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I N T R O D U C T I O N

N E T WO R K E D 
A N T I C O L O N I A L 
AC T I V I S M

IN  N O V E M B E R  1 9 5 2 ,  a group of Moroccan anti-
colonial activists gathered in New York to advocate before 

the United Nations for their country’s independence from French and Span-
ish colonial rule. Th ey had come to receive the global body’s approval of 
their demands less than a decade after the formation of the Moroccan na-
tionalist movement during World War II. Notwithstanding the dark suits 
and leather briefcases that made them look like regular diplomats, they had 
no legal standing in the new headquarters of international diplomacy due to 
their country’s colonial status. But the representatives of several sovereign 
states off ered their assistance and provided the nationalists with passports 
that identifi ed them as members of the Saudi, Indonesian, Pakistani, Iraqi, 
or Yemeni delegations. Th ey could thus attend committee meetings dealing 
with colonial aff airs. Pakistan’s eloquent foreign minister at the time, Mo-
hammed Zafrullah Khan, threw the full weight of the Islamic world behind 
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2  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

their demands during a debate in the UN General Assembly on the situation 
in North Africa. Despite considerable French eff orts to keep the Moroccan 
question off  the agenda, the nationalists gained a partial victory when the 
gathered delegates adopted a resolution confi rming “the fundamental liber-
ties of the people of Morocco.”¹ From the nationalist viewpoint, “the very 
fact . . . [that] the UN considered itself competent to deal with the Moroc-
can problem and pass a resolution” constituted a “victory” for their cause, 
even though the declaration had failed to explicitly condemn France.²

Many of their compatriots back home followed the campaign in New 
York with great excitement. A close confi dant of Sultan Mohammed ben 
Youssef informed the activists of the “delight of our Excellency about the 
presentation of the [Moroccan] case [abroad]”;³ poets recited verses in praise 
of the UN;⁴ and a nationalist communiqué celebrated the fact that “our 
brothers in America issue a weekly news publication every Friday [which] is 
distributed to . . . public and university libraries . . . and important person-
alities who follow our case.”⁵ Th e anticolonial weekly al-Istiqlal frequently 
published articles and editorials from US newspapers to keep its readership 
informed about “the reactions of American [public] opinion.”⁶ As one na-
tionalist informed his brother in New York, “Th e people here pay a lot of at-
tention to the news and we often hear the details in the street before we read 
them in the newspapers, all of which comes from listening to the various ra-
dio stations. . . . Th ey follow the situation in America and the people here at-
tach great hope [to it].”⁷

Th e Moroccan struggle for independence had gone global. But how ex-
actly did the nationalists internationalize their case so successfully that even 
the UN eventually deliberated the issue? How did they communicate their 
message abroad given that almost none of them spoke any English? Why 
did the international media eventually engage with the demands of activists 
from a somewhat obscure kingdom in northwestern Africa as an Iron Cur-
tain descended over Europe and the ensuing tensions threatened to drag the 
entire planet into yet another world war? While certainly impressive in hind-
sight, the eventual success of their anticolonial campaign had not been pre-
determined when it began in the immediate aftermath of World War II. Few 
contemporary observers would have anticipated that the Moroccan question 
might soon attract considerable international attention.
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N E T W O R K E D  A N T I C O L O N I A L  A C T I V I S M  3

To overcome the obstacles in their path, the Moroccans adopted an in-
novative strategy that positioned them in the vanguard of worldwide anti-
colonial movements, many of which would emulate them in future decades. 
Th ey succeeded by creating a network of sympathizers that enabled them to 
raise global awareness for their case. Former intelligence agents, British jour-
nalists, Asian diplomats, Egyptian Islamists, Coca-Cola executives, West-
ern labor activists, Catholic intellectuals, French socialists, a Nobel laure-
ate, a US Supreme Court judge, Chilean businessmen, a former American 
First Lady, and many others supported their eff orts. Th ese allies not only 
translated the nationalists’ demands into their specifi c cultural contexts but 
also legitimized the calls for an independent Morocco among their compa-
triots by speaking out against colonial rule in the Maghrib. Th e result was an 
international alliance that spanned across four continents and successfully 
brought the nationalists’ case to the attention of world public opinion. Ulti-
mately, it even convinced the UN General Assembly to address the status of 
the North African kingdom.

Th is diplomatic victory was the outcome of years of lobbying that had 
led the activists across the entire globe. Organized around offi  ces in Tangier, 
Paris, Cairo, and New York, the Moroccans successfully advocated for their 
country’s independence.⁸ Th ose executing this campaign, however, were not 
the leaders of the nationalist movement, known to us from the standard ac-
counts of Maghribi historiography. Instead, a number of young activists re-
located abroad to generate worldwide interest in the Moroccan question by 
assembling a global alliance demanding the abrogation of the colonial re-
gimes. Moreover, after the North African kingdom had fi nally achieved in-
dependence in March 1956, all of them played important roles in the creation 
of the postcolonial state. Hitherto deemed to have been of minor relevance, 
these transnational activists made vital contributions to Moroccan history.

By the time the nationalists made their voices heard on the world stage, 
their country had been subject to colonial rule for more than three decades 
following the collapse of the Moroccan state in the early twentieth cen-
tury.⁹ Signed in March 1912 by then-sultan Abdelhafi d, the Treaty of Fez had 
granted France the right and duty to “inaugurat[e] a regular regime in Mo-
rocco based upon internal order and general security, making it possible to 
introduce reforms and to insure the economic development of the country,” 
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4  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

with a resident general being “charged with the representation and protec-
tion of Moroccan subjects and interests abroad.”¹⁰ It also promised to “safe-
guard the religious status, the respect and traditional prestige of the Sul-
tan.”¹¹ Paris signed a separate agreement with Madrid eight months later, 
based on a clause in the Treaty of Fez that had promised an “understand-
ing with the Spanish government regarding the interests, which this govern-
ment has in virtue of its geographical position and territorial possessions on 
the Moroccan coast.”¹² Th e deal designated a northern strip along the Medi-
terranean as the “Spanish zone of infl uence . . . governed by a caliph [kha lifa] 
under the supervision of a Spanish high commissioner, which caliph shall be 
chosen by the sultan from two candidates proposed by the Spanish govern-
ment.”¹³ Th e question of the port city of Tangier remained open until 1923, 
when France, Spain, and Great Britain agreed on a multinational adminis-
tration led by a committee of control.¹⁴

Morocco’s tripartite division led to the proliferation of anticolonial re-
sistance movements—initially armed but later political—across much of 
the country.¹⁵ By May 1930, the scions of the country’s urban bourgeoisie 
challenged the protectorate authorities through mass protests against the so-
called Berber dahir (edict), which replaced Islamic with customary law in 
many rural regions and thus aimed to fragment Moroccan society.¹⁶ But the 
trajectories of the two zones diverged soon thereafter. Th e Spanish high com-
missioner in Tetouan granted legal recognition to Hizb al-Islah al-Watani 
(Party of National Reform, PNR) in December 1936 and encouraged its lead-
ers’ partial integration into the colonial apparatus. Th e French authorities, 
by contrast, temporarily exiled in November 1937 most of the activists from 
the territory under their control. Ultimately, the hardships caused by World 
War II proved pivotal for the transformation of Moroccan anticolonialism 
into a nationalist movement that openly called for an immediate abrogation 
of the protectorates. In December 1943 in Rabat, several dozen young men 
founded Hizb al-Istiqlal (Independence Party), which quickly grew into the 
country’s largest political organization. Although separated by diff erent co-
lonial regimes, both parties coordinated their activities. Th is applied particu-
larly to their campaign abroad.

Th e complex legal reality of the two protectorates forced the national-
ists to structure their struggle for independence around two important facts. 
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N E T W O R K E D  A N T I C O L O N I A L  A C T I V I S M  5

First, Sultan Mohammed ben Youssef literally embodied the last vestiges of 
Moroccan sovereignty, since it was for his “protection” that the entire colo-
nial edifi ce had been erected. Second, the Spanish protectorate existed solely 
as a French concession—if Paris ever nullifi ed the Treaty of Fez, the govern-
ment in Madrid would have to withdraw its offi  cials as well. For these rea-
sons, activists from both zones embraced Sidi Mohammed, as the monarch 
was also known, as the country’s symbol of unity, fully capable of leading 
his people toward a prosperous future. Moreover, it meant that everyone—
including the nationalists from Tetouan—directed their activities fi rst and 
foremost against France. Doing so had become both easier and more dif-
fi cult in the face of recent world events: whereas the UN provided an ideal 
platform for reaching out to world public opinion, the constraints of the 
emerging Cold War threatened to marginalize the interests of the decoloniz-
ing world. Nowhere did this become more apparent than in North Africa.

D E C O L O N I Z A T I O N  A N D  T H E  C O L D  WA R

Th e end of World War II not only heralded the beginning of a new age on 
the European continent but also remade the relationships between the West-
ern powers and the world’s colonized peoples.¹⁷ Having witnessed their em-
pires contract during six years of total warfare, politicians in London, Paris, 
Th e Hague, and beyond sought to salvage their colonial possessions from 
the ruins of the global confl ict. Yet that was easier said than done. France’s 
Fourth Republic, for example, emerged materially devastated and morally 
tarnished by the legacy of the collaborationist Vichy regime. Many French 
citizens nonetheless expected the reconstruction of the colonies from Indo-
china to North Africa to secure their country’s economic well-being and re-
store its shattered national pride. Even politicians that had risked their lives 
in the resistance against the Nazi occupation did not hesitate to order the 
brutal repression of anticolonial movements overseas.¹⁸ But the defeat of 
the European armies by the German Wehrmacht had shattered their aura 
of invincibility in the eyes of the colonial subjects, who deemed a continu-
ation of the status quo neither desirable nor inevitable. Th e two decades af-
ter 1945 thus saw the clash of two antagonistic currents: recolonization and 
decolonization.
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6  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

Two events symbolized this contradictory transformation of global pol-
itics. Just three weeks after the Istiqlal Party had unilaterally declared Mo-
rocco’s independence on 11 January 1944, the leaders of the Free French 
Forces gathered in Brazzaville, then capital of French Equatorial Africa, to 
plan the resurrection of a reformed empire following the end of the war (they 
emphatically rejected the “autonomy” and “self-government of the colonies 
even in the long term”).¹⁹ An even more emblematic incident occurred on 
8 May 1945. While crowds from Los Angeles to Moscow celebrated Nazi 
Germany’s surrender, the local population in Sétif commemorated VE Day 
by demanding an end to colonial rule. Instead of acknowledging the valid-
ity of their demands, though, the French authorities massacred thousands of 
Algerian Muslims.²⁰ European statesmen denied their colonial subjects the 
very same freedoms for which they had fought against Hitler and his allies. 
What seemed like a moment of liberation to some actually meant new forms 
of oppression for others.

Yet despite the colonial powers’ feverish attempts to reassert their control, 
a tectonic shift in international relations had made such endeavors unfeasi-
ble: politicians in European capitals no longer decided the fate of the world, 
but their counterparts in Washington and Moscow seeking to recruit client 
states to their respective camps did.²¹ Th e ultimate symbol of this dramatic 
transformation occurred during the Suez Crisis of November 1956, which 
came to an abrupt conclusion when US president Dwight D. Eisenhower 
and Soviet fi rst secretary Nikita Khrushchev jointly forced Britain, France, 
and Israel to withdraw their invading armies from Egypt. Such moments 
of cooperation remained rare, however, since the wartime alliance between 
the United States and the Soviet Union had already given way to a new ri-
valry that soon enough encompassed all fi ve continents.²² As the promise of 
“a world free of want and fear” outlined by the Atlantic Charter in 1941 be-
came an ever-more-distant dream, the hopes of many observers rested on 
a new intergovernmental organization designed to promote international 
cooperation.

Th e United Nations symbolized the nascent global order after its estab-
lishment in 1945; its two-tier structure consisting of the Security Council 
and the General Assembly emphasized the organization’s hierarchical na-
ture, and it initially did little to encourage anticolonial nationalism around 
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N E T W O R K E D  A N T I C O L O N I A L  A C T I V I S M  7

the globe. It sought stability, not revolutionary change.²³ But notwithstand-
ing its founders’ conservative intentions, the UN soon came to embody the 
hopes of many Africans and Asians, who viewed it as a forum through which 
they could mobilize “world opinion” against the colonial powers.²⁴ After all, 
its founding charter had proclaimed “the principle of equal rights and self-
determination of peoples” and thus appeared to fulfi ll the promises made by 
the Allies during the war years; three years later, the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights outlined the “common standard of achievement for all peo-
ples” that included the “dignity and . . . equal and inalienable rights of all 
members of the human family” and permitted “rebellion against tyranny” as 
a last resort.²⁵

Although the colonial powers had done everything possible to prevent 
the gathered delegates from incorporating radically anticolonial language 
into the UN’s founding documents, they left the conference fearful that the 
nascent intergovernmental organization would inevitably herald the end of 
their empires.²⁶ Th e fl ood of petitions inundating the UN demonstrated its 
appeal to women and men across the colonized world.²⁷ Transnational alli-
ances of nongovernmental organizations such as the International Associa-
tion of Democratic Lawyers and the International League of the Rights of 
Man helped African nationalists appeal to a global public as well as to the re-
sponsible UN committees.²⁸ And an itinerant clergyman established the Af-
rica Bureau in New York to advocate for Namibian independence.²⁹ Th ese 
activists also received support from infl uential grassroots movements such as 
the NAACP (National Association for the Advancement of Colored People), 
which used its contacts among US politicians to actively assist a wide range 
of anticolonial causes.³⁰ “Everything done to inform the world about the sit-
uation of the subject peoples slowly promotes their emancipation,” French le-
gal scholar André Mathiot noted in 1949 with regard to the organization’s 
ability to “submit colonial policies to public opinion.”³¹

Th e emergence of the UN as the center of international diplomacy thus 
both contributed to and paralleled the age of decolonization.³² Th e Moroc-
can nationalists visiting New York sought to take advantage of trends that 
pointed to the decline of empire across the globe, only some of which can be 
attributed to the intergovernmental organization. Th e Philippines in 1946, 
India and Pakistan in 1947, Burma in 1948, Indonesia in 1949, Libya in 1951, 
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8  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

and Vietnam in 1954 all secured their independence within the decade fol-
lowing the end of World War II and inspired others to follow in their foot-
steps. Seeking to make the voices of Africa and Asia heard around the world, 
twenty-nine non-Western nations met in Bandung in 1955 to take a stance 
against imperialism and reestablish their peoples as independent historical 
actors.³³ A diff erent world suddenly seemed possible. Statesmen from across 
the globe founded the Non-Aligned Movement in Belgrade six years later 
to move beyond neutrality toward a much more assertive stance that would 
exploit the tensions of the Cold War to their own benefi t.³⁴ Unwilling to 
maintain their subservient position vis-à-vis the former colonial powers, they 
sought to transform the entire world;³⁵ the resulting rise of South-South re-
lations created a new sphere of politics outside the confi nes of Western con-
trol.³⁶ Whereas the global confl ict between the United States and the Soviet 
Union had begun as a bilateral confrontation, it quickly became a multipolar 
conversation.³⁷ And the Moroccans wanted to participate in it.

Th e potential of decolonization to bring about radical change was best 
expressed by the term Th ird World, which many opponents of Western he-
gemony eagerly embraced.³⁸ Originally coined by the French geographer 
Alfred Sauvy in 1952, it echoed the ideals of the French revolutionaries so 
famously expressed by Abbé Sieyès in 1789. (“What is the Th ird Estate? 
Every thing. What has it been until now in the political order? Nothing. 
What does it want to be? Something.”)³⁹ But within the context of the Cold 
War, the expression also advocated for the “positive neutrality” of the non-
Western world with regard to the binary geopolitical confl ict. It refl ected the 
desire of the colonial peoples to assert themselves on the world stage as sover-
eign nations and galvanized the hopes of many—including some in Europe 
and North America—at the height of the era of decolonization.⁴⁰

Morocco was no exception in this regard. Even before the notion of a 
Th ird World became an integral part of the global political vocabulary, the 
country’s nationalist press had advocated for the creation of “a third force of 
small states at the UN maintaining a balance . . . [between] the two power-
ful states,” thus indicating that it understood the local anticolonial struggle 
as inherently intertwined with the Cold War.⁴¹ At the same time, though, 
the Moroccans rejected the term’s more radical implications. Although they 
wanted to free themselves from all vestiges of the colonial era, they did not 
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N E T W O R K E D  A N T I C O L O N I A L  A C T I V I S M  9

seek a fundamental rupture with either Europe or the United States. Th eir 
goal was acceptance as equals within a global system based on representative 
democracy and liberal capitalism. Aspiring to close relations with both West-
ern and Afro-Asian capitals did not seem like a contradiction to them.

G L O B A L I Z I N G  T H E  M O R O C C A N  Q U E S T I O N

Th e rapidly shifting international landscape of the post–World War II de-
cade shaped the Moroccans’ struggle for independence. From a global per-
spective, it was exactly the right moment to make their case abroad: the 
European empires displayed clear symptoms of decay, while two new super-
powers outbid each other to gain the sympathies of the decolonizing peoples. 
Th e bipolar confl ict thus provided nationalist movements with leverage to 
gain independence on their own terms despite the constraints it imposed on 
them.⁴² It was now or never—the Moroccans had to seize this unique oppor-
tunity by appealing directly to the conscience of what came to be known as 
world public opinion. Th ereby, they would exert international pressure that 
might force France and Spain to relinquish their respective protectorates.⁴³ 
Th e solution was the formation of an international network of supporters 
that allowed them to successfully advocate for Moroccan independence on 
the global stage.

But whereas this networked approach proved very useful throughout the 
liberation struggle, it became a liability after the end of the protectorates as 
the country descended into a power struggle that pitted the political elites 
against each other. Although they had closely cooperated during the years 
of the anticolonial campaign, the royal palace and the nationalists now vied 
to fi ll the vacuum created by the withdrawal of the colonial authorities. Th e 
country’s monarch ultimately emerged victorious as he took control of the le-
vers of power by co-opting the central nodes of the advocacy network, thus 
weakening the Istiqlal and turning it into an opposition party. Its informal 
nature, lack of a clearly defi ned membership, and failure to establish a coher-
ent ideology had once constituted advantages but suddenly turned into lia-
bilities; the skills, resources, and personal connections acquired by the na-
tionalists during their campaign abroad strengthened the monarch’s hand as 
soon as he had drawn the network’s central participants to his side. Th rough 
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1 0  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

a careful analysis of the liaisons of activists working on the global level, we 
can understand how the Istiqlalis managed to win the battle for indepen-
dence but then abruptly lose the prize of political dominance over the post-
colonial state. Instead, Sidi Mohammed laid the groundwork for the author-
itarian monarchy that still rules the country today.

Th e Moroccan nationalists repeatedly referred to their own outreach ac-
tivities as propaganda.⁴⁴ Of course, that term carries a negative, even de-
rogatory, connotation today. At the time, however, they self-consciously 
embraced the importance of “confronting the world conscience through pro-
paganda [di āʿya] and dissemination of information [tanshīr] about the ac-
tivities of the oppressors.”⁴⁵ And the nationalist press regularly celebrated 
those traveling abroad “to conduct propaganda for the Moroccan case.”⁴⁶ 
Th e term used in this way implied objectivity and truth, not bias and de-
ceit. Even US media outlets such as the New York Times occasionally used 
the term approvingly (“Motion pictures . . . are . . . the best kind of propa-
ganda for the American way of life” one article argued in the context of the 
early Cold War).⁴⁷ Considering the international media’s general sympathy 
toward France’s policies, the Moroccans knew that they had to craft their 
own narratives. To achieve this end, they needed to provide verifi able facts to 
validate their claims.

Publications such as Morocco under the Protectorate: Forty Years of French 
Administration promised a detailed “analysis of the facts and fi gures,” all 
of which had been taken from French government reports.⁴⁸ In the United 
States, the nationalists’ monthly periodical Free Morocco, which reached cu-
rious individuals across the entire country, informed its readers that “the 
Moroccan demands are not extreme” but merely called for the restoration 
of their compatriots’ “rights and liberties.”⁴⁹ Th e Moroccans saw their best 
chance of success in appealing to the liberal conscience of Western publics—
at no point did they consider working with the Soviet Union or its allies. 
(“Th e foremost aim . . . is to establish a democratic government—a liberal 
constitutional monarchy and social democracy, where the Moroccan citizens 
can exercise all their rights as free citizens,” a booklet published in New York 
in 1953 explained to the reader.)⁵⁰ Th is tactic proved extremely eff ective in 
gaining the sympathies of Western observers, whose increasing hostility to-
ward the colonial regime in Morocco ultimately contributed to the demise of 
the two protectorates.
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N E T W O R K E D  A N T I C O L O N I A L  A C T I V I S M  1 1

N E T W O R K S ,  B R O K E R S ,  A N D  S O C I A L  C A P I T A L

Th e global campaign conducted by the Moroccan nationalist movement con-
stituted a transnational advocacy network that leveraged international sup-
port in order to infl uence domestic politics.⁵¹ Such networks can span large 
distances to bring together diverse actors with regard to a specifi c purpose.⁵² 
Yet they are not free-fl oating entities, as their individual members remain em-
bedded within multiple sets of overlapping social relations, both within the 
network and beyond.⁵³ Methodologically, social-network analysis deals with 
the interplay of innumerable distinct actions, both complementary and con-
tradictory, and the wider political landscape.⁵⁴ Since the Moroccan struggle 
for independence occurred within so many spheres simultaneously—French 
and Spanish imperialism, Cold War diplomacy, Afro-Asian anti-imperialism, 
intra-Arab politics, and North African nationalism—it off ers a suitable ap-
proach for understanding the country’s complicated decolonization process.⁵⁵

Central to my argument is the concept of the broker, an individual bridg-
ing a structural hole between separate clusters of nodes within a larger net-
work.⁵⁶ Th ese strategically positioned actors are able to channel the fl ow of 
resources and thus benefi t from their location within the network.⁵⁷ Brokers 
play crucial roles in consolidating the larger network structure even though 
they do not necessarily belong to the offi  cial leadership of a given social 
movement.⁵⁸ Th eir individual success thus cannot be reduced to personal 
abilities.⁵⁹ As members of transnational coalitions of activists, brokers of-
ten fulfi ll a wide range of important functions simultaneously: as translators, 
they diff use knowledge; as coordinators, they distribute resources and infor-
mation; as articulators, they can negotiate common positions; and, fi nally, at 
public events, they might serve as representatives.⁶⁰ Furthermore, they can 
strengthen the network by serving as bridges to the outside world. It usually 
is not participation within a dense web of social relations but rather weak ties 
to persons beyond the intimate circle of close associates that provide access to 
unique resources.⁶¹ Th e Moroccan activists and their foreign allies fulfi lled 
these functions in places as far apart as Baghdad and Rio de Janeiro.

Th is discussion of brokers as central fi gures within larger network struc-
tures is based on the concept of social capital, which is “embodied in rela-
tions among persons” rather than innate in individual actors.⁶² By moving 
beyond a narrow focus on human capital, we can understand the roles played 
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1 2  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

by specifi c individuals through analyses of their positions within networks 
of political activism.⁶³ A pivotal factor infl uencing the quality of social capi-
tal is a person’s ability to actually access these resources when needed, which 
means that the quality of interpersonal relations—the strength of each indi-
vidual link—is just as important as the quantity.⁶⁴ Although the acquisition 
of social capital might occur as an unintended consequence of someone’s ac-
tivities, this does not prevent actors from constantly seeking to gain struc-
tural autonomy by situating themselves in strategically important locations 
within the larger network.⁶⁵ Brokers can thus leverage their positions in or-
der to obtain personal benefi ts to the detriment of their colleagues.⁶⁶ More-
over, their withdrawal has the potential of irreversibly damaging the social 
movement by drastically reducing the available social capital.

Th e best way to understand social networks is not as stable entities but 
as dynamic processes resulting from the constant remaking of interpersonal 
connections. Th e Moroccan anticolonial activists continuously recruited 
new supporters to their movement so as to broaden their coalition. At the 
same time, the members of the already existing network developed new ties 
among each other, a process called triadic closure.⁶⁷ Th e presence of shared 
acquaintances often brings together individuals that previously had no con-
tact with each other, thereby increasing the network’s density through a mul-
tiplication of ties among its nodes. No other organizational structure pro-
vides the same degree of fl exibility necessary for political activists seeking 
to spread their message on the global stage. And this, in turn, shapes this 
book’s analytical framework, which combines the domestic and the inter-
national stages into “dynamic interaction scales” to accurately capture the 
complexity of the Moroccan anticolonial struggle.⁶⁸

Th e Moroccan advocacy network consisted of three types of partici-
pants: members of the two nationalist parties working to end the protector-
ate, the sultan who actively supported their eff orts, and non-Moroccans who 
maintained strong connections to the core of activists over extended peri-
ods of time. Many of the Moroccans’ foreign supporters formed subgroups 
that remained independent of each other and stood only in contact with a 
small number of nationalists—although numerous cases of triadic closure 
did occur. Th ese clusters were divided along lines of geography (some lived 
in North America, others in Europe and the Middle East), religion and cul-
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ture (Jews, Christians, and Muslims), and interest and motivations (Islamist 
activists and Western intelligence agents, British Orientalists and French so-
cialists). Together they targeted journalists, diplomats, and politicians on 
four diff erent continents with anticolonial propaganda in order to create in-
ternational pressure on France and Spain that would ultimately force them 
to relinquish their respective protectorates.

Within this transnational advocacy network, numerous individuals—
both nationalists and some of their foreign supporters—came to occupy cen-
tral positions that increased their personal standing. Th ey became invaluable 
assets for the global advocacy campaign by bridging structural holes between 
Morocco and the outside world. Unlike the offi  cial leaders of the Istiqlal and 
PNR who seemed nominally in charge, these brokers often remained mar-
ginal within the offi  cial party hierarchies but held positions of great impor-
tance within its informal network of contacts.⁶⁹ After the transnational alli-
ance had achieved its goal, however—namely the end of colonial rule—the 
sudden disappearance of its sole purpose led to the quick unraveling of the 
entire network. Th e monarch also contributed to its demise by co-opting in-
dividual participants through promises and charisma; some began to work 
directly inside the palace as press liaison or royal adviser, while others were 
rewarded with ambassadorships that conveniently removed them from the 
domestic political stage. Many nationalists gladly left the Istiqlal to work for 
Sidi Mohammed when off ered the prospect of a fulfi lling professional career.

In each individual case, the decision seemed quite plausible—after all, 
had they themselves not constantly portrayed Mohammed ben Youssef as 
the embodiment of the Moroccan nation throughout the struggle for inde-
pendence? Clearly, it was an honor to serve their beloved monarch directly. 
Few viewed this as a binary choice between party and palace, as it might ap-
pear to us today. But at the same time, the aggregate of these individual de-
cisions proved fatal for the organized political opposition led by the Istiqlal, 
which suddenly lost many of its most talented members. Th e monarch fo-
cused his eff orts on several brokers because he needed their social capital 
to legitimize his regime both domestically and internationally. Uniquely ca-
pable of seeing the network’s fault lines, he skillfully exploited its inherent 
weaknesses. Th e very structure of the nationalists’ advocacy network might 
have assured the Istiqlal’s success in the short term, but it contributed to its 

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   13Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   13 2/5/19   3:53 PM2/5/19   3:53 PM



1 4  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

defeat in the long term. Drawing a clear distinction between the colonial 
and postcolonial eras thus no longer seems appropriate, as the dynamics of 
the former clearly shaped the latter.

A N T I R E V O L U T I O N A R Y  I N T E R N A T I O N A L I S M

It becomes clear when we move beyond domestic politics that the advocacy 
campaign conducted by the nationalists was also an important moment in 
international history. But the Moroccans’ activities diff ered from those of 
much more radical anticolonial movements that entered the world stage af-
ter them. Th e members of the Algerian Front de Libération Nationale (FLN), 
for example, embarked on a “diplomatic revolution” while also conducting 
a military insurgency against the French colonial state.⁷⁰ Th eir emphasis on 
appealing to world public opinion certainly paralleled the strategy adopted 
by the Moroccans, who generously assisted their Algerian brothers when the 
latter arrived in New York in early 1955. But unlike the Moroccans, the FLN 
played off  states on both sides of the Cold War divide to further its own 
cause. Support from several Afro-Asian states became particularly central 
to its liberation struggle; as a result, the Algerian capital developed into a 
“Mecca of revolution” after independence in 1962 and attracted anti colonial 
pilgrims from across the Th ird World.⁷¹ Within less than a decade, the gue-
rilla fi ghters of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) also com-
menced a “global off ensive” that ultimately reached from Hanoi and Beijing, 
via Algiers, to Havana.⁷² And they, too, challenged the international order in 
hope of securing a liberated Palestinian homeland.

Th e Moroccans, by contrast, never developed a fundamental critique of 
the world within which they operated. Although fully aware of its fl aws, they 
believed that the UN would ultimately support their quest for independence. 
Th ey also idealized the United States as a potential ally even though con-
secutive administrations in Washington failed to provide any tangible sup-
port. Even France maintained a certain attraction among the nationalists. 
Th at the Moroccans’ honest admiration of many aspects of Western culture 
never diminished can be traced back to the generous support provided by 
private citizens throughout the years of the liberation struggle. Moreover, 
their shared class background inoculated the leaders of the nationalist move-
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ment against any notion of radical change. As the scions of the country’s 
old commercial and religious elites, they wanted to regain their rightful so-
cial status within Morocco and beyond; the skepticism inherent in social-
ism toward private property and religion did not appeal to them. Of course, 
they vigorously opposed colonial racism wherever it manifested itself, and 
the nationalist press covered liberation struggles from Palestine to Indone-
sia in great detail. Afro-Asian solidarity constituted an integral part of their 
identity. Still, the Moroccans rejected the much more extreme implications 
of Th ird Worldism and instead positioned themselves as “Wilsonian univer-
salists” fi rmly planted within the Western camp.⁷³

Th e history of the Moroccan struggle for independence thus off ers new 
insights into the politics of the early Cold War. Th e role played by nonstate 
actors in the making of the post-1945 world order becomes particularly ap-
parent. Th eir infl uence certainly did not match that of diplomats from West-
ern capitals, who designed the global institutions to serve their own needs. 
But these activists carved out spaces for themselves within the international 
hierarchy. Rather than passively awaiting the eventual collapse of the Euro-
pean empires, they actively contributed to their demise. Th e Moroccan na-
tionalists surpassed so many who had come before them—or would follow 
them—due to their ability to create a vibrant coalition of supporters who 
successfully advocated for their cause worldwide. Th e status of the North Af-
rican kingdom had initially seemed like an issue of little importance in the 
eyes of most contemporary observers, but the nationalists successfully made 
their concerns global ones.

What follows, then, is a history of the globalization of the Moroccan 
question through transnational activism and the making of the postcolonial 
state. It begins during the last years of World War II and concludes after Mo-
hammed ben Youssef ’s state visit to the United States in late 1957. Th is book 
does not talk about heroes or villains but focuses on the myriad individ-
ual actors that made Morocco’s independence a reality. Most importantly, it 
analyzes the dynamics that shaped the era of decolonization—perhaps the 
single most important historical process of the twentieth century—not only 
in North Africa but across the entire world. Ultimately, it demonstrates the 
ability of social movements to successfully engage with international politics 
in order to eff ect local change.

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   15Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   15 2/5/19   3:53 PM2/5/19   3:53 PM



N O T E S

I N T R O D U C T I O N
.  “UN General Assembly Resolution A/RES/612(VII)—Th e Question of Morocco,” 19 De-

cember 1952, http://research.un.org/en/docs/ga/quick/regular/7; and Leon Borden Blair, Western 
Window in the Arab World (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1970), 165.

.  “Th e Moroccan Question in the United Nations,” Moroccan News Bulletin, 26 December 
1952, 2.

.  Mohammed al-Khatib to Mehdi Bennouna, 21 October 1952, Mehdi Bennouna File, vol. 2, 
Bennouna Family Archive, Tetouan (hereafter BFA).

.  Tayeb Bennouna to Mehdi Bennouna, 10 November 1952, Mehdi Bennouna File, vol. 2, 
BFA.

.  PNR Communiqué No. 4, 7 March 1953, Mehdi Bennouna File, vol. 2, BFA.
.  See, for example, “Les reactions de l’opinion américaine,” al-Istiqlal, 26 April 1952, 2; and 

“Les grands organs de la presse américaine critiquent sévèrement la politique française en Tunisie,” 
al-Istiqlal, 24 May 1952, 4.

.  Tayeb Bennouna to Mehdi Bennouna, 10 November 1952, Mehdi Bennouna File, vol. 2, 
BFA.

 .  Muhammad al-ʿArabi al-Masari, Al-Maghrib kharij siyaj al-himaya (Rabat, MA: Manshu-
rat ʿAkath, 2012), 11–14.

 .  Susan G. Miller, A History of Modern Morocco (New York: Cambridge University Press, 
2012), 63–79.

 .  “Protectorate Treaty between France and Morocco—March 30, 1912,” Th e American Jour-
nal of International Law 6, no. 3 (1912): 207, 209.

.  Ibid., 207.

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   215Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   215 2/5/19   3:54 PM2/5/19   3:54 PM



2 1 6  N O T E S  T O  I N T R O D U C T I O N

.  Ibid., 208.
.  “Treaty between France and Spain Regarding Morocco—November 27, 1912,” Th e Ameri-

can Journal of International Law 7, no. 2 (1913): 81.
.  Miller, A History of Modern Morocco, 88.
.  Th e most important resistance movement was led by Mohammed b. Abdelkarim al- 

Khattabi in the northern Rif Mountains from 1920 until 1926. María Rosa de Madariaga, Abd-
el-Krim el Jatabi: La lucha por la independencia (Madrid: Alianza Editorial, 2009); and C. Richard 
Pennell, A Country with a Government and a Flag: Th e Rif War in Morocco, 1921–1926 (Boulder, CO: 
Lynne Rienner, 1986).

.  John P. Halstead, Rebirth of a Nation: Th e Origins and Rise of Moroccan Nationalism, 1912–
1944 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard Middle Eastern Monographs, 1967), 178–90.

.  Jan C. Jansen and Jürgen Osterhammel, Dekolonisation—das Ender der Imperien (Mu-
nich: Beck, 2013), 50–52. Th e relationship between Britain and its former white settler colonies un-
derwent a very similar transformation within the framework of the Commonwealth during this pe-
riod. See A. G. Hopkins, “Rethinking Decolonization,” Past & Present 200 (2008).

 .  Martin Th omas, Fight or Flight: Britain, France, and Th eir Roads from Empire (New York: 
Oxford University Press, 2014), 76.

 .  “Recommendations adoptées par la conference,” in La Conférence africaine française, 
Brazzaville: 30 janvier 1944–8 février 1944 (Paris: Ministère des Colonies, 1945), 32.

 .  Alistair Horne, A Savage War of Peace: Algeria 1954–62 (New York: New York Review of 
Books, 2006), 23–28.

.  On the hierarchical nature of international relations during the Cold War, see Prasenjit 
Duara, “Th e Cold War as a Historical Period: An Interpretive Essay,” Journal of Global History 6, 
no. 3 (2011).

.  Odd A. Westad, Th e Global Cold War: Th ird World Interventions and the Making of Our 
Times (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2005); Robert J. McMahon, ed., Th e Cold War in 
the Th ird World (New York: Oxford University Press, 2013); Tony Smith, “New Bottles for New 
Wine: A Pericentric Framework for the Study of the Cold War,” Diplomatic History 24, no. 4 
(2000); Piero Gleijeses, Confl icting Missions: Havana, Washington, and Africa, 1959–1976 (Chapel 
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2002); and Piero Gleijeses, Visions of Freedom: Havana, 
Washington, Pretoria, and the Struggle for Southern Africa, 1976–1991 (Chapel Hill: University of 
North Carolina Press, 2013).

.  Mark Mazower, No Enchanted Palace: Th e End of Empire and the Ideological Origins of the 
United Nations (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2009).

.  Evan Luard, A History of the United Nations, vol. 2, Th e Age of Decolonization, 1955–1965 
(Palgrave: New York, 1989), 102.

.  “Charter of the United Nations,” chapter 1, article 1, part 2, United Nations, accessed 
7 February 2017, https://www.un.org/en/charter-united-nations; and “Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights,” preamble, United Nations, accessed 7 February 2017, https://www.un.org/en
/universal-declaration-human-rights/index.html. In the eyes of many anticolonial activists, how-
ever, the appeal of human rights did not lay in their protection of individuals against the authority 
of the state but rather in their ability to bring about the “threshold right of self-determination” that 
protected the “autonomy of the new nation” against foreign intervention. Samuel Moyn, Th e Last 
Utopia—Human Rights in History (Cambridge, MA: Belknap Press, 2010), 117.

.  Jessica Lynne Pearson, “Defending Empire at the United Nations: Th e Politics of Inter-
national Colonial Oversight in the Era of Decolonisation,” Th e Journal of Imperial and Common-
wealth History 43, no. 3 (2017): 526.

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   216Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   216 2/5/19   3:54 PM2/5/19   3:54 PM



N O T E S  T O  I N T R O D U C T I O N  2 1 7

.  Meredith Terretta, Petitioning for Our Rights, Fighting for Our Nation: Th e History of the 
Democratic Union of Cameroonian Women, 1949–1960 (Bamenda, CM: Langaa Research & Pub-
lishing CIG, 2013); and Carol Anderson, Eyes Off  the Prize: Th e United Nations and the African 
American Struggle for Human Rights, 1944–1955 (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2003).

 .  Meredith Terretta, “Anti-Colonial Lawyering, Postwar Human Rights, and Decoloniza-
tion across Imperial Boundaries in Africa,” Canadian Journal of History 52, no. 3 (2017); and Mere-
dith Terretta, “‘We Had Been Fooled into Th inking Th at the UN Watches over the Entire World’: 
Human Rights, UN Trust Territories, and Africa’s Decolonization,” Human Rights Quarterly 34, 
no. 2 (2012).

 .  Chris Saunders, “Namibian Solidarity: British Support for Namibian Independence,” 
Journal of Southern African Studies 35, no. 2 (2009): 439.

 .  Carol Anderson, Bourgeois Radicals: Th e NAACP and the Struggle for Colonial Liberation, 
1941–1960 (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2015).

.  André Mathiot, Les territoires non autonomes et la charte des Nations Unies (Paris: Librairie 
générale de droit et de jurisprudence, 1949), 62.

.  For a study of how the UN moved beyond serving as a mere platform for anticolonialism 
and became an active agent in the process of decolonization itself, see Eva-Maria Muschik, “Man-
aging the World: Th e United Nations, Decolonization, and the Strange Triumph of State Sover-
eignty in the 1950s and 1960s,” Journal of Global History 13, no. 1 (2018).

.  Vijay Prashad, Th e Darker Nations: A People’s History of the Th ird World (New York: Th e 
New Press, 2007); and Christopher J. Lee, “At the Rendezvous of Decolonization: Th e Final Com-
muniqué of the Asian-African Conference, Bandung, Indonesia, 18–24 April 1955,” Interventions 11, 
no. 1 (2009).

.  Jeff rey James Byrne, “Beyond Continents, Colours, and the Cold War: Yugoslavia, Alge-
ria, and the Struggle for Non-Alignment,” Th e International History Review 37, no. 5 (2015).

.  Mark Philip Bradley, “Decolonization, Revolutionary Nationalism, and the Cold War, 
1919–1962,” in Th e Cambridge History of the Cold War, ed. Melvyn P. Leffl  er and Odd Arne Wes-
tad (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2009); and Samuel E. Crowl, “Indonesia’s Diplomatic 
Revolution: Lining Up for Non-Alignment, 1945–1955,” in Connecting Histories: Decolonization and 
the Cold War in Southeast Asia, 1945–1962, ed. Christopher E. Goscha and Christian F. Ostermann 
(Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2009).

.  Janick Marina Schaufelbuehl et al., “Non-Alignment, the Th ird Force, or Fence-Sitting: 
Independent Pathways in the Cold War,” Th e International History Review 37, no. 5 (2015).

.  Jason Parker, Hearts, Minds, Voices: U.S. Cold War Public Diplomacy and the Formation of 
the Th ird World (New York: Oxford University Press, 2016), 1; and Gerard McCann, “From Dias-
pora to Th ird Worldism and the United Nations: India and the Politics of Decolonizing Africa,” 
Past and Present 218, suppl. 8 (2013): 260.

 .  Mark T. Berger, “After the Th ird World? History, Destiny and the Fate of Th ird World-
ism,” Th ird World Quarterly 25, no. 1 (2004).

 .  Genealogies of the term can be found in Leslie Wolf-Phillips, “Why ‘Th ird World’?: Or-
igin, Defi nition and Usage,” Th ird World Quarterly 9, no. 4 (1987); and B. R. Tomlinson, “What 
Was the Th ird World?,” Journal of Contemporary History 38, no. 2 (2003).

 .  For an economic explanation of the “collapse” of Th ird Worldism, see Guy Laron, “Semi-
Peripheral Countries and the Invention of the ‘Th ird World,’ 1955–65,” Th ird World Quarterly 35, 
no. 9 (2014). Interesting studies of the impact of anticolonial nationalism on the Left in France and 
the United States, respectively, are Christoph Kalter, Th e Discovery of the Th ird World: Decoloniza-
tion and the Rise of the New Left in France, c. 1950–1976 (New York: Cambridge University Press, 

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   217Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   217 2/5/19   3:54 PM2/5/19   3:54 PM



2 1 8  N O T E S  T O  I N T R O D U C T I O N

2016); and Cynthia Young, Soul Power: Culture, Radicalism, and the Making of a U.S. Th ird World 
Left (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 2006).

.  “Masaʿi al-quwwa al-thalitha fi  haiʾat al-umam al-muttahida,” al- Aʿlam, 10 February 
1951, 2.

.  Richard H. Immermann and Petra Goedde, eds., introduction to Th e Oxford Handbook of 
the Cold War (New York: Oxford University Press, 2013), 7.

.  Robert Rézette, Les partis politiques marocains (Paris: A. Colin, 1955), 196.
.  I use the term propaganda as defi ned by Merriam-Webster: “Ideas, facts, or allegations 

spread deliberately to further one’s cause or to damage an opposing cause.” Merriam-Webster, 
s.v. “propaganda (n.),” accessed February 5, 2017, https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary
/propaganda.

.  Allal al-Fassi to Azzam Pasha, 1 September 1948, dossier 2/folder 14, Allal al-Fassi Founda-
tion, Rabat (hereafter AFF).

.  “Al-Zaʿim ʿAllal al-Fasi yusarrihu: Sanutalibu min haiʾat al-umam manh al-istiqlal ila al-
Maghrib tibqan li-dusturiha,” al- Aʿlam, 9 July 1952, 1.

.  Samuel Goldwyn, “World Challenge to Hollywood,” New York Times, 31 August 1947, 
SM8.

 .  Hizb al-Istiqlal, Morocco under the Protectorate: Forty Years of French Administration. An 
Analysis of the Facts and Figures. (New York: Moroccan Offi  ce of Information and Documenta-
tion, 1953).

 .  “Franco-Moroccan Relations: Facts and Prospects,” Free Morocco, 25 July 1953, 1.
 .  “Nationalism, Independence and Democracy,” Free Morocco, 25 June 1953, 1.
.  J. Clyde Mitchell, “Networks, Norms, and Institutions,” in Network Analysis, ed. Jeremy 

Boissevain and J. Clyde Mitchell (Th e Hague: Mouton, 1973), 23–25; and Margaret E. Keck and 
Kathryn Sikkink, Activists Beyond Borders—Advocacy Networks in International Politics (Ithaca, 
NY: Cornell University Press, 1998), 3 & 12.

.  For an introduction to formalized social network analysis methods for humanities schol-
ars, see Marten Düring et al., Handbuch Historische Netzwerkforschung—Grundlagen und An-
wendungen (Berlin: LIT, 2016); Claire Lemercier, “Formal Network Methods in History: Why 
and How?,” in Social Networks, Political Institutions, and Rural Societies, ed. Georg Fertig (Turn-
hout, BE: Brepols, 2015); Marten Düring and Linda Keyserlingk, “Netzwerkanalyse in den Ge-
schichtswissenschaften. Historische Netzwerkanalyse als Methode für die Erforschung von his-
torischen Prozessen,” in Prozesse—Formen, Dynamiken, Erklärungen, ed. Rainer Schützeichel and 
Stefan Jordan (Wiesbaden, DE: VS Verlag für Sozialwissenschaften, 2012); Marten Düring et al., 
“VennMaker for Historians: Sources, Social Networks and Software,” REDES—Revista hispana 
para el análisis de redes sociales 21, no. 2 (2011); Cristofoli Pascal, “Aux sources des grands réseaux 
d’interactions—Retour sur quelques propriétés déterminantes des réseaux sociaux issus de corpus 
documentaires,” Réseaux 152 (2008); José María Imízcoz Beunza and Lara Arroyo Ruiz, “Redes so-
ciales y correspondencia epistolar. Del análisis cualitativo de las relaciones personales a la recons-
trucción de redes egocentradas,” REDES—Revista hispana para el análisis de redes sociales 21, no. 2 
(2011); and Christian Rollinger et al., “Editors Introduction,” Journal of Historical Network Research 
1 (2017). Successful examples of historical network analysis are Marten Düring, Verdeckte Soziale 
Netzwerke im Nationalsozialismus. Berliner Hilfsnetzwerke Für Verfolgte Juden (Berlin: De Gruyter, 
2015); Daniel Iglesias, Du pain et de la liberté: Socio-histoire des partis populaires apristes (Pérou, 
Venezuela, 1920–1962) (Villeneuve d’Ascq, FR: Press Universitaires du Septentrion, 2015); Martin 
Stark, “Netzwerke in der Geschichtswissenschaft,” in Gläubiger, Schuldner, Arme. Netzwerke und 
die Rolle des Vertrauens, ed. Curt W. Hergenröder (Wiesbaden, DE: VS Verlag für Sozialwissen-
schaften, 2010); and Romain Faure, Netzwerke der Kulturdiplomatie—die internationale Schulbuch-

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   218Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   218 2/5/19   3:54 PM2/5/19   3:54 PM



N O T E S  T O  I N T R O D U C T I O N  2 1 9

revision in Europa 1945–1989 (Berlin: De Gruyter Oldenbourg, 2015). For an early example of the 
Moroccan nationalism’s reliance on networked activism, see Franz Kogelmann, “Muhammad al-
Makki an-Nasiri alias Sindbad der Seefahrer—Networking eines marokkanischen Nationalisten 
in den dreißiger Jahren des 20. Jahrhunderts,” in Die Islamische Welt als Netzwerk, ed. Roman Loi-
meier (Würzburg, DE: Ergon, 2000).

.  On the concept of embeddedness within social networks, see Mark Granovetter, “Eco-
nomic Action and Social Structure: Th e Problem of Embeddedness,” American Journal of Sociology 
91, no. 3 (1985). For a discussion of the methodological contributions made by network analysis, see 
Roman Loimeier and Stefan Reichmuth, “Zur Dynamik religiös-politischer Netzwerke in muslim-
ischen Gesellschaften,” Die Welt des Islams 36, no. 2 (1996): 151–52.

.  With regard to the relationship between activists and the political environment, see 
Charles Tilly, From Mobilization to Revolution (Reading, MA, Addison-Wesley, 1978); and Doug 
McAdam, Political Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 1930–1970 (Chicago: University 
of Chicago Press, 1999).

.  Th e methodological utility of network analysis for studying political activism on several 
levels simultaneously has been outlined by Cilja Harders, “Dimensionen des Netzwerkansatzes—
Einführende theoretische Überlegungen,” in Die Islamische Welt als Netzwerk, ed. Roman Loimeier 
(Würzburg, DE: Ergon, 2000).

.  Ronald S. Burt, Structural Holes: Th e Social Structure of Competition (Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard University Press, 1992); and Ronald S. Burt, “Structural Holes and Good Ideas,” American 
Journal of Sociology 110, no. 2 (2004).

.  Ronald S. Burt, “Th e Network Structure of Social Capital,” Research in Organizational 
Studies 22 (2000): 353; and Jeremy Boissevain, Friends of Friends. Networks, Manipulators and Coali-
tions (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1974), chap. 6.

 .  Just like Georg Simmel’s tertius gaudens (“the third who laughs”), brokers benefi t from 
their location between two distinct groups that could no longer communicate in their absence. 
Georg Simmel, Soziologie—Untersuchungen über die Formen der Vergesellschaftung (Berlin: Dun-
cker & Humblot, 1908), 82–89.

 .  Nan Lin, “Building a Network Th eory of Social Capital,” Connections 22, no. 1 (1999).
 .  Marisa von Bülow, “Brokers in Action: Transnational Coalitions and Trade Agreements 

in the Americas,” Mobilization: An International Quarterly 16, no. 2 (2011): 168.
.  Mark S. Granovetter, “Th e Strength of Weak Ties,” American Journal of Sociology 78, 

no. 6 (1973).
.  James S. Coleman, “Social Capital in the Creation of Human Capital,” American Jour-

nal of Sociology 94, no. 1 (1988): S98, S118. Th e term was fi rst defi ned by Pierre Bourdieu as the “ag-
gregate of the actual or potential resources which are linked to the possession of a durable network 
of more or less institutionalized relationships of mutual acquaintance or recognition.” Pierre Bour-
dieu, “Th e Forms of Capital,” in Handbook of Th eory and Research for the Sociology of Education, ed. 
John Richardson (New York: Greenwood, 1986), 249. But unlike scholars who subsequently devel-
oped his concept further, Bourdieu viewed social capital only in relation to, and not independent 
of, economic and cultural capital. In this book, I partially follow Bourdieu’s approach: although I 
do not explicitly deal with economic and cultural capital, I do analyze social capital within the con-
text of related variables, such as the status of individual actors within larger society and their ideo-
logical preferences.

.  Ronald S. Burt, Brokerage and Closure (New York: Oxford University Press, 2005), 4.
.  Nan Lin, Social Capital—A Th eory of Social Structure and Action (New York: Cambridge 

University Press, 2001), 31–37.
.  Quoted from James Coleman, Foundations of Social Th eory (Cambridge, MA: Belknap 

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   219Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   219 2/5/19   3:54 PM2/5/19   3:54 PM



2 2 0  N O T E S  T O  I N T R O D U C T I O N  A N D  C H A P T E R  1

Press, 1990), 312. For a study of actors strategically self-positioning within a network, see Vincent 
Buskens and Arnout van de Rijt, “Dynamics of Networks If Everyone Strives for Structural Holes,” 
American Journal of Sociology 114, no. 2 (2009); and Roger Gould and Roberto Fernández, “Struc-
tures of Mediation: A Formal Approach to Brokerage in Transaction Network,” Social Methodol-
ogy 19 (1989): 104.

.  Ann Mische, Partisan Publics: Communication and Contention across Brazilian Youth Ac-
tivist Networks (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2009), 48–49.

.  David Easley and Jon Kleinberg, Networks, Crowds, and Markets: Reasoning about a Highly 
Connected World (New York: Cambridge University Press), 47–50.

 .  Marisa von Bülow, Building Transnational Networks—Civil Society and the Politics of 
Trade in the Americas (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2010), 191.

 .  For a study of leadership in social movements, see Mario Diani “‘Leaders’ or Brokers? Po-
sitions and Infl uence in Social Movement Networks,” in Social Movements and Networks: Relational 
Approaches to Collective Action, ed. Mario Diani and Doug McAdam (New York: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2003), 117–18.

 .  Matthew Connelly, A Diplomatic Revolution—Algeria’s Fight and the Origins of the Post–
Cold War Era (New York: Oxford University Press, 2002).

.  Jeff rey James Byrne, Mecca of Revolution: Algeria, Decolonization, and the Th ird World Or-
der (New York: Oxford University Press, 2016).

.  Paul Th omas Chamberlin, Th e Global Off ensive: Th e United States, the Palestine Liberation 
Organization, and the Making of the Post–Cold War Order (New York: Oxford University Press, 
2012).

.  For a study of US president Woodrow Wilson’s plan to spread the principle of self- 
determination in the aftermath of World War I, at least in Europe, as well as the global reception 
of this principle, see Erez Manela, Th e Wilsonian Moment: Self-Determination and the International 
Origins of Anticolonial Nationalism (New York: Oxford University Press, 2007).

C H A P T E R  1
.  Moroccan Parties to Moroccan and Arab Public Opinion, communiqué, 9 April 1951, Ab-

delkhaleq Torres File, vol. 2, BFA.
.  Ibid.
.  Intervención del Territorio de Yebala—Información: Expediente no. 266/Boletín 37, 

26 April 1951, 15 (13.01), box 81/2161, Archivo General de la Administración, Alcalá de Henares 
(hereafter AGA).

.  Note de renseignements: Séjour des journalistes égyptiens, 9 April 1951, 1MA/200/266, 
Centre des archives diplomatiques, Nantes (hereafter CADN).

.  Ibid.
.  “Al-Ahzab al-wataniyya al-arbʿa tuwahhidu sufufahum,” al- Aʿlam, 11 April 1951, 1.
.  Rézette, Les partis politiques marocains, 190–91. Th e Arab League’s founding members were 

Egypt, Syria, Lebanon, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, and Transjordan. Yemen joined the organization six 
weeks later. Th e League expanded in subsequent decades and currently has twenty-two member 
states.

 .  Note de renseignements: Journalistes égyptiens, 11 April 1951, 1MA/200/266, CADN.
 .  Intervención del Territorio de Yebala—Información, 12 April 1951, 15 (13.01), box 81/2161, 

AGA.
 .  “Nadwa kubra yuʿaqiduha al-sahafi yyun al-misriyyun bi-Tanja,” al- Aʿlam, 10 April 1951, 1.
.  “Takrim baʿthat al-sahafa al-misriyya al-ʿaʾida min al-Maghrib,” al- Aʿlam, 28 April 1951, 1.

Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   220Stenner-2nd_rev.indb   220 2/5/19   3:54 PM2/5/19   3:54 PM


