 111–117.
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However, personal determination and mesmerizing oratory were the
only extraordinary qualities that ʿAqqad was willing to grant Hitler. In
other respects, Hitler was “Mr. Mediocre.” Hitler’s alleged political
“miracles” of the 1930s “do not stem from any higher or superior traits,
but rather from the contemptible flow of [his] drives and passions.”
Hitler’s actions do not “evoke admiration for him as a hero, but rather
arouse fear for his manipulation, deception, and exploitation. He does
not shape or create circumstances, but rather rides upon them as if he
were on an easily tamed camel.” Hitler’s international successes were
due solely to his shrewd and cunning abilities to deceive and, thereby, to
neutralize potential opposition “until the nations – both strong and
weak – became convinced that no form of action in relation to this man
would be of any avail other than a frontal war to defeat him.”43

ʿAqqad left no doubt as to the evil character of Hitler and the regime
he led. The path Hitler followed to attain “glory for Germany” and “fame
for the Aryans” was an attack on the values of civilization. ʿAqqad
repeatedly used the term “criminal” (al-mujrim) for Hitler. Thus the
Führer was “the criminal who practices aggression against the weak
and murders political rivals, including friends”; elsewhere Hitler was
described as “a loathsome, irresponsible criminal” whose crimes were
injuring German citizens as well as those of the entire world; Hitler was
“the criminal who threw the entire world into the inferno of war . . . the
criminal who has destroyed nations and desecrated every value and
sacred object in human culture and life.”44

Hitler’s Personality: A Psychological Profile

For ʿAqqad, an account of the German context which led to Hitler’s rise
to power and a description of the policies he pursued once in office did
not provide a complete answer to the riddle of Adolf Hitler. An under-
standing of the psychological profile of the Führer was also necessary to
penetrate “the essence of Hitler.” Thus an entire section of Hitler in the
Balance was devoted to an extensive quasi-Freudian analysis of what
ʿAqqad termed “Hitler’s psyche.”45 ʿAqqad’s biographical account
found a definite link between Hitler’s family, youth and upbringing,
and the patterns of behavior that he subsequently manifested as an adult.
For ʿAqqad, much of Hitler’s distorted personality was attributable to
growing up in a broken family. Hitler’s father Alois Schicklgruber (later
Hitler), himself an illegitimate child, was nearly fifty when he married

43 Ibid., 28–44, 63–73. 44 Ibid., 42–44, 46–74, 140–48. 45 Ibid., 76–148.
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Adolf’s mother, Klara. Pampered by a loving but weak mother, the young
Adolf suffered from the tyranny of a rigid and authoritative father. The
instability of his father’s marital life (Klara was his third wife), his
repeated moves from town to town, and his restlessness and lack of
confidence were all projected onto his son and were manifested in the
boy’s frequent agitation and the insomnia for which he had to take
medication. Alois’s death when Adolf was thirteen only exacerbated the
fragile boy’s psychological distress.46 Thus, “Hitler experienced a nasty
youth, devoid of the warmth and closeness of family members or close
friends.” Adolf’s poor performance in primary and secondary school was
partially attributable to the stress occasioned by his family circumstances.
The death of his mother when Hitler was eighteen left Adolf a penniless
orphan forced to fend for himself by working odd jobs. He was a lonely
and impoverished young man “without the ability to earn a living,” yet he
maintained an inflated self-image; for example, “Hitler believed he was
Michelangelo’s successor in the field of architecture.” Hitler’s early
manhood was one of desperate attempts and repeated failures to become
the artist “which he believed that by his nature he deserved to be.”47

This description of Hitler’s broken youth and early disappointments
and frustrations formed the basis for ʿAqqad’s psychological profile of the
adult Hitler. One indication of Hitler’s abnormal personality was his
“strange, enigmatic attitude towards women.”48 Due to his father’s
negative influence, which inhibited his ability to express love for the
opposite sex, Hitler never married or entered into a deep relationship
with a woman. Rather, all of his emotional energy was channeled into
“the National Socialist movement and the German nation.” Hitler
“invested his soul” in the nation, which served as the compensatory
replacement for the wife he never had.49 Unable to establish intimate
and reciprocal personal relationships with others, Hitler totally lacked the
positive traits of empathy, compassion and forgiveness; in their place, the
negative characteristics of hostility, aggression and vengeance toward
others manifested.50

Another manifestation of Hitler’s unique personality was his love for
animals, which exceeded the love he demonstrated for humans. Hitler’s
loyalty to his large and menacing “watch dog,” “is further proof of his
self-love (not love for others) and his isolation from other members of
the German race.” He compensated for his inability to communicate
with humans by communicating with animals. Hitler’s love of animals

46 ʿAqqad erroneously dated Hitler’s age as twelve.
47 Ibid., 76–81, and in particular, 82–88. 48 Ibid., 85. 49 Ibid., 85–87.
50 Ibid., 84–88.
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was an indication of his “emotional poverty,” an effort to compensate for
the warmth and love he had missed in his childhood. In reality, Hitler’s
“love of dogs and birds derives only from the devilish insinuations of
hysteria [wasawis al-histariyya], from the obstructive mechanisms
of egocentrism [ʿawarid al-ananiyya], and the lack of a balanced psycho-
logical structure.”51

Another side of Hitler’s distorted personality was his total inability
to tell the truth. Hitler was a natural and compulsive liar. In some
cases, his lies were so much a part of him that he did not know that
they were lies. His political performance was based on lies and decep-
tion, including self-deception. “In Hitler’s case, a lie is not akin to
drinking a hated medicine, but rather like consuming a tasty beverage
imbibed in one gulp to quench [one’s] thirst.”52 Hitler’s self-deception
was paralleled by his fundamental difficulty in distinguishing between
fact and fantasy. Hitler’s world was one of false realities that he had
himself created and through which he understood the world in a
distorted fashion. He was a man who looked upon the world and acted
within it as if it consisted of “fantastic, bewitched castles and the
turrets of legends and fairy tales.” Thus, Hitler deceived both himself
and Germany when he promised his people “control over the whole
world.” The reality of this vision of the future existed only in the
Führer’s feverish imagination.53

ʿAqqad maintained that Hitler’s warped character traits were signs of
chronic mental illness. Hitler was “sick,” a man suffering from schizo-
phrenia, paranoia, hysteria and hysterical panic, all a direct result of the
conditions of his childhood and the complex relationship between him
and his parents. As ʿAqqad described it, Hitler’s schizophrenia took
the form of “two contradictory personalities,” which switched back and
forth in his thoughts and actions. Hitler was sometimes logical, some-
times irrational; sometimes sensible, sometimes foolish; sometimes
decisive, sometimes hesitant. On some occasions he acted responsibly,
on others rashly. His schizophrenia was intensified by frequent attacks
of hysteria that indicated profound internal anxiety produced by an
unbalanced personality suffering from a fundamental lack of confi-
dence. Hitler’s hysterical outbursts stemmed from his obsessive focus
on the self and his preoccupation with his own cravings. For ʿAqqad,
these episodes of hysteria were the most striking indication of Hitler’s
sick personality.54

51 Ibid., 88–90. 52 Ibid., 98. 53 Ibid., 93–98, 106. See also, 91–94, 99–106.
54 Ibid., 89–90, 140–48.
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Hitler and the Crowd

Hitler’s psychological abnormalities were reflected in his oratory. Yet, it
was in the same oratory that electrified audiences that the man’s true
character and sick personality came to light. ʿAqqad’s comparison of
Hitler’s talents as a public speaker to that of other twentieth century
political figures such as Lloyd George, Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, or Saʿad
Zaghlul was not complimentary to the German leader. Although Hitler
had an undoubted ability to impart a strong message and to capture an
audience – “Hitler is a horn and a trumpet that knows how to ignite a fire
in crowds and to respond to the reverberation of the mob” – ʿAqqad did
not see him as one of the truly great speakers (“kings of words”) of the
modern era. Basic flaws were visible in his speeches, in particular in the
substance of his messages. While Hitler, like any great orator, could
express powerful emotions such as anger and fury and pass these emo-
tions on to his listeners, there was, nonetheless, “an enormous difference
between anger and [hate] and between enthusiasm and [mania].” For
example, Saʿad Zaghlul also knew how to project anger in his speeches,
but he did so “with the sharpness of a sword drawn by a knight who
knows how to perform his task, skillfully attacking his enemy.” In con-
trast, when Hitler raged in his speeches “what we see is the furious rage of
a wounded man with an abscess that wants to be drained but dribbles
pent-up resentment and hostility like pus that is trapped and has no
outlet.” Piling lurid metaphor upon lurid metaphor, ʿAqqad likened
Hitler’s style of public speaking to “the dance of a savage in the bloody
arena, addressing the gods of fury and vengeance.” Hitler’s oratorical
skill was based upon “his enthusiasm and expression of anger,” which
did not indicate that he was a great speaker like Saʿad Zaghlul who knew
where he was headed and where he was leading his listeners. For Hitler,
speaking was a conduit of frenetic anger imparting an evil message
derived from a sick mind. Several illustrations of Hitler speaking in
public, enraged and ranting with his mouth wide-open, were used to
reinforce ʿAqqad’s analysis of the frenzied and irrational nature of his
addresses.55

ʿAqqad’s meticulous analysis of the Führer’s psychological makeup led
him to the conclusion that “Hitler is a theatrical personality” (al-shakh-
siyya al-masrahiyya).56 Here, ʿAqqad found another important key to
decode the Hitlerian riddle. Just as a successful actor charms and seduces
his fans, Hitler’s leadership was based on a theatrical charisma that

55 Ibid., 111–32, 140–48. 56 Ibid., 128.
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captivated the mob. Hitler the actor created mass psychosis through
emotional speeches delivered in vast arenas whose stage setting, full of
Nazi symbols and ceremony, intensified the parallel emotions of the
frenzied crowd. Hitler’s power as a leader came from his audience’s
identification with him and his emotions. Hitler the actor “makes every
individual who is captivated by him feel that he is faithfully represented
by him.” The spectator at such dramatic public performances in effect
said to himself, “look, look, he is me and he is you, he is a model of you,
of me.” The man in the street felt empowered through this identification
with the Führer. “Hitler’s genius, his understanding of the masses,” lies
in his having brought about “an emotional revolution in their souls,” by
giving them self-respect and a sense of purpose.57

At the same time, “Hitler’s great talent is also his great weakness.”58

Any successful actor pays a price if, in the process of performance, he
loses his identity. Such was the case with Hitler. While fulfilling his
theatrical role, Hitler had become assimilated into the mob, nourished
by them and living through them. He had submerged his personal “self”
(al-dhatiyya) into that of the collective, existing through their adulation
and applause. Having assumed this theatrical persona early on in his
political career, from then onward Hitler was always in a play, “wearing a
mask” and “being a fictitious creature who is not him.” It was a danger-
ous, even sick, relationship of mutual dependence and addiction in
which Hitler, “the creative actor,” who had hypnotized and intoxicated
his spectators, was, at the same time, “Hitler the flattered,” captive to the
mood of his audience and intoxicated by them. Just as the mob is clay in
the hands of its creator, so Hitler was like clay in the hands of the mob
that shaped and reshaped him into their own image. The Führer had
emerged through the strength of the mob, and the mob overtook its
leader.59

ʿAqqad warned his readers not to be misled by the “bewitching”
theatrics of Hitler and the Nazis. For all his “theatrical tricks,” in reality
Hitler had achieved nothing for Germany. His promise of achieving
“German control over the world” was a vainglorious but ultimately
unrealizable bombast; “only fools and dupes believe in stories about
control over the [whole] world.” ʿAqqad went on to compare Hitler’s
leadership to that of earlier German leaders such as Bismarck, von
Moltke, and Hindenburg. None of them had been. a “theatrical person-
ality” like Hitler. While “authentic Germans” in all their policies and
actions, they possessed the genuine qualities of leadership “which were

57 Ibid., 112–29. 58 Ibid., 147. 59 Ibid., 126–32.
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not swamped by the traits of the mob or assimilated into it.” In addition
to Hitler’s playacting, ʿAqqad took exception to his vulgarity: “What is
left of Bismarck if we divest him of the robe of his nation? A great deal
is left! And what is left of Hitler if we strip off these theatrical robes or
this public image? Nothing!” He concluded, “Hitler outside of Nazism is
non-existent.”60

Hitler: Why His Defeat Is Essential

On the somewhat naïve assumption that he had succeeded in deciphering
the riddle of Hitler and Nazi Germany, in the later chapters of Hitler in
the Balance ʿAqqad moved on to discuss the present war and its potential
implications for Europe, the Arabs, and Egypt. As a politically involved
public intellectual and member of the Saʿadist Party, a political party
whose leadership was soon to argue in favor of Egyptian entry into the
war on the Allied side, his position on the war was vehemently pro-Allies
and anti-Axis. “The issue today is the war,” ʿAqqad declared; in his view,
it was a war “between tyranny and human liberty, or between faith in the
power of weapons alone versus faith in a life and civilization beyond
weapons and devoid of weapons.”61 What “Hitlerism” wanted in the
war was “world domination” (al-saytara al-ʿalamiyya), the subjugation of
other nations and their total submission to German hegemony. The Nazi
war aim was a simple one: “to take everything from everyone and not to
give anything to anyone.”62 ʿAqqad repeatedly warned his readers that
the victory of Nazi Germany in the war would mean “the victory of power
and the rule of power” and the creation of a “new world order,” bringing
about “the enslavement and exploitation of all other [non-German]
peoples and the plundering of all they have.” A victory of Hitlerism, with
its cult of leadership and submission to the Führer, carried with it the
extinction of human liberty: “Freedom will have no existence in a world
ruled by an infallible holy man who demands of men what even God the
Creator has never demanded of them.”63

For people everywhere, the choice in the present war was one between
two diametrically opposed paths for the future. One was “the Nazi path,”
which, for ʿAqqad, was “the path of faith in bestial power” (al-quwwa
al-haywaniyya), the entrenchment and perpetuation of “the rule of the
strong in the world.” The other option was “the path of democracy: faith
in a life of constitutionalism which is not a bestial constitutionalism, but
one of justice, integrity, unbiased fairness, and hope for human

60 Ibid., 127–32. 61 Ibid., 150. 62 Ibid., 49–51, 150–52. 63 Ibid., 151–55.
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progression to a system of norms and laws that will shape the actions of
individuals and nations above and beyond the law of the cave and the
jungle.”64 Winston Churchill could hardly have phrased the choice
facing the world in June 1940 in more stentorian terms:

The issue facing the word is the defeat of Germany and the victory of the democratic
states. . . . The problem of humanity today is to strike an overwhelming blow at
Hitlerian Germany, after which it will have no existence. . . . Germany must emerge
[from the war] defeated and devoid of any ability to threaten or endanger. . . . Any
result that is less than final and total defeat for Germany will not suffice, and any
result that is less than absolute victory for democracy will be unsatisfactory.65

As he had in his earlier commentaries and would continue in later ones,
ʿAqqad affirmed his complete faith in freedom, democracy, and the
“inevitable” victory of the Allies. He vehemently took issue with those
who argued that democracy had failed historically and that it was incap-
able of coping with the complex problems of industrial society and mass
politics. “Democracy has not failed nor can it fail,” he stated emphatic-
ally. In the modern world, there was no viable alternative to a democrat-
ically based order: It was the only social and political path for a
progressive enlightened society. Because democracy was the sole basis
for human progress, its eventual triumph was assured: “Democracy will
not fail but rather will advance and prosper.”66

Hitler, the Arabs and Egypt

The last chapters of Hitler in the Balance offered an assessment of the war
in relation to the Arab Middle Eastern region. ʿAqqad’s main point was a
restatement of his traditional position that Hitler and Nazi Germany were
the greatest political threat to small states and “weak nations” and, hence,
were the enemies of Egyptians and Arabs. The peoples of the Middle
East must not be deluded into thinking that Nazi Germany would free
them from British or French occupation. Germany wished to conquer the
Arab world in order to subjugate and exploit it, not liberate it from
imperialism. For ʿAqqad, there was an “abysmal difference” between
the pattern of colonial domination of Great Britain or France, democratic
countries that understood and accepted their colonies’ legitimate rights
to independence even if they were tardy in granting them, and “the Nazis,
who totally deny all justice” and did not recognize any rights possessed
by people outside the charmed circle of the Aryan race.67 With typical

64 Ibid., 159, and more broadly, 150–61. 65 Ibid., 152–59. 66 Ibid., 158–63.
67 Ibid., 155–61.
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sarcasm, ʿAqqad asserted that the only thing the Nazis expected, “par-
ticularly from Semites, is subjugation and submission to rule by Aryans
without any hope of salvation or change in the situation unless the races
themselves change.” It is a total “delusion” to think that Nazi Germany is
a liberating force. While French or British colonial rule was unjust and
unacceptable, in the long run only their domination held out the prospect
of future liberation and independence.68

For ʿAqqad, the evolution and success of the British Commonwealth
demonstrated the “substantive difference” between the British pattern of
imperial domination, which acknowledged the right of others to liber-
ation and sovereignty, and Nazi imperialism which denied the existence
of any such right to non-Germans. Thus, in his opinion, the small states
currently ruled by the colonial regimes of French and British democra-
cies, for example, including the Arab countries, were the objective allies
of the democratic powers in the war.69 Never at a loss for graphic
metaphors, ʿAqqad explained to his readers that, although “our griev-
ances” against the British occupation were justified, there was, nonethe-
less, “one thing that no person would dispute, that no person would
gladly inject himself with tuberculosis bacteria because he suffers from a
cold; in other words, he would not want to accept the rule of the Nazis
and the way they tyrannize the Poles, the Czechs, the Austrians, the
Dutch and other northern European countries, just because he wants
to put an end to the troubles that the democratic countries cause him.”
There was a world of difference, he stressed, “between someone who
totally denies freedom and someone who acknowledges it but delays it or
disagrees about its extent. There is no hope of freedom or well-being
under the Nazis; there is no room for despair about achieving freedom
and well-being as long as democracy exists.”70

Yet, ʿAqqad also maintained that there was a broader and more
fundamental reason than national self-interest for Egyptians and Arabs
to wholeheartedly support the Allied cause. Beyond being members of
particular nations, Arabs were part of humanity. The fate of humanity as
a whole was in the balance in the present war. Arab support for democ-
racy and freedom and opposition to Nazi racism and tyranny had to be
unreserved; the stark choice for all mankind was between “the law of
democratic justice and the law of Nazi power.” Taking a broad historical
view, ʿAqqad linked the “modern revival” of the Arab East to liberal
democracy; the Arab world had been revived only because “the winds of
freedom and democracy have blown through it.” Future progress for the

68 Ibid., 155–57, and more broadly, 150–61.
69 Ibid., 154–61, and more broadly, 150–93. 70 Ibid., 155.
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Arab world was dependent on Arab acceptance and internalization of the
values of democracy, values which would be obliterated by an Axis
victory. Consequently, Arab support for the democratic camp in the
war was an historical imperative, not just a matter of temporary national
convenience.71

From the above, it followed that Egypt, a “small nation” whose ultim-
ate freedom and well-being depended on the defeat of Nazi expansion-
ism, was duty-bound to support Great Britain and the Allied cause in the
war. Acutely aware of “the new Hitlerian adventurism” aimed at launch-
ing an attack on North Africa, including “Alexandria and the Suez
canal,” ʿAqqad was sure that the danger hovering over Egypt was real
and, therefore, her need to rely on Britain’s military force was immediate.
The “enemies of Great Britain,” he explained, “are not fighting against
her in order to conquer London or to eliminate Liverpool only; rather
they fight against her [also] in order to occupy Egypt and the like [other
Arab countries]. The danger is confronting us . . . the menace is immedi-
ate indeed.”72 Beyond that, as concerned human beings and as a people
committed to a path of enlightenment, progress and democracy, “Egypt
can have no more respected, noble status than that attained by support-
ing democracy and the principles of mutual [respect] and understanding
between the nations,” this with a “firm belief in the sanctity of [inter-
national] agreements and alliances.” Holding such a position “will pro-
mote Egypt’s honor” in the international arena. On a more principled
level, appealing to Egypt’s ruling elite, ʿAqqad was convinced that even
“those of us who would like to see a greater limitation on individual
freedom . . . the individual will be lost in the collective or totally
immersed in the state.” Referring mainly to Palace-oriented politicians,
they “do not want to see the establishment of Nazi or fascist regime in
Egypt. One thing I can say for sure: The immersion of the individual in
the state is totally unknown in democracy.” Moreover, on the practical
level, “if democracy will emerge victorious and stronger from the present
war,” Egypt’s national interests will be reasserted, reinforced and
“capable of standing firm in the international political arena,” that is,
Egypt will have a solid and legitimate position to demand and achieve her
liberation and independence. ʿAqqad was certain that this was “the
preferable and sole option” facing his country in mid 1940.73

71 Ibid., 159–61, 192–93. See also 196–209.
72 Ibid., 210–11. Here, al-ʿAqqad reproduced his text/address to the Egyptian Parliament

(Chamber of Deputies) already given in late December 1938 as his response to the
Munich Agreement.

73 Ibid., 211–15. Also see 210–16.
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The End of Hitler and Nazism

ʿAqqad’s commitment to the defense of democracy and the defeat of
Nazism and Fascism continued throughout World War II. From
1940 until 1945, he published dozens of articles and reviews in the press
and broadcasted a series of talks on Egyptian state radio regarding the
progress of the war. His ongoing analysis of events in the war’s various
theaters was starkly dichromatic: The “titanic struggle” was a clear case
of black and dark (Nazism and the Axis) against white and light (Great
Britain and the Allies). Egypt and the rest of the Arab countries were
always assumed to be an integral part of the Allies and the democratic
camp. ʿAqqad’s interventions were thoroughly liberal and prodemo-
cratic, giving unreserved support to the Allies’ cause while depicting
Hitler and Nazism (as well as Mussolini and Fascism) as the ultimate
incarnation of evil, a deadly threat to modern society and civilized life
that must be defeated and eliminated. Delivered in a clear and simple
(sometimes simplistic) language, these printed texts and radio talks,
occurring in the crucial period of the war for Egypt, were also therapeutic
in tenor. They aimed at calming an apprehensive public and raising its
morale at a time when the outcome of the battle for North Africa hung in
the balance.74

When the North African Campaign ended in a colossal defeat for
Rommel and the Axis, and more generally from 1943 onward, the tides
of war turned irreversibly in favor of the Allies; ʿAqqad relished in the
impending destruction and collapse of the totalitarian regimes he had
denounced for so long. In the summer of that year, he celebrated the
overthrow of Mussolini’s government, stating that “Mussolini’s fall was
inevitable.” The Italian dictator, “who spoke only in the language of
power and in the name of power, and who believed only in power, and
beat the drums of power,” had in the end himself failed “the test
of power.” ʿAqqad took great pleasure from his “enormous fall, the
contemptible, humiliating collapse” of Italian Fascism. The failure of
Mussolini’s fascist regime was total and final. After two decades of fascist
rule, Italy was left in disarray and chaos, in a weaker state “than before
the rise of fascism.” Above all, Fascism had been a colossal moral failure
“since it deprived the Italian people of all its rights of free thought
and criticism, and dragged it into submission, humiliation and
subjugation.”75

74 Ibid., 217–23, and in particular, al-ʿAqqad (1970: 11–203).
75 Ibid., 204–13, “Musulini.” The essay was originally published in Akhir Saʿa, 1

August 1943.
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ʿAqqad took even greater delight in the approaching defeat of Hitler
and Nazi Germany. In the summer of 1944, after the successful landing
of Allied forces in Normandy, he informed his listeners that the defeat of
Nazi Germany and the liberation of humanity from the “Satanic pres-
ence” of Hitler were now assured. The German dictator was “not a
miracle worker”; in fact, his career had been marked by a series of fatal
miscalculations. He had thought that the war would be quickly decided
in a Blitzkrieg; in reality, it had lasted for more than five years. He had
been certain that America would not join the war against him; it did. He
had believed that having Japan as an ally would bring about an Axis
victory; it had not. He had estimated that the war against Russia “would
last two or three months”; in reality, his armies were still stuck in the
Russian mud. Above all, Hitler had erred in thinking that “democracy is
an old, tottering system,” crucially underestimating the vitality and
power of free peoples.76

In the spring of 1945, with the capitulation of Nazi Germany, ʿAqqad
gloated over “the complete defeat of its commanders as well as its sons
who obeyed their commanders as sheep obey their shepherd.” ʿAqqad’s
view of the German people and their responsibility for the evils of Nazism
was harsh. He took exception with the cliché that Germany was a “great
nation” because it had produced “geniuses” in science and literature. In
his view, the greatness of a nation was not measured by the abilities and
accomplishments of particular individuals, but rather by its collective
culture, norms and values; in this sense, the German nation had failed
to pass the test. The “political education” of the German people over
many generations had been an authoritarian education that had pre-
vented its citizens from internalizing the liberal and democratic values
of freedom, justice, tolerance, pluralism and reciprocal human respect.
From ʿAqqad’s unforgiving perspective, the entire German nation bore
the guilt of having caused the war and, consequently, their own defeat.77

However, the Führer stood beyond the collective guilt and shame. He
was ultimately responsible for the colossal tragedy of so many human
beings and nations and the total destruction of his own people. In an
article published in May of 1945, ʿAqqad again emphasized that an
individual, specifically Adolf Hitler, was the overall architect of German
failure and defeat. Hitler bore the primary responsibility for the evils that
Nazism inflicted upon Germany and for the titanic war that almost

76 al-ʿAqqad, “Hitlar wa-Juha.” In al-ʿAqqad (1970: 214–19). The essay was originally
published in Akhir Saʿa, July 30, 1944.

77 al-ʿAqqad, “Inhazamat Almaniya.” In al-ʿAqqad (1970: 237–42). The essay was
originally published in Akhir Saʿa, May 13, 1945.
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translated into an apocalyptic catastrophe for all of mankind. Gloating
over the defeat of Nazism, ʿAqqad offered to help Hitler rewrite the
ending of his “opus” Mein Kampf (Kifahi). Sarcastically, ʿAqqad sug-
gested adding a final chapter to the monstrous text and titling it “My
Foolishness” (Ghabawati), “My Failure” (Khaybati), “My Defeat”
(Hazimati), or better yet, “My Death” (Wafati). All of these, ʿAqqad
wrote mockingly, would be more appropriate titles for the “famous”
book, “My Struggle.” He went further and suggested that the rewritten
version would expound on the “fantastic” career of “the infallible
Führer” (al-fuhrar al-maʿsum): a man who had, fifteen years earlier,
confidently and arrogantly predicted “that the hour of the everlasting
victory of the eternal Third Reich was at hand.” Instead, he had brought
“eternal ruin” upon Germany as well as its allies, Italy and Japan. The
new chapter would thus relate how “My Struggle” had paved the way to
“My Loss and Defeat” (Hazimati), to the “total shattering of my arma-
ment” (fa-inkasara silahi kulluhu) . . . and thus my struggle was finished.”
ʿAqqad put final words in the mouth of the dying Führer: “One [like me]
who spent all his life being a liar, treacherous and false . . . deserves only
death.” Indeed, Mein Kampf led merely to “my war and my ultimate
defeat . . . and my death,” while “you [my opponents, the Allies and
democracy] enjoy peace and decisive victory,” and, of course, life.78

Conclusion

This chapter has focused the analytical attention on the interpretative
strategies that one leading Egyptian champion of liberalism employed in
his book on liberalism’s greatest individual menace, Adolf Hitler. ʿAbbas
Mahmud al-ʿAqqad’s decision to explain the Nazi phenomenon through
the interplay between the psychology of its charismatic leader and the
German sociopolitical environment that facilitated it is in itself an expres-
sion of the wider liberal sensibilities in Egypt during World War II. The
book’s objective treatment of Hitler was no retreat to neutralism, while
its indictment of his character and German responsibility was no simple
wartime propaganda. Rather, it gestured toward the necessity to defend
the liberal age.

ʿAqqad was not alone in his struggle against Hitler and Nazism. He
acted within the context of a much broader liberal, democratic, pro-
nouncedly anti-Fascist and anti-Nazi discourse promoted by Egyptian

78 al-ʿAqqad, “al-Fasl al-Akhir MINKITABKifahi.” In al-ʿAqqad (1970: 243–48). See the
original essay, ʿAbbas Mahmud al-ʿAqqad, “al-Fasl AL-AKHIR MIN KITAB
KIFAHI.” AL-ITHNAYN WA-L-DUNYA (May 14, 1945): 3–5.
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intellectuals and journalists. This multivocal public discourse was insti-
tutionalized in Egypt’s public sphere during the 1930s, reaching its
culmination during the early years of the World War II.79 Ahmad Hasan
al-Zayyat and al-Risala, Ahmad Amin and al-Thaqafa, Salama Musa and
al-Majalla al-Jadida, Taha Husayn, Muhammad ʿAbdallahʿInan, Tawfiq
al-Hakim, Muhammad Zaki ʿAbd al-Qadir, Ibrahim al-Misri, ʿAli
Adham, Huda Shaʿrawi, are just a few of the dozens of public intellec-
tuals who led an aggressively anti-Fascist campaign. They participated in
the articulation of such a discourse and its transformation into a hege-
monic position in the print media landscape. For these intellectuals, “the
liberal age” was threatened but did not end in 1939. Its major test came
in light of the outbreak of the war, a zero-sum game “between democracy
and fascism.” However, within this community of anti-Nazi discourse,
ʿAqqad held a distinct position of leadership. Three characteristics were
unique to him: first, constituency – from the late 1920s, through the
1930s and throughout the war years, ʿAqqad, in hundreds of articles,
rejected and attacked Nazism and Hitler, their racism, dictatorship, and
particularly imperialism. Second, he represented a tangible force, as he
was the major anti-Nazi voice of the Saʿadist party, the largest party in the
Egyptian parliament between the years 1938 and 1942. Therefore, his
voice was imbued with concrete political power. Third, as an antideter-
minist liberal, he understood clearly that the horrifying tragedy of this
war was not impersonal – it could not hide behind deterministic histor-
ical circumstances or causes; there was a person responsible for such a
disastrous war – embodied in the demonic character, thought, and action
of Adolf Hitler. For ʿAqqad, Hitler was the arch-architect of the war, and
should be held accountable for its unprecedented destruction and carn-
age. Therefore, ʿAqqad found it necessary to study Hitler’s personality,
ideology and modes of behavior to demonstrate the colossal threat that
he posed to Egypt, the Arab world and humanity as a whole. At least in
Egypt, ʿAqqad’s anti-Hitlerian position found large captive audiences not
only among the articulate elite but also among the nonelite middle class
groups as well as the broader sectors of literate society.

79 For more details, see Gershoni and Jankowski (2010); and Gershoni (2012).
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12 Indian and Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age

C.A. Bayly

Albert Hourani’s Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age was published just
over fifty years ago. Like Roger Owen, I knew Hourani at St Antony’s
College, Oxford, in the late 1960s, and my admiration for his work has
led me to try to contrast and compare some aspects of Arab political
thought in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries with my own
findings on Indian liberal thought over the same period.1 The aim is to
make some preliminary comparative observations in the spirit of what has
come to be called global intellectual history. This style of work has
attempted to adopt and adapt some of the methodologies of European
intellectual historians. At the same time, it seeks to provide a broader
context for the corpus of existing monographic studies of the history of
ideas in extra-European societies, a notable early example of which is
Hourani’s Arabic Thought.2

Yet this project immediately runs into conceptual problems. In par-
ticular, there is the danger of assuming the powerful influence of ideas,
especially ideas passing from Europe to the rest of the world, when in fact
what we are observing is a mere recitation, or even rejection, as when
Gandhi in his first major work, Hind Swaraj, referred to ‘the Mills and
the Spencers’, only to dismiss them. Ideas common in European political
thought, themselves already contested and ill-defined, were often recon-
stituted, pulverised, ‘cannibalised’ (Dipesh Chakrabarty’s word) or
rejected in light of the ‘life-worlds’ and recessive ideologies of the cul-
tures which received them. Our concern with ‘globalisation’, movement,
connection and comparison is sometimes in danger of obscuring the fact
that some ideas and what I call ‘meaningful practices’ were incommen-
surable, immovable and not connected.3 As has been observed, not least

I thank Jens Hanssen, in particular, and also Andrew Arsan for their help in writing this
paper; an earlier comparative study can be found in Rizk Khoury and Kennedy (2007).
1 See Bayly (2011).
2 Some recent studies in the spirit of global intellectual history are Armitage (2008); Sartori
(2008); Devji (2009); Kapila (2011); and Sluga (2013).

325

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.017
https://www.cambridge.org/core


by Hourani himself, he was perhaps too keen in Arabic Thought to find
echoes of European ideology in the thinkers he discussed and wrote less
about those who distanced themselves from the classical Western trad-
ition through the invocation of Islamic ideas.4 These problems of scale,
comparison and connection are, of course even greater, when two non-
European but colonised cultures are concerned.

A second conceptual problem arises from the relationship between
social, political and cultural history, on the one hand, and intellectual
history and the history of political thought, on the other. In the past,
intellectual history sometimes seemed to be a remote and superior form
of study, unconnected with people’s everyday conditions. Difficult as this
is to sustain in European history, it makes even less sense in contexts
ravaged by racism, poverty and colonial wars, such as India or what later
became known as ‘the Arab world’. Yet ideas do have power and
attempts to relate their analysis to social or economic history should
not result in either one of these historiographical approaches being
reduced to the other. We need to consider the ‘space’, as it were, between
‘ideas’ and ‘society’ even when they deeply penetrated each other.5

Finally, in this particular case the range of Indian and Arab political
thought in ‘the liberal age’ is so vast as to make comparisons and
contrasts selective, to say the least. What Hourani called Arabic thought
is really a relatively modern concept. Most of the writers he and his
successors have discussed operated within a broader context of Ottoman
ideologies of government and reform which were powerfully influenced
by state centralisation in the nineteenth century. At the same time,
particularist traditions of Syrian Christian and Coptic Christian political
thought existed throughout the period, bringing into play both Biblical
exegesis and ideas of progress more directly derived from European
sources. I am referring to figures such as Shibli Shummayil and Farah
Antun, for instance.6 These interacted in complex ways with the political
ideas of Egyptian Muslim writers, which are the main object of compari-
son in this chapter. Muslim ‘Arabic thought’ itself was, of course, varie-
gated, reflecting doctrinal differences between the various schools of law
and different political projects. To what extent, indeed, could the leftist
writers of the 1940s and 1950s who flit through Hourani’s pages be
considered either ‘Arabic’, beyond the language they wrote in, or
‘Muslim’ in any very strict sense?

In the case of India, it is equally difficult to assess the vast range of
Hindu, Sikh and Indian Muslim political ideas over more than a century.

3 As recently argued by Kapila (2013). 4 Hourani (1983: viii–ix).
5 Hamzah (2013). 6 I thank Andrew Arsan for this point.
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The concept of ‘Hinduism’ as a public religion was itself a late develop-
ment, reflecting the appearance of what I call Hindu counter-preachers,
such as Swami Vivekananda, on a Western stage, rather than any
developing doctrinal uniformity in India. I will, however, argue that
Indian Muslims, themselves internally divided in very complex ways,
were probably more deeply influenced by ‘Hindu’ thought, Western
secularism and English common law than their coevals in the Middle
East. Yet purist movements such as the Tabligh-e Jamaat emerged in late
colonial India to parallel, in a softer way, the Muslim Brotherhood. In
both regions, these movements have become publicly more active in
recent times.

Yet comparison on the scale of this chapter may still yield interesting
insights. Reading Hourani’s introduction to the 1983 edition of Arabic
Thought, it becomes clear that some common assumptions have influ-
enced the writing of Middle Eastern and Indian historiography over the
last generation, and that some of these issues remain of concern today.
Hourani noted, for instance, that his book was written in the immediate
aftermath of the first flush of independence in the Arab world and that he
reflected a tendency to see the concepts of liberalism and nationalism as
virtually interchangeable. This was long the case in Indian historical
writing as well. In reality, liberal ideas of human flourishing were both
broader and, at the same time, more limited than ‘nationalism’ in their
concern with humanity, but also with the person and her rights. So the
two concepts should not be completely amalgamated.

Hourani’s detractors and his pupils were struggling with a very instru-
mentalist understanding of political ideas in the 1960s and 1970s. Elie
Kedourie, in particular, seemed to believe that for Hourani’s protagon-
ists, such as al-Afghani or ʿAbduh, ideology was merely a mask for
material gain or mere self-interest.7 This idea was mirrored in the ‘old
Cambridge school’ of Indian history-writing of Anil Seal8 and his pupils,
with which I was once loosely associated at the same period. Even that
fine intellectual historian of India, Eric Stokes, later despaired of his work
on English Utilitarianism and India, dismissing it as a record of ‘one clerk
talking to another’.9 This sort of instrumentalism was later denounced by
Tapan Raychaudhuri, who studied the nineteenth-century Bengal renais-
sance, as ‘animal politics’.10 At more or less the same time, Hourani
politely refuted Kedourie’s criticism of his work, as Roger Owen notes in
Chapter 1 of this volume.11 Even now we sometimes hear that the study
of ‘social processes’ is more important than the history of ideas. Though

7 Kedourie (1960). 8 Seal (1968). 9 Remark to the author c. 1973.
10 Raychaudhuri (1979). 11 Hourani (1983: vii–viii).
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political cynicism and historical materialism of various forms are differ-
ent animals, their proponents often ride both. Yet ideas were ‘speech
acts’ in society, while ‘meaningful practices’, as I call them – Gandhi’s
salt march or the Mahdi’s vow to pray in Cairo and Istanbul, for
instance – also reflected the acting out of ideology. It is time this crude
Manichaeism between ‘ideas’ and ‘social processes’ was abandoned.

In what follows, I want to discuss some key analogies and divergences
between Indian and Arabic thought in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth century. I am attempting to highlight issues which need investi-
gation rather than come up with firm conclusions: my lack of language
competence in the Arab case would make that impossible. But I will
discuss the following issues: first, the emergence of longue durée histori-
cism in both these societies along with a discourse of originary democ-
racy, or at least consultation by political authority; second, the points at
which classical liberal thought was interdicted by what I call ‘the
principle of eternity’ in both the Indian and Arab cases; third, a related
issue: the contest and conflation between shariʿa and law; and finally,
I will discuss the ideological origins of Indian democracy and compare it
with the persistence, until very recently, of authoritative government over
much of the Arab world. Again, the central comparison here is between
Arab thought, especially the modern Egyptian Muslim variety, and
Indian liberal thought, especially its modern ‘Hindu’ variety. I am aware,
however, that Hourani’s Arabic Thought was set in the context of much
wider Ottoman debates about history and modernity in which Assyrian
Christian, Coptic Christian and Jewish voices were represented. Some of
their arguments were closer to those of liberal Indians than those of the
Arabic-speaking Muslim thinkers. It is difficult to deny, however, that in
the long view the dominant positions were enunciated by Muslim ideo-
logues such as Jamal al-Din al-Afghani (d. 1897), Rashid Rida (d. 1935)
and later Hasan al-Banna (d. 1949).

The Historicist Trajectory

A common feature of much nineteenth-century Indian and Arab
thought, as also contemporary European thought, was what has been
called ‘evolutionary historicism’ by G.G. Iggers and others: that is a
moralised, relatively static and evolutionary sense of the past, in which
civilisations are held to progress through time according to inherited and
immanent social characteristics.12 In these Asian and Middle East

12 See Iggers (1995). For Hourani’s version of historicism, see Hanssen’s chapter.
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societies, however, it was widely thought to be necessary to return to
a pure age of Prophecy or Dharma to press forward to a better future.

This historicism was both historically very deep and also redolent of a
sense of place. So, for instance, European nationalists traced their great-
ness back to the Saxon kings or the Germanic enemies of the Romans,
while European liberals saw the seeds of representative government
inherent in the Athens of Kleisthenes or the Roman Republic. By con-
trast, an Indian writer of the 1820s, Ram Raz, dismissed the idea that
Hindu architecture was derived either from Greek or from Egyptian
originals and insisted that it was an autochthonous development on
Indian soil and that any similarities reflected the fact that ‘human needs’
were much the same everywhere.13 Other Hindu authors consistently
traced the origin of Indian social and political forms back to the days of
the ancient Hindu kings, or in some cases even the Buddhist ruler,
Ashoka.

There is a direct parallel with contemporary Egyptian thought as it has
been explored by Hourani and later Abdallah Laroui.14 An intellectual
such as Rifaʿa al-Tahtawi, who was characterised by Hourani as one of
the first generation of the Arab liberals, wrote of Egypt’s glorious past
under the Pharaoh Sesostris, when great canals were built to make the
land fruitful.15 By implication, Mehmed ʿAli’s projects of modernisation
were contemporary examples of such benign statecraft. The most striking
example of the search for distant origins was, of course, the first perform-
ance of Verdi’s ‘Aida’ in Cairo’s Opera House on the occasion of the
opening of the Suez Canal. Omnia El Shakry has demonstrated how this
historicist sensibility was transformed by later nationalist thinkers into
specifically Egyptian disciplines of ethnography, anthropology, geog-
raphy and sociology, particularly after 1910.16

By the late nineteenth century, the reception of Darwin had reconsti-
tuted evolutionary historicism in a more scientific form. Most Indian
liberal thinkers were relaxed about Darwinism – even social Darwinism.
They managed to reinject it with spirit more easily than many Christian
apologists who struggled with the creation story and the divinity of Jesus.
Vedantism, Arya Samajist rationalism and the Hindu version of Theoso-
phy found it relatively unproblematic to turn a blind eye to the radicalism
of the concept of natural selection. One ‘Hindu theosophist’ maintained
that the sacred teachings of the Hindus were ‘entirely in accordance with

13 Ram Raz, ‘On the Intellectual Character of the Hindus,’ Asiatic Journal 25 (1828), 714;
see also the introduction to his On the architecture of the Hindus (London: Royal Asiatic
Society, 1834).

14 Laroui (1976). 15 Hourani (1983: 74); Newman (2004). 16 El Shakry (2007).
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the idea of social evolution’. The Vedas and Puranas were not simply
divine stories but records of historical change. In India, as another writer
put it, ‘the discoveries of modern science had never to run the gauntlet of
pious prejudice. . . Religion is not a matter of mere dogma with the
Hindu. . . even in matters of religion, we court criticism and challenge
controversy. We love discussion and encourage speculation’.17

In the Arab world, too, Darwinism had a relatively soft landing at least
until the mid twentieth century. Jamal al-din al-Afghani was not won
over. But Marwa Elshakry has shown how thinkers such as Husayn al-Jisr
(d. 1909), a Syrian Sufi, was able to intertwine scientific ideas with
theological sources and Quranic exegesis to normalise a version of
Darwinism which still allowed for an original creation by God.18 Even
al-Jisr’s pupil, Rashid Rida, who was harder-edged on questions concern-
ing Islam and polity, used this hermeneutic to equivocate on the matter of
evolution. It is only quite recently that proponents of Darwinism in the
Arab world have been subject to the scrutiny of religious courts and
accused of blasphemy.

This style of thinking, some of which vaulted back before the time of
the Prophet Muhammad and Arabism to Pharaonic Egypt, was not
unknown amongst Indian Muslim thinkers.19 Some eighteenth-century
Indian Muslim scholars even suggested that the Hindu deities, Rama and
Krishna, were precursors of the Prophets, a move which antagonised the
more purist ʿulamaʾ of the school of their contemporary Shah Wali-
Allah.20 While the influence of British and French Orientalism and
archaeology is evident in both regions, we should not suggest that this
search for an evolving historicist past was mere ‘mimicry’ of the West.
The court intellectuals of the sixteenth-century Mughal Emperor Akbar
had sought imperial legitimacy in the Hindu monarchs of the past and
their scriptures. Egyptian writers well before the Napoleonic invasion
had also alluded to the Pharaonic past with pride, while their Ottoman
overlords had claimed descent from Roman and Byzantine dynasts, and
Lebanese Christian writers traced their descent to the Phoenicians.21

This invocation of deep patriotism took a particular form in early
liberal political thought in both regions.22 One of the key themes of my
Recovering Liberties is the discourse of original Indian democracy which
liberals claimed to see in the history of the local representative body the

17 A refutation of Theodore Morison, ‘Secular Education in India’, Bengalee, 29
January 1907.

18 M. Elshakry, (2011 and 2013).
19 For the emergence of Pharaonicism in the Egyptian national imagination, see Gershoni

and Jankowski (1986), and Colla (2008).
20 Rizvi (1980). 21 Coller (2010); Hakim (2013). 22 Philipp (1984); Zachs (2005).
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panchayat or sabha. Indian writers such as Rammohan Roy and Ram Raz
claimed that this constitutional form had existed from ancient times, and
although corrupted by Muslim despotism and debased by the East India
Company, it had persisted through to the present. This supported their
claim that Indians were never ruled merely by despots, as Orientalists
and East India Company officials asserted. Consequently, Indian
demands for representation on civic bodies, or in colonial grand juries,
for instance, were legitimated by history. Rammohan Roy himself
developed a more elaborate idea, that there had once existed an ‘ancient
Indian constitution’ which had balanced the various elements in the
state: Brahmins, warriors, merchants and toilers.23 This constitution
had been destroyed by civil war, Muslim and British despotism, but
was ripe for reinvention under the British, who were providential, but
only temporary rulers of India.

The notion of ‘constitution’ had become a global intellectual trope in
the early nineteenth century, of course.24 It represented a compromise
between the idea of ‘the people’, which burst into the realm of politics
1789 and again in 1848 and the need for order, property and the
legitimacy of rulers. To cite again a musical representation of this con-
cept, Richard Wagner’s early opera, Rienzi (1840), set in medieval, but
republican, Rome, sees the protagonist, Rienzi, begged by the citizens to
take power on their behalf through a kind of Lockean constitution.

Constitutionalism in India and the Arab lands was once again legitim-
ated intellectually with reference to indigenous forms. Rammohan looted
the Vedic texts and invented a neologism for ‘constitution’ from Sanskrit
terms to express it. In the Middle East, liberals wishing to impose limits
on the powers of sultans and khedives sometimes alluded to the concept
of the shura, the original assemblage of God’s people in early Islam.
While shura implied only a limited representative character, some writers
used it to critique the more absolutist programmes of the Tanzimat
statesmen.25 Drawing on Hourani, Thomas Philipp notes in this volume
that in Tunisia a kind of constitutional discourse was established during
the 1860s. It was built on an idea of limited representation, protection of
subjects against oppression and a degree of equality between Muslims
and non-Muslims.26 The exiled Ottoman prince, Mustafa Fazil, peti-
tioned the Ottoman Sultan for a constitution in 1866. He argued that this
was perfectly compatible with the tradition of Ottoman government as

23 Roy (1822: 2, note). 24 See Philipp’s Chapter 5.
25 For late Ottoman trans-valuation from consultation (shura) to constitutionalism, see

Mardin (1962).
26 Hourani (1983: 64–5).
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well as a badge of modernity amongst European states.27 Copies reached
Istanbul and it was later reprinted in Cairo in 1897. During the British
occupation of Egypt, the leading reformist salafi, Muhammad ʿAbduh
(d. 1905), devised a representative constitution.

We see here both Indian and Arab ‘liberals’ staging a kind of epistemic
insurgency against the nostrums of liberal imperialism as explored in
various contexts by Uday Mehta, Jennifer Pitts and Susan Buck Morss.28

This mode of thought, in another of Dipesh Chakrabarty’s redolent
phrases, relegated non-European peoples to the ‘waiting room of history’
until they had been schooled in the arts of civil society and representa-
tion. In the thought of Henry Maine, reiterated by governors across the
British Empire and by Lord Cromer in Egypt, local panchayats or village
assemblies were primitive organisations, representing merely the lowest
rung of despotism.29 By contrast, the early generations of Arab and
Indian public figures lauded them as sophisticated institutions which
had been undermined by foreign invasion, most recently European
domination, and could rapidly be reconstructed as agents of popular
empowerment.

Monarchy and Its Avatars

Reading Hourani and later writers onMuslim political thought, however,
I wonder if there was not some quite early divergence here – at least in
theory – between the power and legitimacy of the sultan, khedive or even
a modernising military ruler in the Arabic/Islamic case and the Indian
case. Hourani himself seems to argue that it was ultimately the ruler who
had been endowed with authority by God and his Prophet. Representa-
tives of the people, the literati, and the ʿulamaʾ could give advice, but this
advice was never binding. Malcolm Kerr, one of Hourani’s pupils, noted
that even the liberal Abduh spoke of shariʿa ‘as prescribing social laws
both in general and in detail’.30 By contrast, in India even the ‘Muslim’

akhlaq or ethical literature seems to suggest that the pious and learned
had a more elevated role in establishing right living and right govern-
ment. Equally, Aziz al-Azmeh has written in his work Muslim Kingship of
the attachment of liberal intellectuals in the Arab world to the ideal of the
Ottoman Sultanate or its subordinate quasi-royal offices such as the
khedivate.31 This persisted even after Atatürk’s abolition of the office.

27 Lettre addressee au feu Sultan Abdul Aziz par le feu Prince Mustapha Kamil Pasha, 1866
(Cairo: A. Costagliola, 1897). I thank Dr Andrew Arsan for this reference.

28 Mehta (1999); Pitts (2005); and Buck-Morss (2009). 29 Mantena (2010).
30 Kerr (1966: 148). 31 al-Azmeh (2001).
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Kingship did, after all, survive in Egypt until 1952 and in Iraq and Jordan
until a few years later, and still predominates in the Gulf.

In Hindu and Hindu-derived thought, the ruler was, perhaps, less
central than in the Middle East, not only because he was the leader of
the biradari a brotherhood of his near-equals, but also because there
was no one single scripture or tradition to confer on him this ultimate
authority. Of course, over much of the Middle East, monarchies per-
sisted where the British managed to co-opt tribal heads. But several of
these retained their legitimacy long after the colonial period. In India the
Congress swept away the Rajas and Nawabs with little difficulty after
1947. For in Hindu India much spiritual power was vested in the
Brahmin, who was an actual embodiment of godliness and not simply
an interpreter of the law or shariʿa as was the ʿulamaʾ. It is striking, too,
how early antimonarchism, indeed a kind of republicanism, emerged in
India compared with the Middle East. Nor can this be put down entirely
to the co-option by the British of the Indian princes and the consequent
contempt for them amongst the nationalists; for something comparable
happened in Egypt.

Republicanism was not simply the result of the politics of the end of
empire in the two regions, but reflected a much earlier Indian ambiva-
lence about monarchy and its morally curtailed status. True, an Indian
Muslim thinker such as Ameer Ali (ironically himself of Shiʿite lineage)
was one of the foremost defenders of the Khilafat-Sultanate in the early
1920s. But Indian commitment to royalty was weaker on ideological as
well as political grounds. The young Gandhi praised the princely states of
India for instituting local representative bodies, unlike the situation in
British India. A ruler such as Sayaji Rao II of Baroda privately supported
the nationalist and Brahmin radical, Bal Gangadhar Tilak.32 Yet the
liberal and nationalist elite widely regarded the princes unfavourably.
When republicanism triumphed in India, it was largely high-caste civil
society leaders who took over, not the militaristic one-party state neo-
monarchs of the Arab world.

Shariʿa and the Principle of Harm

It is here, considering the relationship between religious power and
political authority, that we might invoke Mill’s principle of ‘harm’ which
I mention in the introduction of Recovering Liberties. I use this classical
argument as a template against which to measure Indian liberal thought.

32 See the forthcoming Cambridge PhD dissertation of Ms Teresa Segura-Garcia.

Indian and Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age 333

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.017
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Social intervention in others’ actions, Mill believed, is appropriate when
they do actual harm, as in the case of physical violence or theft, for
instance. But intervention could not be on the grounds that we do not
like what others do. We cannot ban alcohol, for instance, because drunk-
enness on the part of others is an invasion of what Mill called my ‘social
rights’. He rejected this utterly: ‘[s]o monstrous a principle is far more
dangerous than any single interference with liberty: there is no violation
of liberty which it would not justify’.33 This can be compared with what
I call ‘the principle of eternity’ which we find in Islam, Hinduism and
Buddhism, but also in Christian Europe. So, for instance, orthodox
Hindus felt that the slaughter of cattle caused actual harm because it
violated the right of spirit to pass from one rebirth to another, the cow
being high on the ladder of karmic spiritual evolution. Similarly, singing
bawdy songs outside mosques or abusing the Prophet did actual harm to
the divine order of life.

Of course, modern philosophers have often debated the meaning of
‘harm’ and have critiquedMill’s position in various ways. But it is certainly
the case that both Hindus and Muslims judged the concept of social rights
against moral and transcendental principles and also posited different
orders of time in which ‘harm’ could be said to have been done. In India,
this has often led to practices being banned because they caused ‘offence’ to
one community or another. The Indian National Congress acknowledged
this in 1885 by agreeing that no issue would be debated if it caused offence
to more than two-thirds of any one religious ‘community’. Quite recently
the appearance of Salman Rushdie at the Jaipur literary festival was banned
on the grounds that it caused offence to the Muslim community.

Across the Muslim world, in India, Afghanistan and the Middle East
this held true in the liberal age and still holds true today. One only need
think of the consequences of the burning of the Quran at the US airbase
in Bagram. However, any speech act or meaningful practice which
caused offence to the words, message and person of the Prophet brought
about perhaps the most extreme examples of the elimination of Mill’s
principle of harm by the principle of eternity. Within the Islamic com-
munity any group denying that the Prophet Muhammad represented the
‘Finality of Prophecy’, or being thought to deny it, has been the particu-
lar target of condemnation and exclusion. In British India, India and
Pakistan, the Ahmadiyas, who are deemed to have postulated the coming
of prophets after Muhammad,34 are a case in point, while in the Middle

33 Collini (2005: xv, 80).
34 Tahir Kamran, Contextualising Sectarian Militancy in Pakistan. A Case Study of Jhang,

unpublished manuscript is in author’s possession, 2013.
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East groups such as the Ismaʿilis, Druze and Alawites have sometimes
been suspected of this ‘invasion’ of religious truth. Insulting the gods has
often attracted violence and repression in India. But since there is no one
God or Last Prophet this never became normative. When an Indo-British
writer appeared to insult the god Ram in the 1960s and the Government
of India banned the book, K. M. Panikkar, a leading intellectual, was
outraged.35 He pointed out that there was a great and ‘liberal’ tradition
of parodying and abusing deities in the form of avatars, particularly in
south India. Panikkar was presciently concerned with the danger of
mass opinion becoming coercive and, in particular, ‘revivalism’ and the
activities of what he called ‘preachers of backwardness’. As a matter
of interest, Panikkar and Hourani both participated in a Congress of
Cultural Freedom conference on new democracies in Rhodes in
1958.36 It seems that a kind of scholarly ‘liberal international’ continued
to exist in the 1960s bringing together Panikkar, Stokes, Hourani, and
Isaiah Berlin.37

Yet the reaction of Panikkar reflects one important distinction which
can be made between Indian liberals of the colonial era and those of the
Arab and Ottoman world in respect of the ‘principle of harm’. It con-
cerns the status of inherited legal precepts in the two contexts. Most of
the major Muslim Arab thinkers discussed by Hourani and his successors
were constrained to one degree or another by the interpretation of
Shariʿa and scripture when they discussed progress, community, family
or gender at an abstract level. Some felt that shariʿa could be adjusted at
the margins to bring it into accordance with modernity; others followed
the Ottoman reform principles of the Tanzimat era in trying to expand
the scope of secular law (kanun), codified in the Majalla between 1870
and 1877.

Recent work has underscored the utilitarian, though hardly instrumen-
talist, way in which thinkers such as ʿAbduh and Rida used scripture.38

Many liberals, again, wished to open the doors of ijtihad, or subjective
interpretation, in both Arabic and Indian Islam. In India, jurists such as
Badruddin Tyabjee used the concept of ijtihad as a way of adjusting
Islamic concepts to English common law.39 In the Middle East, shariʿa
emerged as a powerful and only marginally flexible constraint within which
all liberal thought needed to exist. This was true both for conservative

35 Panikkar (1956: 6–7). 36 Shils and de Jouvenel (1959).
37 Despite CIA’s interest in their services, some of them remained at arm’s length. See

Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).
38 Skovgaard-Petersen (1997);Dallal (2000);Asad (2003);Haj (2009);W.Hallaq (2009).
39 Tyabji (1913).
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thinkers, influenced by those Sufis who were suspicious of Western influ-
ence and for those orthodox ‘revivalists’ in the salafiyya tradition.

I am not denying here that pragmatic forms of secular law had come
into being across the Arab and Ottoman worlds in the nineteenth century
and that ‘Islamic law’ had acquired a different level of sensibility. As
Talal Asad has reminded us, liberal thinkers in Egypt embraced Islamic
legalism to challenge the system of juridical exceptions for Christian
minorities and European residents that expanded through the National
– and the Mixed Courts in the second half of the nineteenth century.
Their shariʿa-centric discourse tied Ibn Taymiyya’s orthodoxy to the
modern state. This innovative move surprises not only because more
often than not in Islamic history, the ʿulamaʾ had derived juridical
authority separate from the state but also because this state was a colonial
state run by an occupying force. Islamic reformers like ʿAbduh resolved
this tension by instituting religious parameters for the ethical autonomy
of the individual, inculcating family values through Islamic education
and leaving the quotidian questions of political power to politicians. This
‘new kind of subjectivity’ seems to have outlived Nasserism and persisted
despite vociferous and sometimes violent challenges from pan-Islamists
and Salafists since Rashid Rida’s interventions.40

Conversely, orthodox Hindus often had recourse to both the Vedas
and Puranas as sources of ultimate and unchangeable truth. Rather, the
claim is that ‘shariʿa-mindedness’, to use Marshall G.S. Hodgson’s
phrase, remained omnipresent, particularly at the more abstract philo-
sophical level. Arab thinkers of the twentieth century, even the most
radical neo-Marxist ones, struggled to contain it within their theories of
social and political development. This was in significant contrast to the
case in India, even Muslim India, where shariʿa-mindedness was less of
an issue. Mehmed Ali Jinnah rather than Muhummad Iqbal was the
representative thinker. Jinnah demanded a state for Muslims, not a
shariʿa state, still less an Islamic state.41 For Hindus and Sikhs, there
was no real analogy to shariʿa. The Vedas and Puranas could be mined to
legitimate a multitude of different and contradictory positions, the exist-
ence of one God, or many or even none. And in addition to the amorph-
ousness of Hindu law and scripture, the impact of Mughal jurisdiction
and colonial law in the Subcontinent provides an important clue to the
difference.

The Mughals never attempted to impose Islamic law on their empire.
The dynasty’s marriage with Hindu princesses and the traffic in ideas

40 Asad (2003: 210–27). 41 Devji (2013).
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between different religious groups, especially under the Emperor Akbar,
gave a rise to a style of flexibility, if not strictly toleration. Colonial law
played an even greater part. Law in India, unlike the case of Anglo-
American common law, has rarely been considered as an aspect of
intellectual history or political thought, often seeming to be a separate
order of being marching through history as a teleological sequence of
precedent. Indian writers of the colonial period themselves denounced
the slavish dependence on precedent and British judgements. Later
Indian legal theorists talked of ‘black letter law’ as a limit on judicial
and political activism and a constraint on novel political thought.42

Nevertheless, a significant difference between India and the Middle East
was the existence of Anglo-Indian law, civil and criminal in colonial
India. True, the British hived off family and customary law into some-
thing that was called ‘Anglo-Muhammadan’ or ‘Anglo-Hindu’ law, and
as Ritu Birla has recently shown, the commercial law of the Indian
mercantile communities provided another category which was seen as
separate from the supposedly rational law of the Anglosphere.43 All the
same, in India, Islamic law was effectively tamed and relegated to the
margins of thought and society through much of the long colonial period
and it never impacted on the Hindu population to any great extent.
Muslim thinkers in the style of the Deoband School certainly used shariʿa
to discipline what they regarded as aberrant Sufi practices and aspects of
customary law, some to good purpose such as promoting widow remar-
riage. But they had little ‘public’ role when Anglo-Indian law was dom-
inant and even Muslim intellectuals such as Shibli invoked Rama and
Krishna in their speeches, writings and poetry.44

The renowned Muslim thinker, Muhammad Iqbal, is often seen as the
founder of Pakistan. But for much of his career his real intention was
merely to bring into being a territory where Shariʿa would be binding on
Muslims, not to create a separate state. A classic Indian Muslim liberal of
the earlier period such as Sir Sayyid Ahmed Khan (mentioned in the
preface to Hourani’s 1983 edition) had a space for Muhammad’s Finality
of Prophecy deep in the core of his work. But elsewhere he accepted
Western education, Anglo-Indian law, the providential, if temporary,
role of British colonial rule and the rationalistic, secularised ‘progress
of history’, as Javed Majeed argues.45 In the 1983 edition of Arabic
Thought, Hourani abandoned his view that al-Afghani was a more

42 Galanter (1989); Derrett (1968). 43 Birla (2009).
44 I refer here to the Cambridge PhD dissertation of Dr Moin Nizami and his

forthcoming book.
45 Majeed (1998: 10–38).
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‘Islamist’ moderniser than Sayyid Ahmed.46 But, in my view, his original
argument still holds, in most respects. shariʿa, for many Indian Muslim
liberals, was the code of the Arabs of old, a glorious antique. It is
interesting that a radical Hindu nationalist, Bepin Chandra Pal, who
was otherwise favourable to the way in which Muslims had broadened
the ‘outer-morals and social equalities of India’, spoke still of Islam’s
‘dominating legalism’ in 1909.47

This was a significant difference from the Arab lands, where even
rationalist liberals, keen to open the doors of ijtihad or interpretation,
continued to emphasise the centrality of shariʿa law. Muhammad
ʿAbduh, in particular, argued that ideas and practice might change,
but only in the light of ‘the original and pure sources of the faith’.
Islam, according to thinkers like him, should act as a restraining force
on modernity. Kerr elaborated that ‘ʿAbduh’s break with the traditions
of the millennial view of history and his espousal of evolution were
equivocal and incomplete’. He constantly reintroduced a legislative
view of prophecy.48 Later, Arab legalists were even less accommodat-
ing, some even arguing that ʿAbduh had opened the door to ‘secular-
ism’. Sayyid Qutb and Hasan al-Banna were cases in point, and if their
message was suppressed during the rule of the military in Egypt and
Syria, it is on the point of reasserting itself. Writing in the 1960s, Kerr
seemed to be dismissing this more rigorous tendency, pointing to the
suppression of the Muslim Brotherhood and what he termed the col-
lapse of the Islamic constitution of Pakistan.49 It is a tragic irony that
Kerr was assassinated by a Muslim, albeit Shiʿa, jihadist in 1984 when
he was President of the American University in Beirut. It was a time
when Wahhabism, itself in part tutored by the doctrines of Rashid Rida,
began to gather renewed strength and the Brotherhood was beginning
to reemerge surreptitiously after the assassination of President Sadat
in 1981.

This brings up the issue of salafiyya and Hindutva: crudely, Hindu and
Muslim ‘fundamentalism’. Despite the use of the same English word in
our literature, these essentialised forms seem to me to be different in
implication. Their precursors during the ‘liberal age’ were similarly
different. Hindu ideologues of the early twentieth century, such as
Savarkar, Golwalkar and Hedgewar were racialist nationalists and, to
all intents, atheists. But they were also pseudodemocrats in that they
espoused a free electorate and the liberation of untouchables, even if they

46 Hourani (1983: ix); he cites Troll (1978).
47 Bipin [sic], Chandra Pal, the Soul of India (1901, rep., Madras, 1923), 69.
48 Kerr (1966: 143). 49 Ibid., 2.
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saw Muslims as no better than apostasised Hindus.50 Neither they, nor
their more recent followers, were hostile to democracy, political parties
and the idea of the sovereign electorate, as was Sayyid Qutb, who feared
that they might derogate from God’s commands.51

There is, of course, a danger in this style of comparison in falling back
on what might be called ‘comparative orientalism’. In the wake of the first
Rushdie controversy, Aziz al-Azmeh denounced the continued essentia-
lisation of Islam by Western scholars and their obsession with its sup-
posed legalism and purism.52 This represented an ‘elimination of
history,’ as dangerous as that promoted by the ultra-salafites, who were
themselves reacting to Western distortions. This is fair enough, but the
tendency of much Arab thought over the last century, and particularly
since the 1930s, would still appear to be more radically revivalist than
anything found in India, even amongst Muslims. And al-Azmeh himself
was clearly aware of these tendencies as he showed in his critique of
‘Islamism’ and Wahhabism.

The relative difference here may well lay, as suggested earlier, in the
lack of a single and coherent scripture similar to the Quran in the Hindu
tradition. Also significant is the idea of karma and the different forms of
spiritual life posited by the Hindu classics. The rigidly spiritual individual
in Hinduism could renounce life and attachment and become a sanyasi
outside society. In Islam, Shariʿa and the Prophet’s word were binding
and directed at, and intimate to, society itself. Ultimately, even though
right-wing Hindu ideologues have tried to imitate Muslim precedents in
finding authoritative and binding texts and forms of life, they could never
really bring this off in view of the inchoate and relativistic nature of
Hinduism and its concept of timelessness. The novelist Bankim Chandra
Chatterjee tried to make the God Krishna a historical figure while the
radical politician Bepin Chandra Pal invoked Krishna as the spirit of
India. Yet, to adapt V.S. Naipaul’s phrase, political Hinduism spoke
of ‘a million avatars now’. There was no decisive and one-and-for-all
intervention of God in history through his Prophet. After all, ‘Hinduism’

itself was a category created historically by Muslims and Westerners, and
its components ranged from the sexualised self-empowerment practices
of tantra to the ‘panatheism’ of the Sankhya tradition.

Critically, then, the person and the role of the Prophet as a source of
fundamental authority had no real equivalent in Hindu India, and even
Indian Muslims imbibed some of this relativism, at least until recently.

50 For a brief discussion see Bayly (2012: 312–15); see also Jaffrelot (1993).
51 Hopwood (1998: 7). For a sober Qutb biography, see Calvert (2010).
52 al-Azmeh (1993).
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This is not to deny the existence of Muslim liberals in the Arab or
Turkish lands. Several contemporary intellectuals have pointed to
thinkers such as Mohammed Talbi and Mohammmed Taha as examples
of socialistic, democratic Muslim theorists.53 Joel Beinin has charted the
development of socialist thought and practice in the industrial and arti-
san cities of Egypt in the twentieth century. John Chalcraft and others
also studied the ideology of Egyptian working-class leadership during the
liberal age.54 Islamic thought could, and did find an accommodation
with what was called Arab Socialism over many decades. Conversely, it
could be argued that high-profile and often expatriate Indian Marxists
had little success because, as one intellectual wrote ‘Lenin may be the
Prophet of our age. . . but the Buddha has not ceased to be wise. The
Communist Manifesto says much that is pertinent and helpful, but can any
theory or message abolish the inevitable dilemmas answered by Arjuna’s
Charioteer?’55

Socialist agnosticism had as difficult a path in India as in the Middle
East. Yet the radical liberal and socialist tradition has apparently been
less pervasive or persistent in the Arab lands than in India. This is as
much the result of Middle Eastern intellectual history as it is of the
differential impact of colonial rule in the two regions. Perhaps the very
community-based nature of Islamic thought, compared with the ‘other-
worldly’ dimension of Hindu or Buddhist thought, meant that socialism
could more easily be assimilated into and subordinated to Islam. To
make this point is neither to elevate Western liberalism or socialism to
the status of a religion, nor to deny Arab Muslims their intellectual
prowess, nor to ignore the variety within their intellectual positions.

Statistical Liberalism

This chapter now turns to another important aspect of Arab and Indian
thought in the liberal age: ideas of economic liberty and development.
One central aspect of Indian political thought at the high point of the
liberal age and through to Nehruvian quasi-socialism was the promin-
ence of what I have called ‘statistical liberalism’. This is an approach to
political economy which dissented from the norms of free-trade imperi-
alism, but did so by using a wealth of economic statistics and some
relatively sophisticated economic theory. I see this as an immediate and
highly informed rejoinder to what Nicholas Dirks calls ‘the ethno-
graphic state’.56 A classic case here was Dadabhai Naoroji, author of

53 See the essays by Mahmoud (1998) and Nettler (1998). 54 Chalcraft (2004).
55 Cooper et al. (1998). 56 Dirks (2001).
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Poverty and Un-British Rule in India and one time Liberal MP for a
London constituency. Naoroji and a colleague from the Western India
Parsi community spent months in the 1860s travelling in Western India
collecting statistics on output, market charges and colonial land-tax.57

He and other Indian political economists put together a detailed cri-
tique of colonial government, arguing centrally that India needed tariff
protection, a doctrine that in the twentieth century came to be called
‘economic regionalism’ and which constituted a rejection of universal
economic principles in favour of an emphasis on the well-being of
particular localities. Where a vast body of underemployed labour
existed, it was better to promote protected industries to absorb it rather
than have nothing at all.

Another ‘statistical liberal’, the Bombay jurist K.T. Telang used simi-
lar arguments. What economic liberty – the mantra of Cobden, Bright
and British devotees of laissez faire – would India enjoy in the face of free
trade, Telang asked? Here he used a powerful metaphor to stress the
contingent nature of liberty, which anticipated Isaiah Berlin’s distinction
between its negative and positive forms:

You may just as well speak of a prisoner, surrounded by a deep and wide moat
which he cannot cross over, as enjoying liberty, because, forsooth he has no
fetters on his person.58

Only when Indians had the liberty to build their own capacities should
they be subject to the ‘liberty’ conferred by ‘the bracing air of Free
Trade’. People in the Arab and Ottoman world faced similar economic
conditions, exemplified in particular by the Anglo-Ottoman free trade
agreement of 1838, which had a particularly negative effect on Egypt
where European competition destroyed many of the local industries
which Mehmed Ali had established over the previous generation. The
Egyptian economic crisis of the 1860s and 1870s saw strenuous oppos-
ition to the Dual Control Treaty of 1865 and the austerity measures
imposed by foreign technocrats (to use a set of phrases which would be
understood by citizens of Greece today). To what extent, however, was
opposition articulated in a theory of political economy like that of the
Bombay liberals? Timothy Mitchell has shown how a governmental
statistical regime, similar to the Indian one, was introduced in Egypt
after the 1850s and extended after the British occupation. In 1909 a
Societe Khediviale d’economie politique de statistique et de legislation was
established comprising Egyptian businessmen and foreign specialists.

57
‘Furdoonjee and Naorojee in Gujarat’, Amrita Bazaar Patrika, 16 February 1873.

58 K. T. Telang, Selected speeches and writings of K. T. Telang, 1 (Bombay c. 1912), 179.
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It produced a journal L’Egypte contemporaine.59 Hourani and his succes-
sors also note that al-Tahtawi, al-Tunisi, Rida, Ahmad Lutfi al-Sayyid
(d. 1963) and other prominent Muslim modernists alluded frequently to
the dangers and opportunities inherent in economic change. Al-Tahtawi
stressed the importance of irrigation and the development of the country.
Lutfi al-Sayyid, writing in the wake of the British occupation of 1882, was
more precise. Egypt had lost its independence because of the foreign
debt which must be redeemed and it also needed to build up its own
industries.

I get the strong impression from the literature, however, that no
compelling or elaborate school of Arab political economy developed in
the region before the traumas of the interwar period.60 Hourani provides
one key to this. He implies that economic well-being was always subor-
dinate in Arab liberal thought to notions of virtue and proper conduct
according to God’s law. Of Tahtawi he remarks, ‘But it is characteristic
of his thought to insist that national wealth is the product of virtue’.61

Virtue could be instilled through education, but education consisted in
the seamless teaching of God’s will through which the good life on this
earth could be attained. Much later, Rashid Rida acknowledged that
creating a wealthy society might mean departing from some Islamic
principles of the earlier age under the guise of a principle of necessity.
But he quoted the Quran to make this point: ‘Do not give to fools the
property which God has assigned to you to manage’.62 In this context,
Charles Tripp has argued recently that economic thought in the Arab
world, even in the last half century, has been limited by an over-
concentration on those few Quranic passages which can be taken to apply
to ‘the economy’, issues relating to banking, interest and waqf, in par-
ticular.63 Equally, Mitchell’s study suggests that even some Egyptian
urban and non-Muslim intellectuals continued to adopt an almost
Orientalist understanding of an ‘unchanging and ignorant peasant even
into the 1960s’, as witness the study of Henry Habib Ayrout of 1963.64

By contrast, as early as the 1870s, R.C. Dutt amongst others had
mounted a sophisticated attack on colonial stereotypes of the peasant.

59 Mitchell (2002: 84).
60 Mitchell (1998). For the emergence of a Palestinian school of economic thought during

the Mandate, see Sherene Seikaly’s chapter.
61 Hourani (1983: 77).
62 On Rida’s view of the economy, see his al-Khilafa (1922–23) in H. Laoust’s translation

(1938), cited in Hourani (1983: 238).
63 Tripp (2006).
64 Mitchell (2002: 132, f); cf. Gasper (2009). The difference was perhaps that after

1919 the peasantry played a small part in the national liberation movements in Egypt
compared with Gandhi’s great movements in India.
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In other words, what seems to have developed in the Arab lands was
not so much statistical liberalism as a form of ‘moral economy’, in which
the essential act of theorising was to adjust economic well-being, the
‘public good’ (al-maslaha al-ʿamma) and progress to God’s law.65 Many
Indian statistical liberals, of course, were also concerned to investigate
their classical religious traditions. But God was always ‘relegated to the
back seat’ in their treatises of political economy. Religion was neutral.
The principle of karma was itself perfectly compatible with money-
making and usury on a grand scale, provided it was balanced with pious
acts, as James Laidlaw66 and other anthropologists have found even in
recent times. An anticolonial political economy was therefore able to
emerge, unshackled from the shadow of theology well before it did so
in Egypt. Mitchell suggests that even the concept of national economy
only developed fully in Egypt after national independence.67

Many of the Indian liberals were, moreover, members of the Parsi
community, Zoroastrians who in the mid nineteenth century gloried in
the idea that they were ‘the Jews of the Indian Ocean’. Others came from
backgrounds which were associated with the highly complex systems of
land-revenue management and accounting that had characterised the
precolonial western Indian Maratha states and had been standardised
by the British. Most of these groups, both in Bombay and Calcutta, had
been schooled in the political economic analyses of the Scottish Enlight-
enment, though it is important to stress that Indian statistical liberalism
was not simply a borrowing from the British.

A final point, then, is this: there was perhaps a greater gulf in the Arab
lands between commercial activities and the learned servants of state and
society, precisely because so many of the major traders with Europe were
not Muslim or were semioutsiders: Syrian Christians, Jews, Armenians,
even Coptic Christians, such as the Fabian intellectual Salama Musa,
who did, in fact, mount a searing critique of the economic effects of
British rule in Egypt.68 European ideas of free trade and economic
progress were perhaps relatively less accessible to Muslim intellectuals
whose families felt the negative effects of the 1838 free trade agreement.
In this context it is interesting to note that in India, too, there were
relatively few Muslim liberals who deployed the same sophisticated
arguments in political economy as their Parsi, Jain or Hindu contempor-
aries. One of the few conversant with statistical liberalism was the
Bombay Congressman, Badruddin Tyabji. But he was an Ismaili Bohra,

65 Opwis (2010); see also Hamzah (2013). 66 Laidlaw (1995).
67 Mitchell (2002: 113). 68 Musa (1961).

Indian and Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age 343

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.017
https://www.cambridge.org/core


from a heterodox community, according to the Sunnis, and one with
strong maritime commercial connections.69

The Idealist Moment

From about 1880 both Indian and Arab political and social thought
shifted their contours, a change which reached its peak at the time of
the First World War. One aspect of this was a fuller and more positive
definition of the nation. During the ʿUrabi movement and the British
occupation of 1882 different groups and interests coalesced around the
cry of ‘Egypt for the Egyptians!’70 Shortly afterwards in 1885, the Indian
National Congress was founded as an archipelago of different regional
patrias and public associations, nevertheless representing a land called
India. Idealist nationalism created distinct parallels between intellectuals
and public figures in the two regions, though this did not eliminate the
differences that have been discussed earlier.

Several forms of transnational idealist thought and practice also became
more apparent over these years. Most significant was pan-Islamism and
here Jamal al-Din al-Afghani was a figure who linked India and the
Middle East quite directly. Al-Afghani and his disciple Muhammad
ʿAbduh argued for unity between different sects and nationalities within
Islam, even between Sunni and Shiʿa. No bond in his eyes was superior to
the spiritual bond of Islam. As Hourani notes, he was relatively uncon-
cerned with constitutions, democracy and representation: ‘his ideal of
government was rather that of the Islamic theorists – the just king recog-
nising the sovereignty of a fundamental law’.71

By contrast, Indian Muslims of al-Afghani’s generation, like Sayyid
Ahmad Khan (d. 1898) but even those who were attracted by the ideas of
pan-Islamism, could not but be preoccupied with constitution-making
since the predominantly Hindu Congress was demanding representation
and the British were conceding to a limited extent. Pan-Islamism, never-
theless, provided an outwardly orientated political and social theory for
Indian Muslims such as the Ali brothers, who mobilised opinion and
affect in defence of the Khilafat and the Islamic umma more broadly in
the decade before 1914. Perhaps the most analogous figure to al-Afghani
in the next generation, however, was Syed Ameer Ali, a Shiʿa (as
al-Afghani himself was reputed to be) with extensive connections in
London and Paris. During and after the War, Ameer Ali spoke vigorously
on behalf of the importance of the Khilafat as a unifying force for

69 Bayly (2012). 70 See, e.g., Cole (1993). 71 Hourani (1983: 116).
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humanity. Like al-Afghani and ʿAbduh, Ameer Ali constructed Islam as a
civilisation as much as a religion. Moreover, ‘Islam is democratic and
tending towards socialism. It opens its doors to all comers’.72 Like them
too, Islam was essentially rational and modern for Ameer Ali.

As is well known, from 1917 on, Gandhi forged a powerful alliance
with Indian Muslim defenders of the Khilafat in his attack on the moral
evil of British rule and its perverted modernism. It is also true that Indian
leaders from a Hindu background had pioneered a form of transnational
idealist thought even before this. Swami Vivekananda, in particular,
posited a universal human search for truth in which Vedantic Hinduism
should take the lead. This was his message to the World Council of
Religions in Chicago in 1893.73 Figures such as Keshub Chandra Sen
also appeared as counter-preachers in Britain and beyond, arguing for
the spiritual superiority of Hinduism and the hypocrisy of Western
Christians proselytising India when their own society was mired in
materialism and corruption. Most notably, Theosophy, which pro-
claimed itself as a modern scientific and universal humanist religion,
projected the concept of India across the globe at the same time that
pan-Islamism was reaching its peak. The transnationalism of al-Afghani’s
or even Syed Ameer Ali’s Islam was fundamentally incommensurable
with these externally orientated visions of Hinduism. Ameer Ali himself
specifically excluded Buddhism as atheistic and Hinduism as a static,
medieval system from his vision of the onwards march of modern Abra-
hamic religions. But this was not the case for many other Indian
Muslims, who pointed to commonalities between Hinduism and Islam
and the need for unity in the face of Western imperialism.

Another intellectual shift in the thinking of the prewar generation in
India and the Arabic lands which threw up more analogies, however, was
the development of what might be called communitarianism. In the
West, this reflected a reaction to complex forms of industrial life, along
with the growing influence of thinkers such as Herbert Spencer, Auguste
Comte and T.H. Greene, who in different ways, modified the relation-
ship between the liberal individual and his rights and the community and
its needs. Analogous or even prior shifts can be seen in both Indian and
Egyptian thought and here the political context was the authoritarian rule
of individuals such as Lord Cromer and Lord Curzon and the racially
essentialising doctrines that inflected this New Imperialism. Two figures
whose thought and political action reflected these changes were, once
again, Muhammad ʿAbduh, a key figure for Hourani, and Aurobindo

72 Ameer Ali to the Muslim League, 1907, in Wasti (1968: 77).
73 Basu and Ghosh (1969).
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Ghosh. Ghosh was a Bengali intellectual and major actor in the swadeshi
or indigenist movement in the 1900s.74 He later decamped to French
Pondicherry to escape British charges of sedition and became preacher to
the world of universal religion. ʿAbduh spent a good deal of time in Paris
and wished to bring Islam to bear on Comtean positivism; Ghosh was
educated in Cambridge and sought to respiritualise social Darwinism
with vedanta, the universal religion of the Vedas.

The thought of these two public men and their followers converged on
a number of issues. Both wanted to tackle what they saw as internal decay
in their own societies by annexing traditional faith to modern under-
standings of progress, law and education. Both wanted to create a
modern active man. Aurobindo Ghosh stated that politics was the realm
of the ‘sacrificing warrior’ (the kshatriya) and that the so-called moderate
politicians, who advocated caution and subservience to the British,
should not try to impose the demeanour of the suffering ascetic onto
Indian public men.75 For ʿAbduh, society was ‘a system of rights and
duties held together by moral solidarity’.76 For Ghosh, ‘politics is con-
cerned with the masses of mankind and not with individuals’. Pure
practical reason had to be directed by love and commitment to land
and people. Both men reflected the transition from a concern with
individual rights to communitarianism, a belief which influenced both
radical nationalists and liberal constitutionalists in the decades immedi-
ately before World War I.

Despite his call for action, the dominance of belief over reason and his
flirtation with violent anticolonial protest, Aurobindo Gosh and his peers
remained inclusive nationalists. This was even true of the Western Indian
leader, Bal Gangadhar Tilak, who reinvented the symbols of Hindu
self-assertion for his political movement, yet ultimately worked together
with Muslims in the Home Rule Leagues of 1916. These men can be
contrasted with the case of Rashid Rida who took forward much of
al-Afghani’s and ʿAbduh’s national politics into the period of World
War I. By then, however, Rida had no truck with compromise within
Islam as al-Afghani and ʿAbduh had. He came to preach a rigorous Islamic
legalism in the Hanbali tradition. He distrusted Sufism and denounced all
forms of heterodoxy. He was notably rigid in his attitude to women who
must all submit to the control of a male guardian. Indian society, of
course, remained deeply patriarchal at this time. Yet, Indian liberals and
socialists, notably the Nehru family, pioneered gender equality in social

74 Heehs (2008).
75 Aurobindo Ghose, ‘To my countrymen’, Karmayogin, 25 December 1909.
76 Hourani (1983: 148). See also Sedgwick (2009).
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life and politics to a much greater degree than their Middle Eastern
contemporaries. Even by comparison with the strict Muslim jurists of
Deoband in north India, then, Rashid Rida seems to have been a mod-
ernising reactionary and in his thought it is possible to see the origins of
the tendency later represented by the Muslim Brotherhood. Here again,
analogies between Indian and Arab ideology must be tempered by a
consideration of the manner in which commitment to Islam has strongly
influenced nationalism in the Middle East after the demise of the liberal
age brought on the single-party state and military rule. Yet nationalism in
India’s flourishing democracy also retained a comparable strand of reli-
gious commitment represented by the Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh
(RSS) and various Hindu-leaning political parties. These staged a revival
during the 1980s and appeared to become dominant in 2014.

Towards Independence

This chapter turns, finally, to the period after World War I and ends with
a discussion of the political thought surrounding independence in both
India and the Arab world. In India, the years after 1914 saw a momen-
tous change in both political practice and theory. Gandhi’s vision of
satyagraha rejected much of the earlier liberal project of constitutional
development to the extent that public men, who now openly espoused
the Indian Liberal Party, declared that Gandhi’s movement undermined
respect for the law and broke the unity of the national movement. Yet
Gandhi’s individualistic populism introduced an idea of mass popular
action with which all politicians had to grapple thereafter. Equally, revo-
lutionary Communism made its first true appearance in India and a
specifically Hindu form of nationalism emerged in the writing of V.D.
Savarkar, particularly Hindutva: Who is a Hindu?, a civilisational and
racial, rather than religious, interpretation of the nation, which excluded
Muslims.77

The most iconic thinker and political practitioner of the age was,
however, Jawaharlal Nehru himself. A former theosophist and now
devotee of science, Nehru believed in the historical unity of India, but
espoused a policy of development and state intervention which was
avowedly socialist.78 Yet Nehru and his political circle also inherited
some of the caution and inclusiveness of the prewar liberal age. He
believed in universal suffrage, despite his frankly declared failure to
understand the peasantry. Later, he was heard to say that he would like

77 Savarkar (1923). 78 Nehru (1961).
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to be more socialist, but since most Indians were not socialists, he could
not enforce socialist policies. It is difficult to imagine Mao or Stalin
saying that.

This moral and material situation can be contrasted with the situation
in Egypt. Here the 1920s and 1930s saw a persistence of elements of the
prewar modernising elite in the form of the Wafd party and the leader-
ship of Saʿad Zaghlul. It is no accident that Hourani’s ‘liberal age’
continues into the 1920s and 1930s in a manner which would make
much less sense in India. The Wafd – or ‘delegation’ – was concerned
with representation; in this case representation of Egypt and the Muslim
world to the great powers after 1918. The Wafd also strove for represen-
tation within the country by attempting to limit the power of the mon-
arch. But it may be that their struggle with two latent despotisms, that of
the Egyptian monarchy and of the continuing British presence even
beyond the Treaty of 1936, limited their room for political innovation.

El Shakry demonstrates how lawlessness and a perceived Malthusian
crisis amongst the Egyptian peasantry in the 1930s and 1940s created
space for the emergence of an elite discourse of rural reconstruction,
development and eugenics. Though she also notes how Islamists such as
al-Banna intervened in the eugenic debate with pronouncements against
birth control, there was apparently no upsurge of populist ideology or
mass politics as there was in India.79 The small power elite continued to
hold sway until displaced by coups and revolutions after 1948. Despite
the vivisection of Pakistan, India retained its unity, due to the pervasive-
ness of Gandhian ideas of the nation. The old Ottoman lands remained
politically fragmented, while political thinkers were taken up with show-
ing that Islamic law was capable of functioning in a modern state.80

Zaghul’s own intellectual life was taken up – as had ʿAbduh’s and Rida’s
before him – with an attempt to codify and modernise Islamic legalism. It
is striking, in fact, that Hourani’s book only refers to the word ‘democ-
racy’ twice and this was in relation to the theorist Taha Husayn, right at
the close of his period. Husayn was a Francophile who believed that
Egypt should become more European and ‘democratic’ once it had
attained full independence. Yet, as Hourani points out, this may have
been at odds with the religious element which became more and more
dominant in his thought in the later 1930s.81

There was nothing inevitable, of course, about India’s movement
towards its admittedly flawed and caste-dominated form of democracy
in 1947. A contrast with the Arab world turning to military modernisers

79 O. El Shakry (2007: 86–9). 80 Opwis (2010). 81 Hourani (1983: 325–30).
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and authoritative government in the 1950s cannot be made too sharply.
Again, the relationship between these developments and the inheritance
of political and religious thought is extremely complex. Much turns on
the contingency of events. India, for instance, was deeply affected by
World War II. But war impinged even more directly on North Africa,
Syria and Iraq than it ever did on India, raising the profile of the war-state
and giving soldiers a much more important role than in South Asia, those
areas that became Pakistan partly excepted. The Palestine disaster, as
most Arabs and Muslims saw it, discredited the old liberal regimes and
laid added emphasis on the role of the military as protectors of Arabs
and of Islam. By contrast, the Indian nationalist leaders continued to
campaign against the British even during the Quit India movement of
1942. They emerged from jail or exile as heroes of the nation rather than
as collaborators either with the Nazis or the Allies.

Yet there is still a case for leaving that ‘space’ for the power of ideas
mentioned at the outset of this chapter. Despite the appalling intercom-
munal slaughter at the time of Partition, Indian political leaders never
quite lost faith in the judgement of the people. Congress voted for full
adult suffrage as early as 1939 and despite doubts in many quarters, the
Constitutional Assembly of 1946–48, itself elected on a still-limited
franchise, moved rapidly to implement a universal electorate. The role
of limited British forms of election and representation, even more cur-
tailed in Egypt and Iraq than in India, may have played some role.

More important, though, was the political philosophy of Gandhi,
Nehru and their political supporters. The modernisation of law and the
state in relation to religion had played a prime role in the thinking of Arab
nationalism. For the dominant non-Muslim Indian leadership, religion
proved to be a less pressing intellectual problem, more one of social
control, while the legal structure was already plural and a political given.
Islam, many Arabic thinkers, along with Ameer Ali insisted, was a
democratic faith. Hinduism was hierarchical and caste-ridden. Yet India
lurched uneasily towards democracy, while Arab authoritarianism
nipped the spirit of freedom in the bud soon after independence. This
paradox can perhaps be explained by distinguishing between social and
political democracy. The prophetic nature of Islam was simultaneously a
socially levelling democratic force and a politically constraining one.
Indian thought, by contrast, promoted an individualistic spirit which
could be mobilised even against its powerful social hierarchy in the
context of modernity and anticolonialism.

Again, in the ‘Arab world’, there was no reason not to doubt that
young, vigorous military men, such as those who had emerged from
Mehmed Ali’s reforms in Egypt, who had become the spearhead of the
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ʿUrabi Revolt of 1879–82 against imperialism or who had modernised
the Ottoman empire, would not continue that role more effectively than
the old landowning and legal elites. By comparison, the emerging radical
political class in India, deeply committed to popular mobilisation, yet
still versed in statistical liberalism, saw in political democracy, if not
social equality, a perfectly feasible future. That democratic future has
been sullied by corruption and the persistence of caste. A latter-day,
supposedly Gandhian movement to install a lokpal – protector of the
people against corruption – has had mixed results. Meanwhile, it remains
to be seen how far the Arab Spring of 2011 will change our views of the
contrasts and similarities between India and the Arab lands. The augur-
ies are mixed at best. The Muslim Brotherhood stormed out of exile in
2012, won the elections, governed poorly and were ousted and perse-
cuted by the Egyptian military. But its supporters still seem to be
pinioned between imposing Islamic law and extending representative
democracy, as Muhammad ʿAbduh and Rashid Rida were in their time.
Meanwhile, the officers continue to regard themselves as guarantors of
the secular political order and interfere violently in the democratic
process.

350 C.A. Bayly

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.017
https://www.cambridge.org/core


13 The Autumn of the Nahda in Light of the
Arab Spring
Some Figures in the Carpet

Leyla Dakhli

To embark upon writing the history of the contemporary Middle East,
particularly its intellectual history, Albert Hourani is a necessary and
precious companion. In a way, he has always been with me, conversing
with me, as I write. He was finishing his work as I was starting mine, and
in this way I did not personally know him. But saying this is not simply to
claim myself an “heir” to a founding figure, or to claim to have a full
grasp on my indebtedness to him. Rather, it is to designate the field of
Middle East research as a terrain for continued conversation. This chap-
ter, then, is a conversation with Hourani’s work on the intellectual and
cultural history of the contemporary Arab world. It aims to access the
fissures in what Hourani called “Arabic thought” in order to propose new
research areas and approaches. Above all, this chapter seeks to reveal
what it is we expect today from the writing of a history, not of Arab
thought, but of Arab intellectuals. In this sense, Arab intellectual history
is produced by professionals of words, and needs to be considered an
activity embedded in social structures.

Writing Intellectual History Without the West

For Albert Hourani, the West was a way to access the modernity of
certain strains of thought in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. It
acted as a mirror held out to the Arab world, constantly presented by the
intellectuals themselves either as a foil or as a goal to strive toward. In this
sense, Hourani’s Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age, can be thought of as a
product of its time: the 1950s and early 1960s were fraught with the
paroxysms of the Cold War, during which the newly independent states

I would like to thank Jens Hanssen for his close and insightful reading of this chapter. The
English translation was done by Jill McCoy, whom I deeply thank, and was founded by the
French National Agency for Research, through the LabexMed Program (projet
Investissements d’Avenir A*MIDEX / ANR-11-IDEX-0001–02).
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of the Arab world, having been a playing field for colonial powers,
emerged as a site of resistance against the old world powers while
struggling for nonalignment.

Looking back at his own attempt to write his more or less exhaustive
text on Arab thought, Hourani criticized the bias of his own vantage
point regarding “what was liberal” at the time. He objected to his
tendency to focus on thinkers who were “influenced by the West.” The
way he formulated it, however, his objection misconceives of the problem
in terms of an intellectual world divided into “borrowed” and “authen-
tic” ideas. In “How Should We Write the History of the Middle East?”
Hourani confessed:

It now seems to me to have been wrong in laying too much emphasis upon ideas
which were taken from Europe, and not enough upon what was retained, even if
in a changed form, from an older tradition.1

This opposition between what was “taken from Europe” and what was
“retained from an older tradition” is a general index of the horizons and
circulations attributed to thought. Such a conception must be put in the
context of Hourani’s own desire to describe “Arabic thought”: an object
with an autonomous life brought into full relief in intellectual debates,
particularly among individuals. “Thought” is, in a way, caught between
tradition and Europe. It is a choice without room for alternatives; not
even in terms of the history of ideas itself. New thought coming from
within is inconceivable, and the capacity for non-European thought to
emerge in response to imperial categories is doomed to inauthenticity or
traditionalism. Above all, such an understanding of intellectual history
neglects the crucial factor of society. Posing the question of how to write
Middle East history in these terms is to define Arab societies as places of
tradition, whereas the West – the omnipotent Other – is conceived of as
the modern, the new and the source of change. Hourani abandoned the
pursuit of the history of ideas after writing Arabic Thought and began to
push social history research agendas.

In the article quoted earlier, Hourani spoke of a “great stable society.”2

Is this chimera of social stability the result of the historiographical blind-
spot in which Hourani began his research on the pre–World War I Middle
East, or is it rather the unconscious effect of a culturalist reading? Difficult
to say. What I am sure of, however, is that writing Middle East history
today means destabilizing such oppositions in order to reimbue society
with its capacity for invention. We may consider borrowings and

1 Hourani in IJMES (1991: 128). 2 Ibid., 129.

352 Leyla Dakhli

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.018
https://www.cambridge.org/core


references from Europe and the West as transformations, hybridizations,
or self-examinations from a strategic location of distance.

To adopt oppositions like tradition and modernity, stability and
transformation and map them onto geopolitical constructs like the West
and the East, inevitably prioritizes certain breaks and differentiations
over others. The problematics of gender, religious affiliation, and the
secular/nonsecular dichotomy emerge as a function of the clash
between modernity and tradition. These binaries are often combined
and tend to define, on the one hand, a liberal, more Christian, more
feminist and more secular world of the Nahda and, on the other hand,
an opposing, Muslim world of reform, masculinity and religion.
Beyond these designations lurks “society” stuck in the throes of an
ageless immobilism. Of course, I am overstating the point. Hourani’s
text also showed that there are links between Muslim reformers
grappling with religious traditions and Nahda thinkers who engaged
in literary history, European genres, the translations of Western works
and secular values.3

This synthetic approach has a drawback, however, in that it contrib-
utes to scholarly underrating of generational gaps and ruptures in
modern Middle East history. Research agendas that set out to reveal
the continuity of transmission, social status and position (religious affili-
ation, education, the possibility for travel), ends up labeling a given
thinker as either modern or traditional. And yet, since the late nineteenth
century, intellectual and political movements around the Mediterranean
identified themselves as “young” – Young Ottomans and Young Turks,
Young Arabs, Young Algerians, and Young Tunisians. Even though
criticizing one’s elders does not constitute good etiquette in the Middle
East, every generation since the Nahda has found its footing in critically
assessing, discreetly as well as openly, the record of their forbears.
Starting over again, transmitting and repeating are leitmotifs in Arab
intellectual history. Clean breaks – when they are articulated – originated
elsewhere, and then predictably in the West. I do not want to make
generational breaks more radical than they were. However, it is possible
to identify generational consciousness by paying attention to the way the
intellectuals transform what they borrow from abroad, the experience of
travel, the influence of translation, the effect of religious conversion, and
by studying the social conditions under which their works were created
more generally.4 Hourani’s work may be read as the tale of the mind
adventures of three generations of intellectuals. One of the central texts

3 See also Hamzah (2013: 90–127). 4 Makdisi (2008); see also Dakhli (2013).
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he analyzed in Arabic Thought was Farah Antun’s treatise on Ibn Rushd,
which called for secularization and was written in the spirit of the “new
shoots of the East.”5 Hourani accounts for the dispute that erupted
between him and Muhammad ʿAbduh in a typical history-of-ideas
fashion:

The choice of subject shows the influence on Antun of Ernest Renan [who had
written a widely circulated account of the excommunicated Islamic philosopher,
Ibn Rushd6]. He had translated Renan’s Vie de Jésus, and now, in writing of Ibn
Rushd, he was following a path marked out by his master. The general views
which he expounds are roughly those of Renan, although without the seduction of
his master’s voice, of that extraordinary style, limpid, moving, and not quite
serious.

The reader cannot help but admire Renan and consider Antun a second-
rate, derivative thinker obsessed more with imitation and Western recog-
nition than with the urgent context in which he was intervening. Antun
argued, Hourani continued, that “[t]he ‘conflict’ between science and
religion can be solved but only by assigning to each its proper sphere . . .
this sounds innocent enough, but such ideas, injected into a society
organized on the basis of adherence to revealed religions, could have
revolutionary implications.” First impressions of the Arab thinker are
confirmed by the immobilism of the society from whence he hailed. The
response of ʿAbduh, whose syncreticism Hourani idealized in a chapter
dedicated to this Islamic reformer, was anger at the decidedly Christian
undertones of Antun’s secularism. For ʿAbduh, “religion, if purified,
could still serve as the basis of political life, and was in fact the only solid
basis.”7 The quality of Antun’s or ʿAbduh’s arguments concerns me
much less than the way Hourani – and many other after him – framed
the debate. The revolutionary potential of Antun was discredited by his
apparent intellectual slavery to his European master and by his exilic
condition which estranged him from an adequate understanding of Arab
society. Hourani’s ʿAbduh, by contrast, held the center and represented
Arab social trends and cultural values more truthfully.

To reduce Arab cultural critics to Western intellectual influences the
way Hourani framed Antun is no less problematic than reducing them to
their religious affiliation. Only when we pay attention to concrete intel-
lectual practices may we add further complexity to this chain of oppos-
itions. How we handle sources is key to escaping this chain. Marilyn
Booth has shown us how literary, epistolary and archival sources can

5 Hourani, La Pensée arabe et l’occident (1991d: 264). 6 Renan (1852).
7 Hourani (1991d: 266).
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index intellectuals as social actors and not mere knowledge transmitters.8

“Minor works” of Nahda writers can help us understand representations,
attitudes and modes of being in the world that were far from stable.

Reframing intellectuals as social actors brings to light individuals and
social trends that were invisible or marginal in Hourani’s account. Among
these relatively unheard voices, there are first and foremost the women.
And among them, there has been a tendency to favor the women who held
salons or who were lovers and partners of “great men.”This has been at the
expense of those whose activities did not leave a paper trail. For me, the
point of articulating intellectual ruptures and fractures in my continued
dialogue with Hourani is not simply to construct a historical reading of
the Nahda that differs from his. Rather, I offer a rereading that may come
close to a new understanding of the Zeitgeist of Hourani’s “liberal age.”9

Beyond “The Condescension of Posterity” and “The
Tyranny of Globalizing Discourses”

We live in an age of history-making surprises in the Middle East. Active
social and political minorities sought empowerment and have created
historical breaches. They have expressed desires for emancipation that
few ascribed to the West or to the East. Most commentators at the time
have agreed that the Arab uprisings constituted a generational eruption
against authoritarian immobilism. They have also shown the young pro-
testers’ disillusionment with the political establishments’ failure to protect
the revolutionary legacies of the twentieth century from what Hourani’s
contemporary, E.P. Thompson, once called “the enormous condescen-
sion of posterity.”10 Our writing of Arab intellectual history, then, needs to
be situated consciously in its particular time and place. For periodizing
and labeling intellectual history – “the liberal age,” “the age of reforms” or
“the age of revolutions” – is posterity’s epistemological choice.

Such historical tensions and historiographical temptations also apply
to a good part of feminist thought and action during the interwar period
in the Middle East when the social, literary and scientific experimenta-
tions of numerous intellectual outsiders captivated the progressive spirit
of the age. And if today some of these experiments seem to us to have
gone against the grain of historical reality, the fact remains that they did,

8 In this sense, work such as that of Marilyn Booth, the result of exacting research of
language and literature, tends in a promising and fruitful direction. See Booth (2001 and
2008).

9 I am thinking of the kind of intellectual history, Hourani’s near-contemporary, Carl
Schorske has produced in his Fin-de-siècle Vienna (1980).

10 E. P. Thompson (1963/1991: 12).
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indeed, occurr. They make it possible to write a social history of intellec-
tuals that makes room for the ostensible “losers.”

Given the overrepresentation of the region’s political and geopolitical
history, sensitive intellectual history requires that we make space for the
microhistory of those figures whose activities are obscured by the global
scale of inquiry. Zooming in and out of historical perspectives reveals the
complexity of multiple social worlds. Multiscalar inquiry also discloses
what is hidden in the embroidery of everyday life, to invoke Henry James’
famous “figure in the carpet.” In the words of Pascale Casanova, Henry
James’s well-known phrase serves to characterize the figure that appears
only when its “form and coherence are suddenly seen to emerge from the
tangle and apparent disorder of a complex composition . . . by looking at
it from another point of view.”11

It seems to me that Hourani’s question of how to write history should
be superseded by the questions of “for whom,” and “to what end?” This
may appear out of fashion, obsolete, or too committed, but it may help to
write the history of an embattled society where a culture of defensiveness
has pervaded.12 To interrogate historical sources to find out what they
reveal about the society they emerged from, as well as to navigate the
spaces where “subjected knowledge” and the “historical knowledge of
struggle” emerge, may help end what Foucault considered “the tyranny
of globalizing discourses.”13 Expressing the problematique in these terms
is, evidently, to suggest that all history is engaged, that it is a response to
questions of the present, and speaks always of the present moment.
It also suggests that historical research is a dialogue with the here and
now – an instrument made to arm and to provide memory to those who
“burst forth” with speech. The question of “to what end do we write
history?” leads to a new series of new questions.

The development of knowledge about the contemporary Arab world
and its own historical evolution drives me, as a historian, to approach the
decisive Foucaultian point: the point at which history becomes a “prob-
lem.” The history-problem neither seeks to write the history of one
particular period for its own sake nor judge it with the benefit of hind-
sight. It consciously works with snippets in attempts to understand
problems of our contemporary times and lives. As Foucault writes:

Whoever chooses to deal with a “problem” that arises at a given moment must
follow other rules – choosing material based on the nature of the problem,
focusing the analysis on elements likely to solve it, and establishing relations
that make this solution possible. And so one must remain indifferent to the

11 Casanova (2005: 3). 12 See Foucault (1997). 13 Foucault (1994: 165).
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obligation of saying everything, even just if it is to satisfy the jury of specialists
present.14

The problem here is to grasp the figure of contemporary intellectuals in
the Arab world – to understand how their lives and works are interwoven
with the society that produced them, and to recognize their capacity for
social and political change against the odds of censorship, enforced
education systems and the denial of freedom of speech and assembly.
Under such conditions, how has the transnational history of Arab
thought – travel, exile and, now, social media – navigated adversity and
opened up alternative social spheres and norms in and outside the
Middle East? These questions turn the history of Arab intellectuals into
a global history. Here, Edward Said represents an Arab intellectual figure
whose attempt to grapple with his experience of exile as a Palestinian-
American has transformed the way we conceive of global intellectual
history.15 Living and working in the West may no longer constitute the
delegitimizing position that Hourani accorded to Farah Antun, for
example, even as postcolonial critiques from the ivory tower continue
to irk intellectuals struggling in the Middle East.

Writing History With the Arab Revolutions

At the beginning of their armed uprising against the Assad regime, Syrian
rebels often named their battles after heroes of revolts against the French
mandate on the iconic Friday demonstrations. By turning toward antic-
olonial and national memory – memories of the great Arab Revolt of
1925, for example – they created a new insurgent repertoire of combat.16

In Tunis, the rebels chanted slogans they made up in the streets, also
drawing on relatively recent moments in the history of social protest, but
often without realizing it – there were no handbooks of the struggles of
1968, 1978, or 1983. Old combat flags reappeared on the streets. Some
people waved them unaware of their historical meanings and rallied
around them as if for the first time; others perceived in their current fight
the echo of struggles from the past that were fought by their fathers and
mothers. Nostalgic perceptions of the Tunisian uprising were particularly
common among bloggers writing from the diaspora and among artists
who hailed from families which were politically active in the 1960s. Such
invocations of history during the Arab uprisings challenge the guarded
script of “the transition to democracy.” The open-ended nature of the

14 Foucault (1980: 32). 15 In particular, see Said’s memoires (2000a).
16 Since these early days, Islamist and sectarian repertoires have taken over.
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revolutionary moment – the creative process – requires a different optic
and temporal analytic. The events that took place under our own windows,
encouraged me as participant observer, historian and social and political
actor, to reflect on time as matter in motion. At times, events moved with
breath-taking speed, at other times agonizing inertia seemed to prevail.
Those heady days from December 2010 to January 2011 challenge our
understanding of the order and causes of change. Are deep historical
structures or global events the triggers of revolution? Or is it the minor,
local and immediate ones that shake the world?17 And who decides what
is a major and what is a minor event in world history, anyway? It is
precisely in these differences and in this uncertainty that I look to locate
the writing of intellectual history.18 It is not necessary to privilege mar-
ginal figures, that is, to locate oneself on the edge. Rather, the road is
windy and one must mind the blind spots of both the past and the
present.

In what follows I offer two case studies of two Syrian intellectuals of
one generation who adopted different strategies to address the same
problematic in interwar Bilad al-Sham – the family and women. These
case studies are part of a larger attempt to cross temporal and spatial
borders with intellectuals and activists from the contemporary Arabic
world. The historical situation and the intellectual positions of a gener-
ation of intellectuals in early twentieth century Bilad al-Sham illuminate
the complex interrelations between public sphere and private concerns,
freedom of thought and gender expectation and many other themes that
together constitute the present repertoire of thought.

Entrapments of Mandate Feminism: Society and Family
as a “History-Problem”

One of Foucault’s ideas that I would like to pursue here in relation to
intellectuals is that scientific discourses produce truths that in turn
consecrate power. Dichotomies, rationalizations and categories are obvi-
ous determinants, but often discourse takes a more complex form, some-
times more militant and at others appearing as neutral. Discourse
presented as “scientific” conceals more spontaneous knowledge origin-
ating from the personal and social practices of its authors. Arguably,
then, we can extract from “scientific” texts the concrete conditions of
production of knowledge.

17 Dakhli (2011: 89–103). 18 Dakhli (2013).
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I have chosen to concentrate on two Syrian figures through the lens of
two of their works. These two texts were billed as scientific analyses with
firm grips on questions of a social, even intimate nature, and in two
distinct registers of scientific literature. Kazem Daghestani (1900–80)
was born in Damascus and hailed from a family with a stellar record
in the Ottoman service. He left for Paris in the late 1920s to study
sociology at the Sorbonne. His doctoral dissertation was published in
1932 and dealt with Syrian family structure and transformation.19 Nazira
Zayn-al-Din (1908–76) published her bombshell work Unveiling and
Veiling (al-Sufur wa-l-hijab) on the full-body veil in 1928.20 Both of these
intellectuals belonged to the category of politically inclined “young
writers” of what Keith Watenpaugh has defined as “the generation of
1900.”21 Unlike some of their peers’ grandstanding, they presented their
social critique in a seemingly meek and sober fashion. Daghestani
developed his argument from a sociological and anthropological perspec-
tive. Zayn al-Din’s approach was more classical and exegetical, but she
was no less worldly.

Certain elements of their biographies set them apart from each other
despite the fact that they both came from well-established families. The
most obvious difference is, of course, gender and their respective social
positions. Kazem was the first male child in a large family and is therefore
invested with expectations and the family name. He went to study in
Paris thanks to the financial stability of his family and the freedom it
allowed him to enjoy. Nazira was a very young woman when she pub-
lished her book. She came from a family which valued the principles of
emancipation, but society denied women the same freedoms as men. For
a woman of her age, her courage and confidence are astonishing. And
yet, she did not present herself in conflict with the order of things, but
rather stresses the continuity that drove her, a continuity best reflected in
the act of dedicating the book to her father and in paying continual
homage to her predecessors throughout. At the start of the book she
declared:

I ask the sirs to please not accuse me of disturbing the peace or of looking to
escape from wearing the veil, for that is not what I have done. It is in fact my
father, your brother – whom God created completely free, and who is not afraid,

19 Daghestani (1932).
20 Zayn al-Din (1928) was generously reviewed by, inter alia, Henri Lammens in Machriq

26 (1928), 366–74; ʿAliʿAbd al-Razziq, al-Hilal (August 1928), 1190–92, and was
mentioned in Toynbee’s 1928 Survey of International Affairs (London: RIIA, 1928),
204. Today sections of it have been translated in Badran and Cooke (1990) and
Kurzman (1998). For a biography of Nazira Zayn al-Din, see Cooke (2010).

21 Watenpaugh (2006: 225–30).
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in the name of justice, to attract the eyes of critics – it is he who freed me from this
prison in the name of God’s justice and in the interest of family and society. It is
he who took into consideration the growth of my mind and the breadth of my
education, and sent me off on this voyage to discover life and light.22

For Daghestani, it was a voyage to Paris and for Zayn al-Din a voyage
deep into the realm of knowledge in her father’s library. Both their
departures coincided with a desire to understand, to learn, and to make
others understand. The positivist quest for knowledge was a topos shared
by the entire literary class at the time, and especially by women, who
saw it as the key to potential freedom. As early as 1888, ʿAʾisha
al-Taymuriyya had exclaimed in the introduction to her book, The Results
of Circumstances in Words and Deeds: “How my eyelids overflowed with
tears because I was deprived of harvesting the fruits of their beneficial
learning! What hindered me from realizing this hope was the tent-like
screen of an all-enveloping wrap.”23 Indeed, the headscarf was seen as an
obstacle in the quest for science.

According to most traditional criteria of the literary and intellectual
fields, these two texts, published within a few years of each other, were
remote from one another. Unveiling and Veiling was a classic theological
treatise written in the conventional format for this kind of text – the tafsir.
It draws upon a detailed reading of the Koran and its commentaries to
argue against the wearing of the full-body veil. To make her case, Nazira
uses istishhad, that is, she cites textual authorities that counter conven-
tional arguments. But beyond the classic form of the book and beyond
the unique situation of the young female theologian, Nazira’s work was
radical and rebellious in content. Its argumentation was decidedly femi-
nist and combative, and the theological treaty she is presenting is one of a
very distinctive personal voice. She instrumentalized the authorities she
cited by using their research to draw opposite conclusions on individual
freedom, the individual’s responsibility to God and human equality.
Moreover, the interests of the family and society were not as values per
se but were rooted in the education of a sense of justice.

These values guided her faith as much as her argumentative style. For
her, the Muslim religion was capable of emancipation, both for men and
women. One of the arguments she stressed in particular was the necessity
for men and women to have confidence: “What is this life, then, your life,
if in your own home you have enforced a law that goes against your
mother, daughter, and sister, out of fear that they might betray you?”24

22 Zayn al-Din (1928: 59). 23 Cited and translated in Badran and Cooke (1990: 127).
24 Ibid.,125.
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She supported her arguments with extensive historical research on the
status of women during the time of the prophets. This is where she made
the case for emancipation and action, including violent struggle, citing
the figure of Jeanne d’Arc as the prominent example of women’s and
human liberation.25 But her argument against the full-body veil also
came in the name of social equality – the veil is the symbol of a particular
social class, essentially of urbanites. One social class must not seize Islam
and Islam’s corresponding way of life at the expense of others, she wrote.
Her argumentation was strongly nationalist. She went into great lengths
to juxtapose Muslim and Western cultures’ in terms of emancipation,
development and success. At one point, she addressed a fictitious sheik, a
representation of tradition at its most obstinate, to whom she demon-
strates that the desire to “uphold” tradition was merely a way of denying
Muslims any future.26

Unveiling and Veiling did not qualify as part of the “traditional” schol-
arship. It clearly differed from other Quran exegeses, not just because it
was the first full tafsir to be published by a woman on the delicate
question of the veil. It was also initially recognized by some leading
ʿulamaʾ and intellectuals. The founder of the Arabic Academy in Damas-
cus, Muhammad Kurd ʿAli, for example, ordered twenty copies for its
library; the editors of the Saida-based journal al-ʿIrfan accorded a favor-
able reception of the book when it first came out; the Sunni scholar Taqi
al-Din al-Sulh invited her to deliver a lecture at the Arab Literary Asso-
ciation that he chaired in 1928. Behind its tafsir façade, the book was
modernist in the way it mobilized critical thought and called for action to
defend women’s rights. Zayn al-Din’s treatise responded to a particular
deterioration in the freedom of women. In 1927, the Damascene parlia-
ment was discussing a decree to prohibit women from walking in the
streets of the souk without face cover.27 She entered the controversy and
took her stand:

As soon as I began to understand the meaning of law, liberty, the independence
of the will, the autonomy of thought, insufficiency, and even the inadequacy of
imitating tradition in religion, I started to study the East and particularly the
question of women. What I saw in my studies did not satisfy me, and many things
displeased me. But most of the time I kept my feelings to myself. Last summer, in
Damascus, the freedom of female Muslims was threatened when we were
forbidden to walk outside without a veil and enjoy the air and light. It was then
that I took my pen and decided to express what I had been containing within me.
And my pen, guided by my own spirit, began to scramble along on the paper, and
my poor troubled spirit demanded more and more demonstration.28

25 Ibid., 159–162. 26 Ibid. 27 Thompson (2000: 136).
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The decision to publish the fruits of her research therefore stemmed
from her engagement on behalf of Muslim women. Writing was the
result of an overflow of “feelings,” and through writing she found a form
of relief, even healing. The treatise appears as a remedy, both a personal
remedy and a remedy for society’s woes. Zayn al-Din’s social project
crystallized here: free thought, freeing thought, shall take primacy over
blindly imposed norms and traditions.

At the end of the 1920s, the intellectual sphere was not a stable, calm
terrain on which she could move about as she pleased. The atmosphere
was tense; it was politically charged. Unnerved by Nazira’s writings, the
“shuyukh” – the Islamic scholars who defended their privileges and
religious interpretations by launching personal attacks against her. They
could have accepted the “feminine discussions” on the veil and its impact
on health that appeared in the magazines. They could also deal with the
Kemalist propaganda that was ubiquitous on the walls of Damascus. But
Nazira wrote a whole treatise, and she was invoking the Quran! Their
goal was to nip in the bud the wave of female emancipation and any signs
of feminist destabilization. They directly attacked the upper classes and
the bourgeoisie, who, after a long period of protecting societal mores and
traditional values, were in the process of Westernization and transform-
ation in the presence of colonial powers. These classes, her detractors
claimed, were led astray by following in the footsteps of Atatürk who
abolished the Caliphate, created a republic, and – to boot – ordered
women to remove their veils.

Zayn al-Din did find inspiration in the Turkish ruler and invoked a
famous quote of his in her response to her critics, The Young Woman and
the Shaykhs (al-Fatat wa-l-shuyukh), in 1929: “My clean victory over the
enemy is partly thanks to my soldiers and partly to the veils which have
been ripped away from the faces of women.”29 Zayn al-Din was born in
Istanbul as the child of the Young Turk revolution and the daughter of a
modernist conception of the world wherein progress was located in
secularization. She possessed at once the religious education given to
her by her father and the curiosity engendered by an engagement with the
Enlightenment: she knew European languages and frequented mission-
ary establishments like the Catholic, French-language schools of Saint-
Joseph-de-l’Apparition, the Sisters of Nazareth Convent School and the
Lycée Français Laïque. By contrast, conservative Muslim officials cat-
egorically rejected the colonial presence. These conservatives looked
with suspicion to the notables of the Syrian National Block who had

28 Zayn al-Din (1928: 39). 29 Nazira Zayn al-Din (1929: 56).
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ambitions to rule the region. As a matter of strategy, they increasingly
focused on questions of identity: customs, cinema, fashion, leisure, as
they targeted the ruling elite and mobilizing the popular neighborhoods
against the modern disease of “al-fasad” – or depravity and corruption.30

These tensions took a violent turn when it was reported that certain
nonveiled women have been attacked with acid in the streets.31 As
positions grew more rigid, the reactionary shuyukh went on the offensive.
The shuyukh claimed they represent the religion of the majority – the
common people. They were engaged in a noble fight against the mod-
ernist elite who, unable to prevent colonization and its misdeeds, pre-
tended to fight for independence but actually adopted the colonial
powers’ very same values and enemies. Nazira’s book was at the center
of this open battlefield and the direct continuation of what happened
during the Great Arab revolt in Syria from 1925–27. As the Syrian
national movement was forced to negotiate with the French Mandate
authorities to keep its power, the populists were opening new frontlines
in society. This was the time when Kazem Daghestani, the young Syrian
student in Paris, decided to work on the family structure in his native
country.

Kazem Daghestani’s monograph dealt with this subject of religion and
social norms. It radiated scientific sobriety. Written in French, it did not
contribute immediately to the political debates raging in the aftermath of
Unveiling and Veiling. The Orientalist scholar Maurice Gaudefroy-
Demombynes attested to the scholarly objectivity of the text in the book’s
preface, and Daghestani himself insisted on the point in the few first of
his introduction:

This text aims to describe, with the most possible objectivity, several current
aspects of Sunni Muslim families in Syria (. . .) Whatever this work may be
missing, we ask that you not believe it is the mere fruit of circumstance, or the
result of curiosity that some scholars are beginning to express on the subject here
at hand.32

The young aspiring academic sought intellectual legitimacy by present-
ing his work as an original piece of scholarship intended to fill a gap in
existing knowledge. Daghestani’s study reads as a meticulous description
of the customs and traditions of marriage, conjugal life, parent-child
relationships, and familial relationships more generally speaking. The
data is based on observations and discussions as well as frequent, playful
incursions into popular speech and proverbs. No direct mention is made

30 See Dakhli (2009). 31 Thompson (2000: 136); see also Tresse (1939 : 120).
32 Daghestani (1932).
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of contemporaneous debates surrounding marriage or feminist protest-
ing, except in a brief exposé of the various existing theses.33

The only book by a female author which Daghestani cited in his
meticulously assembled bibliography was Nazira Zayn al-Din’s. Other
works by male authors engaged in the fight for the emancipation of
women were also listed: Jamil Bayhum’s al-Marʾa (Women; Beirut,
1926) and the Egyptian Mansour Fahmi’s thesis La condition de la femme
dans la tradition et l’évolution de l’Islam (Paris, 1910). It is no coincidence
that Daghestani chose to take up the delicate question of familial ties and
rights. As a young student in Paris, he was attracted to sociology and
anthropology as means for national intellectuals to provide new insights
and knowledge on their own environment, society and identity. The
whole debate on the veil and the condition of women was so salient
and violent at the end of the 1920s that most of the young secular
intellectuals were convinced that they had to address these questions
urgently. Before writing his thesis, Daghestani met another important
figure of the women’s emancipation, Mary ʿAjami (1888–1965), with
whom he became a very close friend and colleague during their work for
al-Mizan, a journal which was founded by the combative and creative
Damascene intellectual Ahmad Shakir al-Karmi (b. 1894) during the
Syrian Revolt.34 Daghestani was a very active contributor to the news-
paper, and was frequently in charge of translating pieces of French
authors of social sciences, especially articles from Les Annales.

Daghestani’s chapter on the wearing of the veil made reference to Zayn
al-Din’s text in a section entitled “The Veil and its Imposition on Young
City-Dwelling Women.”35 Before summarizing the various intellectual
positions, the author alerted the reader that “the question of removing
the veil is a current issue in Syria and it is discussed passionately everyday
and in almost every single family.”36 In his account, the veil debate was
seen foremost as a sociological question of a set of dichotomies between
the city and the countryside and between the upper and lower classes.
Daghestani avoids completely the religious dimension. Instead, he limits
himself to a discussion of the different elements, describing the conserva-
tive ʿulama’s point of view and their desire not just to impose the wearing
of scarves but also to “revive obsolete practices.”37 He did not further
develop the idea but one can understand that he is drawing distinctions
between the simple application of a religious duty and the revival of

33 Ibid., 126, note 1. 34 Dakhli (2005 and 2009).
35 Daghestani (1932: note I, 126). 36 Ibid., 128.
37 Ibid. For more on this debate on the veil, see Dakhli (2010).
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old – “obsolete” – practices. The problem for him was not religion but
progress and modernity.

Though Daghestani presents his work as more “objective” than his
fellow writers’, there existed a palpable tension between them. This
dialogue reveals very different social and personal positions within the
same “modern” intellectual elite class. Zayn al-Din’s decision to write no
doubt stemmed from her own real engagement, as a woman, in the
theoretical question she puts up for debate. The issue for her is tangible,
just as it is for all women. And her engagement is perceptible, for her
treatise also served as an address for a group, a “they” that the author
identified in her next text as the shaykhs (al-shuyukh). Her words were
visceral and aimed against the “illiberals,” to borrow Amal Ghazal’s term
in this volume. Daghestani’s “objectivity” position was a result of his
distance and gender, but it was also a chosen spatial distance regarding
the debate and the ensuing social tension. He wrote from Paris, after
having worked in Syria for some years. The author nevertheless felt the
danger, and identified it in the normative dichotomies of modernity and
tradition. Newspapers from the years 1928–30 regularly reported on
attacks carried out on women in the souks of Syrian cities. The conserva-
tive shaykhs’ counter-offensive was clearly more than rhetorical. The
conclusions of Daghestani’s work underline the contradictions between
law, norms and social traditions. Just as Nazira emphasized the contra-
dictions between the desire to liberate a nation and the desire to subju-
gate women, so Daghestani demonstrated that Islamic law, which he
dismissed as inert and “obsolete,” was not the only cause of the most
problematic traditions continuing to be upheld. He wrote:

Many facts and customs remain outside the realm of law without being
consolidated and made uniform by legal rules, and this creates a veritable
pathological state wherein dangerous consequences for the nation’s future are
becoming more and more flagrant.38

Toward the end of his study, Daghestani described a tension-ridden
society, where the city was pitted against the countryside and the nomad
against the sedentary population. He called on the state to resolve these
tensions by imposing strong laws. In light of these conclusions and policy
recommendations, the work may be seen as the result of an Orientalist
and colonialist reading of the state of affairs in the area. Like the colonial
authorities, Daghestani lamented the position of women but believed
that the force of modernity as embodied in the state had the power to
bring change and combat archaic traditions. Once he returned to Syria,

38 al-Daghestani (1939: 211).
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Daghestani assumed a more public role to improve the condition of
women. His writing style also changed; he switched to Arabic and he
focused instead on autobiographical fiction. In a certain regard, this new
type of writing drew on his sociological research, but it is based more on
personal narrative, revealing social and familial tensions in a livelier and,
often, more amusing fashion.39 The Arabic autobiographical novel
Daghestani wrote at the end of the 1960s revisits elements of anthropo-
logical analysis: the author describes a large Damascene family with all of
its idiosyncrasies and manias (women living together, jealousy, the atten-
tion the male attracts), but also with all of its urban customs (like the
rooftop pigeon flights and its special meaning in al-Salhiyyeh, his Dam-
ascene neighborhood).40

Zayn al-Din’s and Daghestani’s writing style and personal engagement
were very different, but both aimed to describe a reality they wished to
see evolve toward more equality and individual freedom. Both chose
scientific manners of expression and both demonstrated that they
belonged to a system of intellectual recognition. However, the approach
remained more existential for Nazira. Her work was recognized and
supported by a certain number of scholars, but she pursued her studies
in a relatively isolated manner. Kazem, on the other hand, was a man
enmeshed in the world of letters who wrote in newspapers, gave lectures
and participated in literary and journalistic projects in Arabic and in
French. Their intellectual worlds appear distinct and apart, and yet they
launch a similar social critique. This convergence cannot be explained by
a general internalization of the West’s epistemological hegemony. Read-
ing the two texts together, it becomes much more complicated to situate
tradition and modernity, the modern Western world and the traditional
East. Both Kazem and Nazira had deep knowledge of languages and read
a diverse range of literature. They write these two texts within a specific
scientific code (a thesis, a treaty), inside a specific horizon d’attente and
they are both very careful not to exceed or transgress these codes.

The tensions in urban society during these years came into sharp relief
in their texts which reveal their respective positions. These were the years
that the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt came into being, and the same
years that the most conservative branch of the religious hierarchy
tightened its grip on Syrian Muslim community. This is not the place
to analyze the diverse branches of conservative thought and politics.
Suffice it to note the phenomenon of a new radical Islamic thought in
Bilad al-Sham whose populism was quite different from the reformist

39 al-Daghestani (1969). 40 Ibid., 81–85.
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agenda of the preceding decades, but also from the “illiberals” of Yusuf
al-Nabhani’s ilk that Amal Ghazal’s chapter in this volume discusses.
The notions of national struggle and “returning” to religion became
intertwined in these quarters. The emerging conservative ʿulamaʾ and
political leaders endowed religious attributes with new national and
nationalist significance. The conflict’s violence is even more clearly felt
in Nazira’s writing, for she was attacked, ridiculed and vilified in the
shaykhs’ responses. Even if some allies continued to support her, the
reformists were now split, and began to hedge their bets on the question
of women. Her book’s main target, Shaykh Mustafa al-Ghalayini
(1886–1944), was a friend of her father’s who read and responded to
her book.41 He was a cleric of the old days, who defended religious
reforms within a conservative framework. For Nazira, al-Ghalayini was
more a personal opponent than a mortal enemy. Her enemies did not get
into the intellectual debate, they were more active on the streets in
parliaments and mosques where they launched moral condemnations
and physical attacks against women. The end of the 1920s, as Elizabeth
Thompson suggested, witnessed a new “polarization between secular
nationalists and religious populists.”42 In this battle, the religious elite
that was linked to the nationalists could not find its place. They despised
populism as much as secularism.

Kazem Daghestani shared the same torments as Nazira. Syrian parlia-
mentary politics of the dominant National Bloc was his natural political
habitat, but over the din of political battles it became more and more
difficult for “moderates” like him to be heard. Once they entered into the
political sphere, the notables wished to protect their privileges, and to do
so they felt they had to mollify society and its representatives. Among
them were shaykhs and moralizers of many shapes and sizes. Given his
position as an educated intellectual from a family of high standing,
Kazem, like others, found himself at bay. Kazem had a great concern
for social justice, and this lead him to consider that scientific writing was
the only way of getting involved, as the legal and constitutional battles
were in full swing and charged with tension. Women’s struggles for their
rights, inspired by progress observed most notably in Turkey, were well
received by the notables but ultimately, they were sacrificed, in the name
of national tradition, by the wielders of power. The two authors here have
in common not only their belief in scientific method – he sociology, she
tafsir – but also in their belief in science’s universality. In the face of
contradictions regarding the values of authenticity and the fight against

41 al-Ghalayani (1928). 42 E. Thompson (2000: 138).

The Autumn of the Nahda in Light of the Arab Spring 367

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316479827.018
https://www.cambridge.org/core


imperialism, they turned to science and its capacity for liberation. Nazira
responded to the shayks who accused her of colluding with the enemy
along these lines: “the best way to build the best schools for Arabs and
Muslims is to copy the best foreign schools and universities like Oxford,
the Sorbonne, Columbia, Princeton and Harvard where minds are freed
to soar into the open sky enlightened by new knowledge and attentive to
the illuminating forces God gave them, purified of the germs of diseases
or worn-out customs that are a disaster for the East.”43 As Kurzmann
reminds us, “the distinctiveness of the modernists lay in seeing modern-
ity as a promising avenue for cultural revival (even if they) disagreed
vehemently among themselves as to the extent to which cultural revival
must erase existing cultural forms.”44

This analysis of the end of the 1920s and the beginning of the 1930s, as
well as the particular situation of these two writer-thinkers leads us to a
reexamination of the theoretical questions posed by Hourani on the
absence of “traditional” thinkers in his work, or the scant place he accords
to “illiberals.” Just like the intellectuals he had studied for so long, he
refused, in a way, to see them, because they were not as innovative and
eminent or representative enough of his “liberal age.” Their supposed
intellectual weakness made them invisible in the same way the modesty
of their audiences and disciples was. Instead, it was the people’s religion –

a religion of superstitions and moral rigidity, according to the secular
thinkers as well as the Islamic reformists – that came to compensate for
paltry theory. Nazira’s stance exuded a similar arrogance. She was unre-
servedly sure that she was right. The publication of her response to the
shaykhs who had criticized her, The Young Woman and the Shaykhs, was
redolent with bitterness. She was very confident in her position and her
knowledge. Armed with the praise she has received, the “young girl”
Nazira reassured herself of the things she knows for sure. All the while,
however, her position vacillated and she was not truly able to understand
why. By publishing her private thoughts in her book, she entered public
debates and was suddenly facing something quite different from the intel-
lectual jousts of her father’s mansion. She was confronted with the social
tensions and the political fights that the realm of ideas generated.

Locked in complex historical and political positions, Kazem Daghestani
and Nazira Zayn al-Din’s works both shared the fate of being celebrated
and then quickly forgotten. Commentators have often referred to them
as “ahead of their time.” But this formula presupposes a problematic
“sense of history.” In reality, both thinkers – along with many

43 Zayn al-Din (1929: 60); translated in Cooke (2010: 95). 44 Kurzman (1998: 11).
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intellectuals – were out of sync with their age. Their texts were situated at
the heart of major discussions on the potential of independence and
modernity. They called to transform society and common rules of life
challenged the very foundations of social cohesion. Believing it possible
to think up an alternate future for their own situation and their own
freedom – for Nazira, the freedom of being a young educated woman, for
Kazem the high social position, the academic recognition in France, and
the freedom of being male – they failed to problematize the extent to
which their sense of freedom was a class privilege. This blindness to their
own subjectivity stripped the purported universality of their arguments of
their legitimacy. This is also why they never thought of contesting colo-
nial rule. Even more, they did validate the presence of colonial French
rule against their own society and national loyalty. Nazira sent a copy
of his book to the French High Commissioner Henri Ponsot with a
special dedication, asking him, of all people, to free the woman from
the veil. Kazem was far more critical of the Mandate, but he was a real
admirer of the French language and culture, and thought that it was
possible, even in a colonial context, to separate the wheat from the chaff.
Neither writer ever accepted that there was some kind of a betrayal in
these positions.

Ego-History and Epilogue

Hourani’s project of writing the history of Arab intellectuals helps the
contemporary historian-intellectual to engage in self-reflexive, action-
oriented scholarship. Raising consciousness of the intellectual’s place in
the Arab world yesterday in light of today, poses the question of the social
utility of the historian who tells the tales of forgotten lives, stories of
struggle and exile, generational solidarities, emancipations, and impris-
onments. Kazem Daghestani and Nazira Zayn al-Din’s questions in the
1920s and 1930s ring true with contemporary discussion on the rules of
personal status in Muslim countries, on the conflicts between civil and
religious categories,45 and on the different forms of female emancipation
in Islam. These questions are posed within the context of changes taking
place in the authors’ respective territories.

Albert Hourani was himself one of the actors and one of the gatekeep-
ers in the history I have set out to write. So are others who have
attempted to cover the same historical terrain, both Arab and non-Arab.
Hourani’s students, disciples and opponents, both senior and junior, and

45 On questions of sectarianism at the time, see Weiss (2010).
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the political and institutional positions which are invested in the project
of contemporary intellectual history, build on or contest Hourani’s
legacy.46 One of the steps along the way of this project was our confer-
ence at Princeton in October 2012 that led to this book. And though
Hourani worked essentially in Great Britain, his history is pursued at
American Middle East centers and departments, especially as a new
generation of Arab-American historians are emerging and addressing
new searching questions to the history of the Arab world, to Orientalism
and to academic knowledge production worldwide.

As a Franco-Arab historian, my intention is not to remain aloof from
these Anglo-American developments in Middle East history. I aim to
participate in the conversation as well, not least because Hourani’s influ-
ence extended south of the Channel, too. I am a historian, born in
Tunisia, a child of bilingual intellectuals with working-class background,
reared on knowledge and the love of books – but also nurtured by the
idea of a possible emancipation in the Arab world and elsewhere. I did
not come to my research by chance. For like Hourani, I was provided
with an official story, and with family stories in multiple languages. But
none has provided a satisfying template to give, with Judith Butler, an
account of myself.47 Rather, the complexity and “truth” that have formed
me both intellectually and as a person owe a debt to the work of Edward
W. Said.48

Michel Foucault taught philosophy in Tunis and witnessed the riots of
1968 in Tunisia just before those of May 1968 in Paris. He observed the
richness of a world and a generation, just as the foreigners who came to
lend their support to the young country by teaching or contributing
expertise. Some decided to remain and start families there. The intellec-
tual world following independence saw mixed marriages and other affin-
ities above and beyond those that Kazem Daghestani described in his
Syrian milieu of the 1930s. New alliances were being tested; frontiers
being crossed. The atmosphere was by no means avant-gardist, but
simply worldly.

The question of language is a sensitive one in the region and must be
addressed, probably even more so in North Africa than in the Middle
East. The question of readership is key, of course. Kazem wrote in
French in order to obtain his diploma, but afterwards he worked as a
translator, contributing to various journals and introducing, among
others, Durkheim’s thought to his region. Nazira wrote in Arabic, as
her project dictated. But her use of the Arabic language does not close

46 Sudairi (1999); see also Owen (1997) and Piterberg (1997). 47 Butler (2004).
48 I am thinking in particular of Said’s Reflections on Exile (2002).
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her off into a “local” reality. Rather, her work is a perpetual comparison
of European and Arabic spaces: her work created constant opposition
between “veiled” and “unveiled” worlds, and the result was an uncritical
conception of modernity as development and transparency. Her famil-
iarity with, and high commendations of French culture earned her no
little reproach. And the fact that she attended the Lycée français in Beirut
was not forgotten though she mastered Arabic perfectly. More than a
linguistic label, her ties to French culture were a social distinction but
as soon as she flattered France, it became the sign of her betrayal in
Lebanon.

The question of language raises further new questions surrounding the
circulation of texts and thought both inside and outside the region. The
perception of the use of European languages has significantly changed
over the course of the twentieth century, and this phenomenon must be
historicized and include careful study of the conditions of this circulation
how thought is both produced and conveyed. We need to consider nodal
points of intellectual mobility such as universities, international book
fairs, translation projects or trade unions. To return to Hourani’s ques-
tions in “How Should We Write the History of the Middle East?” it
would make it easier, if we conceived of the realm of our investigation,
simply enough, as the world – the global space that people and ideas from
the Middle East have ventured.49

49 Indeed, Hourani reflects lengthily on the question of the definition of the space we call
the “Middle East,” in Hourani (1991f: 126–128).
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14 The Legacies of Arabic Thought in the
Liberal Age

Rashid Khalidi

While preparing remarks for the conference on Albert Hourani at
Princeton University that launched the present volume it occurred to
me that were he still with us, given his intense modesty, Hourani would
have been embarrassed at all the fuss.1 At the same time, I am sure he
would have been quietly pleased to have his work celebrated in this
fashion, just as he was when he received an honorary doctorate from
the University of Chicago in 1991.

Coincidentally, the convening of our conference took place only a
few weeks after an event in New York City honoring one of Albert
Hourani’s contemporaries, and a celebrated emeritus member of
Princeton’s Middle East faculty, the then ninety-six-year-old Professor
Bernard Lewis.2 This event took place at the Hotel Pierre, on a
glittering occasion which was also a $550-a-plate fundraiser for
Tel Aviv University. According to press reports, the dignitaries in
attendance included the former Rector of that University, Professor
Itamar Rabinovich, former Secretary of State Dr. Henry Kissinger,
former Deputy Defense Secretary Dr. Paul Wolfowitz, the late Hoover
Institution fellow Professor Fouad Ajami, NY Daily News publisher
Mortimer Zuckerman, billionaire Bruce Kovner and former New York
Times journalist Judith Miller.3 Clearly, that was a very different kind of
event from the conference that ultimately resulted in the production of
the two volumes Max Weiss and Jens Hanssen have edited. It is hard to
imagine Albert Hourani being fêted in such a fashion, in view of his
shyness if for no other reason, although Hourani, like Lewis, has been

1 Most of the contributions to this collection were originally written for that conference,
held in October 2012. Other contributions have been published in a second volume,
Weiss and Hanssen (forthcoming).

2 Hourani, who was born in 1915, was one year older than Lewis.
3 Perhaps the best, and certainly the most waspish, account of the event was by Josh
Nathan-Kazis, “Neocons Gather to Fete Iraq War Godfather Bernard Lewis,” The
Forward, September 20, 2012. http://forward.com/articles/163089/neocons-gather-to-
fete-iraq-war-godfather-bernard/?p=1
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honored with festschrifts and other similar celebrations of his long,
productive and distinguished career.4

The conference at Princeton of which Hourani’s work was the focus
was a modest one, albeit involving a large number of scholars spanning
three generations. Four academics were chosen by the organizers to be
on the first panel, entitled “Legacies of Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age”:
Roger Owen, Abbas Amanat and myself, as well as Afaf Lutfi al-Sayyid
Marsot, who was absent but sent a paper. In a certain sense, all of us were
selected to be on that panel because we were legacies of Arabic Thought
in the Liberal Age. This does not mean that we were providing a sort of
historical exhibit of antiquities for the delectation of the audience.
Rather, it was because all four of us were taught by Albert Hourani at
Oxford University as he was writing Arabic Thought, or in the years after
he published it. When Afaf Lutfi al-Sayyid and Roger Owen started their
graduate studies with him, Hourani was still completing that book; both
finished their dissertations soon after it was published. I studied with him
there beginning in 1970, and Abbas Amanat a few years later.5 While
each of us worked on topics that were in great measure removed from the
kind of intellectual history represented by Arabic Thought, all four of us
came to Oxford at least in part because of Hourani’s eminence in the
field of Middle Eastern history, an eminence that only increased in the
wake of this book’s appearance. Needless to say, all of us were influenced
deeply by the approach he demonstrated in writing it, even if none of us
followed precisely in his footsteps in terms of our own historical and
geographical specializations. The diversity of the topics studied by the
four of us, and by Hourani’s many other doctoral students, are an
indication of the variety of spokes radiating out from him, many of them
quite far afield from his own primary interests.

What follows is not a comprehensive synthesis of the evolution of the
field of modern Middle Eastern history, along the lines of Roger Owen’s
masterful contribution to this book.6 His chapter, and the excellent
survey articles relating to Arabic Thought and to the entire field of modern
Middle Eastern history by Donald Reid, Stephen Humphries and Israel
Gershoni constitute valuable historiographical interventions.7 This chap-
ter is, instead, almost entirely of a personal nature, and draws mainly on

4 The collection in honor of Hourani was edited by Spagnolo (1992); that honoring Lewis
was edited by C.E. Bosworth, C. Issawi, R. Savory and A. Udovitch (1989).

5 Amanat wrote his dissertation on the Babi movement in nineteenth-century Iran, Owen
on cotton production in 19th century Egypt and Lutfi al-Sayyid on Cromer and Egyptian
nationalism.

6 See Chapter 2 in this volume.
7 D. Reid (1982); Humphreys (2006); and Gershoni (2006).
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my own experiences since I arrived in Oxford to study with Albert
Hourani in the fall of 1970.

Perhaps the most important legacy of Albert Hourani for his many
doctoral students – formally and informally they numbered several dozen
during a career of more than four decades – may not have been his
approach to the writing of modern Middle Eastern history, significant
though that legacy undoubtedly was for his students (and to the many
who read his work). It is worth noting why his influence on his students
was so great. Although most of them were probably not aware of it when
they went to Oxford to study with him, Hourani was perhaps the most
important of the first generation of scholars who dedicated themselves
exclusively to researching and teaching about the modern history of the
Middle East. He was thus one of a small group who in the 1950s and
1960s founded and defined this then-new field, together with Bernard
Lewis, Stanford Shaw, Ann Lambton and a few others. This pioneering
cohort followed after, and had been taught by, an older generation of
polymathic scholars like H.A.R. Gibb, Philip Hitti and Gustave von
Grunebaum. The latter were great Orientalists in every sense of that
much-maligned word. All members of that older cohort were men for
whom the history of the modern Middle East was seen as something
worthy of study, albeit less so than the much more serious literary or
historical or philological work on the classical and medieval periods
of the Islamic Middle East that was their primary concern.8 Many of
these epic figures from this generation that preceded Hourani’s were
experts in several of these fields: Hitti, for example, covered them all,
in addition to writing extensively about the ancient history, archaeology
and epigraphy of the Near East.9

Although his graduate students may have only dimly sensed this his-
torical background of the then-young field of the history of the modern
Middle East they were starting to work in, Hourani’s example and his
approach were something they were deeply affected by. How new and
fragile this entire enterprise was can be seen from the words of Gibb
himself, writing in 1956. Gibb was the acknowledged doyen of Islamic
studies in Great Britain, until he moved to Harvard in 1955, thereafter
playing a similarly central role in the development of Middle Eastern
studies in the United States. The opening sentence in his thoroughly

8 For assessments of the efforts of this earlier generation in the modern Middle Eastern
field, see Humphreys (2006) and Gershoni (2006).

9 Over four hundred pages of Hitti’sHistory of Syria, including Lebanon and Palestine (1951),
and over two hundred pages of his Lebanon in History (1957) cover the pre-Islamic
periods.
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bleak assessment of the state of the nascent field was: “The first, and
certainly most important, problem in modern Middle Eastern history is
to find, and then to find a living for, a few historians fully qualified to
investigate its problems.”10

Hourani was one of the first of this group that Gibb had discovered.
Gibb helped him to “find a living,” obtaining for him a position at
Oxford. We are told that Gibb also commissioned Hourani to work on
a section of the follow up to the grand survey of Islamic society and the
West in the modern period which he projected. In the end, only the first
two parts of this survey, which Gibb coauthored with the Ottomanist
Harold Bowen, were ever published, under the title Islamic Society and the
West: A Study of the Impact of Western Civilization on Moslem Culture in the
Near East.11 Because Hourani was one of the first historians to focus
exclusively on the study of the modern history of the Middle East, and
because of his own natural intellectual curiosity, he ended up supervising
an extraordinarily broad range of doctoral theses. These dissertations
covered periods from the eighteenth century to the recent past, and
encompassed the entire Middle East. They were produced by students
from all over the world, especially Great Britain and Western Europe,
North America and the Middle East. The dissertations he supervised,
and the monographs and articles that emerged from them, constitute one
of Hourani’s greatest legacies to the field. References to the work of over
a dozen of his students can be found in the bibliographical supplement to
the 1983 revised edition of Arabic Thought, while fifteen of his former
students were contributors to the 1992 Festschrift.12 This is but a sam-
pling; the complete list of all of the doctoral students whom he supervised
is far longer. Their monographs and other writings helped mightily to fill
the yawning gaps in the existing scholarship that Gibb identified in his
1956 assessment of the study of modern Middle Eastern history. Indeed,
Hourani’s students, and their students, have over the last few decades
effectively populated and then produced the core of the field of modern
Middle East history in North America and Europe, and parts of the
Middle East and other regions as well.

Albert Hourani’s most important legacy to his students, or at least an
underappreciated one, was perhaps not his having initiated his students

10 Gibb (1962). His “Problems of Modern Middle Eastern History” was originally
published in Report on Current Research, Spring 1956 (Washington, DC: Middle East
Institute, 1956), 1–7.

11 Gibb and Bowen (1950, 1957). Among others who were commissioned to produce
follow-up volumes were Lewis, Shaw and Lambton. See Owen’s chapter in this
volume.

12 Spagnolo (1992).
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into this new field, important though that surely was. It may rather have
been the example of his teaching and mentorship: the way he worked
with his graduate students, the time and attention that he gave them, and
his gentle insistence on their continually trying to improve their work
and to produce the best scholarship they were capable of. For example, in
a meeting with him during my third year at St. Antony’s College, I rather
smugly told him that I had completed all the dissertation research
I needed to do in the Public Records Office in London and in Beirut,
and awaited his verdict on my initial results. In the most delicate possible
manner, he suggested that perhaps my dissertation might benefit from
my doing what he called “just a bit” of additional research. Specifically,
he suggested I investigate the French diplomatic archives in Paris for the
Levant during the pre–World War I period I was interested in. I ended
up going to do research at the Quai d’Orsay (where the French diplo-
matic archives were then located) not once but twice over the next two
years. My dissertation was naturally much the better for it. I only wish
that I had later had the good sense to take more of this sort of excellent
advice: for example, Hourani’s suggestion that I hold off on publishing
my dissertation. That might have avoided my over-hastily rushing into
print a number of ideas I no longer find entirely convincing.13

Hourani’s generosity in offering this sort of invariably wise advice, and
so many other aspects of his teaching, constituted an example that was
impossible to follow. This was quite simply because none of his students
was Albert. In particular, none of them, even the most pedagogically
inclined among them, had a personality so uniquely suited to one-on-one
teaching. Oxford and Cambridge fostered such an approach, of course,
but Albert was a master of the form, never intimidating, always patient
and kind, but at the same time always incisive and perceptive about the
work he was assessing. Moreover, none of us had another asset: this was
the fund of personal experience of the actual making of the modern
history of the Middle East in the mid twentieth century that Hourani
could draw upon. This was rooted in his involvement in this history over
the decade from the late 1930s when he went to Beirut to teach at the
American University of Beirut, through the war years of serving British
policy in Cairo and Jerusalem, then the postwar years working in Jerusa-
lem in Musa ʿAlami’s Arab Bureau.14

Beyond that particular set of experiences, Hourani had a vast range
of personal acquaintances, including generations of intellectuals, polit-
icians, socialites, diplomats, spies, military officers, aristocrats, adventurers

13 The book was British Policy towards Syria and Palestine, 1906–1914 (1980).
14 See Hanssen’s chapter in this volume.
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and businessmen from the Middle East, Europe, North America and
elsewhere. These were the leading figures of the age in which he came to
maturity, whom he had met at his father’s dinner table in Manchester in
his youth, and in his work and his travels in theMiddle East and elsewhere.
All those with an interest in the Middle East continued to seek him out at
Oxford where his restructuring of British undergraduate and graduate
training in the Middle East field laid the foundation for new generations
of scholars, journalists and other experts on the region.15

Finally, none of his students could possibly replicate Albert’s gentle
manner, nor could we match his intense interest in family lore, in
personal stories and in intimate gossip. He loved these human details,
which he understood to provide essential background to a comprehen-
sion of history, politics and culture. I can still see his devilish smile on
hearing a particularly juicy morsel, although he himself was always the
soul of discretion. He never said a bad word about those with whom he
disagreed, or about even the most laggardly of his not-always-diligent
students. One would try in vain to draw him on the striking differences
between his views and those of Elie Kedourie, for example, invariably
without success.16 He was always polite and courtly, even about those
whose approaches differed drastically from his.

So if none of his students could match his talent as a teacher, and if
most of them did not become intellectual historians, if indeed the major-
ity of them turned away from that approach, what were the legacies of
Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age for the successive generations of Albert
Hourani’s students, whom the four of us on the keynote panel at the
Princeton conference panel were in some measure taken to represent?
When I was a graduate student, Arabic Thought represented the summum
of a genre of history that I not only could not write, but did not aspire to
do so. It seemed as if Hourani had gone as far as one could possibly go
with this approach, carefully examining trends of thought over more than
a century within the context of what he defined as a “liberal age,”
although he later expressed dissatisfaction with his choice of this term.17

When so many other aspects of the historical picture of the evolution of
the modern Middle East seemed so unclear, it appeared to many at the
time that there were fields other than intellectual history that perhaps
could more profitably be pursued. Hourani himself apparently did not
have these doubts. The preface to the 1983 reissue of this book is worth
perusing carefully for a sense of how he regarded his own achievement

15 See Owen’s chapter.
16 For two such comparisons, see L.C. Brown (1982); and Yapp (1994).
17 Hourani (1983: iv).
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two decades on, and for a sense of what he might have done differently.
In regard to the larger project, he does aver in that preface that “if I were
to write a book on the same subject today, I think I should write about
these thinkers, and perhaps a few others, in much the same way.”18

Only a few students at Oxford ended up working on the Nahda itself,
a field of supervision Hourani shared with his Egyptian colleague,
Mustafa Badawi (1925–2012) who joined St. Antony’s as the first faculty
member at Oxford to teach modern Arabic literature in 1964. Roger
Allen’s translation of al-Muwaylihis Hadith ʿIsa ibn Hisham; Nadia
Farag’s thesis on al-Muqtataf and Darwinism; Sasson Somekh’s analysis
of Naguib Mahfuz’s novels; Marilyn Booth’s study of Mahmud Bayram
al-Tunisi’s vernacular literature; and Paul Starkey’s work on Tawfiq
al-Hakim were all products of the Badawi–Hourani cooperation.19

Arabic Thought in the Liberal Age also influenced some young historians
outside Middle East studies, as C.A. Bayly’s expression of intellectual
debt to Hourani in Chapter 12 illustrates. What is also striking, however,
is that many of his former students worked on topics that were rooted in
Hourani’s other scholarly interests. The interpenetration of the Middle
East with the world around it in the modern era has been prominent in
the writings of many of those who studied with him, including some of
those who have contributed to the two volumes that came out of the
Princeton conference. So has been his concern with the social and
economic bases of Middle Eastern change. It was this range of broader
interests that drew many to study with Hourani or to appreciate his
writings. The work produced by a number of younger scholars, both
his own students and others, taking these concerns of his further than he
had, may be the greatest of his legacies.

Needless to say, academic interest in the interpenetration of global and
Middle Eastern history did not start with Hourani: the seminal work of
his mentor Gibb, together with Harold Bowen, Islamic Society and the
West, is proof of that. Nevertheless, Hourani started from quite different
assumptions than did Gibb and his generation of scholars. Among them
were a greater appreciation for the role of social and economic factors in
Middle Eastern history, and a far less static conception of the functioning
of Middle Eastern societies and economies. One of Hourani’s first doc-
toral students, the renowned French historian André Raymond
(1925–2011), who worked on the growth and expansion of several of
the most important Arab cities from the sixteenth through the nineteenth
centuries, helped to refute decisively Gibb and Bowen’s central thesis of

18 Ibid., vii.
19 Allen (1992); Farag (1969); Somekh (1973); Starkey (1988); Booth (1990).
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a “stagnant” Middle East before the impact of the West became felt.20 In
Anglophone scholarship, the eminent economic historian Roger Owen,
in a seminal 1975 article, launched one of the first, if not the very first,
systematic critique of Gibb and Bowen’s work from this perspective in
the Review of Middle Eastern Studies.21 This short-lived but influential
publication was produced starting in 1975 by a young assemblage of
scholars who came to be known as the Hull Group. Many of them were
former students or junior colleagues of Hourani, including Talal Asad,
Roger Owen and Sami Zubeida. They declared themselves committed to
a critique of Middle East studies far more radical than anything Hourani
ever engaged in, but the impact of his work and his teaching on several of
them was evident.

Hourani’s own departure from the traditional Orientalist approach of
Gibb and Bowen was in keeping with the writings of the Annales school
which he encountered during his sabbatical year at the University of
Chicago just after the publication of Arabic Thought. He seems to have
been particularly influenced by the emphasis of these French historians
on long-term economic and social change. Just as he was alive to intel-
lectual trends in Beirut and Cairo, Hourani was always sensitive to
currents of scholarship across the English Channel. He constantly urged
his students to read the work of important French academics like André
Raymond in Aix-en-Provence and Jacques Berque in Paris.22 Both had
become founders of significant groupings of historians of the modern
Middle East at the University of Aix/Marseille and at the Collège de
France. There are similar clusters of scholars specializing in the modern
Middle East including one or another of Hourani’s former students, or
their students, at major academic institutions across the Middle East,
North America and Europe.

Another research path that some of his students and those influenced
by his work took up was the intersection between history, Islam, culture
and politics. Among his students who worked in this area were Nazih
Ayubi, Aziz al-Azmeh and Michael Gilsenan.23 The best known work of
Hourani’s successor after his retirement from Oxford, Hamid Enayat, a
scholar whom Hourani greatly admired, was his book on Islamic political
thought.24 Again, although the relationship between religion and politics

20 Most notably in Raymond (1973–74 and 1985). See also Hourani’s (1990) appraisal of
Raymond’s œuvre.

21 Republished in Owen (1976), and incorporated into the introduction to Owen’s The
Middle East in the World Economy (1981).

22 For his moving tribute to Berque, see Hourani, “For a Search of a New Andalusia:
Jacque Berque and the Arabs,” in his Islam in European Thought (1991: 129–35).

23 Gilsenan (1973); Ayubi (1980); al-Azmeh (1981). 24 Enayat (1982).
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was one of the main emphases of Liberal Thought, it did not garner as
much interest among Hourani’s students as did other fields.

ManyMiddle East historians of my generation were drawn to Hourani’s
earlier interest in the policies of the great powers, often with the same
penchant for biographical detail he favored, as well as in the rise of Middle
Eastern nationalisms, especially Arab nationalism. Hourani’s involvement
in these fields predated his work on Arabic Thought and, indeed, his
academic career. Chatham House publications like Great Britain and the
Arab World (1945), or Syria and Lebanon: A Political Essay (1946) and his
unpublished report for the British Foreign Office on “Great Britain and
Arab nationalism, 1920–1943” were policy-oriented, and he disavowed
them as soon as he returned to Oxford in 1948. So when his students
became interested in the origins of Arab nationalism in the 1970s, Hourani
encouraged them to move away from the emphasis on diplomatic history
and Arab-Turkish enmity that George Antonius had implanted in Anglo-
phone scholarship.25 Instead, he urged them to examine the new social
context that the Ottoman reforms provided, to consult archives in the
Middle East and to read carefully the Arabic newspapers stored in the
American University of Beirut library and elsewhere. These new research
paths produced foundational books such as Hannah Batatu’s The Old
Social Classes and the Revolutionary Movements of Iraq, and Philip Khoury’s
Urban Notables and Arab Nationalism and Syria under the French Mandate:
The Politics of Arab Nationalism, as well as important edited volumes such
as Marwan Buheiry’s Intellectual Life in the Arab East, Jankowski and
Gershoni’s Rethinking Nationalism in the Arab Middle East and The Origins
of Arab Nationalism, which I coedited with Lisa Anderson, Muhammad
Muslih and Reeva Simon.26

My own doctoral research on Arab nationalism focused on Palestine in
the wider geographical context of Bilad al-Sham – a historical term for
Syria, Lebanon, Jordan and Palestine/Israel that Hourani’s students did
much to popularize in Middle East scholarship. A number of other
students of his dealt with Palestinian history: they included historians
with a focus on Zionism, late Ottoman or Mandate social and economic
history or post–World War II political history.27 When I started the

25 E.g., Zeine (1958).
26 Batatu (1978), P. Khoury (1983 and 1987), Buheiry (1981), Khalidi et al. (1991),

Jankowski and Gershoni (1997).
27 For example, Mandel (1965), Abu-Manneh (1972), Maoz (1966), B. Smith (1978),

M. Seikaly (1983), M. Wilson (1984). Alexander Schölch (1943–1986), one of
Hourani’s favorite German students who wrote up his Heidelberg dissertation on the
ʿUrabi Revolt at St. Antony’s College (1972), subsequently authored important works on
modern Palestinian history in German and English. E.g., Schölch (1982, 1986, 1993).
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research for my D.Phil. thesis on The Development of British Policy towards
Syria and Arab Nationalism, I was only dimly aware that for over a decade
Hourani had been confronted with the Palestine question in one of its
most acute phases, starting the moment that he arrived in Beirut in 1937.
This was at the height of the great 1936–39 Palestinian revolt against
British colonialism and Zionism. The American University of Beirut,
where he was teaching, was a hotbed of activism on Palestine, and many
of his Arab students there were deeply involved in student politics. The
impact of the question of Palestine on Hourani then and during the war
years when he worked for the British government in the Middle East, can
be seen, albeit only indirectly, in his first book, Syria and Lebanon:
A Political Essay. There he perceptively assessed the impact on these
two countries of the upheavals that were then already racking Palestine,
in the context of his dissection of the terms of the League of Nations’
Middle Eastern mandates.

The impact of the Palestine issue on Hourani was much more apparent
in his subsequent deep involvement of nearly two years with the Arab
Office: it must have been a great one to propel him to take this step. The
Arab Office was a serious multicountry effort – the first and only one
the Palestinians managed to produce before 1948, and for many years
afterward – that was designed to put the much-misunderstood and
little known Arab case on Palestine before Western public opinion.
Hourani played a central role in this endeavor, a role perhaps second
only to that of the founder of the Arab Office, Musa al-ʿAlami, including
testifying on behalf of the Arab side before the 1946 Anglo-American
Committee of Inquiry.28 This ambitious project for permanent Palestin-
ian representation abroad was ultimately shipwrecked by inter-Arab and
inter-Palestinian divisions, and by the crushing impact of the Nakba.
Nevertheless, the experience of close proximity to the Palestine problem
during the searing decade for the Palestinians from 1937 onward,
culminating in the bitterness of complete defeat in 1948, must have left
its mark on Hourani. His writings thereafter, however, did little to reveal
what that effect might have been. Hourani never devoted a major work to
the topic, and scarcely wrote on it again. In retrospect, however, one may
wonder what price Hourani may have paid in later life for his outspoken
position on Palestine when he was younger. One can speculate that this
price may have included Hourani being passed over for the Wardenship

28 See Hanssen’s chapter in this volume. For Hourani’s testimony before the Committee of
Inquiry, see Hourani (2005). On this topic, see also the extremely informative article by
Walid Khalidi in the same issue of The Journal of Palestine Studies.
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of St. Antony’s College in 1968, in favor of Raymond Carr, and his
failure to ever hold a chair at Oxford.

It was only much later, soon after Hourani’s death in 1993, while
perusing some of the papers of the Arab Office that were then located in
the archives of the Arab Studies Society in Jerusalem, including some of
Hourani’s correspondence withMusa al-ʿAlami, and his drafts of speeches
and position papers for the Arab Office, that I realized the full depth of
his involvement in the Palestine issue in that crucial period.29 The book
that came out of this research in 1997 grappled with the question of when
and how Palestinian national consciousness crystallized out of the overlap-
ping local, regional and pan-Arab identities in Bilad al-Sham and against
competing Zionist aspirations. As Hourani witnessed first-hand during his
testimony before the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry, despite
his deposition that Zionist colonization of Palestine was not the solution
for Europe’s “Jewish problem,”30 the Western powers and the USSR
dismissed Palestinian claims to self-determination in their ancestral home-
land. Instead, they fervently supported the creation of the state of Israel
at the expense of the Palestinians in most of the territory of Palestine, a
country which at that time had a two-thirds Arab majority.

SinceAlbertHourani’s death, the study of Arab nationalismhas acquired
greater empirical depth and conceptual sophistication, going well beyond
the parameters explored by Hourani and in the earliest work of students
of his, like Peter Sluglett, Philip Khoury, Margot Badran and myself.31

Whether this newer scholarship delved more deeply into economic and
social factors and moved away from the politics of the elites – Hourani’s
“notables” – or whether it adopted discourse analysis, paid attention
to linguistics, or conducted global and comparative historical analysis, it
took the understanding of the history, politics and culture of the modern
Middle Eastern much farther than had Hourani and those he trained.32

29 These archives, and all the other holdings of the Arab Studies Society, founded by the
late Faysal al-Husayni, became inaccessible when its locale in Orient House in occupied
Arab East Jerusalem was shut down and sealed by Israeli security forces in 2001. It
remains closed as of the time of writing in 2014. I have since learned that some of the
Society’s archives were removed from the premises, and are now found in the Israel
National Library under the rubric “AP,” for “Abandoned Property.” Unlike the bulk of
that collection, which is made up of books and manuscripts belonging to Palestinian
citizens that were looted from their abandoned homes during the 1948 war by special
teams that followed Israeli assault forces into the Arab neighborhoods of Haifa, Jaffa and
Jerusalem, the Arab Studies Society archive was not “abandoned,” but simply
appropriated – stolen is the better word – by the same agencies of the Israeli state
which closed the Society. On the 1948 book thefts, see Amit (2011).

30 Hourani, (1946/1974). 31 P. Khoury (1983, 1987); Sluglett (1976); Badran (1995).
32 To mention only a few such compelling works, Gelvin (1998); Hanssen (2005), Khuri-

Makdisi (2010); Bashkin (2009); T. Mitchell (2011); and M. Elshakry (2013).
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This book’s chapters that originated at the 2012 conference reveal how
different are the assumptions of leading members of the current gener-
ation of scholars who were represented there from those which drove the
work of Gibb and his era of scholarship, those of Hourani and his
contemporaries, and those of Hourani’s students, four of whom were
represented on the first panel at Princeton. This book and its companion
volume are a testament to how far the scholarship has come from where
we, who studied with Albert Hourani, the generation of scholars, includ-
ing Hourani, who taught us, and those who taught them before that, had
started off in decades past.
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