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5. Max Weber. 1864 -1920. German historian and philosopher. and . later

sociologist.

While the science of sociology in western civilization in the last quarter of
the Twentieth Century is based upon the theoretical foundations provided by
these and other contributors during the last three - quarters of the Nineteenth
Century and the rist quarter of the Twentieth Century , many of the theories and
principles formulated by these individuals were predatéd in eastern civilization

by more than 400 years in the works of Abd-ar-Rahman ibn Muhammad ibn

Khaldun al-Hadrami, more gene rally known as Ibn Khaldun. (Issawi, 1955, xi)

It was the purpose of this research to examine the contributions of 1bn
Khaldun to the science of sociology . In order to place these contributions in

perspective, this examination has been presented In the following format:

1 . A bibliographical sketch of Ibn Khaldun.

2  An introduction to Ibn Khaldun’s major literary work, Universal His-

tory, and a review of his introduction to this work, the Prolegomena.
3 . Anexaminationof the sociological theories and principles formulated by
Ibn Khaldun, and a comparison of these theories and principles with those

formulated later by comte, Durkheim, Marx, Spencer, and Weber.

and

4 . A-saumeary of the perceptions of Ibn Khaldun by sociologists and
historians in western civilization during the last half of the Twentieth
Century.
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political environment in North Africa was unsettled at that time, the 1350s, and
Ibn Khaldun was eventually imprisoned for two years when he fell from the
Sultan’s favor. In 1362, Ibn Kahldun migrated to Spain, where he became an
ambassador for the King of Granada to the king of Castille. Later in the 1360s,
ibn Khaldun returned to North Africa, where he soon became tiie Prime
Minister of Algeria. (Issawi, 1955, 4) It should be noted that all political
positions in this area of the world were appointed positions during thisera. In
1375. Ibn Khaldun retired, and between 1375 and 1378, he wrote the Pro-
legomena to his Universal History,which is actually the first seven chapters of

the work.

At the end of 1378, Ibn Khaldun returned to Tunis, where he continued
to study and lecture: however, jealousy on the part of both scholars and
courtiers caused him to decide on a pilgrimage to Mecca. On the journey, he
stopped in Cairo, where he accepted a lectureship, and , later, the office of Chief
Justice of Egypt. His diligence in the latter position placed him in conflict with
many vested interests in Egypt, and he eventually resigned and resumed his
pilgrimagy journey in 1387. After completing his pilgrimage, 1bn Khaldun
returned to Cairo, **intending to lead a quiet life’”. (Issawi, 1955, 5) In 1400,
however, he was appointed to a commission of judges and jurists who accom-
panied the Sultan to Damascus, which was then threatened by the Tartars. On
his return from this commission, he was once again appointed Chief Justice of
Egypt. a post which he held until his death in 1406.

Nationalism was not well established in the Mediterranean area during
the Fourteenth Century, and it is not considered unusual for an individual to
have served in several political jurisdictions. Ibn Khaldun, as was true of most
Muslims at that time, perceived his basic loyalty to be to Islam, rather than to

any specific political jurisdiction.
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It has been said of Ibn Khaldun that: ** In his chosen field of intellectual
activity he appeafs to have been inspired by no predecessors, and to have found
no kindred souls among his contemporaries, and to have kindled no answering
spark of inspiration in any successors; and yet, in the Prolegomena... he has
conceived and formulated a philosophy of history which is undoubtedly the
greatest work of its kind that has ever been created by any mind in any time.or
place.”” (Toynbee, 1939, 322)

Charles Issawi added that: ** ITbn Khaldun was indeed singularly unlucky
in his times. Had he been born two or three centuries earlier he might have been
translated into Latin, along with so many other Arab philosophers, scientists,
and historians, and thus have influenced European thought. Two centuries later
he might have profited from the West, where, he reports, ‘the philosophical
sciences are reviving in numerous centres in Rome and other lands of the
Franks..... He was discovered by the West too late to influence its thought; but
there, perhaps even more than in the East, his genius has been fully appreci-
ated., ‘‘(Issawi, 1955, 25 ) Whether Ibn Khaldun was able to influence the
development of the science of sociology in the west does not alter the fact that
many of the theories and principles of the science of sociology in the western
civilization were predated by the theories and principles formulated by Ibn
Khaldun, thus providing a basis for the claim that he is the ‘‘Father of Socio -

logy.”
SOCIOLOGICAL THEORIES AND
PRINCIPLES FORMULATED BY
BN KHAILDUN
The sociological theories and principles formulated by Ibn Khaldun have
been presented in this section of the examination in separate discussions of his

thoughts related to :
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1. Social phenomena appear to obey laws which, while not as absolute as those
governing natural phenomena, are sufficiently constant to cause social events to
follow regular, well-defined patterns and sequences. Over 400 hundred yeears
later, Auguste Comte noted that the only true freedom is the submission by
human beings to scientific laws, and that scientific laws are equally as applicable
in the social sciences as they are in the physical sciences. (Edwards, 1967a,
173-177).

2. Social laws operate on masses, and cannot be significantly influnced by
individuals. It was almost 500 years later, when Emile Durkheim hypothesized
that human societies were irreducible. (Edwards, 1967a, 438)

3. Thatsocial laws can be discovered only by the gathering of a large volume of
facts and by *‘observing concomitances and sequences’’; and that these facts can
be collected by both reviewing the records of past events and by the observation
of present events. (Issawi, 1955, 8) Comte, some 400 years later, (Edwards,
1967a, 173-177) and Max Weber, some 500 years later, (Edwards, 1967e,
282-283) each concluded that social laws could best be formulated through the
gathering and analysis of statistics, and that observation of current behaviour

was a prime source of such data.

4. That similar social laws operate within those societies with similar struc-
tures, regardless of the separation of such societics by either space or time. Karl
Marx, approximately 450 years later, also concluded that similar social laws are
operational within societies with similar structures, regardless of the time and
the plaoe in which such societies exist. (Edwards, 1967b, 171-175)

5. That societies eventually die, and that, although certain actions may be
implemented which will delay this result, it isenevitable . (Rosenthal, F.,1973a,
249). It was approximately 450 years later that Herbert Spencer, in England,
noted that societies-all societies--eventually die. (Edwards, 1967d, 526)

and
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tribesman, acoounts for the numerous conquests of large and apparently pow-
erful emplres by smaller but more cohesive tribes. ” (Issawi, 1955 38-70) The
social cohesiveness in such instances is the result of factors other than geog-
raphic. Ibn Khaldun did note, however, that geography does impact climate,
food, and occupation, and that each of these factors do impact the character of
groups of human beings--societies. (Issawi, 1955, 38-70; Rosenthal, F., 1973a,
104-107; and Rosenthal, F., 1973b, 357-367) .

These insights on the part of Ibn Khaldun are in direct contrast to the
formulation of the theory by Cevalier de Lamarck (1744-1829) that changes in
human beings resulting from their einvironment would be transmitted to their
progeny. (Durant and Durant, 1975, 327-331) Embracing the Lamarck
hypothesis, Herbert Spencer concluded that the creation of a better envi-
ronment would lead to the creation of a better man, hence, a better society.
(Durant and Durant, 1975 329) Later the adherents of the philosophies of Karl
Marx would adopt this concept in the Twentieth Century sociology of the Soviet
Union, where it was not rejected until the middle yearsof the Twentieth Century

Social Change

Ibn Khaldun perceived that *‘societies are not static .... that social forms
change and evolve.”” (Issawi, 1955, 99- 130) The one apparent weakness in his
perception of social change was that change occurred only as a result of contact
between *‘diffesent peoples and classes, and the consequent imitations and
intermixtures.’’ (Issawi, 1955,8) His theory, however, did recognize the process
of historical evolution of societies. It was not until the early years of the
Nineteenth Century that Comte recognized the dynamics of sociologicat cirange.
(Edwards, 1967a, 173-177) The evolutionary aspects of sociological develop-
ment and social change were not recognized by western scholars until the work
of Herbert Spencer in the late Nineteenth Century, (Edwards, 1967¢, 523-527)
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POLITICAL Sociology

The concept of asabia, or social solidarity, was a key to Ibn Khaldun’s
theory of society and to his theory of political sociology . (Issawi, 1955,131-139)
Under the concept of social solidarity, Ibn Khaldun held that: (Issawi, 1955, 10)

Society is natural and necessary, since the isolated individual
could neither defend himself against the more powerful beasts nor
provide for his economic wants. But individual aggressiveness would
make social life impossible unless curbed by some sanction. This
sanction may be provided by a powerful individual’s imposing his

“will on the rest, or it may be provided by social solidarity. The need
for a common authority creates the state, which is to Society as Form

is to Matter, and as inseparable from it.

In some smaller societies, Ibn Khaldun traced social solidarity to
blood ties; however, he noted that blood ties were meaningless unless
**accompanied by proximity and commoa life, and that living together
may generate as powerful a solidarity as kinship. (Issawi, 1955, 131-139)
Ibn Khaldun stated that a sociological law in the political context was that
“‘the extent of an empire will vary directly as the strength of the original
solidarity which created it and inversely as the strength of the solidarities it
encounters.** (Issawi, 1955, 131-139) He further stated that: ‘A state can
arise only on some original solidarity . Once established, however, its need
for solidarity decreases, as custom and the spectacle of unquestioned and
unbroken authority will secure the necessary acquiscence and obedience
~ on the part of the subjects.”” (Issawi, 1955, 131-139)

Durkheim, in france some 500 years later, stated that the ‘‘prime

need of any social collectivity is solidarity among its members...""
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4.

That, as civilization progresses, the relative importance of agriculture
declines: a fact not noted by western economists prior to the Seventeenth
Century.

That societal endeavors are never entirely economic in character, but,
rather, an interrelation exists between political, social, economic, and
demographic factors, which are combined into the science of social
economics. (Issawi, 1955, 71-98) This fact was noted by Marx in the mid
Nineteenth Century, (Edwards, 1967¢c,171-176) and by Weber in the early
Twentieth Century. (Edwards, 1967e, 282-283)

That the division of labor reinforces social solidarity. In the west, Adam
Smith formulated theories relative to the division of labor in the latter
years of the Eighteenth Century, (Smith, 1978, 109-116) and Durkheim,
related the division of labor to social solidarity around the end of the
Nineteenth Century. (Edwards, 1967a, 437 439)

and

““The difference between different people arises out of the differences in
their occupations.” (Issawi, 1955, 17) The influence of such economic
factors on the social life of individuals was not hypothesized in western

civilization until the works of Marx appeared in the mid and late
Nineteenth Century. (Edwards, 1967c, 171 -176)

In addition to the preceding economic precepts, or laws, Ibn Khaldun

was also opposed to salavery, and sas it as a type of economic exploitation.

Although western scholars opposed slavery on other than economic grounds at

approximately the same time as Ibn Khaldun stated his opposition to the
practice, Marx developed in the mid Nineteenth Century his theory of the

exploitation of humans by humans through the application of economic factors,
(Durant and Durant, 1975, 621), and, although Ibn Khaldun was a believer in
free enterprise, it is not inappropriate to state that his views on the economic
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Summary of Formulation of Sociological Theories

The bulk of the theoretical foundation of modemn sociology was for-
mulated in the last three-quarters of the Nineteenth Century and the first
quarter of the Twentieth Century in western civilization. Although this theoret-
ical base is not indebted to Ibn Khaldun for itsexistence , due to the fact that the
work of Ibn Khaldun was unknown to most of western civilization during the
Nineteenth Century and a good partof the Twentieth Century, there is no doubt
that the theories and principlesof sociology fo rmulated by Ibn Khaldun between
400 and 500 years prior to the development of the theoreticai foundation of
western sociology are quite similar to this theoretical foundation, and could have
provided a basis for a science of sociology in western civilization long before it
was developed, had only these theories and principles of Ibn Khaldun been
known in the west .

PERCEPTIONS OF IBN KHALDUN
BY WESTERN SOCIOLOGISTS AND
HISTORIANS IN THE LAST HALF
OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY
although it is recognized that Ibn K haldun did not influence the western
philosophers, historians, economists, and sociologists who formulated the
theoretical basis for modern sociology in western civilization, most western

scholars do, in the last half of the Twentieth Century, recognize that:

1. Ibn Khaldun was the first to formulate many of the theories and prin-

ciples upon which modern sociology is based.

2. Formulated a philosophy of history which remains unsurpassed, and
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSTION

The science of sociology in western civilization was developed and based
upon theoretical foundations formulated in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Cen-
turies, although some of the theories and principles incoporated in the science
were stated as early as the Eighteenth Century in western thought. The *‘wall”’
which existed between the Christian and the Muslim*world in the Middle Ages
effectively precluded any significant interchange of thought between the two
worlds. Had this **wall’’ not existed, it is probable that the science of sociology
would have been developed in western civilization seve ral hundred years prior to
the Nineteenth Century, as the same or similar theories and principles upon
which western sociology was based were formulated by Ibn Khaldun in the last
quarter of the Fourteenth Century.

As valid and as revolutionary as were the theories and principles stated
by Ibn Khaldun in the Fourteenth Century, and as valid as these principles and
theories remain in the Twentieth Century, they were neither widely known nor
widely applied in either the western or the eastern worlds prior to the Nineteenth
Century. This obscurity , however, does not detract from the validity of the ideas

of Ibn Khaldun, nor does it detract from his claim to be the ‘‘father of socio -
logy.

L2

- 59 .



_09_

"09-8
(0¥6T) AIXX uno[ing 19)sayduepy ‘AIeiqry spuejky uyor LIS LELIED
HIUSIHNOA 343 JO INUIY [, WHSNJA ULOLIY (110N B Unpleyy uq g * [eqjussoy

"GS61 ‘Aelinpy uyof :uopuog "unpreyy uqy jo eudwodojorg
oY1 Wwary suond[ag A10jsiy jo Aydosoqiyq qery uys loje[suer; ) ¢ imessy

YT CPYT
'SUOS % poomdr[g :UOPUOT *AIOISIH Jo Aydosoyg ays Jo A1oySIyey RLUE|

"3L961 ‘sIdysiqng uejrw
BN I9MI0) :uopuoT g swnjoA ‘Aydosofiyq jo eipadopAhoug e

'PLI6T “S13ysiqng uefqrw
OB\ I91[[0) :uopuoT] ‘/ swnjop ‘Aydosoqiyq jo erpadopAoug ayps

"OL961 ‘sIdysqng ueqiw
B 19D :uopuoT ¢ swmnjoA ‘Aydosofiyq jo erpadophoug yL*

"QL961 ‘s13ysiqnq ueqiw
OB\ 13I[[0) :UOPUOT "y dwnjoA ‘Aydosoqiyq jo erpadopAoug =l

"BLO6T ‘SIAYSIQNJ UB[IUIOBRy
13I[[0D -uopuoTg - C QIIIHIOA ‘&quSOIchI Jo e;padop&oug AL | 022) ¢ ‘d ‘SPIEMPH

"SL61 “13)SNYDS pUB UOWIS :YI0X MIN ‘ucsjodepn
Jo 3By YL ‘IX Med ‘uoneziial) jo A1o)g ayy, Jueinq 'y pue

"LS61 “Isnydg pue uourng
-HIOX MIN * UONEBULIOIY Y, :[A HEJ ‘UOURZI[IAL) JO AI0)S oy " m ‘Juein(g

"6L61 “oU] 0D Furysnqng [[2q :¥I0X MaN ASojoyohsg g r ‘uidey)

AHAVOOITdIg



Rosenthal, F., translator, The Mugaddimah of Ibn Khaldun, Volume 1. Prince-
ton, New Jersey: Princeton University press, 1973a.

,The Mugaddimah of Ibn Khaldun, Volume 2. Princeton, New Jersey:
Princeton University Press, 1973b.

,The Muqaddimah of Ibn Khaldun, Volume 3. Princeton, New Jersey:
Princeton University Press, 1973c.

Saab, H., ‘Ibn Khaldun Abd-ar-Rahman,” in The Encyclopedia of Philosophy,
Voume 4. Ed. by, P. Edwards. London: Collier Macmillan Publishers,
1967, pp. 107-109 .

Sarton, G. Introduction to the History of Science. London: Bailliere,, Tindall
and Cox, 1930.

Selsam, H. and Martel, H., eds.,Reader in Marxist Philosophy. New York:
International Publishers, 1973.

Smith, A .,The Wealth of Nations. Harmondsworth, Middlesex, England: Pen-
guin Books, 1978.

Toynbee, A.J,A Study of History, Volume I11.0xford, England: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1939 .

Von Grunebaum, G .E sMedieval Islam. Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1946 .







