
Book Reviews

243Insight Turkey  Vol. 12 / No. 1 / 2010

pan-Asian visions of world order lose their 
appeal, especially with the rise of national-
ist movements influenced by Wilsonian-
ism, socialism, and the principle of self-de-
termination (p. 127). The Turkish Republic 
was based on these new ideas, leaving the 
pan-Islamic vision in vain, while Japan fol-
lowed another path based on a pan-Asian 
vision until the World War II.   

Aydin’s book is timely and sheds lights 
on the current discussions on global order, 
pan-Islamism and pan-Asianism as it brings 
a much-needed historical background to the 
world order debate. Returning to the main 
question of the book, he argues that it was 
the legitimacy crisis of a single, globalized, 
international system represented by the 
West that produced both the pan-Islamic 
and pan-Asian visions of world order and 
not a nativist rejection of the West. From 
Aydin’s historical accounts, one can infer 
that whenever a dominant vision of global 
order loses legitimacy, alternatives rise. In 
other words he implicitly argues that for a 
better understanding of “the rise of rest” or 
resistance, one should look inside the West 
and its policies that created the legitimacy 

crisis of its existence in the eyes of “the 
rest” rather than focusing and blaming “the 
rest”. However, this observation also points 
to a weakness of the book in that he does 
not explicitly touch upon the significance 
of both the pan-Islamic and pan-Asian 
visions of world order in the twenty-first 
century. Had a chapter on the meaning and 
the significance of both visions today been 
added, Aydin’s study would not only bring 
an historical background to the debate but 
also relate it to the current discussions, thus 
making it a must-read book. 

Despite this minor deficiency, Aydin’s 
work is extremely well researched and well 
argued, and full of details and insights that 
are crucial for those who are interested in 
East-West relations and contextualizing 
anti-Westernism. If for nothing else, the 
author must be credited with his immense 
expertise in discussing two difficult fields, 
Asian and the Middle Eastern studies, and 
his ability to present it in a Western context 
with its terminology and understanding 
without losing the essence.

Mehmet Özkan, Sevilla University

The title of this new volume is perhaps 
misleading suggesting as it does a discus-
sion of imperial expansion and its impact 
on conqueror and conquered alike. It is, 
to be sure, a study of ghaza and its orga-
nization by pre-modern Muslim dynasts. 

Anooshahr prefers the term itself, ghaza, 
to “holy war” with its thorny, tangled asso-
ciations (p. 14). His particular interest lies 
with Mahmud of Ghazna (Ghaznavid dy-
nasty, d.1030), Murad II (Ottoman dynasty, 
d. 1451) and, especially, Babur Muhammad 
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Zahir al-Din (Timurid dynasty, founder of 
the Mughal state, d. 1531) all of whom en-
gaged in warfare of the sort.

But Anooshahr is little interested in the 
stuff of battles and empire-building per se, 
not to speak of the day-to-day messy poli-
tics of each reign. (One result is that readers 
with little background in the “Middle Pe-
riod” of Islamic history, the eleventh to the 
sixteenth centuries, will likely struggle with 
the many allusions scattered throughout). 
Rather, Anooshahr’s aim is to understand 
how would-be Muslim monarchs “evoked 
the memory of the ghazis of yore” in a proj-
ect of fashioning themselves as “ghazi kings” 
(p. 2). It is a study, in sum, of ghaza as an 
instrument in a process of “self-fashioning” 
by men of power and ambition. The project 
was one of wielding symbols and language 
drawn directly from Islamic history, tradi-
tion and, especially, texts in an effort to le-
gitimate. It is, in a word, a study of imagery, 
discourse, of careful propaganda.

But the book is also, and principally, a 
study of the books produced by and about 
the rulers in question, notably the remark-
able Baburnama, about which Anooshahr 
has much to say. He is clear in indicating 
his desire to contribute to a still lively de-
bate over what is clumsily termed “Islamic” 
historiography. He is, in his opening chap-
ter, broadly critical of the efforts of prede-
cessors. Among the merits of the book is 
reliance on a wide range of sources, in at 
least five languages; Anooshahr appears to 
know Arabic, Persian, Ottoman Turkish 
and Chagatay. Instructors in Islamic and 
Central Asian history may find the book a 
useful source as Anooshahr translates ex-
tended passages from a number of texts.

The evidence, as marshaled here, leaves 
little question but that each of the dynasts 
exerted considerable effort at convincing 
all who would listen – including, of course, 
their own retainers and fighting men – of 
their proper heroic role. They fought with 
horse and drawn sword but no less with 
signs, symbols and language (p. 57). It was 
Babur’s gift that he wielded sword and sign 
with equal verve; Anooshahr argues that 
Babur’s skill in fashioning a public image 
is the best explanation for his success in 
overrunning India. His achievement lay, 
first, in producing a body of Persian-lan-
guage propaganda (in the form of sermons, 
proclamations and his own memoirs) then, 
secondly, in having the material commu-
nicated to the elite of South Asian Muslim 
society (pp. 50-57).

The effort, of fashioning the image of 
“ghazi king,” was of several parts. First, the 
princes had to read or, at least, have oth-
ers read for them. Babur and his illustri-
ous predecessors turned (or had others 
turn) to appropriate texts from which lan-
guage and lessons were drawn. In Babur’s 
case, it was reliance, often and directly, to 
works produced by the courts of, precisely, 
Mahmud of Ghazna and Murad II. Second, 
the dynasts then turned to the project of 
self-imagery itself, using what they found 
in the texts but driven by the ideological 
and political demands before them. Final-
ly, and crucially, these same rulers shaped 
their conduct in the field to fit the written 
word. It is this last idea that drives much 
of the discussion and, indeed, Anooshahr 
wishes it to be his central contribution. It 
is that Babur, like his earlier counterparts, 
was driven to act, in his case, by what had 
he had produced in the pages of his great 
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memoir. We are, in sum, to read the Babur-
nama, as we are the books associated here 
with the Ghaznavid and Ottoman rulers, as 
virtual scripts.

This is a provocative and intelligent 
book, and promises to engage specialists in 
various disciplines of Near Eastern, Central 
Asian and Islamic studies. But questions 
remain. Anooshahr wishes to see a com-
mon effort at work in the representation of 
a series of Turkish/Central Asian princes, 
an effort, in other words, that joins works 
written across Near Eastern and Islamic 
history. But the Baburnama is quite a differ-
ent sort of book – on several levels – than, 
say, the chronicles of al-Tabari (d. 923) and 
al-Mas`udi (d. 956) (pp. 75-83). The latter 
works were produced earlier and in quite 
different socio-political circumstances than 
even, say, those of Nizam al-Mulk and Abu 
Nasr al-Utbi (both eleventh century). Too 
little effort is made here in marking such dis-
tinctions. But, more to the point, Anooshahr 
is perhaps too eager to press his sample 
texts to the mold. This reviewer wondered, 
for example, if al-Mas`udi really intended 

to craft an image of the ninth century Ab-
basid commander – a Turkish slave officer, 
Bugha the Elder/al-Kabir  (Anooshahr’s ref-
erence to him as “Bugha the Great” misses 
the point that a second Bugha, the Younger/
al-Saghir was on hand) – and, by extension, 
“the noble foreign warrior” (p. 81). 

Also, one balks in reading that Babur’s 
political and military successes and presum-
ably, by extension, those of earlier dynasts, 
are to be largely understood as the fruit of 
propaganda (that is, self-fashioning, pp. 38-
39, 57). In Babur’s case, previous scholar-
ship perhaps placed too great a stress on the 
role of gunpowder in the founding of the 
Mughal state. But to set aside consideration 
of battlefield success, however achieved, 
not to speak of such other patterns of em-
pire-building as patronage and economic 
development, seems reckless. The effort to 
manipulate information and imagery cer-
tainly must have been necessary but it is 
quite a different matter to assign it a solo 
performance. 

Matthew S. Gordon, Miami University

German-Turkish relations in the twen-
tieth century were at times very good and 
very close, at times cold, semi-colonial, 
and often difficult, but always complex and 
never black and white. Even when rela-

tions were friendly, as before and during 
World War One, the German side often 
tried to dominate the Ottoman Empire in 
some way which led to resentment among 
those who became aware of this—most 
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