
modernity that his book describes was peculiar only to authors in Istanbul or rather shared by authors
from different parts of the world.

While Khayyat could have explored these complex and vast topics, other historians and literary critics
can take these topics as points of departure for further avenues of research that Istanbul 1940 opens up.
Overall, Khayyat’s work provides deep insights and exciting approaches for Middle Eastern studies and
comparative literature, as it generates a rich intellectual panorama of three writers who worked in Istanbul
during the same period. Just as Edib, Auerbach, and Tanpınar looked at their pasts to respond to their
globalizing present, critics today who read Khayyat’s work can look at these three authors to respond to a
globalizing literary studies.
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A welcome addition to the burgeoning anthropological literature on Turkey, Precarious Hope by Ayşe
Parla is a vigorously researched and compellingly written ethnographic study of the post-1990s
Bulgarian Turkish labor migration. Complicating the easy distinctions between economic and political
migrants, Bulgarian Turkish (Bulgaristanlı) migrants—who are European Union passport holders—go
against the grain of conventional migration paths: they leave Europe to work as undocumented laborers
in Turkey. Drawing on extensive fieldwork in both Turkey and Bulgaria, the book offers a portrait of these
“unconventional” migrants. It examines how their identities and sense of belonging, their social and spa-
tial mobilities, and their gendered subjectivities are constituted in and through encounters with the police
and state institutions, as well as encounters with Turkey’s labor, citizenship, and migration regimes.
Bridging Middle Eastern and Slavic and East European studies, the book makes important contributions
to scholarly debates over migration, bureaucracy, precarity, and affect and emotions.

In the wake of the Syrian civil war, Turkey has come to host more refugees than any other country in the
world, and the country’s migration regime has become a subject of increasing academic interest. In a move
away from the figure of the suffering refugee that saturates the media and academic scholarship, Precarious
Hope invites the reader to look at Turkey’s migration laws and bureaucracy from the vantage point of a rel-
atively privileged group of migrants who identify ethnically as Turkish. As such, this group of migrants can
tap into the ethnoracial underpinnings of the state and its laws by mobilizing ethnic kinship idioms and
claiming common national belonging. This work ably uses the concept of hope to explore how
Bulgaristanlı migrants navigate ethnic privilege and economic and legal vulnerability in the murky zone
between legality and illegality. In so doing, the book provides a theoretically sound framework and a stim-
ulating ethnographic case study to consider hope and belonging in relation to privilege and precarity.

Like the other Turkish-speaking Muslim minorities from the Balkans, Bulgarian Turkish migrants
have long enjoyed a special status in the eyes of the Turkish nation-state. For example, in response to
the totalitarian and violently assimilative policies of the Bulgarian state towards its Muslim minorities
in the 1980s, Turkey opened its borders and formally granted citizenship to Bulgarian Turkish migrants.
Unlike the earlier generation of migrants in the 1980s, Parla’s interlocutors are not guaranteed automatic
citizenship, yet they still benefit from favorable discretionary treatment in both formal and informal legal
spheres. In fact, Bulgaristanlı migrants are not only hopeful of, but also feel entitled to, legalization
because of their claims to ethnonational belonging. This is in stark contrast to other migrants, for
whom the road to citizenship is often closed because Turkey only accepts as immigrants individuals
with “Turkish race/lineage” and “ties to Turkish culture.”
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Bulgaristanlı migrants’ hopes for legalization and citizenship—which are incited and buttressed by the
ethnoracial formations of Turkish belonging, citizenship, and nationalism—are a form of what Parla calls
“entitled hope”: hopes that can be taken for granted by certain groups. Building on the insights of Marxist
cultural theory and the anthropology of emotions, Parla conceptualizes hope not as an inner state that
resides in individuals but as a “collective structure of feeling.” She then examines its historical, legal,
and political production and finds that Bulgaristanlı migrants’ hopes are entitled, but they are also pre-
carious because Bulgaristanlı migrants are not fully secure in their legal, economic, or cultural belonging.
In addition to their status as members of a flexible and disposable migrant workforce, they often face
cultural disapproval and stigmatization in relation to their perceived lacks and excesses. They are branded
as too secular and nostalgically attached to communism, and as not religious enough. As such, they must
walk a thin line so as not to be seen as violating the gendered codes of morality, modesty, and honor that
get negotiated through culinary habits, mixed-gender socialization, and the public behavior of women.
The book’s beautiful title, “Precarious Hope,” precisely captures the perpetual interplay of privilege
and precarity that drives the formation of Bulgaristanlımigrants’ hopes for citizenship and a better future,
on the one hand, as well of their nostalgic yearning for the communist past, on the other.

Among the book’s many contributions to emergent fields in Middle East studies, two in particular
should be highlighted. The first concerns the role of race and racialization in our understanding of
power, identity, and social inequality. Race is often omitted from Middle East studies scholarship as
an analytical category, sometimes to the detriment of racialized groups in the region. Precarious Hope
enters into a productive dialogue with insights from critical race theory, laying bare the ways in which
ideas and ideologies about race infect and inflect law and state ideology and the everyday practices of
labor, violence, and belonging.

Although the book centers on Bulgarian Turkish migrants by and large, Parla also draws on her long-
term activist work with migrants from different racial and national backgrounds to demonstrate how pre-
cariousness, just like hope, is differentially distributed across race, class, gender, and nationality among
migrant populations. Especially evocative are her discussions of the murder of the Nigerian refugee
Festus Okey while he was in police custody and of the gendered violence targeting non-Turkish female
migrants. Following up on her now classical piece on politics of honor (“The ‘Honor’ of the State,”
Feminist Studies 27, no. 1 [2001]: 65-88), Parla especially expands on gender and sexual violence in rela-
tion to processes of racialization. She explores how Bulgarian Turkish female migrants occupy a privi-
leged and relatively safe niche in domestic work, while others who work in informal textile ateliers,
such as African female migrants, are construed as sex workers and routinely exposed to sexual violence.

How will the Turkish government’s politically contentious decision to grant citizenship to one hundred
thousand Syrian refugees affect the ethnonational citizenship regime described in the book? Although Parla
addresses this only briefly in a footnote and hints at possible answers, the book nevertheless provides a com-
pelling theoretical scaffold for thinking about historically contingent nexuses of privilege and precarious-
ness, which will no doubt aid other scholars of migration who might delve into this question.

The book’s second critical contribution concerns its investigation of the role that affects and emotions
play in shaping and mediating the ways in which people relate to macro-level sociopolitical structures and
transformations. Middle East studies scholarship is no stranger to this field, which examines the expres-
sive genres, poetics, and politics of emotion and is epitomized by the rich anthropological literature on
honor and shame. Precarious Hope builds on this tradition and critically extends it through Parla’s con-
ceptualization of hope as not simply an individual feeling but a collective structure of feeling that ani-
mates common forms of being and becoming. In her account, hope emerges as the affective interface
between the law and the subject, the individual body and the body politic, and the ordinary and the crisis.
The uneven production and distribution of hope is crucial to governance and to the different ways in
which various social groups relate to state power and invest in imagined communities. To make her argu-
ments, Parla surveys the Western philosophical genealogy of hope at various points throughout the book;
scholars working on feelings may find this work very useful, unless they are specifically interested only in
the Islamicate genealogies and culturally specific repertoires of hope.

A remarkable section of this work is Parla’s articulation, in Chapter 2, of a succinct but powerful meth-
odological critique of certain versions of affect theory, which has become an influential approach to the study
of emotions. She offers a sharp critique of the conception of affect as a prediscursive impersonal intensity
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that is radically distinct and qualitatively different from emotion, understood as subjectivized feeling and
narrativized experience. This critique is a candidate for becoming a classical reading in the anthropology
of emotions/affect, with the potential for impact well beyond the scope of Middle East studies.

All in all, Precarious Hope is an indispensable text for scholars working and teaching on Turkey, migra-
tion, refugees, citizenship, emotions, the informal economy, and race and ethnicity in the Middle East.
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Comprised of ten case-study chapters and an introduction, this book provides an empirically rich collec-
tion that will appeal to researchers of urbanism in the Middle East. The book’s focus is on examples, or
more appropriately, experiments of social housing in the Middle East. The two editors situate the intel-
lectual and emotional desire to bring the volume to light by poetically reminiscing on encountering the
Think Global, Build Social! exhibition in Izmir, Turkey. The exhibition seems to signal to two contexts to
which the editors are responding, and according to which I will structure my review: the changing social
nature of architecture and an intellectual intervention in postcolonial urbanism.

The first, is the academic and activist soul-searching of the architectural profession to become more
“socially concerned” within a time of neoliberal urbanism and the withdrawal of large-scale state-led pro-
vision of housing for lower-income groups (p. 5). This simultaneously demonstrates a welcomed shift to
principles of participatory design and faces the challenge of the lack of revolutionary or developmental
support from the state, as the editors write. I would argue, however, that this humble, yet, critical turn is
made possible because of the disinvestment from the high-modernist desire to shape, order, and civilize
the population, a desire that has been the subject of critiques for decades in the work of James C. Scott,
or, in Middle East Studies, of Timothy Mitchell. In a way, this critical conversation highlights how the
grand-modernist ambition of the post-war moment might still influence the profession. The desire for
modernity, and the lamentation of the modernist promise that seems to fail and disappoint is a running
thread through many of the chapters presented. Mohammed Elshahed’s chapter (Chapter 3) recovers
archival material from Egyptian Architect Mahmoud Riad to recount one of the many moments of
Egyptianizing the architectural profession as well as an unmistakable modernist desire to respond to a
crisis of housing. Jaleh Jalili and Farshid Emami’s fascinating chapter (Chapter 10) also traces the emer-
gence of architects as national experts on housing and urban planning by shedding light on the gener-
ation that established the Society of Iranian Diplomate Architects (SIDA). Together these chapters
highlight the complex ways in which a modernist global discourse was professionalized and—at
times—nationalized in local contexts. They also pay attention to the ways in which these endeavors
grappled with defining and articulating “modernity.”

Of course, this moment of modernity has its afterlives, which are the focus of most of the volume’s
chapters. In a way, a common theme in the chapters is to chart the trajectory, and fate of earlier archi-
tectural plans and designs through tracing their appropriation or their failure to meet their original inten-
tions. To mention a few examples: Mae al-Ansari’s essay on Kuwait and the question of gender marginality
(Chapter 8) recovers the original intention of the Sabah al-Salem Housing Project (SSHP) by highlighting
the material from original designers Krzysztof Wisnioswski. A master-plan that attempted to respond to the
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