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Dr. Anjum provided an indepth analysis on his recently published article Who Wants the Caliphate. 

Adding to his many other related works, he argued that we need a bold vision for the future of 

Muslim societies. This bold vision would be a classical Islamic Institution of the Caliphate that is 

in fact a desirable and feasible institution for the Muslim world today, as it is an indispensable 

discursive support for the imagination of the Muslim political future.  According to him, it is far 

more likely than the current nation state system to guarantee stability, intellectual and sociopolitical 

development of Muslim societies and Muslim thought, and the ability to confront the political, 

economic, and ecological crises that define our era. He emphasized that this could deliver the 

conditions of political legitimacy better than any other ideological framework. Furthermore, he 

elaborated on how to actualize his proposed framework. 

Dr. Anjum argued that both medieval and modern Muslim political theory suggested a range of 

possibilities for the actualization of the caliphate. He discussed a number of critiques regarding his 

this issue, including: the very idea of bringing the caliphate back is a bad idea, that it is nostalgia, 

that the Caliphate is not a desirable or religiously required institution, that based on various features 

of the caliphate Muslims were never united, that the Ottoman empire was a geopolitical necessity 

to fight against the Western empires, and that other religious minorities and secular Muslims argue 

that such a vision would not be effectively hegemonic and would not be able to offer the kind of 

freedom that a liberal democratic order could furnish. 

Dr. Anjum responded to these critics by saying that the idea of nostalgia is based on the failure of 

imaginations. He referred to the idea of democracy by saying that the triumph of democracy is based 

on its idea and has very little to do with the actual fact of democracy. Therefore, just because 

something has been absent for centuries does not mean that it is impossible to become reality.  
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Democracy was absent for century after a brief period in ancient Greece for centuries before it 

became fashionable. Furthermore, he responded to all the critics through various arguments based 

on intellectual, political, and religious factors. The idea that the caliphate is an obligation for 

Muslims is a great constraint and is justified by the doctrine of consensus. For the theological notion 

of human beings as caliphs through the Qur’anic verses, is often misunderstood. He believes that 

the caliphate is a proper sight for the collective vision of Muslims who today suffer from such great 

societal breakdown.  

Even the notion of the nation state itself has changed from what it was in the early 1990s, and has 

primarily become a mercenary for multinational corporations. Hence, the very purpose of the nation 

state has changed. The nation state system is no longer providing protection to Muslim societies. 

And if not ideologically then factually it has failed on the ground in places such as Syria, Iraq, 

Libya, Somalia, and Yemen. Therefore, there is a necessity of a bold collective vision. Secondly, 

the nation state system fundamentally cannot solve increasing problems such as ethnic divisions 

and minorities which do not “fit” in it (Kurdish, Berber, etc.) Theologically and juristically Muslim 

scholars had never imagined the absence of the  Caliphate as a political entity uniting Muslims, 

which is one of the biggest arguments on why the nation state system could not take root in the 

Muslim world. The nation state project is an artificial project where the loyalty of its citizens is 

based on loyalty to the political order which itself is a significant problem on its own accord. The 

loyalty of people is a “U” shaped curve, which along the “X” axis it strengthens with the religious 

bonds; the modern nation state sought to invert this curve. Therefore, the political legitimacy 

remains a crucial one. In the economic sense, the large economies do better in times of crises and a 

system of unified economy with a unified system functions much better. Discursive space is needed, 

including the imagination that the caliphate is not only a political imagination or system but also a 

place where the next generation of Muslims can best think about solving their problems and project 

their future with each other, where there is no constant play of catch up with the world.  

Dr. Anjum proposed not a regional government but rather something as a set of institutions and 

agreements. He called upon the young Muslim scholars for discourse about the existence of the 

caliphate. There should be a better theory of change based on debates, a reform that is political and 

nearly spiritual too. Rather than thinking of a top-down change, Muslim scholars and intellectuals 

should create the discourse on the ground for how to solve the Muslim world problems practically.  

Summary by: Abdullah Jurat, CIGA Research Associate  


