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of the 1927 Dress Law, showing how hegemonic masculinity became instantiated as public policy. Here
Balslev introduces some of her most interesting photographic material to remind the reader of how
class, religious, ethnic, and geographic difference were integral to male gender presentation prior to the
Dress Law, with pre-1927 Iranian society exhibiting a radically heterogenous assemblage of sartorial
modes ranging from the brightly checkered robes of Kurdish tribesmen to the vivid green turbans of
sayyids to the full mustaches grown by wrestlers of the zurkhaneh (house of strength). As Balslev recounts,
the Dress Law was explicitly designed to eliminate these forms of difference, while simultaneously bolstering
the masculine credentials of an already privileged elite, thereby imposing their vision of manhood as the
only acceptable norm. In this regard, Balslev places notions of gender at the center of the Pahlavi state-
building project as a whole, showing how such disparate policies as conscription and legal codification
were themselves conditioned through the promulgation of hegemonic masculinity. Balslev concludes the
monograph with a discussion of how “the interweaving of nationalism, health, and aesthetics in the discus-
sion on the dress reform...made hegemonic masculinity corporeal” (p. 229), and how this corporeal mas-
culinity was institutionalized, with Chapter 7 exploring how the scouting and school sport initiatives of the
late-1920s and 1930s inculcated new body images on a mass scale in tandem with sartorial reform.

In much the same way as Wilson Chacko Jacob has shown how the Egyptian effendiyya class sought to
remake their own vernacular notions of bourgeois masculinity into national culture, so Iranian
Masculinities reveals the efforts of Iran’s economically and politically powerful “thousand families” to
fashion themselves as model masculine subjects. That being said, and although Balslev insists on the spe-
cificity of these elites, there is a tendency in her analysis for the press and, in later chapters, for state policy
to stand in as a proxy for the actions and opinions of specific members of the class themselves.
Furthermore, while Balslev’s analysis of the particularities of elite gender ideology is astute, at times
the monograph glosses over the changing sociological composition of this elite over time. How, one won-
ders, did the cadre of Cossacks introduced into the upper echelons of Iranian society with the rise of Reza
Khan—men with such visceral nicknames as Ahmad the Butcher and Mohammad the Knife—seek to
challenge or comport with the masculine identity of European-educated litterateurs and social reformers?

Finally, although Iranian Masculinities offers a clear and well-stated set of observations on the chang-
ing character of male identity and masculine-coded practices during the period, some of Balslev’s stylistic
choices proved a tad formulaic for this reviewer’s taste. While bookending each chapter with a separate
introduction and conclusion makes the work suitable for assigning individual selections to undergraduate
students, the effect takes away from the narrative thrust of the monograph when taken as a whole. With
these minor comments duly noted, Iranian Masculinities still stands as a valuable contribution to the
historical scholarship on gender and sexuality in the modern Middle East, as well as to the specific lit-
erature on Iranian social and cultural history in the 20th century.
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David Gutman’s book, The Politics of Armenian Migration to North America, 1885-1915, adds several
important dimensions to the scholarship on both Ottoman historiography and international migration.
Historians have done a great deal to complicate some social scientists’ assumptions about the “novelty” of
several phenomena relating to transnational and international migration, such as the roles of remittances,
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media, and governments in facilitating immigrant experiences. Donna Gabaccia, Nancy Foner, and Ewa
Morawaka have demonstrated that, instead of introducing transnational circulations, modern iterations
manifest an intensifying continuity of these phenomena over the last century. Gutman’s book builds
on this tradition by providing parallels with international underground smuggling networks, which he
convincingly demonstrates have existed since at least the late 19th century. He does so by providing a
unique perspective on immigration scholarship through his late-Ottoman case study. By drawing persua-
sive parallels between late-Ottoman and US immigration policies, Gutman expands international migra-
tion scholarship to include an overlooked region of the world.

In addition, Gutman’s book also provides an important corrective to Armenian migration history by
demonstrating that many late-Ottoman Armenian migrants from Harput/Mezre relocated to North
America, not from fear of persecution, but rather in pursuit of economic opportunities abroad.
Documenting relatively high rates of return, he complicates the existing narrative of Armenian migration
out of and back into the late Ottoman Empire.

Chapter 1 introduces the book’s first theme, “Migrants, Smugglers, and the State,” and explains the
circumstances that first enabled, and then catalyzed, Ottoman Armenian migration to North America
in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Situating Armenians in the milieu of late-19th-century
Ottoman reform, Gutman argues that the alignment of three factors—economic development,
American missionaries, and steamship transportation—spurred Armenian migration from Harput to
North America, particularly port cities in New England. The chapter also unpacks Ottoman restrictions
of Armenian migration within the broader context of growing political upheaval and surging nationalism
in the aftermath of the 1878 Treaty of Berlin. While acknowledging atrocities committed against Ottoman
Armenians, Gutman emphasizes instead the role of the Hamidian state, which linked Armenian migra-
tion with support for sectarian politics, and therefore implemented a series of bans in order to restrict
Armenians not only from migrating to, but more importantly returning from North America.

Chapter 2 provides a thorough treatment of the emergence and development of migrant smuggling net-
works, which arose as a result of the Ottoman state’s efforts to restrict Armenian migration to North
America. Gutman unpacks these complex international smuggling networks, which emerged in various
port cities on the Mediterranean and Black Sea. Each section of the chapter traces the interwoven routes,
which linked Harput Armenians to the port cities on the Mediterranean and Black Sea coasts, through
which they gained passage to North America. The diverse actors working in collaboration with one another
included merchants, innkeepers, state officials, consular employees, boatmen, and debt collectors. Gutman
demonstrates the high degree of coordination that existed among these “migration intermediaries” in pro-
viding Harput Armenians the means to go abroad despite Ottoman restrictions.

Chapter 3 explores the Ottoman state’s challenges in enforcing its Armenian migration ban to North
America. In stark contrast to the well-coordinated underground “intermediaries,” the central state’s
inherent contractions limited the officials’ capacity to impose sustained controls. Moreover, given the
increasingly profitable and sophisticated underground migration smuggling economy, the state’s efforts
to restrict migration proved futile. Instead, local officials blamed one another for the systemic failure of
the migration ban.

Chapter 4 begins the book’s second thematic section, “Fortifying the Well-Protected Domains,” and
focuses on return migration and its relationship to Ottoman sovereignty. Despite increasing efforts from
the state to barricade and militarize its borders, several Armenians managed to return to their homes
deep in the Anatolian interior from the late 1880s until 1908. Because Ottoman authorities linked
Armenian reentry with revolutionary politics, several state officials sought strenuously to limit this stream
of migrants by militarizing its borders. Despite these new restrictions, Gutman shows that Ottoman
Armenians employed creative routes and strategies to overcome barriers and return to their ancestral lands.

Chapter 5 analyzes the efforts of the Ottoman state’s diplomatic corps in the United States. The chap-
ter provides fascinating details on the many ways, directly and indirectly, the Ottoman ambassador and
others sought to restrict Armenian reentry. Against the backdrop of exclusionary immigration policies in
the United States, several American officials, including President Grover Cleveland, proved sympathetic
to Ottoman diplomats’ perceived concerns regarding Armenians spreading revolutionary politics under
the protections of US citizenship. While outcry against Ottoman atrocities ensured extraterrestrial pro-
tections for many naturalized returnees in the mid-1890s, by the opening years of the 20th century,
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US and Ottoman policies barring “seditious” Armenian returnees had largely aligned. Encouraged by this
alignment, and by Armenians’ loss of extraterritorial protections, Gutman argues that increasingly para-
noid Ottoman officials began deporting Armenian returnees following the assassination attempt against
Sultan Abdiilhamid II in 1905.

Chapter 6 introduces and unpacks the book’s third set of themes—“Revolution, Genocide, and
Legacies of Migration.” In this sprawling chapter, the author opens with the post-revolutionary
Ottoman period (1908) and ends by describing migration-restricting continuities of the Turkish state
in the decades following the Armenian Genocide (1915). The liberalization of migration policies in
the post-Hamidian period inopportunely coincided with increasing migration restrictions put into
place in the United States in the same period. So, while a record number of Ottoman Armenians sought
to migrate to and return from North America between 1908 and 1914, many became stranded in
European port cities due to the tightening of US immigration policies. Gutman also demonstrates the
re-emergence of internal tensions in central state planning, as growing migration caused a crisis
among military and anti-immigrant state officials. The chapter ends with a discussion of circumstances
leading up to the Genocide and its aftermath. Gutman argues that, even after the fall of the empire and in
the aftermath of the Genocide, the Turkish state’s return policies echoed those of the Hamidian state; the
state implemented legislation that seriously undermined the ability of dispersed Ottoman Armenians to
return to Harput and to reclaim properties lost during the Genocide.

Gutman’s text provides an important intervention in the scholarship on migration. It compellingly
parallels Ottoman immigration policies to those of the United States in the same period and to those
that would shape most of the 20th century. Also, in terms of Ottoman historiography, Gutman’s case
study of Armenian migration and the underground smuggling networks (or “intermediaries”), which
arose as a result, details the demise of the empire from a distinct vantage. For these reasons, the book
makes important contributions and theoretical interventions to the existing scholarship.

But the text also possesses some conspicuous shortcomings. A minor shortcoming occurs in the intro-
duction, where the author claims, “only in the past two decades...have scholars begun to study in earnest
how migration intersects with other dynamics central to the modern nation-state such as citizenship,
race, sovereignty, and biopower” (p. 3). In fact, sociological scholarship has been working on related
themes since at least the late 1980s. The pioneering work of Rogers Brubaker (1989 and 1992), for exam-
ple, reflects this long-standing tradition. A far more significant shortcoming of Gutman’s manuscript,
however, relates to sources. The author relies largely on non-Armenian language sources—in particular,
Ottoman language documents from the Commission for Expediting Initiative and Reforms as well as
consular records from the US National Archives and Congressional and State Department documents.
To be sure, Gutman does provide some information from translated Armenian documents, which con-
sist of “village histories, memoirs, and letters” (p. 15). But the predominance of Ottoman official
documents gives the book a particular slant, one that does not meaningfully unpack the experiences
of the internally complex Ottoman Armenians themselves. For example, what prompted Ottoman
Armenians to migrate—and later return—to their ancestral homelands, particularly those who had
married and acquired U.S. citizenship? One of the book’s main claims is that fear of violence and
persecutions did not drive their migration—as compared to pragmatic considerations. This may be
true, but the author does not sufficiently prove this claim with archival data that document Armenian
migrants’ personal motivations and experiences. Even after the revolution of 1908, when Ottoman
migration restrictions had been lifted, why did Armenians continue, albeit in diminished numbers, to
rely on expensive underground smuggling networks? The author himself notes that this question puzzled
Ottoman authorities (p. 172), but without access to Armenian sources, he seems unable to answer the ques-
tion adequately. As such, the text relies on smuggling networks and Armenian migrants to help explain the
gradual demise of a weakening Ottoman state. But it leaves several gaping holes in the migration story itself.
For this reason, Gutman’s book, while a valuable resource for late Ottoman historiography, does not enrich
the specific history of Armenian (American) migration as substantially as it might have.

Nevertheless, Gutman’s manuscript contributes meaningfully to the scholarship on late Ottoman his-
toriography and expands international migration scholarship through its original framework and case
study. For this reason, the text will prove particularly enriching for late Ottoman historians as well as
scholars of international migration. By inserting the late Ottoman state into discussions of increasingly
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fraught border-making policies and the emergent smuggling networks arising as a result, Gutman’s book
provides scholars in various fields an opportunity to broaden and sharpen their analyses.
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British Imperialism ¢ ‘The Tribal Question’ urges the centrality of desert administration to the function-
ing of Britain’s interwar empire. Written in an assured style, it follows a handful of recent books on the
British Middle East that see the period as one of imperial expansion rather than unraveling and that
incorporate culture and society into the well-known high-political narrative. While highlighting the
uniqueness of the British project in the desert “corridor” between Egypt, Iraq, Syria, and Transjordan,
Robert Fletcher encourages us to understand the history of other regions through the lens of frontier
discipline, echoing James Scott, while questioning the dyad of state and nomad that structures Scott’s
and other scholars’ visions. To escape that dyad, Fletcher probes the specific history of the relationship
of nomads in the Middle Eastern deserts to state power as it evolved in the region after World War I when
British policy and technology forged links that made the desert corridor a meaningful area of activity—an
“interstitial empire” obscured in national histories of Egypt, Jordan, and Iraq.

Fletcher skillfully assembles an on-the-ground picture of how desert administration worked and how
it mattered in local politics. He brings debates about desert law, intertribal raiding, and tribal militariza-
tion to life, with the stakes for each party—the British, local governments, and tribes—crystal clear. He
offers fascinating accounts of how the different desert administration organizations engaged in tasks like
development, policing, and tax collection, including where they connected or disagreed. My favorite part
was the imaginative study of hashish smuggling, exemplifying how desert administration shaped Bedouin
life, how both sides in this “game of chess” shaped one another (p. 155). Fletcher deftly reads the colonial
archive against the grain to capture local agency vis-a-vis British organizations.

The book suffers, however, from lack of narrative structure. The chapter on the Royal Central Asian
Society (RCAS) offers much new information, but the sources and significance of the society’s varying fas-
cinations remain a mystery, abstracted from wider context into a list-like account in a single chapter.
Indeed, the narrative context for all Fletcher’s provocative details is incomplete. He tells us that British
experts and officials perceived common problems from Egypt to India, which historians “seldom acknowl-
edge” but leaves out the paranoid outlook that produced that perception (p. 69). Great Power rivalry may
have been in “low gear” (p. 128), but cultural and spatial understandings propagated by British Arabists, at
the RCAS too, made British officialdom prey to fears of Bolshevik, German, Pan-Islamic, and nationalist
combination against the new British power in the region. This paranoid vision shaped the desert corridor,
whose primary objective was policing. Its centerpiece was air control, with which Fletcher presumes famil-
iarity, for he does not introduce it, not even in his study of the imperial air route, but near the book’s end we
learn that it was “so much a part of British desert control” (p. 255). Readers who need persuading that the
interwar period was not one of imperial decline are unlikely to be familiar with air control.

Fletcher similarly fails to adequately introduce the book’s protagonists. He claims to anchor his study
with three key figures—Claude Jarvis, Frederick Peake, and John Glubb—not as “isolated ‘Great Men™
but as part of a “wider community and field of activity” (p. 12). However, he does not narrate their
careers beyond an economical introductory paragraph each—a pity for the uninitiated. Other names
like Philby, Hogarth, Kirkbride, Dickson, and so on are dropped prolifically without introduction.
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