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Program of the Workshop: 

8.45 – Opening 

9.00 – First session  

-Theo Jung – University of Freiburg 

-Clarice Bland – University of Helsinki 

-Tamas Nyirkos – Pázmány Péter Catholic University 

-Ludovic Marionneau – University of Helsinki 

11.00 – Coffee break 

11.20 – Second session  

-Carlo Bovolo – University of Eastern Piedmont 

-Daniel Morat – Free University of Berlin  

-Oriol Luján – Complutense University of Madrid 

12.50 – Lunch 

14.00 – Third Session 

-Anna Rajavuori – University of Helsinki 

-Ivan Sablin – University of Heidelberg 

-Karen Lauwers – University of Helsinki 

15.30 – Coffee break 

16.00 – Keynote speech by Henk Te Velde – University of Leiden  

17.00 – Concluding remarks: Josephine Hoegaerts – University of Helsinki 

17.30 – End of the Workshop  

Contact:  Josephine.hoegaerts@helsinki.fi 
 Ludovic.marionneau@helsinki.fi 



 

Metro       The entrance to the D building is in the courtyard of the Topelia block (9) 

The workshop will be in room D 112 



Oratory and Representation: Parliamentary discourses and practices in the 19th century 
University of Helsinki – Topelia D112 

First session 
9.00 

9.30 

Theo Jung  

University of Freiburg 

Performing Silence in the House of Speech: 

Benjamin Disraeli and the Parliamentary Sphinx. 

9.30 

10 

Clarice Bland 

University College Dublin 

Emotion, Not Eloquence: Bulwer-Lytton in the 

House of Commons. 

10.00 

10.30 

Tamás Nyirkos  

Pázmány Péter Catholic University 

Conservative Orators in Restoration France: 

Bonald vs. Chateaubriand. 

10.30 

11.00 

Ludovic Marionneau 

University of Helsinki 

“The president shakes the bell to no avail”: 

performance in the French parliamentary debates 

leading to Jacques-Antoine Manuel’s exclusion, 

1823. 

11.00 – Coffee break 
Second session 

11.20 

11.50 

Carlo Bovolo  

University of Eastern Piedmont 

Images from the Parlamento Subalpino: political 

and cultural representations of the Parliament in 

the Kingdome of Sardinia (1848-1861). 

11.50 

12.20 

Daniel Morat  

Free University of Berlin  

Parliamentary Speech and Stenographic Practice in 

the German Reichstag, 1871-1914. 

12.20 

12.50 

Oriol Luján 

Complutense University of Madrid  

Political Representation in 19th century Spain: a 

conceptual perspective. 

12.50 – Lunch 
Third session 

14.00 

14.30 

Anna Rajavuori 

University of Helsinki 

Performing socialist in the Parliament: class and 

authority in the early 20th century Finland’s 

representative politics. 

14.30 

15 

Ivan Sablin 

University of Heidelberg 

When Subalterns Speak: Performing Class and 

Ethnicity in the Russian State Duma, 1906–1917. 

15.00 

15.30 

Karen Lauwers 

University of Helsinki  

The relevance of histories of extra-parliamentary 

representation and informal political 

communication (France, 19th-20th centuries). 

12.50 – Coffee break 
Keynote Speech 

16.00 

17.00 
Henk Te Velde – University of Leiden 

Concluding remarks 
17.00 

17.30 
Josephine Hoegaerts – University of Helsinki 



Theo Jung – University of Freiburg 

Performing Silence in the House of Speech: Benjamin Disraeli and the Parliamentary 

Sphinx 

After a botched maiden speech, Disraeli gradually gained a reputation as an effective and 

witty parliamentary debater. Yet in many respects his public image remained that of a silent, rather 

than a speaking politician. In this perception, his nonverbal behavior in the House played a key role. 

“In both Chambers,” wrote one contemporary, “Mr. Disraeli’s characteristic pose was that of a 

statuesque and sphinx-like immobility on the bench, […] motionless, with his arms crossed, his eyes 

apparently closed, and not a flicker of emotion”. Another described him as “wrapped for hours in the 

same solemn, grave, white, lofty, melancholy, and impenetrable mask, as motionless, and blank, and 

full of meaning as the fabled sphinx”. 

Engaging with this metaphor – which became common throughout Europe in the later 

nineteenth century – this contribution considers the entanglements of performative self-representation 

and political tactics in one of Europe’s most prominent parliamentarians. Based on minutes, 

newspaper reports and caricatures it is shown how the image of an inscrutable, mysterious 

parliamentary mastermind at first worked to Disraeli’s a political advantage and was in some respects 

actively cultivated by him. As such, it played a major role in the Second Reform Act of 1867 – when 

a contemporary remarked: “But for the power to hold his tongue, Mr. Disraeli would have never 

gotten this Bill through the House.” Yet in the years following, and especially in the context of the 

Bulgarian Crisis of 1876, the image of the sphinx shifted gears and became a point of criticism. What 

had been considered a sign of deft political skill now increasingly appeared as a violation of the 

public’s right to a full account of their representatives’ positions and actions. In consequence, 

parliamentary silence now became a liability that opponents were eager to exploit, contributing to 

one of the biggest electoral defeats in British history. 

Theo Jung is a historian of eighteenth and nineteenth century Europe. He wrote his 

dissertation, published as a monograph in 2012, on the emergence of modern discourses of decadence 

in France, Britain and Germany. Since 2011, he is an assistant professor at the chair of Modern 

Western European History at Albert-Ludwigs-University Freiburg. Jung’s research focuses on 

historical semantics, historical temporalities, and particularly on processes and dynamics of political 

communication. He has recently edited a volume on practices of nonparticipation and is currently 

finishing a major research monograph on the role of silence in nineteenth century European politics. 

  



Clarice Bland – University of Helsinki 

Emotion, Not Eloquence: Bulwer-Lytton in the House of Commons. 

For a typical member of the House of Commons in the 19th century, a successful speech 

would have been characterised by control of both bodily movement and tone of voice. This inability 

to express emotion was considered to be a mark of reason and rationality. Conservative MP and 

influential author Edward Bulwer-Lytton, whilst praised for his literary acumen, was often criticised 

for his verbal and physical expressionism in Parliament. The presentation will focus on how the 

classical schooling of Bulwer-Lytton influenced his Parliamentary delivery, and that Bulwer-Lytton 

presented a threat to the new standard of a Victorian masculinity at the time. This threat – a bodily 

and emotional defiance of the standard 19th century discourse surrounding the sexes and their 

corresponding characteristics – is telling about Victorian society as a whole. There was a great 

emphasis placed during this period on the connection between physical prowess and vocal strength – 

a strong voice was believed to come from a healthy (usually masculine) body. 

An analysis of those critics of Bulwer, such as William White, author of The Inner Life of 

the House of Commons, will provide insight into the social norms of voice and oratory of the time. 

Those who praised Bulwer’s rhetoric were typically those of similar class status to himself. Bulwer’s 

novels and the way he portrays voice and vocality in those are also a necessary topic, as they allow 

for an examination of how he presented vocal performance to the public. Through a comparison to 

Bulwer’s contemporaries, I will display that it is this certain type of upper-class rhetoric that 

contributed to him falling out of the public memory. 

Clarice Bland is a PhD student in History at University College Dublin. She completed her 

Master's in European and Nordic studies at the University of Helsinki in 2018. Her research focuses 

on Victorian women's cultural and social history. 

  



Tamás Nyirkos – Pázmány Péter Catholic University 

Conservative Orators in Restoration France: Bonald vs. Chateaubriand 

Abstract Bicameral parliaments are especially apt to demonstrate how different stages and 

different audiences affect political performance. In France, during the Restoration era (1814-1830) 

the Chamber of Deputies and the Chamber of Peers both had their leading counterrevolutionary 

orators like Louis-Ambroise de Bonald and François-René de Chateaubriand. Both being devoted 

royalists and conservatives – who even launched together the journal that coined the term 

“conservative” – it may be expected that the similarity of ideas was accompanied by a similarity of 

rhetoric. The case, however, is the exact opposite: while Bonald mostly remained within a classic 

argumentative tradition, Chateaubriand tended to formulate his speeches in the romantic fashion he 

had initiated as a writer. It is even more strange how Bonald – who otherwise opposed the entire idea 

of representation – nevertheless proved to be more successful as a representative than Chateaubriand 

who himself realized his misplacement in the upper house: “I had taken my seat in an assembly where, 

three quarters of the time, my words were turned against me. One can influence a popular Chamber: 

an aristocratic Chamber is deaf.” The paper therefore analyzes (1) the performance of the two orators 

in the Chambers and their struggle with the environment in which they were compelled to act; (2) 

their parliamentary speeches compared to their written texts aimed at a wider audience; and (3) how 

their different attitudes toward either oral or literary performance led to a more profound political 

estrangement (especially on issues of freedom of speech and censorship of the press) which would 

ultimately render them in two different political camps. 

Tamás Nyirkos is research fellow at the National University of Public Service and associate 

professor at Pázmány Péter Catholic University, Hungary. He lectured on French conservatism, 

political theology, and democratic theory at the Catholic University of Portugal, the University of 

Lapland, and the Babes-Bolyai University in Romania. He was also a visiting scholar at the University 

of Notre Dame. His books include “An Introduction to End Times” and “The Five-Headed Eagle: 

Theology and Politics in the French Counterrevolution”. His most recent book “The Tyranny of the 

Majority: History, Concepts, and Challenges” was published by Routledge in 2018. 

  



Ludovic Marionneau – University of Helsinki 

“The president shakes the bell to no avail”: performance in the French 

parliamentary debates leading to Jacques-Antoine Manuel’s exclusion, 1823. 

The reproduction of parliamentary debates in newspapers during the 19th century confirms 

the enthusiasm for oratories in the public sphere. However, as Honoré de Balzac or Louis-Marie de 

Lahaye de Cormenin have satirically pointed out, each transcript did not similarly describe the 

parliamentary events. Writing down the words spoken by representatives, journalists described 

gestures and vocal characteristics, as well as the reception of these oratories, adding the reactions of 

the other representatives in the assembly or even the agitation in the galleries.  

Indeed, oratories were not only evaluated for their arguments. They were perceived as a 

whole, as performances, and included behaviors and vocal aspects, delivered in the specific space of 

the assembly, especially the tribune. This in turn made salient the constitution of a multiplicity of 

other functional spaces, the proscenium where the president of the assembly exerted his influence; 

the galleries where the public audience had to remain silent; and the hemicycle, where the rest of the 

representatives sat according to their political affiliation. The potentiality of actions, especially in 

terms of speech, was therefore normatively determined within these spaces. Failing to abide by these 

norms could have serious consequences for the debates and the representatives’ ability to participate 

in the political process. 

While previous historical research on French parliament has mostly focused on the 

transcripts at the discursive level, or to shed light on the larger political events, this paper builds on 

their analysis to contribute to the history of parliamentary norms and practices. Analyzing the debates 

leading to Jacques Antoine Manuel’s exclusion from the Chambre des députés des départements in 

March 1823, it argues that a scrutiny of the performances recorded in the transcripts can modify 

previous interpretations of historical events and inform further on the enforced parliamentary norms. 

Ludovic Marionneau is a doctoral student at the Department of Culture of the University of 

Helsinki. He currently writes his thesis on The Fine-Tuning of Eloquence: Vocal Performances in 

19th Century French Parliament. He is also a member of the Calliope project Vocal Articulations of 

Parliamentary Identity and Empire. 

  



Carlo Bovolo – University of Eastern Piedmont 

Images from the Parlamento Subalpino: political and cultural representations of the 

Parliament in the Kingdome of Sardinia (1848-1861)  

The paper deals with the representations of practices, discourses, and works in the Parliament 

of the Kingdome of Sardinia, from its establishment in the capital city Turin in 1848 to its 

transformation in the Italian Parliament in 1861, focusing especially on the periodical press. The 

Statuto Albertino, the constitution conceded to the Kingdome of Sardinia by king Carlo Alberto on 

4th March 1848, established the Parliament, called Subalpino (Subalpine). It was made of two 

chambers: the Subalpine Senate, whose members were appointed for life by the king, and the 

Chamber of Deputies, whose members were elected. Besides the concession of the constitution, Carlo 

Alberto issued laws in order to modernise the Kingdome and pleased the liberal public opinion: 

among these laws, the freedom of the press played a key role in increasing of periodicals and 

newspapers, in developing a political debate and in establishing a solid constitutional monarchy. 

Thanks to the freedom of the press, many periodicals flourished, covering every political and cultural 

positions (liberals, moderates, conservatories, Catholics). Discourses and works of the Subalpine 

Parliament represented an interesting and debated topic in the Piedmontese press, which became a 

field of political struggle: periodicals published passages of the debates, comments on parliamentary 

works, praises or aggressive polemics against the government or the political rivals, satires and 

caricatures. Newspapers and reviews gave to the public different images of the Parliament, its 

members and it rituals and practices. These images were obviously political- and cultural- influenced 

representations, however they were significant in the intense and complex debate during the Italian 

Risorgimento, and in building and spreading national and political identities, fundamental not only 

in the unification process, realized in 1861, but also in the perception of the Italian Parliament in 19th 

Century Italy.  

Carlo Bovolo is lecturer in Contemporary History at the University of Eastern Piedmont 

(Vercelli, Italy) and collaborator with the Museum of Criminal Anthropology "Cesare Lombroso" of 

the University of Turin. In 2017 he obtained a PhD in history at the University of Eastern Piedmont 

with a thesis dealing with the apologetical uses of science in Italian Catholic press. Then, he was 

fellow of the Fondazione Filippo Burzio and Visiting Fellow at the KU Leuven, Belgium. 

  



Daniel Morat – Free University of Berlin  

Parliamentary Speech and Stenographic Practice in the German Reichstag, 1871-

1914 

Even though the German Empire (1871-1918) was not a democracy, its parliament, the 

German Reichstag, was a central forum for political debate and decision-making. Otto von Bismarck 

and his successors as chancellors, who were not appointed by parliament, still used the Reichstag as 

a platform for their political messages. At the same time, the rise of the daily press in the last decades 

of the 19th century led to a structural transformation of the relation between politics and the public 

sphere. The speeches in the Reichstag where not primarily directed at the members of parliament, but 

at the wider, newspaper reading public. 

What role did the oratory of the speakers in parliament play under these political and 

communicative circumstances? In order to answer this question, one has to turn to the Reichstag 

stenographers who transcribed the orality of the parliamentary debates into written text, which was 

then published in the Reichstag proceedings and in the newspapers. The stenographers, therefore, 

functioned as a crucial medium between orality and script. The paper will tackle this key role of the 

stenographers and will analyze in detail what techniques and guidelines they used in order to capture 

not only the content of a given speech, but also its performative character and the reaction in the 

plenary assembly. It will do so by drawing primarily on Die stenographische Praxis, the journal of 

the German professional association of stenographers, but also on rhetoric manuals and reports of 

parliamentary debates. 

Dr. Daniel Morat is a lecturer in modern history at Freie Universität Berlin and works as 

a freelance curator for the City Museum of Berlin. He has received his Dr. phil. from Göttingen 

University in 2006. His areas of specialization include sound history, urban history, and public 

history. He is currently writing a book on acoustic communication and political mobilization in 

Imperial Berlin, 1871-1918. Latest publication: Handbuch Sound. Geschichte – Begriffe – Ansätze, 

ed. with Hansjakob Ziemer, Metzler: Stuttgart/Weimar, 2018. 

  



Oriol Luján – Universidad Complutense de Madrid 

Political Representation in 19th century Spain: a conceptual perspective  

Representation literally means to make present something that it is not in fact present 

(Fenichel Pitkin 1972, 92). Concerning politics, representation expresses the way through which 

politicians and parliamentary institutions embody the different interests of the society they attend.  

Political representation has been studied from a wide variety of perspectives and 

methodologies, whose content we cannot explain with less than 300 words. For our aims of research, 

we may refer to Philip Pettit’s distinction between indicative and responsive representation. Since the 

former stand for the represented, the latter act for or speak for them (Pettit 2009, 64-66). Whereas 

proxies are understood as indicative representatives, deputies should be seen as responsive ones and 

thus we can analyse how they represent the desires of the people by examining the way they acted or 

spoked for them.  

This paper proposal will focus on members of parliament (MP) and, more concretely, on the 

Spanish deputies in the 19th century (c. 1834 – c. 1876). Following Ihalainen, Ilie and Palonen (2016), 

who consider representation as one of the main concepts that distinguish parliamentarism from other 

types of assemblies, and as well from a conceptual perspective the paper will examine how Spanish 

political representatives mentioned their represented. That is, which concepts politicians used to refer 

to their voters, in which occasions they mentioned them and with which aim. These are some of the 

questions the text will try to answer. 

In order to do so, the paper will consider the Spanish session’s record of the lower house, 

paying particularly attention to the State opening of parliament and the king’s speech - written by the 

government-, but also to other main debates and laws, which should shed light on the perspective or 

perspectives politicians had of their represented. The final purpose is to value in which extent the 

relation established between politicians and electors could shape politics from a particular relation of 

accountability. In studying the relationship between the style, language, and content of public 

discussion Mark Knight (2005), for instance, argues that partisanship in modern England shaped the 

political culture.  

Oriol Luján is Juan de la Cierva postdoctoral fellow at History, Theories and Political 

Geography Department, Universidad Complutense de Madrid (UCM, Spain). He is European Phd in 

history (Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, 2016), with the extraordinary award of the promotion. 

His main lines of research are European political liberalism of the nineteenth century, parliamentary 

studies, electoral studies, political corruption and monarchy. He is currently working on two main 



lines: on the one hand, commemorations and festivities in parliamentary Spain, within an international 

research group headed by Javier Moreno Luzón (UCM) and Xosé Manuel Núñez Seixas (L-M 

Universität München). On the other hand, he is integrated in an international research network which 

is analysing political corruption, is financed by the French CNRS and is headed by Frédéric Monier 

(Université d’Avignon). 

  



Anna Rajavuori – University  of Helsinki 

Performing socialist in the Parliament: class and authority in the early 20th century 

Finland’s representative politics 

In 1906 Finland attained reform of the parliamentary system which included universal 

suffrage and was considered as one of the most advanced in the world. Finland was under the rule of 

the Great Russian Empire until 1917 and therefore as the political system was democratic it lacked 

power because the system was incapable of carrying through its decisions. The Parliamentary reform 

changed not only the political system but also political culture. Members of the socialist labour 

movement and the non-socialists parties represented different performance cultures (Rajavuori 2017). 

In 1907 these representatives of divergent performance cultures entered to a same stage at the 

Parliament house. The socialist MP’s were typically wellknown and liked orators among the workers 

as they had been campaigning by traveling across the country. Although other parties utilized the 

same methods, only the socialists were accused of agitating people and using rough, lower class 

register that was not suitable for cultivated people and for democratic institution.  

In this paper I’m examining how class and class distinction were performed in the recently 

established Parliament. How did the socialist MP’s perform class and authority in the Parliament on 

the other hand to their colleagues and authenticity of representation to the public and their voters? 

The paper deals with the performative means that were utilized in gaining authority among the 

different audiences and manifesting and performing power relations in bodily action in a context of 

a new representative democracy.  

Anna Rajavuori is post-doctoral researcher at the Department of Political and Economic 

Studies at the University of Helsinki. Her research project “Parliament as a Stage: Audiences, 

Emotions and politics of Performance in the Finnish Parliament in the 1907-1920” is funded by Kone 

Foundation 2018-2021.  

Rajavuori defended her thesis in 2017 at the University of Helsinki. Doctoral thesis (political 

history): Esityksen politiikka. Sosialistinen agitaatio keskisuomalaisella maaseudulla 1906–1908. 

[The politics of performance. Socialist agitation in rural central Finland in 1906-1908] (The Finnish 

Society for Labour History, Helsinki 2017). 

  



Ivan Sablin – University  of Heidelberg 

When Subalterns Speak: Performing Class and Ethnicity in the Russian State Duma, 

1906–1917 

The convocation of the State Duma of the Russian Empire in 1906 marked the first modern 

political setting in the country’s history in which urban intellectuals and members of the noble elite 

encountered the imperial “other” as their formal equals. The extension of voting rights, albeit with a 

property qualification and in multiple stages, to workers, peasants, and Asian indigenous persons 

gave the Duma inclusiveness which was rare for imperial formations at the time. Furthermore, it was 

the liberal and socialist oppositional parties and groups which proved popular among the non-elite 

deputies, making the right-wing Russian nationalists a negligible political minority in the first two 

convocations of the parliament (1906 and 1907). Asian and peasant deputies, however, were not 

necessarily treated as equals on the parliamentary floor. The accents and the manners of speech of 

both non-native Russian speakers and peasant deputies with only elementary education attracted 

ridicule from the right, especially when they became more present in the Third and Fourth Dumas 

(1907–1912 and 1912–1917), both elected through much more restrictive regulations. The 

representatives of the imperial elite also questioned the non-elite deputies’ authorship of their 

speeches and basic literacy, especially when the latter made radical statements. Studying the 

transcripts of the Duma’s proceedings, the paper explores how the speeches of the deputies of peasant, 

worker, and indigenous background were received in the parliament (including interruptions and 

statements from the seat), how the speakers commented on their own verbal prowess, and if the 

following speakers made any statements on it. Methodologically, the paper discusses the State Duma 

as a snapshot of the imperial situation – the view on the empire’s composite society which 

foregrounds multilayered situational social difference, articulated only in specific contexts – and 

investigates how difference was performed.  

Ivan Sablin leads the Research Group “Entangled Parliamentarisms: Constitutional Practices 

in Russia, Ukraine, China, and Mongolia, 1905–2005” sponsored by the European Research Council 

(ERC) at the University of Heidelberg (Germany). His research interests include the history of the 

Russian Empire and the Soviet Union, as well as global intellectual history. Ivan Sablin is the author 

of two monographs – Governing Post-Imperial Siberia and Mongolia, 1911–1924 (London: 

Routledge, 2016) and The Rise and Fall of Russia's Far Eastern Republic, 1905–1922 (London: 

Routledge, 2018) – and research articles in Europe-Asia Studies, Nationalities Papers, Slavic Review, 

and other journals.  



Karen Lauwers – University of Helsinki  

The relevance of histories of extra-parliamentary representation and informal political 

communication (France, 19th-20th centuries) 

When trying to understand the dynamics and inner workings of a certain political regime, 

whether it is French republicanism, parliamentary democracy, or a military colonial regime, it can be 

useful to implement an analysis of sources containing modes of extra-parliamentary speech and 

informal political communication. Even when performed in non-political spaces or being dismissed 

as apolitical by the relevant institutions, these extra-parliamentary activities shed a light on the 

reasons for success or failure, for legitimization or invalidation of a certain regime by those who were 

either involved in it or excluded from it. 

In the two very different cases that will be discussed in this paper, the individual members 

of the political institutions concerned showed awareness of how important it was (for ensuring the 

institution’s survival and legitimacy) to acknowledge, interact with, regulate or even take control over 

the (acoustic) political performances existing outside of their sphere. Case-studies like these allow 

for an interaction between (political-institutional) history of oratory and representation on the one 

hand, and subaltern history on the other. 

- The nineteenth-century case zooms in on reports drawn up by French Arab bureaus. These 

institutions were installed by the French army in the conquered areas of northern Algeria. They 

governed and administered the Arab and Berber tribes of their locality, while functioning as an 

intelligence service in their political-administrative circumscription and its unsubdued surroundings. 

Gathering knowledge of the diverse (and highly oral) indigenous political culture was their first goal, 

followed by taking control of the news and the physical spaces in which it circulated. Seen as gauges 

of indigenous loyalty or resistance towards the French authorities, rumors and their circulation 

influenced French colonial policies and political practices at a local level. 

- The twentieth-century case zooms in on French women’s vocal, written and performative 

solutions to the shortcomings of French Third Republican democracy, which kept denying them the 

vote. Despite being excluded from official political participation, several women from this case-study 

actively sought to contribute to their representation by writing letters to MPs, attending “their” MP’s 

consultation days, and influencing male voters. Precisely these extra-parliamentary activities add 

another layer of explanations as to why such a democratic regime managed to exclude half its 

population from suffrage for so long. 



Karen Lauwers started in September 2019 as a postdoctoral researcher at the University of 

Helsinki, working on the French-Algerian axis of the CALLIOPE-project. During her doctoral 

research, Karen Lauwers was a member of “Power in History,” the Center for Political History at the 

University of Antwerp, where she completed her PhD titled “Negotiating the Republic. Direct 

interactions between unorganized citizens and MPs in France, ca.1900-1930s.” Moving her focus 

from Belgium to France, and from discourse in parliament to the perspectives on representation and 

citizenship held by people outside of political institutions, this research drew upon letters, addressed 

by “ordinary” French citizens to four specific députés (MPs). For the postdoc project, she redirects 

her focus on political identities of the colonial subaltern, and more specifically on French-Algerian 

Arab Bureaus’ expectations of and experiences with Algerian forms of leadership and political 

identity, Algerian modes of public speech, political knowledge, and news circulation among the 

Muslim population (1846-1871). 

 


