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the shah was wronged and the anjumans and the extremists were
the oppressors.”® Many resented the interference of the ‘ulama in
affairs, while others opposed the dominance of the Tabrizis. Also
some of the Qajar clan, who had been able to influence the Maijlis
through Ihtisham al-Saltana as long as he was president, were less
enthusiastic when he was replaced by Mumtaz al-Daula, who was
known to be close to the Tabrizis.”” As a result, the Majlis lost
their patronage.
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Shaikh Fazlallah and the Absolutist
Cause

In the period after the coup of June 1908 Shaikh Fazlallah came
out in full and open support of the shah. He worked for the
absolutist cause not because he believed in absolutism as such, but
because he considered it, in practical terms, the best means of
protecting Islam against the most formidable enemy of the shari‘a,
constitutionalism.

1

In the immediate aftermath of the coup, with the attitude of the
British and the situation in the country in general still uncertain,
the shah and Shaikh Fazlallah felt it expedient to express them-
selves with caution on the subject of constitutionalism.' Shaikh
Fazlallah confined himself to saying that constitutionalism must be
in conformity with the sharia, and the Majlis limited. By mid-
August, however, he was feeling sufficiently confident to excom-
municate the constitutionalist ‘ulama of Najaf, and to say openly
that constitutionalism was contrary to Islam.?

Nazim al-Islam’s account reveals that many people in Tehran,
most particularly his associates among the lesser ‘wlama who, like
himself, had formerly been warm supporters of constitutionalism,
were now disillusioned with it. They felt it had become the tool of
seditious elements who created anarchy and undermined Islam.
They considered it corrupt, ineffective in solving the country’s
problems, and unsuited to a land where most people were unedu-
cated. On some points Nazim al-Islam had moved closer to Shaikh
Fazlallah’s view, saying that constitutionalism had not been in
conformity with the shar‘ia, that freedom of the press had been
abused, and that if the shah had not acted against the seditious,
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