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TWO FUROPEAN IMAGES OF NON-EUROPEAN
i Talal Asad :

In order to understand better the relationship between social anth-
ropology and colonialism, it is necessary to go beyond the bound-
aries of the discipline and of the particular epoch within which that
discipline acquired its distinctive character. The descriptive writings
of functional anthropology are largely devoted to Africa, are in
effect virtually synonymous with African sociology during the
wentieth century colonial period. But we need to see anthropology
as a holistic discipline nurfured within bourgeois society, having as
its object of study a variety of non-European societies which have
come under its economic, political and intellectual domination—
and therefore as merely one such discipline among several (orien-
talism, indotogy, sinology, etc.). All these disciplines are rooted in
“that complex historical encounter between the West and the Third
World which commenced about the 16th century: when capitalist
Europe began to emerge out of feudal Christendom; when the con-
quistadors who expelled the last of the Arabs from Christian Spain
ent on to colonise the New World and also to bring about the
“direct confrontation of ‘civilised” Europe with ‘savage’ and ‘bar-
baric’ peoples; when the Atlantic maritime states, by dominating
the world’s major seaways, inaugurated ‘the Vasco Da Gama epoch

wThe Americas were therefore the scene of the first true empires controtled
from Burope, and Western imperial theory originated in sixteenth-century
Spain.” P."D. Curtin, (ed.) Imperiaiism, London, 1972, p. xiv. For further
information on this subject, see 1. M. Parry, The Spanish Theory of Empire
in the Sixteenth Century, Cambridge, 1940 -~ "~ °
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of Asian history’;> when the conceptual revolution of modern

science and technology helped to consolidate Europe’s world hege-
mony.® The bourgeois disciplines which study non-European socie-

ties reflect the deep contradictions articulating this unequal his.

torical encounter, for ever since the Renalssance the West has
sought both to subordinate and devalue other societies, and at the

same time to find in them clues to its own humanity. Although.
modern colonialism is merely one moment in that long encounter,

the way in which the objectified understanding of these modern

disciplines has been made possible by and acceptable to that.

moment needs to be considered far more seriously than it has,
The notes that follow constitute an attempt to examine some of
the political conclusions of functional anthropology (African stud-

ies) and of orientalism (Islamic studies} in order to explore the ways :
in which the European historical experience of subordinate non- -

European peoples has shaped its objectification of the latter, hope

that such a comparison will make somewhat clearer the kind of -

determination exerted by the structure of imperial power on the
understanding of European disciplines which focus on dominated.
cultures. Such an attempt is not without its dangers for someone
who is trained in only one of these disciplines, but it must be made
if we are to go beyond simplistic assertions or denials about the
relationship between social anthropology and colonialism. 1 should
stress that I am not concerned with all the doctrines or conclusions
of functional anthropology—or for that matter of orientalism,

What I propose to do in the rest of. the paper is to concentrate
on two general images of the institutionalised relationship between
rulers and ruled, objectified by the functional anthropologist and
the Islamic orientalist. As we shall see, the images are very different,
for the first typically stresses consent and the other repression in the
institutionalised relationship between rulers and ruled. After sketch-
ing in these two images, I shall go on to indicate significant omis-
sions and simplifications that characterise each of them, and follow
this up with some more general theoretical observations concerning
what they have in common. T shall then turn to the wider historical
location of the two disciplines which, so 1 shall argue in my con-
clusion, help us to understand some of the ideological roots and
consequences of these images,

*Cf. K. M. Panikkar, Asia and Western Dominance, London, 1959,
'CE. J. D. Bernal, Science in History, {ondon, 1965, especially Part 4,
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bégin by characterising what I call the functional anthropologist’s
view of political domination.

In general, the structure of traditional African states is represen-

d | j iprocal obligations and value
ed in terms of balance of powers, reciproca value
::onslensusmas in the following passage by__ Fortes and Evans-Prit

chard:

A relatively stable political system in Africa repfesgms ta basl]ancc
between divergent interests. In [centralised p_olmcfx system

- it is a balance between different parts of the adm:mstn;ﬂ;;e
organisation. The forces that maintain the supremacy ol t lfeck
paramount ruler are opposed’ by rzt;e forces t-hat_ actasac i

on his powers; [...1 A general principle of great importance 1s

- contained in these arrangements, which has the effect of giving

every section and every major interest of the society direct or

- indirect representation in the conduct of government [..1°

Looked at from another angle, the government of an African

e state consists jn a balance between power and authority on the

i igati ibili he other [...1 The
ne side and obligation and respo_ns:blhty ont r
fs)tructure of an African state implies that kings and chiefs rule

by consent.”

: i i ively recent
- f the same view are also found in a comparative C
: 1?:;::: sbg P eC. Lloyd, “The Political Structure of African King-

© doms™:

he
The political elite represent, to a greater or .lesser degree, t
intergsct’ of the mass of the people. In .A.frncan_ kmgdomsfpenga{- ]

nent opposition groups within ;he_ pol‘:ucal elite are not ov.;r(xl

A vote is never taken on any major issue, but all concern

voice their interests andhthe king,lsummmi Su'? gives a

ision which reflects the general consensus. N

Tig:fiien is the functional anthropological image of po];pcal dotz:d-
ination in the so-called tribal world: an emphasis on the 13teg;'§ od
character of the body politic, on the reciprocal rlglgts ?h ol l egr’s
tions between rulers and ruled, on ;the consensual l.:aszs of t !?ﬁ ru er
political authority and administration, an_d_ on .th.e m-herent}e . ::_le atz
of the traditional system of government in giving every legitiny

interest its due representation, » o o
The orientalist’s image of political domination In the historic

‘M. Fortes and E. E. Bvans-Pritchard, (eds.), African Political. Sysiems,

BIGFA : : .
*kd‘f"gg:io;??gc’i.fpf’;nuca! Systems and the Distribution of Power, London,

1965, p. 76 and pp. 79-80,
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Islamic world is very different. Here there is a tendency to sce th

characteristic relationship between rulers and their subjects in terms

of force and repression on the one side, and of submission, indif

ference, even cynicism on the other. The following brief quotation: .
from Gibb’s essay “Religion and Politics in Christianity and Islam”

illustrates the kind of view I am thinking of:

.. [the governor's] administrative regulations and exactions on

land, industry and persons, and the processes resorted to by
ttheir] officers were regarded as arbitrary and without authority
in themselves, and directed only to the furthering of their
private interests. In the eyes of the governed, official ‘justice’
was no justice. The only authoritative law is that of Islam;
everything else is merely temporary (and more or less forced)
accommodating to the whims of a changing constellation of
political overlords.® '

A similar kind of image underlies the following remarks by von '

Grunebaum:

As an executive officer, the [Islamicl ruler is unrestricted. The

absoluteness of his power was never challenged. The Muslim
liked his rulers terror-inspiring, and it seems to have been bon
ton to profess oneself awestruck when ushered into his '
presence L..1 [The medieval Muslim] is frequently impatient _
with his rulers and thinks little of rioting, but on the whole he -
is content to let his princes play their game.”
The same author, tracing the political theories of Muslim canonical
jurists writes:
So the requirements of legitimate power had to be redefined with
ever greater leniency, until the low had been reached and the
theoretical dream [of a civitas dei] abandoned, The belicver
was thought under obligation to obey whosoever held sway, be
his power de jure or merely de facto. No matter how evila
tyrant the actual ruler, no matter how offensive his conduct,
the subject was bound to loyal obedience* '
He then proceeds, with the aid of further quotations to charactetise
what he calls “that disillusionment bordering on cynicism with
which the Oriental is still inclined to view the political fife”.
The essential features of this image are to be found in the pion-

°J, H. Proctor, (ed.), Islam and International Relations, London, 1965, p. 12,
'G. E, Von Grunebaum, Islam, Essays in the Nature and Growth of a
Cultural Tradition, London, 1955, pp. 25-6, : S :
‘G. E. Von Grunebaum, Medieval Islam, Chicago, 1946, p, 168,

- an emphasis on the absolute power of ¢

~ involuntary submission on t

~ which the simplification occurs.
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‘eering works of orientalism at the turn of the last century—as in this
“passa Snouck Hurgronje:

sﬁﬁi&!};g paid no mirc ;ttention to the edicts'of {ht? fugaha, the
“specialists in law, than suited them; these ‘iast in their turn,
-were less and less obliged. to take the requirements o_f practice
“into account. So long as they refmir?e.d from preaching revoli
“directly or indirectly against the political rulers, they wete

‘ allowed to criticise the institutions of state and.sc.}c;ety as
‘bitterly as they liked. In fact, the work_s_ on Ereijglom law] %re ;
full of disparaging judgements on condmoqs of th.e present day’.
“What is justice in the eyes of princes _amd judges is but "

injustice and tyranny...Most taxes which are collected ]Jy ; e
_government are illegal extortions...; the legally prescribe
" revenue..is collected in an illegal manner and spent w?ongly...

* Muslim rulers, in the eyes of the ,‘ugaha, are not the vice regents
~of the Prophet as the first four Caliphs had been, but wwlderz
" of a material power which should only be submifted to out 0
" fear of still worse to follow, and because even a wrongfpi
" order is at least better than complete filsorder...{fn fact_ in

~ Islamic history] the people obeyed their rulers as the wielders

: f religion]
. of power, but they revered the ulama [ie?rned men of
Soas fhe teachers of truth and in troubled times took their lead

from them...In this way, the [religious] law, which in practice

- had to make ever greater concessions to the use and custorn

of the people and the arbitrariness of their rulers, ne\ferthele]fs
retained a considerable influence on the intellectual life of the

© Muslims.” o
So the orientalist’s ima

ge may bc characterised briefly as foiigws:
he ruler, and the whimsical,

of his demands; on the indifference or
he part of the ruled; on a somewhat
irrational form of conflict in which sudden, irresponsible urges to
riot are met with violent repression; and, {il‘ially..an emphgs:s.o_n the
overall inefficiency and corruption of political life. o

: ' ' m
The historical realities, of course, are more comg!-icated A‘lhan‘ the§e
views But the remarkable thing in both cases is the d:;gc;:;;:\__:_n

generally illegitimate nature

' : rgrowje, ol . 11, Bousquet and
ssolected Works of C. Snouck Hurgronje, edited by G
J.P ggifach-t, Leiden, 1957, pp. 265 and 267.
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In Africa, a basic political reality since the end of the nineteenth’
century was the pervasive presence of a massive colonial power—
the military conquest of the continent by European capitalist coun...

tries, and the subsequent creation, definition and maintenance of

. the authority of innumerable African chiefs to facilitate the admin-
a,}éwistration of empire.’® Everywhere Africans were subordinated, in
" varying degree, to the authority of European administrators. And -
although according to functionalist doctrine “Every anthropologist -

writes of the people he works among as he finds them™,* the typical

description of local African structures totally ignored the political -

fact of European coercive power and the African chief’s ultimate
dependence on it.

For example Fortes's The Dynamics of Clanship among the Tal-
lensi describes Tale political structure with only a few brief ambig- -

uous references to British rule in the introduction and then again in
the final section of the final chapter. Yet in a paper published seven

years earlier (*Culture Contact as 2 Dynamic Process”) he had -
noted that the local District Commissioner among the Tallensi was:

6 miles from a police station, and some 30 miles from a perma-
nent administrative headquarters. The political and legal =
behaviour of the Tallensi, both commoner and chief, is as
strongly conditioned by the ever-felt presence of the District
Commissioner as by their own traditions[...] The District
Commissioner is in direct communication with the chiefs. To
them he gives his orders and states his opinions, They are the
organs by which he acts upon the rest of the community, an
conversely, by which the community reacts to him,2
In spite of all this, Fortes had seen the District Commissioner essen..
tially as a “Contact Agent” between European and native caltures,.
and not as the local representative of an imperial system. It was
this non-political perception of a profoundly political fact which
led him to assert that the District Commissioner was nor regarded
“as an imposition upon the traditional constitution from without,
With all that he stands for, he is a corporate part of native life in
this area”,
One might suggest that, in spite of methodological statements to

“For a summary of these developments with special reference to East Africa
(including the southern Sudan) see chapter 11 of L, Mairs Primitive
Government, London, 1962, :
1., Mair, op, cit., p. 31, -

“Methods of Study of Culture Contact in Africa, International

African
Institute Memorandum XV, London, 1938, pp. 63-4. '

TWO BUROPEAN IMAGES OF NON-EUROPEAN RULE

109

he contrary, functional anthropologists were reglly not analysing
: E;?st{;gg pogﬁcal systems but writing the ideologically loaded con-
“stitutional history of African states prior to the European conqu&;t.
“This would certainly help to explain the following reg:arks b);l the
“editors of African Political Systems: “Several contributors agg
‘described the changes in the political systems they mvestlga]
“which have taken place as a result of Eurqpeaz'x gonquest and rule.
f we do not emphasise this side of the subject it 1s because all con-
tributors are more interested in anthropological than in adminis-
- trative problems™.*® One reason why developments in indigenous
- political structures due to European conguest and rule were seenhai
s dministrative problems” by European qnthropologlsts was tha
real political forces in ail their complexity formed the pnmar;f!
" objects of administrative thinking and manipulation on the part o
European colonial officials. Yet the re_sult of l_dfintzfy'mg the con-
stitutional ideology of ‘centralised’ Afrlc_:an _po}lheg with _th? struc;
tural reality meant not analysing the intrinsic cont{adictxo?ds ge
-power and material interest—a form of .anaiys_ls which cou |
carried out only by starting from the basic reality of present colo-
ial domination. _
pﬁg\?en when later anthropologists began to refer to_:he c_o!omal
presence as part of the focal structure they generally.d:d 50 in St'ich
a way as to obscure the systematic character of cplomal c}ommatiqn
* and to mask the fundamental contradictions of interest inherent in
the system of Indirect Rule.* The role of new pohﬁcal-ecgnon'nc]:
© forces brought about by European colonialism (labelled “Socia
' Change”) were usually not thought to be d.n:ectiy relevant to an
- understanding of the dynamic of African political structures o;_x.arag
ting within the colonial system of Indirect Rule (_labelled Politica
Anthropology”). ' ‘ »
Withpfeggd. )to the orientalist’s view of typical Islamic political
rule there are several negative features I want to point to. Thefrst
is. that no serious attempt was made until relatively recently .to

%M. Fortes and B. E. Evans-Pritchard, op, cit., p. L. )

"f%r}?::;es le L. A. Fallers in_his weli-known study of the thasoga of
Uganda, Bantu Bureaucracy, (Cambridge, 1956y focuses i?irll e.n}:: i;n
which “co-existence.in a society of corporate lineages wi xpohi =l in-
stitutions of the state type [introduced by the colonial govemnll’l;n i] nakes
for strain and instabilit)ge (p. 17)—an essentially Parsonian pro Ieem. e c:s
not concerned. with the_colonis! system as such, but with rol qof_ i s
inherent in the positions of African headman and civil-servant chief, an

an District officers. R : N

“%l:zrggmple is I Lapidus’s excellent monograph Muslim Cities in the Later

Middle Ages, Cambzidge, Mass,, 1967.




Islamic rulers and their subjects—as n
Gibb, who has been so ready elsewhe
image of Islamic rule:
We know, in fact, exceedingly little of the inner relation
the government and the people... It can scarcely be doubted
that government, in its administrative aspect, was not merel
a set of forms imposed upon the people by the will of the
conqueror, but an organism intimately associated with the
structure of society and the character and ideas of the
governed, and that there was a constant interplay between
governors and governed, It is necessary to clear the ground of
the misconceptions engendered by the abuse of European terms
such as despotism and autocracy, and to submit all the T
traditional organs and usages of government to re-¢xamination, -
in order to bring out the underlying ideas and relations
principles which guided their working.?®
But something that we do know
tion in Muslim societies as exp
volts'” deriving their legitimation
in the popular distrost of aristocr
means the same thing as “
life’’), Most orientalists have tended to see these revolt
of disorder and decay rather than as the re
tradition in Islamic politics.1 Why,
and repression and explaining this

s between

atic institutions'® (which is by no

instead of emphasising disorder

Greek and Christian political theo
to account for the continuing vitali
changing socio-economic circums

ry) did orientalists not attempt

tances? More important, why,

“H. A. R. Gibb and M. Bowen
I, London, 1950, p, 9,

"Arab historiography from Tabari to Jabarti is full of information on
revolls, Useful su i i i

) Islamic Society and the West, Vol. 1, Part

don, 1961, rk on working
medicval urban Islamic society, see C. Cahen, Mouvement Populaires e1
Autonomisme Urbain dans I' Asie Musulmane du Moyen Age, Leiden, 1961,
But in both works there is little d relationshi
between politicai- i [x)
Montgomery Watt makes some attempt in that direction. '
*This -point 13 interestingly made by M. G, §. Hodgson, “Islam and. Image”,
in History of Refigions, Vol. Ii, Winter, 1964, T
“Sce E, Abrahamian, “The Crowd in Iranian Politics 1905-1953" (Past and ..
Present, no. 41, 1968) for an altempt at describing the active rationality of

oted, surprisingly enough, by
re to project the orientalist’s :

., and 'l_hc_ .

a little about is the populist tradi- -
ressed in the repeated popular re.
from Istamic ideology, as well as -

oriental cynicism in relation to political -
$ as evidence
-affirmation of a populist

by reference to an intrinsic flaw. |
in Islamic political theory (usualy invidiously contrasted with -

ty of a populist tradition within
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AL ASAD
vhen ising al : £ Islamic political rule, did
eneralising about the essence o
i:;:tzﬁists not rfcognise that their te:;-’tual ?ou‘i?eii} ;:pﬁ:::::ag utr?:
rrti i elig -
r moral stance of a mobile class of re ] L
xlgrtgl::;?ts with & need for political orderlm_ess in pgr?_cnt.llar g;:ogg
great social upheaval? Finally, Why did orienta ;s 5 Telations
ttempt to analyse the way in which dgvelopu;}g cg:; relation
ithi i ffected by its changi -
ithin late medieval Islam were afte e o Impact
ition vis-a-vi d Asia (especially under t
al position vis-a-vis Europe an Asia (62 RPN Sy
' ili nificance of suc
‘European mercantilism) and the sig ; h dove
ments fo[; relations between Islamic rulers and their subjects?

5aspite the great differences in l:hehil:nl'ag?si'fm*s]a;;pggint;a?:::ﬁ
ispositi 1 both disciph
about, one pre-disposition tha h car L0 e
shared i k explicitly and systematically
shared is the reluctance to tal B tiieal ystems
he implications of European development for the p '
ggrzgnguropean sogieties, There are gther parallels also, in the
orientation of the two disciplines, to which I now .ﬁtué'n!. imacy as
. The functional anthropologi_st Estre:tscad co?iee?:t?vne by :xgn filiacy os
important elements in the political systems o ]
Igrgfé);as ethnic groups in Africa whic;se history wafi gsizgf’zge::: etgo:;
o i i i seen a
' cases to be inaccessible, and which were seen AR
- integ ems | he equated empirical wor _
© integrated systems. In genera A o s
; ! the theoretical bou >
“ work, and therefore tended to define : B s
; ; er 1 igation in terms of practical fieldwork. B
the system under mvest‘agau.op in t B cio]
i i istori [ I systems (set within a p
interest in a-historical, ‘4raditiona _ | mpers
' i ted) led him to emphas
- framework which was taken for gran ; aphasiso the
- unifyi ion’ ligious values and symbols, and
~ unifying function of common relig e s betwonn tribal
‘ Id* custom and obligations in the rela : t
rigazg and ruled. Where the anthropologist was faced with available |

2

i “indebted to Peter
it s in the modern Islamic world, (I am in to
W“liff ! §£?\¥g:s l?eferancc.) “While European ;oumghstg hai“': ;g;agﬁgg
porfyod ovental crowds g enophli mob bl vl tad bl

' hassies,” observes Abrahamian, ] :
?it'ec}xgxsxgﬁ;;ndgg?l?fgeld them as ‘social scum’ in the pay of the foreign hand

i i 11

d radicals have often stereotyped them as ‘the peopltg’ ;;1 ::_tﬁl;.r Fgfa ?s e:

?t:]c crrowd has been an abslr?ctx_oni) ggflgtfers &\gg;\t!}y(o & 4&)1 , Jear, prasse,

, but not a subj tudy. X . ] 1
;inft:‘t‘i’gcg'fthlg:?%u{iltlc to. distinguish the atnt_udes_ o? European Joumahsis
: i i t . . El - 2 - »

Jﬂm lthaagdogc%%f)%?gshsismry of the Islamic world is in -hlts ﬁ}?;ﬁy E(;:’e

gaomf\ Cook {ed.), Studies i the Economie Hislqry_qé :l'et Middle kast,

London, 1970}—an iidication of: there’f:?:;; gqh\:?;c%é; r‘eai :’s vogll).le e
i * ligious essence of Ve, _ ar

::?ri;gﬁ:l'issl:f T}i?se :: ngt unrelated to the fact that orientalists have typically

: h ‘ %
worked on composed literary texts and not in archives. See also R. Owen
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i iti le in Medieval Christen-
different character of po'htlcal rule .
ngf??%e suggestion being that since Ifslaﬂ;_ltc: sgc&e;ﬁ:;iciﬁ % ;;:;
conception of political authority, i.e., of politica
gﬁ’-‘;:ﬁ;ﬁ; conzent, it was inevitable tgat) t;tz)fce should piay such a
entral role in the Islamic political order). )
anﬁil orientalist concerned to g;netf‘ahse;. \:;:si :ﬁi;rcf;;)ci?)gﬁﬁ;laz
' i i ich the functio :
theoretical problem with whic LA by
t been much troubled. For the anthropologis :
E:it }b)urkheimian sociology, soclfety _;m!i Apelirett); ’w‘zreereu‘s;:fjgnci:;t:{y
1 izontal H tribal soc
minous, The horizontal lmkg of ‘tribe v o vep
finable i links (whether hierarchical :
definable in terms of the vertical ks (whether chical or seg
me “tri iti nisation’. But for the orien
mentaiy) of ‘tribal political cn‘gah i x alis
: i ever such a converg
concerned with Islam there was hardly t convergence
af he Abbasid Empire. So in
- after the de facto break up qf the / sid I o0 in his desie
i istincti lamic society’, on the basis
to characterise a distinctive ‘Is r ¢ of & con-
i 1 relating to many even
siderable body of textual materia ting ¢ entfy! cen
! i t perspective: fol
- is led to adopt a partly functionalist perspe: fo
. S:gif;;ag: on the integrative role of Islam as a religion is reminiscent

historical evidence refating to conquest—as among the Zulu and
Ngoni of southern Africa, or among the Fulani-Hausa of Northern
Nigeria—he was of course aware of the importance of force and -
repression in African political history. But the functionalist p
spective made it difficult for him to absorb the fuil significance .of:
such events into his analysis and so they were generally seen as pre

ludes to the establishment of integrated on-going African political
systems which constituted his principal object of enquiry. It is com-
mon knowledge that this mode of analysis in social anthropology
derives from Durkheimian sociology, which never rezlly developed
an adequate framework for understanding historical political pro-.
cesses. The interesting thing is that for a long time the social anthro-
pologist writing about African political systems felt no need to -
overcome these theoretical limitations. The role of force in the
maintenance of African systems of political domination (or of the
colonial system of which they were a-part) received virtually no
systematic attention. The primary focus was usually on the juridi-
cal definition of rights and duties between the chief and his sub..

jects, 2 _
At this point it should be noted that the orientalist’s image of
political rule in Islamic society covers a historical span of several
hundred years, from the middie ages (the so-called formative period
of Islam) until the eighteenth century—a period of economic devel-
opment and decline, of conquests and dynastic wars, and rule by
successive military elites, notably Mamluke and Ottoman, The
orientalist, concerned to present a refatively coherent picture of
typical rule for such an epoch, could scarcely leave the element of
force unmentioned, But the interesting point is that the element of
force is not only mentioned, it is made the defining feature of the
total political picture, which is then sometimes contrasted with the

critical review of The Cambridge History of Islam in The Journal of Inter-
disciplinary History (in press).

“This isalso true of Gluckman, who is usuafly cited a3 being one of the first
anth'ropoioglstg to have dealt directly with problems of force and conflict in
traditional African societies. Gluckman's view of conflict has typically been
2 juristic, legalistic one, whence his particular interest in “discrepant and
conflicting rules of succession” which he sees as the primary focus of tradi-
tional African rebellions” (See his Introduotion to Order and Rebellion in
Tribal Africa, London, 1963). For this reason he fails to make an analytic
distinction between ‘popular armed uprisings and dynastic rivairies. The
question: as to whether :dpqnxcular internal military challenge against the
state’s authority s rooted in (actual or potential) class consciousness is
more basic than‘the task of labelling it ‘rebellion’ or ‘revolution’. His failure
to appreciate this helps $o explain why Gluckman peid no attention to the
question of African popular rebellions against Buropean colonia! rule,

~ of the social anthropologist’s trealmzxf:t_ of the ;ii?;?f}rz;i:é ’gznclts:;n
et > + . n po )
- of “tribal” religious values in many African s, Tsler
- mic hi 5 i tialist synchrony, for
history thus collapses into an essentia - :
g:::csame r)c;asons as African history does in the hands of the func

 tional anthropologist.

\ . oy
Since the orientalist is concerned bg' deﬁmm;’ne \::Il;e;? ;o:;crtg‘ :§
i at may
much complexity, he must stress w. ; o .
i i tion: hat Muslims scem 0 :
horizontal integration: the ‘fact tha e b thorr
i ir subjection to different secular r \ !
B ey 1o 1o ‘religious system—an Islam which
common loyalty to Islam as a religious syste  lam i
i indeed embodied in, an ‘intern
was interpreted by, and indee | international
i — lama, the sufi shaikhs .
mmunity of learned men the u ,
ggn‘h Thiz horizontal religious consensus is tll:‘elllz ggfgze:liﬁ:g etll;:
ientall i iti i us, in whic _
orientalist to a vertical political dissensus, : g e
i less forced accommodation
is merely temporary and more or e Cdation o the
i i f political overlords”, :
whims of a changing constellation of po his con-
' i ic society and a fragmented
trast between an integrated ,Islfumc society h oy
ic poli ts  to- oppose the. suppo.
olity has encouraged m:nentahs ] . > y
::::fvcl:sal ):;uthority of the sharia (Islamxf: faw) to the chang;;:ige ;pgy
stellation of political regimes and practices, _oftgn_-_agcpmp lied: b

E"’Se.e Gfbb in Proctor (ed.), op. cit. - .
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:::::nt;;ar; opposition with which the medieval Muslim writer
insofar as st?:;e;;ndi(r:z grPocf 1;? ied. In fact it may be argued that.
i ; rientalists can be said to ha ' ic
interpretive theory, this is lar i o
pr 0rY, gely quarried from the histori
conditioned writings of the gr i oorir |
t medieval Musli i i
ond gs grea al Muslim theorists—ib
rjI]a g:tn‘;' Maw?rdl,.tbn Tgymnyya. The result is a remarkable blur-
i\g/I een !tzstonc&»l_object and interpreting subject I
st gn?gtizstgi Iﬁe?? ;s that ultimately the functional anthrbﬁofo g
: ientalist were concerned with the same ical
_ _ -theo
Beeoved? The formen. viving abal soctty a0 dof tors o
royed? , viewing ‘tribal’ society as defined by :
g;itl::l}efsoiat)g focussed on the consensual relations getwaeg glgi
and ruled. The latter, viewing sharia-defined society a

fragmented by (secular) polity, focused on the repressive relations

between Islamic rulers and ruled. '

v

I have been trying to argue that both functional anthropology .énd..-

orientalism, by selecting certain phenomena, by not asking certain

questions, by approaching history in a certain way, by taking the

gi?é:incgf SOCla]' o;de; as their basic theoretical concern, tended to-
pre z?opean z;ragte.nsnc images of the political structure of the non-
Europear focwtz?s they studied. I am now going to suggest that the
historical ormﬁuon of thmf& European disciplines helps us under-
e Ier why the seiecfmn and omission occured as they did '

at I want to emphagise here is this: that in contrast to the’"

J‘Lz:sd%r;ndmfcipli&e of Islamic orientalism, functional anthropology
after the advent of European colonialism in the societies.

studied—after, that is, the Fir
[ter, ) t World War wh itanni
Stdied aen that S when the Pax Britannica
had and long-term fieldwork a practicable proposi-
Tribal rulers could be viewed
CrS | as representative partl
anthropologist in the field coming from a crisis—ri%de:{ gf;z;ie g;(ﬁ

perienced them as i ‘traditi i .
s conforming to ‘traditional’ political norms (as. -

the i
istrzeﬂi;:;l cgg}g to lbe; underwritten by a paternalist colonial admin-.
e a;nd thmaf ideology gengraiiy stressed the essential cons
Hinit ;:olon'al er;e ore the Integrity, of African political cultures
bared o accepr the toral colonial ysiem tomile aerrlling with
_ : total colonial system (while quarrelli i
particular colonial policies in relation to ‘his tri oecanse o o
i- : ol ; ‘his tribe’) becaus
inmgpr:zsed by its obwoqs success in maintaining itself and ;h:egz?
apparently benign form of local order within the ethnic

TALAL ASAD
group. he observed so intimately. He w

with' protecting subordinate African cu

yrepared to accept the colonial d
restate that definition in terms of consent. {Consi

this image has begun to

e
context of routine colonialism,

jn- which political force and contrad

~orientalists were the medieval Chri
‘defend the values of Christendom against t

Although modern ot
“and have adopted a more secular and detach

been concerned to contras

own, and to show in what the T
 they have been concerned to emphasise ¢

‘progress’ an
to relate the reasons for this alleged
of Islam.2* Thus in contrast to the socia

tention has often

- modated by) the West, the orienta
- with emphasising the
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as concerned, as the Euro-
ns were equally concerned,
ttures, and was therefore

efinition of African polities, and to
der to what extent

break down with decolonisation in the *60s.)
he point is that unlike nineteenth century anthropology, the

ectification of functional anthropologists occured within the

of an imperial structure of power

ready established rather than one in process of vigorous expansion
iction are only too obvious.

1 administrators for their own reaso

‘Orientalism belongs to a different histotical moment, and its
1ethods, assumptions and pre-occupations are rooted in the Euro-
lam prior to the advent of Western colonialism

1 the Middle East. Among the cultural forebears of the modern
stian polemicisis who sought to

he threat of Islam.*®
entalists rarely engage in overt propaganda,
ed tone, they have still
t Islamic society and civilisation with their
the former has been lacking. In patticular,
he absence of ‘libetty’s
d *humanism’ in classic Islamic societies, and in general
absence to the refigious essence
1 anthropologist whose in-
been to show that the rationality of African cul-

tures is comprehensible o (and therefore capable of being accom-
list has been far more occupied

pasic irrationality of Islamic history.
Europe and Empire,

“Norman Daniel, in his valuable study Islam,

¢ West, The Making of an Image, Edinburgh,

agee N, Daniel, Islam and th
ws of Islam in the Middle Ages,

1960; and R. W Southern, Western Vie

Cambridge, Mass,, 1962. .
baum: “It is essential to realise

#Thus the influential orientatist von Grune

that Muslim civilisation is 2 cubturat entity that does not share our primary

aspirations, It is not vitally interested in analytical seif»understandi:ég, and
it is even Jess interested in the structural study of other cultures, either as
an end in itself or as a means toward clearer’ understanding of its own
character and history. if this observation were to be valid merely for con-
temporary Istam, one might be inclined 1o connect it with the profounsnil]y
disturbed state of Islam, which does not permit it to ook beyond itself
uniess forced to do so. But as it is valid for the past Bs well, one may
perhaps seek {0 oonnect it with the basic antthuranism of this civilisation,
that is, the determined refusal to accept man to any: extent whatever 8s
the arbiter or the measure of things, and the terdency 1o be satisfied with




116 TWO BUROPEAN IMAGES OF NON-EUROPEAN R

(Edinburgh, 1966) has traced the European experience of Islam—
and especially of the aggressive Ottoman Empire of the sixteenth-
and seventeenth centuries—which helped to fashion its image of the.

Turkish power, the absence of a M, uslim gentry and the subordinate
position of Muslim women. “To the mind of aristocratic Europe”,

Daniel writes, “tyranny was common to all three—to the externa

threat, to a polity internally servile and to an enslavement: of
women. As time passed, there was increasing communication with -
eastern countries and gradually, as the centres of power in the -
world shifted, fear gave way to patronage”. (p. 11). But the image. .
of a tyrannical Ottoman structure, as Daniel goes on to show, -

remained unquestioned throughout the nineteenth century, and be-
came reinforced through the special

sciously progressive capitalist Europe).

It was towards the end of the nineteenth century on the eve of _
massive imperial expansion, that the foundations of modern orien-

talism were laid.?® The literary, philological method of his study
(based on chronicles and treatises acquired from Islamic countries
and deposited in European libraries) meant that the orientalist had
little need. for direct contact with the people whose historical culture
he objectified, and no aecessary interest in its continuity, In so far
as he addressed himself to the contemporary condition of Islamic
peoples, he saw in it a reflection of his idealist vision of Islamic
history—repression, corruption and political decay. :
Most members of the European middle classes before the First
World War viewed the imperialist ambitions of their governments
as natural and desirable.?® In keeping with these attitudes the opin-
ions that prevailed among them regarding prospective or recent
victims of colonial conquest were usually highly unflattering, This

truth as the description of mental struetures, or, in other words, with
psychological truth.” Modern Islam, Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1962, p. 40,
For an extremely interesting response by & Muslim intellectual see Moham-
med Arkoun, “L'Islam moderne vy par le professeur G. E. von Gruge-
baum™ in drabica, vol, xl, 1964,

*Cf. C. 1. Adams, “Islamic Religion” (Part 1), in Middle East Studies Asso-
ciation Bulletin, vot, 4, no, 3, October 15, 1970, p. 3. i

“CI. H. Gollwiizer, Europe in the Age of Imperialism: 1880-1914, London,
1969, For & study of British public opinion in relation to events preceding
the British. occupation of Egypt in 1882, see H. S Deighton’s "excellent
article, “The Impact on Egypt on Britain”, in P, M. Holt, (ed)), Political
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wittingly. But the fact remains that by refusing to discuss the way
in which bourgeois- Europe had imposed. its power and its own
conception of the  just political order on -African.and Islamic
peoples, both disciplines were basically reassuring to the colonial
ruling classes, - : S

de toute pression matérielle est Fune des plus grandes bénédictions de notre
civilisation. Nous. nous sentons pousses par un zéle missionaire de ln.-
meilleure sorte afin’ de’ faire participer le ‘monde musuiman A cette: satis-
faction.”” This was what ultimately justified colonialism : “Notre. domina«
tion" doit se justifier par I'accession des indigénes a une civilisation lusg
élevée, Tls doivent acquérir parmi les peuples sous notre direction Ia ace
que’ mgéritent leurs qualités natureiles.” Quoted in- J.—J. Waarden! urg,
op. cit., pp, 101 and 102, See also W. F. Wertheim, “Counter-insurgency
research: at the turn . of the century-—Snouck Hurgronje and the Acheh - i
War”, in Soclologische Gids, vol. XIX, Septemberj})ecember-_w}'z (X am -
grateful o' Ludowik Brunt for this Iast reference.) : .

*For a discussion about the variols elements that went into the making of
European views about Africa at the end of the eighteenth century and the
first haif of the nineteenth, see P, D, Curtin, The Image of Africa, London,

: 1965 According to Curtin this earjier image was. on the whole far more
favourable than the one grevalem in the latter part of the nineteenth cen.
tury—ie. on the eve of the Partition of Africa. o

“The orientalist’s image is still very much alive and still rooted in a structure
of sentiments remarkably akin to that disjpi&xed by the founders; (“Al-
-though : there are exceplions,” observes C, J. Adams in his survey article,
“in the cases of individuals or particular fields of study (Sufism, for ex.
ample, or Tslamic Art and Architecture), to be sure, on the whole one is
struck with: the negative tone—or if negative be too strong a word, with the
tone of personal disenchantment—that runs -through the majority of [otien-
talist] writing about Muslim faith.” Gp. cit, p. 3). 1 attribute this persis.
tence ‘o ithe fact that despite profound changes in’ the world since the late
‘nineteenth century, the power encounter between the West and the Mus.
Hm countries confinues to express itself typicaily in the form of hostile con-
frontations (for reasons too involved o discuss here) and the methods and
techniques of orientalism as a discipline, with its basic reliance on philo-
logical analysis, remain unaffected, These facts and not mere ‘excelience’
account for the continuity noted by Adams: “In fact, basic fiineteenth-
century Islamic scholarship was so-competent and exhaustive that it has
intimidated many later scholars from attem?tiag re-examinations of funda.
menial issues. Much of what the pioneers of Islamology wrote has scarcely
been improved upon, not to say superseded; it has merely been transmitted
and. continues to be the most authoritative scholarship we Possess in many
fields.” (loc. cit). Of how many other historical or sooial science’ disciptines
can such a statement be made? o






