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Cairo in the 18th centry:
“Cairo ... had a popula-
tion of 300,000 - 100,000 be-
ing adult males. Of these
25,000 were artisans, 15,000
were workers and the re-
maining 60,00 were not
productively occupied.
These were soldiers, land-
lords, clergymen, traders
and their servants. The
servants alone numbered
30,000. Not all artisans
were engaged in produc-
tive labor. The Cairo
guilds included guilds for
the bath-house attendants,
hairdressers; jugglers, street
singers, public speakers,
mule and came] drivers,
dancers and drummers.”
Lutsky does not say from
where he obtained his
figures, but his descrip-
tion of the urban popula-
tion composition is lucid.
Fer a description of these
groups in the Classical
period see Wiid's (1976)
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brief exposition of what
Professor Bosworth called
“the mediaeval Islamic
underworld,” and also

‘Ashour (1962 : Chap. 1,
9) for Mamluki Egypt.

This statement should not
be intrepreted to mean
that the ruling class is uni-
fied or in possession of a
olue print for the society.
On the contrary, in-fight-
ing and rivalry is a com-

mon feature of this class
which is at the same time

its source of vitality and
durability. As Amin (1978 :
21) put it, “[t]his Arab
world was thus simultan-
eously diverse and deeply
unified by its ruling class.”
These and other related
questions are treated at
length in the author’s
forthcoming study entitl-
ed “Toward a Political
Sociology of Military Re-
gimes: The case of Egypt,
Iraq, and Syria.”
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mobility been carried out
in sufficient historical
depth. Despite the recent
avalanche of empirical
research on social mobility,
appallingly little is known
about the process of social
mobility in the past . . .
in any societys certainly
not in our own.” Other
rare historical studies of
stratification and mobility
are those of Robert J.
Smith (in Rowney and
Graham, 1971: 209-215) on
Japan, and Lawrence
Stone (in Rowney and
Graham, 1971 : 238-271) on
England. See also: KatZ
(1972) and more recently

Sharlin’s (1979) study of
Frankfurt in mid 19th
century.

For a recent restatement
of this thesis which
arose from Marx’'s writ-
ings on India, and the de-

bate it generated, see
Hindess and Hirst (1975:
201-220). Hindess and

Hirst's clarification, based
on Marx’s theory of rent
adds an  important di-
mension often neglected
by partisan writers but it
does not bring anything
new to the original state-
ment.
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This method of presenta-
tion is borrowed from
Rossides (1976: 101, Figure
3-3). Very little will be
said about this figure in the
present context. It will be

discussed at greater
length in the author’s
“Structural Mobility, Oc-
cupational Classification,

and Social Change,” a re-
search project in progress.
One of the most persist-
ent critics of the ’ulama
and bureaucratic officials
and clerks is the poet Al-
Busiri who lived in the
second half of the 14th
century in Egypt. He de-
voted over one third of
his poems. to this effect,
describing clerks and lower
officials and qadis as
thiefs, dishonourable, un-
trustworthy cut throats. In
one of his longer poems
he deplores *“bartil” or bri-
bery and other crooked
ways of the mustakhda-
mun. See. M.S. Kailani
(ed.), Diwan Al-Busiri
Cairo : Al-Babi Al-Halabi,
1955, especially, pp. 214-
223 (in Arabic).

To give an illustration of
these substrata consider
the following description
offered by Lutsky (1969:
21) of the population of
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landless. In southern
Yemen, this group of
noble descent managed to
convert their status into

political and economic
advantage.
Antoun (1972: 26-2T)

shows that in the commu-
nity he studied the strati-
fication system is occupa-
tional although religious
and descent rankings are
present. Qubain (1955) re-
ports that religious factio-
nism in Bahrain resulted in
Sunni dominance of the
Shi’'ite population, but he
cautions that the develop-
ment of the country has
sufficiently ~ undermined
this system to the extent
that religious division of
labor is better understood

in terms of the socio-
economic division of labor.
Khuri  (1969: 35-6), on

the other hand, maintains
that in Lebanon family
affiliations, religious sects,
and regional allegiances
cross-cut occupational
groupings which, Khuri
asserts, promote social
mobility and prevent class

struggle. This viewpoint
is similar to Bill's (1972)
“informal group  as-
sociations” which, he

claims, crosscut class rela-

100.

tions in the urban centers
of the Near East.

There is a number of im-
portant studies which have
attempted such an ap-
proach and can be re-
garded as major contribu-
tions to the historical
study of social stratifi-
cation and mobility. But
they remain the exception
and not the rule. Thern-
strom (in Rowney and
Graham, 1971: 99-100)
who published in 1964 an
important study (Thern-
strom, 1975) on social mo-
bility in the city of New-
port in the 19th cen-
tury, offers this plea :
“let me begin with a
simple, obvious, un-
controversial  point . . .
that some of the most in-
teresting questions we
might ask about the na-
ture of a class struc-
ture today cannot be ans-
wered without reliable
information about the na-
ture of that class struc-
ture yesterday — and the
day before yesterday, and
even the century before
yesterday! . And that
nowhere has the research
necessary to supply such
knowledge about class and



97.

this position receives. In sents  two  parallel atrati-
his  diagram  which is ficatiorn systems, one
a  modified version of traditional and the other
Lenski’s (1966) he pre- modern, thus -
RULER
Traditional Upper Class Modern
—Royal Families —-Military Elites
—Tribal nobility —High ’ulama
—Native Landlords —PForeign Capitalists
—FEconomic Elites —Landless Rentier Elites
Middle Classes
-—Breaucratic Middle Class —Bourgeois Middle Ciass
—Professional Middle Class —Clerical Middle Ciass
Lower Classes
—Traditional Working Class --Industrial Working Class
Peasants and Tribal Masses
For ihe purpose of iilustra- 98 Bujra (197, 50, Si-ily
fion see: Qubain’s (1955) maintaing that icere are
study of Bahrain, Saiim’s two paraliel stratificztion
(1963) study of Chibayish systems in the community
in southern Iraq, Khuri's he studies: (a) status of
(1969) study of a village descent, and (b) status of
in Lebaron, Bujra’s (1971) ocenpation. e states ihat
sfudy of a community in puth of these Laeehznioms
southern Yemen (P.D.R.- ‘o stiarification) converge
S.Y.), and Antoun’s {1972} sy considering  that in
study of a peasant corm.- fict those ranked highest
munity in the Trans-Jor- in {a) also ranked h:ghest
dan. These five communi- in (b). Salim also notes
ties are geographically the special position of the
separated and exposed to sayyeds in the country-
different  historical and side although they re-
cultural influences. mained for the large part

99
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1969). For a general treat-
ment of education in
underdeveloped countries
with reference to the Near
East see Burn (1963);
Adams and Bjork (1969);
and Sweet (1970). See also
Abu-Lughod (1971).

The concept of the “new”
middle classes as marginal
groupings with no alleg-
iance to traditional
values and attitudes, cast
in the image of nation-
builders (Horowitz, 1972)
has been widely debated
in the context of the Near
East and elsewhere. On
one side Halpern (1962,
1963) and Khaduri (1953)
who uphold such views,
and on the other Perlmut-
ter (1967) who contends
that there is nothing new
about the so-called middle
classes in Arab sogieties.
In details both sides seem
to miss the point. The
alliance of military-tech-
nocracy substrata, regard-
less of their newness, did
bring about fundamental
changes in Arab societies,
representing a new phase
in the transition to capi-
talism, but they are nei-
ther nation-builders, nor
do they fit into the role
the European enterpre-
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neurs played in the deve-
lopment of capitalism.
Rezganeh (1967: 198-208)
admitting that there are
two types of stratification
in Arab society: vertical
(occupational) and horiz-
ental (cultural), and that
there are three major
classes: landowners, mid-
dle bureaucrats, workers
and peasants; he neverthe-
less maintains that the
disappearance of the first
class will eventually lead
to the tendency for middle
class growth to encompass
the whole population, and
thus the class struggle will
disappear. See also
Grundy (1964) for com-
parable views in the Afri-
can States’ official ideo-
logy.

Shah (1964) has developed
a certain method for the
manipulation of census
figures, which has been
copied by others. A great
deal of the success of this
method depends largely
upon the conceptual
clarity and precision in
the definition of occupa-
tional groups.

Bill (1972: 418) defines
rank as occupational posi-
tion and the relative share
in the power distribution
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yers, and 2 other persons
were previously Ottoman
bureaucrats. He continues
“similarly, an Egyptian
newspaper found that
among the 319 Egyptian
Members of Parliament
elected at the beginning of
1950, 115 owned land
amounting to more than
100 feddans each, 45 own-
ing at least 500 feddans
of land. In Lebanese Par-
liament of the early 1950’s
there were 21 landowners
out of 44 delegates.” The
situation in Iraq was even
more eskewed. See: Bonné
(1948); Haider (1942);
and Hourani (1970). In
another context see, Al-
Saeed (1966).

It should be made clear at
this point that the compo-
sition of the land-owning
strata was, for this reason,
very highly variegated in
all the countries under
study. In the case of Iraq,
Hasan (1970: 364) sta-

tes: “The main character-
istic of the structure
of the Iraqi bour-

geoisie—agricultural, real
estate, commercial and in-
dustrial — is that it is
mixed in the sense that its
various strata are so in-
tertwined that each stra-
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tum shares in the econo-
mic interests of the other
strata, to a smaller or
greater degree. Often, a
bourgeois at one and the
same time owns irrigation
pumps and agricultural
land and some urban real
estate, undertakes trans-
actions in one or more
branches of commerce, and
owns industrial stocks and
shares if he is not the
main founder of an indus-
trial establishment.” See
also Berger (1964 :
195-210); and Baer (1966 -
208-212). On the develop-
ments of Egyptians capita-
lism see Mitwalli (1974).
On the evolution of com-
pulsory wuniversal educa-
tion in the Middle East
see Rivlin and Szyliowicz
(1965 : part II); Thomp-
son and Reischauer (1966);
Polk and Chambers 1968:
part 5); and Qubain
(in Landau, 1972:312-
-326 passim); Landen
(1970 : part 5); and
Berger (1964). Two fea-
tures of the increased
rates of literacy is the
centralization of talent
and activity in the main
cultural centers (the me-
tropolis), and the emanci-
pation of women (Lapidus,
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(1969) collection of arti-
cles discuss recent deve-
lopment; also Fisher (1955,
1963); Laqueur  (1958);
and Cook’s (1970, part III).
It is unfortunate that none
of these sources contain
studies focussing on social
stratification.
The evolution of this
stratum and the various
sub-strata composing it are
important. Professor Le-
wis (1961 :441 passim)
states : The term (a'yan)
had been in use since early
times in the general sense
of provincial or local not-
ables, usually merchants.
It now came to denote a
definite social group or
class of old and new land-
lords, exercising impor-
tant political functions.”
See also Hourani (1968 :
48-54 passim).
See : Haider (1942). War-
riner (in Issawi, 1966:
77 : 1968) explains that the
system of landownership
through credit operations
worked as folows : “usual-
ly the rent is fixed on
share basis amounting
to one-fifth of the produce
if the landlord performed
no service except that of
paying taxes, two-fifths if
the landlord provided seeds,
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four-fifths if the landlord
paid all costs but labor.”
It is important te note the
variations of this system
between Iraq, Syria and
Egypt. According to Baer
(in Issawi, 1966: 88-
90) landed property in
Egypt was to subdivide
whereas in the Fertile
Crescent it was originally
miri. “Land was mostly

mulk (privately owned)
in Egypt with extensive

landownership rights
and complete  regis-
tration which made it
possible- for foreign
capital to purchase
land in Egypt.” In the

1920’s foreign-owned land
amounted to about 10% of
the total area. This resul-
ted in the earlier develop-
ment of cash crops as land
reclamation further facili-
tated the transfer of state
lands into private hands.

See also Baer (1962).
Baer (1966 :208 passim)

mentions that according to
an investigation of the
socio-economic back-
ground of Syrian mem-

bers of Parliament in
1937, of the 60 mem-
bers (out of 835) who

responded, at least 20 were
land-owners, 9 were law-
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monopolies of agricultural
produce, or of any other
articles whatsoever, as
well as all Permits from
the local Governors . . .
etc. Article IV states that
British. merchants or their
agents shall purchase Tur-
kish produce, growth, or
manufacture for exporta-
tion, “free of any kind of
charte or duty whatso-
ever . ..” On the question
of Ottoman debt see Sulva
(in Issawi, 1966: 94-
106); and Berque (in Polk
and Chambers, 1968:
223) on the foreign debt in
Egypt. Berque’s article is
appropriately entitled ;
“The Establishment of the
Colonial Economy.”

By then three fourths of
the exports of Iraq and
Egypt went to Britain, and
three fourths of their im-
ports came from that
country. The same situa-
tion existed between Fran-
ce and Syria. See : Lutsky
(1969, Chapters IX, X,
XII); Issawi (in Cook,
1970; 395-411);  David
(in Cook, 1970: 193-
206); and Chevallier (in
Polk and Chambers, 1968
205-222).

On the typical
economy in the age of im-

colonial

94

perialism in which finance
capital iz the mcving force,
see : Lenin (1970, Vol. I;
671-778); Hobsbaum
(1919); and Sweezy (1956 :
307-328). To illustrate how

typical the situation was
consider the following
ficures : in 1914, 59.49 of
Turkey’s import were in-
dustrial  products, only
13% of its exports were
suck products. Th:- per-

centage of raw materials
exported was 38.4%. The
startling featurs of Tur-
key’s foreign irade struc-
ture was *hat although its
exporis o7 greino were
45%, it still stood in need
of 25% of agricultural im-
ports.  As for Hgypt in
1902, 1009 of 2} mort-
gage companie; were for-
eign owned Foreign -501-
tal controlled 94.47 of ali
bhank: and fiasvclal asti-
tutions, §5.89 ~»f immov-
ebies{rural and rmunici-
pai}, 91.£9. ol iranuperta-

tionn and coremaaicailion,
$0.7% of trade and  indus-
iry, (Hershlag, 1964:

77, v9). The role of the
Levant and East India
Companies owned by Bri-
tain in this process is we'l
documented. See: fooinote
(82) above, and Mukher-
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and Hershlag (1964). Se-
ricus sociological studfes
have so far been a rarity.
See for example Baer
(1966); Berger  (1964),
Abdel Malek (1968), and
the recently translated
work by Hussein (1973);
and Van Nieuwenhuize’s
(1971) survey. Other
works dealing with va-
rious. aspects of the .social
transformation  of  the
Near East should include
Finnie (1958); Meyer
(1959); Shawrdran (1955
revised in 1966); Halpern
(1963); Hurewitz (1969).
On the demographic as-

‘pect of social transforma-

tion see Abu Lughod
(1965, 197i);  Lapidus
(1969); Hamond and Alex-
ander (19%2); and Fisher
(1972). Finhally, theoreti-
cal and empirical studies
in spectalized fields of
inquiry ‘have been rather
conspicuously laeking and
unexplainable. On  politi-
cal trends and ideologies
see: Hourani (1970); Kar-
pat (1967); and Khadduri

(1976).
Anderson (1974: 515-66)
writes, “On the other

hand, the commercial vita-
lity of the Arab epoch,
which had coursed thro-
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ugh the ‘intermediate’ ci-
vilization of classical ls-
lain, now progressively
ebbed away. This shift
was, of course, correlated
with the rise of European
trade. On the contrary, al-
ready in the 12th century,
Christian  shipping had
won a dominant position
in Egyptian waters : .

Moreover, just at the mo-
ment when Mamluk Egypt
was absorbed into the Ot-
toman Empire, giving di-
rect access to the Red Sea
for the first time, the Por-
tuguese voyages of Dis-
covery outflanked the en-

tire Islamic world . .. "~
See also Cahen (1970);
Lapidus (1969 :51  pas-
sim); and Lewis (1961 :

40-51 passim).

For the text of the treaties
see Hershlag (1964:
279-386). It is obvious that
considerations other than
commercial ones motiva-
ted the European Powers
to request such capitula-
tions.

Article I of the 1838 trealy
reaffirms all previous pri-
vileges granted by all pre-
vious treaties to all foreig-
ners. Article I1 ecalls on
the Sublimme Porte to “*for-
mally engage to abolish all
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1.

they were recruited. Fur-
thermore, the high status
of the ‘Ulama and the
wealth they reportedly
amassed could be related
to their bureaucratic rank.
Even here we should
observe the distinction
between gadis and gadi-
askeri or chief judge of
the askeris. The former
had no jurisdiction in ad-
ministrative, fiscal, and
disciplinary matters (Le-
wis, ibid, p. 53). Unfortu-
nately a detailed study of
the complex history of
social strata is not yet
available.

The relationship between
hierarchical stratification,
the mode of bureaucrati-
zation, and the level of
the development of the
productive forces cannot
be pursued in the present
text. See: Anderson (1974:
370-388, 496-517), for preli-
minary considerations.
An éntrepot or a port of
trade is a politically and
administratively  autono-
mous trading conmunity
usually  surrounded by
large political entities. The
major economic activity is
largely, but not exclusive-
ly, the re-export of com-
modities (Belshaw, 1965 :

92

78.

89). On the history of én-
trepots see: Polanyi, et. al.
(1957: 38-63, 177-187 and
Endacott (1964).

This preoccupation with
the discovery of generic
parallelisms to European
development runs thro-
ughout the recent litera-
ture on the Near East
Given this  deficiency,
sc ne valuable information
Las been revealed but in
some indirect way. Gene-
ral introductory studies
can be found in Rivlin
and Szyliowicz (1965);
Thompson and Reischaier

(1866); Laquer  (1959);
Fisher (1955, 1963); Gen-
dezier (1969); Landen
(1970); and Landau

(1972). The historical nar-
ratives on this period are
Lewis (1961); Vatikiotis
(1969); and Lutsky (1969).
Some important anthropo-
logical studies are collected

by Antoun (1972); Swecet
(1970); and also Shiloh
(1969) texts. Other anth-

ropological studies will be
referred to later. Recent

studies dealing with the
economic and social his-
tory of this period have

been published by Issawi
(1966); Polk and Cham-
bers (1968); Cook (1970):
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Hourani (1968} and Xar-
pat (1Y68) deline the a’yan
stratum to be inclusive of
the askeri stratum as well
as the local urban nota-
bles. This in my opinion
would be an inaccurate
classification. The former
strotum differentiated na-
tionally and diztinguished
‘tzelf both culturally and
by its ionopolv of bureau-

authority. The
stratum devived its

rT3YC

au

supnort from the pea
~gmtre  and  the  arban

nopulation and Aistinguish-
ed 1tself either through

theorecngnifion of cpe
eszerl stratum of its sta-

tus, or by its wealth. The
s'vaus did not.  generally
spealung, begin to assert
their position until aiter
the first act of Tanzimat
of 1835
On thz topic of the Otto-
nan milds in thiz period
see Gibt cad Bowr (1953,
pait 1: 227, 28-92);
Poaar (970 17301, Ash-
w-f 10700 21R.018):  Her-
18-22,
: Cook,
The craft

in

(l(;q‘” .

Aras couptries  combined
political, social and reli-
gious functions beside the

90
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prefessional cne. There i
some eviderre which sug-
gests that promotion and
mobility hetween
sizarl levels was not res
neither
guill etrueture very rigid.
Some writers seem to like
saymg  that Ottomar
guilds wero “dernocrntic!”

profes-

{rivte)

was the

¢

Thare choaid

sion betwre: o so-zallew
ethnric ® labor
and Millet system.  If the
former 1s conceived o “the
identificatics
groups with specific occu-
pations” (Hershlag, 1964:
@5}, then this is not
a characteristic pecu-
llar te the Ottoman pe-
riog. Etrnic specialization

divricio

£ rminari by
OF Iinorily

into certain occupations
tivades, crafts, etc.) due
to geographic. religious

and historicai factors fhas
always been a feature of

Mediterranean societies
{Issawi. 1966: 114). Ibn
Khaldun (1969: 300, 314

pasim), for example, spoke
of urbzn and geographical
cencentation of crafts. In

the Classiral period  we

encountered  the mawali
syeiera but  this  system

had mainly religious con-
notations. It acquired a po-
litical dimension when it



five tax categories: tithes,
livestock taxes, poll taxes
collectect from non-Mus-
lims, tariff duties, and
traditional taxes; he ana-
lvzed only the tithes and
ivestock taxes. it should
be rioted that «il foreign-
ers, religious groups, in-
habitants of the capital
city. the traders, industri-
alist  businessmen  and
sarrafs  (bankers) among
others were either exem-
pted from taxes or were
taxed very lightly. He
found that between 1863

rural population averages
40¢¢ of the total State re-
venue. They constituted
45% oftherevenues of the
fiscal year 1872-73 (exclu-
ding tax-farmers’ reven-
ues). In comparison,
the peasantry’s benefits
from public expenditures
did not exceed 0.3% of
the same year. The com-
parison between the pea-
santry’s contribution to
public treasury and their
benefits from it is high-
lighted in the following
table (Ibid, p. 112, Table 6,

and 1873, tithes and live-
stock taxes collected from

partially reproduced):

Revenues and Expenditure Amounts percent of

Groups (1,000 Kese) Total

Revenue contributed mostly by the

farmers 2,198 52.0

Expenditure which benefits

mostly the farmers 13 0.3

Revenues derived mostly from

non-farmers 711 16.0

Expenditures which benefit

non-farm population 2,316 54.1

89
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change, ie, the use of
firearms which reduced
the military importance
of the Sipahi cavalry.
Thirdly, the shrinkage of
revenue to the treasury
due to timar holders eva-
sion of paying taxes and
inefficient tax collection
systems. See: Gibb and
Bown (1950, part II);
and Karpat (1968: 70-76)
Professor Lewis (1958),
among others, Dbelieves
that the disruption of the
timar system signalled the
gradual collapse of the
socio~economic foundation
of the Ottoman State and
of the main financial reve-
nue which maintained the

ruling institutions. See
also Braudel (1973 : Vol. 2,
p. 702).

The origin of the' musha,
or communal land system,
is not very clear. Some
writers assume that it
originated in the collective
assessment of taxes on the
community as a whole.
Others believe that it had
had genuine tribal-com-
munal ownership origin
which evolved from a cer-
tain historical bond com-
mon to members of a tribe
or ancient village commu-
nities. See: Granott

88
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(1952); and Pliak (1939)
on the history of musha’
For a brief description on
the how musha’ function-
ed, see: Warriner (in Is

sawi, 1966: 72-78; and
1948). It should be re-
membered that musha’

land was miri land (State
land) by legal status.

The spread of small land
holdings of this kind rea-
ched enormous propor-
tions by 1850. Hersh-
lag (1964: 39) quotes
some primary sources to
the effect that three
fourths of all land in the

Ottoman Empire in 1850’5
was waqf. See: also Gibbh
and Bown (1950 Vol. I,
part I: 235-275). At least
part of the decline in land
productivity and hence
revenue could be attribut-
able to this development.

Resat Aktan (in Issawi,
1966: 108-113) illustrates
the tax burden on the
peasantry. Although his
data pertains to the period
following the great re-
forms of Tanzimat, they
still show the magnitude
of the exploitation of the
peasants immediately
prior to the implementa-
tion of Tanzimat. Of the
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religion” were passed
down to future genera-
tions. In another context,
Hourani (1970 : 25) writes:
“For Ibn Khaldun, the Is-
lamic State, like all stable
and virtuous States, is a
blend of kingship (mulk)
and Shari’a State. True as
this was of the sultanates
of its time, it was true also
of political development of
Islam.” See also Anderson
(1974 : 505, passim).

Under the Millet system,
religious, ethnic and na-
tional minorities of the
subject Near Eastern peo-
ple formed corporate auto-
nomous bodies within the
Ottoman Empire. This sys-
tem spawned continuous
national struggle in the
seventeenth and eighteen-
th centuries and provi-
ded the basis for the orga-
nization of urban guilds.
See : Hershlag (op. cit., pp.
22-26); and the historical
narrative of Lutsky (1969).
Also the wvarious studies
published by Polk and
Chambers (1968). For an
enumeration of these mi-
norities see  Saunders
(1966 : 15). As for the
transformation of  the
socio-economic categories,
professor Karpat (1968)
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emphasizes that tine four
main categories : the men
of the sword, the men of
the pen, the merchants,
and the mass of food pro-
ducers, acquire fundamen-
tal imporiance if the Otto-
man Empire is viewed as
a political system rather
than as a religious model.
In this period, he main-
tains, fundamental to their
organization is the control
of land.

The struggle between the
Egyptian Mamluks and
the Portuguese and later
the Ottomans over mari-
time trade routes to India
extended from 1498 to 1551
which finally ended the
commercial importance of
Eastern Mediterranean
and final collapse of Arab
mercantalism. Ses:  Al-
Duri (1969 :111-115); Hit-
ti (1950); Gibb and Bown
(1953, Part I), and Osba-
ran (1972). El-Kodsy (1970:
16-17) advances the thesis
that the Arab world was
basically a commercial
grouping, with Egypt as
the only great “peasant”
exception. In the Classical
period, the ruling class was
the cement that (bound)}
the whole grouping toge-
ther. He continues, “In
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weateastiors Expressions
with class distinc-
tions such as : "a’yans, ku-
bara, and Khég_s_a- (notables,
select few) for the upper
strata; and ‘ammabh,
‘awam, and saweqa (lowe-
ly people, rabble) for the
lower strata, became quite
common during the Selju-
qid rule and thereafter.
See also Lewis (1937);
and Ashraf (1970 : 318-9).
Grunebaum (op. cit., p.
198) writes ‘the social cri-
sis brought about by the
rise of industry and trade
in the ‘Abbasid Empire
had filled wide strata of
the population with enmity
against organized religion.
Around 1000, Muhammad
al-Ifriqq. known as al-
Mutayyam, sang .

No, certainly, I shall not

pray to God, as long as
as I shall be poor.

Let us leave prayers to
the Shaikh al-Jalil, to
Fa'iq. To the chief of ar-
mies, whose cellars bulge
with treasures. But why
should [ pray” Am I
mighty”? Have I a palace.
horse, rich clothes and
golden belts?

To pray. when I do not
possess a single inch of

laden
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earth, would

hypocrisy."
The group well-known in
the West by the name As-
sassins belongs to the Neo-
Isama’ilites of  Hasan
Sabbah (1124 A.D.).

be pure

Bibliographic sources for
this section can be found
in : Sauvaget (1964); Pear-
son (1958. Supp. 1962);
UNESCO  (1961). Her-
shlag (1964 : 279-386); and
Landen (1970: 3-49) pro-
vide useful documentary
evidence. Hitti (1953);
Gibb and Bown (1950);
Saunders (1966); Lewis
(1963)3 and Inalcik (1975)
provide an essential
glimpse into the formative
stages of the Ottoman
Empire. Aspects of the
economic history are
discussed in Cook (1970,
parts One and Two);
Hershlag (1964 : 7-52); and
Al-Dun (1969 : 117-143).

The culmination of the
Isiamic State according to
Jacques Weulersse (quoted
in Hershlag, op. cit., p. 1)
was reached in 1516 at the
time of Selim I. From that
point on “meéme status de
la terre, méme hierarchie
sociale, méme politique
del’Etat, méme role de la
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nyi et. al., 1957 : 320-341);
and more recently Cahen
(1970). See also footnote
(38) above for references
concerning the predomi-
nance of the r'military aris-
tocracy.”

Massignon'’s (1934 : 436)
original statement which
started a considerable con-
tinuing debate, identifies
workers corporations of
the ninth century with

the Qaramitan movement,
which he describes as “half

religious and half social,
socialistic in origin.” He
called these corporation
Guilds following the Qara-
mitan custom of organiz-
ing into guilds. Massig-
non's conclusion which is
rather farfetched is that
“since 1917 the ancient
Muslim guilds have tended
to become (nagabat) or
syndicates for the new pro-
fessions, dependent on the
Third International (Mos-
cow).”

The majority of the wri-
ters who are inclined to re-
fute the existence of mer-
chant and craft-guilds in
this period take issue with
Massignon’s inaccurate
statement. They contend
that guilds as professional
organizations did not make

84

their appearance until the
sixteenth century under
the Ottoman rule and only
in an elementary form.
See: Baer (1970). Lapidus
(1969 : 49, 93-95), Goitein
(1968 - 255-278, especially
pp.l 267-270). The latter
author emphasizes that
there was no strict separa-
tion between industry and
commerce. If the distinc-
tion we introduced in the
text between these associa-
tions and guilds is proper,
then we should take note
of several references to
these associations, primari-
ly in a political context.
Al-Duri (1969 :67) men-
tions the role of these asso-
tions in textile craftsmen
disturbances in Baghdad
in the tenth and eleventh
centuries. Levy (1971 : 89)
refers to the Shi'ite secta-
rian nature of the Persian
“fraternities” in the four-
teenth century. Remnants
of these fraternities were
found inthe Turkey of this
century, whose relation-
ships with the Janissaries
were intimate, and in la-
ter Sudan in the Mahdi
movement. Al-Duri (1969 :
72-81, 95) quotes the classi-
cal historians making dero-
gatory references to these
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Rodinson (1973 :4-11) de-
fines the capitalistic sector
{as distinguishad from the
capitalistic mode of produc-
tion and the sorio-econo-
mic formation: in which the
capitalistic mode of prod-
uction is predominant) of
a precapitalist formation 1s
the sector cf merchant and

financial capital in whacl. .
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For o more detailed study
of +h-s sector in the Islamic
Empire, see Ashtor (1876;
v Chap. III, and
e £0). On the mone-
tary system of this period
and its relation to social
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stratification, see A. S.
Ehrenkreutz (in ook,
1970 : 37 especially p. 40
passim). And on the

wealth of the Islamic Sta-
te, see: Zaidan (196 Vol. 1,
Section II).

This is clearly one of the
unsettled issues which has
yet to be tackled convine-
ingly. Weber’s argument
that Islam did not develop
into an ascetic this-world-
ly-religion, and the reasons
he gives to suport his ar-
gument are quite at odds
with historical evidence.
Perhaps this confusion 1s
the result of the lack of accu-
rate periodization of Isla-
mic history, a point which
Zubaida (1972), whose es-
say was designed to coun
ter Weber’s argument, does
not take iato account. An-
<~ther reason for the {77
e of
develop

Tslamic society to
toward capitalism:
can  be attributed to the
lack of social  surplus
which made these societies
vulnerable tc unforeseen
disturbances, external or
internal, and to economic
fhuctuations. On this point

zee  Mandel (1968, Vol

1. 42-45, 122-125j; Lewis
1237y, Pearson {in Pola-
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trend. The net result was
that bureaucratic centrali-
zation “progressively
minated classical civic and
social institutions, replac-
ing the independent city
corporation with centrally

eli-

designated authorities”
with religious and eccle-
siastical indentification.
See also footnote no. 36
above.

Rodinson (1973 : 65-66)

proposes an alternative
classification of modes of
production to ‘“traditional”
Marxist methods of succes-
sive modes of production.
In Muslim societies of this
period he speaks of agra-
rian and urban modes of
production with regional
variations. Amin: (1974 :
137-142) prefers to speak of
“Oriental and African for-
mations” marked by @ “(1)
the predominance of a com-
munal or tribute-paying
mode of production (more
or less evolved toward a
feudal mode of produc-
tion); (2) the existence of
simple commodity rela-
tions in limited spheres;
and (3) the existence of
long distance trade rela-
tions.” The predominance
of one of these modes
over the others deter-
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mines the degree of deve-
Lovmient @ 30 ly s rea
ched, alsc Terrav
12725

On this point, see' Tarner
{1274 - 171-184); Mandal
(16771 - 1168-139}; Fohsboum
{in Marx and Engels.
I0gok o Introduction); and
Udy (1052 Fgr

critical reronrks see :
chtham (1973).
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is based
ar the evidence cuggosted
by Goitetn 71009 - 217 94713

conclusion

Rcodinsor 1973 1 13-117;
1877, an? Ashlor (1975
10114y,

Tt presence ur feudalism
S a vwede of predusiion is
z higlhly guestionable issue.
There are several referen-
ces by Weber and others to
“Arab  Feudalism”
“Sultanism”

and
bt ne cun-
vincing evidenie, Theve is
a general agreement among
most leading authorities on
the Middle East (e.g., Po-
liak, 1939 and Gibb and
Bown. 1950) that Feuda-
lism did not develop 1n this

period. See : Rodinson
(1973 : 58-68) ; Lambton
(1969 : Chap. III); =and

Ashtor (1976 : Chap. II).

Al-Duri (1969 : 72) and Zu-
baida (1972) make referen-
ce to the widespread use
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special position in the Islamic

society of this period. Most
historians attribute this
position to the several pro-
nouncements in Qur’an
favouring commerce .and
trade, and to the fact that
Islam originated in a trad-
ing community. Rodinson
(1973 : 12-27 passim) provi-
des a thorough investiga-
tion of this aspect of strati-
fication. Later pronounce-
ments by the classical wri-
ters such as Ikhwan Al-
Safa’, Jahith, and al-Gha-
zali support this view. See:
Al-Duri (1969). Ashtor
(1976:33) draws atten-
tion to a “‘curious parallel”
between the ‘Ibadi
Kharijite merchants’ prac-
tices and Ideology, whom
he portrays as “the prota-
gonists of the worldwide
Moslem trade.” and those
of the English Puritans of
the 16th and  17th centu-
Ties.

Ibn Khaldun (op. cit., p.
428) noted that most scho-
lars are non-Arabs, and (p.
317) that Arabs, of all peo-
ples, are least familiar with
the crafts. SeealsoAl-Duri
(1969 : 66-72) on the posi-
tion of the crafts in society.
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Levy (1971 : 298).
Zubaida (1972 327) also
emphasizes this aspect and
its impact on the class
structure, ‘the political po-
sition and influence of rich
merchants werg purely in-
dividual and personal.” It
largely depended on patro-
nage of members of the
aristocracy, or what he
calls “the military-bureau-
cratic classes.”

Grunebaum (op. cit, b
212) remarks that “the will
of the prince could transfer
a subject from one class to
another with the greatest
speed.” Ibn Khaldun (op.
cit.,, pp. 307-8) stated that
only when the “dynasty”
flourishes, those who enter
the service of the ruler
have certain capabilities.
But when “disturbance”
occurs, “many people of
the low classes come up to
fill high ranks. and many
people of higher classes
have to step down on that
account ’

Lapidus (1969 : 22) main-
tains that the trend toward
centralized bureaucracy
began with the triumph of
the higher religions of
Christianity and Zoroastria-
nism. Islam continued this
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sid era. In the first land
category (State land). land
was given to military com-
manders and noblemen in
the form of (‘Iqta), which
translates into English as
“feudal estate,” for mil-
tary and administrative
purposes. See . Al-Dun
(1969, pp. 60-62: 1974 : 39-
71); Levy (1971 :305-320.
407-450, especially p. 412
passim); Rabie (1970);
and Lambton (1969)
Lapidus (1969 - 47-79)
points out that one of the
most distinctive features of
urbanization in the Classi-
cal period was that the dif-
ferences between urban
settlements and rural set-
tlements were less prono-
unced than what iscommon-
ly assumed. He states that

there were important “res-
emblances between villa-
ges and towns in the class
and occupational characte-
ristics of population, in the
facilities available, and in
the functions served.” He
also notes that the distinc-
tion between city and vill-
age was  jurisdictional
more than geographic.
Furthermore, the fact that
many factories, particular-
ly in the textile, sugar and

paper industries were lo-
cated in villages and small
towns lends support to this
claim.

The analytical distinction
between the level of strata
formation and the level of
class structure has been
explained in the introduc-
tion.

The general fluidity of the
stratification system of the
Classical period is convey-
ed in Grunebaum’s (1971 :
211-2) statement: “Political
influence, military power,
administrative rank,
wealth, birth and school-
ing, in every possible com-
bination, strengthened or
counteracted one another
in assigning a given indi-
vidual his place in socie-
ty.”

According to professor
Grunebaum (op. cit.) there
is a close parallel between
the ashrafs (the ‘Alids) and
the “European phenome-
non of a class” like the ar-
tistocracy in the Third
French Republic, ‘“main-
taining its social preroga-
tive while withdrawing
from the leading positions
in the State.” See also Zai-
dan (1967: Vol. II: 537-8)
concerning the ashrafs.

46. The merchants occupied
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evidence. The ideal of
birth continued to coexist
and perhaps to counteract
the pessibilities of achiev-
ing wealth and political
office, as we shall see. This
should be pointed out to
counter the argument of
Islam’s egalitarianism, as
preached by official theo-
logy. On this point see:

Rodinson  (1973) : and,
Ashtor (1976 : 23-26).
Ibn Khaldun (1969: 273-

300) develops his theory
of civilization from dif-

ferent combinations of
these eiements. The role
played by profit as

the result of labor and its
supply in pre-capitalist
business cycle should be
of particular interest. On
profit (pp. 273-280, 297-99,
304-312). On the pre-
capitalist business cycle
(pp. 284-289, 311-312).

In Ibn Khaldun's (ep. cit,,
pp. 133-136) : “First : as we
have stated, royal autho-
rity, by its very nature,
must claim all the glory
for itself . . .. Second : as
we have said before, royal
authority, by its very na-
ture,requires luxury . ...
Third : as we have men-
tioned, royal authority, by
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its very nature, requires
tranquility. These ace also
the three major stages in
the life cycle of the regime
of power (or dynasty)
leading to its “senility” and
stagnation and the disper-
sal of the sedentary (pp.
136-154). For a brief des-
cription of the Islamic
State bureaucracy see:
Grunebaum (1971 : 142~
169) and Levy (1971:271-
354).

Ibn Khaldun (op. cit., pp.
28-2). Sufficient evidence
on this conflict is provided

by Hitti (1953); Rodinson
(1973, especially, p. 57);
Goitein  (1968); Al-Duri

(1969); Lewis (1937); and
Zubaida (1972, especially
pp. 326-7). In fact neither
Ibn al-Faqih nor Nizam
al-Mulk, referred to ear-
lier, assign merchants and
craftsmen  an honorable
place in the social scale.
See: Grunebaum (1971:
215). Al-Duri (1974 :258-
264) documents the fre-
quent instances of confis-
cation of property and for-
tune of merchants by wa-

zirs and rulers. Ashtor
(1976:225-231) accounts
briefly for the “bourgeoi-

sie” resistance to the
encroachment of princes
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(the second successor of
the Prophet) time,” and
Plato’s Republic. See also
Watt (1961) and Gruue-
baum (1971, especially
pp. 199-210).

Also quoted by Zaidan
1967. It is really surprising

how this description
agrees, even in mat-
ters of terminology, with

the classification of Arab

society by the modern
writer Van Nieuwenhuijze
(1965) as composed of the
three groups; top. éelites
of power and culture; "in
between,” those who are
identified with the elites;
“bottom, or a shapeless
subservient mass.”

Resa’il, Vol. I, p. 221 in
the original Arabic (my
translation). Also cited
by Al-Duri (1969: 151). It
should be mentioned here
that Ikhwan al-Safa’ were
a secret learned society
which flourished in the
10th century. It was itself
highly st. 1tified. .
Quoted from Al-Magrizi’s
essay: Ighathet Al’Um-
mah Bikeshf Al-Ghum-
mah, written about 1405
A.D., published in Cairo
by: Lejnet Al-Te’lif wel
Terjemh wel Nashr, 1940
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ed., pp. 43, 72-75 (my
translation).

Cited by Levy (1971: 69).
For a more detailed sum-
mary of a similar but ear-
lier treatise by a Persian
nobleman, Ibn al Magqaffa’
(The Book of Compa-
nions), see Goitein (1968:

150-167). According to

Goitein (p. 164), this 8th
century writer was the
first to argue for the se-
cularization of the State.
For a summary of these
listings of classes (taba-
gat) see: Zaidan (1967:
Vol. II, especially pp. 525-
571). He (Vol. 1. 386-417)
also provides some infor-
mation concerning the in-
come and salaries of vari-
ous social strata derived
from classical sources. On

the question of income
and salaries of social
strata see also Ashtor

(1976: 133-160).

35. Professor Levy (Ibid) de-

clares that by abolishing
the ideal of birth  “the
struggle for equality had
been won.” What he
meant, I presume, is “equ-
ality” of achievement in
terms of wealth and poli-
tical office. This does not

quite square with the
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riors and “non-Arab
working classes” was from
the outset the major pro-
blem of the caliphate.

The major sub-groupings
of the new Muslim aristo-
cracy were: Muhajirun,
Ansar, Hashimite Ashraf
who were kinsmen of the
Prophet, and . who were
the descendents of Al
the Prophet’s son-in-law
and his fourth succes-
sor. Among the mawali
the previous nobility of
Persia (i.e., dihgans) re-
tained some of their past
status and wealth, and
the old craftsmen who
were independent of the
peasantry. See  Hitti
(1953). See also Al-Bala-
thuri (1970); Tabari’'s An-
nals; and Levy (1971: 80).

Ibn-Khaldun’s use of the
term “‘forced labor” indi-
cates that he had in mind
the type of labor perform-
ed for a man of rank to
seek his favor or protec-
tion. Slaves were acquired
regardless of their race in
that period, but African
slaves in particular were
given a very inferior sta-
tus to other Muslims; to
the extent that Jahith
wrote a major treatise in
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their defense: “The Book
of the Superiority (Fakhr)
of the Blacks over the
Whites." Between 869-883
AD. a major slave revolt
took place in Southern
Iraq (Thowrat Al-Zindj)
as a consequence of this

situation. For a brief
treatment of slavery in Is-
lam, see Levy (1971
72-88).

Goitein  (1968: 149-154)
and Levy (1971. 67-72)
draw attention to the pa-
rallel development of the
stratification system of
the 9th century Arab so-
ciety and that of the pre-
Islamic Persia. This paral-
lel is important to keep in
mind, provided that cer-
tain structural discontinu-
ities, especially changes
in the structure of the
land regime, are recogni-
zed. The Persian dihgans
maintained their power
and influence, before they
were integrated into the
merchant class, by acting
merely as agents in the
tax collection. Goitein. in
an interesting footnote, ob-
serves the similarity bet-
ween the “original Muslim
State, as it was formed
approximately in ‘Omar’s
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On this point see Watt's
(lyol}  excellent treat-
ment. The emergence of
the Muslim State and the
bureaucratization of gov-
ernment in Islamic society
were treated by Goitein
(1968: 148-196) in two im-
portant papers. Goitein
(1968: 159) speaks very
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iv Europe — is provided by
Professor Issawi (quoted
by Polk and Chambers,
1968: 5-6). In order to find
the counterpart of the
Eurcpean bourgeoisie in
the 19th century Middle
East, Issawi proceeds by
defining the bourgeoisie in
Europe as follows: “They
were the non-landlords,
the non-peasants, the non-
industrial workers. They
were the people whose
resources stemmed from
trade and finance and, at
a later date, from industry.
In the Middle East the
group which fits closest
to this definition of bour-
geoisie consisted through-
out the nineteenth cen-
tury mainly of foreigners.”
This writer takes the ex-
treme position that the
concept of stratification is
not applicable to Middle
Eastern  societies.  His
whole argument — which
is not supported by evid-
ence — rests on the vague
notion that the Middle
East cannot be compared
to the “typical situation in
Europe” since social cate-
gories in the former are
“articulated by converg-
ence” and not by “integra-
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tion” as in the latter. By
this he means convergence
of the village, the town,
and the tribe — each with
a distinct social structure
and mode of rating cate-

gories not primarily based
on occupation. The thesis
of convergence vs. articu-
lation is a common Func-
tionalist  theme  which
finds its origin in Dur-
kheim.

The present conceptual and
methodclogical schemes
are derived from the au-
thor’'s unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation  (Al-Nageeb,
1976: Chapt. 2).

In Labrousse’s (1974:93)
terminology, the historical
sources of upper class sta-
bility are a combination of
family, function and for-
tune, which represent the
triune symbols of the su-
periority of the bourgeoi-
sie. Blau and Duncan
(1967:163-164) in  their
most definitive work to
date, on the American oc-
cupational structure weré
well aware of the fact
that when “the stratifica-
tion system of any moder-
ately large and complex
society is described, it is
seen to involve both ascri-
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class, status group, and
power) distinction.”

See Marx and Engels
(1969, 1:398-487; III: 306-
334); and Lenin (1970, I:
289-329). For a brief cri-
tical treatment of the Mar-
Xian view of State bureau-
cracy, see Lefort (1974 :
35 passim).

13. For a critical evaluation of

14.

the contributions of Marx
and Weber to the analysis
of authority in general,
see : Giddens (1971 :224-
242); Lopreato and Hazel-
rigg (1972 : 88-89); and Le-
fort (1974).

The Weberians are indu-
ced by the concept of “Pat-
rimonialism” to think of
“Islamic society” and ‘Is-
lamic State” as represent-
ing a monolithic religio-
cultural mode to be con-
trasted with the model of
European Feudalism, cf.,
Geertz (in Hagen, 1962 .
385-407); Gellner (1963):
and Fallers (1973). Turner
(1974 : 173), although he
criticized Weber for failing
“to accurately periodize Is-
lamic history,” himself
committed the same error.
Whereas to those Marxists
who subscribe to rigid and
successive modes of pro-
duction, the Asiatic mode

72
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of production appears to be
an indefinite transitional
stage to Capitalism. See
Wittfogel (1957); Godolier
(1965); and Varga, among
others cited by Tarabishi
(1972). Wittfogel (1957)
and more recently Sa’ad
(1974a, 1974b, 1978) consi-
ders the Ottoman empire
in the 18th century, an-
cient China, as well as
Pharoahs’ Egypt as classic-
al examples of the Asiatic
type. Mandel (1971 :116-
139) and Eric Hobaum in
his introduction to Marx’s
Pre-Captalist Economic
Formations, make the dis-
tinction between the ana-
lytical and chronological
purposes of the construct :
Asiatic mode of produc-
tion. The objections which
we have raised concerning
the usefulness of these two
concepts of Patrimonialism
and the Asiatic Mode were
repeatedly made earlier by
Rodinson (1973) and An-
derson (1974 :462-549, es-
pecially pp. 496 passim).
See : Hindess and Hirst
(1975) for a recent treat-

ment of this concept.

An illustration of this me-
thod of negative elimina-
tion — in this case applied
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Preliminary Studies in

Stratification

YUOT NOTES

See for example: ""}laﬁs
{1064 B*“”’m ard Lirs
{1857 1066); r’osmen
(19623 ; Yeeds {19675,
Jachscn  {i%88); Heller
(1869;; Botwwmors 19713,
Parkin  (1§7));  Thielbar
and Feldman (1972, l.op-
reazs and Lewis (1974)
end Rossedes (1976).
Some  imgortant reseacch
Dap.st o on cempurative
crratification are coatained
‘n ta doitowsnge Hodge,
M eipaan and Fossi (196650

sesgel and hiss.
i) Belser and 1 nset
i 1 o0h Eamrz 40 {lgl'f],
£ intnieov and Tudin
yin?U), Juan ana clofnd-
Vs “‘:).C",:; Faiers (1973),;
Wau, 312y o2ng There-
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Arab coaniries of the Near
rasi saciude Egypt, lrag,
and the geopolitical re-
gions f Syria and Arabia.
Thev are considered io-
gether on the assumption
that the stratification sys-

Sarial

. Arab countries

{em of these countries dis-
pleys “Funciional! associa-
tien” resulting from com-
mon history. On the ques-
tion of functional associa-
tion, See, Naroll (1968 :
258-262).

The collections of recen:
studies published by Polk
and Chambers (1968) and
Cook (1¢70) clearly illus-
trate these controversies.
By history we mean th«
cumulative effects of +he
persistence of stratification
which gives rise to z ~ertain
structure or pattern mani-
fested 1: the inte:r.tempo-
rai predictabiliiv of indivi-
dusl sna group positinns.
Aj; such the historical di-
mensica of stratification
transceisis the current
oractice of defining the
persistence or stratification
as an intergenerational
predictability judged aga-
inst some chance occur-
rence. T'o give an example,
a society is said to be stra-



abandoning of [this strict line
of separating the two classes] as
the main cause of the empire’s
{Inalcik, 1975:869). Tn
the struggle against
the colonial powers which ensu-
ed after WW I, the nationalist
feaders who came into power
were not only the national rep-
resentatives but also a class in
themselves, recruiting freely
from the circulating élites and
developing corporate interests
at the same time.

declhing”

r.ationatl

{= i1l then a one class system
in which the ruling class has ac-
tively been preventing the va-
rious social strata of the popula-
tion from developing into a self-
conscious class with coherent
ideologies and demands ? Why
were the wurban communities
and the peasantry left helplessly
exposed to the marauding Be-
duins and tribesmen freely pil-
laging and plundering until the

eIy orecent past!

Finally, our  preliminary
studies indicate that umn-
tit the 1950°s — when the

rwilitary vegimes made their ap-
pearance hy usurping the Statc
mstitutions — the f,fru-:%,ure of
st Near Eas-
tern Arab countries was 51l un
stable. In others words, the pro-
cess of transition into capitalism
in those countries has not rea-
ched its culmination. But one
may wonder as to what form of
capitalism those countries arve
transitioning inte ? Were the
military regimes of the 1850’s
and 1960’s a necessary stage in
this transition 7 '*  The phrase
“State capitalism” whieh cha-
racterizes military regimes 1s

ralification in the

more a universal form of under-
development than a new sociai
system — a variant of capita-
lism.



riods. For this reason a clear
and thorough understanding of
the process of stratification aris-
ing in a particular division of
labor, and of the workings of
the economic and political sys-
tems and of the cultural milieu,
are prerequisites for accurate
occupational classification. But
some researchers are clearly in
error when they manipulate
their historical data to achieve
equivalence in occupational de-
signations in different periods.
Such equivalence is not neces-
sarily a prerequisite for com-
parability of occupational struc-
tures.

(8)

The social strata derived in
the manner we have devised are
not merely passive occupational
and status groups. They are dy-
namic concrete social groupings
which at times achieved aware-
ness of stratum position and
even possessed a clear ideology.
Their dynamic features have
often been displayed by common
cleavages and frequent polariza-

tion, e.g., Arabs vs. mawali.
oligarchy vs. aristocracy-in-
power, ‘ra'eya’ vs. ‘“askeri”,

landlords — oligarchy vs. mid-
dle and laboring strata, or sim-
ply rich vs. poor etc.

In figure 1, we have identified

at least five major social strata
clearly delineated by (overlap-
ping of) status and occupa-
tional determinants. But can we
speak of social classes in the
Near East ? How many classes ”
According to Wallerstein (1974 .
351) it is by definition not pos-
sible to have more than two
self-conscious classes. He argues
that “to say that there cannot
be three or more classes is not
however to say that there are
always two. There may be none,
though this is rare and transi-
tional. There may be one, and
this is most comon. There may
be two, and this is most explo-
sive.”

In the Near East the ruling
stratum has always been the na-
tional class which was not only
self-conscious but also perceived
in definite terms “the geogra-
phical scope of its self-definition
(Wallerstein, 1975:351). ' 1In
the Classical period, as El-Kodsy
(1970 : 16) put it, “the ruling
class was the cement that bound
the whole (society) together.”

The Ottomans, in the Inter-
mediate period, divided the po-
pulation of the empire into the
military class and the great
mass of the “re’aya” “The Otto-
man writers of the early seven-
teenth century regarded the
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.~ second stralum in the
Arab coun +ries ﬁ{; p:u o
Fast consisted of the

and latifundia grovos. ""he 011-
garchy was an oligarchy of fina-
nee, of commerce and indwusiry,
referredtoas Al-Tujjar
merchants. The latifur
p of large landown-
‘-*uned possession, it
swinershie (private

of tha land, by va-
eg, ‘igia’, ‘ilja),
mugaza’ah, timar
The turn-

camaonly

s
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ers  whe
cointraszt iu
property’
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nolding,
ing point ir the

Hitizan et

development of

this group was the  conversion
of miri land ini> srivate pro-
perty, vepresinted Lo the fapu

title in the mud- ;v‘f. , century,
The reason for eombining the
oligarchy and ufifundiz into
one clsss is that these two
groups have been urdan-hased
throughout theiy fong history.
The activities of both
contributed
peiicd to the growin of the dy-
namic, predominaniiy cash <ap-
as distinct from the
capitalist, sector. Witk the fail-
ure of Arab mercantilism and
the return to an agrarian econo-
my in the Intermediate period,
this stratum lost in status and
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in  +ue (lassical

italistic —
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in wealth for the bureaucratic

officiais of the asker: stratun,
only to emerge in the Modern

peziud as the ruling class for the
firet time, but under the tute-
fage of ithe colonial administra-
tion.

(1)

stratum in th:
-ECONOMIC

niddle
Tastern soc o
ealtural set-up i3 composed
of the bursauacratic officisle, the
the aadiz and the =chol.
the lterate social gro-
ups. In the course of ihe Classi-
cal period, these groups attained
a certain measure of mobhility
¢losure, and a status and influe-
ar greaier than their actual
s m] standing entitled them to.
The <lassical writers repeatedly
atlude 1o this straturn as having
converiesd its funciion into for-

Near
1
4

“lama

ars, ie.,

P
S
nwee fa
A

fore "0

£a the other social groups of
the ‘m},ddu; siratum were rele-
gated in social status and

wealth to a lower position in the
Intermediate peried, only the
‘ulama survived and maintained
their high position partly thro-
ugh their control over the waqf
institution. Gradually they mer-
ged with the oligarchy and lati-
fundia. The middle stratum of
the Intermediate period bore



tion that the structure of this
ruling class is characterized by
alternating asker and sultans
in an endless repetitive succes-
sion of regimes.

it is perhaps more approriate
to think of the ruling class (be-
ing a national class less affected
by regional or tribal variations)
as composed of the rulers who
belonged to the aristocracy and/
or to the asker (or military ge-
nerals). In fact. these two
groups (i.e., the aristocracy and
the military generals) had been
inseparable throughout the Clas-
sical and the Intermediate pe-
riods. Every regime (or dynasty
in Ibn Khaldun's termino-
logy), such as the ‘Ummayads,
the Abbasids, the Seljugids, the
Fatimids, the Mamluks, and the
developed its own
aristocracy in power.

Ottomans,

It was characteristic of this
class — as a class and not as
the person of the ruler, however
absolutist or despotic the regi-
me may have been — to hold an
effective monopoly of power
and authority in society. In
terms of structural mobility,
there were glaring differences
between the ruling classes of
the three major historical pe-
riods; differences in terms of
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methods of recruitment inte,
composition and legitimation of
the aristocracy-in-power.

The aristocracy-in-power of
the Classical period was mixed
in terms of composition. Its
members entered into competi-
tion with merchants and land-
owners; and princes, as lbn
Khaldun noted, became land-
owners and carried on commer-
cial activities. In the Interme-
diate period the aristocracy-
in-power was not only foreign
in origin, it was also purely
bureaucratic and ascriptive. For
this reason the ruling class of
the Classical period was rele-
gated to second position with
and being
prestige groups, remaining tran-
sitional in character.

sayyeds ashrafs,

It was not until the establish-
ment of the colonial adminis-
tration and the post-Tanzimat
upheavals that the effective mo-
nopoly of power of the tradi-
tional ruling class was broken.
And by then the a’yans and the
oligarchy were in the as-
cendance, emerging as the ruling
class, forging an aliance not of

an  aristocracy-in-power, but
of feudalists, industrialists and
merchants, compradorial by
function.



FIGURE 1.

Economic Expansion And Decline { Structural Mobility) And Changing Population Composition-

In The Three Historial Periods

Classlcal Period

1000 a.d.
St
Sz AN
S3
Sa
Ss
S¢

S, = The aristocracy-in-power
(ruling stratum)

S, = The oligarchy- latifundia
(upper strata)

S, == The literate strata:
bureaucrats, ‘Qlama. qadis

S, == The small merchants, rich
peasants, skilled craftsmen

S, = The laboring strata, the
poor and the landless peasants

S, = The unclassified.

Intermediate Period
1700 a.d.

Ss

S, = The bureaucratic-military
(askeri ruling stratum)

S, = The ‘ulama, a'yan
(upper strata)
S, = The oligarchy, and

lower officials

S, = The ra’eya (reaya):
peasants, craftsmen
and laboring strata

S. = The urban poor, slaves and
the unclassified

Modern Period
1950 a.d

Se

:

S, = The oligarchy-landowners
(the ruling stratum)

S, = The professionals: private

and salaried (the middle

stratum)

The self-employed:

proprietors, in services, small

farmers

S, = The semi-professionals, wage-

earners and clerical workers

The laboring strata:

skilled and unskilled

The unclassified, including

police and army personnel.
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Is a theoretical synthesis pos-

sible ? Rodinson , (1973) and
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Amin (1974) do provide an out-
line of a synthesis aimed at
retaining the category of the
mode of production as applied
to Near East and African socie-
ties, but their claims have yet to
be put to the test. It has been

made quite evident, however.
that approaching the Near East
with preconceived, unqualifiec
concepts, can at times be a dan-
gerously misleading enterprise
indeed (cf., Eisenstadt, 1973;
and Said, 1978).

Braudel (1973 : vol. 1, p. 738)
once remarked, “[after] all, we
historians are forever using
terms we have invented our-
selves, feudalism, bourgeoisie,
capitalism, without always keep-
ing an exact record of the dis-
parate realities such terms may
cover in different centuries.”

(2)
Our preliminary studies are
summarized in figure 1.
They reveal that the wunder-

standing of the structure of the
ruling class (and its substrata)
holds an important key to the
understanding of the working of
the Near Eastern stratification
system. Our preliminary studies
also reveal that it is of little va-
lue to retain the simplistic no-



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

(1)

There is no doubt that many
of the questions asked by the
modern investigator concerning
issues in the social and economic
history of the Near East remain
unanswered. Unfortunately,
this cannot be attributed only to
paucity of information or dearth
of data. Our preliminary stu-
dies of social stratification in
Near Eastern Arab countries
are intended to raise specific,
more or less precise questions
which are of particular interest
to sociologists, related more to
theoretical analysis than to ge-
neral history.

What we have set out to ac-
camplish can be summed up

as follows :

(1) to sketch out the historical
development of the contem-
porary social stratification
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(2)

@3

system in the Near Eastern
Arab countries, for the pur-
pose of ordering and ana-

lyzing information made
available by recent re-
search.

to extricate the concept of
structural mobility from
the overburdened Western
empiricism and in this way
place social strata as con-
crete social groupings aga-
inst their essential histori-
cal background; i.e., their
political, economic, and cul-
tural moorings '

to suggest a method for uti-
lizing, comparatively, the
concept of structural mobi-
ity over long periods of his-
fory, to show that the “sta-
tis thesis”, which claims
that Asian societies have no
history, is an oversimplified
misconception o, That,
in fact, beneath the appa-



It is important to note that the
rural strata of those countries
have played a very significant
political role in the first half of
this century. (Fisher, 1955; abd
Antoun and Harik, 1972).

The general patterns of social
stratification in the Near Eas-
tern countries have experienced
major modifications during the
upheavalsofthe process of trans-
formation taking place since
the end of WW II. Two aspects
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of the process of transformation
are of particular interest from
the point of view of stratifica-
tion : (1) the massive bureau-
cratization of society prior to
(or without) industrialization;
and (2) the emergence of mili-
tary regimes in the major agri-
cultural countries vs. the non-
agricultural countries. A syste-
matic study of structural mobi-
lity, we anticipate, might reveal
the magnitude of these two
aspects in the system of social
stratification.



peasants and craftsmen become
proletariarns in the strict sense;
they rather remain semi-prole-
tarians and a semi-pauper army
of reserve labor. The prolifera-
tion of the non-proletariat mass
of workers tends to cluster
around the industrial proletariat
proper and hence tend to keep
the proletariat small.

Gordon and Fridman further
report that the main features of
the deformation of the working
class are : (1) High concentra-
tions in certain enterprises and
in certain regions (urban); (2)
relatively homogenous produc-
tivity (no differentiation of
skills); (3) long-tern retention
of a variety of ties with the
village, either for economic rea-
sons or because of the recent-
ness of migration : and (4) these
peculiarities continued after na-
tional independence.

The stratification system in
the countryside has been studied
more extensively by anthropo-
logists. They have established
the claim that the main deter-
minants of stratification are:
(a) ownership / non-ownership
of land, and (b) the occupa-
tional tasks performed. These
two determinants of stratifica-
tion have been shown to be
fairly stable across regions and
over time. ¥
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Given these determinants, we
are inclined to classify the pea-
santry as : (a) the 'large-scale
landowners who were more
likely to be the urban oligarchy
and the tribal feudalists up to
the 1950’s; (b) the rich peasants
of moderately - sized land
plots, and (c) the poor and land-
less peasants (e.g., Hussein,
1973 : 45). The criteria for estab-
lishing cutting points along the
size of land continuum have not
always been precise or sufficien-
tly justified.

There are, to be sure, certain
variations in this pattern of str-
atification. One variation, re-
ported by many anthropologists,
is associated with determining
the position of social groups
whose livelihood is not derived
from the land, such as the say-
yeds who are a prestige group
in certain regions, the bureau-
crats, the professionals, and the
shopkeepers and craftsmen. *
Furthermore, transitional vari-
ables, such as social affiliation,
have been reported to be either
reinforcing, or at times cross-
cutting the occupational deter-
minants of stratification, *

The main conclusion, how-
ever, is that there are gross si-
milarities in the order of rank-
ing social groups in the rural
population of all Arab countries.
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Halpern (1963: 41-112)
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Berger 1964: 246-52)

Bill (1971, 427-24)

-—Kings (aristocracy)
-—Landlords
-—Traditional Bourgeoisie

—Big Landowners

—Bankers and Industrialists

—Highest government{ and
military Leaders

—Salaries Classes

—Higher Civil Servants and
Officers

~—Traiitionsl Rubug Clase
—Ruling Families
-~Tribal Nobiliry
—l.andowners

—Military Elites

—~~Traditicnal Midd]e
Classns:
~-Burraucrstic
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~-~Merchants
-~Businessmen

(3756 207-22)

Merchaats
—Indusirialists
-~Eutreprereurs

{Large-Scale

{contractcrs)

—-Prefessiorals

—Reiigious Leaders

--Civil Servants

- -Army Officers

--Artizans and
Tradesmen

la.m.n.r:onamﬁm, . —Independent Professionais
—Military Politicians —Self-Employed Small Merchants
—Administrators and Manufacturers

—Peasantry —Lower Professionals

~--Artistans and Skili~d
Workers

-- Wage-Workers

—Landless Labourers

—Shopkeepers

—Skilled Workers

—Peasants, Labourers
and Service Workers

~-Lower Ciasses
—-Peasanis
-—-Nomads
--Workers

-~Wage-earnars

--Unskilled Workers
—Landless Peasants

{No Fixed L:velihoed)
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Hasan (1970 : 363 - 366}
portrays  the occupational
structure of Iraq as composed of
two major categories of occupa-
tions : urban and rural. Accord-
ing to the 1957 census, the ru
ral category, or the agricultural
sector, “consists of two principal
classes : (a) tribal and urban
landowners (3,360  persons);
and (b) the class of landless and
poor peastnts (164,640 persens).

Hasan conceives of the indus-
trial (urban) sector in Iraq as
consisting of two main classes:
the industrial class, and the
working class numbering 442,000
persors, He arrives at this es-
timaie by adding up all the
workers in transpert and com-
munication, and in private and
publi: activities. Accordingly,
the size of the industrial sector
in Iraq has grown from 7% of
the labor force in 1947 to 15% in
1957. A third sector~-commerce
and trade and public services
(governinent employed) —- con-
sists of the following selected
occupational groups : (a) 8,600
persons “‘of the business class;”
(b} 58,000 persons working on
their own account or self-em-
ployed; (c) 39,000 working in
the oprofessions and technical
services.

The reliability of estimates of
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this type are not particularly
useful for making inferences
~oncerning social stratification.
In addition to the reliability
prcblem there is, in my opinion,
the more serious problem of
utilizing conventional labels,
such as bourgeoisie, middle
class, and gproletariat, without,
as is usually the case, specifying
what precisely is meant by
these labels or hew they are de-
rived. The outcome of fixing
conventional labels is muaost often
mere listings of such labels with
no indications as tc the distire-
tive structural and cultural fea-
tures of occupational groups
thus labelled. The following
table (no. 5) based on informa-
tion derived from four authors,
is given hiere as an illustration
of this problematic approach.

Conventional labels, further-
more, do tend to obscure the pe-
culiar features of working clas-
ses in underdeveloped countries.
Gordon and Fridman (1963),
who made an extensive study of
the working classes in India and
Egypt, point out that the ma-
jor factor in the “distortion” of
the development of Western
type prvletariat could be attri-
buted to colonial conditions.
They (1963 :47-57), found that
very few economically ruined



TABLE No. 3
URBAN MIDDLE CLASS IN EGYPYT, 1947

Occupation Number Percent of
Middle Class

Percent of
Labour Force

Merchants 254,388 51 3.00
Chief Clerks and Agents 127,876 26 1.51
Professionals 94,339 19 1.11
Businessmen and Clerks 22,561 4 0.27
Total : 499, 164 100 5.89
TABLE No: 4
URBAN MIDDLE CLASS
OCCUPATION IN EGYPT, 1957

Occupation Number of Percent of

Persons Force

Professiona] and Technical 171,000 2.4
Managerial 65,000 0.9
Clerical 193,000 2.8
Total 429,000 6.1

Source : Morroe Berger (1964). The Arab world today New York: Anchor

Books (Doubleday), pp. 252,254,
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precise estimates, however, is to structure of the “most” devel-

give some idea about the con- oped country of the Near East,
figurations of the occupational ie., Egypt.
TABLE No: 2

EGYPTIAN OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE IN THE 1950'S :
MAIN OCCUPATIONAL CATEGORIES AS PERCENTAGES

OF THE TOTAL POPULATION, AND AVERAGE OF
PER-CAPITA INCOME

Average
Total Total Per-Capita
Population Population Income
(Thousands) (Percent) (Egypt
pounds)
I. URBAN CATEGORIES:
(i) Working Class 790 10 60.8
(ii) Ungkilled and sub-proletariat 1,520 19 29.4
(iii) Unemployed 2,983 37
(iv) Petty-Bourgeoisie
-Minor Employees 1,117 14 105.6
-Traditional
Entrepreneurs 736 Y 127.7
(v) Cadres (Professionals) 614 8 133.5
(vi) Big Bourgeoisie 240 3 845.8
TQTAL URBAN 8,000 100 73.4
II. RURAL CATEGORIES:
(vii) Landless Peasants
and Owners of a
Fraction of Feddan 15,075 79 4.8
(viii) Semi-Rich and Rich
Peasants 3,725 20 57.1
(ix) Big Landowners (20
Feddans or more) 150 1 773.3
TOTAL RURAL 18,950 100 17.1

Source: Mahmoud Hussein (1973). class conflict in Egypt: 1945-1970.
New York: Monthly Review Press, p. 45.
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OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFIC ATION AND TEE

COMPOSITION OF VARIOUS STRATA

far we have confined our-

geance of the new pattern of
stratification through the pro-
cess of siructural mobility. Tt
can be deduced that
the criteria of status
wealth, educational attainment
which is necessary for modern
skills  (viz-a-viz traditional
skills) has entered asa majoy
factor inte the formation of =
acn-tmanual strat o differentia.
As

atongside
and

froevily by st elrille
to how the occupntional struce
be interpreted with
social stratificotion,
no clear answer.

ire caun
regard tc
there is yet
Large scale empirical studies
have never been undertaken to
answer this gquestion, and the
official ideology, whether reli-
gious or political, has denied the
existence of strata ana classes.
Thiz obviously does nct pro-
vide a favorable climate for em-
pirical research. * RMost of the
data relevant to stratification
have been, in the majority of
cases, derived 1ndirectly from
other sources or by manipula-
tion of the official census figu-
res. *
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The !atter method has
utilized by Hussein (1973
passim) to construct the follow
ing Takle /No 2y <hich depicts
the Egvotian occupational strie.
ture in the 1980’s. 1t 15 very dif
ficult to draw any conclusion
from Hussein’s figures, since he
dees vot define his occupational
rategories. Berger (1964:251-
237}, on the othe: hand, pre-
e estinnates of the Egyptian
wrban middle class between
1047 =y 4 1957 (Tahles 2 and 4).

SN

He defines the middle eolass as
cucompassing ‘(i) those self-
cmploved mearchant: and
manufacturers whose income
ot anfleesce are not great 2no-
mgh to place them mong the
.eally powerful men in political
ar economic life; and (2) a more
mixed group including such in-
dependent professionals as doc-
and , lawyers, employed
technicians, and

tors
managers,

administrative workers such
and bureau chiefs
Ber-

middie

as clerks
in the
ger’s

service.”
of

class occupations is rather im-
precise and subjective. The pur-
pose of presenting these im-

civil
definition



The majority of the so-called
new middle classes is recruited
from the lower strata of the
previous structure, of whom
Halpern (1963 : 52) speaks thus :
“Leadership in all areas of the
Middle East life is increasingly
being seized by a class of men
inspired by  non-traditional
knowledge, and it is being clus-
tered around a core of salaried
civilian and military politicians,
organizers, administrators, and
experts.” The role this stratum
is supposed to play in the pro-
cess of development has been
subject to controversy and dis-
pute, particularly with regard
to the military.

A more plausible explanation
of the role of the middle class
civilian-military alliance invol-
ves the problem of the failure of
Arab countries to industrialize,
to extricate themselves from the
state of external depen-
dence and from the state of po-
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litical polarization between the
ruling alliance of landowning-
commercial strata and the rest
of the population. The shift to-
ward the public sector and the
military takeover in the fifties
are viewed as entrusting the
extention of the capitalist sec-
tor to the State bureaucracy and
the stratum in control of it, i.e,,
the military-technocracy, label-
led by some writers as “State
bourgeoisie” (Abdel - Malek,
1968; Hussein, 1973; and Khe-
faji, 1974, 1979).

In the Arab countries the
working class proper (i.e. pro-
letariat) in the modern sense is
still relatively small, and the
structure of this small sector of
the working class exhibits cer-
tain features peculiar to under-
developed countries. That the
socio-economic origin of the
working class is the traditional
craftsmen and displaced peasan-
try is not doubted or disputed
by most writers.



managerial skills to man the
private and public bureaucra-
cies. Beginning with the 1930’s,
compulsory universal education
was introduced to fulfill this
function and in the process, edu-
cation became a major determi-

nant of social stratification. #

At first, the emergence of so-
cial groupings with Western
technical skills and training
created a conflict between those
with traditional skills and the
modern managers, civil ser-
vants, doctors, lawyers, and en-
gineers, etc. (Berger, 1964 : 258-
262; Gulick and Abu-Lughod in
Lapidus, op. cit, pp. 122-187).
Artisans, religious functionaries
(‘ulama) and small tradesmen
who belonged to the former
groups suffered the most. For
instance, a survey conducted by
the Mandatory Government in
Syria shows that between 1913
and 1937 the number of artisans
in Syria, which was an impor-
tant center of traditional handi-
crafts, declined from 110,673 to
71,824. It shows further that this
decline was more pronounced in
small cities than in large urban
Centers (quoted by Baer, 1966 :
213). At the same time modern
industry did not develop at a
comparable rate.

In the absense of empirical
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data, the socio-economic origin
of the so-called modern mid-
dle be tenta-
tively the
land-owning

class may

traced to ‘ulama
the

mercial

com-
the

and

sub-strata. In

first place, the position of the
‘ulama was seriously under-
mined when the iltizam or tax-
farming was abolished. The in-
troduction of Western education
which came soon afterwards, re-
duced their social importance in
the cultural life of the society.
Large numbers of people with
modern ed'ucation entered gov-
ernment service and began to
attain high social status (Baer,

1962 : 214-8).

Secondly, a small section of
the so-called middle classes
came from the-landowner-com-
mercial strata. The enormous
cxpansion of the modern burea-
ucracies in the Arab countries
in the fifties, and the general
economic shift to the public
sector mentioned earlier have
drawn some of the upper and
ruling strata into the upper
reaches of civil service. This is
cspecially true of the late fifties
in Egypt, concerning which era
Professor Berque (1965) re-
marks: “L’entrepreneur du
moment, c’est 1’ activité burea-
ucratique.”



ings to the wealthy city not-
ables. In such cases the peasants
continued to exist as tenants of
the emerging stratum of big
landowners. *¢ As the colo-
nial-administrations of the Arab
countries retained the Ottoman
Land Code and encouraged the
transfer of State land to private
ownership, the two groups of
tribal sheikhs and urban-based
notables
owning class and wielded poli-
tical power as community lea-
ders and national
tives.®

By the 1950’s the notables
(merchants, ashrafs and tribal
sheikhs) appeared as the ruling
political bloc with a consolida-
ted economic interest. Top civil
servants, military élites, and
professionals were recruited
from these notables. The extent
of their landholdings was by
this time enormous. Warriner
(1966:77) reports that the land-
lords who acquired land in this
way were “rarely farmers and
may not even visit the villages
they owned. In Dier ez Zor, for
example, on the Euphrates, one
family is said to own thirty-two
villages.”

became a large land-

representa-

In Egypt, 1.4% of landlords
owned over 50% of the cultiva-
ted land in 1936 (Hershlag, op.
cit., p. 216, Table XXVII). In the
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early fifties only 19 of the rural
population owned 20 feddans
and over (Hussein, 1973 : 44-49).
In Iraq, 3% of the population
owned two-thirds of the agricul-
tural area, according to the 1958
census (Hasan, 1970:362). %

The development of modern
bureaucratic system in Arab co-
untries was associated with
three major trends which were

made necessary by the prevail-
ing socio-economic conditions.
These trends were summarized
by Issawi (1966 :505-511) as
three main shifts in the econo-
mic power : (a) from foreigners
to nationals; (b) from the land-
ed interest to the industrial,
financial, commercial and ma-
nagerial interests; and (c¢) from
the private sector to the State,
i.e., public sector. The role play-
ed by the nationalist movements
in these shifts is significant, but
its relevance is beyond the
scope of the present investiga-
tion.

What these shifts entailed for
the stratification system is rela-
ted to two phenonena: the emer-
gence of the so-called middle
classes, and the “prolitarianiza-
tion” of the peasantry. The
growth of both the private and
public sectors required trained
professionals with technical and



division of labor, legitimately
Zerived from the analysis of the

distinctive occupational struc-
ture of Arab countries.

THE PROCESS OF STRATIFICATION :

STRUCTURAL MOBILITY

Inthe previous section we en-
countered the urban notables
who were subsumed under the
label a’yan as the second major
stratum in the Ottoman hierar-
chic stratification system. ®
This stratum and all its hetero-
genous sub-groups emerged as
the main beneficiary of the
Land Code of the Tanzimat pe-
riod. Awareness of the transfor-
mation of these heterogenous
subgroups into a consolidated
ruling class of the modern period
is crucial for the understanding
of subsequent developments.

The tribal sheikhs and village
chiefs gradually emerged as a
land-owning stratum. This is
primarily due to the confusion
created by the conflict between
the new ownership system (Ta-
pu Law) and the customary mu-
sha’ system. The peasants, fear-
ing that land registration “was
a preliminary to call for mili-
tary service, or for taxation pur-
poses, falsified the returns, re-
gistering the property either in

51

the name of the head of the tribe
or in the name of a member ot
the family who would not be
liable for military service”
(Warriner, in Issawi, 1966 : 76).

In practice, the peasants dis-
regarded the titles and continu-
ed to cultivate the land accord-
ing to the old system. Mean-
while, the Departments of Land
Settlement (during the Man-
date) recognized the actual hol-
ders of ownership titles, who
happened to be tribal Sheikhs
and surkals (agents). In some
parts of Syria (Palestine exclu-
ded) the new administration re-
cognized the musha’ system and
in these cases considerable frag-
mentation of land holding took
place (Granott, 1952).

The Perpetual indebtedness
of the peasants with small hold-
ings (due to various factors)
drove them into borrowing from
city notables; i.e., merchants,
ashrafs, etc., at high rates of in-
terest. This eventually forced
those peasants to sell their hold-



was a milestone in the social
history of the Middle East, both
from the point of view of its
relation to the government’s
financial policy and its long
range effects on social stratifi-
cation.” From the point of view
of stratification, Professor
Karpat's assessment is certain-
ly correct, as we shall see pre-
sently. Suffice it to say for the
moment that the tapu law ser-
ved as the basis for the forma-
tion of the ruling strata in the
modern era.

These economic and legal in-
novations underwent certain
modifications during the colo-
nial administration which was
established after WWI (Man-
date period), and in the “inde-
pendent” nation-istates of Iraq,
Syria and Egypt, although

Egypt was colonized -earlier
(1882).
However, these innovations

remained in effect, in broad out-
line and in spirit, until the mi-
litary take-over and the intr-
oduction of Agrarian Reform
Laws in the 1950’s — (Arabia
was an exceptional case).

The modifications of the land
ownership laws should be’ pro-
perly understood in the context
of the intense political uphea-
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vals which characterized this
era, beginning with the Tanzi-
mat period to the present. The
emergence of the nationalist
mcvements was associated with
the resistance to the Tanzimat
in the Asian provinces and, la-
ter, to the “Turkification” of
the national guestion (Lutsky,
1969). The political struggle
against the colonial administra-
tior: and against the ruling
strata associated with it, (and
the political ideologies which
this struggle spawned,)alsc con-
tinued to be dominant political
forces in a variety of forms
down to the 1950’s.

The general pattern of the
mode of stratification in this
phase is clearly discernible.
Drastic shifts in the social divi-
sion of labor and in the process
of bureaucratization had alrea-
dy taken shape. The basically

subsistence economy was by
then completely transformed
into export-import propelled ec-
onomy. The growth in the pri-
vate and public sectors was
substantial. The traditional ag-
rarian structure gave way to
new relations of production in
the countryside. These develop-
ments make it possible to out-
line a modern pattern of strati-
fication based on the emergent



Chambers, 1968 : 93-108).

Hence, the consequences of
the Tanzimat and of the Capi-
tulary system combined and
coincided to produce the gradual
transformation of the social
structure and to create a “new”
division of labor. The gradual
process continued uninterrupted
through the colonial administra-
tion which, in many ways, was
keen to preserve the main back-
ward features of the previous
structure despite cosmetic mo-
dern appearances.

In the urban centers the in-
flux of European finished goods
and the breakup of indiginous
monopolies resulted in the col-
lapse of craftsmen and artisans
guilds. The privileged and pro-
tected status of the European
businessmen and of their agents
who were either foreigners
(Greeks, Italians, Armenians)
or from Christian or Jewish
minority groups, gave them an
edge to dominate the dynamic
sectors of the economy: export-
trade and

import, 1ndustry,

finance. *

A commercial-compradorial
Arab stratum did not begin to
form until after WWI (except
in Syria which witnessed rela-
tively early expansion).
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In the countryside, the Tan-
zimat abolished the tax-farm-
ing (iltizam) and timar sys-
tems. ®* In 1858 a new Land
Code was proclaimed which for
the first time gave a legal def-
inition of private property in
land as distinct from ‘‘posses-
sion” or relative ownership.
This in effect abolished the
musha’ or communal owner-
ship of land discussed in the
previous section. *

Accordingly, miri land(State
owned) could be transferred
to mulk (freehold or privately
owned) upon receiving a certif-
icate, of title called tapu (the
Tapu Law). Instead of the old
tax system, direct taxation by
salaried bureaucrats was insti-
tuted. And the military func-
tion of the old system was re-
placed by the introduction of
universal conscription into the
army.

Although the original
purpose of the law was to in-
crease the State’s direct control
over land administration, it was
hailed by many scholars as the
true turning point in the emer-

gence of the modern ‘Middle

East’.

Professor Karpat (1968 :84-
90) declares : “the Land Code



Extensive trade relations
were established between the
European Powers and the Pro-
vinces of the Empire directly,
over which the central govern-
ment did not have any control.
The export-import sectors of
the economies of the provinces
began to be entirely managed
by European -capitalist coun-
tries through their companies
and agents. * Furthermore,
the European financial penetra-
tion was taking new dimensions
through the establishment of
the Deutsche Orient Bank, the
Deutsche Bank, the Credit
Lyonnais and the Banque Otto-
man. In 1856 the Banque Otto-
man was accorded the exclusive
right to issue currency within
the Empire. Thus the European
financial penetration began to
have very serious consequences.

The European banks’ control
over credit and financing was
extended to include investment
in services, mining, railways,
ports, power and water supply,
and commercial and agricultu-
ral enterprise in general (Her-
shlag, op. cit,, p. 47). By 1883,
the central government as well
as the provinces (e.g., Egypt)
handed over their main agricul-
tural exports (i.e., tobacco and
cotton) to joint companies
controlled by foreign capital.
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In short, then, the actual con-
ditions which prevailed in the
Arab countries between 1858
and 1914 were those of depen-
clent economies, well before the
direct European colonial admin-
istration which was established
after WWI, except in Egypt
which was occupied in 1882.
Thus when the reform procla-
mations (Tanzimat) were made,
the objectives which they were
intended to accomplish coinci-
ded with the socio-economic
consequences of the Capitulary
system, and in the end facilita-
ted the expansion of foreign
interests and the dismember-
ment of the Empire.

The primary objectives of the
reform proclamations, or the
Tanzimat, were the following:
(I) to reduce the growing tech-
nological gap between the Em-
pire and Western Europe in the
military field; (2) to increase
the efficiency of the bureauc-
racy by instituting the concept
of public and civic responsibil-
ity in the fields of education,
communication, and other pub-
lic services; and (3) in order to
accomplish these two objectives,
basic changes in the agrarian
structure and land regime be-
came necessary (Hurewitz,
1968 : 63-108; Lewis, 1961 : part
1I; and Darvison in Polk and



THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC ORIGINS

OF THE MODERN PERIOD

In the preceding section we
h=yv+ pointed out that two tran-
sitional processes accountad for
the structural discontinuities
wiici characterized the Inter-
mediate period. The first is the
collapse of Classical mercanti-
lism and the emergence of a
feudalized bureaucracy founded
on a particular land regime; and
the second is the revival of
Erropean mercantilism with its
subsequent dominaiion of med-
derranear  trade, aad tne rise
31 ndustrial capitalisin in West-
2rn  Europe. It seems quite
feasible to argue that these twgo
processes provide the essential
background of
(Braudel.

socio-economic
ithe Modern nperiod
1974 - Vol. 1) "

The Capitulatory system of
commercial concessions which
in the end prolonged the life
of the Ottoman Empire, began
against this background, but
it reached its most extensive
development in the nineteenth
century (Hershlag, op. cit,, pp.
42-6). Beginning with the con-
cessions granted to the Italian
states in 1528, other capitula-
tions or trade concessions, with
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specific privileges to the sab
jects of the rounfrics concernen
in the course of tim:
granted 1o France (1535}, 1
England (1580-83), to Hellan~
(1613), to Russia (1717), to Aus-
tria (1718) and to
(1740).

In the
every

rere

Prussis

cent.
power

eighteenth
European
ihe

ury
(including
1818)

United States

was added to ihe lisi. ™

the mid-nineteenth csr-
tury the spread of fereign cor-
cessions was so extenvive, v i"
coincided with the general auc
nomic  ¢risis in  the Ottereasn
Empire and the horrendous is
crease in its foreign and pub-
lic debts, that the central auth-
ority bhecame almost iciaily
ineffectual. The 1838 Treaty bet.
ween Turkey and Britain ofii-
cially ratified this
Ottoman productive and twrade
monopolies were broken
European merchants and theo
siibjects were exempted
tariff-taxes. They were allowed
10 own land, and to transport
merchandise within the Ermpire,
without any restrictions what-
soever, *

By

situatiod

from:



III. THE MODERN PERIOD :
SOCIAL STRATIFICATION

AND PERIPHERAL CAPITALISM

The major turning point in
the transition to the modern
period was the reform decrees
of 1826-1858, commonly referred
to as the Tanzimat (Karpat,
1968; Hershlag, 1964 : 27-52). As
a large part of the responsibility
for the reform proclamations
lay with the Great European
powers who had a major stake
in the preservation of the Capi-
tulary system, these two deve-
lopments (i.e., the Tanzimat
and the Capitulary system)
must be considered together,
rather than in isolation.

The historical events which
transpired from this turning
point down to the present have
been recounted and repeated,
but unfortunately they have
not been fully or systematically
investigated. Many of the re-
cent studies on the causes and

consequences of the underde-
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velopment of Arab countries
suffer either from the lack of
clear understanding of the his-
torical dimension (i.e, the
development of social forces),
or from a carry-over of the con-
cepts of Asiatism and Patrimo-
nialissm. Thus, most writers
have been preoccupied with
generic phenomena of finding
parallelisms to European devel-
opment, e.g., forces and events
which have counterparts in Eu-
ropean evolution, such as wes-
ternized élites, viz. European
entrepreneurs. ™

The objection to this approach,
which we have persistently
raised throughout, is concisely
stated by Anderson (1974:
548-9) : *“Asian development,”
he writes, “cannot in any way
be reduced to a uniform resi-
dual category, left over after
the canons of European evolu-
tion have been established.”



ty) due to the collapse of the
Classical Islamic mercanta-
lism. () Under such condi-
tions, social mobility between
strata was rather restricted,
partly as a political control
mechanism. But mobility with-
in each stratum was not
restricted (Inalcik, 1975 : 68-9).

Finally, in the final phase of
the Ottoman Empire, i.e., in the
late eighteenth century and in
the nineteenth century, occa-
sional documented revivals of
capitalistic activities began to
appear (Issawi, 1966; Cook,
1970 : Part II). This was partly
due to the deterioration of cen-
tral authority and to the in-
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crease in the volume of Euro-
pean trade. One expression of
this revival was the appearance
of modern entrepdts in the
semi-autonomous and periphe-
ral regions of the Empire. Bei-
rut (in Lebanon), and Muscat,
Bahrain and Kuwait (in the
Arab Gulf) were the most im-
portant, ”

In the next section, we will
attempt to demonstrate that the
transitional processes responsi-
ble for the formation of the mo-
dern stratification system have
been modified by the acute im-
balances between internal and
external contradictions we label
as peripheral capitalism.



erned by the same overall struc-
tural determinants of stratifi-
cation.  Provinces, religious
and national minorities were
more or less extentions of the
empire-wide gradational model
in which the ‘askeri stratum
held sway.

A. J. Sussnitzki (in Issawi,
1966 : 115, passim), in an essay
published in 1917, wrote: “For in
fact the occupational structure
in Turkey coincides in many res-
pects with the racial differen-
tiation. The social stratification
which is thus determined can
be traced without difficulty, in
the manifold gradation of the
national [i.e, empire-wide]
structure. Each single ethnic
community is, as it were, a
mesh in the greater economic
web of the empire . .. "

The ethnic division of labor
as a component of the stratifi-
cation system contributed in n
significant way to the foreign
domination of almost all entre-
preneurial activity in the early
part of the Modern period, as
an auxiliary feature of Euro-
pean capitalist penetration. The
fusion of the institution of the
Millet and the stratification sys-
tem introduced a political-na-
tionalistic dimension into this
arrangement, which at the turn
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of the nineteenth century ga-
thered such a momentous primal
force for social change that it
came to constitute the dynamic
core of the Empire’s internal
contradictions. ™

Thus far, we have spoken of
a hierarchic gradational strati-
fication system. The major
strata in this system were the
askeri (military-bureaucracy),
the a’yan (urban based upper
strata), the urban labor, and
the peasantry. These strata are
intended to represent very
rough approximations to social
aggregates, highly heteroge-
neous and with very complex
histories. *

The social strata were deter-
mined by their position in the
social division of labor which
was based on the land regime
and bureaucratic administration
and processes. We have already
noted that the urban exploita-
tion of the rural population had
led to gradual social and cul-
tural isolation of the country-
side. Therefore, it is fair to as-
sume that the hierarchic nature
of the stratification system
stemmed from the siift in the
process of bureaucratization
made necessary by the low level
of the development of the pro-
ductive forces (and productivi-



by the central authority in a
very highly centralized system.
in the later phases, however,
and particularly toward the end
of the seventeenth century, the
disruption of the timar system
and the continuous resistance
of the conquered population ex-
tremely weakened the central
authority, and forced it to de-
pend heavily on local interme-
diaries to control the popula-
tion. Since the early eighteenth
century, the a’yan began to fill
the position of such local inter-
mediaries.

The bureaucratic control of
the urban strata also extended
to the regulation of labor, trade
and commercial transactions. In
this phase the Ottoman craft
and artisan guilds developed
into professional and occupa-
tional  corporations  proper.
These Ottoman guilds perfor-
med the following important
functions (Lewis, 1937) :
(1) They served as units
taxation.

They regulated the supply
of labor through monopoly
over crafts and trades.
They supplied labor for
non-military occupations in
the military service.
They served as residential
units (Hara or city quar-
ter).

of

(2)

3)

(4)
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The basic structure of craft
and artisan guilds  was
based on a hierarchy of masters
(ﬁst_a), journsymen {(Khalfa)
and apprentices (mubtadi’).
ach guild was headed by a
sheiikkh, assisted by a nagib
(keeper of traditicnal ard pro-
fessional lore) and a council ol
elders. The appointment ot the

ity

guild’s sheikh was sanctioned
by the qadi and ratified by
bureaucratic officials.  The

hierarchic structure of the Ot-
toman guilds in Arab countries
was not very rigid, but the
guilds' organization was highly
regulated by the local autho-
rities. ™ For this reason, in
the early nineteenth century.
the State bureaucracy organized
guilds for all accupstions and
trades to the extent that these
guilds included the bulk of the
urban population (Liutsky, op.
cit., pp. 18-22)

The hierarchic =atratification
system of the Ottoman period
was apparently reinforced by
the Millet system or the auto-
nomous structure of religious
and ethnic minorities. in each
of these communities a certain
hierarchy of status and weaiih
developed within the national
bureaucratic structure -— more
as enclaves than as separate en-
tities. This hierarchy was gov-



Hershlag (1964 :17) declares
that ‘“#two separate arenas of
history wer2 thus created —
the towr and the village.” The
immense disparity between the
rural and wurbsn  settlements
zould perltiaps be traced back
i this pariod which stands in
rontrast g the Classical period
ir. which Ah7s disparity was less
pronounced {cf. Lapidus, 1669 :
68 passimi. Tre rural-urban
disparity continued to develop
ard widea until the very recent
past for cther reason: which
will be discussed in the next
gaution

Th: peasantry sought  the
proteciisu of the lacal urban
notables »nd theiy sheikhs and
CEPreseleai.ves wie in the pro-
cess, asnecially in the lute nine-
teenth century, develocped a
claim nf their own on the land
and emsrged, as we shall see, as

the new class of landowners.
Nevertheless, snme regional

Arab leaders did play a role in
the peasant uprisings in this
period and did achieve semi-
autonomny as was true in the
case of Lebanon, Interior Syria
{Druze) and Southern Irag
(Lutsky, op. cit., pp. 30-37).

The hierarchical stratification
system was also prevalent in
the major Arab cities and
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towns. The bureaucratic sub-
iugation of the Arab provinces
took the form of organising and
infegrating the urban strata into
the vast network of the Otto-
mzn State. Obviously, the ‘as-
keri stratum also dominated the
urban institutions. This stra-
tum’s distinctive hierarchy was
hased on both the size of land
it administered and the grade
of bureaucratic office its various

factions and subgroups occu-
pied. (Inalcik, 1975).

As for the higher local urban
siratum commonly called a'yan
-~ which occupied a lower posi-
iion than that of the ‘askeri
stratum — it had its own hierar-
¢hy of statuz and wealth
Local tax-farmers, tribal
sheikhs, ‘ulama, merchants, and
ashiaf (sayyeds), all formed a
hierarchy of position, status and
wealth. In this period, however,
the a'yan stratum was less de-
veloped than the ‘askeri stra-
tum and its local bureaucracy,
and was overshadowed by it
(Gibb and Bown, op. cit., part
11, Chapter 13).

The hierarchic character of
the Ottoman stratification sys-
tem is a reflection of the chang-
ing nature and function of State
bureaucracy. During the early
phases of Ottoman rule the pro-
vinces were governed directly



political-bureaucratic control
of the subject population. Thus

the most striking features of
the process of stratification in

this period, in contrast to the
Classical one, emerge as the
following : (1) the land regime
was basically an urban pheno-
menon; (2) the stratification
system based on it was highly
hierarchic.

Hourani (in Issawi, 1966 : 28)
writes: “in the Near East, land
ownership is an urban pheno-
menon, not only in the obvious
sense that the landowner usual-
ly lives in the town and not on
his estate, but also in the sense
that his claim on the land is
usually created and made effec-
tive by urban processes. It was
the urban government which
created the landowning classes
of ‘feudal’ cavalry (Sipahi) and

tax-farmers; and there gradual-
ly developed another class with
claims on the land in those dis-

tricts under the protection of
the wurban government and
where the Beduins had not yet
planted their authority.”

The link between the central
bureaucracy and the strata of
producers consisted of the askeri
class of provincial administra-
tors (Pashas and Beyler Beys),
Sipahis and Janissary aghas. In
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the Arab provinces, this askeri
class constituted the ruling
Turkish stratum. The peasan-
try or ra’eya— the landless cul-
tivators — occupied the lowest
position in the hierarchy. This
lower status was ascribed to
them by birth, regardless of
whatever subsequent positions
they came to hold (Karpaft,
1968 : 74-5). The peasants were
also subjected to the double
exploitation, exaction and ex-
tortion at the hands of the
various intermediaries such as
tax collectors, and government
agents. The short tenure of the
tax farmers was particularly a
strong motivation for their
vicious explaitation of the pea-
santry. *

It was due to this peculiar
urban nature of the land sys-
tem and to the fact that the
ruling ‘askeri stratum was both
urban and foreign that the
stratification system was na-
tionally and ethnically askew.
The village and rural communi-

ties isolated themselves from
the urban centers so as to in-
sulate themselves from the

‘askeri stratum and to prevent
this stratum from penetrating
into the village. Thus, the ‘as-

keri stratum was confined
throughout this period to the
cities and to the regional ad-
ministrative centers.



which was supervised by a
“surkal” and assigned to a
number of families or persons
on an annual basis. The central
authority encouraged this sys-
tem but it never recognized it
legally. The tribal sheikh or
community chief in this sys-
tem received only a share of
the crop in his capacity as a
representative of the commu-
nity. *

The last two categories of
land were Waqf land and Ma-
wat land. The original purpose
of the Waqgf was either
charitable endowments or fami-
ly endowments, normally admi-
nistered by qadis or judges. A

parallel institution of. “quasi-
waqf” on State land or miri

was instituted by miri land hol-
ders who sought to perpetuate
the control of State land in
their families and thus protect
themselves and their families
against sequestration and the
limitations imposed by the land’s
miri status (Hershlag, 1964 :

39-40). The growth of this insti-
tution resulted in the prolifera-
tion of small land holdings of
an insecure legal status. ™
Mawat land was unreclaimed
land. When cultivated, in accor-
dance with Sunni tradition
(Abu Hanifa interpretation),
this category of land passed as
private property, just as mulk
land.

In Arab countries of the pe-
riod, the miri and musha’ lands
were the most important land
categories. The various forms
of control and administration
of these lands constituted the
vital bases of the Empire’s in-
stitutions. The fact that the
forms of control were varied,
made fiscal organization thro-
ugh central bureaucracy cru-
cial. Thus the land regime ser-
ved, in many important ways,
as the basis of strata forma-
tion. This is the problem to
which we now turn our atten-
tion.

THE BUREAUCRATIC STRUCTURE
AND STRATA ORGANIZATION

The agrarian foundations of
the Ottoman bureaucratic ad-
ministration had by necessity
shaped the stratification sys-
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tem of this period. The various
forms of the administration of
the land system were designed
to fulfill military, financial and
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teenth century to be a major
factor contributing to the rise
of modern capitalism and per-
petuating the backward nature
of Ottoman social structure. *

It is in this sense that we
speak of the Ottoman period as
a prolonged and protracted

THE OTTOMAN

process of transition into the
modern capitalist world, long
before the colonial penetration
which was not formalized until
mid-nineteenth century. We
could identify the socio-econo-
mic origins of the Arab Modern
period, in this transitional Ot-
toman period.

LAND REGIME

AND STRAT A FORMATION

When the askeri class of the
Ottoman ghazis finally consoli-
dated their rule over the Arab
East in the early sixteenth cen-
tury they instituted a land re-
gime derived from the earlier
Seljugid model. The adminis-
tration of the land systemn went
through several phases of deve-
lopment. Both the fiscal and
fend=lized systzmns of adminis-
tration followed, to some extent,
historical and gecgraphical di-
visions 1 “the system of award-
ing fiefs in return for military
service took place mainly in
Anadolia and the conquered
European provinces, while in
the Arabian peninsula, Iraq
and Egypt, the prevalent prac-
tice was to grant domains in
return for lump sums and
annual tax payments to the
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Sultan. The main intermedia-
ries between the State and the

cultivators were the Sipahis
(timar holders or cavalry)”
(Hershlag, 1964:11; Braudel,

1973 : Vol. 2, pp. 718-25).

In Arab countries, the form
of land administration varied
from region to region. In Egypt.
the prevalent form was iltizam
or tax farming. In Northern
Syria and TIraq, Sipahi or feu-
dalized administration was in-
troduced in the early years of
the conquest. In the rest of
Syria and in Southern Iraq a
communal system, with a local
chief or tribal sheikh in charge,
was directly administered by
bureaucratic and military offi-
cials (Al-Duri, 1969 :117-128;
and Lutsky, 1969 :10-18). ¢



pletely transformed by the tur-
moil of the tenth and thirteenth
centuries. The Ottomans were
able for the first time to estab-
lish a stable dynastic rule, bas-
ed on their own tribal tradition
which did not require religious
legitimation in the same form
as did the Classical Islamic
State. The emergent ruling
class (i.e., the askeri class or
the military aristocracy) found
its raison d’etre in this tradition
rather than in Classical Islam
(Lewis, 1963 :10-64).

The Ottoman bureaucratic
rule, therefore, emerged in dif-
ferent socio-cultural milieu and
served different functions. The
Islamic peoples and the national
minorities became themselves
subject people. Two consequell-
ces of this situation are critical
for understanding the historical
specificity of the Ottoman
period.

(1) The formalization of the
ethnic, religious and na-
tional division of labor, i.e,,
the Millet institution as a
microcosm of power distri-
bution.

The transformation of the

composition of the socio-
economic categories under
changing conditions of the
economy and society. ®

(2)
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The Ottoman Empire emerg-

ed at the time out of the im-
mense collapse of Arab mercan-

talism which began in the
thirteenth century and ended

with the successful Portuguese
control of maritime long-dis-

tance trade routes in the fif-
teenth century. ¥  The col-
lapse of the dynamic, primarily
cash, commercial sector signal-
led the return o a predomi-
nantly agrarian, relatively feu-
dalized economy during the
early and middle Ottoman rule
(cf. Bloch, 1971, Vol. 2:441-447).
Strata formation and class
structure with whatever resem-
blances they bore to the
classical system, gradually, but
not ' completely, faded away.

Furthermore, when placed in
the larger context of the Medi-
terranian geo-politics and par-
ticularly when set against the
rise of European mercantilism,
the failure of Arab mercantil-
ism reveals an additionaldi-
mension of huge historical pro-
portions. Even at its zenith the
Ottoman Empire had already
begun to form a peripheral
sphere of the economic world
order, then in its process of
formation. * The European
mercantilist penetration, which
Arab  historians portray as
mere commercial  contacts,
proved as early as the six-



1I. THE INTERMEDIATE PERIOD :
THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

The period extending from
the fifteenth to the mid-nine-
nireteenth centuries is, from the
vantage point of strata forma-
tion and class structure, a truly
turbulent period of prolonged
and protracted process of tran-
sition into the modern capita-
list world. ™ On the surface,
to many Arab and European

writers alike, the historical
period within which the Otto-
man Empire flourished and

declined represents the culmi-
nation of the Islamic State and
its final demise at the hands of
capitalist imperial Europe. ™
Closer examination will reveal
that the Ottoman conquest set
into motion economic and poli-
tical processes which affected
the partial but significant trans-
formation of the division of
labor in Arab society.

Both aspects of cultural con-
tinuity and structural discon-

tinuity on the one hand, and the
socio-economic context which

bound them together in a singl-
socio-economic formation on

the other, should be explored
briefly with regard to the prin-

ciple of periodization.
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The cultural and religious
continuity of the Islamic State
into the Ottoman period is a
sufficiently familiar theme. The

legacy of Classical Islam shaped
and molded in many ways
the early Ottoman rule. One

of these ways was the consoli-
dation of the Orthodox Sunni
interpretation of religious and
legal institutions and of the rul-
ing class. The origins of the
Ottoman land regime can be
traced back to the Seljuqid era
(1092 A.D.) in Irag and Eastern
Anadolia, and to the Mamluks
in Egypt and Syria (1250-1517).

The early Ottoman ghazis or
conquerors conceived of them-

selves as the bearers of Islam's
mission and invoked the earlier
image of jihad or holy war
(Lewis, 1963 : Gibb and Bown,
1953, part I).

But the establishment of the
Otioman Empire was the result
of a set of factors of higher
complexity than that which
these resemblances lead us to
believe. To begin with, the
concept of the Islamic State at
the time it was transmitted to
the Ottoman ghazis. was com-



about the structurar disconti- Ottoman Empire from ali sther
nuities which distinguished the previous lorical periods
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But the popularized form of
Tiiamn with its sectwslzn and
$Safi connotations, seemed e
Lave produced some paradoxi-
cal outcomes, particularly with
the decay of the classical Sufi
movement in the fifteenth cen-
tury  (Arberry, 1970 - 118-133}.
First. peittical and  economic
cleavages between classes and
tended to be
transiat--1 nto religious-sectar-
ian terios (El-Kodsy, 1970:
9-10). Atlicugh  the relation-
ship brtween  Suofism and
Shi'ism of he seventh century
is beyond b f pur pres-
ent studies, the Shi'ite move-
ments (Qaramitan, Isma’ili and
Fatimid) should be viewed 1n
this context, 1.e, as
to the Sunri orthodoxy of the
ruling classes. ™ it must be
emphasized in this respect that
these sectarian moveruents did
not develop into rewvoelutionary
rebellicns © rather they remain-
ed oppositional and quickiy suc-

betweon strata

he grone

resistance

cunibed to routinizatien and
acquiescence (Zubaida. 1972:
331-334).

Secondly, the widening accep-
tance of this version of popula-

rized religion at the 1ime
of the breakdown of cen-
tral .authority, transformed
its c¢hief interpreters, ie,
the  ‘ulama, into politi-
cal and social as well as reli-
gious leaders. Lavidus (196%:
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52-3)
eiement in the past complex of

observes that “only one
elites ~- the Islamic religious
leaders, the ‘ulama,survived the
political traumas of the tenth
and eleventh centuries” By
the end of the eleventh century,
the 'ulama had managed to con-
trol, at least partially, waqgfs or
permanent endowments of in-
comes for religious and chari-
table purposes. In addition,
they gradually merged with
land-owning, bureaucratic, and
merchant families. These de-
velopments greatly enhanced
their sources of power well into
the next period.

Finally, the processes of tran-
sition from the Classical period
into the Intermediate period
(i.e, the Ottoman Empire)
which tock place between the
thirteenth and the fifteenth
centuries, remain as one of the
obscure historical eras in the
history of the Near East (Is-
sawi, 1968 :3-13). The process
of enormous decline which this
stage represented cannot be ex-
plained in strictly economic fac-
tors or external military con-
quest. We can only assume that
the internal contradictions, the
complex of economie, political,
and social factors which accu-
mulated over the whole span of
the Classical period brought



In addition to that, capital
formation (primitive accu-
mulation of capital) was in-
terrupted either by bureau-
cratic-military intervention

or by foreign conquest, or
by both. **

The dispute concerning the

last point has been a long-
standing issue of debate among

the specialists in this area of
study. The conclusion stated in
(e) has been disputed on the
grounds that merchants and

and craftsmen’s associations in
the last stage of the Classical
period did indeed wield consi-
derable political power (Al-
Duri, 1969 :67-68). Zubaida
(1972 : 335), following Massig-
non’s (1934) original thesis, ®
links the rise of these associa-
tions with the appearance of
Sufi orders as “a prominent
prototype for other forms of
urban organization.”

It should be noted that there
is a two-fold relationship of
historical significance in this
linkage. On the one hand, the
craft associations were formed
as a protection against “pillage,
extortion and casual violence”
and in some cases in defiance of
central authority during the
decay and fragmentation of the
Empire. Sufism was a retreatist
religious movement (of dif-
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ferent brands), and originated
as a covert protest against or-

ganized religion and the ortho-
doxy of the ruling aristocracy.

Thus, when craft associations
(agnaf, singular sinf) adopted
the rigid Sufi graduational mo-
del (tariga), with its ceremo-

nials and secrecy, Sufism provi-
ded these associations with ide-
ological, religious, sectarian as
well as political means of ex-
pression.

The craftsmen and merchants
associations of the Classical
period, therefore, do not seem
to have been formed as profes-
sional organizations of the
European Guild type of an oc-
cupational organization, nor did
they serve the same functions.
It should also be borne in mind
that these associations were dif-
ferent in structure and com-
position from the seventeenth
and eighteenth century Otto-
man Guilds. Otherwise the
structural discontinuity in the
organization of labor in Arab

societies will be completely
obscured. Many writers who
think of these associations

as strictly professional organi-
zations claim, perhaps rightly,
that they cannot find any evi-
dence of the existence of such
organizations in this period.*



This argument raises some
crucial but not yet fully evalua-
ted implications for the class
structure and we would be ill-
advised to speculate on them.
On the other hand, the theor-
etical significance of these im-
plications reduces to a large
extent the overstretched and
overgeneralized theses of the
Weberian ‘“Patrimonialism” and
the Marxist “Asiatic Mode of
Production.” The major part
of the debate concerning these
two theses could be avoided if
the use of these two concepts
was restricted to the original
intentions of Weber, and Marx
and Engels; namely, to explain
the differences between two
socio-economic systems which
accounted for the rise of capi-
talism in one and not in the
other (Anderson, 1974: 484).®

What we may learn from this
comparison is important, but
certainly limited, with regard
to our subject matter, as the
following list of items illus-
trates .

(a) Arab societies in the Clas-
sical period can be properly

thought of as relatively
well-developed class socie-
ties. ¥

(b) LI'ne social system of these
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(c)

(d)

(e)

societies contained a dua-
lism between “semi-feuda-
lism” (vis-a-vis European
feudalism) and bureaucra-
tic centralism. *

On the national level, no
particular mode of produc-
tion dominated : slavery
was widely practiced along-
side communal ownership,
commercial agriculture, tax
farming, and elementary
petty commodity production
and wage-labour. *
Arab societies in this
riod developed a ‘“capita-
listic sector” and a bour-
geois class (in the strict
sense) with the ‘“typical”
features of production for
the market (production for
exchange)., complex mone-
tary transactions, a high
degree of economic ration-
ality, and a rudimentary
wage-labor. *

pe-

Capitalism as a dominant

mode of production did
not develop in these so-

cieties, due to the fact that
neither the bourgeoisie nor
the craftsmen classes were
allowed to attain autono-
mous institutional bases of
power, nor did they at any
time come into power as a
governing class (as in the
typical case of Europe).



high status accounted for a
significant part -f mobili-
t},' 48

Sponsored mobility
within strata, such as hold-
ing a public office, promotion
within the bureaucracy, or
becoming & master crafts-
man, accounted for another
part of mobility. Drastic
“upward” and  “downward”
mobility existed only under
certain conditicns. *

6. The tight centralization of
the State bureaucracy pre-
vented social strata from de-
veloping instituiional bases
of pewer independent of the
bureaucracy. Both merch-
ants and craftsmen were
closely supervised and po-
liced by the State, ostensib-
ty to prevent cheating and
illegal practices  {Lewis,
1937). Although merchant
and craft associations were
formed, they were prevented
from developing authority
independeut of the mubtasib
{Gunebaum 1271 : 218}, Thus
the centralized delegation of
autherity had in effect made

the State bureaucracy a ma-
jor agent ¢f  stratilica-
tion. -

Ii ali this i3 irue, and so far
we do not have evidence ¢ the
contrary. then the development
of a certain class structure, in

the modern sense. was highly
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conceivable and historically pos-
sible. The classical writers
as well as the modern histo-
rians of the classical period
used the term class (Tabagat)
quite liberally. In the present

context, social class is strictly
defined by a definite set of
production relations relevant

to a certain mode ot produc-
tion. These production rela-
tions in the socio-economic
context of the Classical period
have been difficult to pinpoint
in a conceptually precise man-
ner.

There are two reasons for
this. The first is the lack of
serious specialized research,
and the second is the presence
of a variety of relations
of production (and
modes of production)

hence
with
strongly character-
istics coexisting side by side
1973 : 65). The
under which no

mode of

regional

(Rodinson,
conditions
specific single pro-
duction predominated, such as
that of the Classical period, have
not been adequately investiga-
ted until very recently. Ro-
dinson (1973 :66) and Amin
(1974, Vol. 1:141), among very
few others, have raised the pos-
sibility that such a system could
in fact have consisted “in a co-
ordination of different odes
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of production”



nobility rather than feudal
lords, were the dominant
strata. Relatively developed
commercial agricultural pea-
santry and slavery co-exis-
ted side by side. Long dis-
tance trade and specialized
crafts constituted the driv-
ing force in Islamic society.

. The formation of the aristo-

cracy (Arab, Mawali, etc.)
was mainly due to ascription
(by birth). This was especi-
ally true for the Hashimites
and Ashrafs, i.e., the descen-
dants of the Prophet through
Ali, the forerunners of
Sayyeds, (Levy, 1971 : 66-81).
The mobility closure in the
form of ascription applied to
social stutus and not to prop-
erty or wealth. The Ashrafs
formed a status group, with
unchallengeable claim to so-
cial honor, in the Weberian
sense. * This situation
did not change even
during the Trukish military
regimes, although the
Ashrafs’ political hegemony
was broken.

. The composition of the mer-
chant stratum was the re-
sult of a mixture of inherit-
ance and achievement. *
This also applied to the
higher professions, such as
the upper grades of officials,
religious groups (i.e., qadis
and theologians, the forerun-
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ners of ulama), and the
scholars. With regard to
structural mobility, the pre-
Islamic nobility, particularly
the Persian nobility, were
better equipped to be recrui-
ted into all these strata : the
merchants, the administra-
tive officials, the religious
elite and the scholarly pro-
fessions. For the Arabs
(other than the Qurashite
aristocracy who were mer-
chants in pre-Islamic times),
attaining such a status was
the result of achievement.
Once status was achieved,
it was passed down to des-
cendants in the form of ad-
vantage and influence.

. In addition to factors of rela-

tive mobility closure in the
form of ascription and inher-
itance, the factor of social
distance separating strata,
in the form of restricted ac-
cess to opportunities and of
cultural barriers, defined the
boundaries of the lower
strata (i.e. craftsmen andart-
isans and peasantry) at
least in the early stages of
this period. ¥

. In the absence of institution-

alized forms of recruitment
into high social positions,
«differential association, par-
ticularly patronage of an
aristocratic family, and
marriage into a family of



During the third state of the
Classical period, the town mer-
chants and the ruling aristocra-
cy acquired large estates. and
emerged as the new latifundia
(Ashtor. 1976 : 155). At the
same time tenant farming de-
veloped, and in some cases part
of the rent was paid in mone-
tary form. ¥ Evidence of
commercial  agriculture close
to the urban centers can also
be found. In the remote parts

of the Empire the traditional
agrarian structure was not af-
and
The frag-

fected ax long as tribute
tax were paid. ©
mentation of Empire
brought with it increasing
dependence of the State on the
countryside, to compensate for
the loss of revenues due to stag-
nating trade and crafts. In this
period, frequent revolts occurr-
ed with ideological and sectar-
ian overtones.

the

STRUCTURAL ASPECTS OF CLASS

AND STRATA CLEAVAGES :

SOME UNSETTLED ISSUES

So far. it appears that the
process of strata formation was
determined by religious-ethnic
factors. The religious-thnic fac-
tors were gradually replaced
by political-economic ones. We
have already stated that the
evidence we now possess does
not make clear what particular
combination of these factors
determined the Classical class
However, there is
good that
certain developments the
fourth and final stage of this
period (between the tenth and
fourteenth centuries) may pro-
vide certain clues to this prob-

structure. ¥
reason to believe

in

lem.

29

In order to examine the pro-
blem of class and stratum, we
will have to formulate a state-
ment concerning the order of
the determinants (i.e.. mecha-
nisms of reproduction) of social
stratification thus far men-
tioned. We therefore postulate
that the processes of stratifica-
tion by the end of the tenth
century exhibited the following
characteristics :

1. The structure of stratifica-
tion of classical Islamic
ciety was unequal (i.e.. mul-
tidimensional) rather
hierarchic. Inequalities were
hased on varied forms of ex-
ploitation. Oligarchic

military

50-

than

aristocracy and



Considerable caution should
be exercised in interpreting the
figures in this table for the
following reasons. First, the
salaries depicted in the table
were more or less average pay-
ments at the time, for they va-
ried from one region (and ur-
ban center within one region)
to another. Furthermore, such
payments fluctuated sharply
over the years. In fact, salaries
began to fall after the second
half of the tenth century.

Secondly, salaries of public
officials were normally supple-
mented by other sources of in-
come, some of which were not
legal, particularly the sources
available to those at the upper
end of the salary scale, to whom
Ibn-Khaldun’s above mentioned
remarks aptly appl

Thirdly, some of the higher
officials, if not the absolute ma-
jority, were either landowners
or owners of some business in-
terests in the private sector.
Indeed, some of those higher
officials did bribe their way into
office so as to increase their own
property and wealth (Zaidan,
1967 : vol. 2, pp. 461-467).

Given these limitations, the
range of income stratification
between the upper and lower
brackets of the table must

have been staggering. Judging
from the fragmentary informa-
tion scattered in the classical
sources, it appears that income
differentials in the private sec-
tor of the economy may have
been even greater than in the
public sector (e.g., Zaidan,
1967).

In the countryside, the rela-
tions of production underwent
several phases of development.
At first the majority of the con-
quered agricultural lands were
declared State land on which
tribute and land tax (Kharaj)
were levied. The old land own-
ership systems of Persia and
Byzantium were broken. But
the rate of land taxes seems to
have increased to great levels
and to have become an impetus
for peasant migration. This
seems to have led to the de-
population of certain rural re-
gions, which may have contri-
buted to the swelling of the

ranks of the “lumpen-proleta-
riat” in the wurban centers,
such as the ‘ayyarun, al-Shut-
tar and Al-sa’alik. Lesser no-
blemen (dihgans) turned into
agents for tax collection, al-
though others joined them as
the tax farming system acquired
special importance due to the
decline in land revenues (Lamb-
ton, 1969; and Ashtor, 1976).
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ket police (or muhtasib). Their
chances of improving their lot
was summarized very eloquent-
ly by the common saying of
the time : “A craft is security
frem poverty and insurance
against wealth” (cited by Al-
Duri, 1969 :66). Some master
craftsmen, however, were repor-

ted to have achieved some
measure of wealth.
Ashtor (1967) collected and

systematized some interesting
information concerning the in-
come of the salaried strata at
different stages of the Classical
period. It is very instructive at
this point to reproduce — with
some modifications — one of
his tables in order to highlight
the process of strata formation,
especially with reference to our
contention, stated above, that
the State dominated the rank-
ing systemn in society.

TABLE NO. 1

MONTHLY SALARY OF SELECTED OCCUPATIONS IN
THE FIRST HALF OF THE TENTH CENTURY IRAQ, IN DINARS

(ONE DINAR IS EQUIV. TO 4.2 Gms OF GOLD)

OCCUPATION

MONTHLY SALARY

-

. B IN DINARS
— Vizier or Director of Financial Administration ) 5000 — 7000
-— Sons of Vizier 500
—- Judge or Chuef of Market Police (muhtasib) 100
- Professor 30
-— High Official 39 and more
—. Middle -- Ranking Government Official 8-
— Cavalryman 12--14
— Subaltern Official or Judge of Lower Rank 47
— Royal Guardsmuan

Private Clerk
-~ Skilled Craftsman
-~ Unskilled Laborer

3.5

2

L5 (or 91 Kg bread)

Source : E. Ashtor :

A Social and Economic History of the Near East in the

Middle Ages. London : Collins 1876 : 154
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ple for purposes of “guidance”
and leadership, it was also dif-
ferentially distributed accord-
ing to the class and status of
the person holding it. The grea-
ter the importance and influ-
ence of a rank the greater was
the power and profit derived
from it, and vice versa. Thus
each class of people in towns
and in zones of civilization had
power over the classes lower
than itself. It is also to be re-
membered that rank was be-
stowed by the ruler, so the
use of flattery and obsequious-
ness was more often the road
to rank and power (despo-
tism!). *

The growth of the professions
opened the door for those who
came from poorer and lower
strata to be recruited into im-
portant positions. Education and
schooling were a prerequisite
for public office. Of the profes-
sionals the administrators (civil
servants), judges and theolo-
gians (‘'ulama), and the scien-
tists (scholars), were the most
highly regarded. *

Although appointment to of-
fice was not hereditary, ad-
ministrative appointments were
confined to candidates belong-
ing to a small circle of fami-
lies. On the other hand, Grune-
baum (1971:213) points out
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that *“all the professions that
presupposed special training
tended to develop a certain ex-
clusivity.” Judgeships as well
as the higher, but not neces-
sarily the highest, grades of
civil service, not infrequently
remained within the same fa-
mily, or group of families for
generations on end (Ashtor,
1976:139-140). Some of these
professions were further dis-
tinguished by mannerisms and
uniform. The religious elite
(ulama) occupied a peculiar
position among the professions,
which we will examine more
fully later on.

Simultaneous with the growth
of the professions there was the
expansion and differentiation
of the crafts in general. The
rapid urbanization and the in-
crease in the demand for luxury
goods necessitated further spe-
cialization among the crafts-
men and the artisans. Rodinson
(1973 : 50-51) finds some evi-
dence of the presence of wage-
labor, in an elementary form,
coexisting with what the Marx-
ists call “petty commodity
production,” or contracts of
partnership. Craftsmen and art-
isans lived in separate quar-
ters in towns, and were dis-
tinguished by their crafts which
were regulated by the State
through the office of the mar-



power (royal authority), pro-
perty (including land), Labor
(the crafts), and profit (trade
and finance). In his opinion,
these elements represented the
foundations of all civiliza-
tions. ¥

Ibn Khaldun’s “royal autho-
rity” is an aristocracy-in-power
composed of the men of the
sword and the men of the pen
(Ibn Khaldun, 1969 :213). Its
three main characteristics are :
(1) effective monopoly of po-
wer, (2) high standard and
style of living, (3) coercion and
the frequent use of force. ¥
The characteristic of effective
monopoly of power assumed
the form of tight centralization
of the functions of the State,
which inhibited the develop-
ment of an autonomous institu-
tional framework within which
the political process could take
place.

For this reason the central
bureaucracy of the State domi-
nated the ranking system in
society. Political office as well
as religious rank were bestow-
ed by the State. The central
bureaucracy regulated trade
and finance and, on numerous
occasions, confiscated land and
property. Several classical wri-
ters make repeated references
to the conflict beween the
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ruler (and the aristocracy) on
the one hand and the capitalist
merchants on the other. The
former utilized the control of
government to seek supremacy,
and the latter relied on rank
and prestige or association as
forms of self-protection. *

The functioning of the rank-
ing system in the classical stra-
tification order is described in
some detail by Tbn Khaldun
(1969 : 304-308). He found that
persons holding a high rank or
position obtained either
through prestige (jah) or in an
official capacity, were more
fortunate and wealthy. He ex-
plains this phenomenon in the
following manner. First, such
persons were served by the free
labor of others, so that there
was less expense for them and
the total value from such labor
added to their profits and en-
riched them in a short period of
time. Whereas persons who had
no rank could have property and
acquire a fortune proportional
to their property. Furthermore
there was evidence that some
persons, such as religious schol-
ars and people with good rep-
utations did acquire enor-
mous wealth even without the
possession of property.

Secondly, although rank was
widely distributed among peo-



A political classification s
also provided by Nizam al-
Mulk, the vizier (wazir) of the
Turkish Seljugs, in his Siyasat-
nama (or Treatise on Govern-
ment) compiled about 1092
AD. ® He classified the var-
ious officers of the State in the
following order : “(1) King, (2)
provincial governors or tax col-
lectors, (3) the vizier, (4) ‘feu-
dal’ landowners, (5) the pea-
sants subject to them, and (6)
qadis (judges), preachers (Kha-
tibs), police officers (Muhta-
sibs), etc.,”

There are various other list-
ings and classifications of clas-

ses and stratified groupings in
the classical sources. * But
how the stratification system
actually functioned at the time
or what precisely were its
structural determinants is not
entirely clear. Professor Ro-
dinson (1970) suggests that de-
terminants of social classes in
the Muslim world are likely to
be multiple criteria of religious,
political and economic determi-
nants, the combinations of
which we are not yet certain of.
To avoid simplistic solutions to
this problem we must first look
for some clues in what is al-
ready known.

THE DYNAMICS OF THE CLASSICAL
STRATIFICATION SYSTEM

We have already stated that
the on-set of the Classical per-
iod produced certain structural
discontinuities in the social or-
der of the Near East, repre-
sented by the break-up of the
Empires of Persia and Byzan-
tium. But the transition from
the tribal model to the autocra-
tic mode of organization which
Islamm underwent produced sig-
nificant and contradictory re-
sults. The formation of a new
aristocracy-in-power whose re-
ligious and ethical legitimacy
was highly questionable provi-
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ded a continuing source of polit-
ical and economic activism.

On the other hand, by the
ninth century, the pre-Islamic
Arabian ideal of birth had al-
ready been transformed into
either wealth or political office
as the new titles to aristoc-
racy (Levy, 1970 :67). % The
stratification system of the
Classical period was produced
by a set of factors influencing
the political and economic
process. To Ibn Khaldun (1969 :
118-119), such a political and
economic process consisted in



Ikhwan al-Safa’ (tenth cen-
tury) divided the population
into: “(a) craftsmen who work
with their own labor-power
and tools: (b) merchants who
deal in buying and selling and
whose purpose is the creation
of surplus between what they
take and what they give; and
(¢) men of wealth who own
the raw materials and buy the
finished products.”®

Ibn Khaldun (1969:299-300),
writing in the 14th century,
provides a more detailed clas-
sification. He states that “sus-
tenance and profit may be ob-
tained through: (1) Taxation:
having the power to take [tax]
away from others and appro-
priate it according to recog-
nized rules. (2) Agriculture:
cultivation and reaping natural
products. (3) Crafts: applica-
tion of human labor to specific
materials. (4) Professions: ap-
plication of human labor to

nonspecific materials: and (5)
Commerce: transport of mer-
chandise or hoarding [it] to

obtain surplus which is the
margin between purchase price
and sale price.”

Perhaps the best and most
vivid classification anddescrip-
tion of the social “classes” as
they existed at the end of the
Classical Period can be found
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in Al-Magrizi. While expound-
ing on the 1395 A.D). economic
crisis in Egypt and on its con-
sequences on the economy and
society, he divided the Egyp-
tian population into seven ma-
jor “sections” *

(1) Men of the State (Ahl
Al-Dauleh), which includes ru-
lers, wazirs, judges, regional
administrators etc., that is,
those connected with the State
in their official or religious ca-
pacities.

(2) Men of wealth and of
prestige (Jah) who live in
luxury; also merchants and pri-
vileged persons.

(3) Salesmen (Sellers, ba’ah)
and merchants of moderate

means, together with those
people in their service (Al-
seweqeh).

(4) Men of agriculture, such
as cultivators of land and resi-
dents of wvillages and of the
countryside.

(5) Men of learning such as
scholars (Al-Fugeha’), students
(persuers of knowledge;ie., Tul-

lab Al- 'Ilm), and public em-
ployees (shuhud).
(6) Artisans and craftsmen,

and people in their employment
such as wage-laborers, porters
etc.,

(7) Destitute and lowly peo-
ple who earn their living by
begging or those who live on
charity.



formed some form of ‘“forced
labor” to which Ibn-Khaldun
makes several references (1969:
23-242, 304-308).7% The crys-
tallization of these groupings
by the 9th century A.D. took
place simultaneously with the
processes of urbanization (i.e,
the emergence of the major ur-
ban centers) and of centralized
bureaucratization, which trans-
ferred political power from the

traditional tribesmen to the
urban centers.

The crystallization of social
strata (the third stage of the
Classical period) was accom-
panied by certain modifications
in the determinants of the
emergent system of stratifica-
tion. Thus: (a) the large scale
conversion into Islam and the
improvement of the social sta-
tus of the mawali; (b) the ac-
cumulation of wealth and capi-
tal by certain sections of the
aristocracy through trade and
landownership; and (c) the
increase in differentiation and
specialization of the crafts
which were dominated by non-
Arabs. All these developments
can be seen to have contributed
greatly to the consolidation of
the political and economic de-
terminants and to the weaken-
ing of the religious determinant
of stratification (Ashtor, 1976:
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22-35).

The dynamic effects of these
events will be examined in the
next section. Let us now illus-
trate how the consolidation of
the stratification system is
reflected in the images the
classical writers held of their

own social order.®  Ja’far Ibn
al-Dimishqgi (ninth century),
whom Professor Rodinson
(1973:263) describes as “the

theoretician of trade,” mentions
three ways by which goods
were acquired: (i) by force, as
in the case of the State and the
criminals; (ii) by skills, as in
the case of craftsmen and tra-
ders; and (iii) by mixed ways,
such as when trade is carried
on by the State, or big “capi-
talists” who dominate the
market and set the prices for
small traders.

Ibn al-Faqih (late ninth cen-
tury), the ‘Abbasid geographer,
quotes the influential courtier,
Fadl Ibn Yahya, as having di-
vided mankind into four clas-
ses: rulers, viziers (wazirs); the
upper classes (of wealth); the
middle classes (men of culture);
and ‘‘the remainder are filthy
refuse, a torrent of scum, base
cattle, none of whom thinks
of anything but his food and

sleep” (cited in Levy, 1971:67).*



STRATA FORMATION IN
THE CLASSICAL PERIOD

The battle of 657 A.D. re-
ferred to earlier, between the
‘Ummayads and Ali followers
(Shi'et Ali) bore heavily on the
central issue of equality in faith
among Muslims. The triumph
of the ‘Ummayads did not set-
tle the issue decisively — ra-
ther it created the grounds for
the contested question of legi-
timacy which lasted for centu-
ries afterwards. Furthermore,
the ‘Ummaydds dynastic rule
created the grounds for the
distinction between Arab Mus-
lims and mawali or new Mus-
lims of non-Arab extraction
(Levy, 1971:54-62).%

During this formative period
certain social groups and sub-
groups crystalized. Among the
major groupings of Muslims,
the Qurayshites (the tribe of
the Prophet) emerged as the
new aristocracy. In an import-
ant sense, according to the
general rule of the jurist Abu
Hanifa school, “all Qurayshites
were of equal standing in a
class by themselves, and all
other Arabs were equal irres-
pective of their tribes” (Levy,
1971 : 63). Among the Quray-
shites and Arab Muslims, resur-
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gence of tribal loyalties mani-
fested itself in the form of
Muhajirun-Ansar  antagonism
which took latent forms in the
early ‘Ummayéd rule (Taha
Hussein, 1975, Vol. 1.87-181).
Antagonism between southern
Arabs (Yemenites) and north-
ern Arabs was also evident
(Ashtor, 1976:19-29).

Amongst each of the Muslim
and mawali major groupings,
there were several subgroup-
ings differentiated by factors
other than religious or ethnic
ones. These factors were mainly
political and economic. The
new Muslim aristocracy was
not the old tribal aristocracy
but a stratum of rank and pres-
tige which derived its legiti-
macy and strength from poli-
tical and military office as well
as from its relation to the Pro-
phet. The mawali were also
differentiated by wealth (land-
ed nobility or dihgans), intel-
lectual and political skills

(Glama and gadis and wazirs),
and skills in crafts. ©

Further major subgroupings
were the slaves and poorer
Arabs and mawalis who per-



tion of military slaves ulti- nal allegiance to the Caliph.
mately led to military take-over which lasted until the Ottoman
by these slaves who established conquest. #

petty dynasties paying nomi-
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purity and legality against il-
legitimate usurpation (Zubaida,
1972: and Hitti, 1953).

Zubaida (1672:317) forcefully
points out the historical signifi-
cance of this turning point:
“These events were crucial for
the subsequent ideological de-
velopment of Islam. It was at
this stage that Islam spawned
both its ideology and its Utopia
(in Mannheim’s sense). These
events . . . supplied the sym-
bols and myths both of legiti-
mation and of rebellions which
were to dominate later Islam.”
The Sufi movements which
emerged in the latter part of
this stage and during the Ab-
basid succession gave further
religious and ideological depth
to these events, in various
forms.

The establishment of bureau-
cratic military rule with a
strong  central government
fashioned along the lines of the
Persian and Byzantian models
proved an effective instrument
in regulating the vast conquer-
ed territories as one political
entity. And between the
seventh and eighth century a
rapid process of urbanization
took place. The reform of the
Persian and Byzantine land
systems and the imposing of a
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heavy land tax (kharaj) on the
non-Muslim populations pro-
vided strong impetus to the
movement toward the urban
centers established by the con-
quering Arabs (Al-Duri, 1969:
23-30).

This was accompanied by the
vast expansion of trade and
finance and by the flourishing

of the crafts in the urban centers.
By the early eighth century,

State revenues reached enor-
mous levels. But with military
expansion coming to an end in
the early ninth century, and
the considerable shrinkage of
Kharaj land due to conversion
to Islam, *  and the amassing
of huge individual wealth by
the ruling and merchant strata
an empire based on military ex-
pansion came to its economic
limits (Hitti, 1953; Zubaida,
1972; Al-Duri, 1969).

The process of fragmentation
of the empire began with the
cession of Al-Andalus (Spain)
in 755 A.D. North Africa at-
tained relative independence
from the central government in
800 A.D. Khurasan (Eastern
Persia) followed its example
in 820 A.D. The efforts by Ab-
basid rulers to regain central
rule and suppress internal re-
bellions by extensive importa-

E]



THE TRANSITION FROM THE TRIBAL
TO THE AUTOCRATIC MODEL

Islam as a form of govern-
ment affected the final break-
down of the dominant tribal-
kinship model of social organi-
zation. The early Islamic com-
munity was conceived of as
composed of the believers
bound together only by faith
rather than by kinship, ethnic
or racial boundaries. The social
organization of the community
of believers, however, did not
cause the complete eradication
of the tribal model; rather, the
image of the religious commu-
nity resembled that of a tribe
with the Prophet as its chief.
“This also meant that much of
the equalitarianism, the democ-
racy of joint decision making,
the accountability of leaders,
the voluntarism of joining in
common actions, all of
which characterized traditional
romadic  organization. were
features of [this] community”
(Zubaida, 1972 : 316).

This form of an organization
was soon to disappear due to

the expansion of conquest and
the rise of the necessities of
administering large territories.
In 657 AD. a decisive battle
was fought between those who
contended to preserve the reli-
gious and ethical principles of
the Islamic State and those
who allied themselves with the
dynastic Ummayad rule. The
Ummayads triumphed and suc-
ceeded in establishing dynastic
imperial rule which was to have
a lasting influence on subsequ-
ent Islamic forms of govern-
ment (Hitti, 1953: 178-186)-

The dynastic imperial rule of
the Ummaydds (which was es-
tablished in 661 A.D.) marked
the beginning of a process of
bureaucratization and empire
building and the end of the
“equalitarian’ participatory mo-
del of the early Islamic spirit
of reform. These developments
were met with rebellion and
resistance by Shi'ites and Kha-
rijites who conceived of them-
selves as fighting for religious



I. THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC ORIGINS
OF THE CLASSICAL PERIOD *

The emergence of the Isla-
mic Empire in the seventh cen-
tury went through several
stages, beginning with the ex-
pansion from a small Meccan
trading community to the rest
of Arabia, and later to Meso-
potamia. Persia, Syria and
Egypt.® Al-Duri  (1969:6)
summarizes these stages accord-
ing to a chronological sequence
as follows:

A. The first stage (7th century)
which witnessed the forma-
tion of the concepts of the
“nation” as opposed to the
“tribe”. and of al-Jihad or
Holy War.

B. The second stage (8th cen-
tury) in which the owner-
ship of conquered lands
(particularly agricultural
lands) was a major issue.
The appearance of large
landed-estates and the dis-
tinction between Arab Mus-
lims and al-Mawali or non-
Muslims were two import-
ant results.

C The third stage (8th - 10th
centuries) in which high
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levels of urbanization were
achieved, with the attend-
ant growth in the commer-
cial and financial institu-
tions and 1ndustry, as well
as the formalization of the
land ownership system.

D. The fourth stage (the end

of the 10th century through
the 14th) marks the begin-
ning of a general downward
economic trend and of the
return to agriculture,i and
the subsequent fragmenta-
tion of the Empire. In this
stage petty dynasties of mi-

litary rulers, foreign in
origin, became dominant
until the time of the

Ottoman conquest.®

The processes of transition
which allow us to distinguish
such stages involve a set of
highly complex political. econo-
mic, and social factors not thor-
oughly explored as yet. We
can. however. derive in some
indirect way certain tentative
hypotheses post ipso facto. as
to the processes of strata forma-
tion.



colonial penetration to post- that the
Second World War social
transformation.

social stratification
system of each period consti-
tutes a legitimate unit of com-

parison.
We shall attempt to establish
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Relative structural disconti-
auities  are  defined the
changes in the organization of
the economy  which ‘result
either (a) in the transforma-
tion of the composition of so-
cial strata, and/or (b) in signif-
icant shifts in the structural
and related mechanisms of stra-

as

tification (cf., Rossides, 1976 :
94-101).
(a) The composition of social

strata is determined by
many factors, the most im-
portant of which are the
patterns of demand on oc-
cupational skills set by the
dominant sectors of the
economy. Stability of strata
composition is associated to
a great extent with rela-
tive mobility closure due
to the functioning of the
mechanisms of stratifica-
tion. Transformation of
strata composition is
usually the result of the
reorganization of the eco-
nomy which calls for ad-
justments or a new struc-
tural demand for manpoewer
distribution ( Blau  and
Duncan, 1967 : 25-6).

The structural mechanisms
of stratification are the
forms by which class and
strata inequalities are trans-

(b)
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mitted, perpetuated
meodified. Two such [orais
have been emphasized hy
research: the transmissior
of strata inequalities by
(i) inheritance of stratum
position, and/or by ({ii) in-
stitutionalized mechanisms
of recruitment into strata
and classes. In other words,
societies historically differ
in the emphasis they place
on the mechanisms of as-
cription (in which varia-
bies of family socio-econo-
mic background are deter-
minants), or on the me-
chanism of achievement in
the wvarious forms of occu-
pational
sitions and wealth.

and prestige po-

On
tural

the basis of these struc-
discontinuities we can
identify three major historical
periods i the development of
social stratification in the Arab
countries of the Near East.™
[ The Classical period, which
covers the formation, f{iag-

mentation and decline of
the Islamic Empire.
II The Tutermediate perid

exiending from the esiah-
lishment of the Ottoman
Empire to the mid-nine-
teenth century.

The Modern period, hegin-
ning with the European
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THE METHODOLOGICAL SCHEME:
THE PRINCIPLE OF PERIODIZATION

The commonly accepted ap-
proach to the Near East, whe-
ther derived from Marx or
Weber, is clearly inadequate.
This approach consists in think-
ing of the Near East in nega-
tive terms. Thus Near Eastern
societies are considered only
inasmuch as they illustrate ne-
gatively the factors which in
Europe have led, positively, to
development and growth in the
form of Capitalism.?

We need not question the
fact that in a strictly compara-
tive context this approach is
legitimate, as we will demon-
strate later on. Its inadequacy,
however, is due mainly to the
objection that such an approach
underscores indirectly the cul-
tural continuity and obscures
the structural discontinuities
which Near Eastern societies
underwent at various points in
their history. Van Nieurwe-
huijze’s thesis of the inapplic-
ability of the concept of social
stratification to the ‘“Middle
East” is an excellent case in
point. It shows how this nega-
tive approach may produce
false contentions to the extent
of Euro-centrism. '
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As stated earlier, we will
attempt to sketch out the histor-
ical development of social stra-
tification in the contemporary
countries of the Near East by
introducing a different compar-
ative perspective. We will
not presuppose that “the typi-
cal situation in Europe” consti-
tutes the standard of compari-
son; rather we will compare the
stratification systems of clearly
defined historical periods char-
acterized by relative structural
discontinuities in the Arab
countries themselves.

In the context of the present
scheme, social strata formation
is considered at an analytically
distinct level from the class

structure.'” Social strata may
form as occupational groups or
as status groups along institu-
tionalized forms (dimensions)

of social inequalities. Social
strata at this level are concrete
historical groupings, which may
or may not develop into social
classes in the strict sense. Given
sound theoretical and empirical
evidence, social strata could
conceivably be combined to
form a social class system.



tically neutral
ization. ¥

form of organ-

(4) Marx and Weber's ac-
counts of the transition from
Feudalism to Capitalism in
Western Europe do not permit
specific generalizations concern-
ing transitional processes in
other socio-economic forma-
tions. In fact, both the concept
of the Asiatic Mode of Produc-
tion and that of Asiatic Patri-
monialisn are comprehensive
historical categories which lack
a chronological order and defi-

nite analytical cutting points."

One important transitional
process which we now term as
structural mobility was, for
understandable reasons, neg-
lected by Marx and Weber.
Structural mobility refers to
large-scale movement of indi-
viduals and groups among clas-
ses and strata, associated with
the transition from one social
structure to another or with
drastic reorganijzation of the
economy. Marx explicitly stated
that such large-scale mobility
can only be possible at an early
stage of the transition to Capi-
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talism. As capital becomes self-
reproducing, the two main
classes in time become largely
self-recruiting (Giddens, 1973 :
97-8). In the Weberian mor-
phological scheme, it is rather
difficult to discern a pattern of
social mobility among an infi-
nite number of economic, sta-
tus and prestige groups, al-
though Weber did mention the
passing on of advantage in de-
termining what he called “life-
chances.”

To sum up, although Marx
and Weber left so many unset-
tled issues in their treatments
of social stratification, they un-
doubtedly  provided us with
some indispensable methodolo-
gical and conceptual tools for
the historical study of stratifi-
cation systems, as long as the
limitations of those concepts
and methods are made obvious
and kept clearly in mind. Fur-
thermore, we may point out
that there is a great deal of
complementarity between Marx
and Weber’s analyses when
applied to the Near East, con-
trary to the claims of the Neo-
Weberians, as we shall see
(Parkin, 1971 : 18).



general represented a different
socio-economic formation which
Marx labelled ‘“the Asiatic
Mode of Production” and
Weber thought of as *“Asiatic
Patrimonialism.” Neither Marx
nor Weber offered an analytical
definition of either concept
beyond pointing out its dissimi-
larity from Feudalism.

(2) Marx and Weber acknow-
ledged that social classes -— the
backbone of their stratification
theories — have their origin in
the economic sphere of market
relations. Marx seemed to have
emphasized the so-called dicho-
tomous approach, i.e, bourge-
oisie-proletariat, by abstracting
class relations from the multi-
farious groupings at the occupa-

tional level (cf, Wallerstein,
1974 : 351-4). Weber contem-
plated alternative bases for

social stratification.

To Weber, class belongs to

the economic sphere; status
groups belong to the social
sphere; and social honor or

prestige is the basis for political
and economic power (Weber,
1958a : 180-95). In the case of
Marx the distinction between
class and stratum is not empi-
rically established, ' while
in the case of Weber the tricho-
tomy of class, status group, and
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political power cannot be re-
duced to interrelated dimen-
sions of a single startification
system. This problem be-
comes more obvious when ap-
plied to the Asiatic Mode of
Production and Asiatic Patri-
monialism.

(3) Marx and Weber per-
ceived very accurately that
what holds a stratification
system together is the structure
of social power distribution.
The State, as the bureaucracy
symbolizing authoity, enters
into the Marxian analysis as an
instrument in the service of the
dominant classes. He traced its
emergence in the division of
labor as a parasitic formation
with relative institutional au-
tonomy.

Weber’s treatment of bureau-
cracy as an instrument of ra-
tional calculation essential for
the development of capitalist
enterprise provides a more de-
tailed starting point. But Mar-
xian and Weberian treat-
ments of the functions of
bureaucratization and of the
role of State bureaucracy in
social stratification seem to be

rather unsatisfactory  when
they are applied to the Near
East, especially Weber's view

of State bureaucracy as a poli-



Recent thinking in stratifica-
tion theory and research have
tended to associate social stra-
tification with occupational
classification and to regard the
distribution of status and pres-
iige bestowed by the society on
occupations as the principal
form of evaluation. The occu-
pational classification is
thought of as an approximation
of the system of inequalities

having two dimensions : occu-
pational skills which may be
represented by educational at-
tainment, and material rewards

for occupational tasks perfor-
med, represented by income.
And occupational status is ccn-

sidered as the cultural comgo-

nent with the dimension of
prestige and power distribu-

tions.’

THE RELEVANCE OF MARX AND WEBER

The Functionalist school rep-
resents atheoretical trend
which considers social stratifi-
cation in ahistorical terms,
tracing its historical univer-
sality in all societies to the
“functional necessity” of in-
equality of rewards and abili-
ties in the performance of occu-
pational tasks. Two major
weaknesses can be found in
this explanation: (1) The
sweeping generality of the func-
tionalist propositions greatly
limit their applicability to con-
crete historical situations. (2)
The Functionalists have been
accused of failing to explain the
process which links ranking,
differentiation, inequality and
stratification.”

Comparing Marx and Weber
on the other hand, or more ac-
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curately, the procedure of con-
trasting Marxian formulations
with Weberian theses, has sti-
mulated a vast body of litera-
ture — providing the essential
theoretical background of the
dominant trends in stratifica-
tion research. But the prob-
lematics of applying Marxian
and Weberian “theories” to
underdeveloped societies should
be pointed out and emphasized.

(1) Marx and Weber's theo-
ries of social stratification are
deeply rooted in the analysis of
a concrete historical phenome-
non that of Capitalism.
Capitalism as a “socio-economic
formation” emerged as the re-
sult of definite historical pro-
cesses of transition frem Me-
dieval Feudalism. * The Near
Eastern and Asian societies in



BASIC CONCEPTS AND TERMINOLOGY

It is a well known fact that
the concept of stratification in
Western sociology is defined in
a variety of ways, not neces-
sarily consistent with one an-
other. The minimum of general-
ly accepted definition is that so-
cial groups are unequally “ar-
ranged” along a hierarchy or
hierarchies of positions or ranks
with regard to certain proper-
ties and attributes (Tumin,
1967 : 12). Problems arise when
the following questions are
asked - (a} What are the cha-
racteristics of these social
groups? (b) What specifically
are the dimensions of social
inequality? (c) What are the
structural mechanisms which
govern the unequal distribution
of those properties and attri-
butes? (d) What are the histo-
rical sources of the mechanism

of social inequality? (cf,
Pfautz, 1953 : 391)
If social stratification is an

historical phenomenon of struc-
tural dimensions, then it should
be made clear that a simple
process of ranking, that is,
evaluation of individuals and
groups according to kinship or
biological attributes may not,
in the strict sense, constitute
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a system of stratification.’
Although the process of ranking
is common to all known socie-
ties, age-groups or sex-groups
(sexual division of labor)
lack the structural mechanisms
which operate independently of
individual and biological attri-
butes.®

Autonomous structural me-
chanisms of inequality develop
with increasing social differen-
tiation, or more accurately with
the social division of labor,

associated with the social
institutions of property and
status. In modern times,
we have tended to iden-

tify social rank with occupa-
tional position. But in terms of
the division of labor, rank dif-
ferences are neither mechanis-
tically based on the differentia-
tion of occupations, nor are they
explained by the latter. We
associate a rank order with oc-
cupational activities through an
additional *“act” of evaluation
which produces a structured
system of socio-ecunomic in-
equalities with structural as
well as cultural dimensions
(Dahrendorff, in Beteille,
1970:26:8).



Secondly, certain issues in the
economic, political, and social
history of these societies, which
have had critical influence on
our subject matter, have con-
tinued to be the centre of
debate and controversy. (%)
Examples of these issues are the
following : to what extent does
“The Asiatic Mode of Produc-
tion” or “Asiatic Patrimonia-
lism” effectively describe Near
Eastern societies? How was
the national economy, specifi-
cally the relations of produc-
tion, organized at different his-
torical periods? To what extent
does the concept of Feudalism
apply to these societies? What
are the phases of the develop-
ment of the structure of the
ruling classes and strata?

Thirdly, historically, class
and strata cleavages have been
translated into religious and
ethnic terms which find their
origin in the early formative
years of the Islamic Empire in
the seventh century. Relig-
ious schisms in Islam and
the subsequent sectarianisms
became  vehicles of reli-
gious, political and economic

activism (cf. El-Kodsy, 1972:
and Zubaida, 1972). A systema-
tic study of social stratification
must bring this peculiar aspect
to light in order to understand
the cultural dynamics of the
contemporary  structure  of
social stratification in the Near
East (cf. Eisenstandt, 1973).

Fourthly, without some
knowledge of these issues a sys-
tematic study of social stratifi-
cation is not possible and
indeed has not been carried out.
Therefore, I would like to
stress at the outset that the
treatment of social stratification
in the societies under study is
rather sketchy and highly ten-
tative. The objective of a histo-
rical] survey of this kind is
designed primarily to systema-
tize some relevant data made
available by recent investiga-
tions dealing with previously
obscure aspects of history, so-
cial structure, economic rela-
tions and the like.

But before we embark on our
task, a  brief statement con-
cerning the conceptual and
methodological scheme and the
terminology utilized is in order.



PRELIMINARY STUDIES IN

SOCAL STRATIFICATION

IN ARAB COUNTRIES

INTRODUCTION

Social stratification is a struc-
tured system of social inequali-
ties, which constitutes the core

of the social structure of histo-
rical societies, A vast body of

theoretical and empirical re-
search has shown that such
structured
both as an organizing principle
subsuming stability and as a
mechanism of social change.' *

inequalities serve

The validity of this state-
ment applies to developed and
underdeveloped societies in
general. But it is also equally
valid that the social structure
and cultural context of deve-
loped and underdeveloped
societies are substantially dif-
ferent, and hence the proposi-
tion that the stratification sys-
temn of these societies function
in significantly different pat-
terns is not yet completely
clarified.’

The present preliminary
studies are a contribution to
the investigation of compara-

tive social stratification. The
primary purpose of these stu-
dies is to sketch out the histori-
cal development of the contem-
porary social stratification sys-
tem in the Arab countries of the
Near East.’

We cannot but confess that
the task we have set ourselves
to accomplish is enormous in-
deed, but the effort is certainly
warranted for several important
reasons. First, we have an ex-
tensive mass of relevant infor-
mation and  historical data
which have remained widely
dispersed, uncatalogued, and
unexplored, giving rise to con-
fusion and controversy. When
Professor Polk (in Polk and
Chambers, 1968:25) commented
on the state of research on the
nineteenth  century Middle
East, that “we are still dealing
more with archeology than his-
tory” he was accurately char-
acterizing the state of our
knowledge in this particular
field of study.

* Note : Direct references are located in the text (with year of publication
and page numbers). Footnotes and detailed references will be

found at the end of the text, followed by

bibliographical listings.



ABSTRACT

et

This treatise attempts to fill a serious gap in the understanding
of the evolution and dynamics of the social stratification system in the
Arab countries of the Near East. It reviews the main aspects of ine
literature on the subject, then it proceeds to analyze the evolution of
ihe stratification system in the light of the two basic concepts : ““divi-
sion of labour” and “structural mobility,” and in accordance with the
“principle of vneriodization taken as a methodologically guiding
principle.

Ceonsequently, and on the hasis of the “Culturzl contingity,” and
the “structurai discontinuities’’, this treatise identifies and stucies
three major historicai periods in the development of social stratifica-
tion in the Arab countries of the Near East :

i. The classical Period, whichi covers iiie rice, formation, fragmenta-
gion and decline of the Islaraic Empire.

it. The Intermediate Period, which extends from the establishment
of the Ottoman Empire to the Midnineteenth century.

ili. The Modern Period, which begins with the Eurcpean {o'onial
penetration into the Arab countries to post Second World War

This treatise establishes the fact that the social stratification
system of each period constitutes a legimate unit of comparisen, Thus
it shows, in past that the ' stasis thesis”” wich claims that Asian soc-
ieties have no history is an oversimplified misconception.

The treatise describes, and analyses, the various social ~lasses
( strata and substrata ) in each of the three above-mentioned periods -
The Origin of each sirata, its role, itsfunciion,its structure, its compo-
sition, the clements that constitute it and the sources from wiuch
these clements are recruited. This reveals the developments and cha-
nges that took place in the stratification system, and throws seme light

on the contemporary social stratification system in the Arab countr-
ies in the Near East.
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