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In deeling with modern Egyptien histery, non Egyptior s

gcholnrs, Furopernz in prriiculsr, tend to be mostlp apdb getic

for weatern colonirlism, Thelr approsch to, snd interpréfieﬁwaf
Egyptirn nistory sre often influenced by e rﬁciél or imperirlisti
point of view, In moszt ersesn indigenous developments ere &e-
emphraized, misrepreszented or dismissed eltogether,

The purpose of this peper 1=z to demonsztrate the sbove view
by exrmining bohn ¥srlewe!s work entitled ! History of Moder Egyp

snd Anzlo- Egyptigﬁ Relatien(I800- I956), Marlowe ig chosen solel
on the bersls of being one of the most prolific Furope:n writers
on modern Fgyptien history, The work exemined her 1s singled out

om the besiz of being the broades? in time sp-n among Merlowe's

werke,

To begin with , the term "relatlen"herdly de#eribes the true
st-tus of Egypt during the period, the term "relation" 1m its
technic-1 politiecel zense 1mpiies fndependence -nd equality ef
both countries, Refore the occupation in I882 Egypt' ruler wes
2 vesgel Qf the Ottomer Sulten, Frem I882 to 1922 et least, Fgypt
wes not independant,

The structure of the dook gives the impression th:t the sutho:
i1s writing ' the history of the English in Egypt'tather the histe

of



Egypt, i.e. he examines Cgypt's history in the light of English
presence. For example, the author does ot compose Specific

chapters on the Urabi maovement, Mustafa Kamel's politi't‘:a;l":'

rolz, or an the 1919 revolution. On the contrary, chapter' _.f‘ive

iz entitled "Thp second British occupation”, chapter Seven is
gntitled "Cromer"®, and chapter nine entitled "The pmtectnrate"
refers to the 1919 revalution. !

Starting the study with 1800 seems io 1mp1y that the authur'
considers that Egypt's modern hxstmr; begmcs by the Fr’ench
Expedition (1798). The Egyptian historians who de‘r‘med Egyptr'
madern times by the 16th century as well as Europe’s hiétnry,
are committing the error. They believe that the Ottoman con-
nu=st af Egypt in 1516 is tﬁe beginning of tha modern period,
Jut. during the three centuries o Cttoman rule in Fgypt (1516-
1305, no drastic changes viers nade in the infrastructure of.
socizty, The Ottoman rule did not differ from that of Its Mamltik
areazgseore In its general philoscphy, Having attacked and
vhdermined the old system in its infruziruciure, Mohammed Al

must bz the founder of modern Eg

AV
=Y

AL,

In analyzing the British position towzrds Eqypt hefore 18862,

1) The book is divided into twen'y chapters and postscript (&68
pages): 1) The first Britich socupation,  2) Great Britain and
Mahémed Ali. 3) The Suez canal, &) International cantéﬁl.f -

v 5) The second British@:cuaatian, G) The Sudan, 7) Cromer.
8) Garst and Kitchener. 9) Tho pr'etecmrate.b 10) An a’éséés—

ment of the British occupation. 11) The constitution, ’12) The

Palace, 13) The 1336 Treaty. 14) The second German ua_t;,;
15) Egypt and the Arab League, 16) Post-war nationalismr.j '

17) The marning after, 18) Tho strategic Importance of Egyht.

AN AMICISY o o~ N =



Marlowe Implies that England had no previous coveted objects. ’

The occupatinn pr‘ocptsa had been a result of pvents whmh forced
England to mter*vane. The Suez canal, he states, greati\j increased,
hut did not create the importance of Egypt from the p.qint of _\uew of
British imperial commerce, communication and strategy(p. 70).

The mast impartént quastion for England was to kee;j Efgypt{fmm,
falling under Franch influence., | |

In dealing with the questmn of Egypt's debt,: thich mas con-
sidered by most ngptlan historians as the direct reasan far tha
necupation, the author does not link the debts and the nncupaﬁnn.

He gives the details of events as it ooceurred uithaut ana!ysxs. It
szems to me that Marlnmé is reluctant to believe that the Eurnpean
greditors ware rpspansibié for the decline of the financial

eituation of Egypt and, consequently, responsible for the uccu:pation

Egypt., For exampla after the climax of the debt crisis, the

author writes: 'In May 1876 Ismail (Eqypt's ruler) issued tuJD
Oecrees embodying his proposals to his creditors, The first decree, |
dated 2 May, provided for the creation of an international Baissé de
la Dette F’ublique, with one British, one French, one ltalian and one
Austrian member which was to be empouwers ed to supervise the ' '
collection and administer the dlstrmutmn of the annual sums r‘equn"ed
for the service of the debt, The latter was to he raised from speciﬁc_
items of revenue, The second def"r'eé dated 7 May, embodied a ‘plan
for the f’undmg of the entire bonded and floating debt at £31,000, DGD |
bearing interests at 7%' .... etc. (page 94). The questmn is, did

' Ismall arrive.to these resolutions voluntarily without pr‘essuref-rqm _

the foreign Bmunsellurs and contraollers?
In deahng mitﬁ "Juubert & Goschen MlSSan" of 18‘76 the authcr
states that the mxssian armved m Egypt as a result of negctxatlons . i
between Ismaii and the bondholders charged, on behalf of the bcmd-rr
holders, mith the task of drawing up a revised settlement ... etc,..
(page 94). He tries to convince us that the British Government ués

so careful to disassociate itseif from any responsibility of the Mission,



oschen, although he Is a British subject, Mariowe says, was not
appointed by the British Government and he was merely a repre-
sentative of the Bmtiah bondholders. The reason behind the BFItISh
attitude mas ammrdmg to Marlowe, that the "British Government at
that time mas undnuhtedly m favour of an independent as Dppused to
an mtematinnalxzed Egypt " {page 95), This in my opinion is a
failure on the part of the author to understand the elements of
capitalisrﬁ. R capitalist government is a government which recognizes
and r‘aipresenta the interests of holders of the means of production who
also cuntrnl the lEQISlEthE! assemhblies of the country and the state

apparatuS. ‘

B!‘itam Marhmue believes, auhered for a long time to the puhcy

0 an internatwnahzed Egypt. But after it became clear

ag iﬁ!‘s Sar*rﬁény wiould be compelled to take such steps as

) ed necessary tu this end. Ther efore, Britain and France
were thrnwn into a pamc: (page 95-101). The paradox here is that
themfkhar himself makes it clear later that Great Britain nc.cupied
Egypt In 1882 m order to prevent the Egyptian Government from falling
intn the hands Qf '"Urabi and his associates, and to forestall the
probable eventual interventian by the En_mpean powers in suppart of
the bnndhﬁlders
to change ,her”-”

(page 251). Mar‘lgwe then gives excuses to Britain

oy frarn keepxng Egypt ncm-mter'natmnalized to

adopting apo‘fit:y of & heutralized Egypt and at last s‘uitching._-x_f_ap ‘
to a pohcy of an uccupied Egypt. Great Britain's desire, he m.ﬁ:&s;
was not primarily to: acusupy, but to neutralize Egypt (7)), and this
could only be done by Qratacting the bondholders interests. But the
experience of the Dual-Cmntrul shnued that this could Dnly be done
by military occupation, o '

I am inclined tu_ say that Englahd was deliberatelyi planning to



control Egypt since the French Expedition of 1798, Starting with
Mohmmed All, the Ulama of Cairo in 1838 declared thelr full
| support far the plans to grant Egypt mdependence. But the Powers,
especially England, adopted a hostile attitude tmuartis the guestion.
England eyed the growth of Egypt's might with anx-l-ety. - Egypt was a
serious obstacle to the establishment of Britishtdamihatinn over the
coastal areas In the East; a menace to the British position In the
Persian Gulf and the chief Impet&iment to the development of Britain's
imperial communication and commerce. The attitude of the 'Ulama
was a reaction to the refusal nfr the Porte to come to a peaceful
settlprﬁcnt on Mohammed Ali's conditions.

Jhen England sxgned the Treaty of August 16, 1838 with Turkey,
Mohammed Al flatly refused te have the conditions of the treaty
applied to his domain. The treaty gave the British exporters the right
to buy raw materials at low prices either directly from the producers
or through their commercial agents from all of Ottoman Empire
domains, Mohammed Ali was also against England's plans for the
creation ef an English watering on the Euphrates in Irag; he objected
to various schemes for the construction of a canal across the ithmus
of Suez and did not want to cbeqte a second Dardanells. He was fully
aware of the canal's strategic significance and realised that the
European Powers would fight over 'ffhe Suez canal just as they had
faugh-t gver the Dardanells, Hé resolutely opposed the construction
of the canal as long as French Influence preQailed in Egypt.

The powers struggle for hevgemon\,'/ in the Middle East and, in
particular, England's desire to weaken French and BuSsian positions
in the East, aggravated the conflict. England fought ‘agéinst bath
v Mnhammed Ali and France. By fighting against Mnhammed Ali the
British hoped to consolidate the Sultan's pasitmn'aﬁd change the |
palance of power in his favour. | o

In regard to the debt of Eg\;rpt or, to be more precis’e; Egypt's
financial bankruptcy, in the Autumn of 1875, the world exchange

reacted to the bankruptcy of Turkey with a sharp decline In the



exchange rate of all Egyptlan securities. The capitalists of

Europe predicted that the bankruptcy of the Porte would inevi%gtgly
entail the bankruptey of Egypt as well, At the end of 1875',",7'5tﬁéj_'}‘.f .
British Govérnment forced Egypt to accept a special cnmmission tn .
inquire into h_er'finances. Not to be left behind her ‘r’ivél; :Fr_'aﬁée
also imme’zdiataly sent her own financial commission to Egypt,

On April B, 1876, the Khedive suspended payment of his
Treasury bills, The gnvernmeht declared itself bankrupt and the
cred’!tﬁr‘s immediately took advantage of this tc impose real
financial control on Egypt. On May 2, 1876, the Powers set up a
Commission to control the H‘uedival Debt, staffed by repr‘eseniatives
from France, Austria and Italy., The members of the commission -
were called debt commissioners and had to ensure the timely payment
Df“ de:b»ts. England at first declined to appeint a British commissioner
because her creditors could not come ta an agreement with the French
on the conditions far the consolidation of the Egyptian debt, The |
British bondholders had control of theAmain Egyptian loans, while the
French and other creditor's share consisted malnly of coupons of the
floating debt.

Gennrally speaking, Egypt‘s tatal fnreign debt, by 1876, came
to £94,000,000. UWhat had the maney been used for? Some apologists
qf imperialism have suggested that it";u;és quu‘éﬁdered on the extrava-
gant whims of Ismail Pasha i.e. on his Vbéla’tﬁes, harems, on luxury
and ostentation. Others have assertad that: I’smail'began a courtry-
wide campaign for the construction of ra'ilwa\]é; bridges, ports,
'téiagraph, factories and canals, without-:t'ak’ﬁ_‘ag' into consideration the
real state of Eg‘ypt's natural resources, ant! that--‘ft"'mas this '
speculative company promoting that dmwne.d Egyut in debt, It can
indeed be stated that the Khedive overpaid huge sums to ‘the European
building firms, Thanks ta the cuntractors, Egypt had tu pay 325
million francs for railways that had actually cost only 75 million
francs., The Egyptian Treasury had paid a European building firm

over £2,500,000 for the port of Alexandria, while the real cost was
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only £1,500,000, Other construction works had also cost Egypt
twao or three times their actual worth. The European building
firms robbed the country shamelessly, The greatef partﬂf#!e a
funds expended on the building, however, were acquihed withﬁut
the'helﬁ?rjf the European banks. In the final analgsts"»;,?t{hé cnst
was borne by the Egyptian people.

Regarding Gaschen-Joubert Commission, I would like to say
that they occurred also from the Khedive the appointment of a
British official, as the general controller of Egypt's revenues,
and a French official,as the general controller of expenditure.

This was termed Dual Cantrol (Anglo-French) over Egypt's
finances. A third official, an Englishman, was appointed director
of the budget department in the Egyptian Ministry of Finance, a
fourth, a British general, was appointed director of Egypt's
railways, This small group of foreign functionaries began to dic-
tate its aorders io the Egyptian people as though they owned f.he' .
country, The Egyptian Minister of Finance, Ismail Saddig, who
tried to protest against the decisions of the Goschen~Joubert
Commission, drownsd myateriqusly in the Nile.

In dea!fng with the political parties of Egypt, Marlowe seems
to be a little harsh on the Wafd party. He believes that the leaders
of the Wafd since Zaghlul, were responsible for political demagogy
in Egypt. Moreover, he criticizes them personally. He says that
®El-Nehhas was indiscreet in his private, as he was irresponsible
in his public life." The other parties, the Liberal Constitution
Party in particular, had the able and the moderate statesmen but
they, according to Marlowe, had failed to find a middle way between
demagogy and autocracy (page 281-282). Itis a problamaﬁc matter.
The Egyptian historians, in general, believe that the Liafd mas the
most popular party within the political parties of Egypt apart from
its political mistakes which were incomparable with the mistakes of
other parties., These minor ana moderate parties, were ‘respnné;ible

for sabotaging the political life in Egypt and of missing the national



goals. Moreover, they were dictated by the Royal Palace or the
British Embassy in Caira. It does not méan that we are trying to
'lighten the political mistakes of the Wafd, Mohammed Mahmud
Ministry of 1928 (Liberal Constitutional Party) is generally
considered by most Egyptian historians as the most arbitrary
government in Egypt (the iron hand government) because of the
suspension of the constitution, But, Marlowe believes the
cantrary, He writes that Mahmud Pasha's Ministry proceeded to
govern Egypt with the nearest approach of efficiency that had been
seen for many years (page 283). It seems that Marlowe defends
Mahmud Pasha on the basis of being a graduate of English
Universities and on the basis of his understanding and liking for
British life., Does Marlowe want to tell us that graduation from
English Universities is the only gualification for a pelitical career?

‘Marlowe's evaluation of the Wafd led him to fall in paradoxes.
He did not criticize British policy when Sir Miles Lampson, the
English ambassador in Cairo, insisted on calling Nahhas, the leader
of the Wafd "demagogy" party, to form the Ministry of 1942, It was
known that the British ambassador reached that resolution after the
collapse of the Allied forces vis-a-vis the Axis during World War
two. It was known also that the Palace in Eqypt and his puppet
ministers had anti-British feeling and maintained secrat relations
with f-\kis. So, to safeguard Egypt for the Allied Powers, there was
no cholce but to recall the leader of Wafd, as a democracy defender,
to form the Ministry., Marlowe describes the day in February &,
1942 as "the British coup d'etat" (page 316). The Egyptians who
_'admired the Wafd did not hesitate to criticize Nahhas fnr‘ obtamxng
the ministry through the help of the British. = = i

Marlowe classifies the national movement which had evoked
against British presence and Palace tyranny as a rébeilian. This .
evaluation is typical imperialistic view towards all national
liberation movements in everv occupied country,

Marlowe's evaluation of the 'Lrabi movement as a rebellion



is in contradiction with the data presented by him, He writes th’at
the Egyptian nationalism which rﬁanifested itself for the first time
after Ismail's deposition consisted of three separate elements; the
school of Islamic modernism founded by Jamal-ad-Din Afghan’i; the
conctitutionalists who were a number of European -educéted magnets,
and the native Egyptian element among the army nfﬁcers (page 112~
113). Marlowe then states that a kind of interaction between the
Egyptian officers and the constitutionalists took place. Its effect
appeared when the officers enforced the Khedive to invite Sherif
Pasha, the leader of the c:anstitﬁtinnalists, to form a Ministry and
_ to summon the Chamber of Notables. In another place, he mentions
that the military movement was deeply influenced by the Ulama, but
was specifically anti-foreigﬁers (page 115). Whatever it was, it
means that the three elements of Egyptian nationalism had been
u}ark’ing in concert, My guestion now is, does the author consider
the national movements directed against feudalism in Europe as a
rebellion? |
Marlowe states that the 1919 revolution of Egypt was a
rebellion too (page 240). In addition, he uses the term "térmrism’"
{o describe what was called "political assas_siination“. I belisve
that there is a great difference between the two terms, i.e. the
difference between illegal and'_ legal actinn, Mast national movements
depended on viclence to rid its land fmrﬁ foreign occupation, and the
Egyptlan national movement was no exception, '
_ ‘ Mareover, the involvement of students in the natmnal‘mn'veme‘nt
s considered bvy Marlowe as "agitation and b"lac'.kma'il?“ ‘:ﬁ’s‘a’ge‘; 2(32).
= Ha Btates that it became an economic necessity for the studenl: tu _
| _'hiackmail the government. into providng: them with empim;ment. : Trx;ing
“tp trace the tactors uhith might ‘be behind the s’xtuatmn, Marlowe
attributes 1t to the educational sgstem in Egypt which provided a
surplus of secondary school graduates with no skills, Therefore,
he writes, the only prospect of secure employment for those people

was in government service apart from a limited number of openings



in‘cammer‘-:e and the professions. Whatever the reasons were,
the guestion which poses itself is: who was responsible for fhe
educational system in Egypt at that time? '

The sectarian division of the Egyptian population maé an old
game 'uéed by the British politicians and they succeeded in dividing
the Egyptian people in order to rule them., Marlowe ahd other
Western writers use the same gamé. In r_féaiing with the Egqyptim
national movement, for instanée, Marlowe states that Boutros
Ghall the coptic prime minister of Egypt 1910, was assassinated
by a fanatic Maoslem (page 202). As a matter of fact Ghali was
chosen by the nationals for political reasons such as presiding
over the Denshiway court and being an ohedient tool of British
pelicy, and for his violent méasures against the national liber-
ation movement. The emergency laws of 1909 which were directed
- especially against the nationalists provided the "legal" basis for
mass persecutions, The law of March 25, 1309 virtually deprived
the Egyptian press of sll rights to criticize the British authorities.
The law of July 4, 1209, on suspicious pefsmns, permitted the
authorities to exile without trial or investigation anyone suspected
of sympathy with the nationalists,

Working on the Indian patiern, Gorst used the assassination
to whip up hostility between the Eapts and Maoslems by turning the
incident into a guestion of strife between the two relisious secis,

Muost Western writers believe that Arabism is limited anly to
the Asian part of the Arab world; the so called "Middle East, "
The F\fric,an part of the Arab world is general divided by the same
scholars into three sections: Egypt, the Sudan .and North Africa
Luhich'.-embadiéd Libya, Tunisia, Algeria and Morroco. This
fragmentation of the Arab werld, however, is difficult to under-
stand in the light of any known tﬁeary of nationalism since the 19th
century. On the other hand this fragmentation neglects completely
the essential factors of common language and history which were
used by the thearists of nationalism as the basis of natinnalis‘m. As

a matter of fact Mariowe dismisses it altogether. He writes that at
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pré‘ctﬁﬂily nu .-‘l'\r-ié'trsi*ical, cultur'élv,v racial or other ties between

“Egypt and Palestine. Tc an Egy~ptian, Palestine was a country as
: fbr’eign as America was to England. "Thét-;é was na such common
: hcmd‘ --gxcept that of laﬁguage - be-tmee‘h tHe Palestine Arabs and
the Egypti-ané of any class (page 328),., ‘-i':think that Marlowe
per"haps applies the geographical rﬁeasur-e of unification because
the cultural ties mentioned above are derived naturally from the
mutual languége.

Finally, rapar‘t from the contraversial points stated above,
Marlowe has sbme objective points against British policy in Egypt.
He states, for instance, that the record of General Fraser's
expedition 1807 is one of fhe most melancholy in British military
histary (page 33). Regarding Denshiway incident 1906 he believes
that It was the biggatsvt slunder and the worst crime which Great
Britain has ever committed in Egypt (page 169). Regarding the
declarstion of the protectarate on Egypt 1914 it was a unilateral
act by Britain because the assumption of a protectorate by a great
nower over a small one was only valid if the small power had
requested such a step to be i‘.akgn. No such request was made by -

the Egyptian Government or by any cther Egyhtian body (page 216).




