’

imitation in the Middle kast was somewhat more elaborate, it part
because r of this region, including parts of North Africa, retained
independe. . from European colonialism. Muslims had long disdained
Western culture and Christianity, and Muslim leaders, including the
rulers of the great Ottoman Empire, had been very siow to recognize
the West’s growing dynamism after the fifteenth century. Some West-
ern medicine was imported, but technology was ignored. Only in the
eighteenth century did this attitude begin, halcingly, to change. The Ot-
toman government imported a printing press from Europe and began
discussing Western-style technical training, primarily in relationship to
the military.

In 1798 a French force briefly seized Egypt, providing a vivid sym-
bol of Europe’s growing technical superiority. Later an Ottoman gover-
nor, Muhammed Ali, seized Egypt from the imperial government and
pursued an ambitious agenda of expansionism and modesnization.
Muhammed Ali sponsored many changes in Egyptian society in imira-
tion of Western patterns, including a new tax system and new kinds of
schooling. He also destroved the traditional Egyptian elite. The govern-
ment encouraged agricultural production by sponsoring major irriga-
tion projects and began to import elements of the industrial revolution
from the West in the 1830s. English machinery and technicians were
brought in to build textile factories, sugar refineries, paper mills, and
weapons shops. Muhammed Ali clearly contemplated veeping

reform program in which industrialization would play a ceniral role in
making Egypr a powerhouse in the Middle East and an equal to the Eu-
ropean powers. Many of his plans worked well, but the industrializa-
tion effort failed. Egyptian factories could not in the main compete
with European imports, and the initial experiments either failed of stag-
nated. More durable changes .involved the encouragement to the pro-
duction of cash crops like sugar and cotton, which the government re-
quired in order to earn tax revenues to support its armies and its
industrial imports. Growing concentrarion on cash crops also enriched
a new group of Egyptian landlords and merchants. But the shift actu-
ally formalized Egypt’s dependent position in the world economy, as
European businesses and governments increasingly interfered with the
internal economy. The Egyptian reaction to the West’s industrial revo-
lution, even more than the Russian response, was to generate massive
economic redefinition without industrialization, a strategy that locked
peasants into landlord control and made a manufacturing transforma-
rion at best a remote prospect.

Spurred by the West’s example and by Muhammed Ali, the Ot
toman government itself set up some factories after 1839, importing
equipment from Europe to manufacture textiles, paper, and guns. Coal
and iron mining were encouraged. The government established a postal
system in 1834, a telegraph system in 1855, and steamships and the be-
ginning of railway construction from 1866 onward. These changes in-
creased the role of European traders and investors in the Ottoman
gconomy and produced no overall industrial revolution. Again, the
clearest result of improved transport and communication was a grow-

ing entphasis on the export of cash crops and minerals to pay tc ~ ~ces-
sary manufactured impores from Europe. An industrial exan.  had
been set, and, as in Egypt, a growing though still tiny minority of Mid-
dle Easterners gained some factory experience, but no fundamental
transformation occurred. . . .

Developments of preliminary industrial trappings —a few facto-
ries, a few railroads —nowhere outside Europe converted whole
economies to an industrialization process until late in the nineteenth
century, though they provided some relevant experience on which later
(mainly after 1870) and more intensive efforts could build. A few
workers became factory hands and experienced some of the same up-
heaval as their Western counterparts in terms of new routines and pres-
sures on work pace. Many sought to limit their factory experience,
leaving for other work or for the countryside after a short time; tran-
sience was a problem for much the same reasons as in the West: the
clash with traditional work and leisure values. Some technical and busi-
ness expertise also developed. Governments took the lead in most at-
tempts to imitate the West, which was another portent for the future;
with some exceptions, focal merchant groups had neither the capital

nor the motivation to undertake such ambitious and uncertain projects.
By the 18505 a number of governments were clearly beginning to real-

_ize that some policy response to the industrial revolution was ab-

solutely essential, lest Western influence become still more overwhelm-
ing. On balance, however, the principal results of very limited imitation
tended to heighten the economic imbalance with western Europe, a dis-
parity that made it easier to focus on nonindustrial exports. This too
was a heritage for the future. . ..

QUESTIONS:

1. Identify some of the changes made by Muhammed Ali as he

embarked on his program of modernization?

2. Why did Egyptian plans for industrialization fail? AND identify

what the effects from this were, both Economically.and Socially?

3. In what ways was the experience of the Ottoman Empire as a

whole, with regard to industrialization, like that of Egypt? Explain

4. Qverall, was the attempted industrialization of both Egypt, and

the Ottornan Empire, more like that of Western Europe orof a
place like Russia? How do you know?




