Review of “The Personal Performance of the Qur’ānic Ghilmān: Shifting Gendered
Boundaries of Sexuality”
This manuscript analyzes the Ghilman in the Qur’an. The author argues that the Ghilman
represent a gender ambiguity and ultimately served a sexual role for male believers in heaven.
The manuscript shows a remarkable knowledge of pertinent research literature as well as of
medieval commentaries on the Qur’an. At the same time, it contains several flaws that call, in
my opinion, for major revisions. These include:
A) Research question and relation to the research literature: While the author states their
argument, they neither make sufficiently clear what the research question is that the
manuscript seeks to answer, nor do they show how their text differs, expands, or agrees
with what others have written on the topic.
B) Framing: Just as the manuscript would benefit from a clearer positioning in relation to
the existing research literature, it would also gain from stating whether this is an
intervention in Islamic Studies or History. While there are some passages that read like
a history paper, most of the text relates to Islamic Studies. Since Body Politics is a
history journal, a clear statement by the author about this would be helpful.
C) Missing references: In several passages, the manuscript contains generalizing
statements without clarifying what they refer to: a specific historical context, Islamic
theology, or a universal theory? To provide two examples:
“Ethics and aesthetics are connected concepts that influence each other and function as
a joint mechanism for promoting ethical values and aesthetic judgements.” (p. 2)
“The human fear of this last worldly station and its bodily and mental implications is
reflected in the admiration of youth.” (p. 11)
It would be helpful if the author provided references for statements like these.
D) Writing and language: The manuscript contains a number of spelling mistakes and
smaller oversights, such as “Judo-Christian” (p.3), “clams” (p. 3); “analyzes” (p. 10).
Therefore, it necessitates another round of thorough copy-editing.
I recommend that the manuscript is considered for publication again after addressing these
points through major revisions.
