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ROBERT L. DANIEL 
Ohio University, Athens 

American Influences in the 
Near East before 18611 

'ME TRANSFERENCE OF CULTURE AND TECHNOLOGY NOT ONLY RESTS ON THE 

existence of a society possessing an element of culture capable of being 
shared, but it requires the existence of a second society that willingly 
or unwillingly, deliberately or accidentally abandons traditional ways 
for new ways. Ottoman Turkey, an Empire controlling most of the 
Balkans as well as present-day Turkey, Iraq, Lebanon, Syria, Jordan, 
Israel and Egypt, was in the late eighteenth century embarking on a 
program of westernization. Stung by successive defeats at Russian hands 
in the mid-eighteenth century, Sultan Selim III (1789-1807), an admirer 
of French civilization, was particularly interested in those western ideas 
that might strengthen his Empire militarily. Accordingly he opened 
military schools, imported European military advisers and reorganized 
his fleet. Members of the "old guard," supported, if not led, by the 
Janissaries who had long since lost their capacity for waging victorious 
war, resisted these modest efforts at reform. Not until the Janissaries 
further lost prestige in their failure to suppress the Greek drive for 
independence was Mahmud II (1808-39) able to break their power. After 
the ruthless massacre of the Janissaries in 1826 he broadened the reform 
program. Administrative reforms were instituted to concentrate power 
and responsibility in the central government, a civil service was created, 
medical schools were organized, and selected students were sent to west- 
ern Europe to study.2 

The first Americans to make contact with Turkey were New England 
ship captains who commenced trading at Smyrna in the 1780s. The 
trade grew so slowly that the first American vessel did not reach Con- 
stantinople until 1800, and even Smyrna, the principal port, received 
but thirteen American ships a year on the average prior to 1820. The 

1 Research for portions of this article was made possible by a grant from the Amen- 
can Philosophical Society. 

2 Sydney Nettleton Fisher, The Middle East: A History (New York, 1959), pp. 261-77. 
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American Influences in the Near East 73 

American merchant who established a permanent headquarters in Tur- 
key was exceptional. Some merchants made an occasional trip to a Near 
Eastern port, remaining a few days to a few weeks to supervise the 
selling of New England manufactures and the buying of Near Eastern 
produce. Most Yankee ship captains sold their cargoes through English 
trading houses. Thus American merchants were too little in evidence 
to illustrate by their mode of life much that could be imitated by the 
Levantines.3 

Although the number of American merchants in Turkey remained 
small even in 1860, their contact had two significant consequences. It 
was at the instance of the merchants that a treaty of commerce was nego- 
tiated with Turkey in 1830. More important in terms of cultural rela- 
tions was the sailing ship employed by the merchants. Interest in the 
sleek, efficient sailing vessel was heightened by the series of naval officers 
who represented the United States in negotiations in the period from 
1820 to 1843: William Bainbridge, John Rodgers, William M. Crane, 
James Biddle and David Porter. Commodore Rodgers, after showing 
the ranking Turkish naval official about his flagship, reported that the 
Gapudan Pasha had pronounced the U.S.S. North Carolina superior to 
any British, French or Russian ship the Ottoman official had seen. As 
a result of their acquaintance with American ships and the loss of the 
imperial fleet at Navarino Bay, the Ottoman government sought the right 
to have naval vessels constructed in the United States. Although the 
United States Senate refused to incorporate such provisions in the 1830 
treaty with Turkey, arrangements were made subsequently by which 
American naval technicians might assist Turkey.4 

To Henry Eckford, onetime constructor in charge of the Brooklyn 
Naval Yard, went the distinction of being the first American technician 
to operate in Turkey. Eckford, who had gone abroad in 1831 to exhibit 
and sell a ship he had built as an example of American skill, came to 
Constantinople, sold his ship to the Sultan and stayed to direct Turkish 
naval construction. While President Jackson acceded to Eckford's request 
for a letter of commendation, Secretary of State Van Buren warned the 
American charg6, David Porter, to see that Eckford's activities did not 
"in the smallest degree" compromise American neutrality. With Com- 
modore Porter's support Eckford made a modest start in augmenting the 
Turkish fleet before he died in 1832. His successor, Henry Rhodes, made 

3 David Offley to J. Q. Adams, January 24, 1824, Negotiations with Turkey, 1818 
to 1831, Vol. 1, Pt. 1, General Records of the Dept. of State, Rec. Group 59, National 
Archives, Washington, D. C. 

4John Rodgers to Henry Clay, July 19, 1826, ibid.; M. Van Buren to David Porter, 
April 15, 1831, Instructions, Turkey, 1. Van Buren expressed fears that a treaty would 
bind rather than permit the United States to build ships for Turkey. 
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numerous improvements in Turkish ships. However, he encountered 
opposition from Turkish officials who were evidently jealous of being 
supplanted by a foreigner, and Rhodes was sent home in 1839.5 

In subsequent years American technicians made occasional contribu- 
tions to Turkey's military and naval reforms. Commodore Porter intro- 
duced a Mr. Cochran, inventor of a cannon, to Ottoman officials. After 
the Sultan was presented with a model of Cochran's gun, Cochran was 
given a place at the imperial gun foundry with workmen and various 
facilities made available to him. The American influence on the Turkish 
naval forces was less than it might have been, for when the Sultan ex- 
pressed a desire to have a United States naval mission aid in training 
the Turkish navy, the State Department refused the request, contending 
the United States could not withdraw officers from active duty without 
serious prejudice to the public service. Alternatively the Department 
proposed that Turkey employ retired officers or that young officers of 
the Turkish navy train on American vessels. Little seems to have come 
of this or of a subsequent inspection trip made by a representative of 
the Ottoman government to American naval yards in the 1850s.6 

On the whole the effort to make the Turks self-sufficient in naval 
construction was of limited success. During the 1830s the Turkish navy 
was probably stronger than it otherwise would have been without the 
aid of Eckford and Rhodes, but the lack of vigor in the Ottoman gov- 
ernment negated the gains. The fleet surrendered voluntarily in 1839 
to the French and Egyptians, and in the 1840s and 1850s Ottoman inde- 
pendence rested largely on the will of Great Britain and at times France 
and Russia. 

Although by 1820 the Ottoman government saw the necessity of west- 
ernizing its economic system and fashioning a modern communications 
and transportation network, American financiers and technicians played 
little part. It was not that the Americans lacked the requisite skills nor 
that the Turks were unaware of American capabilities. Sultan Abdul 
Medjid I (1839-61) noted American skill in fabricating rifles and rewarded 
the inventive genius of Samuel F. B. Morse with a handsome decoration. 
American capitalists, finding ample investment opportunities closer home, 
were unattracted by Turkey. The Ottoman government was not itself 
prepared to finance an extensive program of railroad building before 

5 Merle Curti and Kendall Birr, Prelude to Point Four: American Technical Mis- 
sions Overseas 1838-1938 (Madison, Wis., 1954), p. 155; Van Buren to Porter, April 
22, 1831, Instructions, Turkey, Vol. 1. David D. Porter, Memoir of Commodore David 
Porter of the United States Navy (Albany, N. Y., 1875), p. 413. 

6 Porter to John Forsyth, April 5, 1835, Despatches, Turkey, Vol. 5; Forsyth to Porter, 
May 16, 1837, Instructions, Vol. 1; J. M. Clayton to George P. Marsh, June 28, 1850, 
ibid. 
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1860, and the realities of power politics tended to reserve the economic 
development of the Ottoman Empire in the years 1830-60 to English and 
French firms backed by home governments which regarded such invest- 
ments as an adjunct of foreign policy. 

It is significant that Mahmud II, though interested in reform, was 
prevented during long stretches of his reign from achieving much be- 
cause of the threats to his rule posed successively by uprisings of the 
Serbs (1815-17), the Greek War of Independence (1821-30), the Russo- 
Turk War (1828-29) and the conflict with Mohammed Ali (1832-33). 
The Hatt-I-Sherif of Gulhane, (1839) a declaration of principles guaran- 
teeing the life, liberty and property of all subjects and promising mili- 
tary and tax reform, came early in the reign of Abdul Medjid and was 
the work of the ablest Ottoman official of the first half of the nineteenth 
century, Reshid Pasha. Though the latter was an ardent supporter of 
Westernization his plans were thwarted by traditionalists at home and 
the preoccupation of the government with preserving its Balkan terri- 
tories from Russia. Though reforms continued to be introduced, the 
most important reform of the nineteenth century, the Hatt-I-Humayun, 
was the price Turkey paid in 1856 for recognition at the Peace of Paris 
as a member of the European "Concert." It went far in assuring Chris- 
tians civil rights while reducing the civil powers of the heads of the 
various Christian churches. Public office and liberty of conscience were 
guaranteed all subjects of the Sultan. Torture was abolished, prisons re- 
formed.7 

When the Ottoman government itself took the initiative in soliciting 
American aid to execute a specific project, the experience indicated that 
the Turks were not fully prepared to take advantage of the help asked. 
The most notable incident came when Abdul Mejid I asked President 
Polk as a personal favor to recommend two or three agriculturists to 
improve cotton culture in Turkey. Flattered, President Polk and Secre- 
tary of State Buchanan took pains to locate two men, Dr. James Bolton 
Davis, a planter, and Dr. J. Lawrence Smith, a civil engineer with train- 
ing in medicine and agricultural chemistry. Davis directed the imperial 
model farm and experimented with several varieties of cotton. Although 
the American Minister Dabney Carr, who enthusiastically supported 
Davis, urged the State Department that at a slight expenditure "the 
greatest benefits" could be conferred on Turkey by sending examples 
of American wheat fans, threshing machines, ploughs and wagons, the 
suggestion was apparently rejected by the State Department. Davis sub- 
sequently ran afoul of some employees of the Sublime Porte whom Carr 

7 Fisher, The Middle East, pp. 315-20. 
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charged were trying to "engross the direction and profits of every branch 
of public employment." Other observers, including Smith, reported the 
work was a failure. Certainly the hoped-for expansion of cotton produc- 
tion on the untilled uplands of Anatolia did not take place until long 
afterward. Davis' contract was terminated and he returned to the United 
States.8 

Smith, however, stayed on for four years, during which time he made 
important contributions to geology and mineralogy and to mining op- 
erations. His discovery of emery deposits led to the exploitation of these 
resources. He, too, found his stay frustrating. Ottoman bureaucrats kept 
him in Constantinople unnecessarily. Out of the capital he was accom- 
panied by a "troop of lazy, ignorant scoundrels," who spent more time 
spying on him than in assisting. Efforts to open a new coal field were 
blocked by the Sultan's mother and some of the great Pashas who, as 
owners of other mines, objected to competition. Disgusted, Smith re- 
turned to the United States to resume a distinguished teaching career 
at the University of Virginia and later the University of Louisville.9 

Far and away the most important American impact on the culture of 
the Near East came from the missionary. American Protestantism in 
1820 was riding out the swells generated by the religious ferment which 
marked the early years of the nineteenth century. Rejecting the skep- 
ticism and rationalism of the late eighteenth century, Protestantism 
placed a new emphasis on piety. On the frontier the characteristic ex- 
pression of the new spirit was the revival, noisy and uninhibited; in the 
East it culminated in the founding of home and foreign missionary so- 
cieties. Proof of one's religious commitment was to be found in service 
as a missionary or at least in generous financial support of the missionary 
societies. Of special importance was the American Board of Commission- 
ers for Foreign Missions. Incorporated in 1812 as a joint undertaking 
of the Congregational, Presbyterian and Reformed Churches, the Amer- 
ican Board by 1820 had mission stations in Burma, Ceylon and Hawaii. 

In 1820 the American Board established its first mission in the Near 
East. Initially it aimed at converting the Jews and Moslems of the Holy 
Land to Protestantism, but the first missionaries quickly discovered that 
the former were indifferent and the latter militantly hostile to Chris- 
tianity. The untimely death of both members of the original team gave 
the work another setback. Rather than abandon the mission, the Amer- 

8 Brown to J. Buchanan, January 5, 1846, Despatches, Turkey, Vol. 10; Dabney Carr 
to Sec. of State, June 6, 1847, ibid., Vol. 11; Carr to Buchanan, October 24, 1848, ibid., 
Vol. 11; Carr to Buchanan, December 14, 1848, ibid. 

9 Philip Brown to Clayton, January 14, 1850, ibid.; Curti and Birr, Prelude to Point 
Four, pp. 22-24. 
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ican Board sent replacements to work among the Armenian and Greek 
Orthodox of Anatolia and the Levant, hoping to induce these groups 
to "Protestantize" themselves. In spite of the political disorders occa- 
sioned by the efforts of Ibrahim Pasha to wrest Syria from the Sultan's 
control in the 1830s and the efforts of the French and British to estab- 
lish spheres of influence in the Levant and neighboring Egypt, the Amer- 
icans established a solid base of operations at Smyrna, Beirut and Con- 
stantinople in the 1830s. The number of American missionaries in the 
Near East grew rapidly. They quickly became the largest Protestant 
group in the Near East and the most numerous foreign element in the 
interior of Turkey.10 

From the missionary viewpoint the greatest gift that America had to 
share with the Holy Land was its Protestant interpretation of the Scrip- 
tures. The Americans took exception to the use of charms, relics and 
miraculous pictures by native Christians as well as to the "idolatrous 
rites and worship in an unknown tongue, manipulated by an ignorant, 
degraded, selfish priesthood."1 Instead the Americans stressed use of 
the Bible in the vernacular tongue. By de-emphasizing the Virgin Mary 
and the Saints and abandoning the use of candles, incense and vest- 
ments, the missionaries shifted the emphasis in the worship service from 
the liturgy to the sermon delivered in the vernacular. Extemporaneous 
prayer by clergy and laymen was encouraged. Monasticism, a celibate 
clergy and an episcopal polity were rejected for the ordained pastor 
who governed his flock in collaboration with lay officers of the congrega- 
tion. Few native Christians were immediately convinced of the innate 
superiority of Calvinistic Christianity. The priests, bishops, archbishops 
and patriarchs understandably regarded the American teachings as a 
threat to their continued hold upon their congregations, and they soon 
waxed hostile. The Maronite patriarch in Syria pronounced anathema 
on the missionaries and their converts. Maronites were "not to visit or 
employ them, or do them a favor or give them salutation, or converse 
with them in any form or manner, but let them be avoided as a putrid 
member and as hellish dragons." Native Christians who turned Protes- 
tant were persecuted. Their shops were boycotted, native teachers and 
ministers were banished, men and women were stoned in the streets, 
hung up by the thumbs, spit upon and struck in the face, tortured with 
the bastinado, and imprisoned without charge or trial. The Americans 

10 William E. Strong, The Story of the American Board; an Account of the First 
Hundred Years of the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions (Boston, 
1910). 

11 N. G. Clark, "The Gospel in the Ottoman Empire," American Board of Com- 
missioners for Foreign Missions, Annual Report, 1878, p. xix. 
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were persistent, but far from bringing about reform within the Orthodox 
churches, by the late 1840s they had succeeded in founding a small 
native Protestant church which was added to the religious spectrum of 
the Ottoman Empire.12 

The creation of this Protestant community had immediate political 
repercussions, for Ottoman Turkey was a nation of many peoples, Mos- 
lems, Jews, Orthodox Christians and Roman Catholic Christians. The 
Moslem Turk, possessing a legal code based on Islam, had administered 
the Christian minorities through the agencies of their respective churches. 
Hence the creation of a Protestant church necessitated the establishment 
of machinery by which the infant Protestant community could be gov- 
erned. Ottoman experience with Roman Catholic and Orthodox Chris- 
tians had indicated that these religious communities were frequently 
used by foreign powers to the detriment of Ottoman power and prestige. 
Russia assumed the role of protector of the Orthodox subjects of the 
Sultan, while France exuded solicitude for the Roman Catholics. 

The American government was too wrapped up in domestic expansion 
and slavery agitation to exert much power in so remote an area, and a 
very self-conscious application of the doctrine of separation of church 
and state further restrained American diplomats from championing the 
interests of the Protestant community. The British rushed in where the 
American government feared to tread. As a Protestant nation and a 
leading commercial power, the British saw that as guarantor of the 
Protestant community in Turkey they could play the champion of re- 
ligious liberty and acquire a "right" to dabble in the domestic affairs 
of the Ottoman Empire. In the late 1840s the British, led by Sir Strat- 
ford Canning, compelled the Sultan to grant the Protestant community 
the same rights hitherto enjoyed by the Roman Catholic, Greek Ortho- 
dox and Armenian Gregorian minorities. Thus in creating a Protestant 
church in Turkey and Syria, the American missionaries provided the 
British with a lever to use in the power struggle in the Near East. Otto- 
man society was further fragmented by a development that neither the 
older Christian groups nor the Ottoman government appreciated. As 
native Protestants were molested, the Americans found themselves in a 
state of dependence upon British diplomacy to protect their far-flung 
mission posts in the interior. On occasion the Ottoman government pro- 
tested at the support the American missionaries gave British policy.13 

Without intending to, at least at first, the missionaries from America 
transmitted far more than their particular brand of Christianity. From 
the initial stations in Smyrna (now Izmir), Beirut and Constantinople 

12 American Board, Annual Report, 1827, p. 60. 
13 Philip Brown to James Buchanan, March 1, 1846, Despatches, Turkey, Vol. 10. 
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(Istanbul), missions were established in Caesarea, Tarsus, Diarbekir, 
Trebizond and even at Urumia in northwest Persia. In each of these cen- 
ters American homes were established in which by 1860 native Protes- 
tants might see American books and periodicals, glass windows, and 
sewing machines. Here also were light, sturdy wagons, and other simple 
farm tools. The missionary's wife and daughters, unveiled and educated, 
were much in evidence. The missionary and his family personified the 
Protestant ethic, the virtues of honesty and sobriety being the most im- 
portant. Natives desiring to affiliate with the Protestant group were 
expected to give convincing evidence of a religious experience, part of 
which would consist in the adoption and practice of the Protestant 
ethic.14 

The missionary acted not only as an unconscious bearer of an Amer- 
ican style of living, but quite deliberately endeavored to make innova- 
tions in popular education. The founding of schools became the great 
American missionary enterprise in the Near East. Missionary wives in 
the mid-1820s organized classes for their own children and warm- 
heartedly admitted neighboring native children "to teach them what 
they could." By the late 1830s and 1840s it seemed necessary to operate 
elementary schools in order that native youth be enabled to read the 
Scriptures for themselves. When in the mid-1840s a split developed be- 
tween Protestant and non-Protestant Christian, schools were regarded as 
additionally necessary to hold the Protestant community intact.15 

During the 1830s and early 1840s the schools were of the Lancastrian 
type-the American teacher working with the older students and these 
in turn with the younger students. Throughout the period the classes 
remained ungraded, as were most American schools of the same era. The 
simple curriculum concentrated on reading, writing and arithmetic. 
The Bible was used as a text. Instruction was in the native language- 
Arabic in Syria and Lebanon, and Armenian in Turkey. The classroom 
was plain, often with a dirt floor covered with mats. Students, however, 
were seated on benches or at desks in the American manner, a practice 
that seemed very worldly to Moslem critics.'6 

14 Henry Harris Jessup, Women of the Arabs With a Chapter for Children, eds. 
Charles S. Robinson and Isaac Riley (New York, 1873), p. 80; Justin Perkins, A Resi- 
dence of Eight Years in Persia, Among the Nestorian Christians: with Notices of the 
Muhammedans (New York, 1843), p. 296; H. G. 0. Dwight, Memoir of Mrs. Elizabeth 
B. Dwight (New York, 1840), pp. 287-88. 

15 E. D. G. Prime (ed.), Forty Years in the Turkish Empire; or Memoirs of Revt. 
William Goodell, D.D. (New York, 1876), p. 93; Arthur Judson Brown, One Hundred 
Years; a History of the Foreign Missionary Work of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U.S.A. (New York, 1936), p. 983. 

16 Prime, Memoirs of Rev. William Goodell, p. 129; Perkins, Eight Years in Persia, 
p. 251; Thomas Laurie, Woman and Her Savior in Persia (Boston, 1863), pp. 39-40, 45. 

This content downloaded from 67.189.145.184 on Sun, 03 Jan 2016 23:55:31 UTC
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


80 American Quarterly 

By the 1840s and 1850s it seemed desirable to create secondary schools. 
The avowed purpose of these was to develop native leadership which 
would eventually staff the elementary schools and native churches. For 
their time and location the secondary schools were advanced. In Bebek 
on the outskirts of Constantinople, Cyrus Hamlin founded a boarding 
school notable for its emphasis on mathematics, physics and chemistry 
as well as for thorough instruction in English. Hamlin, who at one time 
had been an apprentice, pioneered a self-help program, establishing a 
shop in which students made sheet iron stoves and assorted metal prod- 
ucts to be offered for sale. 17 In Syria the chief school was the Academy 
at Abeih. Founded in 1843 by Cornelius Van Dyck, it stressed teacher 
training. Growth of the school was slow, there being but twenty-four 
students a decade after its founding.18 

The impact of the educational work was chiefly on the small Protestant 
community. The influence reached others, though often indirectly. As 
early as 1832 Commodore Porter commented that the founding of schools 
among the Turks is "astonishing, perhaps among the greatest benefits 
which the Empire has derived from its alliance with the United States." 
Three years later he reported that the Sultan had solicited aid of the 
missionary educators in establishing two schools, one attended by nearly 
a thousand young soldiers. Books and instruments for the schools were 
prepared by William Goodell, a missionary. Porter, after visiting the 
schools several times, expressed astonishment at the equipment which in- 
cluded globes, a planetarium, and models of spheres, cubes and cones 
for teaching solid geometry. He was equally amazed at the progress made 
by the students in reading.19 

That the Christian have access to the Holy Word in his vernacular 
was an imperative of Protestantism. Thus in its inception the American 
Board sent a press and printers to the Near East to publish tracts, Testa- 
ments and even whole Bibles. It quickly turned to printing textbooks and 
visual aids that might be employed to spread literacy as well as leisure 
reading of a quality consistent with the mores which missionaries be- 
lieved should accompany Christianity. 

The problems confronting the mission press were varied, for the Otto- 
man Empire was a multilingual country.20 At the time the press was 

17 Cyrus Hamlin, My Life and Times (Boston, 1893), pp. 209-49, 371; also, American 
Board, Annual Report, 1856, p. 50; Annual Report, 1862, p. 83. 

18 Lutfi M. Sa'di, "Al Hakim Cornelius Van Alen Van Dyck (1815-1895)," Isis, XXVII 
(1927), 25; F. J. Bliss (ed)., The Reminiscences of Daniel Bliss (New York, 1920), pp. 
111-12. 

19 Porter to Forsyth, July 25, 1832 and April 22, 1835, both in Despatches, Turkey, 
Vol. 7. An American Long Resident at Constantinople [David Porter], Constantinople 
and Its Environs (2 vols.; New York, 1835), II, 311. 
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established in the 1820s there was no suitable movable type in Arabic. 
This problem was solved in the 1830s by two missionary printers, Eli 
Smith and Holman Hallock, who collected specimens of Arabic script 
and then designed the necessary punches and matrices to produce "Amer- 
ican Arabic," thus providing the Arabic world stretching from Morocco 
to the Philippines with an aesthetically pleasing and orthographically 
correct type face. While Smith and Hallock were developing an Arabic 
press, other missionaries were at work in Constantinople establishing a 
press publishing in Greek and Armenian, while in 1834 at Urumia, on 
the Turkish-Persian frontier, a press was established specializing in 
Syriac.21 

Much of the output of the presses was avowedly religious material, but 
the quantity of secular publications was significant. Many missionaries 
prepared books on spelling, geography, arithmetic and moral science. 
Some of these texts remained standard until the end of the century, see- 
ing service first in American mission schools. Later, they were used by 
Armenian, Greek and Turkish schools. It seemed important to provide 
suitable reading materials for the adults. Moralistic tales were translated 
from English into the native languages, the most famous being Leigh 
Richmond's Dairyman's Daughter. The mission also published The 
Greek Magazine of Useful Knowledge, a monthly which claimed over 
400 subscribers in the 1840s.22 

Closely related to the establishment of the press was the emergence of 
many missionaries as scholars. Eli Smith and Cornelius Van Dyck be- 
came Arab scholars capable of doing original work of merit. Arab classi- 
cal literature, long in decline, was revived as the mission schools created 
an expanding audience for it and through the press, the means of reach- 
ing a still greater group. Two native collaborators with Smith and Van 
Dyck became prime movers in kindling the Arab literary renaissance, 
compiling the Arabic-English dictionary and beginning an Arabic En- 
cyclopedia. Of similar import was the work of Justin Perkins in Syriac 
literature.23 

20 David Greene, "The Employment of the Press in Promoting the Missionary Work," 
American Board, Annual Report, 1840, p. 50. 

21 Henry Harris Jessup, Fifty-three Years in Syria (2 vols.; New York, 1910); p. 55; 
American Board, Annual Report, 1836, pp. 51, 114; Annual Report, 1837, p. 64; Annual 
Report, 1838, pp. 64, 65. 

22 American Board, Annual Report, 1839, p. 74. 
23 George Antonius, The Arab Awakening: The Story of the Arab National Move- 

ment (Philadelphia, 1939), p. 40, insists that the American Press opened new horizons 
to educators and paved the way for "the rehabilitation of the Arabic language as a 
vehicle of thought." Thomas Laurie, The Ely Volume; or the Contributions of Our 
Foreign Missions to Science and Human Well Being (Boston, 1881), p. 195. 
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In the field of medicine the missionaries moved uncertainly and with 
limited success. Because of the primitive living conditions, mission work 
took the lives of many Americans. The American Board noted that it 
had "not been easy to keep an efficient force in the field."24 As of 1843 
nine of the staff members had died abroad, and four others had returned 
to the States for reasons of health. Because of the sanitary conditions 
many mission posts were quarantined three to six months each year. In 
such circumstances the Board assigned a medical doctor to each mission 
station to care for mission personnel. Inevitably the doctors were also 
called upon to serve natives. American medicine at the time was hardly 
"scientific"; doctors still bled patients for all manner of ailments so that 
the American doctor had little edge over the native practitioner. An ex- 
ceptional physician such as Asahel Grant in Urumia gave native doctors 
samples of medicine and lent instruments that they might try them in 
their own practice.25 Occasionally a missionary wrote a pamphlet on 
public health. Americans excelled in setting fractures and removing ex- 
ternal tumors and cataracts. But by and large the mission doctors were 
inhibited by instructions which bade them to regard their medical skill 
and practice "only as a means of furthering the spiritual objects of the 
mission." 26 Interest in medical work by the Board, never great, declined 
in the 1840s not to revive until the 1870s. 

Missionary zeal meant that the officials of the American Board in the 
United States were never wholly certain that they should be supporting 
educational and scientific work. True, even before the first missionaries 
went to the Near East the Board had established a boarding school at 
Cornwall, Connecticut, designed to train American Indian youth to be- 
come "missionaries, physicians, surgeons, school masters, or interpreters; 
and to communicate to the heathen nations such knowledge in agricul- 
ture and the arts, as may prove the means of promoting Christianity and 
civilization."27 But oftentimes it had second thoughts about such activi- 
ties. The American Board had been established primarily for the pur- 
pose of "propagating the Gospel in heathen lands."28 Was it necessary 
and proper to engage in secular philanthropic ventures as well? Funda- 
mentalists on the Board consulted their Bibles and observed: "We do 
not find . . . that Christ or his Apostles made any inventions or dis- 
coveries in the arts and sciences, or sought directly to promote litera- 

24 American Board, Annual Report, 1843. 
25 American Board, Annual Report, 1838, p. 78. 
26 "Instructions of the Prudential Committee, October 24, 1832, to . . . Doctor Asa 

Dodge," American Board, Annual Report, 1832, p. 156. 
27First Ten Reports of the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions 

with Other Documents of the Board (Boston, 1834), p. 307. 
28Ibid., p. 43. 
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ture." The American Board, they concluded, could not be "a society for 
promoting civilization, or literature, or the arts. . 29 Liberals, on the 
other hand, took the position that "whatever conduces to human happi- 
ness and welfare, or is adapted to elevate men, intellectually or socially 
as well as morally, is Christian in its character, and deserving the atten- 
tion of a Christian missionary." The chief spokesman for this view- 
point, the Rev. David Greene, Secretary of the American Board from 
1832 to 1848, acknowledged that Christianity did not of itself teach the 
native to make an alphabet, invent a press or establish a system of 
schools. It did not teach him to construct a plough, make an axe or 
weave a garment. Nor could one depend upon intercourse with more 
cultivated nations to furnish the "unenlightened communities of the 
earth with all the means which they need for improving their intellec- 
tual and social condition." Without the cultural and economic growth 
of native societies, Christianity would accomplish little. The task of the 
missionary, then, was to help the native learn to use agricultural utensils, 
to construct comfortable dwellings, to make decent clothes, to teach 
literature and science, to promote "all the useful arts and inventions. 
. . ."30 In short, as one member of the Turkey mission expressed it, the 
missionary was to be a Christian philanthropist.31 

Generally the missionary and his sponsoring society were trapped in a 
dilemma. At home they could not overtly campaign for funds to dis- 
seminate secular elements of American culture, yet abroad they could 
not avoid spending part of their funds to raise the level of Levantine 
life. The effect was to limit the money available for philanthropic work, 
but at the same time to make the missionary an instrument for breaking 
down the provincial character of American Protestantism. 

By 1860 the American Board had established a solid beachhead of 
native Protestant churches across the length and breadth of the Ottoman 
Empire. With them went a supporting establishment of schools, a mis- 
sion press and a few doctors. The handful of pioneers had scored in ways 
that were substantial, if not always visible. On the foundation of these 
schools emerged within the next half century the largest single school 
system in the Ottoman Empire. One of the magazines of the missionary 
press by 1914 enjoyed the widest circulation of any journal in the Em- 
pire; from the mission personnel came, in the 1860s, the founders of a 
first-rate engineering school at Constantinople, Robert College, and a 
first-rate medical college at Beirut, Syrian Protestant College. That their 

29 American Board, Annual Report, 1856, p. 64. 
30 Rev. David Greene, "The Promotion of Intellectual Cultivation and the Arts of 

Civilized Life in Connection with Christian Missions," Annual Report, 1842, pp. 69-75. 
31 Annual Report, 1834, p. 54. 
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work had been successful even their rivals were prepared to confess. The 
Americans, a Greek bishop admitted in 1859, "have done more for the 
diffusion of useful knowledge and the literary advancement of Syria 
than has been accomplished by all the others during half a century."32 

At the same time it must be recognized that the American impact 
affected some segments of Ottoman society and culture more than others. 
Although the Ottoman government recognized the need for reform, the 
government had no clearly thought out plan. American technicians op- 
erating in Turkey at the behest of the government often found the 
country unprepared for, even hostile to, reform. The major American 
effort-that of the missionaries-had a divisive effect on Ottoman society. 
By 1860 Turkey was less stable than it had been at the beginning of the 
century. Europeans were desirous of deposing the Sultan for not going 
far enough with reform; Moslem subjects were humiliated because of 
the concessions that had been forced on Turkey; Christian subjects re- 
portedly were plotting revolution.33 While the Americans were not pre- 
pared to prevent the disintegration of the Ottoman state, their work 
helped speed the Westernization of Turkey. 

32 Williams to Cass, December 28, 1859, Despatches, Turkey, Vol. 16. 
33 Williams to Cass, September 20, 1859, ibid. 
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