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effigies meet you at every turn.. The shops are English 
shops, where English or Eurasian assistants traffic in 
English goods. English' carriages and motors bowl 
along the macadamized or tarred roads of Old England.
On every hand there is evidence of the instinctive effort 
to reproduce, as nearly as the climate will permit, 
English conditions oi life. . . . Almost the whole life 
of the people of India is relegated to the back streets, 
not to say the slums— frankly called in Madras the 
Black Town, There are a few points-.clubs and gym
khanas specially established to that end— where English
men, and even women, meet Indian men, and even 
women, of the wealthier classes, on a basis of social 
equality. But few indeed are the points of contact 
between the Asian town and the European city which, 
has been superimposed upon it. The missionary, the 
Salvation Army outpost, perhaps the curiosity-hunting 
tourist, may go forth into the bazaars; but the Euro
pean community as a whole cares no more for the 
swarming brown multitudes around it than the dwellers 
on an island care for the fishes in the circumambient 
sea.”  1 And what is true of the great towns holds good 
for scores of provincial centres, “  stations,”  and canton
ments. The scale may be smaller, but the type is the 
same.

The European in the Orient is thus everywhere pro
foundly an. alien, living apart from the native life. And 
the European is not merely an aloof alien; he is a r uling 
alien as well. Always his attitude is that of the superior, 
the master. This attitude is not due to brutality or 
snobbery; it is inherent in the very essence of the situa
tion. Of course many Europeans have bad manners, 
but that does not change the basic reality of the case.
And this reality is that, whatever the future may bring, 
the European first established himself in the Orient be
cause the West was then infinitely ahead of the E ast; 
and. he is still there to-day because, despite all recent

1 Archer, pp. 11, 12.
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changes, the East is still behind the West. Therefore the 
European in the Orient is still the ruler, and so long as 
he stays there m ust continue to rule—-justly, temper
ately,'with politic regard for Eastern progress and liberal 
devolution of power as the East becomes ripe lor its 
liberal exercise—but, nevertheless, rule. Wherever the 
Occidental has established his political control, there are 
but two alternatives : govern or go. Furthermore, in his 
governing, the Occidental must rule according to his own 
lights; despite all concessions to local feeling, he must, 
in the last analysis, act as a Western, not as an Eastern, 
ruler. Lord. Cromer voices the heart of all true colonial 
government when he says : “  In governing Oriental races 
the first thought must be what is good for them, but not 
necessarily what they think is good for them.”  1 *

Now all this is inevitable, and should be self-evident. 
Nevertheless, the fact remains that even the most: en
lightened Oriental can hardly regard it as other than 
a bitter though salutary medicine, while most Orientals 
feel it to be humiliating or intolerable. The very virtues 
of the European are prime causes of his unpopularity. 
For, as Meredith Townsend well says : The European
is, in Asia, the man who will insist on his neighbour 
doing business just after dinner, and being exact when 
he is half-asleep, and being ‘ prompt ’ just when he 
wants to enjoy,—and he rules in Asia and is loved in 
Asia accordingly.’ 5 2

.Furthermore, the European in the Orient is disliked
not merely as a ruler and a disturber, but also as a man
of widely different race. This matter of race is very
complicated,3 but it cuts deep and. Is of fundamental
importance. Most of the peoples of the Near and. Middle
East with which our present discussion is concerned
belong to what is known as the “  brown ”  category of*

1 Cromer, Political and Literary Essays, p. 25.
* Townsend, Asia and Europe, p. 128.
8 I have dealt with it at length In my Hieing Tide of Cqlow against While 

World- Supremacy.
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the human species. Of course, in.strict anthropology, 
the term is inexact. Anthropologically, wo cannot set 
off. a. sharply differentiated group of “ . brown ”  types as a 
“  brown race,”  as we can set oil the “  white ”  types of 
Europe as a .** white race ”  or the “  yellow ”  Mongoloid 
types of the Far East as a “  yellow race.”  This is 
because the .'Near and Middle East have been racially 
a vast melting-pot, or series of melting-pots, wherein 
conquest and migration have continually poured new 
heterogeneous elements, producing the most diverse 
ethnic amalgamations. Thus to-day some of the Near 
and. Middle Eastern peoples are largely white, like the 
Persians and Ottoman Turks; others, like the southern 
Indians and Yemenite Arabs, are largely black ; while 
still others, like the Himalayan and Central Asian 
peoples, have much yellow blood. Again, as there is no 
brown racial type-norm, as there are white, and yellow 
type-norms, so there is no generalized brown culture 
like those possessed by yellows and whites. The great 
brown spiritual bond is Islam, yet in India, the chief seat 
of brown population, Islam is professed by only one-fifth 
of the inhabitants. Lastly, while the spiritual fron
tiers of the Moslem world coincide mainly with the ethnic 
frontiers of the brown world, Islam overlaps at several 
points, including some pure whites in eastern Europe, 
many true yellows in the Far East, and multitudes of 
negroes in Africa.

Nevertheless, despite these partial modifications, the 
terms “  brown race " and “  brown world ”  do connote 
genuine realities which science and politics alike recog
nize to be essentially true. There certainly is a funda
mental comity between the brown peoples. This comity 
is subtle and intangible in character ; yet it exists, and 
under certain circumstances it is capable of momentous 
manifestations. Its salient feature is the instinctive 
recognition by all Near and Middle Eastern peoples that 
they are fellow “  Asiatics,”  however bitter may be their 
internecine feuds. This instinctiveH Asiatic ”  feeling has
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.,'yfecn noted, by 'historians for more than two thousand 
years, and it is true to-day as in the past.

The great racial divisions of mankind are the most 
fundamental, the most permanent, the most ineradi
cable things in human experience. They are not mere 
diverse colorations of skin. Matters like complexion, 
stature, end hair-formation .are merely the outward, 
-visible symbols of correlative mental and spiritual 
'differences which reveal themselves in sharply con
trasted temperaments and view-points, and which 
translate themselves into the infinite phenomena of 
divergent group-life.

Now it is one of these basic racial lines of cleavage 
which runs between “  East ”  and “  West.”  Broadly 
speaking, the Near and Middle East is the “  brown 
world,”  and this differentiates it from the “  white world ”  
of the West in a way which never can be really obliter
ated, Indeed, to attempt to obliterate the difference by 
racial fusion would be the maddest of follies. East and 
West can mutually quicken each other by a mutual 
exchange of ideas and ideals. They can only harm each 
other fay transfusions of blood. To unite physically 
would be the greatest of disasters. East and West have 
both given much to the world in the past, and promise 
to give more in the future. But whatever of true value 
they are to give can be given only on condition that 
they remain essentially themselves. Ethnic fusion would 
destroy both their race-souls and would result, in a 
dreary mongielization from which would issue nothing 
but degeneration and decay.

Both. East and West instinctively recognize the truth 
of this, and show It by their common contempt for the 
“  Eurasian ” — the mongrel offspring of unions between 
the two races. As Meredith Townsend well says': “ .The 
chasm between the brown man and the white is un 
fathomable, has existed in all ages, and exists still 
everywhere, Ne white man marries a brown wife, no 
brown man marries a white wife, without an inner .sense
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of having been false to some unintelligible but irresistible 
command,”  1

The above summary of the political, economic, social, 
and racial differences'between East and West gives us a 
fair idea of the numerous cross-currents which complicate t 
the relations of the two worlds and which hinder West
ernization.. The Westernizing process is assuredly going 
on, and in subsequent chapters we shall see how far- 
reaching is its scope. But the factors Just considered will 
indicate the possibilities of reaction and will roughly 
assign the limits to which Westernization may ultimately 
extend.

One thing is certain : Western political control m the 
Orient, however prolonged and however imposing in 
appearance, must ever rest on essentially txagile founda
tions. The Western rulers will always remain an alien 
caste ; tolerated, even respected, perhaps, hut never 
loved and never regarded as anything but foreigners. 
Furthermore, Western rule must necessarily become more 
precarious with the increasing enlightenment of the sub
ject peoples, so that the acquiescence of one generation 
may be followed by the hostile protest of the next. It 
is indeed an unstable equilibrium, hard to maintain and 
easily upset.

The latent instability of European political control 
over the Near and Middle East was dramatically shown 
by the moral effect of the Eusso-Japanese War. Down 
to that time the Orient had been so helpless in face of 
European aggression that most Orientals had comb to 
regard Western supremacy with fatalistic resignation.
But the defeat of a first-class European Power by an 
Asiatic people instantly broke the spell, and all Asia and 
Africa thrilled with a wild intoxication which we can 
scarcely conceive. A Scotch missionary thus describes 
the effect of the Japanese victories on northern India, 
where he was stationed at the time : “  A stir of exci te
ment passed over the north of India. Even the remote

1 Townsend, p. 97,
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villagers talked over the victories of Japan as they sat 

~ in their circles and passed round the huqqa at night. 
One of the older men said to me, 4 There has been nothing 
like it since the mutiny.5 A Turkish consul of long ex
perience in Western Asia told me that in the interior you 
could see everywhere the most ignorant peasants ' ting
ling ‘ with the news. Asia was moved from end to 
end, and the sleep of the centuries was finally broken. 
It was a time when it was 4 good to be alive,’ for a new 
chapter was being written in the book of the world’s 
history.” 1

Of course the Russo- Japanese War did not create this 
new spirit, whose roots lay in the previous epoch, of subtle 
changes that had been going on. The Russo-Japanese 
War was thus rather the occasion than the cause of 
the wave of exultant self-confidence which swept over 
Asia and Africa in the year 1904. But it did dramatize 
and clarify ideas that had been germinating half-uneom- 
sciously in millions of Oriental minds, and was thus the 
sign manual of the whole nexus of forces making for a 
revivified Orient.

Furthermore, this new temper profoundly influenced 
the Orient’s attitude toward the series of fresh European 
aggressions which then began. It is a curious fact that 
just when.; the Far East had successfully resisted Euro
pean encroachment, the Near and Middle East should 
have been subjected to European aggressions of unpar 
alleled severity. We have already noted the furious 
protests and the unwonted moral solidarity of the 
Moslem world at these manifestations of Western Real- 
folitik. It would be interesting to know exactly how 
much of. this defiant temper was due to the heartening

1 Bev. 0. F. Andrew, The Renaissance in India, p. 4 (London, Kill). 
For other similar accounts of the effect of the Busso-Japanese War upon 
Oriental peoples generally, see A. M. Low, “ Egyptian Unrest,”  J!he 
Forum, October, 1906; F. Farjanel, “ I* Japoui et 1‘Xslam,” Revue du 
Monde musuhmn, November, 1906; “ Oriental Ideals as Affected by the 
Russo-Japanese War,” American Review, of Reviews, February, 1905; 
A. Varnb&y, “  Japan and the Mahometan World,” Nineteenth Century 
and After, April, 1905; Yaliya Siddyk, op. cit., p, 42.
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example of Japan. Certainly our ultra-imperialists of the 
West were playing a dangerous game during the decade 
'between 1904 and 1914. .As Arminius V'ambery re
marked after the Italian raid: on Tripoli; “  The more the 
power and authority of the West gains ground in the 
Old World, the stronger becomes the bond of unity and 
mutual interest between the separate factions of Asiatics, 
and the deeper burns the fanatical hatred of Europe. Is 
it wise or expedient by useless provocation and unneces
sary attacks' to increase the feeling of animosity, to 
hurry on the straggle between the two worlds, and to 
nip in the bud the work of modern culture which is 
now going on in Asia ? ”  1

The Great War of course immensely aggravated an 
already critical situation. The Orient suddenly saw the 
European peoples, who, in racial matters, had hitherto 
maintained something like .solidarity, locked in an inter
necine death-grapple of unparalleled ferocity; it saw 
those same peoples put one another f uriously to the ban 
as irreconcilable foes; it saw white race-unity cleft by 
moral and political gulfs which white men themselves 
■continuously iterated would never be filled. The one 
redeeming feature of the struggle, in Oriental eyes, was 
the liberal programme which the Allied statesmen in 
scribed. upon their banners. But when the war was over 
and the Allies had won, it promptly leaked out that at 
the very time when the Allied leaders were making their 
liberal speeches they had been negotiating a series of 
secret treaties partitioning the Near East between them 
in a spirit of the most cynical imperialism; and in the 
peace conferences that closed the war it was these secret 
treaties, not the liberal, speeches, which determined the 
Oriental settlement, resulting (on paper at. least) in 
the total subjugation of the Near and Middle East to 
European political control.

The wave of wrath which thereupon rolled over the
1 A. Vambery, “ An Approach between Moslems and Buddhists,” 

Nineteenth Gmtury and After, April, 19X2.
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- Rf^st was not confined to furious remonstrance like the 
protests of pre-war days. There was_a note of imme
diate resistance and rebellion not audible before. Ibis 
rebellious temper lias translated itself into warlike action 
which has already forced the European Powers to abate 
some of their extreme pretensions and which will un
doubtedly make them abate others in the near future. 
The details of this post-war unrest will be discussed in 
later chapters. Suffice it to say here that the Great 
War has shattered European prestige in the East and. 
has opened, the eyes of Orientals to the weaknesses of 
the West. To the Orient the war was a gigantic course 
of education. For one thing, millions of Orientals and 
negroes were taken from the remotest jungles of Asia 
and Africa to serve as soldiers and labourers in the White 
Man’s War. Though the bulk- of these auxiliaries were 
used in colonial operations, more than a million of them 
were brought to Europe itself. Hero they killed white 
men, raped white women, tasted white luxuries, learned 
white weaknesses— and went home to tell their people 
the whole story.1 Asia and Africa to-day know Europe 
as they never knew it before, and we may be sure that 
they will make use of their knowledge. The most seri
ous factor in the situation is that the Orient realizes 
that the famous Versailles “  Peace ”  which purports to 
have pacified Europe i? no peace, but rather an uncon- 
structive, unstatesmanlike futility that left old sores 
unhealed and even dealt fresh wounds. Europe to-day 
lies debilitated and uncured, while Asia and Africa see 
in this a standing incitement to rash dreams and violent 
action.

Such is the situation to-day : an East, torn by the 
conflict between new and old, facing a West riven with 
dissension and sick from its mad follies. Probably

i For tbe effect of the war on Asia and Africa, see A. Demanpoon, Le 
DMin de l’Europe (Paris, 1920); H. M. Hyndman, The Awakening of Asm 
(New York, 1919); E. I). Morel, The Black M an's Burden (New York, 
1920); F. B. Fisher, India's Silent .Revolution (New York, 1919); also, 
m y Rising Tide o f Colour against White World-Supremacy,
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never before have the relations between the two world-, 
contained so many incalculable, even cataclysmic, 
possibilities.. The point to be here noted is that this 
strange new East which now faces us is mainly the result 
of Western influences permeating it in unprecedented 
fashion for the past hundred years. To the chief dements 
in that permeation let us now turn.
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CHAPTER IV

POLITICAL change

The Orient’s chief handicap has been its vicious political 
tradition. From earliest times the typical form of gov
ernment in the East has been despotism,—-the arbitrary 
rule of an absolute monarch, whose subjects are slaves, 
holding their goods, their honours, their very lives, at his 
wiE and pleasure. The sole consistent check upon 
Oriental despotism has been religion. Some critics may 
add. “  custom ” ; but it amounts to the same thing, for in 
the East custom_ always acquires a religious sanction. 
The mantle of religion of course covers its ministers, the 
priests forming a privileged caste. But, with these 
exceptions, Oriental despotism has usually known no 
bounds; and the despot, so long as he respected religion, 
and the priesthood, has been able to act pretty much as 
he chose. In the very dawn of history we see Pharaoh 
exhausting all Egypt to gratify his whim for a colossal 
pyramid tomb, and throughout history Oriental life has 
been cursed by this fatal political simplicity.

'Now manifold human experience has conclusively 
proved that despotism is a had form of government in 
the long run. Of course there is the legendary “  benevo
lent despot ”—the “  father of his people,’’ surrounded by 
wise counsellors and abolishing evils by a nod or a stroke 
of the pen. That is all very well in a fairy -tale. But 
in real life the “  benevolent despot ”  rarely happens and 
still more rarely succeeds himself. The “  father of his 
people ”  usually has a pompous son and a, vicious grand
son, who bring the people to rain. The melancholy 
trinity—-David, Solomon, Rehoboam—has reappeared 
with depressing regularity throughout history.

no
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hermore, even the benevolent despot has Ms 

limitations. The trouble with all despots, good or bad, 
is that their rule is entirety personal. Everything, m 
the last analysis, depends on the despot’s personal will. 
Nothing is frsaed or certain. The benevolent despot him
self may discard his benevolence overnight, and the 
fate of an empire may be jeopardized by the monarch’s 
infatuation for a woman or by an upset in his digestion.

We Occidentals have, in fact, never known “  despot
ism,”  in its Simon Pure, Oriental sense; not even under 
the Roman Empire. Indeed, we can hardly conceive 
what it means. When we speak of a benevolent despot 
we usually think of the “ enlightened autocrats ”  of 
eighteenth-century Europe, such as Frederick the Great.
But these monarchs were not “  despots ”  as Orientals 
understand it. Take Frederick, for example. He was 
regarded as absolute. But his subjects were not slaves.
Those proud Prussian officers, starched bureaucrats, 
stiff-necked burghers, and stubborn peasants each had 
his sense of personal dignity and legal status. The un
questioning obedience which they gave Frederic]: was 
given not merely because he was their king, but also be
cause they knew that he was the hardest-working man 
in Prussia and tireless in his devotion to the state. If 
Frederick had suddenly changed into a lazy, depraved, 
capricious tyrant, Ms “  obedient ”  Prussians would have 
soon showed him that there were limits to his power.

In the Orient i fc is quite otherwise. In the East “  there 
lies upon the eyes and foreheads of all men a law which 
is not found in the European decalogue; and this law runs:
‘ Thou shalt honour and worship the man whom God 
shall set above thee for thy King : if he cherish thee, 
thou shaft love him; and if he plunder and oppress thee 
thou shalt still love him, for thou art his slave and his 
chattel.’ ”  1 The Eastern monarch may immure himself 
in his harem, casting the burdens of state upon the 
shoulders of a grand vizier. This vizier has thenceforth

’ T. Morison, Imperial Buie in India, p. 43 {London, 1899).

POLITICAL CHANGE



x^L^fltieas power; the life of every subject is in Ms hands. 
STefc, any evening, at the pout of a dancing-girl, the 
monarch may send from his harem to the vizier's palace 
a negro “  m ute/' armed with the bowstring. And when 
that black mute 'arrives, the vizier, doffing his robe of 
office, and with neither question nor remonstrance, will 
bare his neck to be strangled. That is real despotism—  
the despotism that the Bast has known.

Such is the political tradition of the Orient. .And it is 
surely obvious that under such a tradition neither ordered 
government nor consistent progress is possible. Eastern 
history is, in fact, largely a record of sudden flowerings 
and equally sudden declines. A  strong, able man cuts 
his way to power in a period of confusion and decay. 
He must be strong and able, or he would not win over 
other men. of similar nature struggling for the coveted 
prize. His energy and ability soon work wonders. He 
knows the rough-and-ready way of getting things done. 
His vigour and resolution, supply the driving-power re
quired to compel his subordinates to act with reasonable 
efficiency, especially since incompetence or dishonesty 
are punished with the terrible severity of the Persian 
king who flayed an unjust satrap alive and made the skin 
into the seat of the official chair on which the new satrap 
sat to administer justice.

While the master lives, things may go well. But the 
master dies, and is succeeded by his son. This son, even 
assuming that he has inherited much of his father’s 
ability, has had the worst possible upbringing. Raised 
in the harem, surrounded by obsequious slaves and de
signing women, neither his pride nor his passions have 
been effectively restrained, and he grows up a pompous 
tyrant and probably precociously depraved. Such a 
man will not be apt to look after tilings as his father 
did. And as soon as the master’s eye shifts, things begin 
to go to pieces. How can it be otherwise $ His father 
built up no governmental machine, functioning almost 
automatically, as in the West. His officers worked from
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x uhaSmf persona! loyalty; not out of a patriotic sense of 
duty or impersonal esprit de corps. Under the grandson, 
matters get even worse, power slips from Ms incompetent 
hands and is parcelled out among many local despots, of 
whom the strongest cuts his way to power, assuming that 
the decadent state is not overrun by some foreign con
queror, In either eventuality, the old cycle—David, 
Solomon, liehoboam—is finished, and a new cycle 
begins—with the same destined end.

That, in a nutshell, is the political history of the East.
It has, however, been modified or temporarily inter
rupted by the impact of more liberal political influences, 
exerted sometimes from special Eastern regions and 
sometimes from the West. Not all the Orient has been 
given over to unrelieved despotism. Here and there 
have been peoples (mostly mountain or pastoral peoples) 
who abhorred despotism. Such a people have always 
been the Arabs, we have already seen how the Arabs, 
fired by Islam,, established a mighty caliphate which, 
in its early days, was a theocratic democracy. Of 
course we have also seen how the older tradition of 
despotism reasserted itself over most of the Moslem 
world, how the democratic caliphate turned into a 
despotic sultanate, and how the liberty-loving Arabs 
retired sullenly to their deserts. Politica l liberalism, like 
religious liberalism, was crushed and almost forgotten. 
Almost—not quite; for memories of the Meccan cali
phate, like memories of Motazelism, remained in the 
back of men’s minds, ready to come forth again with 
better days. After all, free Arabia still stood, with 
every Arab tribesman armed to the teeth to see that it 
kept free. And then, there was Islam. No court theo
logian could entirely explain away the fact that Mo
hammed had said things like % All Believers are brothers ”  
and “  All Moslems are free.”  No court chronicler 
could entirely expunge from Moslem annals the story 
of Islam’s early days, known as the Wakti-Seadet, or 
“  Age of Blessedness.”  Even in the darkest times

i
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' ' M o s l e m s  of liberal tendencies must Lave been greatly 
interested to read that the first caliph, Abu Bekr, after 
Ms election by the people, said : “  Oh nation ! you. have 
chosen me, the most unworthy among you, for your 
caliph. Support me'as. long as my actions axe just. If 
otherwise, admonish me, rouse me to a sense of my duty. 
Truth alone is desirable, and lies are despicable. . . . 
As I am the guardian of the weak, obey me only so long 
as I obey the Sheriat [Divine Law]. But if you see 
that I deviate but in the minutest details from this 
law, you need obey me no more.” 1

In fine, no subsequent distortions could entirely ob
literate the fact that primitive Islam was the supreme 
expression of a freedom-loving folk whose religion must 
necessarily contain many liberal tendencies. Even the 
sheriat, or canon law, is, as Professor Lybyer states,
“  fundamentally democratic and opposed in essence to 
absolutism.”  2 ' Vambery well summarizes this matter 
when he writes : “  It is not Islam and its doctrines which 
have devastated the western portion of Asia and brought 
about the present sad state of things; but it is the 
tyranny of the Moslem princes, who have wilfully per
verted the doctrines of the Prophet, and sought and 
found maxims in the Koran as a basis for their despotic 
rule. They have not allowed the faintest suspicion of 
doubt in matters of religion, and, efficaciously distorting 
and Crushing all liberal principles, they have prevented 
the dawn of a Moslem Renaissance.”  3

In the opening chapter we saw how Oriental despot
ism reached its evil maximum in the eighteenth century, 
and how the Mohammedan Revival was not merely 
a puritan reformation of religion, but was also in part 
a political protest against the vicious and contemptible 
tyrants who misruled the Moslem world. This internal

1 Quoted from Arminiuist Vamb6ry, Western Culture in. Eastern Lands, 
pp. 305--306 (London, 1908).

* A. H. Lvbj'or, “ The Turkish Parliament,” Proceedings of lie American 
Poll ol Science Association, Vol. VII., p. 67 (1910).

8 Vamb6ry» op. cti., p. 307.
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political liberalism was soon cross-cut by 
anutlfer political current coming in from the West. 
Comparing the miserable decrepitude of the Moslem 
East with Europe’s prosperity and vigour, thinking 
Moslems were beginning to recognize their short 
comings, and they could not avoid the conclusion that 
their woes were in large part due to their wretched gov
ernments. Indeed, a few even of the Moslem princes 
came to realize that there must be some adoption of 
Western political methods if their countries were to' be 
saved from destruction. The most notable examples 
of this new type of Oriental sovereign were Sultan 
Mahmud II of Turkey and Mehemet Ali of Egypt, both 
of whom came to power about the beginning of the 
nineteenth century.

Of course none of these reforming princes had the 
slightest idea of granting their subjects constitutional 
liberties or of transforming themselves into limited 
monarchs. They intended to remain absolute, but ab
solute more in the sense of the “  enlightened autocrat ”  
of Europe and less in the sense of the purely Oriental 
despot. What they wanted were true organs o f govern
ment—-army, civil service, judiciary, etc.-—which would 
function - efficiently and semi-automatically as govern
mental machinery, and not as mere amorphous masses 
of individuals who had to be continuously prodded and 
punished by the sovereign in order to get anything 
done.

Mahmud IT, Mehemet Ali, and their princely col- 
, leagues persisted in their new policies, but the outeome 

of these reforms from above ”  was, on the whole, dis
appointing. The monarchs might build barracks and 
bureaux on European models and fill them with soldiers 
and bureaucrats in European clothes, but they did not 
get European results. Most of these ** Western-type 
officials knew almost nothing about the West, and were 
therefore incapable of doing things in Western fashion. 
In fact, they had small heart for the business. Devoid
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; any sort; of enthusiasm for ideas and institutions wfe||h
they‘did not comprehend, they applied themselves to 
the' work of reform with secret ill-will and repugnance, 
moved only by blind obedience to their sovereign’s 
command. " As time passed, the military branches did 
gain some modern efficiency, but the civil services made 
little progress, adopting many Western bureaucratic 
vices but few or. none of the virtues.

Meanwhile reformers of quite a different sort began to 
appear : men demanding Western innovations like con
stitutions, parliaments, and other phenomena of modern, 
political life. Their numbers were constantly recruited 
from the widening circles of men acquainted with West
ern ideas through the books, pamphlets, and news
papers which were being increasingly published, and 
through the education given by schools on the Western 
model which were springing up. The third quarter of 
the nineteenth century saw the formation, of genuine 
political parties in Turkey , and in 1876 the liberal groups 
actually wrung from, a weak sultan the grant of a 
parliament.

These early successes of Moslem political liberalism 
were, however, followed by a period of reaction. The 

.Moslem princes had become 'increasingly alarmed at 
the growth of liberal agitation among their subjects and 
were determined to maintain their despotic authority. 
The new Sultan of Turkey, Abdul Hamid, promptly 
suppressed his parliament, savagely persecuted the 
liberals, and restored the most uncompromising despot
ism. In Persia the Shah repressed a nascent liberal 
movement with equal severity, while in Egypt thevspend- 
thrift rale of Khedive Ismail ended all native political life 
by provoking' European intervention and the imposition 
of British rule. Down to the Young-Turk revolution 
of 1908 there were few overt signs of liberal agitation 
in those Moslem countries which still retained their 
independence. Nevertheless, the agitation was there, 
working underground. Hundreds of youthful patriots
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ned abroad, both to obtain an education and to conduct 
their liberal propaganda, and from havens of refuge like 
Switze rland these “  Youngs Turks /  '' “  Young-Persians,”  
and others issued manifestoes and published revolu
tionary literature which was. smuggled into their home
lands'and eagerly read by their oppressed brethren,1 * 3 

As the years passed, the cry for liberty grew steadily 
in strength. A young Turkish poet wrote at this time ;
“  AH that we admire in European culture as the fruit of 
science and art is simply the outcome of liberty. Every
thing derives its light from the bright star .of liberty.. 
Without liberty a nation has no power, no prosperity; 
without liberty there is no happiness; and without hap
piness, existence, true life, eternal life, is impossible. 
Everlasting praise and glory to the shining light of free
dom S ”  2 By the close of the nineteenth century keen- 
sighted European observers noted the working of the 
liberal ferment under the surface calm of absolutist 
repression. Thus, Arminius Varab&y, revisiting Con
stantinople in 1896, was astounded by the liberal evolu
tion that had taken place since his first sojourn in Turkey 
forty years before. Although Constantinople was sub
jected to the severest phase of Hamidian despotism, 
Vambery w rote: “  The old attachment of Turkey for 
the absolute regime is done for. We hear much in 
Europe of the ‘ Young-Tnrk ’ Party; we hear even of a 
constitutional movement, political emigres, revolutionary' 
pamphlets. But what we do not realize is the ferment 
which exists in the different social classes, and which 
gi ves us the conviction that the Turk is in progress and 
is no longer clay in the hands of his despotic potter.
In Turkey, therefore, it is not a question of a Young-

1 A good account of these liberal movements during the nineteenth-
century is found in Vanibery, “ FreihoitHche Bestrebimgen im raosli- 
mischcn Asien,” Deutsche Rundschau, October, 1898; a shorter summary 
of Vamfc-Uy’s views is found in his Western Culture in Eastern lands, 
especially chap. v. Also, see articles by LSott Cahun, previously noted, 
i * Uavisse et Kajubaud, Histoire Ohdrale, VoJ»v XI, ant} XII,

3 VamMry, supra, p. 332.



■y'T̂ ĥk Party, because every civilized Ottoman belongs 
to this party,” 1

In this 'Connection we should note the stirrings of 
unrest that were now rapidly developing in the Eastern 
lands subject to European political control. By the 
close of the nineteenth century only four considerable 
Moslem states—Turkey, Persia, Morocco, and Afghan
istan—retained anything like independence from 
European domination. Since Afghanistan and Morocco 
were so backward that they could hardly be reckoned as 
ci vilized countries, it was only in Turkey and Persia that 
genuine liberal movements against native despotism 
could arise. But in European-ruled countries like 
India, Egypt, and Algeria, the cultural level of the 
inhabitants was high enough to engender liberal political 
aspirations as well as that mere dislike of foreign rule 
which may be felt by savages as well as by civilized 
peoples.

These liberal aspirations were of course stimulated 
by the movements against native despotism in Turkey 
and Persia. Nevertheless, the two sets of phenomena 
must be sharply distinguished from each other. The 
Turkish and Persian agitations were essentially move
ments of liberal reform. The Indian, Egyptian, Algerian, 
and kindred agitations were essentially movements 
for independence, with no settled programme as to 
how that independence should be used after it had 
been attained. These latter movements are, in fact, 
“ nationalist ” rather than liberal in character, and it is in 
the chapters devoted to nationalism that they will be 
discussed. The point to be noted here is that they are 
really coalitions, against the foreign ruler, of men hold
ing very diverse political ideas, embracing as these 
“  nationalist ”  coalitions do not merely genuine liberals 
but also self-seeking demagogues and even stark reac
tionaries who would like to fasten upon their liberated

1 V&mMry, La Turquie (Tmtjourd’hui et d'avant Quarank Am ; p. 22 
(Paris, 1898).
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the jok e  of the blackest despotism. Of course 

all the nationalist .groups use the familiar slogans ;t free
dom ”  and “  liberty ’ ; nevertheless, what many of them 
mean is merely freedom and liberty from foreign lute- 
lager- in  other words, mdepehdence* We must* always 
remember that patriotism has no essential connection 
with liberalism., The Spanish peasants, who shouted 
“  liberty ”  as they rose against Napoleon’s armies, 
greeted their contemptible tyrant-king with delirious 
enthusiasm and welcomed his glorification of absolutism 
with cries o f  “  Long live chains ! ”

The period of despotic reaction which had afflicted 
Turkey and Persia since the beginning of the last quarter 
of the nineteenth century came dramatically to an end 
lit the year 1908. Both countries exploded into revo
lution, the Turks deposing the tyrant Abdul Hamid,, 
the Persians rising against their infamous ruler Muham
mad All Shah, “  perhaps the most perverted, cowardly, 
and vice-sodden monster that had disgraced the 
throne of Persia in many generations.”  1 These revolu
tions released the pent-up liberal forces which had been 
slowly gathering strength under the repression o f the 
previous generation, and the upshot was that Turkey 
and. Persia alike blossomed out with constitutions, par
liaments, and all the other political machinery of the 
West.,
: How the new regimes would have worked in normal 

times it is profitless to speculate, because, as a matter 
of fact, the times were abnormal to the highest degree. 
Unfortunately for the Turks and Persians, they "had 
made their revolutions just when the world was enter
ing that profound malaise which culminated in the 
Great War. Neither Turkey nor Persia were allowed 
time to attempt the difficult process of political trans
formation. Lynx-eyed Western chancelleries noted 
every blunder and, in the inevitable weakness of 
transition, pounced upon them to their undoing. The 
1 W. Morgan Shuster, The Strangling of Persia, p. xxi (New York, 1012).



' Hreat War merely completed a process of Western 
aggression and intervention which had begun some 
years before.

This virtual absence of specific fact-data renders 
largely academic any discussion of the much-debated 
question whether or not the peoples of the Near and 
Middle East are capable of | self-government ” ; that is, 
of establishing and maintaining ordered, consti tutional 
political life. Opinions on this point are at absolute 
variance. Personally, I have not been able to make up 
.ray mind on the matter, so .1. shall content myself with 
stating the various arguments without attempting to 
draw any general conclusion. Before stating these con
trasted view-points however, I would draw attention to 
the distinction which should he made between the 
Mohammedan peoples and the non-Mohammedan Hindus of India. Moslems everywhere possess the democratic 
political example of Arabia as well as a religion which, 
as regards its own followers at least, contains many 
liberal tendencies. _ The Hindus have nothing like this. 
Their political tradition has been practically that of un
relieved Oriental despotism, the only exceptions being 
a few primitive self-governing communities in very early 
times, which never exerted any widespread influence and 
quickly faded away. As for Brahminism, the Hindu 
religion, it is perhaps the most illiberal cult which ever 
afflicted mankind, dividing society as it does into an 
infinity of rigid castes between which no real intercourse 
is possible; each caste regarding all those of lesser rank 
as unclean, polluting creatures,' scarcely to be distin
guished from animals. It is obvious that with, such 
handicaps the establishment of true self-government 
will be apt to be more difficult for Hindus than for 
Mohammedans, and the reader should keep this point in 
mind in the discussion which follows.

Considering first the attitude of those who do not 
believe the peoples of the Near and Middle East capable 
of real self-government in the Western sense either now

lU 'J:w. the new world of islam 'S J  j
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Or-^bhe immediate future, we find this thesis both ably 
and emphatically stated by Lord (tanner. Lord Croniex 
believed that the ancient tradition of despotism was 
far too strong to be overcome, at least in our time.
“  From the dawn, of history,”  he asserts, “  Eastern poli
tics have been stricken with a fatal simplicity. Do not 
let us for one moment imagine that the fatally simple 
idea of despotic rule will readily give way to the far 
more complex conception of ordered liberty. The trans
formation, if it ever' takes place at all, will probably be 
the work, not of generations, but of centuries. . , ■»
Our primary duty, therefore, is, not to_ introduce a 
system, which, under the specious cloak of free_ institu
tions, will enable a small minority of natives to .misgovern 
their countrymen., but to establish one which will enable 
the mass of the population to be governed according to 
the code of Christian morality. A freely elected. Egyp
tian parliament, supposing such a thing to  be-possible, 
would not improbably legislate for the protection, of the 
slave-owner, if not the slave-dealer, and. no assurance 
can be felt that the electors of Rajputana, if they had 
their own way, would not re-establish suttee. Good 
government has the merit of presenting a more or less 
attainable ideal. Before Orientals can attain anything 
approaching to. the British ideal of self-government, 
they will have to undergo very numerous transmigra
tions of political thought.”  And Lord Cromer concludes 
pessimistically : “  It will probably never be possible to 
make a Western silk purse out of an Eastern sow’s 
ear.”  1

In similar vein, the veteran English publicist Doctor 
'Dillon, writing after the Turkish and .Persian revolu
tions, had little hope in their success, and ridiculed the 
current “  faith in the sacramental virtue-of constitutional 
government.”  For, he continues: “  No parchment yet 
manufactured,' and no constitution drafted by the gone 
of men. can do away with the foundations of national 

'■% Cromer, PaUtml 401/ikrary Essays, pp. 20-28
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character. Flashy phrases and elegant declamations 
may persuade people that they have been transmuted; 
but they alter no facts, and in Persia’s case the facts 
point to utter incapacity for self-government. ’’ Refer
ring to the Persian revolution, Doctor Dillon continues ;
“ At bottom, only names of persons and things ha ve been 
altered; men may come and men may go, but anarchy 
goes on for ever. . . . Financial support of the new 
government is impossible. For foreign capitalists will 
not give money to be squandered by filibusters and 
irresponsible agitators who, like bubbles in boiling water, 
appear on the surface and disappear at once,” 1A high French colonial official thus characterizes the 
Algerians and other Moslem populations of French 
North Africa : “ Our natives need to be governed. They 
are big children, incapable of going alone. We should 
guide them firmly, stand no nonsense from them, and 
crush intriguers and agents of sedition. At the same 
time, we should protect them, direct them, paternally, 
and especially obtain influence over them by the con
stant example of our moral superiority. Above all: no 
vain humanitarian illusions, both in the interest of 
France and of the natives themselves.”  2

Many observers, particularly colonial officials, have 
been disappointed with the way Orientals have used 
experimental first steps in self-government like Advisory 
Councils granted by the European rulers; have used 
them, that is, to play politics and grasp for more power, 
instead of devoting themselves to the duties assigned.
As Lord. Kitchener said in his 1913 report on the sta te 
of Egypt: “ Representative bodies can only be safely 
developed when it is shown, that they are capable of per
forming adequately their present functions, and that 
there is good hope that they could undertake still more 
important and arduous responsibilities. If ■representa-

1 E. J. Dillon, “  Persia not Tape for Self-Government,” Contemporary 
1-teinew, April, 1910.

* E. Maroier, La Question indig&ns, • p. 220 (Paris, 1901).
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■'vH^^^vernment, in its simplest form, is found to be un
workable, there is little prospect of its becoming- more 
useful when its scope is extended. No government 
would be insane enough to consider that, because an 
Advisory Council had proved itself unable to carry out 
its functions in a reasonable and- satisfactory manner, 
it should therefore be given a larger measure of power 
and control.”  1

These nationalist agitations arise primarily among the 
native upper classes and Western-educated elites, how
ever successful they may be in inflaming the ignorant 
masses, who are often quite contented with the material 
benefits of enlightened European rule. This point is. 
well brought out by a leading American missionary in 
India, with a lifetime of experience in that country, 
who wrote some years ago : "** The common people of 
India are, now, on the whole, more contented with their 
government than they ever were before. It is the classes, 
rather, who reveal the real spirit of discontent. . . .
If the common people were let alone by the agitators, 
there would not be a more loyal people on earth than 
the people of India. But the educated classes are cer 
tainly possessed of a new ambition, politically, and will 
no longer remain satisfied with inferior places of responsi
bility and lower posts of emolument. . . . These people 
have little or no sympathy with the kind of government 
which is gradually being extended to them. Ulti
mately they do not ask for representative institutions, 
which will give them a share in the government of their 
own land. What they really seek is absolute control.
The Brahmin (only five per cent, of the community) 
believes that he has been divinely appointed to rule the 
country and would withhold the .franchise from all 
others. The Sudra—the Bourgeois of India—would 
no more think of giving the ballot to the fifty million 
Pariahs of the land than he would give it to his dog.
It is the British power that has introduced, and now 

1 “ Egypt,” No. 1 (1914), p. 6.
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: maintains, the equality of rights and privileges for all the 

people of the land.5 , 1
The apprehension that India, if liberated from British 

control, might he exploited by a tyrannical Brahmin 
oligarchy is shared not only b y  Western observers but 
also by  multitudes of low-caste Hindus, known collec
tively "as the “ Depressed Glasses.'” These people op
pose’1 the Indian nationalist agitation for fear of losing 
their present protection under the British “  R aj.”  They 
believe that India still needs generations of education 
and social reform before it is fit for “  home rule,”  much 
less independence, and they have organized into a 
powerful association the “  Namasndra,”  which is 
loy alist and anti-nationalist in character.

The Namasudra view-point is well expressed by its 
leader, Doctor Nair. “  Democracy as a catchword,”  he 
says, “  has already reached India and is widely used. 
But the spirit o f democracy still pauses east of Suez, 
and will find it hard to. secure a footing in a country 
where caste is strongly intrenched. . . .  I  do not want 
to lay the charge of oppressing the lower castes at the 
door of any particular caste. All the higher castes take 
a hand in the game. The Brahmin oppresses all the 
non-Brahmin castes. The high-caste non-Brahmin o p 
presses all the castes below him. , . . W e want a real 
democracy and not an oligarchy, however camouflaged 
by many high-sounding words. Moreover, if an oli
garchy is established now, it will be a perpetual oligarchy. 
We further say that we should prefer a delayed demo
cracy to an immediate oligarchy, having more .trust in a 
sympathetic British bureaucracy than in an unsympa
thetic oligarchy of the so-called high castes who have 
been oppressing us in the past and will do so again hut for 
the British Government. Our attitude is based, not on 
* faith ’ alone, but on the instinct of self-preservation.”  3

1 Rev. J. P„ Jones, 11 The Present Situation In India,”  Journal of Bate 
Development, July, 191.0.

* 3>r. T. Madavan Nair, “ Caste and Democracy,”  Edinburgh Review., 
October, 1918.
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Mohammedans as well as Hindus feel "th a loJ l.J
not ripe tor self-government, and that the re

laxing of British authority now, or in. the immediate 
future, would be a grave disaster for India itself. The 
Moslem loyalists reprobate the nationalist agitation for 
the reasons expressed by one of their representative 
men, $. Kfmda Bukhsh, who remarks : “  Rightly or 
wrongly, I  have always kept aloof from modern Indian 
politics, and I have always held that we should devote 
more attention to social problems arid intellectual 
advancement and less to- polities, which, in our present 
condition, is an unmixed evil. I  am firmly persuaded 
that we would consult our interest better by leaving 
politics severely alone. , , . I f is not a handful of men 
armed with the learning and culture of the West, but it 
is the masses that must feel, understand, and take an 
intelligent interest in their own affairs. The infinitesi
mal educated minority do not constitute the population 
of India. It is the masses, therefore, that must be 
trained, educated, brought to the level.of. unassailable 
uprightness and devotion to their country. This goal 
is yet far beyond measurable reach, but until we attain 
it our hopes will be a chimera, and our efforts futile 
and illusory. Even the educated minority have scarcely 
cast off the swaddling-clothes of political infancy, or 
have risen, above the illusions of power and the ambi
tions. of fortune. We have yet to learn austerity of 
principle and rectitude of conduct. Nor can we hope 
to raise the standard of private and public morality so 
long as we continue to subordinate the interest of our 
community and country to our own.”  1 

Such pronouncements as these from .considerable por
tions of the native population give pause even to those 
liberal English students of Indian affairs who are con
vinced of the theoretical desirability of Indian home 
rule. As one of these, Edwyn Bevan, says : “  When 
Indian Nationalists ask for freedom, they mean 

1 Bukhsh, .Essays: Indian ami Islamic*, pp. 213-214 (London, 1212).



-^autonom y; they want to get rid of the foreigner. Our 
answer as given in the reforms is : 1 ‘ Yes, autonomy you 
shall have, but on one condition—that you have demo
cracy as well. We "will gi ve up the control as soon as 
there is an Indian people which can control its native 
rulers; we will not give, up the control to an Indian oli
garchy/ This is the root, of the disagreement between 
those who say that India might have self-government 
immediately and those who say that India can only 
become capable of self-government with time. For the 
former, by * self-government/ mean autonomy, and it 
is perfectly true that India might be made autonomous 
immediately. If the foreign control were withdrawn 
to-day, some sort of indigenous government or group 
of governments would, no doubt, after a period of con
fusion, come into being in India. But it would not be 
democratic government; it would be the despotic rule 
of the stronger or more cunning.”  2

The citations just quoted portray the standpoint of 
those critics, both Western and Oriental, who main
tain that the peoples of the Near and Middle East are 
incapable of self-government in our sense, at least to
day or in the immediate future. Let us now examine 
the views of those who hold a more optimistic attitude. 
Borne observers stress strongly Islam’s liberal tendencies 
as a foundation on which to erect political structures in 
the modern sense. Vambery says : “  Islam is still the 
most democratic religion in the world, a religion favour
ing both liberty and equality. If there ever was a consti
tutional government, it was that of the first Caliphs.”  3 
A close English student of the Near East declares;
“  Tribal Arabia has the only true form of democratic 
government, and the Arab tribesman, goes armed to make 
sure that it continues democratic—as many a would-be

1 I. e., the increase of self-government granted India by Britain as a 
result of the Montagu-Chelmaford Report.

2 E. Bevan, The Reforms in India,” The New Europe, January 29, 
1920.

3 Vambery, La Turn we d'mijourd'hui et d’avant Quarante Am, p. 68.
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despot knows; to his cost.”  1 .Regarding the Ybung- 
Turk revolution of 1908, Professor Lybyer remarks :
“  Turkey was not so 'unprepared tor parliamentary in
stitutions as might at first sight appear. There lay hid
den some precedent, much preparation, and a strong 
desire, for ’’parliamentary government. Both the re 
ligious: and the secular institutions of Turkey involve 
precedents for a parliament. Mohammed himself con
ferred with the wisest of his companions. The Ulema 2 
have taken counsel together up to the present time..
The Sacred Law (Sheriat) is fundamentally democratic 
and opposed in essence to absolutism. The habit of 
regarding it as fundamental law enables even the most 
ignorant of Mohammedans to grasp the idea of a Consti
tution.”  He points out that the early sultans had their 
“  Divan,”  or assemblage of high officials, meeting regu
larly to give the sultan information and advice, while 
more recently there have been a Council of State and a 
Council of Ministers. Also, there were the parliaments 
of 1:877 and 1878. Abortive though these were and 
followed by Hamidian absolutism, they were legal 
precedents, never forgotten. From all this .Professor 
Lybyer concludes: “  The Turkish Parliament may 
therefore be regarded, not .as a complete innovation, 
but as an enlargement and improvement of familiar 
institutions.”  3

Regarding Persia, the American W. Morgan Shuster,
- whom the Persian Revolutionary Government called in 

.to organize the country’s finances, and who was ousted 
in less than a year by Russo-Biitish pressure, _ expresses 
an optimistic regard for the political capacities of the 
Persian people.

“  I believe,”  , he says, “  that there has never been in 
the history of the world an instance where a people

1 G. W. Bury, Pan-Mam, pp. 302-203 (London, 1919).
3 The assembly of religious notables.
3 A. H. Lybyer, “  The Turkish Parliament,”  Proceedings of the American 

Political Science Association, Vol. VII., pp. 66-97 (1910).

/r m m  1
K  f |  W  POLITICAL CHANGE i^ S J T



[f( Ife M THE NEW WORLD OF ISLAM ifiT
o i j

'^ ■ ^ a n g f id  suddenly from an absolute monarchy to a 
constitutional or representative form of government 
and at once succeeded in displaying a high, standard of 
political wisdom and knowledge of legislative procedure. 
Such a thing is inconceivable and not to be expected 
by any reasonable person. The members of the first 
Medjlis1 were compelled to fight for their very existence 
from the day that the Parliament was constituted. . . . 
They had no time for serious legislative work, and but 
little hope that any measures which, they might enact 
would be put into effect.

i£ The second and last Medjlis, practically all of whose 
members I knew personally, was doubtless incompetent 
if it were to be judged by the. standards of the British 
Parliament or the American Congress. It would be 
strange indeed if an absolutely new and untried govern- 
men l m a land filled with the decay of ages should, front 
the outset, be able to conduct its business as well as 
governments with generations and even centuries of 
experience behind them. We should make allowances 
for lack of technical knowledge; for the important 
question, of course, is that the Medjlis in the main, 
represented the new and. just ideals and aspirations of the 
Persian people. Its members were men of more than 
average education; some displayed remarkable talent, 
character, and courage. . . . They responded enthusi 
astically to any patriotic suggestion which was put 
before them, They themselves lacked any great know
ledge of governmental finances, but they realized the 
situation' and were both willing and anxious to put 
their full confidence in any foreign advisers who showed, 
themselves capable of resisting political intrigues and 
bribery and working for the welfare of the Persian 
people.
' “  No Parliament can rightly be termed incompetent 
when it has the support of an entire people, when it 
recognizes its own limitations, and when its members 

i The name of the teiaian Parliaui ai,.



to undergo-great sacrifices for their nation’s 
dignity: and sovereign rights. . . .

“  As to_ the Persian people themselves, it is difficult 
to generalize. The great mass of the population is com
posed of peasants and tribesmen, all 'densely ignorant.
On the other hand, many thousands have been educated 
abroad, or have travelled after completing their educa
tion at home. They, or at least certain elements among 
them which had had the support of the masses, proved 
their capacity to assimilate Western civilization and 
ideals.  ̂ They changed despotism into democracy in the 
fane of untold obstacles. Opportunities were equalized 
to such a degree that any man of ability could’ occupy 
the highest official posts. As a race they showed during 
the past five years an unparalleled eagerness for educa
tion. Hundreds of schools were established during 
the Constitutional regime. A  remarkable free press 
sprang up overnight, and fearless writers came forward 
to denounce injustice and tyranny whether from within 
their country or without. The Persians were anxious 
to adopt wholesale the political, ethical, and business 
codes of the most, modem and progressive nations.
They burned with that same spirit of Asiatic unrest which 
pervades India, which produced the ‘ Young-Turk ’ 
movement, and which has more recently manifested 
itself in the establishment of the Chinese Republic.”  1 

Mr. Shuster concludes : “  Kipling has intimated that 
you cannot hustle the East. This includes a warning 
and a reflection. Western men and Western ideals c m  
hustle the East, provided the Orientals realize that they 
are being carried along lines reasonably beneficial to 
themselves. As a matter of fact, the moral appeal and 
the appeal of race-pride and patriotism, are as strong in 
the East as in the West, though it does not lie so near 
the surface; and naturally the Oriental displays no great 
desire to be hustled when it is along lines beneficial only 
to trice Westerner.”  f

1 Shasta-,' Th Strangling of Persia, pp. 240-240. Ibid., p. 333., 
k:
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Indeed, many 'Western liberals believe that European 
rule, however benevolent and efficient, will never pre
pare the Eastern peoples for true self-government; and 
that the . only way they will learn is by trying it out 
themselves. ‘ This view-point is admirably stated by the 
well-known British publicist Lionel (Jurtis. Speaking 
of India. Mr. Curtis says that education and kindred 
benefits conferred by British rule will not, of themselves, 
“  avail to prepare Indians for the task of responsible 
government. On the contrary, education will prove a 
danger and positive mischief, unless accompanied by 
a, definite instalment of political responsibility. It is 
in the workshops of actual experience alone that elec
torates will acquire the art of self-government, however 
highly educated they may be

“  There must, I urge, be a devolution of definite powers 
on electorates. The officers of Government1 must 
give every possible help and advice to the new authori
ties, for which those authorities may ask. They must 
act as their foster-mothers, not as stepmothers. But if 
the new authorities are to learn the art of responsible 
government, they must be free from control from above. 
Not otherwise will they learn to feel themselves respon
sible, to the electorate below. Nor will the electorates 
themselves learn that the remedy for their sufferings 
rests in their own hands. Suffering there will be, and it 
is only by suffering, self-inflicted and perhaps long en
dured, that a people will learn the faculty of self-help, 
and genuine electorates be brought into being. . . .

“  I am proud to think that England has conferred 
immeasurable good on India by creating order and show
ing Indians what orderly government means. Exit, this 
having been done, I. do not believe the system can now 
be continued as it is, without positive damage to the 
character of the people. The burden of trusteeship 
must be transferred, piece by piece, from the shoulders 
of Englishmen to those of Indians in some sort able to

1 l .e ., the British Government of India.
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Lear It . Tlieii* strength and numbers must be deve
loped. But that' can be done by the exercise o f actual 
■responsibility steadily increased as they can. bear it. It 
cannot be done by any system of school-teaching, though 
such teaching is an essential concomitant of the process.

“  The goal now set by the recent announcement of 
the Secretary of S tate1 will only be reached through 
trouble. Yet troublous as the times before us m ay be, 
we have at last reached that stage of our work in India 
which is truly consonant with our own traditions. The 
task is one worthy of this epoch in our history, if only 
because it calls for the effaeement of ourselves.”  2 

Mr. Curtis’s concluding words foreshadow a process 
which is to-day actually going on, not only in India hut- 
in. other parts of the East as well. The Great W ar has 
so strengthened Eastern, nationalist aspirations and has 
so weakened European power and prestige that -a. wide
spread relaxing of Europe’s hold over the Orient is 
taking place. This process may make for good or for ill, 
but it is apparently inevitable; and a generation (perhaps 
a decade) hence may see most of the Near and Middle 
East autonomous or even independent. Whether the 
liberated peoples will misuse their opportunities and 
fall into despotism or anarchy, or whether they succeed 
in establishing orderly, progressive, constitutional gov
ernments, remains to be seen. W e have examined the 
factors, pro and con. Let ns leave the problem in the 
only way in which to-day it can scientifically be left— on 
a note o f interrogation.

1 /. «., the Mont a g! j -Chelmsford reforms, previously noted. 
a Lionel Curtis, Letters to the 1 tvple of hidia on Responsible Government, 

pp. 159-130 (London, 1818).
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CHAPTER V

NATIONALISM.

The spirit of nationality is one of the great dynamics 
of modern times. In Europe, where it first attained 
self-conscious maturity, it radically altered the face of 
things during the nineteenth c e n tu r y s o  that that 
century is often called the Age of Nationalities. But 
nationalism is not merely a European phenomenon. It 
has spread to the remotest corners of the earth, and 
is apparently still destined to effect momentous 
transformations.

Given a phenomenon of so vital a character, the ques
tion at once arises : What is nationalism? Curiously 
enough, this question has been endlessly debated. Many 
theories have been advanced, seeking variously to iden
tify nationalism with language, culture, race, politics, 
geography, economics, or religion. Now these, and even 
other, matters may be factors predisposing or contribut
ing to the formation of national consciousness. But ,, in 
th e last analysis, nationalism is something over and above 
all its constituent elements, which, it works into a new 
and higher synthesis. There is really nothing recondite 
or mysterious about nationalism, despite, all the argu
ments that have raged concerning its exact meaning. 
As a matter of fact, nationalism is. a state o f m i0 . 
Nationalism is a belief, held by a, fairly large num ber of 
individuals, that they constitute a “  Nationality'” ; it 
is a sense of belonging together as a “  Nation.”  This 
“  Nation,”  as visualized in the minds of its believers, is 
a people or community associated together and organized 
under one government, and, dwelling together in a

132
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'' Mxstlnct territory. When the nationalist ideal is realized, 
we have what is known as a body-politic, or “  State.”
But we must not forget that this State ”  is the material 
manifestation of an ideal, which may have pre-existed 
for generations as a mere pious aspiration with no tangi
ble attributes like state sovereignty or physical fron
tiers. Conversely, we must remember that a state 
need not be a. nation. Witness the defunct Hapsburg 
Empire of Austria-Hungary, an assemblage of discordant 
nationalities which flew to pieces under the shock of war.

The late war was a liberal education regarding nation
alistic phenomena, especially as applied to Europe, and 
most of the fallacies regarding nationality were vividly 
disclosed. It is enough to cite Switzerland—a country 
whose very existence flagrantly violates “ tests”  like 
language, culture, religion, or geography, and where 
nevertheless a lively sense of nationality emerged 
triumphant from the ordeal of Armageddon.

So familiar are these matters to the general public 
that only one point need here be stressed : the difference 
between nationality and race. Unfortunately the two 
terms have been used very loosely, if not interchange
ably, and are still much confused in current thinking.
As a matter of fact, they connote utterly different things. 
Nationality is a psychological concept or state of mind.
Race is a physiological fact, which may be accurately , 
determined by scientific tests such as skull-measurement, 
hair-formation, and colour of eyes and skin. In other 
words, race is what people anthropologically really are; 
nationality is what people politically think they are.

Right here we encounter a most curious paradox.
There can be no question that, as between race and 
nationality, race is the more fundamental, and, in the 
long run, the more important. A man’s innate capacity t  
is obviously dependent upon his heredity, and no matter 
how stimulating may be his environment, the potential 
limits of his reaction to that environment are fixed at 
his birth. Nevertheless, the fact remains that men pay
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■■jT'&ant attention to race, while nationalism stirs them to 
* their very souls. The main reason for this seems to be

because it is only about half a century since even savants 
■realized-the true nature and importance of race. Even 
after an idea is scientifically established, it takes a long 
time for it to be genuinely accepted by the public, and 
only after it has been thus accepted will it form the 
basis of practical conduct. Meanwhile the far older 
idea of nationality has permeated the popular conscious- • 
ness, and has thereby been able to produce tangible 
effects. In fine, our political, life is still dominated by 
nationalism rather than race, and practical polities are 
thus conditioned, not by what men really are, but by 
what they think they are.

The late war is a striking case in point. That war 
is 'very generally regarded as having been one of “  race.”  
The idea certainly lent to the straggle much of its bit
terness and uncompromising fury. And yet, from the 
genuine racial standpoint, it was nothing of the kind. 
Ethnologists have proved conclusively that, apart from 
certain palaeolithic survivals and a few historically re
cent Asiatic intruders, Europe is inhabited by only three 
stocks : (1) The blond, longheaded “ Nordic ”  race, (2) 
the medium-complexioned, round-headed “  Alpine ”  race, 
(3) the brunet, long-headed “  Mediterranean ”  race. 
These races are so dispersed and intermingled that 
every European nation is built of at least two of these 
stocks, while most are compounded of all three. Strictly 
speaking, therefore, the European War was not a race- 
war at all, but a domestic struggle between closely knit 
blood-relatives.

Now all this was known to most well-educated Euro
peans long before 1914. And yet it did not make the 
slightest difference. The reason is that, in spite of 
everything, the vast majority of Europeans still believe 
that they fit into an entirely different race-category. 
They think they belong to the “  Teutonic ”  race, the 
“  Latin ”  race, the “  Slav ”  race, or the “  Anglo-Saxon ”
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'^traec. ' The fact that these so-called “  races simply do 
not exist hut are really historical differentiations, based 
on language and culture, which, cut sublimely across 
genuine race-lines—all that is quite beside the point.
Your European, may apprehend this intellectually, but 
so long as it remains an intellectual novelty it will have 
no appreciable effect upon his conduct. In his heart of 
hearts he will still believe himself a Latin, a Teuton, an 
Anglo-Saxon, or a Slav. For his blood-race he will not 
stir ; for Id's thought-race he will die. For the glory of 
the dolichocephalic “  Nordic ”  or the brachycephalie 
“  Alpine ”  he will not prick his finger or wager a groat; 
for the triumph of the “  Teuton ”  or the “  Slav ” he will 
give his last farthing and shed his heart’s blood. In 
other words : Not what men really are, but what they 
think they are.

At first it may seem strange that in contemporary 
Europe thought-race should be all-powerful while blood- 
race is impotent. Yet there are very good reasons.
Not only has modern Europe’s great dynamic been 
nationalism, but also nationalism has seized upon the 
nascent racial concept and has perverted it to its own 
ends. Until quite recent times “  Nationality ”  was a 
distinctly intensive concept, connoting approximate 
identity of culture, language, and historic past. It was 
the logical product of a relatively narrow European 
outlook. Indeed, it grew out of a still narrower outlook 
which had contented itself with the regional, feudal, and 
dialectic loyalties of the Middle Ages. But the first half 
of the nineteenth century saw a still further widening of 
the European outlook to a continental or even to a world 
horizon. At once the early concept of nationality ceased 
to satisfy. Nationalism became extensive. It tended 
to embrace all those of kindred speech, culture, and his
toric tradition, however distant such persons might be. 
Obviously a new terminology was required. The key
word was presently discovered—"  Race.”  Hence we 
get that whole series of pseudo “  race ”  phrases— "  Pan-



Mlk permaiusrci.'’ “ Pan-Slavism,”  “  Pan-Angleisrn,”  “ o p -  
"  Latinism,”  and the rest. Of course these are not racial 

at'all, They merely signify nationalism '.-brought up to 
date. But the Eu ropean peoples, with all the fervour of 
the nationalist faith that 'is in them, believe and 
proclaim them to be racial. Hence, so far as practical 
politics are concerned, they are racial and will so 
continue while the nationalist dynamic endures.

This new development of nationalism (the “  racial ”  
stage, as we may call it) was at first confined to the older 
centres of European civilization, but with the spread of 
Western ideas it presently appeared in the most unex
pected quarters. Its advent in the Balkans, for exam- 

. pie, quickly engendered, those fanatical propagandas,
15 Pan-Hellenism,”  “  Pan-Serbiam,”  etc., which turned 
that unhappy region first into a bear-garden and latterly 
into a witches’ sabbath,

Meanwhile, b y  the closing decades o f the nineteenth 
century, the first phase of nationalism had patently 
passed into Asia. The “  Y ou n g -T ori”  and “  Young- 
Egynfian ”  movements, and the “ Nationalist ”  stirrings 
in regions so far remote from each other as Algeria, 
Persia, and. India, were unmistakable signs that Asia 
was gripped by the initial throes of nationalist self- 
consciousness^ Furthermore, with the opening years 
of The twentieth century, numerous symptoms pro
claimed the fact that in Asia, as in the Balkans, the 
second or “  racial ”  stage of nationalism had begun. 
These years saw the definite emergence of far-flung 
“ .Pan-”  m ovem ents: “ Pan-Turanism,”  “ Pan-Arab- 
jsrn,”  and (most amazing of apparent paradoxes)
“  Pan-lslamic Nationalism.”

I
Let us now trace the genesis and growth of national

ism in the Near and Middle .East, devoting the present 
chapter to nationalist developments in the Moslem world
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exception of India, India requires special ...

treatment, because there nationalist activity has been 
mainly the work of the non-Moslem Hindu element.
Indian nationalism has followed a course differing 
distinctly from that of Islam, and will therefore be 
considered in the following chapter.

Before it received the Western impact of the nine
teenth cent ury, the Islamic world was virtually devoid 
of self-conscious nationalism. There were, to be sure, 
strong local and tribal loyalties. There was intense 
dynastic sentiment like the Turks’ devotion to their 
“  Padishas,”  the Ottoman sultans. There was also 
marked pride of race such as the Arabs’ conviction that 
they were the “  Chosen People.”  Here, obviously, were 
potential nationalist elements. But these elements were 
as yet dispersed and unco-ordinated. They were not 
yet fused into the new synthesis of self-conscious nation
alism. The only Moslem people which could be said 
to possess anything like true nationalist feeling were 
the Persians, with their traditional devotion to their 
plateau-land of “  Iran.”  The various peoples of the 
Moslem world, had thus, at most, a rudimentary, in
choate nationalist consciousness: a dull, inert unitary 
spirit; capable of development, perhaps, but as yet 
scarcely perceptible even to outsiders and certainly 
unperceived by themselves.

Furthermore, Islam itself was in many respects hos
tile to nationalism. Islam’s insistence upon the brother
hood of all True Believers, and the Islamic political ideal 
of the “  ImAmat,”  or universal theocratic democracy, 
naturally tended to Inhibit the formation of sovereign, 
mutually exclusive national units; just as the nascent 
nationalities of Renaissance Europe conflicted with the 
mediaeval ideals of universal papacy and “  Holy Roman 
Empire.”

Given such an unfavourable environment, it is not 
strange to see Moslem nationalist tendencies germinat
ing obscurely and confusedly throughout the first half



’of the nineteenth century. Not until the second half of 
the century is there .any clear conception of ‘'‘ Nation
alism ■” in the Western sense. There are., distinct 
nationalist tendencies in the teachings of D jem ahedDin 
el-Afghani (who is philosophically the connecting link 
.'between Pan-lflliimsin and Moslem nationalism), while 
the Turkish reformers of the mid-nineteenth century 
were patently influenced by -nationalism as they Were 
by other Western ideas. It was, in fact, in Turkey 
that a true nationalist consciousness first appeared. 
Working upon the Turks’ traditional' devotion l o  their 
dynasty and pride" in themselves as a ruling race lord
ing it over many subject peoples both Christian and 
Moslem, the Turkish nationalist movement made rapid 

: progress.
Precisely as in Europe, the nationalist movement In 

Turkey began with a revival of historic memories and a 
purification of the language. Half a century ago the 
Ottoman Turks knew almost nothing about their origins 
or their history. The martial deeds of their ancestors 
and the stirring annals of their empire were remem
bered. only in a vague, legendary fashion, the study of 
the national history being completely neglected. 'R e 
ligious discussions and details of the life of Mohammed 
01 the early days of Islam interested men more than the 
spread of Ottoman power in three continents. The 
nationalist pioneers taught their fellow-countrymen their 
historic glories and awakened both pride of past and 

■ confidence in the future.
Similarly with the Turkish language; the early 

nationalists found it virtually cleft in twain. On the one 
hand was “ official”  Turkish—a clumsy hotchpotch, 
overloaded with flowers of rhetoric and cryptic 
expressions borrowed from Arabic and Persian. This 
extraordinary jargon, couched in a bombastic style, was 
virtually unintelligible to the masses. The masses, on the 
other hand, spoke “  popular ”  Turkish.~a primitive, 
limited idiom, divided into many dialects and despised
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as uncouth and boorish by: “  educated ”  persons. The 
nationalists changed all this. Appreciating the simple, 
direct strength of the Turkish tongue, nationalist en 
thusiasts trained in European principles of grammar and 
philology proceeded to build up a real Turkish language 
in the Western sense. So well did they succeed that in 
less than a. generation they produced a simplified, flexi 
ble Turkish which, was used effectively by both journal
ists and nip,n c l  letters, was intelligible to all classes, 
and became the unquestioned vehicle for thought and 
the canon of style.1

Of course the chief stimulus to Turkish nationalism, 
was Western political pressure. The. more men came to 
love their country and aspire to its future, the more 
European assaults on Turkish territorial integrity spurred 
them to defend their threatened independence^ The 
nationalist ideal was “  Otto marxism ’ ’— the welding of a 
real “  nation ”  in which all citizens, whatever their origin 
or creed, should be “  Ottomans,”  speaking the Turkish 
language and inspired by Ottoman patriotism. This, 
however, conflicted sharply with the' rival (and prior) 
nationalisms of the Christian peoples of the empire, 
to say nothing of the new Arab nationalism, which was 
taking shape at just this same time. Turkish .national
ism was also frowned on by Sultan Abdul Hamid. Ab
dul Hamid had an instinctive aversion to all nationalist 
movements, both as limitations to his personal absolutism 
and as conflicting with that universal Pan-Mamie 
ideal on which he based his policy. Accordingly, even 
those Turkish nationalists who ' proclaimed complete 
loyalty were suspect, while those with liberal tendencies 
were persecuted and driven into exile.

The revolution of 1908, however, brought nationalism 
to power. Whatever their differences on other matters,

1 For these early stages of the Turkish nationalist movement, see Vam- 
boty, LaTnnpm d’awjomd’hui et d’avant Quarante Ans ; and his Western 
Culture in Mygtem lands. Also the articles by Lton Oahun in Ld • 
ct fiambaud, previously cited; and L. .Rousseau, L’Effort Ottoman {Fads,
1907).
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^  the Young-Turks were all ardent nationalists. In fact, 
the very ardour of their nationalism was a prime cause 
of their subsequent misfortunes. With the rashness of 
fanatics the' Young-Turks tried to "  Ottomanize ”  the 
whole empire at once. This enraged, all. the other 
nationalities, alienated them from the revolution, and 
gave the Christian Balkan states their opportunity to 
attack disorganized Turkey in 1912.

The truth of the matter was that Turkish nationalism 
was evolving in a direction which could only mean 
heightened antagonism between the Turkish element on 
the" one side and the non-Turkish elements, Christian 
or Moslem, on the other. Turkish nationalism had, in 
fact, now reached the second or “ racial ”  stage. Pass
ing the hounds of the limited, mainly _ territorial, idea 
connoted by the term “  Ottomanism,”  it had embraced 
the far-flung and essentially racial concepts known as 
“  Pan-Turkism ”  and “  Pan-Turaniamt ’ These wider 
developments we shall consider later on in this chapter. 
Before so doing let us examine the beginnings of nation
alism’s “  first ‘stage ”  in other portions of the Moslem
world. .

Shortly after the Ottoman Turks showed signs of a 
nationalistic awakening, kindred symptoms began to 
appeal: among the Arabs. As in all self-conscious 
nationalist movements, it was largely a protest against 
some other group. In the case of the Arabs this protest 
was naturally directed against their Turkish riders. We 
have already seen how Desert Arabia (the Nejd) had 
always maintained its freedom, and we have also seen 
how those Arab lands like Syria, Mesopotamia, and the 
Hedjaz which fell under Turkish control nevertheless 
continued to feel an ineradicable repugnance at seeing 
themselves, Islam’s “ Chosen People,” beneath the yoke 
of a folk which, in Arab eyes, were mere upstart barba
rians. Despite a thousand years of Turkish domination 
the , two races never got on well together, their racial 
temperaments being too incompatible lor really cordial
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■'v::ii«Sponfl. The profound'temperamental incompatibility 
of Turk and Arab has been well summarized by a French 
writer. Says Victor Berard: “  Such are the two
languages and such the two peoples : in the latitude of 
Rome and in the latitude of Algiers, the Turk of Adria- 
nople, like the Turk of Adalia, remains a man of the north 
and of the extreme north; in all climates the Arab 
remains a man of: the south and of the extreme south.
To the Arab’s suppleness, mobility, imagination, artistic 
feeling, democratic tendencies, and anarchic individu
alism, the Turk opposes his slowness, gravity, sense of 
discipline and regularity, innate militarism. The Turk
ish master has always felt disdain for the ^artistic 
canaille,5 whose pose, gesticulations, and indiscipline, 
shock him profoundly. On their side, the Arabs see in 
the Turk only a blockhead ; in Ins placidity and taci
turnity only stupidity and ignorance; in his respect for 
law only slavishness; and in his love of material well
being only gross bestiality. Especially do the Arabs 
jeer at the Turk’s artistic incapacity : after having gone 
to school to the Chinese, Persians, Arabs, and Greeks, 
the Turk remains, in Arab eyes, just a big booby of 
barrack and barnyard.”  1

Add to this the fact that the Arabs regard the Turks 
as perverters of the Islamic faith, and we need not be 
surprised to find that Turkey’s Arab subjects have ever 
displayed symptoms of rebellious unrest. We have seen 
how the Wahabi movement was specifically directed 
against Turkish control of the holy cities, and despite 
the Wahabi defeat, Arab discontent lived on. About 
1820 the German explorer Burckhardt wrote of Arabia :
“  When Turkish power in the Hedjaz declines, the Arabs 
will avenge themselves for their subjection.” 2 And 
some twenty years later the Shereef of Mecca remarked 
to a French traveller : “  We, the direct descendants of 
the Prophet, have to bow our heads before miserable

1 B6rard, Le Sultan, VIslam et hs Puissances, p. 16 (Paris, 1907).
* Cited by Bfirard, p. IS).
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pashas, most of them former Christian slaves come to 
power by the most shameful courses.”  1 Throughout 
the nineteenth century every Turkish defeat in Europe 
was followed by a seditious outburst in its Arab
provinces. , ,.

Down to the middle of the nineteenth century these 
seditious stirrings remained sporadic, uncoordinated out
bursts of religious, regional, or tribal feeling, with no 
genuinely “  Nationalistic ”  programme of action or ideal.
But in the later sixties a real nationalist agitation 
appeared. Its birthplace was Syria. That was what 
might have been expected, since Syria was the part of 
Turkey's Arab dominions most open to Western influ
ences.'' This first Arab nationalist movement, however, 
did not amount to much. Directed _ by a  small group 
of noisy agitators devoid of real ability, the Turkish 
Government suppressed it without much difficulty.

The disastrous Russian war of 1877, however, blew 
the scattered embers into a fresh flame, .For several 
years Turkey’s Arab provinces were in full ferment.
The nationalists spoke openly of throwing off the Turk
ish yoke and welding the Arab lands into a loose-knit 
confederation headed by a religious potentate, probably 
the Shereef of Mecca. This was obviously an adaptation 
of Western nationalism to the traditional Arab ideal of: 
a theocratic democracy already realized in. the Meccan 
caliphate and the Wahabi government of the Nejd. _

This second stirring of Arab nationalism was likewise 
of short duration. Turkey was now ruled by Sultan 
Abdul Hamid, and Abdul. Hamid’s Pan-IsJamic policy 
looked toward good relations with his Arab subjects. 
Accordingly, Arabs were welcomed at Constantinople, 
favours were heaped upon Arab chiefs and notables, while 
efforts were made to promote the contentment of the 
empire’s Arab populations. At the same time the con
struction of strategic railways in Syria and the Hodjaz 
gave the Turkish Government a stronger grip over its 

1 Giteji by B6rard, p. 20.
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Aral) provinces than ever before, and conversely ren
dered successful Arab revolts a fax more remote possi
bility. Furthermore, Abdul Hamid’s Pan-Islamic propa
ganda was specially directed toward awakening a sense 
of Moslem solidarity between Arabs and Turks as against 
the Christian West. These efforts achieved a measure 
of success. Certainly, every European aggression in the 
Near East was an object-lesson to Turks and Arabs to 
forget, or at least adjourn, their domestic quarrels in 
face of the common foe.

Despite the partial successes of Abdul Hamid’s efforts, 
a considerable section of his Arab subjects remained 
unreconciled, and toward the close of the nineteenth 
century a fresh stirring of Arab nationalist discontent 
made its appearance. Relentlessly persecuted by the 
Turkish authorities, the Arab nationalist agitators, 
mostly Syrians, went into exile. Gathering in near-by 
Egypt (now of course under British governance) and in 
western Europe, these exiles organized a revolutionary 
propaganda. Their formal organization dates from, the 
year 1895, when the “ Arabian National Committee” 
was created at Paris. For a decade their propaganda 
went on obscurely, but evidently with effect, for in 1905 
the Arab provinces of Hedjaz and Yemen burst into 
armed insurrection. This insurrection, despite the best 
efforts of the Turkish Government, was never wholly 
suppressed, but dragged on year after year, draining 
Turkey of troops and treasure, and contributing mate
rially to her Tripolitan and Balkan disasters in 1911-12.

The Arab revolt of 1905 focussed the world’s atten
tion upon “  The Arab Question,”  and the nationalist 
exiles made the most of their opportunity by redoubling 
their propaganda, not only at home but in the West as 
well. Europe was fully informed of “  Young Arabia’s ” 
wrongs and aspirations, notably by an extremely clever 
book by one of the rationalist leaders, entitled The 
Awakening of the Arab Nation,1 which made a distinct

1 Le Mevtil de la Nation arabe, by Ne îb Azaury (Farits, 1905).



? jsefisafion. The aims of the Arab nationalists are clearly 
set forth in the manifesto of the Arabian National 
Committee, addressed to the Great Powers and pub
lished early in 1906. Says this manifesto : “ A. great 
pacific change is on the eve of occurring in Turkey. 
The Arabs, whom the .Turks tyrannized over only by 
keeping them divided on insignificant questions of ritual 
and religion, have become conscious of their national, 
historic, and racial homogeneity, and wish to detach 
themselves from the worm-eaten Ottoman trunk in order 
to form themselves into an independent state. This 
new Arab Empire will extend to its natural frontiers, 
from the valleys of the Tigris and Euphrates to the 
Isthmus of Suez, and from the Mediterranean to the Sea 
of Oman. It will be governed by the constitutional 
and liberal monarchy of an Arabian sultan. The present 
Vilayet of the Hedjaz, together with the territory of 
Medina, will form an independent empire whose 
sovereign will be at the same time the religious Khalil 
of all the Mohammedans. Thus, one great difficulty, 
the separation of the civil and the religious powers in 
Islam, will have been solved for the greater good of 
a ll/’

To their fellow Arabs the committee issued, the fol
lowing proclamation : “  Dear Compatriots ! All of us 
know how vile and despicable the glorious and illustrious 
title of Arabian Citizen has become in the mouths of 
all foreigners, especially Turks. All of us see to what 
depths of misery and ignorance we have fallen under the 
tyranny of these barbarians sprung from Central Asia. 
Our land, the richest and finest on earth, is to-day an 
arid waste. When we were free, we conquered the 
world in a hundred years; we spread everywhere sciences, 
arts, and letters; for centuries we Jed world-ci vilization. 
But, since the spawn of Ertogrul1 usurped the caliphate 
of Islam, they have brutalized us so as to exploit us to 
such a degree that we have become the poorest people 

1 Tie semi-logendary founder of the Ottoman Empire.
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Npme^rai.”  The proclamation then goes on to declare 
Arabia’s independence.1

Of course “  Young Arabia ”  did not then attain its 
independence. The revolt was kept localized and Tur
key, maintained its hold over most of its Arab dominions. 
Nevertheless, there was constant unrest. During the 
remainder of Abdul Hamid’s reign his Arab provinces 
were in a sort of unstable equilibrium, torn between the 
forces of na tionalist sedition on the one hand and Pan- 
Islamic, anti-European feeling on the other.

The Young-Turk revolution of 1908 caused a new 
shift in the situation. The Arab provinces, like the 
other parts of the empire, rejoiced in the downfall of 
despotism and hoped great things for the future. In 
the Turkish Parliament the Arab provinces were well 
represented, and their deputies asked for a measure of 
federal autonomy. This the Young-Turks, bent upon 
“  Ottomanization,’ ’ curtly refused. The result was pro
found disillusionment in the Arab provinces and a revival 
of separatist agitation. It is interesting to note that 
the new independence agitation had a much more 
ambitious programme than that of a few years before.
The Arab nationalists of Turkey were by this time 
definitely linking up with the nationalists of Egypt and 
French North Africa—Arabic-speaking lands where the 
populations were at least partly Arab in blood. Arab 
nationalism was beginning to speak aloud what it had 
previously whispered—the programme of a great “  Pan- 
Arab ”  empire stretching right across North Africa and 
southern Asia from the Atlantic to the Indian Oceans.
Thus, Arab nationalism, like Turkish nationalism, was 
evolving into the “  second,”  or racial, stage.

Deferring discussion of this broader development, let 
us follow a trifle further the course of the more restricted 
Arab nationalism within the Turkish Empire, Despite

1 The texts of both the above documents can be. most conveniently 
found in I). Jung, Lee Puissances devant kt, BivolH arabe: La Crise mondiale 
de Demain, pp 23-26 (Paris, 1906).
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"ihe Pan-Islamic sentiment evoked 'by the European 
aggressions of 1911-12, nationalist feeling was continu
ally aroused by the Ottoman izing measures of the 
Young-Turk government, and the independence agita
tion was presently in full swing once more. _ In 1913 
an Arabian nationalist congress convened in Paris and 
revolutionary propaganda was inaugurated on an-in
creased scale. When the Great War broke out next 
year, Turkey’s Arab provinces were seething with sedi
tious unrest.1 The Turkish authorities took stern mea
sures against possible trouble, imprisoning and executing 
all prominent nationalists upon whom they could lay 
their hands, while the proclamation of the “ Holy War: ”  
rallied a certain portion of Arab public opinion to the 
Turkish side, especially since the conquest of Egypt 
was a possibility. But as the war dragged on the forces 
of discontent- once more raised their heads. In 1918 
the revolt of the Shereef of Mecca gave the signal for 
the downfall of Turkish rule. This revolt, liberally 
backed by England, gained the active or passive sup
port of the Arab elements throughout the Turkish 
Empire. Inspired by Allied promises of national inde
pendence of a most alluring character, the Arabs fought 
strenuously against the Turks and were a prime factor 
in the debacle of Ottoman military power in the autumn 
of 1918.2

Before discussing the momentous events which have 
occurred in the Arab provinces of the former Ottoman 
Empire since 1918, let us consider nationalist develop-

1 A good analysis of Arab affairs on the eve of the Great War is that of 
the Moslem publicist “ X,” “ Les Conrants politiques dans le Monde 
arabe,”  Ernie du Monde mmulman, December, 1913. Also see G. W. 
Bury, Arabia Infelix, or the Turin in Yemen (London, 1916).

* .For Arab affairs during the Great War, see E. Jung, “  L’lnddpenaanoe 
arabe et la RCvoIte actuelle,” L a Revue, 1 August, 1916; 1. D, Levine, 
“ Arabs versus Turks,”  American Review of Reviews, November, 1918; 
A, M'usil, Zur Zeitgeschichie von Arabien (Leipzig, 1918); G. W. Bury, 
Pan-Idmn (London, 1919); S. Mylroa, “ The Politico-Religious Situation 
in Arabia,” The Moslem, World, July, 1919; L, Thomas, “  Lawrence ; The 
Soul of the Arabian Revolution,”  Asia, April, May, June, 1920.
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menfs in this Arabized regions of North Africa lying to 
the westward. Of these developments the most im 
portant is that of Egypt. The mass of the Egyptian 
people is to-day, as in Pharaoh’s time, of the old 
“  Nilotic ”  stock. A slow, self-contained peasant folk, 
the Egyptian “  fellaheen ”  have submitted pashvely to a 
long series of conquerors, albeit this passivity has been 
occasionally broken by outbursts of volcanic fury pre
sently dving away into passivity once more. Above the 
Nilotic masses stands a relatively small upper class 
descended chiefly from Egypt’s more recent Asiatic con
querors—-Arabs, Kurds, Circassians, Albanians, and 
Turks. In addition to this upper class, winch until 
the English occupation monopolized all political power, 
there are large European “  colonies with _ extraterri
torial ”  rights, while a further complication is added by 
the persistence of a considerable native Christian element, 
the “  Copts,”  who refused to turn Mohammedan at the 
Arab conquest and who to-day number fully one-tenth 
of the total population.

With such a medley of races, creeds, and cultures, 
and with so prolonged a tradition of foreign domination, 
Egypt might seem a most unlikely milieu for the growth 
of nationalism. On the other hand, Egypt has been 
more exposed to Western influences than any other part 
of the Near East. Bonaparte’s invasion at the close 
of the eighteenth century profoundly affected Egyptian 
life, and though the French were soon expelled, European 
influences continued to permeate the valley of the Nile, 
Mehemet All, the able Albanian adventurer who made 
himself master of Egypt after the downfall of French 
rule, realized the superiority of European methods and 
fostered a process of Europeanization which, however 
superficial, resulted in a wide dissemination of Western 
ideas. Mehemet All’s policy was continued by his 
successors. That magnificent spendthrift Khedive 
Ismail, whose reckless contraction of European loans was 
the primary cause of European intervention, prided
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hunself on his “  Europeanism 51 and surrounded himself 
with Europeans.

Indeed, the first stirrings of Egyptian nationalism 
took the form of a protest against the noxious, parasit teal 
“  Europeamsm ”  of Khedive Ismail and Ms courtiers. 
Sober-minded Egyptians became increasingly alarmed 
at the way Ismail was mortgaging Egypt’s independence 
by huge European loans and sucking its life-blood by 
merciless taxation. Inspired consciously or uncon
sciously by the Western concepts of “  nation ”  and “  pa
triotism,”  these men desired to stay Ismail’s destructive 
course and to safeguard Egypt’s future. In fact, their 
efforts were directed not merely against the motley 
crew of European adventurers and concessionaires who 
were luring the Khedive into fresh extravagances, but 
also against the complaisant Turkish and Circassian 
pashas, and the Armenian and Syrian usurers, who were 
the instruments of Ismail’s will. The nascent move
ment was thus basically a “ patriotic”  protest against 
all those, both foreigners and native-born, who were 
endangering the country. This showed clearly in the 
■motto adopted b y  the agitators— the hitherto unheard-of 
slogan : “  Egypt for the Egyptians ! ”

Into this incipient ferment there was presently injected 
the dynamic personality of Djemal-ed-Din. Nowhere 
else did this extraordinary man exert so profound and 
lasting an influence as in Egypt. It is not too much 
to say that he is the father of every shade of Egyptian 
nat ionalism. He influenced not merely violent agitators 
like Arabi Pasha but also conservative reformers like 
Sheikh Mohammed Abdou, 'who realized Egypt’s weak
ness and were content to labour patiently by evolutionary 
methods for distant goals.

For the moment the apostles of violent action had 
the stage. In 1882 a revolutionary agitation broke out 
headed by Arabi Pasha, an army officer, who, signifi
cantly enough, was of fellah, origin, the first man of 
Nilotic stock to sway Egypt’s destinies in modern times.
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their slogan, “  Egypt for the Egyptians,”  the 
revolutionists sought to drive all ft foreigners/’ both. 
Europeans and Asiatics, from the country. Their at
tempt was of course foredoomed to failure. A massacre 
of Europeans in the port-city of Alexandria at once 
precipitated European intervention. An English army 
crushed the revolutionists at the battle of Tel-el-Kebir, 
and after this one battle, disorganized, bankrupt Egypt 
submitted to British rule, personified by* Evelyn Baring,
Lord Cromer. The khedivial dynasty was, to be sure, 
retained, and the native forms of government respected, 
but all real power centred in the hands of the British 
“  Financial Adviser,”  the representative of Britain’s 
imperial will.

For twenty-five years Lord Cromer ruled Egypt, and 
the record of this able proconsul will place him for ever 
in the front rank of the world’s great administrators.
Bis strong hand drew Egypt from hopeless bankruptcy 
into abounding prosperity. Material well-being, how
ever, did not kill Egyptian nationalism. Scattered to 
the winds before the British bayonet charges, the seeds 
of unrest slowly germinated beneath the fertile Nilotic 
soil. Almost imperceptible at first under the numbing 
shook of Tel-el-Kebir, nationalist sentiment grew steadily 
as the years wore on, and by the closing decade of the 
nineteenth century it had become distinctly perceptible 
to keen-sighted European observers. Passing through 
Egypt is 1895, the well-known African explorer Schweia- 
fuxtix was struck with thf. psycho! gical change which, 
had occurred since his earlier visits to the valley of the 
Nile. “  A true national self-consciousness is slowly be
ginning to awaken,”  he wrote. “  The Egyptians are 
still very far from being a true Nationality, but the 

| beginning has been made.”  1
With the opening years of the twentieth century what 

I had previously been visible only to discerning eyes burst
3 1 Oeorg Schw'iiuforth, Die Wiedergeiniri Agypt-ens im Lichte sines avfge -
I kl'irtsn Islam (Berlin, 1808).
I
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into sudden and startling bloom. Tins resurgent Egyp
tian nationalism Lad, to be sure, its moderate wing, 
represented by conservative-minded men. like ■ Moham
med Abdou, Hector of El Azhar University and respected 
friend of Lord Cromer, who sought to teach his fellow- 
countrymen that the surest road to freedom, was along 
the path of enlightenment and progress., in the main, 
however, the movement was an impatient and violent 
protest against British rule and an i ntransigeant demand 
for immediate independence. .Perhaps the most signifi
cant point was that virtually ail Egyptians were I 
nationalists at heart, conservatives as well as radicals 
declining to consider Egypt as a permanent part of the 
British Empire. The nationalists had a sound legal 
basts for this attitude, owing to the fact that British 
rule rested upon insecure diplomatic foundations. _ Eng
land had intervened in Egypt as a self-constituted 
“  Mandatory of European ■ financial interests. I t s 1 M 
action had roused much opposition in Eur<>pe, particularly 
in France, and to allay this opposition the British , 
Government had repeatedly announced that its occupa- 
tion of Egypt was of a temporary nature. In fact, .\ 
Egyptian discontent was deliberately fanned by France , 
right down to the conclusion of the Entente Cordials in 
1904. This French sympathy for Egyptian aspirations 
was of capital importance in the development of the 
nationalist movement. In Egypt, France’s cultural, 
prestige was predominant. In Egyptian eyes a European 
education was synonymous with a French edu- ■ 
cation, so the rising generation inevitably sat under 
French teachers, either in Egypt or in France, and these 
French preceptors, being usually Anglophones, rarely 
lost an opportunity for instilling dislike of England and 
aversion to British rule.

The radical nationalists were headed by a young man 
named Mustapha Kamel. Fie was a very prince of 
agitators; ardent, magnetic, enthusiastic, and possessed 
of a fiery eloquence which fairly swept away both his
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l ie  edited a whole chain of newspapers and periodicals, 
and aw fast as one organ was suppressed by the British 
authorities he started another. His uncompromising 
nationalism may be gauged from the following examples 
from, his writings. Taking for his motto the phrase 
“  The Egyptians for Egypt; Egypt for the.'Egyptians/’ 
he wrote as early as 1896 : “  Egyptian civilization cannot 
endure in the future unless it is founded by the people 
itself; unless the fellah,, the merchant, the teacher, the 
pupil, in fine, every single Egyptian, knows that man 
has sacred, intangible rights; that he is not created, to be 
a tool, but to lead an intelligent and worthy life; that 
love of country is the most beautiful sentiment which 
can ennoble »  soul; and that a nation, without indepen
dence is a nation without existence ! It  is by patriotism 
that backward peoples come quickly to civilization, to 
greatness, and to power. It is patriotism that forms 
the blood which courses in the veins of virile nations, 
and it is patriotism that gives life to every living being.'”

The English, of course, were bitterly denounced.
Here is a typical editorial from his organ El L&m :
“  We are the despoiled. The English are the despoilers.
We demand a sacred right. The English are the usurpers 
of that right. This is why we are sure of success sooner 
or later. When one is in the right, it is only a question 
of time.”

Despite his ardent aspirations, Mustapha Kamel had 
a sense of realities, and recognized that, for the moment 
at least, British power could not be forcibly overthrown.
He did not, therefore, attempt any open violence which 
he knew would merely ruin himself and his followers.
Early in 1908 he died, only thirty-four years of age.
His mantle fell upon his leading disciple, Mohammed 
Farid Bey. This man, who was not of equal calibre, 
tried to make up for Ms deficiency in true eloquence 
by the violence of his invective. The difference between 
the two leaders can be gauged by the editorial columns



p

TH E  *  W 0E U >  0 F IS M M

f/rn^- ^ ewa‘ Here is an editorial of September, 1909 ;
this .land was polluted by the English, putrefied with 

their airocities as they suppressed our beloved dmtour 
| constitution], tied our tongues, burned our people alive 
and hanged our innocent relatives, arid perpetrated 
other horrors at which the heavens are about to tremble 
the. earth to split, and the mountains to fall down. Let 
us take a new step. Let our lives be cheap while we 
seek our independence. .Death is far better than life 
tor you if you remain in your present condition.”  

Mohammed Farid’s fanatical impatience of all. opposi- 
tion led him into tactical blunders like alienating the 
native Christian Copts, whom Mustapha Kamel had been 
careful to conciliate. The following diatribe (which, 
by the way, reveals a grotesque jumble of Western and 
. s t e r n  Jdcas) is an answer to Coptic protests at the 
mcreasmg violence of his propaganda : “  The Copts 
should be, kicked to death. They still have faces and 
bodies similar to those of demons and monkeys, which 
is a proof that they hide poisonous spirits within their 
bouJs.̂  The fact that they exist in the world, confirms 
iiarwin s theory that human beings are generated from 
monkeys. You sons of adulterous women ! You de
scendants of the bearers of trays 1 You tails of camels 
with your monkey faces ! You bones of bodies \ ” 

n this more violent attitude the nationalists were 
encouraged by several reasons. For one thing, Lord 
cromer Pact laid down ms proconsulate in 1907 and had 
been succeeded by Sir Eldon Gorst. The new ruler 
represented the ideas of British Liberalism, now in 
power, which wished to appease Egyptian .unrest by con
ciliation instead of by Lord Cromer’s autocratic indiifer-

1 le 8econd t)Iace’. the Young-Turk revolution 
oi. JOS gave an enormous impetus to the Egyptian erv 
for constitutional self-government. Lastly’ France’s 
growing intimacy with England dashed the nationalist’s 
cherished hope that Britain would be forced by outside 
pressure to redeem her diplomatic pledges and evacuate



the Nile valley, thus driving the nationalists to rely 
more on their own exertions.

Given, this nationalist temper, conciliatory attempt 
was foredoomed to failure. For, however conciliatory 
Sir Eldon Gorst might be in details, he could not promise 
the one thing which the nationalists supremely desired—  
independence. This demand England refused even to 
consider. Practically all Englishmen had become con
vinced that Egypt with the Suez Canal was a vital link, 
between the eastern and Western halves of the British 
Empire, and that permanent control of Egypt was thus 
an absolute necessity. There was thus a fundamental 
deadlock between British imperial and Egyptian national 
convictions. Accordingly, the British Liberal policy 
of conciliation proved a fiasco. Even Sir Eldon Gorst 
admitted in his official reports that concessions were 
simply regarded as signs of weakness.

Before long seditious agitation and attendant violence 
grew to such proportions that the British Government 
became convinced that, only strong measures would 
save the situation. Therefore, in 19i 1, Sir Eldon Gorst 
was replaced by Lord Kitchener— a patent warning to 
the nationalists that sedition would be given short; shrift 
by the iron hand which had crushed the Khalifa and 
his Dervish hordes at Omdurman. Kitchener arrived 
in Egypt with the express mandate to restore order, and 
this he did with thoroughness and exactitude. The 
Egyptians were told plainly that England neither in 
tended to evacuate the Nile valley nor considered its 
inhabitants fit for self-government within any discerni
ble future. They were admonished to turn their thoughts 
from politics, at which they were so bad, to agriculture, 
at which they were so good. As for seditious propa
ganda, new legislation enabled Lord .Kitchener to deal 
with it in summary fashion. Practically all the national
ist papers were suppressed, while the nationalist leaders 
were imprisoned, interned, or exiled. In fact, the 
British Government did its best to distract attention
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