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ment has grow n, but that it has become a m ajor factor a ffe ctin g  basic 
decisions and policies is m ore than doubtful. u

In  discussing “ The U .S . and the Palestine T an g le ,”  D r. A gw an i 
describes the series o f pressures and m iscalculations that fin a lly  led 
the A m erican governm ent to adopt policies w hich drained the reser
vo ir o f  faith and good w ill that had taken so m any years to fill. H e 
concludes that the basic erro r lay  in con fu sin g  “ the Palestine problem  
with the w ider issue o f the rehabilitation o f the E u ro p ean  re fu gees,”  
and in deciding an im portant international issue on the basis o f dom es
tic political expediency. It is in this chapter that he presents his view s 
with greatest clarity.

In  criticizing what he considers U .S .  support o f the rem nants o f  
B ritish  colonialism  in the A ra b  area, the author does not give su ffic ien t 
w eight to the pressure o f events in other parts o f the w orld. A ft e r  
asserting that “ B ritish  diplom atic c ra ft”  exploited “ A m erican  sen si
tiveness to the ‘com m unist menace’”  he goes on to a sk : “ W hat could 
the United States gain by supporting the B ritish  position?”  T h e 
answ er is that, right or w rong, the U .S . felt it could not a ffo r d  to 
sacrifice  B ritish  support in other areas, no less im portant in the global 
picture. A ctually, the U .S . was neither so subservient to B ritish  p res
sures nor so seduced by “ B ritish  diplom atic c ra ft”  as D r. A gw an i 
seems to think.

T h e book also deals w ith questions o f economic developm ent and 
w ith the abortive e ffo r ts  to organize a collective defense to fill t h e ’ 
pow er vacuum  le ft by the w ithdraw al o f B ritish  and French  forces. 
W ith  regard  to the latter, D r. A gw an i feels that m ore reliance should 
have placed on the local peoples, p articu larly  the E gyp tian s.

T h e  book has a good map. T h ere  are  also appendices, tables and a 
bibliography.

A  w rite r treads dangerous ground w hen he treats o f  actions and 
reactions still in a state o f f lu x . H e is not dealing w ith a phase o f  
h istory that has a  clearly  discernible beginning and end, out o f  w hich 
he can make a neat package. H e  should, therefore, be care fu l o f  his 
evaluations, lest h istory  prove him  w rong. Qne m ust make allowances 
in ju d g in g  those w ho w rite such books as this, but, in this regard , D r. 
A gw an i has acquitted h im self well —  to date, m ost subsequent hap
penings in the A ra b  W orld  confirm  rather than contradict his im plicit 
prognostications.

A s  a study o f A rab -A m erican  relations by a European-educated, 
n on-A rab  M uslim , this thesis is an interesting docum en t; but it m ay be 
som ewhat m isleading to those w ho do not already know the subject 
thoroughly. £ ? n C *

R id g e f i e ld ,  C o n n e c t i c u t < O  v  v  E dward Latham

Mohammed and Charlemagne. By Henri Pirenne, translated by Bernard Miall, 
New York, Barnes Noble Inc, n.d., pp; 293.

T h is  book o f 19 3 5  has had a w ide vogue in E u ro p e  and it is o f  
such vital interest that even now it does not come too late befo re  the 
A m erican  reader. T h e  book w as w ritten  by a m an devoted to Carol in -- 
gian and M erovingian  studies and it is review ed  by a  man w h o se
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A rab ic  w as acquired some fo rty -fiv e  years ago whereas his C arolingian 
studies have not flagged. In  this m agazine, then, it is on ly fa ir  to 
rem ark that the title o f this book m ay sound m isleading. M uham m ed 
is not the hero o f the book at a ll ; the e ffe c t  o f Islam  is studied in as 
fa r  as the w orld  o f Charlem agne has been its result.

T w o  now fam ous conclusions w ere reached by  P irenn e in this re
spect. T h e  Rom an E m p ire  in 400 a .d . and the Rom an E m p ire  in 650 
a .d . did not present basic d ifferen ces. T h e  M erovingians did not de
stroy antiquity.

T h is negative thesis is the first. T h e  second thesis r u n s : Islam  made 
such continuity in the W est im possible. It  interrupted all interchange 
between E a st  and W est because the W estern  M editerranean became a 
M usulm an lake (p. 284). H ence, Charlem agne w as forced into fa r  
northern, inner continental regions. T h ere  w holly new civilisation began.

In  m y ow n research, I  have found P iren n e ’s thesis to be borne out 
by the facts in the law  and the liturgy, the language and the literary  
character. W hether the “ M usulm an lake”  w as an absolute truth, seems 
debateable. H ow ever, the pressures from  Islam  cannot be d en ied ; and 
their consequences should be part o f  any genuine sto ry  o f  the 8th and 
9th century.

T h is  question has been neglected too long so that P iren n e ’s thesis 
Seems overdue. F o r  a much m ore serious task looms before  us as soon 
as we see the break-up o f the ancient w orld  as happening fro m  6 50 A .D . 
to 750 A .D . and let the insipid date o f  476 disappear. H o w  fa r  are 
Charlem agne and M uham m ed two, the tw o possible solutions o f intro
ducing the non-citified  peoples, under the veneer o f the G reek-R om an 
P olis-civilisation , to the w orship  o f O ne G o d ? M uham m ed subjugated 
the polis to the sim ple faith  o f  w arrio rs. H e freed  the tribes from  
m agic and d evilry, from  tatoo and vendetta. H e  cleaned but. d id not 
open their lips. Charlem agne kept the R om an Catholic veneer and his 
w arrior-b ish ops changed its creed (filio q u e), its litu rgy  and its canons.

A  new  book,, expected fo r  f i f t y  years and fin a lly  published in 19 5 5 , 
by G eorge M isch, com pares the N ord ic  and the A ra b ic  p re-Islam ic 
traditions o f  autobiography in the m ost fru itfu l m anner. I  am  not a  
Spenglerian  and I  think that his g iv in g  to Islam  the f irs t  and to the 
“ O ccident”  the second m illennium  o f our era  is a  fallacy. B u t it is  a 
v e ry  d iffe re n t m atter to ask w h y S p en gler ever could hatch his p re 
posterous scheme. T h en  the fau lt m ay have to .b e  found w ith  us w ho 
have not follow ed R an ke ’s suggestion in his un iversal h isto ry  that 
the tw o roads o f E a st  and W est w ere  decided in 785 w hen C h arle
m agne prevailed  over the Pope to drop C h arles’ on ly riva l and to em 
brace w holeheartedly the F ran k ish  tutelage.

P iren n e ’ s book has forced  upon us a  m ore com prehensive v isio n  o f 
the D a rk  A g e s , so called, d u rin g  w hich the ancient polis began to be 
replaced by  “ the peoples”  in the W est as H en ri F ran co is  M u ller has 
show n in  h is É p o q u e  M e ro v in g ie n n e  ( 19 4 5 ) ,  and w h ere  the super
stitions o f  the tribesm en from  A fr ic a  to In dia w ere at least blocked 
and large ly  elim inated by the sim plifications o f  the Q u r ’an. H ence it 
is m y sincere conviction that the book should be made the stepping 
stone fo r  a  new  approach to our heritage.

N o r w ic h , V t. E ugen Rosenstock-H uessy


