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Goals: To understand 

· the basic causes of the “new imperialism” as determined by major theorists of the late 19th and early 20th centuries.

· why the Arabs failed to achieve independence in 1919 after the Allies’ defeat of the Ottoman empire.

· the impact of the defeat of Arab nationalism in 1919 in relation to the current situation in the Middle East today.

· the reasons for continued American/European interest in the Middle East today.

Also, to get students to think critically in terms of analyzing primary and secondary sources and to develop critical thinking and essay writing skills.

Introduction 

A large part of the Middle East was ruled by the Ottoman Turks until their defeat in 1918 by the Allies.  The Ottoman decision to enter the First World War was the single most important event in the history of the modern Middle East because it led directly to the destruction of the Ottoman empire and to the emergence of an entirely new political structure in that important region.  The Ottoman entry into the war engulfed the entire Middle East in strife.  Although the Arabs through their leader Prince Feisal were promised freedom in return for their military cooperation with the Allies, the peace makers at Versailles reneged on their promises.  The meant of the Ottoman empire meant that the European powers, for the first time, had a free hand to impose what settlement they liked on the Middle East.  Great Britain and France set up colonies (League of Nation mandates) out of the carved up remains of the Ottoman empire. This included British control over Iraq, Palestine, and Transjordan while France gained control over Syria and Lebanon.

The new Middle East came into being between 1918 and 1921 and was radically different from the Middle East of 1914.  Great Britain was now the dominant power in that strategic part of the world.  Yet, nationalism among both Arabs and Zionists remained a powerful and volatile force.  Bitterly disappointed, the Arabs continued to agitate for self-determination and removal of all imperial presence, a struggle that still continues to this day.

Readings 

The Heritage of World Civilizations, Craig, Graham, et al. Prentice Hall, 2004, 6th ed., Vol. 2

Chapter 28, The Islamic Experience, pp. 794-798

Chapter 30, The New Imperialism, pp. 853-857

Chapter 35, The Post Colonial Middle East, pp. 1003-1011

European Imperialism, 1830-1930, ed. Alice Conklin & Ian Fletcher, Houghton-Mifflin, 2002

Primary Sources:  

T.E. Lawrence, Revolt in the Desert

T.E. Lawrence, Seven Pillars of Wisdom
Ed. Akram Fouad Khater  Sources in the History of the Modern Middle East, Houghton-Mifflin, 2004

Documents CD-Rom  The Heritage of World Civilizations

Lesson Plan:  Lawrence of Arabia:  History or Hollywood?
Give a brief lecture on the deadlock of trench warfare in Europe and the need for all belligerents to acquire new allies and make secret and often contradictory deals.  Next, discuss the Armistice, Peace Conference at Versailles, the Big 4, and the actual peace treaty. Then show excepts from the movie Lawrence of Arabia (1962) directed by David Lean, and have students complete a 4 page movie review

With their completed movie reviews in hand, a panel of students will discuss the following:

· How are the main historical characters and groups portrayed in the film?  Are these portrayals accurate?

· What parts of the film are the most accurate?

· What parts of the film are misrepresentations of the truth?

· What major historical issues are brought out in the film?

· What human nature or psychological dilemmas are brought out in the film?  Are they realistically portrayed?

· Discuss any use of symbolism.

· Does the film adequately explain the disappointment of the Arabs in 1919?

· What is the value of the film for students of history and in understanding the current situation in the Middle East today?

· Does it help you understand the past?  The present?

· Finally, is the movie history or Hollywood?

Assessment     Students will write a 4 page critical movie review (see attached instructions and sample).

Movie Review:  Lawrence of Arabia

The purpose of this assignment is to have you write a critical review of a major historical film and also to assess the issues involved in the Middle East today.  The film Lawrence of Arabia deals with the struggle by the Arabs to win their freedom from the Turks in World War I, with assistance from the Allies, and then their struggle for independence and self-determination.  The film was critically acclaimed and won 7 Academy Awards, including Best Picture of the Year, 1962.

After viewing the film in class and on your own, if necessary, write a critical review including:

1) a one-paragraph synopsis of the film

2) discussion of the historical issues portrayed and how well they were portrayed

3) What promises Lawrence made to the Arab leaders and whether they were kept

4) Based on your textbook, lectures, and professional movie critics’ review, how accurate is the film?

5) Critique the movie itself for such things as acting, cinematography, story line, etc. Which scene was the most compelling? Dramatic? Exciting?

6) Does this film help you to better understand the present situation in the Middle East ?

7) Finally, is the movie history or Hollywood?

Your paper will be graded on:

· Content

· Critical thinking

· Organization of ideas and paragraphing

· Writing style

· Spelling an grammar (use the spelling and grammar checker in your word processor)

In addition, you must use professional movie critics’ reviews as part of your paper. These reviews can be found on such web sites as www.IMDB.com.  When you use a critic’s ideas you MUST document.  The paper should be 4 double-spaced typed pages #12 font, New Times Roman. 

Sample Essay     

Lawrence of Arabia


The movie deals with the Arab revolt against their Turkish rulers in World War I. A young British army officer, with a background of Middle East languages and culture, is assigned to assist the Arab tribes in the desert in winning their freedom, with the promise that when the war was over the Arabs would get their independence.  Lawrence plans the difficult capture of the port city of Aqaba on the Gulf of Tiran by attacking from the desert.  This enabled the British to supply the Arabs to fight guerrilla style warfare against their Turkish rulers.  After waging successfully guerrilla warfare in the desert, the British under Gen. Allenby are able to conquer Jerusalem and Damascus, effectively ending centuries of Turkish rule of the Middle East.  However, the end of the film shows how the Allied promise to the Arabs for independence was not kept.  The British and French divided the spoils of war, the remains of the Turkish empire.  Although promoted and hailed as a true war hero, Lawrence leaves the Middle East distraught over the failure to keep his word.


The main historical issues portrayed in the film involved the broken Allied promises of freedom and independence to the Arabs for their support of the Allied war effort against the Turks.  Basically, the Allies used Lawrence’s talents and abilities to help organize and successfully lead the Arab revolt but he was compromised at the end.  Lawrence had promised independence to the major Arab tribal leaders but the Allies simply reneged on these promises.

     According to critic James Berardinelli the movie’s screenplay was based on Lawrence’s own account of his adventures, The Seven Pillars of Wisdom.  Critic Roger Ebert noted that Lawrence was able to unite the various tribes of Arabia for two main reasons:  as an outsider he did not understand nor wish to take part in the ancient tribal rivalries, and, he was able to show the Arabs that it was in their own best self-interest to join the Allies in fighting the Turks.  He made friends with such Arab leaders as the Bedouin Prince Feisal, son of Emir Husayn, who quickly learned to respect and even admire Lawrence.   The battle scenes appear to be accurate:  especially the capture of Aqaba, the capture of a Turkish train in the desert, and the massacre of a retreating, surrendering Turkish army at Tafas.


 Historians and critics seem to agree that Lawrence was a very controversial figure  whose importance in leading the Arab revolt and subsequent successful military campaign against the Turks has been disputed.  The movie portrays him as a major player in this capacity whose bravery led to the Allies/Arab victory.


Probably the best feature of the movie is its stunning cinematography.  The scenes of the desert are fantastic, especially when the rider Sherif Ali is seen in the far distance approaching Lawrence, emerging from the heated horizon.  I can see why this film would win every technical Academy award.  The musical score was also excellent. Peter O’Toole did an excellent job of portraying a very complex person.  Although the Lawrence was short, had dark hair, and not especially good looking, O’Toole dominated the screen with his blond hair, proper British accent, and superb mannerisms.  Likewise, Omar Sharif, Alec Guiness , Jose Ferrer, and Jack Hawkins were also very convincing in supporting roles.

      This movie directly relates to the current situation in the Middle East.  Lawrence promised the Arabs their independence.  At one point he said:  “They want their freedom and I am going to give it to them.”  The British had promised in the MacMahon-Husayn Agreement of 1915 that Arabs would have their independence if they would cooperate with the Allies and rebel against the Turks.  The Hashemite Emir Husayn was the father of Prince Feisal in the movie.  However, in the 1916, after nearly two years of deadlocked trench warfare in Northern France, the Allies became more desperate to justify the tremendous loss of money and manpower.  The acquisition of the great oil wealth of the Middle East would justify the costly war.  Great Britain and France signed the secret Picot-Sykes Agreement in which Great Britain would be given Iraq (Mesopotamia), Transjordan, and Palestine while France would get Syria and Lebanon at the conclusion of the war.  This secret deal was completely contradictory to the MacMahon-Husayn agreement.   The movie portrayed how after British military victories and capture of Damascus Lawrence was hailed as a war hero, promoted, but sent home.  Obviously he was not to be around to help the Arabs gain what had been promised.  Later, Lawrence, Feisal and other Arab leaders came to the peace conference at Versailles to plead their case but they were ignored.


The League of Nations established British and French mandates out of the former Turkish empire.  I think the movie helps us to understand the mistrust the Arabs feel today toward the West, especially Great Britain and the United States.  Our President Wilson did little to help the Arab cause at Versailles.  Arabs feel they cannot trust the Western world, and probably for good reason.  Not until after World War II, when the British and French were no longer world powers and could not financially support great empires did the Arabs achieve self-determination.  And, their national boundaries were artificially created by the Europeans without respect for ethnicity and the national goals of the Arabs.  The consequences of those ill defined ethnic boundaries are still being felt today.


 The critics I read seem to feel the movie is much more important as a significant piece Hollywood filmmaking rather than as history.  The critics cite the superb cinematography, music, acting, and direction which certainly made it quite worthy of the Academy award it received in 1962 for Best Picture of the Year.  Berardinelli called it one of the great historical epics “riveting from beginning to end, featuring stellar performances, amazing cinematography, and a story without a trace of fat.”  Yet, the film focuses mostly on the character of Lawrence, an “oddball craving a mission in the  desert” and does take certain liberties with the facts, as typically all great Hollywood historical epics do.  For instance, the physical appearance of Lawrence is totally inaccurate.  The director wanted a handsome charming hero like O’Toole, not a plain looking man like the real Lawrence.  Berardinelli summarized by writing “this is an adventure movie and character study, not a pictorial version of a history  text book. Ebert wrote “it is spectacle and experience, and its ideas are about things you can see or feel, not things you can say.”  Still, I think that world history students can take a lot out of the film that will help them to better understand that most important, complex, and intriguing part of the world today, the Middle East.

Works Cited: http://rogerebert.suntimes.com/apps/pbcs.dll.article? http://movie-reviews.colossus.net/movies/l/lawrence-arabic.html
