


























7 Intellectual Subjugation-Why?

discoveries were accepted.

This misconception led them to resist and
even resort to the use of brutal force against new
scientific theories and discoveries. Inquisitions were
set up and the scientists, inventors and philosophers
were awarded barbareus and horrible punishments.
But this movement could not be suppressed and
gained momentum because it was a geniune
awakening. This upsurge of the freedom of thought
finally wiped out the papal and ecclesiastical
overlordship.

Initially, the fight was between the Church
and the upholders of the freedom of thought. But as
the Church represented religion in its fight against
liberal thinkers, this fight turned into a war
between progressive thinking and Christianity or
religion. |

It resulted in a general impression that
religion as such is opposed to scientific pursuits,
progress and freedom of thought. Whosoever
followed the scientific way of thinking and research
was ipso facto supposed to work on notions other
than religion. Religion believes in a supernatural
power -as the basic. cause and a controlling force
behind all the signs and phenomena of this physical
world. But this theory was rejected simply because
it was the view of those who opposed progressive
thmkmg and seientific pursuits.

"The exponents of science and research
considered themselves duty-bound to solve the


























































































































































































































































































101 Conflict of East and West in Turkey

compelled the Turkish nation not to proceed an inch
ahead of the conditions and atmosphere of seven
centuries back. Xing Mahmood, who replaced
Saleem, did again try to introduce reforms, but he
was also opposed by the Ulema and the leaders.
However, in the teeth of this opposition Mahmood
did succeed in 1826 in modernizing his armed forces.
The Ulema and religious leaders continued their
propaganda that reforms and modernisation of the
army was an innovation and an attempt to damage
Islam and they accused the Sultan of heresy and
declared that joining such army is detrimental to
Islamic faith.

These were the- days when the Turkish
intellectuals in general started realising their
national decadence. They looked into the causes of
the progress of western nations, studied their arts
and sciences, had a deep look at their organisations,
and tried to introduce reforms in their own legal
system, administration, educational institutions and
military set up to be able to forge ahead along with
the western nations..

According to Khalidah Adeeb Khanum, they
were Islamist to the core. Their hearts and minds
were Muslim. They were conscious of their
weakness, no doubt, but they did not suffer with any
inferiority complex . against the West. They were
neither over-awed by the West nor did they accept
any thing of the West indiscriminately. They only
wanted ‘to adopt useful things from among the
advancements of the West to remove their own













































West versus Islam 116

" he will have every right to criticize the principles
and injunctions enunciated by Quran in whatever
manner he likes, because he does not believe in the
holy Quran as the final word of Allah. But, speaking
as a non-Muslim, he will have no right to pose
himself as a Muslim and try to explain to the
Muslims the meanings of Islam and the ways and
means to promote Islam. Any sensible person
talking about Islam with sense and reason, will have
to decide whether he is going to speak as a Muslim
or a non-Muslim and, while giving his opinion, will
- fully observe the' logical. requirements of the
position he has chosen.

But it is against all cannons of justice and
reason to call oneself a Muslim, and yet use the
right to criticize the principles and laws given by the
Quran, question Quran’s authority, and yet try to
advise and guide the Muslims. It is nothing but an
attempt to put antonyms as synonyms.
Paradoxically, it means that a person can be a
Muslim as well as a non-Muslim at the same time
and remain within the pale of Islam and outside its
fold simultaneously. '

We do not expect the learned writer, with all
his wisdom and Ilearning, to juxtapose two
diametrically opposed positions for himself while
speaking on any issue other than Islam. We can
never expect of him to criticize British laws sitting
in the chair at a British Court of law. Nor do we
expect him to be so much daring as to profess
adherence to any school of thought, and yet to






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































