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Commentary by Dr. lIbrahim Fawzy

The relationship between literature and political science has been a subject of extensive debate
and interpretation. While some argue that the two domains are fundamentally distinct—literature
being imbued with human emotions and politics being characterized by pragmatism and being
based on interests—others contend that they are deeply interconnected, each influencing and
being influenced by the other.
The second perspective asserts that when a writer comprehends political dynamics and embraces
a role in educating society, critiquing political missteps, and provoking readers to understand and
potentially advocate for change, the synergy between the two fields becomes evident. Literature,
after all, has the capacity to shape thought and, consequently, behavior. For instance, Martin
Luther King Jr.’s literary phrase “I have a dream” catalyzed a monumental shift in the history of
African Americans in the United States. Similarly, Voltaire and Montesquieu used theater and
poetry to critique political authority.
Conversely, political leaders have also recognized the significance of literature. The Roman
Emperor Hadrian, for example, earned the title of "the cultured emperor,” while other rulers
enlisted writers to immortalize their legacies. Nations are often associated with their writers and
thinkers as much as with their leaders—for example, France as the land of Victor Hugo as well
as Napoleon, or Germany as the homeland of Goethe, Hegel, and Nietzsche alongside Hitler.
Stalin himself, facing the Nazi threat at the gates of Moscow, called upon his people to "save the
homeland of Tolstoy and Pushkin," reflecting a political leader’s belief in literature’s power to
mobilize the masses.
This seminar session aims to explore whether a relationship exists between literature and politics.
It draws on key perspectives and theories that examine this question and, where applicable, the
nature of this relationship. Furthermore, the session offers a case study on the interplay between
literature and politics, focusing on the duality of utopia and dystopia in the novels of Ahmed
Khaled Tawfik, analyzed through the lens of the structural formative approach and with
emphasis on the political context’s influence.
Key Topics Covered in the Session:
1. Perspectives Against the Literature-Politics Relationship
2. Perspectives Supporting the Literature-Politics Relationship:
o Marxist, nationalist, and feminist schools of thought
o Narrative theory
o Political imagination in utopian and dystopian traditions
o Committed literature
o The politicization of literature and the disciplining of politics
3. Case Study:
o The utopia-dystopia duality in Ahmed Khaled Tawfik's novels



