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ABSTRACT

Author: Thoha Hamim

Title of Thesis: The British and the French Responscs
to Muhammad “Ali’'s Policies.

Department: The Institute of Islamic Studies McGill
University
Degree: Master of Arts

This thesis is a study on the response of the British
and the French to Muhammad "Ali's policies. Muhammad
"Ali’ s success in transforming Egypt into a powerful state
was aimed at developing Egypt’'s commercial network and
expanding her territorial boundary. The gains that
Muhammad "Ali achieved from the commerce and territorial
conquest, however, was at the expense of what England had
enjoyed before Muhammad “Ali rose to power. 1In order to
regain what had been lost to Muhamm~d ~Ali, England
undertook a strong response consisting of economic,
military and diplomatic pressure which led to the collapse
of Muhammad "Ali’'s power. France, on the other hand, had
a positive reaction and gave full support to Muhammad
"Ali’s cxpansionist policy. Nevertheless, France’'s final
acl was to abandon policy of support for Muhammad “All as
a result of Euwropean politics when a new French government
sought rapprochement with England. Muhammad "Al11 became a

cost of rapprochement.
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des Frangais a l'égard des politiques de Muhammad "AlI. Le
succés que c¢elui-ci a connu dans la transformation de
1'Egypte en un état puissant fut le résultat du
développement des réseaux commerciaux égyptiens et de 1'ag-
grandissement des fruntieres. Les bénéfices gu'il acquit du
commerce et des conquétes territoriales 1le furent aux
détriments des acquis anglais qui dataient de 1'époque
précédant la montée au pouvoir de ce rival égyptien. Pour
arriver a reprendre ce qu'elle avait perdu, 1'Angleterre
entreprit des pressions économiques, militaires et diploma-
tiques qui menérent a la chute du pouvoir de Muhammad "AlT.
Pour sa part, la France eut une réaction positive et s'alig-
na 4 1la politique expansionniste de Muhammad "AlY.
Néanmoins, sa position finale fut de retirer son appui a
celui-ci, suite a des changements dans la politique
européenne, lors de tentatives de rapprochement du nouveAu
gouvernement francais avec 1l'Angleterre. Muhammad Al

devint le prix de ces rapprochements.




»

TABLE OF CONTENTS

ABSTRACT .......cvevinneees tesemnsesnes P |
RESUME . ......tiieierscanasnns e B |
SPELLING AND TRANSLITERATION ....0000.. U I B |
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS .......... tes e e cstaenenns P
INTRODUCTION ......e00000.. tee e essrte s s eses s et s e eannes 1
CHAPTER T.

MUHAMMAD "ALY AND THE MODERNIZATION OF EGYPT ........... b5

I. Muhammad "Ali: The Viceroy of Egypt .......ccvevevee 5

II. Muhammad “Ali’'s Reforms ............ R X -
CHAPTER 1II.

THE BRITISH AND THE FRENCH INTERESTS IN EGYPT ........ 41
I. The British Interests in Egypt ........... - B
IT. The French Interests in Egypt ........... certe e 57

CHAPTER IIT.
THE BRITISH AND THE FRENCH RESPONSES TO MUHAMMAD TALI'S
POLICIES .... .ttt einersonannanns Y 2+

I. The British Responses to Muhammad “Ali’'s Policies . 75
II. The French Responses to Muhammad “Ali's Policies . 107

CONCLUSION ....vveneennnss teetscerrescecrenea ceeiees .. 124

BIBLIOGRAPHY ......... e st usrrt e seerennsneens ceseesess 129




SPELLING AND TRANSLITFIXATION

i
The Arabic names and terms in this thesis are wiitten according (o the
English transhteration employeed by the Institute of Islamic Studies, MeGill
University with the exception that the diphtong "ai” s utilized instead of "ay”
for the letter * ", Certain placenames in theit Faglish spelling will appear
such as Cairo, Aleaandria, Yemen, Aleppo. Mecca, Aden cte. tor they have
become part of the English vocabulary.,
‘The main dilferences in transliteration trom Arabic are:
Iinglish Arabic
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INTRODUCTION

The response of the British and the Erench to the emergence of the
strong Fgyptian state in the Fast has been oftgn looked at trom an unclear
perspective. It has been viewed as an end and a beginning unto itself. The
reeent study on Muhamimad “Ali by al-Sayyid Marsot has suggested that there
was a close connection between the collapse of Muhammad “Ali's cconomic
and pohtical initiatives and the response of the uropean Powcrs.! She has
cmphasized that the collapse more likely stemmed trom the eaternal factors
than trom internal ones, although without discounting the importance ol the
latter. What she relers to as external tactors is series of responses created
by the T-uropean Powers which placed Muhammad "Ali in a condition of 1os-
ing much of what he had gained in territorial. commercial -+ 1 political
achievements.” This view is in contradiction with the traditional argument
suggested by some scholars that the collapse of Muhammad “Ali arose from
internal causes such as lack of skills, an eaperienced government administra-
tion and other inter-related factors rather than trom external tactors which

A

were actually the direet product of the Turopean Powers's response.?

'In her article, Marsot asserts that works which have been written on
Muhammad "Ali demand caretul attention since there are number of exam-
ples ol distortions which revealed the need tor a thorough reexamination
ol the man and his period. Sce Afal Lutti al-Sayyid Marsot, “The Ilistory
of Muhammad Al Fact or Fiction." Jownal of the American Research
Centre an Egvpt 15-16 (1978-1979).

= Sce Afal Lutti al-Sayyid Marsot, Egypr n the Reign of Muhammad Ali
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), 258-259.

[

Some scholars pereeive that the backwardness of the country as reflected
by the quality ol administration, defective cconomic policies, the lack of
natural resources and technical skill and other internal weakness inherent
in Muhammad "Al's schemes became the major causes ot his failures in all
ol his"projects.  See Ielen Anne B. Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy of
Muhammad " Al n Egvpr (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1961),
105-119, 198-200. I-.R. Owen, Corton and  the Eevptian Fconomy,
[820-191 4 (Oxtord® The Clarendon Press), 50-57. Charles Issawi, Egvpt




Westiern scholars have devoted a great deal ot attention to the study ot
Muhammad *Ali4 but have not credited the Furopean Powers wath determin-
ing the fate of his Egyptian state. Thus, thei discussion has lelt aside the
nature of their response both to the emergence and the collapse of Muhaim-
mad "Ali. ‘This approach has inevitably led to the underestimation ot the
European Powcers’ response in determming the survival and collapse ol

5

Muhammad “Ali’s rule.

The fact that Muhammad “Ali’'s ambition had transformed -gypt nto
powerful state with a high degree of domestic political stability, huge scale
industrial projects, a tlourishing commercial network and a strong nhitary
sufficiently demonstrates that Mubammad "Al had successtully prepared
Lgypt tor this transtormation before launching his projects In s cltorts to
create the necessary condition in Foypt. he mtroduced a great number ol
relorms in the agricuitural, mdustrial and military arcas. In so domg, he had
provided an infrastructure and had created the skills, mental attitude and
political stability needed tor undertaking the modernization of Fpypt. With-
out these prerequisites, his ambition to tound a strong and modern nation

would never have come close to realization. Although he had succeeded m

in Revolution: An Economic Analvsis (1ondon: Oxlord University Press,
1963), 18-24. Allred Bonne, State and Fconomics an the Middle Fast
(London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1948), 241, Robueit Mabio and
Samir Radwan, The Industrialization of Eevpt, 1939-197.4: Policy and Per-
formance (Oxtord, Clarendon Press, 1976), 18,

4 Yor the work on Muhammad “Ali sce Haltord 1., Hoskms, “Some Recent
Works on Mohamed Al and Modern eypt,” The Jowrnal of Modemn His-
torv 4 (March, 1932).

5

The response of the European Powers which reached its tinal stage with
the British initatives of the Conventions of Balta Limani and Tondon
scems not to have suthicient werght to stand as the major cause of Maham-
mad "All’s commeraial and political draw acks as viewed by some s¢hol-
ars. For the account seo. Rivling The Agricultural Policy, 198-200 Mabro
and Radwan, The Industnalization of Lgvpr. 18
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climmating internal obstacles, Muhammad "Ali was not guaranteed victory in
any confrontation with Luropean Powers. These nations lost a great deal of
political and commercial interests as a result of the policics Muhammad Al
followed during his rule. Muhammad "Ali had to pay a high price for the loss
ol interests that the Powers would sutfer as a result. The Powers, except
France, united under the leadership of Britain and applied economic, military
and diplomatic pressure, which ultimately led to the collapsc of Muhammad
"Ali's projects. It seems that Muhammad “Ali did not realize that his
achicvements in commercee, and industry, not to mention his territorial con-
quests, had destabilized the very pillars of the European Powers' interests in
the region and turther to the Fast. It he had been more aware of the impact
ol his actions on their mterests, he might have been able to avoid a direct
confrontation with these Furopean Powers which did not want o sec a pow-

crful Trgyptian state blocking their interests lying in the Last.

Phis thesis will attemipt to place into its proper historical framework the
response of the two major Furopean Powers, Dritain and France, to Muham-
mad "Ali's achievements and the intluence of the response on the decline of
Muhammad “Ali's projects. It will address the question whether these two
Powers were responding to the growth of Muhammad “Ali's Ligypt and its
destabilizing intluence on their interests in the ast or not. It will also discuss
the torms which their response took. considering what cfforts were made to
cooperate with o1 to co-opt. Muhammad “Ali, and what means were used
tinally to achieve Puropean goals.  Although the thesis specilically will not
examine Fgyptian-Ottoman relations, it will certainly take these relations into
consideration i as much as they etfected Egypt's relation with the European
Powers. The following is a breakdown of how the thesis will treat the issue

on a chapter by chapter basis.,




Cnapter 1. Mubhammad “Ali md the Modenzation o Fevpl
This chapter discusses the emergence of Muhammad "\l who rose 1o power
in 1805 after s participation in Turkish military ctiorts to drve the French
out of ligypt, subscquently recciving an olticial appointment as the Viceroy
of Egypt from the Ottoman Sultan. The reforms undertaken by Mubamnd
"All would be discussed with respect to his agricultural, industiial and mili-

tary reconstruction.

Chapter 1L The British and the Irench Interests in Egypt
This chapter surveys the extensive interests ot Brtain and France in ipypt
beginning with the coming ot their traders and travellers and with Napoleon's
occupation and ending with their penctration ol commercial, political and
military interests during the reign of Muhammad Ali. Focus will be pliced

on the strategic location of Tigypt which put Ligypl at the centie ol dispute

Chapter TIL The British and the French Responses (o Muhammad  Ali's
Policices
This chapter describes the means the British adopted in relerence to Muham-
mad "Ali, whose commercial, political and territorial manocuvies had shaken
the foundation of the British interests in the East. Particular attention will he
given to the range of responsces from a British sponsored convention to Bul-
ish commercial, diplomatic and military pressure. This chapter also eaamines
the specilics of the I'rench positive reaction to Muhammad  Ali's ¢apansion-
ist policy as well as France’s final act when she turned her back on Muham-

mad “Ali to prevent her own European isolation,

Chapter I'V. Conclusion

The conclusion will summarize the lindings ot the study.




CHAPTER 1
MUAMMAD "ALI
AND THE MODERNIZATION OF EGYPT
1. Muhammad "Ali: the Viceroy of Egypt

Muhammad “Ali was born in thc Macedonian town of Cavalla in 1769.
'The year was notable for the birth of three great military leaders: Napolcon,
Wellington and Muhammad ‘Ali. 1 Muhammad “Ali had begun his life under
difiicult conditions and with very modest means. He came from a poor par-
entage and was raiscd by his paternal uncic, Tasun, after he was orphaned by
the death of his father.® ‘This poor background, however, would not prevent
him trom finding the mcans to satisfy his love of great things and a great
name. e would work tor it and take advantage of cvery opportunity leading
him to that cnd. Without any of the advantages of birth or fortune, he would
bring himscll to power and fame by his own indomitable courage, persever-

ance and sagacity.

His father, Ibrihim Agha, was only a Commander of a body of irrcgu-
lars, a job which was probably not full-time work. As a side line, Ibrahim

Agha traded in a tobacco business. He initiated his son into that business

' Historians usually give his year of birth as 1769. See Henry Dodwell, The
Founder of Modern Egypt (Cambridge: Longmans, 1931), 9. M. Rifaat
Bey, The Awakenming of Modern Egypt (I.ondon: Cambridge University
Press, 1947), 17. Marsot’s account records that his birthdate was in the
 uwly 1770, Muhammad "Ali chose the year of 1769 for he expected to be
grouped among the great lecaders whose birthdates were in 1769. Afaf
Lutfi al-Sayyid Marsot, Egypt in the Reign of Muhammad Ali (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), 24, In case of Napoleon, not
only did Muhammad “Ali resemble Napoleon in birthdate but also in many
other things such as his height, his fammly background and the details of his
personal eaperiences. Sce “Ariz Khaik Bik, Nabilivin wa Muhammad
Al (Cairo, n.d.). )

tJ

Marsot eapresses a diflerent view when she says that he was a full-grown
marricd man when his tather died. Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign, 25.
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when his son was only ten years old.” Muhammad “Ali, who was illiterate
and later pursuecd trade as the primary means to support the cconomic
strength of his reign, was fortunate cnough to meet a French tobacco mere-
hant, a Monsicur I.con. Hc introduced to Muhammad "Ali the importance ol
international trade and, particularly, the main portion ot those scraps of gen-
eral knowledge which composcd his cntire cducation.d In addition to his
trading expericnce, Muhammad “Ali had been exposed to the military ser-
vice. His family on his father’s side had been involved in militany service for
threce gencrations, which probably contributed to his interest in this profes-
sion. When he was involved in a campaign against the peasants who refused
to pay taxcs, he distinguished himself with his cuurugc.s Hlis success in
undertaking this job brought him to the attention of his superiors who pro-
moted him to the rank of Commander of a corvette whose job was to chase

6

pirates in the Acgean Sca.

France's occupation of Egypt in 1798 strengthened his choice in a mili-
tary carcer; he enlisted as an officer in an Albanian contingent which joined
the Ottoman and the British forces in their military cftforts to drive the

French out of Egypt.7 ‘The previnee of Clavalla furnished a contingent sent to

3

In 1787 he married a wealthy divorcee, and with her money he resumed
the busincss in tobacco. John C.B. Richmond, Egvpt, 1769-1952: Her
Advance towards Modern Identity (1.ondon: Mcthuen, 1977), 17,

4 Arthur Edward Weigall, A History of Events in lgvpt from 1798 to 1914
(Edinburgh: W. Blackwood and Sons, 1915), 46. Jcan and Simonnc
Lacouture, Egypt in Transition trans. brancis Scarfc (New York: Cri-
terion Books, 1958), 50,

5 Adward Jawan, Misr fi al-Qarn al-Tasi® Ashr trans. Muhammad Mas'ud
(Cairo: n.p., 1921),"321-322. '

6 Marsot, Egypt in the Reign, 26. "Abd al-Rahman Zaki, Tarikh al-llarb [i
‘Ahd Muhammoad "Ali (Cairo: Dar al-Maarif, 1950), 10. '

In January 1799 Britain adhcred to a Russo-Turkish Defense ‘T'reaty ol
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L.gypt under the command of the Governor's son “Ali Agha, with Muhammad
'Ali as his licutenant.® “Ali Agha, however, could not adjust to the drastic
change in the climate, particularly during the sca-operations in Egypt. More-
over, he was also disgusted by the difficultics of the military operations he
cngaged at Aba Qir and other places. At last, he decided to return to
Cavalla lcaving Muhammad "Ali in command.? The Anglo-Ottoman forces
landed in I<gypt in March 1801. In cooperation with the British forces, the
Albanians plundered the open country and occupied places not held by the
I'rench troops.  In this military mission, Mul}ammad "Ali showed his talent as
a good Commander and eventually attracted the attention of the Ottoman
high command. Thus, it was not surprising that he was appointed as one of
the two ofticers in command of the Albanian troops who formed the main

10

strength of the Ottoman force.

Three months after the operation began, the French force could be
pushed out ol their positions by the combined forces. The French and the

British finally agreed to sign a ‘I'reaty of Amiens on 27 March 1802, in which

December 1798 which guaranteed the eventual restoration to Turkey of all
her possessions as they were before the French invasion of Egypt in July
1798. M.S. Andecrson, The Great Powers and the Near East (London:
Lidward Arnold, 1970), 21.

S8 Donald Andreas Camcron, Egypt in the Nineteenth Century (London:
Smith Elder and Sons, 1898), 41-42.

9 Rinih Qattawi and J arj Qautawi, Muhammad "Ali wa Awruba (Cairo: Dar
al-Ma‘arif, 1952), 42. Muhiammad "Ali and the rest of the Ottoman forces
were defeated by the French army at Aba Qir and driven to the sea where
they were picked up by Smith, the British Admiral. Cameron, Egypt in
the Nineteenth Century, 42. Raymond Flower, Napoleon to Nasser: The
Story of Modern Egypt (I.ondon: Tom Stacey, 1972), 58.

0 Fom Little. Modern Egypt (New York: Frederick A. Praeger, 1967), 31.
It was in the battle of al-Rahmaniyah where he showed his ingenuity in
carrying out a night attack upon the tort held by the French. Weigall, A
History of Events, 50. Cameron, Egvpt in the Nineteenth Century, 50.
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they declared that Egypt was to be restored to the Ottoman Sultan and the
French foree to be evacuated from l",gypt.“ The eapulsion of the French and
the departurc of the British!® created intrigues, plots and counter plots
among the contenders for power in Egypt. In appearance, there were two
parties seeking the possession of Ligypt: the Ottomans and the Marnliths.13
In fact, the situation was even more complicated since these parties were
split into smaller tactions: the Ottoman faction was split into two, the Albani-
ans and the Turks; likewise the Mamlitks were split into two factions, one
faction under Al Bey, and the other nominally under Ibrahim Bey who had

turned over the command to “Uthman Bey al-Bardisi. The first contlict, as

was cxpected, broke out between the ‘Furks and the Mamlidks.

Muhammad “Ali, who was nominally in the scrvice of the Ottomin
Viceroy, sided with the Mamilitks, not with Khusruw Pasha, the Ottoman
Governor of Egypt. This is duc to the fact that Mubammad “Ali tound in
Khusruw points of weakness. e had bad rclations with the population as
well as with the army. In the first years of his office in Egypt, he imposed
arbitrary taxcs on the population and made a crucial mistake ol not paying

the arrears of the army'’s salary for five months. 14 Due 1o these reasons, the

11 j.C. Hurewitz, Diplomacy in the Near and Middle East: A Documentary

Record, 1535-1914 1 (Princeton New Jersey: D. Van Nostrand, 1950),
71.

The British forces were cvacuated in March 1803 to restore Britain's
relationship with the Sultan. Stanford J. Shaw, History of the Ottoman
Empire and Modern Turkey 1 (Cambridge Massachusetts: Harvard Uni-
versity Press, 1977), 270.

13 ‘The Mamliks naturally looked forward to the restoration of their pre-
Napoleonic supremacy. The Ottoman government, on the other hand,
cqually hoped 1o restore its effective authority as it had existed in carlicr
time. Jamal Mohammed Ahmed, The Intellectual Ongins of Lgyptian
Nationalism (L.ondon: Oxford University Press), 40.

14 Dodwell, The Founder, 14.




&

9
army mutinicd in the city of Cairo. Tahir Pasha, the Commander of the
Albanian army, placed his forces in clear confrontation against Khusruw
when the latter refused Tahir's olfer to mediate for hin;. Tahir Pasha led his
army in an attack on the Governor's residence in the Citadel and drove him
out of the city. 151 provide more support on his side, Tahir Pasha called in
the Mamliks for he realized that he could not control Egypt without their
additional slrcngth.](’ However, '!':'ihir Pasha was murdered by the Gover-
nor’s supporters, the Janissarics.17 Muhammad “AN, his second in command,
took his place, lcading the Albanian army and the Mamlik forces against the

Turks.

The Sultan dispatched another Governor, "Ali Pasha, to replace the
deposed Khusruw. Reaching Egypt, “Ali Pasha launched an intrigue to cre-
ate enmily between the Albanians and the Mamlitks. When he expressed his
wish to cooperate with Muhammad "Ali in a plot against the Mamliiks,
Muhammad "Ali refused. He, instead, informed al-Bardisi of "Ali Pasha's
trecachery and provoked him to depose “Ali Pasha in return. Al-Bardisi was
ttapped by Muhammad "Ali's provocation when he mobilized his army to

attack "Ali Pasha and assassinatc him in January 1804.18 The alliance of the

15 Sulaiman al-Ghannam, Sivasat Muhammad “Ali al-Tawassu iyah (Jiddah:
Matiabi® Dar al-Bilad, 1980), 16.” With the flight of Khusruw Pasha,
‘Tahir Pasha proclaimed himself as the deputy Governor pending the
decision of the Ottomans. Cameron, Egypt, 60.

16 ¢ requested the Mamlitks' aid for the Ottoman army stationed in Egypt
had stll the potential to back up Khusruw and refusc to obey his rule
when the time for his ascendance as Governor came. See Qattawi,
Muhammad "Ali, 44. ”

17 Muhammad “Ali was accuscd of being the person responsible for Tahir's
assassination for he needed Tahir's position as the Commander-in” Chief
of the Albanian forces. Camcron, Egypt in the Nineteenth Century, 60.

Dodwell, The Founder, 14.
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Mamlitks and the Albanians was wearing thin, by the time "Ali Pasha was
replaced by the third Governor, Khurshid Pasha. 'The Albanians began to
confront al-Bardisi, duc to his failurc to pay their arrcars. Not bearing in
mind the alrcady extraordinary tax-burden on the population, he exercised
the Mamliiks' tradition of imposing further taxation, 19 Muhammad "Ali made
the best of al-Bardisi’s worse situation when he did not allow al-Bardisi to
raise funds from the tax. As Muhammad "Ali knew the population would
refusc to pay any tax since they had nothing left to pay taaes. The public
uprising, thercfore, was as unavoidable as the army's mutiny over the pay-
ment of their arrears. By obstructing al-Bardisi's initiative, Muhammad “Ali
had also won the sympathy of the population. To sccure his position, he col-
laborated with native leaders: the “wlama’, the notables and the shaikhs.
Sharing common interests with Muhammad "Ali, the head ot the native Tead-

20

ers, Umar Makram, gave his tull support to him.=" With this popular sup-

port, he forced al-Bardisi and his Mamlitks to llee to Upper Leypt leaving

. - . e, N
himself 1n sole control in (,alro.“]

'To prepare the way for his own ascendance, Muhammad "Ali had proved
his talent in inciting one sector of socicty against the other, encouraging both
the Turks and the Mamiitks to devour onc another. 1t was a remarkable

achicvement that in the space of the four years that he served in Lugypt as a

19 He levied the tax not only on the Egyptian merchants but also on the tor-

cign traders. Qattawi, Muhammad "Ali, 45.

‘Umar Makram had a hich standing as a native lcader ol Lgypt as carly
as the end of the eighteemh century when he became the leading partici-
pant of thc mass revolt of 1795 against Ibrahim, then Mamlik rulcr of
Egypt, and of 1800 against Napolcon. For more dctails sce Farid Abu
Hadid, Za'im Misr al-Awwal “Umar Makram, (Cairo: Dar al-Thlal,
1951). )

Abd al-Rahman al-Ratii, Tarikh al-Harakah al-Qawmiyali wa Tatawwin
al-Nizam al-Hukmi fi Misr (Cairo: Dir al-Fikr, 1948). 288-293.
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junior officer in the Ottoman army, he had removed his rivals and won the
attention and recognition of the population. The Ottoman Sultan, however.,
did not let Muhammad “Ali's growing influence go unchecked for this would
endanger the Ottoman interests. For this purpose, Muhammad “Ali was
named as the Governor of Jiddah in May 1805.22 Knowing that he was so
close to controlling Egypt, Muhammad “Ali did not cnthusiastically accept
the new oftice.23 e knew the fertility of the Egyptian land and the immensc
potential and power that lay ahead. He also saw the strategic and commercial
position of Lgypt situated at the cross-roads of three continents with the
desert and the sca as its protective frontiers. Muhammad “Ali decided to
remain in Egypt, and in return he had to deal with Khurshid Pasha. It was
not ditficult for him to obtain victory over Khurshid, as he had done to the

previous Governors.,

lHaving failed to sccurc for himscelf a sufficient financial basc, the Gover-
nor cncountered the same fate as had his predecessors. Muhammad "Ali at
first incited the army that felt discontented with Khurshid. The soldiers
rioted on Muhammad "Ali’s official ccremony of investitude demanding the
payment from him. Since the Governor was the only person responsible for
the payment of their arrears, Muhammad “Ali encouraged the army to put
their demands to Governor.24 Pressed by the army’s demand, the Governor
had to lind a source of funding. When his attempt to collect the land tax was

impossible, he acted as a tyrant to the merchants and secured interest of the

== Ahmed. The Intellectual Origins, 7.

2 . , . . .
23 1LM. Hozicr. The Russo-Turkish War and the History of Eastern Ques-
tion (L.ondon: William Mackenzie, 1908), 185.

24 Karim 'Tsabit. Muhammad “Ali, (Caivo: Matbaat al-Ma'arif, n.d.), 31.
lawan, Musr {1 al-Qwn al-Tase “Ashr, 106,
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large towns. llis methods were not popular, and they led to mass grie-
vances. People expressed their hatred in May 1805 when Cairo was tilled

. . \ . " S
with the malcontent dcputations from the provinces,=>

The mob approached the high court of justice to lodge theu tormal com-
plaint against the Governor. When the masses fearnt that the Governor sent
no answer, a deputation hcaded by Shaikh al-Shargawi, the Rector of al-Az-
har, and "Umar Mak ram went straight to Muhammad “Ali declaring that they
wished no longer to be governed by Khurshid Pasha, and they unanimously
asked him to serve as Governor.20 At this time, Muhammad “Ali almost sue-
cceded in making a clear sweep of his opponent, 'The “wlamia’, who consh-
tuted the main clements against the I'rench and the Mamluks, now dueeted
the mass struggle against Khurshid Pasha. Tlaving the wlama’ on his side
was very important since Muhammad “Ali needed a base rooted in the relip-
ious clite who functioned in the socicty as the protectors ol tradition and the
guardians of the establishment.27 Knurshid Pasha hinally surrendered not as
a result of the public pressure, but owing to the arrival of the Sultan’s firman

ordering him to surrender and Muhammad "Ali to take over the ( itadel. 28

25 Tsabit, Muhammad "Ali, 35.

26 Tom Little, Modern Egypt, 31. Jawan, Misr fi al-Qurn al-Tast  Ashr,
309. '

27 Pheir support was motivated by certain interests in which they eapected
Muhammad “Ali to rule the country in consultation with them and to give
them authority to depose him whenever he diverted trom the right path.
al-Ghannam, Qira'ah Jadidah, 17. 'The “wlama’'. who were at the same
time landowners and involved in trade, would expect from him the cco-
nomic protection they lost during the reign ot the Mamliths.  Belore
Muhammad °Ali's rule, the Mamlitks had cxorted and imposed lorced
loans on the ‘ulama’. 'This, of course, placed a heavy burden on them.
By nominating Muhammad "Ali, they eapected that he would free them
from that burden. ~Afat Lutti al-Sayyid Marsot, "the Ulema in Lgypt
during the Nineteenth Century,” in Political and Social Change tin Mod-
ern Egvpt, ¢d. P.M. llolt (I.ondon: Oxtord University, 19608), 272-275.
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Mubhammad “Ali, however, could not expect strong recognition from the
Sultan. This recognition did littie to strengthen his position within Fsgypt. He
could not ¢xpect neither troop reinforcements nor even constant moral sup-
port from Istanbul, as it was indicated by the way the Ottomans treated his
predecessors m Fgypt. The halt-hearted policy practiced by the Ottomans
was clearly eapressed in the condition of his appointment that limited his ter-
ritorial aulhority.z() ‘That the Ottomans wanted to displace Muhammad “Ali is
reflected by the Sultan’s decision to name him Governor of Jiddah and later
of Salonika.30 In J uly 1806, the Sultin scnt four warships and a flotilla with
about 3000 men under Admiral Salih Pasha to enforce the new arrangement
by which Muhammad "Ali was to be translcrred to Salonika.3! For Muham-
mad “Ali, it was not an appropriate time to obey the imperial order for he
had strength behind im. His army was quite ready to move, and the native
lcaders were working out his deliverance. Muhammad “Ali could prove his
popular support when the native leaders signed a manifesto protesting against
Muliammad “Ali’s transfer. The manifesto was scaled and sent to Silih
Pasha.32 What he had obtained from the native leaders forced a concession
in which Silih Pasha agreed that Muhammad “Ali could retain his post on the
condition that he paid a large sum of money annually, while his son, Ibrahim,
was taken to Istanbul as a hostage until Muhammad "Ali sent the full pay-

ment of that tribute to the Sulgz'mg3 A month after the return of Salil} Pasha

28 ():lgz"\wi . Mu{mmmad "All, 48.

29 Dodwell, The Founder of Modern Egypt, 20.
30 Tabit, Muhammad "Ali, 43.

Rifaat, the Awakening of Modern Egvpt, 20.
Ibid., 21.

Duc to his eaile. Ibrihim always influenced his father to found an Arab
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to Istanbul in November 1800, the Sultan conthirmed s ollice. and the con-
firmation was made sccure by the death of his two Mamliik rivals, Alti Bey

and al-l}ar(lisi.34

Egyptian affairs were never isolated trom Furopean monitoring,. The
ascendance of Muhammad “Alil to the oftice of Governor did not please the
British. The British miscaleulated his strength and. theretore, undermmed his
ability to maintain his powcer in ]igypt.35 They did not realize that the Mam-
litks whom they had encouraged as rivals o Muhammad “Ali had tost then
past chivalry. They never rebuilt their military prowess destioyed by Napole-
on's campaign. By that time, the number of the Mamiliths did not exceed ten
thousand. 30 In spitc of this, the British believed that the Mamiluhs 1enmained
the only possible basis tor clicctive local government. Misset, the Biihish
Consul in Ligypt, suggested an invasion in cooperation with the Marmfuhs. 57

Hence, a project to induce the Ottomans to conler upon the Mamlioh Beys

Empire separated from the Ottoman Empire. Atal 1utli al-Sayyid Mar-
sot, A Short History of Modern Egypt (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1985), 59.

34 Raymond Flower, Napoleon to Nasser, 20. Abd al-Rahman Zaki. al-Ju-
ish_al-Misri fi "Ahd Muhammad "Ali al-Kabir (Cairo:” Matba ah lijasi,
1929), 15. ) ' )

35

Unlike the British, the I'rench Consul in Lsgypt, Mathicu de L.esseps,
viewed that of all the leaders in the ticld, Muhammad "Ali was the best
cquipped for raising Ligypt from anarchy. Lacouture, Egypt in Tian-
sition, 51.

36 al-Ghannam, Siyasar Muhammad “Ali, 16. When the Mamiluks encoun-
tered the French in the battle of Pyramids, some 20,000 Mamlitks pei-
ished in the battle-ticld.  Apart from the mihtary defeat against the
French, the fact that the Ottoman Sultan had cut them from their source
of supply in the Caucasus contributed substantial decline of the Mamlik
population.  Valentine Chirol, The Egyptian Problems (1.ondon: Macmil-
lan, 1921), 3. Gregory Blaxland, Objective: Egypt (1.ondon: Frederick
Muller, 1966), 43.

37 Paul Frederick Shupp, "The Furopean Powers and the Eastern Question,

1806-1807," (Ph.D. diss., Columbia University. New York, 1931), 334,
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the administration of the country arose. ‘The project was in part provoked by
the issuc of the French reconquest ot ligypt. Nelson who was the Com-
mander of the British navy was warned to be on the watch for any expedition

caslward.%

The project tor a British occupation of Egypt was accelerated by the fact
that the Ottomans refused to ally with the Mamliiks, while at the same time
they recognized the great continental victories of Napolcon.sg In March
1807, thercfore, a small British army under General Frazer landed in Alexan-
dria. Alexandria and Rashid were occupied without encountering any resis-
tance. Mcanwhile. Muhammad “Ali dispatched an Albanian army of four
thousand intantry and fifteen hundred cavalry for the recapture of Rashid. In
this battic, Muhammad "Ali was able to humiliate the British who lost one
halt of their army in the battic.40 In September 1807, the British evacuated
Aleaandria and made a separate peace with Muhammad "Ali. Muhammad
Al who had helped the British humiliate the French in 1801, had now, with-

1
out help, inflicted an even greater humiliation upon the British.4’

With the defeat of the British, Mul}amma(l "Ali now turned to the Mam-
litks who had obtained a strong hold on Upper Lgypt. Muhammad "Ali did
not want to sce the Mamlinks, as a political and social group, becoming the
cornerstone of a dual structure in Egypt.  Although they had lost their mili-

tary prestige. they still had political power based on their hold over land. In

Dodwell, The Founder. 22.

The Sultan cven recognized Napoleon's imperial title.  Shupp, "The
Furopean Powers,” 68.

40 Gieorge Young, Lgvpt. (New York: Scribner and Sons, 1927), 39.

1 AlGhannam. Sivasat Muhammad "Ali, 17-18. For the text of the Treaty
see Zaki, al-Jaish al-Misri, 18,
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January 1808, Muhammad “Al was able 10 begin a serious ettort to destrov
the Mamliths” power in Upper Egypt. ‘The struggle lasted two years, and by
the end of 1810, the Mamliiks had been cticctively weakened. M The tinal act
of the destruction took place when Muhammad “Ali mvited all the Mamiliths
on the occasion of celebrating the appointment of his son. Tusun. as Com-
mander of the Arabian campaign m March 1811, Alter the celebration was
over, the Mamliths were assassmated in the Citadel The rest ol the Mam-
litks who did not attend the celebration tled to Dongala to avord bemg massa-
cred. There, they found a good livehhood controlling part of the Sudanese
and Dartur trade. Their presence m the Sudan was one ol the motves that
led Muhammad "Ali to conquer the country in 1820, NMuhammad Al was
now the undisputed ruler ot Fgypt. ‘The French and the British were out of
the way, and internal oppositions had been crushed. In full contol. Muham-
mad “Ali would use all resources of Fgypt as a weapon m the straggle tor

greatness and power.

2. Mul_lammad “Ali’'s Reforms

A. Introduction

When Muhammad “Ali took over as Viceroy of bgypt, he found the

Kgyptian administration in a chaotic state. 'The finances of the country were

Richmond, Egypt, 40.

‘The massacre took place as the Mamlitks mounted their horses and rode
away down the narrow lane of the Citadel. When they had passed the
gate of the lanc, the gate was closed and sharpshooters posted m the
walls mowed them down. Only one of the Mamliihs cscaped from this
massacre. Ibid., 40-41.

44 See Luboss Kroopacck, "I'le Confrontation ot Darlur with the ‘Turco-I+-
gyptians under the Viceroys: Muhammad Ali. Abbas I and Muhammad
Said.” Astan and African Studies 6 (1970), 77.
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wedk, its ceconomy shattered, its army scattered and untrained. ‘The educa-
tiondl system ol the country was outmoded and industry nowhere to be seen.
Agriculture, which was the mainstay of the cconomy, was in a dismal state,
and the land was untended and, in places, abandoncd.® The irrigation sys-
tems had fallen into decay owing to lack of mainlcnancc.46 In short, the
country was sultering from many ills.  In Egypt, where Muhammad "Ali
came to power, hfc was hazardous, and the government was  derelict.
Although the conditions of the country were so devastated, 4’ Muhammad
"Ali was not discouraged tor Egypt to him was very important. To pay the
price ol his love tor Egypt, he would have to work tirclessly in order to

)
recbuld it trom the neglect of the carlier rulers. 48

B. Agrarian Reform

45 During most of the cighteenth century, gypt lost much of its prosperity.
The rival Mamliths caused an mcercasing amount of land to fall out of
cultivation. The merciless exploitation by the multazims of the fallahin
also contributed to their negleet of the cultivation of large stretches” of
land. In the ten years between 1798-1808 alone, the cultivated arca is
said to have dechined by two-thirds, Cezzar Ahmed Pasha. Ottoman
Egvpt in the Eighteenth Century trans. Stanford J. Shaw, (Cambridge
Massachusctts: Harvard University Press, 1962), 5. Elliot G. Mears,
Modemn Turhey: A Politico-Economic Interpretation (New York: Mac-
millan, 1924), 155.

10 Phe Mamliks neglected the maintenance of the irrigation and drainage
ditches. They let the canals silt up and the irrigation decay. The normal
distribution ot water lapsed. One village fought another village for the
right to a water canal.  Afat Lutfi al-Sayyid Marsot, "I'he Wealth of the
Ulema in late Eighteenth Century Cairo,” in Studies in Eighteenth Cen-
tury Islamic History ed. ‘Thomas Naff and Roger Owen, (Carbondale:
Southern Hlinois University Press, 1977), 205.  Samir Girgis, The Pre-
donmunance of the Islamic Tradition dunng Bonaparte's Expedition
(Bern: Herbert Lang, 1975), 37.

47 Phe devastation of the country can be illustrated by the population of
Figypt in 1800 which reached its lowest point in history, perhaps half of
its ~ncient number. Justin M. Carthy. "Nincteenth-Century  Egyptian
Population.” Middle Fastern Studies 12 (October, 1976), and scc J.C.
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Among the ills Egypt sultered from, the status of agriculture was the
most acute, and it needed immediate attention. ‘The system ol landownership
in Egypt was in disarray. As a legacy of the past, it had created lots of prob-
lems, cspecially with the emergence of a number of proprictors, first the
Mamlitks, who paid little tax on land and its produce, followed by the minlta-
zims, the tax farmers.#9 Since the Mamliiks and the multazims paid a very
small sum to the government for the use of the land, the result was that the
government was always short of revenues for its own use. It was mainly lor
this reason that the government employees, including the army, olten went

unpaid for indcfinite pcriods.so

Muhammad “Ali rcalized the disadvantages of basing the existing revenue
system on the iltizam.>1 "The vices inherent in the system could not escape

his attention for he needed money o tinance his plans. ‘Two years alter he

Craig, "T'he Census of Fgypt,” L'Egyptien Contemporaine 8 (1917).

He expressed his love for Ligypt bluntly when he said: "I love ligypt
with ardour of a lover, and if 1 had ten thousand loves, T would willingly
sacrifice them to possess her.” Chirol, The Egyptian Problem, 19,

49 Lven in the first years of Muhammad “Ali’s control over Fgypt, the mul-
tazims were still unable to pay the sums demanded by the lined tan.
Kenneth M. Cuno, "Ownership of Land in Ligypt: A Reappraisal,” Inter-
national Journal of Middle East Studies 12 (1980), 257.

50 Muhammad Salim Ahmad, "Agrarian Problems of Nmeteenth Century
Egypt,” Journal of the Research Society of Pakistan, 18 (April, 1981),
55.

S1 After the conquest of Egypt by the Ottomans in 1517, the entire cultiv-
able land other than wagf lands was divided into parcels and distributed
among the dignitarics on the iltizam system basis. HLAR. Gibb and
Harold Bowen, Islamic Society and the West: A Study of the Impact of
the Western Civilization on Muslim Culture in the Near Liast 1 (1.ondon:
Oxford University Press, 1951), 259. An duzam was an estate which
was granted to the highest bidder at an auction or by means ol a private
arrangement with the government burcau in charge of land registration.
Helen B. Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy of Muhammad Ali in Lgypt
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1961), 21.°
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assumed power, he issucd the order which abolished the iltizam system.s2 In
that ycear, iltizam lands were confiscated along with those lands whose occu-
pants had lailed to pay the proper tithe on their produce. In the next few
years, the wushyah lands were subjected to regular tax.>3 Furthermore,
Muhammad "Ali confiscated wagqf lands and gave the beneficiaries of the
waqf lands annual pensions as a compensation.s4 The waqf lands, which
were generally administered by the shaikhs and the ‘ulama’, were taken over
by Muhammad *Ali.>> Lands which were not converted into wagqf and held in
full ownership were confiscated but werec made subject to kham’zj.56
Although Muhammad “Ali confiscated the iltizam lands and circumscribed
the rights of benceficiaries to wagqf lands, he left the pcasantry in nominal pos-
scssion of their family holdings on the condition that they paid taxes and

57

obeyed all government regulations.

52 Muhammad “Ali belicved that only by abolishing the iltizam system could
he assure the maximum income from the revenue. This is due to the fact
that the ilrizam system had become the major cause of the loss of rev-
enue.  Gabricl Bacr, A History of Landownership of Modern Egypt,
1800-1950 (London: Oxford University Press, 1962), 34. Moshe Maoz,
O(ttm)nan Reforms in Syria and Palestine (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1968), 70.

33 For the meaning of the ushyah sec AN. Pcliak, Feudalism in Egypt,
Svria, Palestine and the Lebanoi:, 1250-1900 (London: Stephen Austin
and Sons, 1939), 77.

34 Psabit, Muhammad "Ali, 77. Muhammad "Ali did not exclude the wagqf
lands from his plans of reform. He confiscated at the same time the wagf
cstates known as al-rizaq al-ahbasiyah Pcliak, Feudalism in Egypt, 77.

3 For Mubammad “Ali. the value of wagqf land was very substantial since
one fifth’of all arable lands were wagqf lands. Marsot, "The Wealth of the
Ulema,” 298.

56 Ahmad, "Agrarian Problems,” 62,

5T Patrick O'Brien, The Revolution in Egypt's Economy System (L.ondon:
Oxford University Press, 1966), 38.
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‘The purposc of the agrarian reform introduced by Muhammad “Ali was

to improve the amount of land owned by the government  ‘This would pro-
vide more income and wealth needed to finance his projects.  In addition, the
abolition of the traditional system of iltizam was intended to liquidate the tor-
mer ruling class whosc economic strength was derived from the dftizam lands,
By confiscating their propertics, the multazims would lose their economic
basis for a large proportion of agricultural income that they used to divert
away from the government would fall into the hands of Muhammad “Ali.
The multazims also lost u.cir political power over the cultivators once the
iltizam lands were removed from their control.”S ‘Thus, Muhammad “Ali had

cut off the multazims’ sourcc of potential opposition to his total control of

Egypt.

Among the other schemes (thet Muhammad “Ali developed in an adtlempl

to increasc the agricultural productivity was his plan to capand the arca of

60

cultivable land.>? to provide canals,”” and to introducc a perennial irrigation

58 The shaikh al-balad, who became onc of the multazim components, for
example, used to exercise both economic as well as political functions
among the village's folk. When the iltizam was abolished, the shakh al-
balad was integrated by Muhammad “Ali into the government-controlled
body. Gabriel Baer, "The Village Shaikh in Modern Fgypt, 1800-1950,"
in Studies in Islamic History and Civilization cd. Uricl Teyd, (Jerusa-
lem: The Magnes Press, 1961), 130.

59 During his rule, Muhammad "Ali could provide 3-4 millions faddins. A
faddan is the unit ‘of land measurcment coiresponding to one acre.
Nathan J. Brown, Peasant Politics (Ncw ITaven: Yale University Press,
1924), 24. Henry Habib Ayrout, The Egyptian Peasant trans. John
Aiden William, (Boston: Beacon Press, 1963), 136-7.

Muhammad “Ali crcated new sagiyas and dykces. The Mahmidiyah canal
was're-excavated to provide a quick method of moving goods from the
western branch of the Nile to Alexandria. Other canals were straight-
ened and decpened in order to provide the ficlds with a regular supply of
watcr, both summer and wintcr. Roger Owen, The Middle Fast and the
World Economy (London: Mcthuen, 1981), 66. Muhammad “Abd
al-"Aziz "Ajamiyah, Dirasat fi al-Tatawwur al-Igtisadi (Cairo: Dar
al-Ma'arif, 1963), 130. ' )




21

system. In the past, agriculture in Ligypt depended largely on a system of
basin irrigation by which the land was flooded by the Nile in August and
rcmained under tlood and fallow for six months of the year.61 The introduc-
tion of a perennial system cnabled the peasants to plant crops in their plot
more than once a ycar.(’?' I‘'urthermore, Muhammad "Ali in 1813 ordered that
a ncw survey of all cultivable lands be madc. He took particular care not to
usc the existing unit of measurement. He introduced a standard which was

shorter in length than the previous instrument of measurement. 63

In order to increase production and income, Muhammad “Ali also intro-
duced new vatictics of summer crops especially cotton.%% These new
varictics required water during summer month. River banks, thercfore, were
taised and strengthened, and Delta canals were deepened so as to ensure an

adequate supply of water the whole year round.9 The introduction of long-

6 Phe pasin system which allowed the cultivation of one crop a year had
only a capacity to retain water for winter type crops, such as wheat, bar-
ley, beans, clover, flax, tobacco and lettuce. A.E. Crouchley, "A Cen-
tury of Economic Development, 1837-1938," L'Egypte Contemporaine 31
(March, 1939), 137-139.

62 Sometimes, a pcrennial system meant that a third c.op was possible in a
given year. Brown, Peasant Politics, 24. Robert Mabro. The Egyptian
Economy, 1952-1972 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1974), 7.

63 ligypt, the cultivable lands urgently required re-measurement. As a
first step, Muhammad “Ali fixed the limit area, the faddan, at 333 1/3
square gasabas and then ordered a uniform cadastar to be carried out
under the director of Mu'allim Ghali. He also employed an Italian engi-
ncer, Masi, to prepare a cadastral map. H.G. Lyons, The Cadastral Sur-
vey of Egypt (Cairo: National Printing Department, 1908), 68. For the
dctails of using the smaller standard of given faddan than the more cus-
tomary onzs in the cadastral survey, see Cuno, "The Origins of Private
Owncership,” 258.

™ Summer crops were introduced in 1816 carlier than that of cotton in
1820. Samir Radwan, Capital Formation in Egyptian Industry and Agri-
culture, 1882-1967 (1.ondon: Ithaca Press, 1974), 20.

05 Charles Tssawi, Egvpt: An Economic and Social Analysis (London:
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staple cotton by the famous lrench cotton engineer. Jumel, 0O helped
Muhammad "Ali ready to intensity the cultivation ol a highly maiketable

cash-crop for which Egyptian conditions were most tavorable. 0’

The long
Egyptian fibre Jumel was sccond only to the American Sca Island tor the
manufacture of finc yarn. The Egyptian cotton, however, commanded spe-
cial market due to its ccrtain characteristics, namely length and strength ot

lint, fine soft quality, silky texturc and brown colour.0%

By the end of the cighteenth century when the machines for weaving tex-
tiles and the factory system were developed in Britain, there was an
increased demand for raw cotton. The rapid development of cotton produc-
tion duc to its cash crop put kgypt in a good posilion.(’() By that time,
Muhammad “Ali had accomplished profound rctorms in Ligyptian agriculture.
He had cxpropriated all lands and urged farmers to increase production by
introducing new mcthods of cultivation and a perennial irrigation systen. He
also had directly collected land revenues and cxpanded cultivable Fands.

Besides, machinery as well as technicians were imported from lurope to

Oxford University Press, 1947), 15.
6 The French engincer, Louis Alexis lumel, experimented with various
types of cotton plants and develeped the famous strain that bears his
name, Jumel. Rondo E. Cameron, France and the Economic Develop-
ment of Europe (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 19¢1), W. Law-
rence Balls, The Cotton Plant in Egypt: Studies in Physiology and
Genetics (London: Macmillan and Co., 1912), 3.

67 p.3. Vatikiotis, The Modem History of Egypt (Ncw York: Pracger,
1969), 64.

68 David Landes, Bankers and Pashas: International Finance and lico-

nomic Imperialism in Egypt (.ondon: Heinemann, 1958), 74. John A.

Todd, "The Demand for lLigyptian Cotton,” L'Egvpte Contemporaine |

(March, 1910), 278.

69 Landes, Bankers and Pashas, 75.
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turn out cotton, woolen silk, and other items. 70

Somc of these reforms, however, had not been implemented without dif-
ficultics. For cxample, the process of the abolishment of iltizam was gradual
and in fact took long tim: to complete. Only after scveral ycars that
Muhammad "Ali finally succeeded in taking over the ownership of lands and
in collecting the taxes directly from farmers through the agency of govern-
ment officials without the intervention of the multazims.”! The government,
having sccured most of the land, then gradually began to transfer ownership
rights to private individuals.”? Under Muhammad "Ali, large tracts of uncul-
tivated lands were granted to his relatives and followers. ’3 Presenting himsclf
as a liberator of the fallahin from the control of the multazims, Muhammad
“Ali distributed among a certain number of fallahin some portion of lands,

74

cach receiving as much as three to five acres for his own use.

Muhammad “Ali was very enthusiastic about his various schemes of
reforms.  After he abolished the iltizam system, he introduced a new system

called the “uhdah system. The new scheme was to make the rich administra-

70 Charles [ssawi, "Egypt since 1800: A Study in Lop-Sided Development,”
The Journal of Economic History 21 (1961), 5.

71 T'sabit, Muhammad "Ali, 77.

72 Gabriel Bacr, Population and Society in the Arab East, (Westport Con-
nccticut: Greenwood Press Publishers, 1964), 139.

73 Not only were uncultivated lands granted to his family but also the best
land in the Delta was given to them for private cstates. These royal
cstates amounted to something 675,000 faddans. Owen, The Middle
East in the World Economy, 78.

74 Ihis distribution was under a kind of hereditary lease in small lots to the

Jallahin who in future were to pay tax direct to the government. Issawi,

Egvpt: An Economic and Social Analysis, 14. Alfred Bonne, States and

Economics in the Middle East: A Society in Transition (Westport Con-

necticut: Greenwood Press, 1973), 188.
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tors disgorge some of their wealth by forcing them to take over the tax habl-
ity of villages which were in arrcars.”? The mtroduction <4 the “whdah svstem
was a step to encourage private ownership of land which was ultimately bene-
ficial in building up large estates. Many of the “whdah holders, however, in
order to escape payments to the government, started converting their hold-

ings into waqf.7(’

In addition to all the things that Muhammad “Ali had done in order to
77 A ¢

reform the agricultural system, he established a monopoly system. TOV-
ernment monopoly, of course, had eaisted before. but it appiicd only to cer-
tain goods and products. ‘The monopoly that Muhammad “Ali inboduced
was truly a total monopoly which gave him very eatensive nights to manage
agriculturc. Muhammad "Ali compelled peasants 1o allocate part ol thei

land to the production of crops designated tor cxporl.% Furthermore, the

peasants received detailed instructions on how the new crops should be

75 Marsot, Egypt in the Reign, 158. Muhammad Al also granted stictches

(outside the surveyed arcas) tax frec 1o wealthy Fgyptians and forcigners
on condition that the land should be brought into cultivation. In order to
maximize the productivity of the land, Muhammad “Ali, the tirst rgyp-
tian ruler in Modern History, even permitted the roaming Arabs to culti-
vate the skirts of the Nile valley. Bonne, States and Fcononuces i the
Middle East, 195. Gabricl Bacr, Studies in the Social History of Modern
Egypt (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1969), 5.
76 Ahmad, "Agrarian Problems,” 65. Bacr, A History of Landownership,
159.
77 The replacement came to the hands of Muhammad “Ali in 1813 when he
replaced the system of iltizar: with that ol ihtikar (monopoly). Abd al-
Raheim Abd al-Rahcim "Hazzl Quhuf: A Study of the Fellahin of L.gypt
in the 18th Century,” Journal of the Economic and Social History of the
Orient 18 (1975), 248.
78 'Ihe government monopolized the sale and supervised the cultivation ol
several cash-crops which were produced mainly tor export. Thus, the
government compelled farmers to grow cotton, rice, sugar, indigo, and
silk. Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi'i, ‘Asr Muhammad "Ali (Cairo: Matha'ah
Fikrah, 1951), 631. Sce also Sayéd Marci, Agrarnian Reform n Tgvpt
(Cairo: Imprimeric dc I'Institut Francais d'Archeaologic Orientale, 1957).
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planted, tended, and harvested. The government provided them with the
sced, and the animals were sold to them on crcdit.79 The cultivators were
given no choice to sell their produce on the open markets or to sell at a com-
petitive price. Thus, the government’s demand was placed on such high prior-
ity that the peasant was left with only 1/6 share of his yield, which was hardly
cnough cven lor personal consumpli()n.so With the system of cconomic
monopoly, Muhammad “Ali had made himself the sole titular landlord, the
sole tax farmer and the sole foreign trader of Lgypt. All the produce and
property of Lgypt was centralized and controlled by the state.81 As a result
ol this monopoly system, there was rapid increase in the volume and value of

_— o)
forcign trade.5?

The protits which Muhammad “Ali reaped from the agricultural sector,
however, were not dedicated to improving the welfare of the peasants.83 The
benelits were dirceted toward providing the revenues required to pay a rising
volume of military, burcaucratic expenditure and an annual tribute to the

Ottoman Sultan.34 Muhammad “Ali regarded agriculture not as the means of

79 O'Bricn, The Revolution in Egypt, 39. Al-Rafii, ‘Asr Muhammad “Ali,
230). ’ )

\
80 Ahmad, "Agrarian Problems,” 62,

81 Young, Egypt, 42.

82 The increase of cxport can be illustrated by the volume of the export of
cotton which amounted to 200,000 cantars in 1824 and 345,000 cantars in
1825, A.E. Crouchley, "The Development of Commerce in the Reign of
Muhammad “Ali,” L'Egvpte Contemporaine, 28 (1937), 396-318. Issawi,
“Ligypt since 1800: A Study in Lop-Sided Development,” 5.

83 Muhammad Amin Hasanah, Kifah al-Sha'h (Cairo: al-Sabah, 1955), 87.

84 Agriculture was the primary source of the wealth from which the rev-
cnues of the state was mainly derived.  With all the reforms in the agri-
cultural scctor that Muhammad “Ali introduced, the revenues of the state
ros¢ from £ 1 million 10 £ 4 millions. Little, Modern Egypt, 35. For an
annual tribute alone. Muhammad “Ali was obliged to pay to the Ottoman
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sustenance for the majority of the Feyptians but as a vast domam of support
tor soldiers and public ofticials. 'T'he reaction of the Jallahin tsell showed in
uprisings against the government. Such revolts broke out in cvery year
between 1820-1826 and again in 1838-1846. The fallahin revolted against

taxatioa a~ 1 military conscription as well as menopolistic policy.‘\D

C. Industrial Reform

Muhammad “Ali’s decision to modernize Fgypt led him to attempt 1o lurn
<gypt into a modern industrial state comparable with those then cmerging in
Western Burope. Once he came to power as the ruler of eypt, he was
determined to conduct tar-reaching reforms. e perecived that reforms must
be dirccted toward promoting the cconomy of the country. For him., ccon-

s 86 . .
omy was ncarly synonymous with industry.®? In addition, his strong atiention
to safeguard the country brought him to the idea that industry was the best

)
way to provide his armed-forces with the modern wcuponry.m

'The introduction of industry was urged by Muhammad "Ali as carly as

Sultin sixteen million piastres which was the cquivalent of £ 250,000,
Joehn Marlowe, Prefidious Albion: The Origins of the Anglo-Fench
Rivalry (London: Elek Books), 208.

85 Asa result of thc numerous pcasants revolts during 1820, Muhammad
"Ali published the Qanain al-Filahah which contained detailed instruction
concerning agricultural work and the function of various olticials in the
villages as well as penaltics for crimes and oftences committed among
others by fallahin and village shaikhs. Bacr, A History of Landowner-
ghiléz) 3-4. and’ Bacr, Studies in the Social History of Modern Lgypt,

6-99.

86 A.ALL El-Gritly, "The Structure of Modern Industry in Egypt,” L'Fgyp-
tien Contemporaine 38 (November, 1947), 363.

57 He wanted Egypt to be sclf-sutficient in the production of arms and mili-
tary cquipment. “Ajamiyah, Dirasah [t al-Tatawwur al-lqtsadi, 136.
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1814 when he was in need of ¢ vising ways for increasing revenucs Lo pursue
the war in Arabia and to compensate for the fast decline in trade.58 In addi-
tion, the Luropceans who found employment with Muhammad “Ali, and who
flocked his court, must have entertained him wiith the notion of industrializa-
tion.5Y It is not surprising, therefore, that the West played an important role
in J.gypt's industrial projects. For the purpose of stafting the industries, for
cxample, Muhammad “Ali scnt agents ‘o Europe to recruit cxperienced
workmen. The recruitment was successful in Southern Lurope where eco-
nomic conditions were undergoing depression. At the end of 1817, seven-
teen silk weavers arrived in Fgypt from Leghorn and Marseille to work in

9290

the Egyptian silk and cotton flactories.

Industialization in ligypt did not start from zero. Before Muhammad
“Ali ruled the country, Fgypt had developed some industrial pot(:ntial.91 The
onc arca from which ligyptian industry could be initiated was in textile-re-

lated industries. The increase of cotton production encouraged Muhammad

88 Muhammad “Ali saw the significance of links between agriculture and
industry “or the success of cconomic development. He also believed that
his survivai as a ruler depended on the military power which, in turn,
required an industrial base. Robert Mabro and Samir Radwan, The
industrialization of Egypt, 1939-1974: Policy and Performance (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1976), 56.

89 Many forcigners, especially the French who were then to be found in the
country, clearly influenced Muhammad “Ali’s decision to put industry at
the tip of the agenda of his ‘economic reform. K.M. Barbour, The
Growth, Location and Structure of Industry in Egypt, (New York: Prae-
ger Publishers, 1972), 35.

N Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy, 194-195. The European experts occu-
picd important positions as managers of com anies, officers and enjoyed
high salarics. Bonne, State and Economic, 239.

91 When the French occupicd Lgypt, they discovered that an industrial sub-
structure alrcady cxisted in the primary industries, such as linen manu-
lacture, pottery, oil pressing, alcoholic beverages and sugar. The French
rcportedly had hopes of making Cairo into the Manchester of the East.
Vatikiotis, The Modern Historv. 65. Sce Barbour, The Growth. 32.
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"Ali to cstablish a teatile industry.  Besides, the formation ot the Nizam
Jadid army, which required cloth for unitorms, accelerated the development
of the cotton factorics. In 1816, Muhammad "Ali established the first textile
. 9 . Lo o . . :
factory.”= Factories for spinning and weaving and for the production ol
wool, silk and linens, were also founded. The first wool tactory was not satis-
factory, however, and a second one was crected in IS19 under the charge of

I ST : . - .

Mr. Bocti.” 'The silk production was also disappointing, and, therefore,
Muhammad "Ali attempted to introduce new regulations which basically were
designed to protect the existence of the silk industry, such as exempting silk
workers from military service. 24 Spinning and weaving of wool, cespecially at
Bilaq and Damanhiir, were to a large eatent intended to supply the Fgyptian

. «
armed forees. 05

Since the priority of the industrial projects was to supply the demand ol
the army, Muhammad "Ali put the toundation of’ war-rclated industrics at the
top of his agenda. He built a formidable military industrial complex which
produced armamcnts, uniform and cquipment in Cairo, between the Citadel,
Bilaq and the island of Rawdas. 0 Similarly, the Cairo Citadel was chosen
with Bilaq and Rawdas island for factories for guns, cannons, bombs and

other weapons. Gunpowder factorics were set up initially at Rawdas island

92 Al-Rafii, "Asr Muhammad "Ali, 424.
93

94

Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign, 167.

To increase the production of silk, he brought 500 Syrians to the cast ol
the Delta along with silk experts from Istanbul. Muhammad “Ali pro-
vided the Syrians with the tools and animals necessary to cultivate the
mulberry trecs. Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy, 164-165. Al-Rali’i, Asr
Muhammad "Ali, 592. :

95 Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy, 195.
96 vatikiotis, The Modern History, 05.
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and later at Carro.97 With the expansion of his military power and the estab-
lishment of the navy, there was a demand to crect a shipyard which would
supply ships for the navy. As carly as 1810, Muhammad "Ali had built the
first shipyard in Bilaq which produced at first the merchant ships that he
nceded for Mediterranean trade operation as well as tor domestic transporta-
tion on the Nile.?8 Arthur Weigall gives an earlier datc when he says that by
the beginning of 1809, Muhammad “Ali had built or purchased a fleet while

sailors had been trained and drilled according to European methods.”?

At Aleaandria an arsenal and a shipbuilding yard were created to mecet
the nceds of the lLigyptian fleet. For the construction of the shipyard,
M uhammad “Ali hired the famous IFrench naval engineer, M. de Cericy, from
Toulon. !0 There is no definite figure as to how many warships were manu-
factured in the shipyard of Alexandria. But in the battle of Navarino of 1827,
Muhammad "Ali lost 81 warships which constituted a large part of his

fleet. 101 After the battle of Navarino, Muhammad "Ali restored his navy,

97 Barbour, The Growth, 39-40.
98 al-Rafi'i, "Asr Muhammad "Ali, 424,

% Weigall, A History of Events, 58. In the carly years of his shipyard
cstablishment, Muhammad "Ali still depended on the purchase of ships
from the BEuropean shipyards. M. Abir, "Modernization, Reaction and
gfluhummzul Ali's Empire,” Middle Eastern Studies 13 (October, 1977),
302.

10 Phe idea of crcating the arscnal was originally back to Muhammad
“Ali's experience in the war of Arabia where he constructed a navy in
order to transport the troops to Arabia. IHe admitted the role of the
ships in the success of that campaign. For the construction of the navy,
he ordered to purchase timber, iron cordage and ammunition and bring
them all to Balaq where a flect was to be erccted. Qattawi, Muham-
mad “Ali wa Awruba, 408. al-Rafi'i, “Asr Muhammad "Ali, 423. )

01 ppe Egyptian expedition in Navarino consisted of 99 ships out of which
36 were merchant ships used to transport 17,800 men and war-related
supplics. “Umar Tusun, Safhah min Tarikh Misr (Cairo; Dar al-Kutub
al-Misriyah, 1940}, 62. ~ ° '
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using local Ligyptian labor in his new shipyard instcad of buvimyg ships trom
‘ : 102 13 3

the morc costly European shipyards. 'V~ Ritaat stated that by 1837 Muham-
mad "Ali had cleven ships of the line. of which four were ol a hundied guns
and upwards, six frigates of sixty guns, {our corvettes, seven brigs and thiee
steamers. He estimates that the number ot Egyptian scamen was 18,00 ol
whom 800 were officers. The number of the vessels that piled the Nile was

800 belonging to the government and 3.600 in private hands., 103

The idea of establishing industrial projects was never isolated trom the
intention of obtaining protits. Although the goods manutactured in Fgypl
might have been of inferior quality compared to those manutactured in
France and Britain, they, nevertheless, had had a vast market in Bgypt and in
the conquered territories ol the Mlijaz, the Sudan and Synm.m“ Muhammad
"Ali did not limit the trade ot his industrial products within the boundaries ol
Egypt and the conquered lands, but planned to extend the expoits to the
West. He was confident that what he did with Fgyptian cotton could be done
to some Egyptian manufactures. 105 Muhammad “Ali, tor example, discussed
trade with the American Consul in Alexandria over the price of linen and

other Egyptian textiles before forwarding them to America. Besides America,

10

ro

The success of Muhammad “Ali’s restoration made Egyptian navy to be
once more the strongest sca power in the Fastern Mediterrancan.
Bonue, State and Economics, 241.

103 Rifaat, The Awakening, 45. Bowring, the British agent sent to observe
trade of Egypt and Syria, comments that the Egyptian Navy was not
distinguishable from that of a well-disciplined luropean Navy except in
uniform. Ibid.

104 Marsot, Egypt in_the Reign, 174. Muhammad "Ali's territorial expan-
sion was in part intended to protect the life of his infant industrics by
assuring himsclf of the availability of markets in his own domain. l'or
the detail, see Chapter Three.

105 por specific account on the ligyptian cotton cxport to the West sce

Chapter 11.
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he inttiated  the expansion ot the trade of industrial products to other major
countrics and citics. lle, therelore, appointed and stationed agents in
France, Britain, Malta, Tunis, Naples, Venice, the Yemen and India as well

as to some major Ottoman citics, such as Izmir (Smyrna).l()6

As in agriculture, the industrialization was based on the foundation of a
monopoly system. ‘This policy was in contradiction to the existing system
which took the lorm of guilds. At the time, cach guild was hcaded by an
clder or a shatkh who together with his deputy, his secretary and a number
ol individual masters of private workshops constituted the organizing coun-
cil 107 e practicc of monopoly system led to the closure of the guilds. The
customary usages of the corporation were abolished when Muhammad “Ali
ordered the tormer masters and artisans of the guilds to enter into govern-
ment’s workshops as salaried cmployces.lo8 To coordinate the implementa-
tion of the system of monopoly, Muhammad "Ali appointed a diwan to
supcivise the practice of the monopoly, especially in the area of the textile
industry. Muhammad "Ali sent agents to villages to purchase for the govern-
ment’s account thread spun by the village women. Shaikhs were appointed in
cach village to count the village looms and to keep the village weavers stead-
ily employed. Government officials were sent to purchase the finished-textile

goods at prices fixed by the govcmment.109

106 A.AL. al-Ghiritli, "The Commercial, Financial and Industrial Policy of
Muhammad ANl," in The Economic History of the Middle East,
1800-1914, ed. Charles Irsawi ( Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1966), 393.

107 Bavour, The Growth, 32.
108 Gabricl Bacr. Studies in the Social History of Modern Egypt, 150.

09 Riviin, The Agricultural Policy. 191,
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D. Military Reform

The climination of the Mamlitks in 1§11, the concentiation of revenues in
Muhammad "Ali’s hands and the rehabilitation of agriculture were all part of
Muhammad “Ali's overall plan. As revenues increased, Mubammad “Ali
invested the profits in industrial enterprises and then m the tormation of a
powerful army.“o It was, from the first, essential for Muhammad "Ali that
he should have an army capable of protecting F'gypt trom any threats ansimg
from the internal rivals or forcign powers. e was well aware ol the superni-
ority of European soldicrs and their abilitics when he fought side by side with
them under General Abercrombic on his lirst arrival in FEgypt. LNIR
observed that with the existing type of Ligyptian military cstablishment, he
could not defend the country against the new mass-recruited technological

armies of Europe.

By the time he rosce to power in Ligypt, the lighting lorce was still organ-
ized along mcdicval lines formed of groups of men who obeyed only their

own immediate ofticers and were paid by the same oflicers. There was no

7.
standard command nor cven a common languugc.““ Discipline was an

110" His ambition to build a powcrful army could be measured by the budget

of the military cnterpriscs which sapped hall ot the revenues of the

state. Little, Modern Egvpt, 34.
11 rhe Ottoman army to which Muhammad “Ali was associated at that
time, had shown long period of neglect and decay. The army was L
inferior to its Furopcan rivals, so that the Ottoman troops were no
longer able to defeat them. Stanford J. Shaw, "T'he Origins of Ottoman
Military Reform: The Nizam-i Cedid of Sultan Sclim 111" The Journal
of Modern History 36 (Scptember, 1965), 291.

Marsot, A Short History of Modern Egypt. 56. 'This is duc to the tact
that the Ottoman style army, which became the model of the T-gyptian
army, had been formed of hetcrogencous cthnic groups such as North
Africans, Bosnians, Aibanians and others. Sce also Pl Vaukiotis, The
Egvptian Army in Politics (Bloomington Indiana: Indiana University
Press, 1961), 4.
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clement which was absent Irom the ligyptian army. An illustration of the
shortcoming ol discipline is well reflected in the way that the Albanian force
treated its army Commander. 113 With such lack of loyalty and discipline, the
army was nothing more than a mob. Muhammad "Ali had observed this bad

habit when he himsell became the target of an attempt of an assassination, 114

Although the Albanians who served under him were undisciplined,
Muhammad “Ali felt obliged to reform them and tried to change the nature of
their attitude by reorganizing them with up-to-date training, so as to turn
them into a strong, discipline fighting force. However, after making some
cltorts, he found that to be an impossible task. 115 Muhammad "Ali found a
way to rid himscll of the Albanians when he sent them to Arabia to put down
the Wahhabi rebels. In this operation, many of the Albanians fcll in the bat-
tleticld. O Mu[uunmad "Ali did not succeed in climinating them all, so he
cither sent the surviving Albanians and other mercenary soldiers to the Siidan
campaign or rcturned them to their native lands. 117 Having dispersed the

Albanians by sending them back home or decimating them in the Arabian and

N3 I'he Albanians bowed before no one. They regarded Muhammad "Ali,
their Commander, simply as their own clansman who had risen to the
position of tribal Chicftain. In their view, Muhammad "Ali posscssed
only a limited power. Most of their officer, theréfore, hardly obeyed his
orders at all. Mark Elliot Mishanie, "The Ottoman-Egyptian Conflict,
1831-1841: Its Origin and Evolution,” (M.A. thesis McGill University,
Montrcal, 1979), 137,

14 Returning from the Citadel in October 1807, a party of soldiers opened
firc on him from a housc as he rode by. The shot wounded his horse
and onc of his companions. FFor the detail see Dodwell, The Founder,
28-29.

U5 Amin Sami, Tagwim al-Nil fi “Asr Muhammad “Ali, 2 (Cairo:
Matba’ah Dar al-Kutub al-Misriyah, 1928), 251.

e . Heywood-Dunne, An Introduction to the History of Education in
Modern Egypt (1.ondon: Luzac and Co., 1938), 103-104.

H7 Mishanic. "The Ottoman-Egyptian,” 140.  Zaki, Al-Jaish al-Misri, 30.
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the Sudan campaigns, Muhammad “Ali now began to work on constructing
his new army.118 In July 1819, Coloncl Scve, an ex-ofticer of the lrench
army, joincd Muhammad "Ali’s scrvice in an attempt to introduce the Furo-
pean military system into the Egyptian army.“() Scve was sent o Aswan
with three or four hundred Mamlitks who were 10 be trained as oificers of
the new army.lzo It was difficult for Seve to undertake the task as the disci-
pline that he introduced was so strange in Ligypt. At tirst, he was in trequent
danger when his trainces refusced to obey his military training. In due course,
however, thosc obstacles (liSﬂppCierd.]?‘l ‘The Mamlitks that were recruited
for constructing the army were not related to those Mamlitks that Muham-
mad “Ali massacred in 1811. Muhammad "Ali still employed a Targe number
of Mamliks who originally camc from Morca or the Caucasus. They spoke a
Turkish dialcct, dressed like the Turks and entered into ties ol hinship and
patronage with them. Muhammad "Ali owned the largest number ol the
Mamliks, cstimated at 500. The officer corps scem to have been entirely

- L : 22
composed of Mamlitks from his houschold. 122

18 For the construction of the new army, he used the term wNizam Jadid,

the term which was adopted by Sultan Salim T for his military rcform.
Shaw, "Nizam-i Cedid,” 293. '

119 Tusun, Safhah, 11.

120 raining was carried out in Aswan away from the intrigucs of Cairo as
well as from the conservative Muslim elements of the Capital. Salim HI
used¢ a similar practice when he trained his troop outside the city.
Shaw, "Origins,” 293.

121 Dodwell, The Founder. 64. Vatikiotis, The Egyptian Army in Politics,
5.

122

Robert Hunter, Egypt under the Khadieves, 1805-1879 (Pittshurg: Uni-
versily of Pittsburg Press, 1984), 25. Zaki saw that the Ottoman digni-
taries also scent their Mamlitks to form a unit tramed in the camp ol
Aswin. Zaki, al-Jaish al-Misri, 160-161.
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Having accomplished the task of creating officers, Muhammad "Ali began

to think of toiming a regular army. Since he was determined to rule out the
reeruitment of Turks and Albanians, Muhammad “Ali decided to recruit his
troops from the Nubians and the Sadanese.123 About the same time that
Seve was sent to Aswan, Isma‘il, Muhammad *All’s son, was sent on an
¢xpedition to Sinar and Nubia from where a large number of blacks were
drafted and sent to Ligypt to form the new army.l:24 It was soon found out,
howcver, that they were not suitable for military service. The lack of endur-
ance and their susceptibility to cold and discase were given as rcasons for

125

their disqualitication as soldicrs.

By that time, Muhammad “Ali had established very good relations with
Drovetti, the Consul General for France, whose advice Mul_mmmad Al
sought on military and technical matters. The failure of the recruitment of
the Nubians and the Sadanesce led Drovetti to introduce to Muhammad “Ali a
method of recruiting the fallah population of Egypt.126 The mcthod that he

used for the conscription was simply to stipulate that each district provide a

123 Ihe motive which led him to turn to Stidan was that the black was very
famous for their paticnce, bravery and loyalty to their leaders. al-
Rafi'i, "Asr Muhammad "Ali, 193.

124 Muhammad AL imported about thirty thousand Nubians and Stidanese
for this purposc. Camps to train them were cstablished ncar Asyit and
Qand. Rifaat, The Awakening, 36. Lubos Kroopacck, "The Confronta-
tion of Darfur with the Turco-Egyptians under the Viceroys," 80.

125 Mishanic, "I'h¢ Ottoman-Egyptian,” 148. By 1824, out of the given
number only three thousand found life in the army worth living. David
l'arhi, "Nizam-i Cedid: Military Reform in Egypt under Mehmed Ali,”
Journal of the Israel Oriental Society 8 (1972), 156.

126 pyodwell, The Founder. 65. 'The method that Drovetti introduced was
the way that Napolcon had done with French peasants to form his regu-
lar army. ‘The fact that Muhammad “Ali was impressed by Napoleon's
way of total mobilization led him to have Napolcon’s memoirs trans-
lated.  Asad Rustum, al-Mdifizah al-Malakivah al-Misriyah, 2 (Beirut.
al-Matba’ah al-Amrikiyah, 1942), 108, )
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given quota.l“7

‘The recruitment was greatly opposed by the fallahin. In
May 1823. they revolted against conscription as well as high taaes.  Accom-
panicd by palace guards and armed with six cannon, Mubammad “Ali hurried
to the spot to prevent the insurrection from spreading. The revolt was soon

. IQ
subdued, and the rebels were severely pumshc(l.l"‘\

Recruitment of the unwilling peasants was clieclively a system of
impressment by brutal means. An order would be sent to government otli-
cials in the provinces and villages to provide the necessary number of men.
Since military assistance was often required to assemble these fallahin, o
company of soldicrs would surround a village and scize as many fallahin as
necessary. The fallahin then were marched ofl in irons (o the chiet town in
the canton where a Luropean doctor would choc se those who were suitable

1

for the army and navy. 29 'fhe Jallahin in tact never reconciled themselves o
the policy of conscription; conscription mcant their detachnient from the
Nile, from their villages, and most of all, familics. 130 Besides revolting, the
fallahin took other steps to avoid conscription. Some fallahin tricd to obtain
cxemption by a bribe paid to a district mayor, while others were obliged to

take flight or go into hiding.131

No matter how bitterly the fallahin opposed the policy. they were in the

127 Blaxland, Objective: Egypt, 45.

128 Mishanic, "The Ottoman-Ligyptian,” 158.

129 Riviin, The Agricultural Policy, 203.
130 Beside their strong attachment to the villages and the familics, the falla-
hin had a pacifist outlook which caused the Egyptian rulers in the past
émployed soldicrs trom the Caspian. This was the origin of the Mam-
litks’ military oligarchy. Lacouture, Egypt in Transition, 54.

131 Blaxland, Objective: Egypt, 46.
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cnd powerless belore the government. In a short time, Muhammad Al was
able to recruit thirty thousand fallahin. ‘They were soon beaten into military
shape under the capable direction of Seve, and they constituted the lower
rank of the army, not rising to the rank higher than sergeant.'32 Although
the conscripts were unwilling, they proved to be excellent subjects for
Muhammad "Ali’s training program. In little time, they were transformed into
a Luropcan-style fighting force equipped with modern weaponry and trained
in a highly disciplined manner. This regular army consisted of six regiments
of five battalions cach, every battalion made up of eight hundred men. 133
‘The men dressed in semi-liuropean fashion, armed with bayonets in the
shapce ol a cross rather than traditional oriental scimitars, marched to Euro-
pean music and accompanied by Liuropcan advisers, doctors and techni-
cians. 134 The new regiments were soon put into action. The suaccess of the
new army ceverywhere was brilliant. 135 This success inspired Muhammad "Ali
to develop the fighting machinery on as large scalc as possible. New con-
scription drives followed onc another rapidly. By the year 1839, it was esti-

mated that Muhammad “Ali had 200,000 soldiers in his service of whom

132 Ipid. Under Muhammad “Ali, the high positions in the military were
the exclusive domain of Turco-Circassian. Israel Altman, "The Political
Thought of Rifa’ah al-Tahtawi: A Nineteenth Century Egyptian
Retormer,” (Ph.D. diss. University of California Los Angeles, 1976), 5.

£33 Muhammad “Ali seni the first rcgiment to engage a military expedition

in Arabia, while the sccond in the Sudan. The four remaining regiments
madc up a fighting unit in the battle of Morea. Tusin, Safhah min Tar-

ikh Misr, 3-4. ) T

134 Abir, "Modernization, Reaction, and Muhammad Ali's Emnire.” 295.

135 I'he Ottoman Sultan was always cager to get Egyptian contingen. when
he was in war. The ligygtian contingent even fought with the French in
Meaico. AL Scholch, “Constitutional Development in Nineteenth Cen-
1u)ry4)l€gy)pt: A Reconsideration.” Middle Eastern Studies 10 (January,
t074). 19.




130,000 were rcgular.l3(’

The modernization of the army in Lgypt inevitably led to the develop-
ment and expansion of a program of cducation to train officers. The Bulag
school was opened and was named Madrasah Jihadivah. when it was trans-

terred to Qasr al-"Ain in July 1825.137 A

aft college was also established
- 138 -

and named Madrasat Arkan al-Harb.’”® Not only were milituy  schools
opened but also educational missions were sent abroad 1o receive instruction
in military as well as other sciences. Thus, the army became the impetus ol

i : { . bicet sceular in nature. 139 The ereati
cducation of a new subject sccular in nature. I'he creation ol military
schools to train officers in the art of modern warlare required the importa-
tion of Luropcan instructors. Besides Seve. whose reputation in the French
army was well explained by his Cross of the lLegion of Honor, there was
extensive usc of the service of foreigners, particularly the French technical
and military men. ‘The most outstanding of these was General Boyer who

brought a military mission with Scve from France. 140

136 Rifaat, The Awakening, 39. A diffcrent account estimated 277,000 men
of whom 130,000 werc regular in 1841, M.L. Yapp, “I'h¢ Moderniza-
tion of Middlc East Armics in the Nincteenth Century,” in War, Tech-
nology and Society in the Middle East (I.ondon: Oxford University
Press, 1976), 356.

137 Heywood-Dunne, An Introduction, 117

138 1bid., 119.
139 T, produce enginccers, physicians and other technically trained men for
the army, Muhammad “Ali cstablished a new cducational system con-
sisting of prcparatory and spccial schools. FFor overscas  training
projects, he sent the first educational mission as carly as 1813, and he
did not terminate the overscas training until 1841, Hunter, Feypt, 17.
Abd al-Rahman Zaki, "al-Jaish al-ladhi Qadahu Ibrahim Basha,” in
Dhikra al-Batal Ibrahim Basha, cd. al-Jam’iyah al-Malakiyah, (Cairo:
Dar al-Kutub'al-Misriyah, 1948), 176.

140 ior their names see Zaki, Al-Jaish al-Misri, 32.
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With the creation of a powerful army, Muhammad “Ali could buttress his
power and safcguard his rule. In fact, not only did he use the forces to pro-
teet Fgypt, but in the end he was tempted to rebel against his suzerain, the
Ottoman Sultan. He tirst conducted a military campaign to annex the Sadan
in 1820 and Arabia in the 1830s. Then, in an attcmpt to assert his indepen-
dence, de facto if not de jure, he entered into direct confrontation with the
Sultin in 1832 in Syria.m1 ‘The Ottoman Empire which had begun to decline
in the sixteenth century was in the state of crisis by the eightcenth century.
luropcan Powers were undermining the very foundation of the Ottoman
limpirc since then. It was perfectly clear to Muhammad “Ali that the inabil-
ity ol the Ottoman Empire to meet the challenge of the Europeans stemmed
from the Ottoman failure to reform and modernize the outdated system of
their government and socicty. Muhammad "Ali realized that Egypt, with its
strategic location and potential wealth, had become the object of dispute of
interests among  the uropean nations as demonstrated in the folloving
Chapter. lle saw ligyptian interets as best served by reducing this rive ry by
promoting ligypt's own modernization and emergence as a modern political
power. Muhammad "Ali, thercfore, made himself the ardent proponent of
reform and modcrnization once he established his power in Egypt. Other
theorics arc possible for his rcaction other than simple reaction to the Euro-
pean presence, e could be viewed as the latest in a series of foreign rulers
who had eapanded Ligypt castward as part of their dynastic ambitions, as the
Ayyubids and 17atimids bad done. Equally, a case could be made for vaunting
ambition, perhaps challenging the Ottoman rulers to control over their own
L:mpirc. While these factors cannot be entircly dismissed, Muhammad “Ali

activitics were ncearly always aimed at Ottoman threats against him and

1 For his anneaation of the Ottoman territorics see Chapter 1.
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CHAPTER 11
THE BRITISH AND THE FRENCH INTERESTS
IN EGYPT
1. The British Interests in Egypt

With the Turkish conquest of Arabia carly in the sixteenth century, the
Red Sca was closed to all Christian ships. This is onc of the reasons that for
over two centuries the old trade route to the Orient via Egypt and the Red
Sca was of nccessity nearly abandoned by the merchants of Europe, and that
the Cape of Good Iope took the place of Cairo and Alexandria as the main
channcel of communication with India and the Far East.] The British, who
had occupicd India, were very much in need of an outlet which they could
usc for sending dispatches or expediting the mail.  They were still engaged in
war against the French and wanted to protect India from any possible threat
from the French.? Therefore, securing the passage route of the Cape was
indispensable for the sake of British communications as well as for the

3

protection of their castern dominions.

I M. Anis, "T'he Development of British Interest in Egypt in the Eighteenth
Century, 1775-1798," Annals of the Faculty of Arts of Ain Shams
University, 3 (January, 1955), 163. During the middle ages, Egypt became
an important transit trade for spices, precious stones etc. The goods came
by ships to ports in the Red Sea, then by well-marked caravan routes
across the desert to the Nile down which they were carried by boat t the
northern end of the Delta and thence overland to Alexandria. The trade
was, for most part, in the hands of forcign merchants. A.E. Crouchley,
The Investment of Foreign Capital in Egyptian Companies and Public
Debt (New York: Arno Press, 1977), 3.

t2

Although the I'rench had surrendered to the British in India on 7 January
1761, the Irench still cstablished a cooperation with the local rulers in
their attempts to disturb the British. In 1780, for example, the French
dispatched a strong fleet to the Indian scas to cooperate with Haidar "Ali.
Theodore Morison, The Rise and Expansion of British Power in India
(New Delhi: Deep and Deep Publications, 1988), 37.

‘ed

The British government determined that the Cape should not fall into the
hands of the Irench. Willam  Charles Scully, A History of South Africa
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In 1771 the British eapedition was destined to seize the Cape. bat a
French squadron, which intentionally came to the spot, attacked the British
at their anchors.? Thus, the British had sketched the plan of conquering the
Cape long before they finally succeeded in occupying it in 1795.% With the
fall of the Cape of Good Hope, the British had cut the way which the French
took to rcach their propertics in the Last, and which they used for sending
supplics to their naval center of Mauritus, thus threatening the English in
India.® The British occupation of the Cape, however, had created
commercial difficultics with the East India Company and other problems as
well were also becoming apparent. ‘The eapense of the establishment was
enormous, and morcover, that the British encountered political and military
complication with the Dutch farmers and the native tribes. Viewing, the Cape
purcly as a military and naval station, the Cape of Good Hope had the
various disadvantages of being unable to furnish adequate and asswed

supplics.7 This problem, however, did not dircetly discourage the British

from the Earliest Days to Union (London: Longmans Green and Co.,
1915), 88.

4 Alfred Thayer Mahan, The Influence of Sea Power upon History,
1660-1783 (New York: Hill and Wang, 1957), 373-374.

VOC, an amalgamation of scveral fiercely-competing Dutch  trading
companies which sprang in 1508, ruled the Cape as a minor part of the
Dutch Eastern Empire from 1652 to 1795. Monica Wilson, "White Scttlers
and the Origin of a New Socicty,” in The Oxford History of South Africa
c¢d. Monica Hunter Wilson and [.conard Thomson 1 (Oxtord: Clarendon
Press, n.d.), 185. Alan Paton, Hope for South Africa (I.ondon: Pall Mall
Press, 1958), 21.

6 R.J. Gavin, Aden Under British Rule, 1839-1967 (Ncw York: Barnes and
Noble Books, 1975), 30. During the Franco-British wars ol the cighteenth
century, Mauritus frequently served as a basce for operations against the
British both in the Indian Occan and India itsclf. Burton Benedict,
Mauritus: The Problems of a Plural Society (1.ondon: Pall Mall, 1965), 11.

L.C.F. Turncr, "The Cape of Good Hope and the Anglo-Irench Conllict,
1797-1806." Historical Studies Australia and New Zealand, 9 (1959-1961)
370.
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from controlhng and using the Cape for the cxchanging of messages, the
transportation of geods and as a military base, as long as no alternative
existed. In fact, as carly as the last half of the seventeenth century, British
attention had begun to turn towards using the overland route through Egypt
as a means of cxpediting dispatches between Britain and India, although it

8

was still lukewarm at that time.

Napolcon's invasion of Iigypt in 1798 had changed the British view of the
valuc of the Lgyptian route. Lgypt began to loom large in British
calculations, and Ministers became less confident in asserting that the Cape
was the only key to India. The role of the Cape was now reexamined, and
the British started to realize the value of Egypt in both commercial and
military terms.? Napolcon's invasion came as a great shock to the British
government, This was well illustrated by the way in which the British
responded to the ()ccupation.lo Dundas, Secrctary of War, hurricdly decided
to cccupy and garrison the island of Perim in order to protect Bab al-
Mandab and to use it as an advance basc for attacking French forces in

ligypl.” British cfforts to expel the French from Lgypt became the project

8 John Marlowe, Spoiling the Egyptians (London: Andre Deutsch, 1974),
24,

9 ‘lurner, "Ihe Cape of Good Hope,” 371. However, the importance of
Egypt was still in question. Henry Dundas, the British Minister of War
when Napoleon invaded Egypt, needed time to convince his colleagues of
the need to cject the French from Egypt. Gregory Blaxland, Objective:
Levpr (London: Frederick Muller, 1966), 29.

10" in November 1800, the British Cabinct had decided to use all British
available manpower in the Mediterrancan and withdraw all British troops
from Portugal to join the Lgyptian expedition. John M. Sherwig,
Guineas and Gunpowder: British Foreign Aid in the Wars with France,
1793-1815 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1969), 140.

IT pgward Ingram, "A Preview of the Great Game in Asia-1: The British
Occupation of Perim and Aden in 1799," Middle Eastern Studies, 9
(October, 1973), o.
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of not only the British government, but of the East India Company as well.
The reality of the French threat to India through Egypt convinced the
Company to become involved. Dundas translated the French occupation ol
Egypt as meaning that France’s ultimate goal was occupation of India.!2 On
the basis of this notion, he decided to send a major British offensive to drive
the French from Egypt in 1801.13 After this cngagement, their attitude
changed and the British realized that ignoring the strategic location of 1igypt
would open the way for the encmy to expel them from all their possessions in
the East and to destroy all their trading stations along the Red Sca and in
India.14 With this in mind, the British launched an attack on Faypt in 1807
in order to keep Lgypt out of the hands of their enemy, the French, as

mentioned in the last Chapter.

efore the Lrench occupation, British interests were not complete

Beforce the Frencl upat British int ( L pletely
absent from ligypt. ‘There had been indirect British commercial interest m
Egypt as a result of Britain's involvement in trade in Arabia. IS An observant

traveller named Karsten Nicbuhr visited Arabia in 1762 and tound that the

12 pundas perceived that the French armament from ‘Toulon might be

destined for India direct, whilc the reminder would operate in Jigypt.
Henry Melville Dundas, Two Views of Britsh India: The Prvate
Correspondence of Mr. Dundas and Lord Wellesley, 1778-1801, cd.
Edward Ingram (Bath: Adams and Dart, 1970), 98.

13 Malcolm Yapp, The Making of the Modern Near Iast, 1792-1923 (Ncw
York: Longman, 1987), 28.

14 John Holland Rosc, The Life of Napoleon 1. 1 (1.ondon: George Bell and
Sons, 1902), 181.

15 ‘the aftairs of the Hijaz were traditionally handled by the Sultan’s
representative in Egypt. The attachment of the Thijaz to Ligypt became
stronger since "Ali Bey, the gyptian ruler, had cttectively eacluded the
Sultan’s authority from the Iijaz and integrated the Ihjas into his
territory, kEgypt, in 1769. P.M. Holt, Egypt and the Fenle Crescent,
1516-1922 (Ithaca New York: Cornell University Press, 1966), 96
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Arabs usced iron  procured from the British.10 Prior to the French
expedition, the British had been carrying on a lucrative trade for the past
hundred ycars with the Sharif of Mccca, by bringing wares to the port of
Jiddah. The profit of the trade was very significant as indicated by the report
of James Bruce that there were British ships in the port of Jiddah in 1768,
with some of the cargoes valued at £ 200,000 and this despite the fact that
this 'gult trade’ was declining because of the rapacity of the Sharif of Mecca
and his officials who imposcd heavy taxes on the merchants. 17 Although the
Ottoman Sultian had imposed a prohibition on the presence of Christian ships
in the northern part of the Red Sea, in fact, {from the end oi the seventeenth
century the ships of the East India Company had been allowed to sail as far
as Jiddah.I8 The Fgyptian ruler, “Ali Bey, who ruled the country in
1760-1770, belicved that a prosperous cconomy would enable him tc establish
his independence and widen the breach with the Ottoman Empire. He,

therefore, had an ambition to revive Red Sea commerce and open the Red

16 Karsten Nicbuhr Travels through Arabia and Other Countries 1
(Edinburgh: R. Morison and Son, n.d.), 431. Prior to 1780 the East
India Company had penctrated into the Red Sea as far as Jiddah where
some three or four vessels a ycar discharged Indian stuffs and
shipbuilding matcrials. H.A.R. Gibb and Harold Bowen, Islamic Society
and the West: A Study of the Impact of Western Civilization on ‘uslim
%‘zgtllr'e in the Near East 1 (London: Oxford University Pres<. 1950),
312.

I7 David Kinche "The Opcning of the Red Sea to European Ships in the
Late Lighteenth Century,” Middle Eastern Studies, 8 (January, 1972), 65.
Since carly in the nincteenth century, the demand of British goods was
slowly growing in Arabia. Ncedles, scissors, thimbles and files came
from Lurope for Jiddah. John L. Burckhardt, Travels in Arabia....
(London: Cass, 1968), 36.

IS M. Anis, "The Development of British Interests,” 163. 'The Sharif of
Mcceca was very much 1n favor of the coming of the European ships for
he receved a pereentage in customs of the goods of the Europcan
merchants, mainly coffee unloaded at Jiddah. John William Livingstone,
Ali Bev al-Kabir and the Mamluke Resurgence in Ottoman Egvpt,
1760-1772 (Ph.D) diss., Princcton University, 1968), 110,
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Sea route to Luropcan traders.’” The revival of the Red Sca route tor
European ships encountered formidable obstacles, but "Al Bey repeatedly
attempted to obtain an imperial firman permitting the Europeans to unload
their cargocs at Sucz.20 Having been unsuccesstul in his attempt in Istanbul,
‘Ali Bey forced the Governor of Lgypt to grant him the required tirman
which abolished the restriction on liuropcan shipping north of Jiddah. 2t The
revival of the Red Sca route benefited the British merchants in liddah who
conceived the idea of bringing warcs to Sucz instead of Jiddah. For that
project, James Bruce endecavored to conclude a commercial treaty with "Ali
Bey in Cairo while onc of the British Captains, who used to sail in the Red
Sea route, conducted an inaugural voyage to Suez.2? During Muhammad

Bey's reign, James Bruce made a formal agrecment with him m 1773, which

was followed by the arrival of the British ship in Sucez n 1775.23

Throughout the cighteenth century, Fgypt had become the marketplace
for Europcan products. Europcan textiles ol various sorts, lor example,
were brought into Egypt, providing competition lor local manulacturers all
over the country. Cloth from Britain, I‘rance, Vemcee and eghorn arnved

regularly at Egyptian ports during the 1750s.24 Fgypt at that time was also

19 In order to cstablish trade relations with the Liuropeans, "Ali Bey sent
emissarics to them to open a new trade and to sccure hnancial and
military assistancce. Stanford J. Shaw, The Financial and Administrative
Organization and Development of Ottoman Egypt, 1517-1798 (Princeton
Ncw Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1962), 8.

20 Livingstone, "Ali Bey al-Kabir,” 112,
21 1piq.

Kinche, "T'he Opening,” 66.

23 Crecelius, The Roots, 75.

24 Richard Pococke, A Description of the East (1.ondon: W Broycr, 1793),
87.
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notable for being one of the great funnels through which the products of the
Orient reached LBurope. From Egypt came the silks, spices, dyes, and drugs
of the Last and the coffec of Arabia. The merchandisc was brought up
through the Red Sca by Arab traders and conveyed across the desert to
Cairo and Alexandria. This stream of trade was tapped by European
merchants and brought to liuropc.25 Since that period of time, the East
India Company was involved in transporting the Lastern goods, especially
Arabian colfee.20 However, British trade was considered at a low ebb since
British merchants  concentrated on commercial expansion in the Levant
where they had cstabhished the Levant Company.27 The Levant Company,
which represented British traders and expanded their commercial opcrations
in the Bast, consistently discouraged trade with Egypt. Egypt was regarded
as the classic land ol avanics. The Furopean merchants who had dwelt therc
were subjected to a regime of extortion which in its insolence and regularity
far eaceeded  that experienced  clsewhere in the levant. European
Ambassadors at Istanbul combined to petition to the Grand Signor against
the ‘intoleralable burdens’ placed upon their nationals in  Cairo and
threatenced to abandon their trading activitics lhcre.28 British merchants, who
at that time had a small volume of trade, ncvertheless, shared with other
Liuropcan traders in  benefiting from ligyptian trade. Due to their

insignificant share in this trade, British commercial activities were carried out

25 Alfred €. Wood, A History of the Levant Company (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1935), 32.

20 Ralph Davis, Aleppo and Devonshire Square:. English Traders in the
Levant in the Eighteenth Century (I.ondon: Macmillan, 1967), 28.

27 For the establishment of the Company scc M. Eipstein, The Early
History of the Levant Company (L.ondon: George Routledge, 1968), 36.

78 . . . . .
233 John Sanderson, The Travels of John Sanderson in the Levant, 1587-1602
(London: 'The Haklyut Socicty, 1931), 209-210.
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under the protection of the French Consul who was deseribed as having

trcated the British with all kindncss.w

During the cightcenth century, the IFrench shared the greater portion ot
the commercial activitics in lgypt.  French merchants formed the most
-
imporfant commercial colony there.?) French trade reached its heyday
throughout the eighteenth century and was expanded outside the borders ol
Egypt. This commercial expansion, however, was terminated duing the
wars and after the battle of Aba Qir. The British overcame the French and
emerged as the newest and the strongest foreign traders in ligypt. Not only
did Egypt become a British commercial stronghold, but British commercee
was cxpanded to cover the whole Mediterrancan wginn.gl The British
government appointed commercial agents in Lgypt, when it was discovered
that their trade increased significantly, especially after the Feyptians began to
supply the British food requircments tor various British expeditionary lorees,
This was the beginning of the long and important British trading connection
with Egypl.32 The expansion of trade ultimately required a more frequent

shipping schedule. liach year British traders increased the frequency ol

29 Ibia. Although the British establishments in the Ottoman Fmpire were
less numecrous than those of the I'rench, but they were undoubtedly
sounder as they traded more cllectively and  sceurcly.  Paul
Cernovodecan, England's Trade Policy in the Levant and her Fxchange of
Goods with the Romanian Countries under the Later Stuart, 1660-1714,
trans. Mary Lazarcscu (Bucharest: Publishing Home of the Academy ol
the Socialist Republic of Romania, 1972), 25.

In Cairo the French had always had the lion’s share ol trade, but it was
still of some importance for the British in the cighteenth century taking a
good deal of cloth and sending coffce in exchange.  Davis, Aleppo and
Devonshire Square, 38.

A.E. Crouchley, "I'he Development of Commerce in the Reign ol
Mohamed AlLi,” L'Egypte Contemporaine 28 (1937), 316.

W
9

Marlowe, Spoiling the Egyptians, 18.
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shipping to Figypt carrying both more passengers and goods.”” According to
David lLandes’ figures British  merchants  increased in number and
importance: for instance whereas in 1827 Alexandria had only one British
cotton house in the city, in 1837 there were nine of them, and by 1843 over
onc¢ hundred British natives were permanent residents.34 Crouchley reports
that by 1839, Britain had come to occupy the first place amongst both

35

cxporting and importing countrics.

ligyptian c¢xports depended to a considerable extent on cotton, and,
thercetore, lgypt became one of the main supplicrs of the British cotton
need. 30 The British, morc than any other country, was able to make use of
the growing production of Ligyptian cotton. Egyptian cotton was placed on
the world market by two lirms, onc of them being the British Briggs and
Company. This company received the biggest portion of ligyptian cotton
products, and it transferred approximately 35,000 bales for sale in Britain.37
Briggs and Company was credited with convincing British manufacturers on
the value of this commodity. Chicfly owing to its efforts, Egyptian cotton

found a favorable reception in Britain, especially with regard to customs and

33 Crouchley, "T'he Development,” 317.

34 David 8. l.andcs, Bankers and Pashas: International Finance and
Economic Imperialism in Egypt (London: Heinemann, 1958), 87.

35 Crouchley, "T'he Development,” 317,

36 As a vesult of what Muhammad “Ali had done in devcloping cotton,
Lgypt became the ‘cotton country’ where cotton dominated a great
proportion of lgyptian cxports. Tom Little, Egypt (London: LErnest
Bawn Limited, 1958), 60. The imports of cotton increased and became
the Targest single import in 1820. Liverpool became the great market for
colton of Bombay and Alexandria. D.A. Farnic, The English Cotton
Ili(l)%.)s'm' and the World Market, 1815-1896 (Oxford: Clarendon Press,

.58,

37 Helen Anne B. Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy of Muhammad "Ali in
Fevpr (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1961), 142.
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quarantinc expenscs.”® The production ot Fgyptian cotton, then, contributed
materially to the development of important British interests in Faypt. ‘The
resulting increase in cotton export from the Nile Valley to Lancashire was an
. . . - . . 3 o 3
important factor in the cventual British occupation ol Lgypt in 18823
Muhammad “Ali who profited greatly in the sale ol grain to the British tor
their forces in Malta and the Iberian Peninsula had made use ol Briggs and

40 As a result ol

Company to transter the grain from Egypt o its destination.
an extensive commercial opcration accemplished by the British traders in
Egypt, Briggs and Co. with offices in Londoa and Alexandria was regarded
as onc of the very few establishments which made lucrative g;un.s.“” Briggs
and Company was not the only British agent which benetited trom the
Lgyptian commerce. Britain's East India Company also received a share
when the Company served as an intermediary which  channeled  western

merchants who wished to make direct commercial contacts i the tegion,

38 Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy, 142. For almost two decades belore
1821, the year of Jumel's introduction of long staple cotton, Samucl
Briggs had been actively involved in atfairs in Figypt. Between 1803-1810),
he served as British ‘pro-consul’ and agent of the Levant Company at
Alcxandria. Frederick Stanley Rodkey, "T'he Attempts ol Briggs and
Company to Guide British Policy in the Levant in the interest ol
Mchemet Al, 1821-1841," The Journal of Modern History 5 (March-
December, 1933), 325.

The prevailing disorder in lgypt, duc to the nationalist uprising ol
“Urabi, threatenced the British cotton manufacturers whose tive million
spindles wholly engaged in the manufacture of Egyptian cotton. In
addition, British agriculturists had been dependent upon Egyptian cotton,
sced fertilizer and oil.  Fdward Mcad Larl, "Ligyptian Cotton and the
American Civil War,” Political Science Quarterly 41 (1926), 520,
543-544. The cxport of Lgyptian cotton to Britain became more
important than cver, owing to the establishment of the cotton culture in
<gypt by Muhammad “All in 1821-1822. In 1823 the eaport reached
34,299 cantars. A cantar cqualled 94 Ibs. in 1821, Thomas Ellison, The
Cotton Trade of Great Britain (1.ondon: Frank Cass and Co., 1968), 88.

40 Rodkey, "T'he Attempts of Briggs and Company,” 326,
41 g,
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For this purpose, the East India Company had established headquarters
offices in Cairo and India. 42 British commercial interests saw Egypt as not
only an cxporter of goods to Britain but also as a market for British goods.

Fdward Lanc observed in 1825 that the calicos and shawls in Egyptian

markets were manufactured in Britain.43

Besides the commercial interests which the British pursued in relation to
their presence in Fgypt, Egypt tor them also constituted the crossroad
connecting their activities between India and Lurope.  Although not so much
frequented as the Buphrates route, British travellers and scamen from carlier
times had tound their way from time immemorial between Europe and India
through ligypl.44 Scarching tor an overland route which offered a shorter
passage to connect Britain and India became an issuc as carly as the
seventeenth century. The mail to India which usually went by the long and
slow route around the Cape ol Good Hope needed reorientation. But
scrious ctlorts at maintaining regular mail communications were initiated
since the last quarter of the cighteenth century, although the efforts were

rcgarded having had only a fair measure of success. ¥

4")

t

Judith Blow Williams, British Commercial Policy and Trade Expansion,
1750-1850 (Oxtord: 'The Clarendon Press, 1972), 106.

43 Ldward Lanc, The Manners and Customs of the Modern Egyptians
(I ondon: East-West Publication, 1978), 319.

44 William Schaw Lindsay, History of Merchant Shipping and Ancient
Commerce (London: Sympson Law, Marston and Searls, 1876), 343-344.

45 Ainslic, who had endeavoured to procurc the Ottoman Sultan’s consent
to the transit of dispatches, obtained the Sultan's consent on the
condition that dispatches could come to Jiddah in English ships, and
from there on ‘Turkish ones to Suez where the authorities would send
them to Cairo. Halford Lancaster Hoskins, British Routes to India
(London: Longman. Green and Co., 1928), 10-11. M. Anis, England
and the Suez Route in the Eighteenth Century (Cairo: Renaissance

Bookshop, n.d.). 51.
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Lord Ellenborough at the Board of Control tor India became the greatest
supporter in Britain of speedier communication with India by the Red Sea.to
From that period on, various speedier dispatch services were conducted
through either Mesopotamia or Egypt. In this preliminary stage. special mails
went through either one of the two routes, and ordinary mails still went by
the very slow route of the Cape of Good Hope. In 1784 some Fnglish
traders led by George Baldwin saw the possibility of a cheaper route to India
by the way of the Mediterrancan and the isthmus of the Suez. But it was not
until 1830 that English surveyors and scientists seriously considered an all-
waler route to India via Egypt. The report of their findings, printed by order
of Parliament, arouscd so much interest that the House ol Commons
established a Select Committee to consider a shorter toute to tndua.V
Nevertheless, the first distinetive ofticial proposal for the regular conveyancee
of dispatches and mails by way of Lgypt was made by Stuart Fphinstone. the
Governor ol Bengal in 1823, who recommended  steam communication

between Egypt and Britain remarking that the passage might be done m

thirty-four days, all stoppages included. 48

With the invention of steam-powered transportation, the Fgyptian route
offered vivid benelits tor besides its shorter passage compared to that ol the

route by way of the Cape, stcam navigation was cminently suited 1o narrow

46 He said: "1 want to bring India as ncar England as | can, to know
everything cveryman in India docs, a soon as steam navigation can
inform me.” Albert 1. Imlah, The Biography of Ldward Law Fal of
Ellenborough, Governor-General of India (Cambridge:  Harvard
University Press, 1939), 49,

47 Frank Ldgar Bailey, British Policy and the Turkish Reform Movement: A

Study in Anglo-Turkish Movement, 1826-1853 (Cambndge:  Harvard

University Press, 1942), 65.

48 Lindsay. History, 344,
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scas like the Mediterrancan and the Red Sca. 'This was duc to the fact that
the narrow scas made fucling casier. For these reasons, Egypt was chosen to
link Europe and India by the 1830s.4% In 1830 the first steam voyage was
madc between Bombay and Suez, and in 1836 the Oriental Ship and Co.
started a regular scervice of steamers between London and Alexandria.>0 In
1839 the Peninsular Steam Navigation Company, which for years held a
contract for a monthly mail stcamer for Spain, Portugal and Gibraltar, won a
competition for a contract for carrying the mails on to Egypt. Before long,
now known the Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Company, it
extended its activitics further cast, establishing a service from Suez to

Ceylon, Madras and Calcutta.>!

The development of the Sucz route if seriously managed had the
potential of eclipsing the overland route which linked Britain and India via
Aleppo and liuphrmcs52 which had dominated British communications with
India throughout the cighteenth century. But the fact was that the levant

Company, which had a strong hold on the Ievant regions, caused that route

49 Charles Tscawi "As val De . T in "y
Charles Issawi, "Asymmetrical Development and Transport in Egypt,” in
Beginnings of Modernization in the Middle East: The Nineteenth
Century, od. William R. Polk and Richard Chambers (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1968) 396.

SO John Marlowe, Anglo-Egvptian Relations, 1800-1953 (L.ondon: The
Crescent Press, 1954), 43.

S Pemetrius Boul ser, “The P and O Company,” The Asiatic Quarter
Review, 7 (1889), 243. For fifty ycars and more, the steamers of the
Company had performed an ever-increasing part in the maintenance of
[l)oslal qzmd passenger communication between Britain, India and China.
bid., 241.

52 Marlowe. Anglo-Egvptian Relations, 42, 'The Liuphrates route was still
suitable for British commerce as reported by Chesney who carried the
British  government's order to survey and study both routes of the
Luphrates and the Sucez in 1835-1837.  Charles William Hallberg, "The
Sues Canal: Its History and Diplomatic Importance,” (Ph.D. diss.,
Columbia University, New York, 1931)), 77.
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to flourish. The Company objected to the plan ol opening an alternative
route to India through Egypt since that had the potential of diverting the
commercial benefits out of its domain, Besides, the Mesopotamian route in
the cightecenth century was preferred by the British since there was no
objection by the Ottoman Sultan who did in fact object to the Fgyptian
routec. The Sultin feared that the Lgyptian route would increase the

importance of his Mamlitk vassals in ligypt at his own cxpcn.sx.S3

Muhammad "Ali, who was very determined to collaborate  with the
foreigners in trade, hastened the development of the route and provided the
facilitics nceded. e perceived that the Red Sca route was destined to
become of great importance in the future. e, therctore, exceirted himselt
greatly in order 1o aid those who were endeavoring to develop it. - Although
Muhammad “Ali was conscious of British ill-will towards him. he made every
effort to encourage the success of the overland route to India. In one ol his
statements regarding his policy on the overland-route he said: "Ihis is your
highway to India and I shall always promotce it."4 Muhammad “Ali ollered
facilitics for the transmission of mails through ligypt. When mterest grew in
the usc of stecamships for this purpose, as it did from 1822 onward, he was
quick to meet British requests for the establishment ot coaling  depots.
Muhammad “Ali also provided those Buropean traders who used the Red

Sea routc and did commerce in Lgypt with commercial tacilitics, such as the

53 Despite the fact that Britain preferred the Huphrates route to that of the
Suez, her control over the islands in the Red Sca, Socotro, and Malta,
her acquisition of Aden and the creation of the Peninsular and Oricntal
Company which connccted the Sucz, the Indian ports and the Far Fast
increased her need of the Sucz route.  Ibid. Mahan, The Influence of
Sea Power, 289.

>4 Ronald Hyam, Britain's Imperial Century, 1814-1915: A Study of Fmpire
and Expansion (New York: Barnes and Noble Books, 1976), 247,
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establishment of a stable rate ol exchange and the introduction of a bi-metal
currency. Furthermore, he kept Muslim fanaticism in check, prohibited
special levies (avanics) made upon foreign traders, and allowed their ships to
anchor in Alexandria.>> During his reign, there was a considerable increase
in commerce and a change in the direction of the trade.”0 Despite
Muhammad “Ali’s monopolics, Europcan traders in Egypt were in a
lavorable position compared with the conditions in Egypt prior to
Muhammad "Ali. More and more European traders, therefore, came to

57

Alexandria to set up businesses.

The British had no desirc to rule LEgypt directly. Their forces were
cvacuated from ligypt in March 1803 after removing the French and
restoring the status quo. ‘'The attitude probably rested on their policies
regarding the Ottoman Empire which used capitulations to intervene where
their interets were eftected. Although they were never strong supporters of
Muhammad "Ali, they ucver intervencd directly against him. Seeking instead
to check his ambitions, and, when necessary, to bring him back under the
control of the Ottoman Padishah. Although the British presence in

commerce in Egypt was formidable in the first half of the nineteenth century,

35 Tom Little, Modern Egypt (New York: Frederick A. Praeger, 1967), 33.

Marlowe, Spoiling the Egyptians, 69. E.R. Owen, Cotton and the
Egyprian Economy, 1820-1914: A Study in Trade and Development
(Oxford: Clarcndon Press, 1969), 22.

6 Exports rose from £ 200,000 in 1800 to £ 2 million in 1840, and imports
increased in the same proportion. At the end of the ecighteenth century,
morc than hall of Egypt's trade had been conducted with the Ottoman
Empire and only 4 per cent with Europe. However, by 1823 the Ottoman
proportion was down to one seventh, and Europe dominated the trade of
Lgypt. Yapp, The Making of the Modern Near East, 151.

ST The development of commerce and the liberal policy of Muhammad “Ali
were attracting to Egypt uropean merchants. Foreign merchants usually
cstablished  themselves in Alexandria and arranged for the sale abroad
the surplus of the country.  Crouchley, The Investment, 7.
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this involvement did not nccessarily indicate political ambition. What the
British scarched for was mainly commercial gains and an overland route to
India, not annexation since annexation means more expenses as feared by the
supporters of the anti-imperialism movement in Britain in the cighteenth and
A
in the beginning of the nincteenth centuries.”S This policy was clearly
indicated by British Forcign Minister’s explanation, Palmerston, that the
paramount interests of the British in Fgypt were trade and transit. In his
letter sent to Clarendon he wrote:
What we wish about Egypt is that it should continue attached to the
Turkish Empire, which is a sccurity against its belonging to any
European power. We want to trade with Egypt and to travel through
Egypt, but we do not want the burthen of governing Fgypt and 1ts
possession would not, as a political, military and naval question, be
considered, in this S(jountry, as a sct-off against the possession ol
Morocco by I'rance.
The lack of political interest in Egypt on the part of the British, however, did
not mean that they were not concerned about the political development ol
Egypt.60 Their failed attempt to occupy Ligypt in 1807 was an indication ol
their desire to shape Egyptian political conditions according to their interests,
They realized that their communication with the Far ast and India, which
would flow through the Red-Sca route, would be destabilized by unfavorable
political circumstances in Egypt. Lord Palmerston expressed this concern by

directing Sir John Bowring to make a comprchensive study ol the existing

state and probable future situation of LEgypt. In his rcport, alter making

38 C.A. Bodelsen, Studies in Mid-Victonian Imperialism  (New  York:
Alfred A. Knopf, 1924), 14-16.

59 Evelyn Ashley, The Life and Correspondence of Henry John Temple

Viscount Palmerston 2 (1.ondon: Richard Bentley, 1879), 338.

British government acted on principle that there was no need for a
British occupation of Kgypt unless a IFrench occupation appcarcd
imminent. Pcter Mansfield, The British in Egypt (I.ondon: Weidenleld
and Nicolson, 1971), 3.
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cxtensive travels through the various parts of Muhammad °Ali’s dominion,
Bowring stated:

‘I'nc more attention is directed to Egypt and Syria, the more important
and interesting will their position appear; for, in process of time, therc
can be little doubt that both the 6ll{ed Sea and the Persian Gulf will
become the high road to India .....

2. The French Interests in Egypt

In 1672 the philosopher-statesman Leibniz presented to Louis XIV a
"Projet d’'Expedition d'Egypte” which hc hoped might distract the monarch
from his designs upon the continent of Europe.62 This work was not without
significance since it foreshadowed many of the reasons which influenced
Napolcon and the Directors a century and a quarter later. The work stressed

two things: the historical link between France and Egypt since the time of the
63

Crusades and the natural wealth of the country and its strategic location.

L.cibniz believed that Egypt stood out in importance:

Amongst all the regions of the known world, China also excepted,
Fgypt stands first. It is crammed with such an abundance of good things
that it could scarcely contain any more. There is first thc most
important isthmus in the world-that separating its greatest seas, the
occan and the Mcditerranean; a place that cannot be avoided without
circling all the sinuosities of Africa; the connecting point, the obstacle,
the key, the only possible door between two arcas of the world, Asia
and Africa; the meeting point and the marketing-place of India in one
side, and Europe on the other- it is the Panama of the East. Egypt is
the jewel of the Orient. By its populoganess and its wonderful ferulity,
it flowers alone in the midst of deserts.

6

o

Frederick Rodkey, "T'he Torco-Egyptian Question Relations of Britain,
France and Russia, 1832-1841," (Ph.D. diss., University of Illinois,
Urbana, 1921), 61.

62 | ¢ibniz urged Louis XIV to consider the occupation of Egypt as an
alternative to war on lolland. P.G. Elgood, Bonaparte's Adventure in
Egvpt (London: Oaford University Press, 1931), 49.

63 J. M. ‘Thomson, Napoleon Bonaparte, (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1952), 117
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Leibniz did not derive his notion on Egypt trom a dircet contact with the
country but rather compiled it from hearsay. Nevertheless, what he asserted
would not be far from the facts added by later travellers. Claude-Etienne
Savary, who had stayed three years in Ligypt in 1776-1779.9 wrote about the
country in his book Lettres sur I'Egypte describing in particular its historical,
geographical, cultural and archeological signiticance. In his book, he pointed
out the strategic location of Egypt and its cconomic importance:

If Egypt fell into the hands of an cnlightened people, it would not be
difficult to divert a branch of thc Nile into the Red Sea, and such a
canal would enablc the stufts of Bengal, the perfume of Yemen and the
gold dust of Abyssinia to be exchanged at the port ol Cosscir tor the
grain, the linen, the various productions of Fgypt.

In addition to its strategic location and its natural wealth, Fgypt had
other attractions. Onc manifestation  of these was the lormation ol an
Egyptian Association in Tondon on lune 9, 1788 by a group ol dilettanti
headed by Lord Rawdon. The members ot the assocution were involved in
collecting as much information on Fgypt as possible, as well as acquuing, the
language, studying the antiquitics, the manners and the customs ol the
pcople.67 Travelling to Egypt then meant not only enjoying the Fandscape but
undertaking expeditions for the purpose of scientific obscervation. ‘Fravellers
who came from Britain like W.G. Browne and John Antes, and from France
like C.F. Volney, resided long cnough in Lgypt 1o study the country

carefully and to form an acquaintance with its inhabitants. They also studied

its history, its revenues, the relations between the Muslim and non-Muslim

64 Ibid., 118.

65 Gordon Waterficld, Egypt (New York: Walker and Co., 1967), 68.

66 'homson, Napoleon Bonaparte, 118.

67 Bothaina Abd El-Hamid Muhamed, The Lgyptians and the Arabs as Seen
by the English Two Centuries Ago (Cairo: The Anglo-l.gyptian
Bookshops, 1957), 2.
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communitics as well as its political and administrative institutions.08

The potential wealth of the country, especially of the Delta, was
generally known both from ancient Greek and Roman accounts and from the
reports of the contemporary travellers and the French Foreign Office.  As
far as LEgypt was concerned, ncarly all memoranda presented by the French
Forcign Office advocated its acquisition and described it in the most glowing
colours.%? The climate was salubrious, the potential productivity of the
country was unlimited, the population was submissive, new crops such as
indigo and sugar canc could bc raised, and a canal from Suez to the
Mediterrancan could be constructed.”C In view of the enormous advantages
that the French might exploit from the land of Egypt, French foreign policy
tavored the conquest of Ligypt. As carly as 1739, Dominique Janna, an
expert in Arab affairs, declared that I'rench domination over Egypt would
make France master over the prized commerce of India.’! His theories
regarding the ligyptian question were supported by Marseille merchants and,
in particular, the wealthy and influential Menard and Savmandi who pressed

for the acceptance of the Red Sca projects.72 Menard especially, was

68 Ibid. Waterficld, Egypt, 68. In his observation, Browne pointed out
that the backwardness of the Egyptians was due to their lives under
forcign invaders. It was not due to any inferiority or the religion as
perceived by most LEuropeans. This finding was regarded radical since it
opposcd the prevailing belief which viewed religion as a source of
backwardness.  Sce W.G. Browne, Travels in Africa, Egypt and Syria
from the Year 1792-1798 (London: T. Cadell Junior and W. Davies,
Strand, 1799), 425-443.

6 When Louis XV was looking for a satisfactory substitute for the losc of
Canada, he discovered LEgypt as the best alternative for its unlimited
potentials. Llgood, Bonaparte's Adventure, 49.

LN} Christopher Herold, Bonaparte in Egypt (London: Hamish Hamilton,
1962), 12.

TE Kinche. "Ihe Opcning of the Red Sea,” 64,
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convinced that the Mamlik Beys would be glad  to have European vessels in
the Red Sca and suggested that three or four ships be immediately sent

there.73

Although the French did not take any measures for the conquest of
Egypt at the time of that obscrvation, they had nevertheless managed to
cultivate commercial influcnce in ligypl.74 Before “Ali Bey's policy to revive
the trade with the European states was put into cffect, the French merchants
had been expanding the tradc in the arca throughout the cighteenth

75 The opening of the Red Sca of course increased the volume of the

century.
French trade with Egypt which amounted to about five and halt million
livres per year in cxports and imports combined.’® The figure  was
unimpressive, but nevertheless 'rance had a larger stake in gypt than had

any other European Power. 'The recapitulation ol Furopean trade with

Egypt for the year 1776 gives an indication of the prominent posilion enjoyed

The French merchants in Marscille and Cairo became more energetic in
the encouragement of dircct Franco-ligyptian relations. Saymandi had
solicited the French government to trade through the Red Sca once “Ali
Bey had reestablished a political stability in Fgypt. Livingston, "Ali Bey
al-Kabir,” 103.

73
74

Kinche, "T'he Opening,” 64.

Successive French governments paid no  scrious attention to  the
proposals of occupying Egypt, but were interested in developing trade
between Francc and the Levant gencrally. John Marlowe, Pref:dious
Albion: The Origins of Anglo-French Rivalry in ihe Levant (1.ondon:
Elek Books, 1971). 30.

75 Daniel Crecelius, The Roots of Modern Egypt, 65. Before the advent of
the English on the Levant scene, the I'rench had enjoyed commercial
privileges. Even after the British merchants practiced trade in the region,
the British had to pay to the I'rench Ambassador a duty of two per cent
on incoming and outgoing goods. G.I°. Abbott, Turkey, Greece and
Great Powers: A Study in Friendship and Hate (1.ondon: Robert Scott
Roxburghe House Paternoster Row, n.d.), 84.

76 Herold, Bonaparte, 10.
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by the French traders. In this recapitulation, Irance ranked first among
cight other Luropean nations trading in ligypt.77 The French maintained nine
maisons (commercial establishments) in Cairo, three in Rashid, and four in

Alexandria in 17‘)4.78

In order to increase the prosperity of their trade in Egypt, the French
nceded political protection from the Egyptian ruler. During “Ali Bey's rule,
significant political protection had been given to the French, and as a result
French trade increased considerably. Beginning from 1763, the French
received more guarantees of security when a  Capitulation was extended to
the merchants of France. This Capitulation gave them the right to send their
vessels and goods directly to Sucz.”? Livingstone, a Levantine merchant who
was intimately acquainted with "Ali Bey, mentioned that m every port
captured during “Ali Bey's campaign in Syria, Kuropean ships were received
with great kindness, and their commanders were assured that their trade
would get protection in their commerce in the Red Sea; they might freely

traffic at every p()rt.SO Muhammad Bey, who rcplaced "Ali Bey in 1772,

77 Crecclius, The Roots. 129. Some of the other trading countries werc
Venctian, lLivornese, linglish, Swedish, Nearolitan, Ragusan, Russian.
Ibid., 130.

78 Ibid., 154. During the cighteenth century, French trade with the Levant
enjoyed the relative importance. Irance on the eve of the Revolution
imported merchandise to the value of 37 millions from the Levant and
exported 28 millions thither, devoting 500 to 600 vessels to that trade.
Henry See, Economic and Social Conditions in France trans., Edwin H.
Zcydel, (New York: Cooper Square Publishers, 1968), 146-147.

79 Crecelius, The Roots, 153. The French were the first nation to be
granted a Treaty of commerce and friendship by Sulaimin in 1535. There
lollowed after the ‘I'reaty the appointment of French Consuls in the
Levant ports. Due to this commercial privilege, the lion's share between
Lgypt and Lurope fell to the hands of the IFrench merchants. Abbott,
Turhey, Greece and Great Powers, 84. Marlowe, Prifidious Albion, 50.

SO, Lusignan, A History of the Revolt of Ali Bev Against the Ottoman
Porte. (London:1783). Ch.VI.
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I continued the former's policy by encouraging ships ot Christian nations to
visit Sucz for he neceded to incrcase his custom revenues, Pike  his
predecessor, he provided security to the Huropean trading houses so that the

Europecan merchants did not abandon the Red Scea route. M

The occupation of Iigypt by the I'rench in 1789 can not be isolated trom

l’) . K
8. 'he Freneh,

the strategic location of Egypt and its cconomic importance.
who conceived that an expansion was a means of enriching the French
nation, had turncd their attention to ligypt as carly as the sceventeenth
83 « ' i

century.®” Since the sixteenthh century, the I'rench had wished to be
colonial power. They had raised an Empire which in 1683 was at its widesl
limits. ‘This Colonial I<mpir¢ included territories and sphetes of imtluence ol
vast extent in America, India, the islands ot the East and West Indies and
arcas in last Africa. Only the dominion of Spain exceeded that of France
prior to 1700.84 "I'he inter-colonial wars, which represented the strupgle fon
commercial and territorial acquisitions, had showed that the Briush had
gaincd military supcriority over the I'rench. As a result, several French

085

colonies fell into the British sphere of influenc

81 Crecelius, The Roots. 154.
82 Napoleon perceived that colonial acquisition was the best way to get a
great asset in developing French strength. Shepard Bancrolt Clough,
France: A History of National Economics, 1789-1939 (New York:
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1939), 64.

83 From the Crusades onward, the domination ol the countries and lands in
the great basin was the prime for which France and Britam were always
contending. William Milligan Sloane, The Life of Napoleon Bonaparte 2
(London: The Times Book Club, 1911), 46.

]

84 Alired 1..P. Dennis, Eastern Problems at the Close of the Fighteenth
Century (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1901), 19.

Q . - .

85 Prench Carrebian possession had tell under the British mpare. French

resistance in North America collapsed, and the whole North America

was captured by the British. €. Fokke, “French and the Colonal
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The rench percaved, theretore, that the conquest of Egypt would be an
excellent substitute for the colonial propertics that they had lost. Egypt
would scrve a two purposes: tirst rance would benefit from Egypt's
cconomic potential, and sccond Ligypt’s convenience as a stepping stone
would allow the French to eapel the British from all their possessions in the
. . . . : . . . 86
Fast and in particular destroy all their trading stations in the Red Sea.
Commercial benetits were one of the main motives which led the French to
. .. 87 . . . .
cngage in the eapedition.®’ Napoleon, aware of the cconomic potential of
Ligypt, brought along in his military invasion of the Nile valley agricultural
eaperts who pointed out that conditions there were as favorable as those in
Amcrica for the production of cotton, and they expressed the view that with
a little encouragement and intelligent direction, Lgypt might rival India and
the Carohnas, In his address to the troops before they departed Toulon,
Napoleon stated that the eapedition would ofter cach one of his soldiers
substansial tinancial gain:
I'am now going to take you into a land where, by your future exploits,
you will surpass those which up until today have astonished your
admirers, and will perforia for the nation those services she is entitled
o eapect from an invincible army. I promise cach and every soldier

that upon his rcturn from this cxpcditégn he will have enough money at
his disposal to buy nine acres of land.

Question: A Study of Contemporary Irench Opinion, 1763-1801,"
(Ph.D. diss., University of Pennsylvania, 1935), 90-101. W. Abbout, The
Expansion of Europe: A History of Foundation of the Modern World
(New York: Henry Holt, 1918), 234,

86 In onc of his statements, Napoleon declared that "The time was not
distant when we shall pereeive that really to destroy Britain we must
scize on Lgypt.” J.GG. Alger, Napolcon in LEgypt, Westminster Review,
150 (July-December, 18‘)85, 421.

Napolcon believed that overscas possessions should provide France raw
materials, and that they should consume Irance’s products, especially
manufactured products. Clough, France, 64.

Yy
S8 A Castelot, Napoleon (London: IHarper and Row Publishers, 1968),
105, John Robert Sceley, A Shore Historv of Napoleon 1 (1ondon:
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The French expeditionary campaign was weil prepared so as to secure
the maximum advantage from this costly expedition. French agents inoan
almost constant strcam passcd through Ligypt surveying its value as a French
colony.89 In 1783-1784 various I'rench officers were commissioned to study
the possibilitics of exceuting this plan, and the French Ambassador in
Istanbul was cven instructed to prepare a table comparing the advantages of
the two natural routes to India, onc by way ot Basrah and the other by way
of Egypt.go According to French observations, the acar wsition of  ligypt
presented obvious advantages. Ligypt controlled the land route to Arabia and
India and even connected the Mediterrancan with Fast Atrica.?1 Without the
acquisition of Lgypt, the control of the Mcediterrancan, which was the main
objcctive of Bonaparte in his military manocuvre in Southern Tutope, would
never be ultimate.  For Bonaparte. the Mediterrancan was a realm ol
adventure as it was illustrated n his Mediterrancan pnlicy.()2 Foypt was the
only passage which otfered the possibility ol penctrating to both Black Atiica
and the Red Sea.  TFrance's interests were directed not only  towards
r.aintaining their influence on Lgyptian attairs but also to turther ther
commercial operations in Black Africa. Betore Bonaparte's eapedition, the

French commercial network had been eatended beyond the Fgyptian border

Secley and Co., 1890), 63.
Hoskins, Routes to India, 27.
2 Ibid., 28.

To facilitate communication with the East, Napolecon ordered  his
engineer, lapere, to make a survey on the possibility of cutting the
isthmus of the Sucz. The work for digging a canal was neve carried out
for he rcturned to Lurope after the disastrous end of his eapedition,
Alice M. Bisset, "Lord Palmerston’s Policy of Opposition of the Project
and to the Construction of the Sucz Canal.” (M.AL thesis MceGull
University, Montreal. 1925), 1. Rose, The Life of Napoleon 1, 181

( ’) Al . r g 1 1 "
92 Swain. "The Struggle tor the Control ot the Mediterrancan,” 7.
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and had rcached Black Africa. For almost a century, French merchants had
been trying to center into /\l)y.s'sinia.()3 In 1767 two French agents were
stationed in IFarshut in an attempt to establish more direct ties with the

1 - (
Sudancesc markcl.)4

In addition to the interests mentioned carlier, the acquisition of Egypt by
the I'rench was in perfect keeping with the French desire in winning the
competition between the Luropean Powers.  As far as this rivalry was
concerned, any attack on Near Eastern lands could not be separated from
the issuc ol acquiring a lion's share of the spoils of the Ottoman Empire in
case that mpire should succumb. The Ottoman Empire, which was in a
state of stagnation and dccline, had become the object of partition by the
Furopean powers. Both Catherine of Russia and Joseph of Austria, as carly
as the seventeenth century for instance, had pressed Louis XIV for his
support in the partition of the Ottoman Empire and offered him Egypt in
compensation. 'The partition was not clearly defined and in many cases
created more competition. Fach of the Powcers planned to scize the most
valuable and strategic parts of the Ottoman lands. The French irtended to
occupy the land of Egypt which had cnormous cconomic potential and

strategic significance.,

France continued to view Great Britain as her most formidable rival after

93 Jerome L.obo, A Vovage to Abyssinia (London: A Battesworth and C.
Hitch, 1735), 183. "There were three routes connecting Egypt with black
Africa. The trade route connected Cairo with the states of Central
Sidan, middle Egyptian valley with the states of Central Sidan and
Upper Egypt with the Kingdom of Funj and Sinir. T. Walz, "Notes on
the  Organization of Alrican Trade in Cairo, 1800-1850," Annales
Llamologiques. 10 (1972), 263,

O} - . i .
VO Wale, Trade between  Egvpt and Bilad Sudan (Cairo: Institute
Francais d'Archeologie Orientale, 1978). 224.
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her sctback at the latter’s hands in India and North America, and she made
cvery effort to cut the British route to India by occupying the land from
which they conducted an attack on British India more cifectively.  In this
respect, Magallon, a French merchant and Consul who had been stationed in
Cairo, informed the Commissioners of FFrench Relations that time could be
saved in case the French troops were to attack on British India trom Ligypt:
Departing from Toulon on the 20th of June, French troops could be at
Alexandria on the 10th of July, at Cairo about the 20th, at Sucz about
the 25th, forty five days later in India, before the English would have
had time to take any dcfensive measure. ‘Ten thousand French newly
arrived from Europe, in a single campaign, would chase them out
cntircly lrom()sl}cngal, where  they have  their  principal military
cstablishment.
In order to put further pressure on the British in India, the French
established contact with lippo Sahib, the ruler ot Mysore in India, and
demanded that he help the French 1o make trouble for the Britsh i India
For that purposc, the Irench sent a small toree into Tippo's ternitory to help

: : . s 1 06
him against the encroaching British.?0

Bonaparte's expedition marked the tirst large-scale attack by a Luiopean
Power on an Arab province of the Ottoman Empire.  Scientilic cutiosity,
. N . . . . . ()]

too, contributed France’s interest in launching a campaign against l:gypl.)]

The expedition brought along no less than 120 savants who had a wide range

of expertise in ticlds ranging from astronomy, mechanics and mineralogy to

95 loskins, Routes to India, 53. Magallon was a strong advocdate ol a
French occupation as a means of getuing the French merchants out ol the
clutches of the Mamlitks and ol carrying on war against tne British.
Marlowe, Prefidious Albion, 51.

9% w.M. James, The British in India (1.ondon: Mcmillan and Co., 1882),
Ch.4.

97 It has been affirmed that the anthusiasm of the French savanes became a
major factor which awakened Bonaparte's desire tor castern eapedition,
Rosc, The Life of Napoleon. 182.




67
archacology and others.?S This scicntific expedition founded the Institute of
Fgypt, modclled atter its Paris prototype.  The Institute had a regular
schedule of mecetings in which members reported experiments or observations
which had been conducted. Some of the contributions of the Institute were
the creation of practical devices for the Ligyptians such as techniques for the
manutacture of saltpeter, the creation of windmills, hydraulic machines for
supplying cisterns, bread making, substitutes for wine, dycs, trcatments for
opthatmia, classification of the fauna, flora, and antiquitics of the country.()9
‘T'he establishment of the Institute was an important part of the expedition'’s
interests. It was also intended that the Institute find out as much as possible

about Ligypt and exploit its capabilities as a colony.

Atter the French were defeated by the British, the French did not
altogether abandon their interests in Egypt. Since the Napoleonic cxpedition
into Fgypt, there had developed close contacts  with Muhammad “Ali.
Drovetti, the I'rench Consul in Egypt, aligned himself with Muhammad
Al e thought that Muhammad “Ali would be the surest instrument for
furthering the French interests in Egypt:

Drovetti, having received definite information from Ruffin that the
Portc had decided to reestablish the Beys in political control, prepared
to oppose  the appointment of Alfi. e informed Muhammad Ali of the
plans of the Porte and distributed money in Cairo to help the cause of
Ali. Drovetti sounded out Ali as to his plans and was intormed that he
would make cvery effort to oppose the entrance of Alfi and his

98 Alger, Napoleon. 422,
" Ibid.. 428,

10O Muhammad "Ali, who laid designs to build a modern state of Egypt,
had "proposed the request for the British aid. But the latter rejected his
request, and the British refus.. made him turn to the French who
tesponded favorably and gave . great contribution on the foundation of
a modern Fgyptian state. See Tareq J. Ismacl, Goverments and Politics
of Contemporary Middle East (Ontario: The Dorsey Press, 1970),

32-33.
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supporters into Cairo and Yvould never surrender his ottice regardless

of orders from the Porte. 10
When Drovetti realized that the local situation was uncertain, he cultivated
the friendship of the Mamliik Beys, and cven ol the pro-British Alfi. He seni
a letter to Alfi to discover Alfi’s views concerning Napoleon. Al clearly
stated in his reply that he did not have any sympathy for the French because
they had destroyed the Mamlitks, and that besides they were the enenues ol
his allics, the British.102 ‘I'he Mamlitks' decision to contront the French
placed Muhammad “Ali closer to Paris. The role of Drovetti in establishing
the French connection with Ligypt was preponderant. Drovetti, who held the
officc of Consul in Egypt for twenty years, 1803-1814 and 1819-1829, pave
support and responded to Muhammad “Ali’s request when Muhammad Al
was still working on the toundation ol his military enterprise. It was Lugerly
through him that Mubammad “Ali gave Prench technocrats and military

.
d O3 1y eneh

instructors preference when Luropean nationals were engage
experts and technocrats had come to Fgypt with the French aimy ol
occupation and stayed on after the occupation. Others flocked to Ligypt in

search of jobs when Napoleon's LEmpire collapsed, and an  cconomic

recession hit Irance. 104 the famous Colonel Seve and his compaltriots were

101 pyy) Shupp, "The European Powers and the Near liastern Question,
1806-1807,” (Ph.D. diss., Columbia University, New York, 1931), 341.

102" 1pig., 344.
John Marlowe, Spoiling the Egyptians, 17.

Afal Lutti al-Sayyid Marsot, Egypt in the Reign of Muhammmad Ali
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), 127, France was hit
by cconomic depression from about 1817 down to the carly 1850, Ax a
conscquence, wages were drastically reduced, and jobs became rare.
John and Muricl Lough, An Introduction to Nineteenth Centtry France
(London: Longmans, 1978), 36-37.
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among those who landed in Ligypt in scarch ol cmploymcm.m5 Still others,
like Saint-Simonians, came to Ligypt later in hope of building a modcrn
ligypt.l(’(’ Muhammad "Ali turned to those I'rench experts to modernize
Lgypt. His policy of hiring the French opened the way for the great influence
that the French practiced in Fgypt. So great was that influence that an
Lnglish writer thus described: "There is no nation which has contributed so

much to the civilization and to the development of Egypt as France.”107

The fact that the French government had interests in Egypt also stemmed
from their endeavor to keep the balance of power in the Near East question,
During the cighteenth century, Britain and France fought against one another
on sca and on land, during the Amcerican War of Independence, the French
Revolution and the Napoleonic Wars.  France’s Empire waned while Britain's
lriumphcd.l()8 ‘The British naval supcriority was well attested in many
battles, among them being the battle of the Nile in 1798 where one sixth of
the Irench ships of the line was destroyed, and that of Trafalgar in 1805
which crippled the French tleet for good.lo() The removal of the French flect

made Britain the mistress of the scas and the Indian Ocean her lal-:c.110 The

105 william St. Clair, That Greece Might Still be Freed (London: Oxford:
Onxford University Press, 1972), 234,

106 he Saint-Simonians were disciples of Henry Saint-Simon who died in
1825 and lett to his followers a program for the social regeneration of
the world including the construction of a canal across the isthmus of
Sucz. Hallberg, "I'he Suez Canal,” 80.

107 Hallberg, "The Suez Canal,” 91.

108 Lazarovich-lirebelianovich, The Orient Question Today and Tomorrow
(New York: Dutficl and Co., 1913), 179,

19 Owen Connelly, ¢t al., eds., Historical Dictionary of Napoleonic
France, 1799-1815 (Westport Connecticut: Greenwood Press, 1985),
360).

1o Henry Brunschwig, French Colonialism, 1817-1914: Mvths and Realities
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French also lost in the rivalry over naval supremacy in the Mediterrancan

with the Biitish. 111

To this end, the French now wanted to scee a strong Fgyptian state to
compensate their military weakness. A comprehensive militiry mission was,
therefore. sent to serve bgypt. Naval vessels were construeted in France 1o
Muhammad "Ali, and French engineers directed similiar construction projects
at Alexandria.l12 From 1824 on, the policy ot France was to stiengthen
Egypt's position in the region. Drovetti concewed that the connection
between Egypt and Irance through the establishment of lgyptian naval
power by French engincers might be used to balance the weakness of the
I'rench navy against the British in the Near Fast. Muhammad Al himselt
was very cnthusiastic in his response to the French enterprises He employed
a I'rench merchant, Tourncau, to go to France in the summer of 1824 for the
initial negotiation.  He maintained a connection with General Iselliard who
consented to recruit the necessary military pcrmnncl.l I3 Jrench mihtary and
naval experts were called in to help the Egyptians organize the amy and
navy. Colonel Seve entirely reconstructed the Ligyptian army. He increasced
the size of the army from 20,000 to over 100,000 men, cstablished military
schools and supplicd ammunition and arms. ‘The Lgyptian Heet was similarly
improved by prominent naval experts including M. de Cericy as mentioned in

the last Chapter, and the sailors were trained under the dircction ot M.

(New York: Frederick A. Pracger, 1966), 6.

Arthur Silver White, The Expansion of Egvpt under Anglo-Lgyptian
Condominium (IL.ondon: Mecthuen and Co., 1839), 45.

Vernon John  Purycar, France and the lLevant  from  Bourbon
Restoration to the Peace of Kutiah (Berkeley: University ol Calitornia
Press, 1941), 42.

13 yhiq., 43.




71
114

Besson and Rochetort.

In addition to their political interests, the French maintained their level
of trade with Egypt. ‘There were, indeed, mutual ties between both sides in
the arca ol commerce. During Muhammad “Ali’s reign, which was marked
by his close cooperation with Luropean traders, French merchants enjoyed
substantial commercial profits.  They developed a  profitable  trade,
particularly in cotton, sugar and olives. 115 By 1820, French cloth exports to
Ligypt had cqualled their thirty years earlier. Whereas in the years between
1792 France had still imported some cotton cloth and thread from Ligypt, by
1839 it was only eaporting tinished cotton goods to lflgypt.116 ‘The French
also nceded the supply of Lgyptian grain. Ligyptian grain had helped the
Luropeans to teed themselves throughout the war years at the turn of the
ccnlury.“7 Muhammad “Ali's reconquest of the grain producing region in
1810 coincided with a vast increase in the demand for cereal to provision the

118

various uropcan armics engaged in the Napoleonic Wars. Income from

this source continued to increase as prices increased more than quadrupled

14 AR, Marriott, The Eastern Question: A sttorzcal Studv in European
Diplomacy (()xlord 'The Clarendon Press, 1958), 229

1S with regard to the Egyptian export of long-staple cotton, France was
one of the major recepients, especially in 1825-1826, although Britain
remained the main export outlet for Egyptian cotton throughout the
century. Owen, Cotton and the Egyptian Economy, 161.

IO pred Lawson, "Rural Revolt and Provincial Society in Egypt
1820-1824.," International Journal of Middle East Studies, 13 (1981),
141.

17 Kenneth W. Cuno, 'lhc Origins of Private Ownership of Land in
Lgypt: A Rapraisal,” International Journal of Middle East Studies 12
(November, 1980), 256.

118

Ligypt became one of France’s two main grain suppliers. In 1840, 71
per cent of the total imported grain to France came from the Black Sea
and  Ligypt  through Marscilles.  Roger  Price, The Economic
Moderisation of France (New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1975), 15.
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between 1810 and 1813, belore the end of the Peninsular Campaign. The

resumption of Russian grain shipments brought the boom to an end

Lll()

This boom did not end in 1814, however, as crop shortages in France

incrcascd that country’s grain imports cspecially trom November IS16 o

0 . \
August 1817.120 Sugar canc would devcelop into the most prohitable of the

. . . + . ¥ I 1
food items traded with the French during and atter the 1820511 Sugar cane

was processed in France's refinerics and shipped back to Fgypt and other

Eastern Mecditerrancan countrics as retined sugar.  Although the French still

earncd signilicant profit from that commerce with the Lgyptians during the

rule of Muhammad “Ali, they were no longer controlling the trade as they

had done in the cighteenth century. By the eghteenth century, the French

had a flourishing commerce, and their merchants tormed the most impor tant

forcign colony in Kgypt. In the first half of the nincteenth century, however,

. . .. N
the French were displaced by the British. 1= Iigures that record the volume

ol the imports and the exports of Ligypt, rank France in tourth place in teims

of exports from lLigypt and in third in terms ol unp()rls.m3 Alter ISIS, (o

119
120

Owen, Cotton, 19.

Purycar, France, 33. In 1816 l'rance was hit by famine which in part
came as a result of a bad wheat crop and a poor vintage. Irederick B,
Artz, France under the Bourbon Restoration, [814-1830 (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1931), 217,

Swain, "The Struggle,” 59.

France's commerce was steadily losing ground between 1815 and 1840,
The reason was in part because of direet steamship lines to the Levant
{rom Britain on which the I'rench did not sharce. Besides, almost a hadl
of the French merchant ships were captured by the British during the
wars. British technical superiority also contributed to the reduction of
France's secaborne trade.  Arthur Touis Dunham, The Industrial
Revolution in France, 1815-1848 (Ncew York: Laposition Press, n.d.),
380. Geoffrey Brunn, Europe and the French Imperium, [799-1814
(New York: Harper and Brothers, 1938), 86. Tom Kemp, Fcononc
Forces in French History (1.ondon: Dennis Dobson, 1971), 97.
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example, French textile eaports to the Levant were eftected by better-made
cloth trom  Belgium,  Saxony, Switzerland  and  especially Britain, 124
Particularly in Fgypt, tactory-made Fnglish cotton cloth displaced the more

cxpensive hand-woven fabrics and put mto English hands a large and

, 2
profitable market. 123

The French interests, however, were not limited to the traditional areas
ol cooperation, but were extended to securing the participation of the
I'gyptian military power in the French aggression in North Africa. The
Irench invited Muhammad “Ali to participate in the proposed expedition
against Algicx‘s.126 Mubammad “Ali was indced anxious to participate in the
conquest.  In order to get imperial justification, he wrote a letter to the
Sultan asking permission to attack the Deys of Algiers. At the same time,
however, he intormed Guilleminot, the French Ambassador in Istanbul, that
"unless assent is readily given, 1 will go without his consent."127 The
conquest of Algicrs in July 1830 laid the foundation for balance of power in
the region. In view of the Irench, besides putting an end to a nest of pirates

which had been a menace to their Mediterrancan trade for more than three

123 Crouchlcy, "The Development of Commerce,” 317-318.

124 Purycar. France, 33. Ralph Davis, The Industrial Revolution and
British Overseas Trade (Lcicester: I.cicester University Press, 1979),
19-21. When thrown into competition with the British in 1814, French
cotton industry suffered great loses. Apart from the British naval power
by which the British dominated the overscas market, the French were
infcrior o the British technical expertise. The British were the leaders
of the spinning machinery. Clough, A History, 88. L.C.A. Knowles,
The Industral and Commercial Revolutions in Great Britain during the
17\g'n7e(tecmh Century (London: George Routledge and Sons, 1921),

=10,

125
120

Crouchley, "The Development,” 316-317.
Swain, “T'he Struggle,” 60.

127 Ihid.. 50
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centurics, the conquest was also a scrious defiance of the British. 128 "The

French were interested in establishing a principality under their tutelage in

Algiers as they had donc with Muhammad “Ali in Egypt. The native ruler ol

: ]l -
Algiers, however, wanted no such arrangcmcm.l") Muhammad “Ali, on the

other hand, although an Ottoman Viceroy, had obtained a guardianship trom

the French not from his suzerain, the Ottoman Sultan.

Although Muhammad "Ali allicd himself’ with the French in building his
powerful Egvpt, he did not display any antagonistic attitude to the British.
His full support over the overland route project connecting the Rritish
communication with India as well as the increasing value ol his commercial
deal with the British traders indicate his cooperative policy with the British
interests. He realized that under no circumstances, could Great Britain e

discharged from being one of the Powers which was going to shape the tuture

state of Lgypt. The fact that Great Britain had displaced France's mihitary
supremacy in the Mediterrancan and shilted the cconomic domination over
Egypt from Irance’s hands to her own as claborated in this Chapter had
given her more access to interfere in Ligyptian ruler's policy once her

interests were threatened as discussed in the following Chapter.

128 B, Bury, France, 1814-1840 (1.ondon: Mcthuen and Co., 1962), 43.

129 pw. Brogan, The French Nation from Napoleon to Petain, 1849-1940)
(New York: Harper and Row, 1957), 83.




CHAYTER 111

THE BRITISH AND THE FRENCH RESPONSES TO
MUKRMMAD "ALY’S POLICIES

1. The British Responses to Muhammad “Ali’s Policies

A. The British Responses in Arabia

Arabia gave Muhammad "Ali certain cconomic advantages, and its
geographical location provided the ruler of Egypt with the means of rcalizing
his plan to sccure the tlank of his Syrian territorics occupied during the years
1831-1832.1 Warlike Arab tribes would provide a recruiting ground for his
growing miltary establishment.> Besides. Arabia was near both Mukha in the
Yemen and the port of Aden, gate to the Red Sea. From the high lands
bordering the Red Sea, the region sloped castward towards rich Persian Gulf
ports such as Mu.squ!, a scat of considerable trade with India, Bal_lrain, the
centre of pearl fisheries and  Kuwait, a strategic port with regard to
Mcsopotamia and Persia.d 1t Muhammad "Ali could conquer Arabia, his
dream to cstablish the ancient Arab Caliphate and found a great Arab

Empire might be realized.

I' william Miller, The Ottoman Empire, 1801-1913 (Cambridge: University
Press, 1913), 146.

9

In undertaking the expedition, Muhammad “Ali conscripted the local
people to make up his irrcgular army. The army of Khurshid Pasha, for
example, had a fair proportion of irregular Bedouin troops. 1.B. Kelly,
"Mchemet Ali's Expedition to the Persian Gulf, 1837-1840 11," Middle
Eastern Studies 2 (October, 1965), 58.

‘4

Onc of the major reasons for prosperity in the Persian Gulf region was the
wealth derived from its geographical position and the rich pearl fisheries
W “choattracted foreign trading nations. Perhaps trading in Gulf pearl was
ol a special interest sinee these pearls were renowned as the best of their
Kind in the world. 1.S. Buckingham, Travels in Assyria, Media and .... 2
(I ondon® Henry Colburn and Richard Beatley. 1830). 302.
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When Muhame d Al was stll uncertain ol his hold on Taypt. the
Sultin issued an order commanding him to engage i a campaign to secure
Arabia from the Wahhabis. In IS8T he began to organize an expedition and
his second son, Tusin, fed his army into the Hijas, Pusun succeeded in
occupying the holy citics in ISTI-I812, and eatended the Fgyptian conquest
castwards. In 1815 he made a treaty with the Wahhabis, by which the
Wahhabis relinquished their claims to Mecca and Medima, and ackunowledged
the Ottoman Sultan as suzerain.? They also recognized a line demarcating the
arca dircetly administered by the Fgyptians o behalt of the Ottoman Sultan,
This treaty, however, did not commend itsell 1o Muhammad “Ali, and in
1316 he sent his other son, Ibrahim, to crush the Wahhabis  In 18IS

5

Dar’i: vh. the Wahhibi Capital, was taken.

[n the 1830s. Muhammad Al began a tresh expansion, acting this time
mn his own interest and not on the insistence of the Otoman Sultan.  Having
consolidated his position in the Hijiz, in 1833 Muhammad Ali moved  his
troops gradually into central Arabia, spreading southwards along the cast
coast of the Red Sca. From Medina and Mecca, the troops advanced deep
into the Yemen in 1837. In December 1838, the vanguard of the Red Sea
column was thrusting towards Adcn, reaching a point some sixty miles to the

south-cast of Mukh'2\6

4 The Hijaz was historically connected to Fgypt and cconomically dependent
on it. Secc M. Abir, "The 'Arab Rebellion’ of Amir Ghalib of Mccca,
1788-1813,” Middle Eastern Studies 7 (January, 1971).

> Donald Hawley, The Trucial States (I.ondon: Gceorge Allen and Unwin,
1970), 155. D. Van der Meulen. The Wells of 1thn Saud L.ondon: John
Murray, 1957), 35.

6 L. Marston, Britain’s Imperial Role in the Red Sea, 1800-1878 (Hamden
Connecticut: Shoe String Press. 1961), 55.
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With this campaign, Muhammad “Ali cstablished  himsell as a power on

the Red Sca. His troops hovered in the hinterland of the Yemen and the
ports of Mukha and Aden and gradually forced their way to the sea.’ Since
the beginning of his campaign in Arabia, Muhammad "Ali had aspired 1o
possess the Yemen colfee trade and to supply the whole country with the
manufacturc ol ligypl.8 As carly as 1831 when his army largely stood in
Arabian soil, Mul_mmmad "Ali had turned his attention to the Yemen, the
most populous land in the Arabian Peninsula, with a coffec producing
potential which was ripe for incorporation into his statc-controlled cconomy.9
He taid out a saategy in which he instructed his Commoander in Arabia,
Ahmad Pasha Yakan, to sccure the centres of coffee trade of the Yemeni
ports.  Controlling this trade became the major reason that  induced

Muhammad "Ali to eapand his territory in the Yemen.

In cvery region that he conquered, Muhammad “Ali consolidated his
position in order 1o provide conditions favorable for the exploitation of the
commercial resources of the Yemen. The occupation of al-Iudaidah,
Mukha, and ‘I'a'izz, was marked by the foundation of a 'Coffec Department’

in al-lludaidah, and the 'Council of Jiddah' controlled the coffec trade of the

7 Henry Dodwell, The Founder of Modern Egypt (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1931), 61.

8 Abdel Hamid El-Batrik, "Ligyptian-Yemeni Relations, 1819-1840, and their
Implications for the British Policy in the Red Sea,” in Political and Social
Change in Modern Egypt, cd. P.M. Holt, (London: Oxford University
Press, 1968), 288.

9 R Gavin, Aden under British Rule (New York: Barnes and Noble
Books, 1975), 25. In the seventeenth and the cighteenth centurics,
Ligyptian merchants gained very substanc’al profit from the coffce trade.
In the nincteenth century, coffce was sull a valuable commodity which
offered good rcturns. Marston, Britain's Imperial Role in the Red Sea
Area, 53. Ralph S. Hattox, Coffee and Coffeer-ouses: The Origins of a
Social Bevarage in the Medieval Near East (Scatle: University of
Washington Press, 1985), 72.
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Yemen. 1V Muhammad "Ali. who actively patticipated m the tade in the
Yemen, introduced @ monopoly system to the Yemen cottee commumty. In
fact, the monopoly was intended to raise the Large sums ol money he needed
to pay tribute 1o the Ottoman Sultan while he kept the bulk tor the expenses
of his administration and a large standing army. The need tor money caused
him much concern over the volume of cotiee production which had
diminished duc to the disruption prevaiing m the highlands of the Yemen at
that time.!1 As a man with many initiatives, Muhammad "Ali sought a way to
increase coffee production.  lle made an ingury and  instructed  his
Commander, Ibrihim Yakan, to make cvery cltort o promote  colfee

. 12
production in the country. ™~

Shortly after Ibrahim's decisive victory in Dar'iyah in 1818, the Wahhabis
resumed their activities in Najd, in "Asir and cven on the periphenes ol the
Hijaz. Although reinforced  with  Albanians and other mereenaries, the
Egyptian armies were unable to check the widespread Wahhabi raids or to
deal with the continucd unrest in the lklijﬁ/,.13 The Wahhabis, under a new

Amir of the Sa’ud r‘amily, Turki ibn “Abdullah, had recovered power in Najd

10
11

El-Batrik, "Egyptian-Yemeni Relations,” 286,

Since many of the coffee trees were grown in the mountains, the
disruption 1n the highlands caused a considerable reduction of the coftee
production. Hattox, Coffee and Coffeehouses, 72.

12 Robert W. Stockey, Yemen: The Politics of the Yemen Arah Republic
(Boulder Colorado: Westview Press, 1978), 157.

13 Muhammad ‘Ali sent most of his better quality mercenary units to
Greece in 1824 and ncglected the affairs of Arabia. Tlowever, acting in
his own intcrests in Arabia in the 1830s, he concentroted his main
military effort in Syria and Arabia where he sent his better military units.
M. Abir, "Modernization, Rcaction and Muhammad Al's Fampire,”
Middle Eastern Studies, 13 (October, 1977), 297, David I-arhi, "Nizam-i
Cedid: Military Reform in ligypt under Mchmed AlL” Joumal of the
Israel Orientul Soctety § (1972), 160.
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and its surroundmgs in the 1820s. Turki ibn "Abdullih established the capital
at Riyad, and rcasserted  Wahhabi  rule  over al-lasia  belore  being
assassinated in 1834, With the death of the Amir, his son, Faisal, tried to
reestablish Wahhabi authority, but Muhammad “Ali did not allow Faisal put
ni: ambitions into practice. e sent an expedition to Najd to crush the
Wahhabi revival. 14 Muhammad “Ali uscd his control over the Hijaz and
Najd as a springboard tor further expansion in the Persian Gulf region.
Mubhammad "Ali knew the geographical importance of that arca and its rich
pearl fisheries that attracted foreign trading nations. 1> In 1837, Khurshid
Pasha, his Commander-in-Chicf, garrisoned the principal ports of al-Qatif,
“Ugair, and Saihat along the al-1lasa coast, and dispatched agents to Kuwait
and Bahrain and 1o the Shaikhs ol the Muntagil tribe, near Basrah, to
procure supplies. 16

Prior to 1837, the British showed little direct opposition to Muhammad
"Ali's ambition tor controlling Arabia. It scemed to the British that
Muhammad "Ali’s campaigns in the Hijaz and the Yemen would not

suceced. 17 Lven it they should, it appeared unlikely that Muhammad “Ali

14 Hawley, The Trucial States, 156.
15 Ihe Gl is one of the oldest sca routes in the world, and it is probably
the sca on which mankind first practiced navigation. Charles Belgrave,
The Pirate Coast, (1.ondon: G. Bell and Sons, 1966), 2.

16 1. Kelly, Brtain and the Persian Gulf, 1795-1880 (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1968), 302.
I7 'I'n¢ assumtion stemmed from the fact that even the Hijaz did not pass
wholly into ligyptian hands until the end of 1837. Inaddition, the fact
that the British government of India solicited Ibrahim's help in putting
down the Persian Gull pirates, while he was stamping out a rebellion in
Lastern Arabia in 1819, indicated unsuspicious attitude of the British
towards Muhammad "Ali’s expedition in Arabia. Halford L. Hoskins,
"Background ot the Briish Position in Arabia,” The Middle East Journal
| (1947), 142, Vlizabeth Monroe. Britain's Moment in the Middle East,
1914-1971 (Balumore, Maryland: John Hopkins University Press, 1981),
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would be able to maintain a position ol much comsequence m Nrabia, ‘Hus
assessment proved wrong since not only had Muhammad "Ali succeeded
conquering Arabia, but he had also expanded his trade there as 2 resull,
After the conquest of Arabia, Muiammad "Ali began to monopohse the Red
Sca trade and cven as carly as 1819, he had eatracted tribute trom the T,
of Yemen in the shape of a ycarly supply of 20,000 bahars of coltee. 19
Muhammad "Ali also dominated and monopolized the cotlee trade of Muk ha

. . . . (
and sold it at high prices to the Americans. 1Y

No doubt,  Muhammad “Ali's  commercial  mancuver 1 Arabia
represented an attempt to exploit the cconomic potential of the regton. The
British perceived the objectives of the conquest as being not only an attempt
to monopolize the cotlee trade but also to supply the whole countiv with the
manulactures  of  ligypt, as indeed, Muhammad “Ali truly  mtended.
Morecover, if Muhammad "Ali succeeded in consolidating his contiol of
Arabia, he would then dominate the trade, as well as control the shorter
route to India. The British were not prepared to allow the cmergence of
regional power to threaten or disrupt their interests in the East. In a
statement, Palmerston, the British Forcign Minister, claimed that Muhammad
"Ali’s design in all of his conquests was to create an Arab lsmpire, and
certainly Muhammad “Ali’s territorial expansion gave cvery indication that

this assessment was correct.  During the carly months of 1838, l.gyptian

14,
18 gy Batrik, "Egyptian-Yemeni Relations,” 282.

19 E. Macro, Yemen and the Western World since 1571 (New York:
Frederick A. Pracger, 1968), 21. Palmerston protested Muhammad
“Ali's monopoly of the coffee trade since the monopoly was thought to be
an act of agression against British commerce.  Marston, Britain's
Imperial Role, 50.
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intluence in Arabia had eatended to every corner ol Arabia. 2V Muhammad
Alicontrolled the Red Sca ports of Mukha and Aden and cven the port
towns of Musawwa™ and Sawikin located on the East African coast which
had fallen to his rule atter conquering the Sadan.’! Morcover, he was known
to be corresponding with the Shah of Persia at a time when Russia was

: oo L . 22
launching an attack on the Indian irontier fortress of Herat.==

‘I'he British had long-standing connections with the Yemen dating from as
carly as the seventeenth century when they were granted the right to establish
a tactory ncar Mukha by an Ottoman tirman. Since then, Aukha had served

. : . 23 1
as a substantial trade center until the end ot the Napoleonic Wars.= For
over two centuries, British merchants had been firmly established in that
region, receiving encouragement from the rulers to moaintain commercial
enterprises. Their ships Hocked to Mukhda to transport the cargoes on a

2 s P "
regular schedule. =™ "The Fast India Company had marked out coffee as one
of the most profitable articles of import in the latter part of the seventeenth

century and traded regularly at Mukhi up to 1767.25 The depression of

o . . . . . . 1 )
20 pBl-Batrik, ligyptian-Yemeni Relations,” 288.
Ibid., 287.

<= Tloskins, "Background,” 142,

233 Gerald Graham, Grear Britain in the Indian Ocean: A Study of Maritime
Enterprise, 1810-1850 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1967), 286.

24 Harold Ingrams, The Yemen: Imams, Rulers and Revolutions (London:
John Murray, 1963), 52. By 1600 the British East India Company
received its charter which declared that Mukha became its principle
center for the export of coffee to Egypt and India. Peter Boxhall, "The
Diary of a Mokha Coffec Agent,” in Arabian Studies ed. R.B. Sarjeant
and R.L.. Bidwell, 1 (London: Hurts and Co., 1974), 102.

25 Gavin, Aden under British Rule, 21. In the cighteenth century most of
the colfee in Britain came from the Levant and Mukha, a port to which
the Fast India Company sent its ships. Conrad Gill, Merchants and
Marmers of the Eighteenth Century (London: Edward Arnold, 1961), 59.
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demand and of prices of cotfee by the last quatter ot the cighteenth century
did not decrcase the British interest in this commodity tor the Fast India
Cempany began to buy colfee at Mukha and to establish a British agent there

. . Ay Y
more o less contimuously from 1802 1o 1830.~0

Apart from commercial interests, political interests too had drawn the
attention of British authorities since Napolcon's adventure i Fgypt. This
began in 1802 when Britain entered into its first commitment in South Arabia

oo . L . . . .7
by signing a 'F'reaty of Iriendship and commerce with the Sultan of 1 ahaj ~
After 1820 the use of steam vessels made Aden and Lahay anportant as
collicry sites.  As carly as 1828, a coaling station was cestablished at NMukha,
and carly in 1829 coal was dumped by the Thens at Sirah Ishind, Aden tor

usc as fuel by the High Lindsay, the first stcamship to sl between India and

Sucz in 1830.=5

From a communication perspective,  the Yemen  ollered ports
indispensable for British transportation. Aden, the Yemen's chiel port, was
strategically positioned for both commercial and naval purpose. It was
suitable port within rcach of the Bombay's stcamers.  Aden could be made

: \ 70
almost invulncrable to attack except from the  sca~

Consequently
Muhammad “Ali’s presence in the Yemen posced a threat to British hopes for

a strategic coaling depot at a time when their naval forces in Bastern waters

26 Gavin, Aden under British Rule, 21.

27 Tom Little, South Arabia Arena of Conflict (New York: Lrederich A.
Pracger, 1968), 10.

E. Macro, Yemen, 21.

Gerald Graham. The Politics of Naval Supremacy: Studies in British
Maritime Acsendency (Cambridge: The University Press, 1965), 202,
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had become increasingly dependent on steam.3V In addition, the Last India
Company, which had a commercial stronghold in the Yemen, was obliged to
provide protection to the British traders who were  consolidating  their
commerce not only in Aden but in almost ¢very port of South Arabia.31 1t
was fclt that the territorial encroachment of Muhammad “Ali’s forces in the
region must be resisted at all costs. It was here that the danger of
Muhammad "Ali arose. The British believed that if he controlled the Red
Sca, Muhammad “Ali could threaten India, which was regarded as the most
important overscas possession of Britain.32 In the late 1830's the issue came
to a head. In 1837 Captain James MacKenzie of the Bengal Light Cavalry
revealed i his report that Muhammad “Ali planned to capture Aden.33
Besides, the British could no longer depend on their naval station in Mukhia
for they had eapericnced constant difficultics with the authoritics there.
Captain 8.8, Haines ot the Indian Navy had 1eported favorably upon Aden
as a harbor in 1835, Aden appeared to be a much more satisfactory trading

station.

Palmerston magnified the danger when he argued that Muhammad “Ali
was not alone in drafting his plan. He noticed that the French government
was solidly behind the Egyptian ruler’s project. The prospect of an
independent state consisting of territories of Syria, Egypt and Arabia with

French protection lying on the British naval route to India, caused London

30 Graham, Great Britain in the Indian Ocean, 296.

31 James Kirkman and Brian Doe, "The First Days of British Aden: The
Diary of John Studdy Leigh.” in Arabian Studies ed. R.B. Sarjeant and
R.L. Bidwell, 2 (London: C. Hurst and Co., 1975), 179.

32 Graham, Great Britain in the Indian Ocean, 66.

Macro., Yemen. 27.
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much concern.  Once this was accomphished, Tunis and ‘Tripolic the Irench
dominions, would be pressed into the same system, and France would
practically become mistress of the Mediterrancan in place ot the British. 3
British foreign policy, theretore, continually attempted to heep Muhammad
“Ali's patron, France, out of Fgypt and away trom the two land routes to
2
India.®> “The policy was in line with British interests  throughout  the
nincteenth century that hinged upon the necessity of detending the Pax
Britannica in India from any pressure, especially trom expanding rival
Luropean Powers.30 Palmerston suspected that, not only France, bat Russia
too backed Muhammad “Ali, and that the latter country might have been

-
attempting to enter into a seeret understanding with hnn.“7

The threat that the British felt from the Egyptian presence  in Arabia
provoked Palmerston to check the Egyptian  advance into Arabia by

. . . . -~ lIQ
occupying Aden, the vital Arabian port, 1n 1839.9% Palmerston was

34 Ibid., 69.
35 Ronald Hyam, Britain's Imperial Century, 1815-1914: A Study of Fmpire
and Expansion (New York: Harper and Row, 1976), 240.

36 Ibid., 15-16.
37 M. Verete, "Palmerston and the Levant Crisis, 1832," Juornal of Modern
History, 24 (March, 1952), 149. The British suspected that Mulammad
‘Ali and Nicholas I, the Russian Emperor, cooperated in the control ol
the Euphrates route. Francais Chesncy, the hcad of the British
Euphrates cxpedition, thercfore, warned them off the province ol
Bagdad through which the Euphrates ran. David Gillard, The Struggle
for Asia, 1828-1914: A Study in British and Russian  Imperialism
(London: Methuen and Co., 1977), 58. Mo cover, the potential French
and Russian allics, il unopposcd, might have squeczed the British out ol
the Gulf and re-created a situation in which British commumcation would
be faced with possible threat based in the Persian Gull. Robert Geran
Landen, Oman since 1856: Disruptive Modernization i a ‘Traditional
Argb Society (Princeton New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1967),
174.

38 Gavin, Aden, 37.
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convineed that by occupying Aden he could protect the British interests
throughout the Yemen.™ So central was Aden for him that he ordered  his
subordinates not to make any deal with Muhammad °Ali regarding the
control ol that region, as reflected in a letter which he sent to John Cam

Hobhouse, British Sccretary of War 40

‘The British occupation of Aden frustrated Muhammad “Ali’s ambitions
and was a blow to his scheme of dominating Arabian trade. 41 Muhammad
"Ali had to rehinquish the trade centre of the Yemen and lose a very valuable
monopoly from his hands to the British. This was a major sctback since
Muhammad “Ali had drawn laige profits from the coffec monopoly there.
Palmerston strongly objected to the monopoly which regulated Egyptian trade
in all territorics that were under Muhammad CAli's dominion.42 "That the
monopoly system granted the control of production and trade in various
commoditics to government agencics and prevented foreign traders from
making any dircct transactions had considerably reduced British prol'its.43
The monopoly system was in contradiction to the free trade system which
was beginning to gain momentum in Western Europe. Increased production

in Britain hadt created a need for greater trading opportunities and led the

39 Malcolm Yapp, The Making of the Modern Near East, 1792-1923
(London: Longman, 1987), 74.

40 Kenneth Bourne, Palmerston: The Early Years, 1784-1841 (New York:
Macmillan Publishing Co., 1982), 576.

41 After the capture of Aden by the British, Muhammad “Ali attempted to
: I ien by . 12 ! p
regain the control over it by persuading the Imam of the Yemen to turn
out the British. but the Imam refused. Ingrams. The Yemen Imams, 53.

42 Jasper Ridley, Lord Palmerston (London: Constable, 1970), 210-211.

43 When the restriction on the cxport of coffec from Mukha cut out the
Last India Compaay, the British protested to the Egyptians. John
Marlowe. Perfidious Albion: The Origins of the Anglo-French Rivalry
(London: Elck Books, 1971), 220.
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British government to examine trading conditions throughout the world with
a view to revising cxisting treaties and obtaining conditions mote tavorable to
British trade.*4 Monopoly was considered as a threat to Britamn's maintaining
her position as the "Workshop of the World'. 'The British defended tree trade
as a means to maintain their superiority in the world markets.® The mternal
situation within Britain at that time called for overseas markets as directed by
British economists, such as 1£.G. Waketicld and his followers, who regarded
colonies as the means to avoid cconomic slugnution.‘m With  the
implementation of Muhammad “Ali's monopolistic policies, British goods no
longer had access to the territorics still under Fgyptian rule. "This certunly
was not viewed favourably by the British who saw all teiritory outside

Europe as a natural marketplace for their industrial pmducl.s.‘17

Muhammad "Ali undoubtedly regarded the British as untriendly toward
him throughout his career. At the beginning of his carcer in 1807, the British
tricd to scize the rule of Egypt trom his hands, and he suspected then that
the British did not want him to rule LEgypt. When he desperately needed

frigates to support his naval project in the Red Sca, the British refused to

44 Helen Annc B. Rivlin, The Agricultural Policy of Muhammad Ali in

Egypt (Cambridge Massachusctts: Harvard University Press, 1961), 182,

45 Bernard Semmel, The Rise of Free Trade Imperialism: Classical Political
Economy, the Empire of Trade and I»:perialism, 1750-1850 (Cambridge:
Cambridge: University Press, 1970), 204,  llaving bulit up a
manufacturing supremacy, Britain turncd to free trade and blandly
invited all the industrially less developed nations to enter the arena.
Russcl Rea, The Triumph of Free Trade and Other Lassays and Speeches
(London: Macmillan, 1920), 4.

46 Scmmel, The Rise of Free Trade, 107. Wakclicld was regarded as a
principle advocate of systematic colomalization as a remedy for the social
evils of the mother country. C.A. Bodelsen, Studies 1n Mid-Victonan
Imperialism (Ncw York: Alfred A. Knopt, 1924), 17.

41 Graham, The Politics. 117.
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sell them to him. 4 1t was also the British who had instigated the local rulers
of the Yemen against him and conspired with the rebellious element in his
army. ‘The British gave protection to Turki Bilmaz, a Commander of
Muhammad "Ali's irrcgular army in the Hijaz, who had revolted against him.
Bilmaz was rescued by a British vessel when pursued by the Egyptians.49
With the British occupation of Aden, Muhammad ‘Ali’s plans were
forestalled. I.earning that the British were far more powerful than his own
troops, Muhammad "Ali’s son, Ibrahim, said upon the scizurc of Aden by the
British: "You have taken in one day, what I for years have vainly coveted -

13()

the Eye of Yemen.

As for Muhammad "Ali's presence in the Persian Gulf arca, the British
perceived it as an impending threat to overthrow their political and
commercial interests.? 1 ¢ ‘'ommercially the Gulf regions had offered the East
India Company an important market for its exports, and the Gulf was the
placc where the British merchants had proven themselves to be superior in
commercial competition with other Europcan traders. Also, the Gulf

provided British industries with raw materials such as raw silk and Kirman

4B See above Chapter T'wo: The British Interests in Egypt.

49 R, Low, History of Indian Navy, 2 (London: Richard Bentley and Son,
1877), 31.

Y Graham, Great Britain, 299.

ST *Phe British had consolidated their political control over the Gulf as early
as 1779, when they signed a political treaty with the “Umani ruler.
Landen, Oman since 1856, 26. In an attempt to secure their commercial
establishment, the British imposed treatics on the Chicfs of the coastal
region of the Gulf obliging the latter to refrain from piracy against British
commercial tleets since the carly nincteenth century. ~ M.S. Agwani,
Politics in the Gulf (New Delhi: Vikas Publishing House, 1978), 4. J.C.
Hurewitz, The Middle East and North Africa in World Politics: A
D()L'{;I}I(’Ilfllf:\' Record (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1975),
217-218.
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wool.>? Politically the Gulf was considered a strategic naval region fon
British communications with India. 'The commumecations between Britain and
India via the Gulf had been used intermittently sinee the seventeenth century,
and the Gulf was developed  systematically in response to the pressing need
53

for a more rapid cxchange of information.”*? 'l'o devcelop the route to the

Gulf, Palmerston had planned to link the Syrian port ol Aleaandretta with

the Persian Gulf by rail and water communications.>t

Muhammad "Ali's design to conquer the Gull region was closcly watched
by Henry Lillis who had a long eaperience in Indian and Persian altairs and
was at the time a member of the Board ol Contiol. In his memorandum
submitted to Palmerston, he declared that a powerful Muslim state founded
by Muhammad "Ali at the mouth of the Euphrates would be detiimental to
the intercsts of the Indian Empire. Such a state might possibly unite with
Russia in partitioning Persia”d It might soon spread its itluence throughout
Arabia and become an important maritime power which could destabilize the
security of India.”0 Ellis further observed that a vigorous state established on

the Persian Gulf might form a 'Muhammedan 1.caguce’ comprising all the
I

2 Abdul Amir Amin, Bntish Interests in the Persian Gulf (1.ciden: 1.
Brill, 1967), 140.

53 M. Furber, "The Overland Route to India in the Scventeenth and
Eighteenth Centurics [1,” Journal of Indian History, 29 (Augustus,
1951), 126.

54 Harold William Vazeille Temperley, England and the Near Fast: The
Crimea (London: Longmans Green and Co., 1936), 935.

53 British diplomacy in the Gult remained pre-occupicd with apprehensions

of Russian territorial cxpansion in the dircction of India. "The fact that

the Russo-Persian wars between 1812 and 1833 resulied in the loss of

Persia’s Caucasian provinces confirmed British apprchensions. Agwani,

Politics in the Gulf, 6.

>0 Ram l.akhan Shukla, Britain, India and the Turkish Iempire (New Delhi:
Pcoplc’s Publishing House, 1973), 3.
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Muslim rulers of Central Asia with the purpose of removing « Chiistian
government {rom India.””

Muhammad "Ali was keenly aware that the arcas that he wished to take
were indeed very important 10 Britis o interests in India. e knew well that
all of his movements in  the region attracted close Bntish  scrutiny.,
Mubammad “Ali, therefore, was relactant to spell out his intention to control
the Gulf. When Campbell, British Consul-General in Figypt,  delivered
Palmerston’s protest with regard to the advance ol Muhammad “Ali’s forces
in the Gulf, Bogos Bcy, Muhammad “Ali’s Minister for Forcign Allairs,
denied that Muhammad "Ali  had any design on Bahrain, and that it had no
part in Muhammad “Ali’s overall campaign to conquer the Gult.>® On the
other hand, Muhammad "Ali’s Commander-in Chicl ol the Gult expedition,
Khurshid Pasha, declared in his letter to British Political Resident, Captain
Hennel, that Najd had been subducd and restored 1o the righttul authority ol
Muhammad “Ali and that Bahrain, which tor scveral years had been tributary
to the Wahhabis, would likewisc be forced to submit to Muhammad *AliLYY
Indecd Muhammad “Ali, whose lorces had been active m the Gull regions,
had ambitions to embrace Bahrain, "Umin, Kuwait and Basrah, but he always
disclaimed any intention of sceking power in the Gulp 00 Muhammad Al
had gained a considerable success in spreading his influence when the Shaikh
of Sahar succumbed to his pressure. In March 1839, the port towns of al-

Qatif and “Ugqair fell into Muhamm~d "Ali’s hands, and the Chicl of Bahrain

57 1Ibid. Verete, "Palmerston and the Levant,” 149,
58 Kelly, Britain, 302.

" 1bid., 303.

60 Dodwell, The Founder, 143.
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decided o recognize Muhammad  Ali’s rule.  Even the Imim of Masqat,
Sultain Abu B k Abi Sa’id, long a protege of the East India Company, was

1

wavering in his attachment.®

In response to the intluence exerted by Muhammad “Ali in the Gulf
region, the British Cabinet pressed for sharp aclion to be taken by the Indian
government to counteract it. The Resident in the Gulf and the Bombay
government joined in the plea. However, Lord Auckland, the Governor of
India, refused to take vigorous action. India, he belicved, lacked the
resources tor cllective action in the Gulf. e did not want a protectorate
over Bahrain, and he did not want any deeper involvement in the arca. If the
Cabinet believed that Muhammad “Ali should be stopped, they should do it
themselves. 02 I‘'urthermore, Auckland recognized that Khurshid Pasha had

exercised an extraordinary influence over the Arab Chieftains of the Gulf,03

Palmerston’s  structions, however,  were finally implemented when
Auckland was persuaded to order Hennel to use all the influence at his
command to stop the further expedition of Khurshid Pasha in the Gulf,04
Mul_mmmad "Ali, learning that his forces were not a rnatch for the British,
avoided any military clash with the British forces. His position in the Gulf
suddenly crumbled as a result of hostility on the part of the local rulers
instigated by the British and of the withdrawal of all thirteen regiments of

regulars from Arabia to Cairo where they were needed for Muhammad “Ali’s

61 jloskins, "Background,” 144,

62 Malcolm Yapp "British Policy in the Persian Gull,” in The Persian Gulf
States: A General Survey cd. Allen J. Cottrell, (Baltimore: John Hopkins
University Press, 1980), 77.

-
~
)

Kelly, "Mchemet “Ali’s Eapedition,” 311.

04 Kelly. The Britain, 311.
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campaign in Syria. In the Syrian campaign his army was deteated by a
combined Anglo-Turkish force. and Muhammad “Ali agreed to renounce
possession of Arabia,0° Muhammad "Ali lost all the work that he had done
largely because the British had judged that the preponderant mfluence ol a
single strong power in the Red Sca and the Gulf represented an unaceeptable

threat to their interests.

B. The British Responses in Syria

From a military point ol view, Muhammad “Ali needed Syria to guard
Egypt from the Fast. He believed that the real castern trontiers of Fgypt not
anly lay in the Arabian desert but also m Sytia The contiol of Syira had
been an object Tor almost all rulers ol Fegypt in the 115151.(’(’ Syria enjoyed a
strategic location connecting hurope and the Fast via the Buphrates route,
From an cconomic point ol view, Syria ollered a lot of advantages. 'The
forests of Syria would supply what Ligypt always Tacked, - wood for tuel and
timber for shipbuilding.(ﬁ Besides, Syria offered manpower, revenues and

o8

control of important citics such as Damascus and Jerusalem.™ By controlhing

65 Hawley, The Trucial States, 160.

66 M. Rifaat Bey, The Awakening of Modern Egypt (I.ondon: T.ongmans,
Gregn, 1947), 55. Yapp, The Making of the Modern Near last, 153,

67 One of Muhammad “Ali’s tundamental objectives in Syria was to control
her coal, timber and valuable silk exports. M.S. Anderson, The Fastern
Question, 1774-1923: A Study 1n  International  Relations  (London:
Macmillan, 1966), 78.

2

63 As he had done in Arabia, Muhammad “Ali also cxercised the policy ol
reguler conscription in Syria. Conscription became a source ol popular
unrest and led to a series of uprisings. Moshe Maoz, Ottoman Rv]r(:rm.s
in Syria and Palestine, 1840-1861: The Impact of Tanzimat on Politics
and Society (Oaford: Clarcndon Press, 1968), 14, 16, Asad librail
Rustum, "Syria under Mchemet AL” The American Journai of Semtic
Languages and Literaiures 41 (October, 1924), 50.
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Syria, he would be able himsell to expand his cconomic dominance to the
Fast, as he had done in Arabia where he delegated Hasan al-Mahrigi to
expand the Red Sca trading links to India.®? With his control of the
Fuphrates river as well as a large expanse on the Mediterrancan Svrian
coastline, he would dommate the trade of the Levant, Syria had been for
mor¢ than two centurics the high-way to India, and all the nations of LEurope
had mercantile cstablishments, which were then called 'factories’, at the

Syrian towns of Aleppo and Alexandretta. 70

The Arabian Peninsula campaign had shown Muhammad "Ali's military
ability and placed him in an advantage in his rclations with his nominal
suzerain, Sultain Mahmad I1. While Mahmiid 11 failed to subduc the Grecks,
Muhammad "Ali had crushed the Arabs on his campaign in Arabia. The
Sultan’s summon to Muhammad "Ali 10 aid him in Greece was an indication
ol the status that he had won.”! Initially Mahmad 11 hesitated to call upon
him, because to do so would be to exhibit his weakness. However, despairing
ol the bad performance of his forces in the war,72 he did not have any

alternative but to ask for Muhammad “Ali’s assistunce in 1824.73 That effort

9 Atal Lutti ai-Sayyid Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign of Muhammad Ali
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), 77.

0 John Barker, Svnia and Egypt under the Last Five Sultans of Turkey
(I.ondon: Samuel Tinsley, 1876; reprint, New York: Arno Press, 1973),
23.

71 Another cxample indicating his superiority over the Sultan was that
Sultain Mahmud 1 turned to Muhammad “Ali for military instructors,
when the Sultin made efforts to reform his army and navy. Avigdor
l.cvy, “T'he Officer Corps in Sultan Makmud II's New Ottoman Army,”
International Journal of Middle East Studies 2 (1971), 22.

2 pM, Holt, Egvpt and Fertile Crescent, 1516-1922: A Political History
(L.ondon: Longmans, 1966), 168.

3AR. Marriow, The Eastern Question: A Historical Study in European
Diplomacy (Oxtord: Clarendon Press, 1940), 118.
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is described somewhat later in this study. At the conclusion of the Greek
campaign, Muhammad "Ali received less of a reward than he thought he
deserved.  He believed that he had played an important 1ole with his army
and navy which had not only assisted the Ottoman forces but had also saved
them in their attempts to subduc the Greek i|1surgcnls.74 Finding the Sultan
ungenerous, Muhammad “Ali undertook an invasion of Syra to gam territory
he believed vital to his interests.”> In November 1831, a combined land and
naval force under the command of his son, Ibrahim, was sent torth to lay
sicge - the lortress of “Aka. 70 Before taking "Aka, Ibrahim’s troops had
occupied Yatd and Jerusalem. Having captured those cities, his troops
advanced to Damascus, and after taking control of the Syrian Capital the
troops crossed the Taurus mountains and entered Asia Minor. In December
1832, Rashid Pasha was defeated and taken prisoner at Konya. Istanbul

77

itsel scemed to be at the merey of Muhammad “Ali.

'The defeat of the opposing Turkish army along with Ibrahim's apparent
intention of occupying Istanbul led the Sultan to appeal to his best ally, the
British, for naval assistance. The British Foreign Sceretary declined on

behalf of the government, but the Cabinet was slow o arriving at a

74 Had it not been for the intervention of the Furopean Powers,
Muhammad ‘Ali would undoubtedly have won the battle.  TLAR,
Marriott, A History of Europe from 1815 to 1923 (L.ondon: Mcthuen and
Co., 1931), 167. ‘The reward of his assistance was to be  the
governorship of Crete while his son, Ibrahim, was (o govern the
reconquercd Morca. Marriott, The Eastern Question, 210.

75 Apart from the reward, the recent cvents of Greek independence and

French annexation of Algicrs, which revealed the weakness ot the Sultan,

encouraged Muhammad “Ali to sce Sultan’s province of Syria as the arca

for his military éxpansion. Marriott, A History of Europe, 167.

76 Barker, Svria and Egypt, 176.
71 Miller, The Ottoman Empire, 146.
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decision. ”® The British policy was ambiguous at that time. It scems that they
did not side with onc ol the contlicting parties for they could not see any real
benebits L so doing. Tence during 1832, Palmerston had given private and
non-committal advice to Stratford Canning to convey to the Sultin the
government's gencral wish to inaintain him as a long standing ally and friend
and as an important clement in the balance of power in Europe. At the same
time, vague and general assurances of good will were sent to Muhammad
cat: 7O . _ . i .
Ali.™7 "The two faces of British foreign policy came as a result of the fact
that Palmerston still held (o the assumption that a separate Lgyptian power,
extending to Syria and Asia Minor and even swallowing Istanbal too, would
in alliance with the Shah of Persia be a tirm barrier against Russia, the
British enemy.  But he also thought it on cqual possibility that Muhammad
“Ali might create a strong Mediterrancan power blocking the British route to

]l]diil.S()

By mid-I'cbruary 1833, Palmerston had abandoned his ambiguous policy
and had come to the decision that Britain would object to Muhammad "Ali’s
acquisition of Syria.81 Palmerston’s decision was based on the reasoning that
the occupation of Syria by Muhammad “Ali might result in his gaining the

command of Mesopotamia down to the Persian Gulf. This would certainly

7

oo

Verete, "Palmerston and the Levant Crisis,” 143, At that period, Britain
was pre-occupied at home with the Reform Bill and abroad with
Belgium. These events contributed to the British policy of aloofness in
the Ottoman contlict with Muhammad ‘Ali. Marrioit, A History of
Europe, 168. )

(
79 Bourne, Palmerston the Early Years, 376.

80 . Crawley, "Anglo-Russian - Relations, 1815-1840.” The Cambridge
Historical Journal, 3 (1929-1931). 56.

ST pelbert Clifford 'rancis Bell, Lord Palmerston, 1 (Ilamden Connecticut:
Archon Books, 1961), 181.
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follow if he had the Pashalik of /\lcppo.82 That the Ottomans should be
strengthened by cvery means was the policy aally inttiated by Palmerston,
This policy was based, among other things, on the protecuon of British
interests which had existed in the Ottoman lands simce the late siateenth
century. From that time on, British merchants had enjoyed many commercial
benelits, and their position was strengthened by the Capitulations grantedd by
Sultin Muhammad IV in 1675. The Capitulations gave great treedom (o
British traders and guaranteed the security of therr goods. They also hined a
schedule of customs dutics on goods tmported and eaported and gave a
guarantce that no other taxes at all would be imposed on the Britsh.5% Al
these strengthened the position of the British merchants whose tradmg tights
had been recognized from as carly as 1570 and accelerated by the toundation

of the Levant (‘ompzmy.M

The tradition of commercial relations with the Ottomans opened the way
for the British to use the Ottoman lands as a marketplace lor ther products,
especially in the nincteenth century when their rapid cconomic development
required markets and raw materials.  Furkey, which was primanily  an

agricultural country, was in a state of remarkable underdevelopment. There

82 Ibid.

83 Louis Hertslet, A Complete Collection of the Treaties and Conventions 2

(London: Richard Clay and Sons, 1840)), 346-369.
84 . Lipson, The Economic History of England, 2 (I.ondon: Adams and
Charles Black, 1964), 335-352. The Enghsh Capitulations were based
upon the terms of the alliance which had been arranged between Lrancs
I of France and Sulaimin the Magniticent i 1535, In 1675 the
Capitulations were renewed  with several additions to remedy defect
which had been revealed in the carlier grants. Altred €. Wood, A
History of the Levant Company (I.ondon: Oxford Umversity Press,
1935), 8, 98. It was not unusual that the Capitulations were renewed on
the occasion of cach new Sultin and were sometimes added to or
cnlarged in scope.  John Marlowe, Spoiling the JFgyptiuns (London:
Andre Dcutsch, 1974), 68.
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was practically no industry in Turkey in the usual sense of that word.S? This
provided the British with an opportunity to sell their industrial goods and to
buy raw matcrials. David Urquhart, who was sent by Palmerston to eaamine
the commercial and strategic possibilitics of Turkey, argued that ‘Turkey was
an undeveloped market tor British manutactures and a potential source for
raw material.®® Furthermorc | he even contemplated the ‘infinite riches of this
. ‘ . 87 . , .

incxhaustible  Fanpire’, He advised Palmerston, therefore, that all the

produce being derived from Russia might be  secured from  ‘Turkish

)
d()mmmn.s.}’}’

Britain, wiich during the first half of the nincteenth century cenjoyed a

. 89 . .

necar-monopoly ol anternational trade,®” was taced with the problem of
i 290 X0

tinding new markets for her manutactured goods as carly as the 1820s. 7Y At

a time when Britain desperately needed markets for her products, her trade

}

85 f.cland James Gordon, "American Relations with ‘1 urkey, 1630-1930: An
Liconomic Interpretation,” (Ph.D diss. University of Pennsylvania, 1932),
72-73.

86 .11, Bolsour, "David Urquhart and the Eastern Question, 1833-1837: A
Study in Publicity and Diplomacy.” The Journal of Modem History, §
(March-December, 1930), 449,

87 Vernon John Purycar. England Russia and the Straits Question,

18441856 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1931), 110.

88 Ibid.. 100.

89" In the nincteenth century Britain was far ahead in the development and
usc of industrial techniques. She was the giant among the trading nations
and the great financial ¢ nter of the world of business. Her ships were
found in every sca from Hudson Bay to South China Sea from as carly
as the sixteenth century.  Albert Imiah, Economic Elements in the Pux
Britanica: Studies n British Foreign Trade in the Nineteenth Century
(New York: Russel and Russel, 1969), 67. G.B. Wilfred Smith, A
Histonical Introduction to the Economic Geography of Great Britain
(New York: Frederick A Pracger, 1968), 179.

{ . . . N .
N Frank F'dgar Bailey, Briish Policy and the Turkish Reform Movement:
A Studv in Anglo-Twrhish Relations. 1826-1835 (Cambridge: Harvard
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with the European countries wis imited by the barners which the contimental
. . . . {

nations had raised in order to toster their own industiial development 'l

With the European market remaining stagnant and controlled, the markets i

N . 0o
the Ottoman Empire looked very pronusimg,. )

The Ottomans, who controlled then exports very closely. on occasions
. . 03 .

accepted the practice of free trade.”" Vanous arangements, going back 1o
the reign of Sulaiman, who had allowed toreign goods to enter freely mto s
Empire, provided certain commerctal Hexibihity,  Trom  ISH0s on, the
Ottoman Empire became one o Britain’s most impottant commerera
partners and customers. 2 Traders and travellers who visted the Near Tast
in ¢ver increasing numbers in the 1830s and INOS seturned with stining
accounts of the Turkish cconomic and strategic importance to the Bnitish

Empire. For that reason, the mam enance of the ‘termtonal mtegnity o the

University Press, 1942), 69,
91 George Richardson Porter, The Progress of the Nation n s Varous
Social and Economical Relattons from the Beginning of the Nieteenth
Century (London: Mcthuen and Co., 1912), 482, FPrance began to
protect its industry by prohibiting the import ot teatide yarn ot tabrics ol
any kind. Russia had prohibited the entry of all forcign manufactures m
1810. The German Zolvercin, while not specifically prohibitimg British
goods, did tax manufactured goods, and its duties, although not heavy in
the beginning tended after a while to move upwards  John Haold
Clapham, An Economic History of Modermn Britain: The Farly Railway
Age, 1850-1886 1 (Cambridge: Cambridge University  Press, 1963),
479-481. Sce also Resat Kasaba, The Ottoman lsmpue and the World
Economy: The Nineteenth Century (Albany: State Umiversity ot New
York Press. 1988), 39.

Clapham, An Economic Historv, 481. Between the end ol the
Napoleonic Wars and the 1840s, Ottoman imports grew faster than ats
exports. In this period. the British increasced their share in the Ottoman
foreign trade by about 400%. Resat Kasaba, The Otoman Empire, 47

93 Crawley, "Anglo Russian Relations,” 48, "The Ottoman practice ol lice
trade still saw some restrictons which were placed to prevent the
removal of food products and industrial raw materials such as grams,
cotton yarn, Morocco leather, wax, tine wooi and mohair  Mubdahat
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. ’ .. 03
Ottoman State” had real meanming tor the British.??

When Palmerston made his deasion to protect the integrity ot the
Ottoman F'mpire, it came too late since Russian military aid had arrived as
carly as 1833, Facing almaost certain deteat by the insurgence of Muhammad
Ali and the probable fall of his mpire, Sultan Mahmad IT turned to Russia
atter s request for assistance was turned down by Britain.?® Guided by the
theory that no power can have a better neighbor than a weak state, the
Russians apparently wanted the survival of the Ottoman Empire. For that
purposc. Russia calculated  that it Muhammad “Ali should succeed in
destroying the weak regime of the Ottomans, he would most certainly build
up an its place a strong and vigorous government of his own. The Russians
behieved  that France's backing made Muhammad “Ali's threat to the
Ouomans one of real and immediate concern.9” In British cyu., the Russian
presence represented the virtual anneaation ot Turkey for Russian foreign

. . ( 3
policy was believed to be solely directed towards eaternal conqucst.)b

Kutukoglu. "T'he Ottoman-British Commercial ‘I'rcaty of 1838,” in Four
Centunes of Turco-British Relations: Studies in Diplomatic, Economic
and  Cultural Affairs cd. William Hale and Ali Ahsan Bagis (North
Humberside: “The Cothen Press, 1984), 57.

0 Bailcy, British Policv, 72.
D 1bid., o4,

% 1.C. Hurewity, Diplomacy in the Near and Middle East: A Documentary
Record, 1535-1914 (Princeton New Jersey: Van Nostrand, 1956), 105.

7 Yirederick Stanley  Rodkey. "The  Turco-Egyptian  Question in  the
Relations of  Lngland, France and Russia 1832-1841," (Ph.D diss.
University of Hlinois, Urbana, 1921), 16.

\

B, Cargill. Mehemet A, Lord Palmerston. Russta and France (1.ondon:
T. Brettell, 1840). 6. After the Napoleonic Wars, the Isuropcan Powers
made o sccurity tormula called the BEuropean Concert which was
mtended to avoid wars among its members. Despite the tact that Russia
had destabilized British political interest. they would never scttle the
dispute by poing to war. Imlah, Economic Elements in the Pax




Oy

The consequence ot Turhey talling into the Rusaan sphere of intluenee
meant that a compact and sohd barricr would extewd trom Riga to the Indus
This position would give Russia domimion ol India and the commeree ol the
world would tlow through territory under Russian contret. ™ The Tureo-
Egyptian contlict representad a geo-political thicat ol great concern o

10}

Britain and most ol the Furopean Powers, Fhe  Austian Chancellon,

Metternich, for caample. suggested the dispatch ol a Britsh tleet to the
Sultan's assistance in the Tevant as carly as 1832 Alter the British
government retused to aid the Ottomans, Mettermeh approved the Russiany

sending torces to defend Istanbul, 101

Under these circumstances, Palmerston looked at the Lgyptian problem
from the point of view ol Luropean polities.  He was ol the view  that
Muhammad "All should be removed sinee he was a destabihizing clement that
not only had accclerated the dismtegration ot the Ottoman sovereignty, bt
had also disturbed the balance of power i Furope. Balanee of power
Furope was scen by the British as the best means (o prescive  the

continuation ol their trade in the Ottoman dommions. Therelore, the British

Britanica, 2.

99 Ibid., 8. Britain feared Russian predominance o Istanbul even more
than she feared Muhammad “Ali. Besides the Lact that Rossian domimion
might threaten the British commercial route of the Fauphrates to Tndia,
she also calculated that her privileges in the Straits were m danger due to
the presence of Russian forces i the region. John Baptist Woll| France
1815 to the Present (New York: Prentice Hall, 1940), Of.

100

Thomas l.rskine Holland, The Furopean Concert in the lastern

Question: A Collection of Treaties and Other Political Acts (Oxtord.

| (larendon  Press, 1885; reprinte Darmstad: Scientia Verlag Arlen,
1979), 9.

101 pirederick Stanley Rodkey. “The Views ot Palmerston and Metternich

on the Lastern Question in 18347 1, 0 Laglosh Historical Review., 45

(1930). 627.
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were determmed to keep that strategic policy tunctional. 102

The anxicty over the route to India was also a tactor which made British
forcign policy makers very determined to protect the integity of the Ottoman
Fmpire. The Briish did not want the overland route to India via the

-
Fuphrates to tall under Muhammad “Ali's control. 193 Communication with
India via the Fauphrates and the Persiar Gult was a key consideration in
Palmerston’s thinking. particularly atter 1833 when the Buphrates route
seemed more viable, 104 Conscquently the British conducted an eaploratory
eapedition to the Fuphrates river headed by Francis Chesney who had done
the preliminary survey i [830-1831. In December 1834, the Sultan issucd a
lirman  permittng navigation ol the  lLuphrates niver by British  steam

105

vessels. Any advantage the British would enpoy from the control of the

Fuphrates route would be destabilized by the emergence of Muhammad “Ali’s
naval power. With the capture of coastal towns m Syria and a number ol
south Arabian ports, Muhammad "Ali began to be the new emerging loree in
the castern Mediterrancan and the Red Sea. He controlled the shipping and
commerce m two maritime regions anc consequently imposed his policy on
commercial regulations, such as protective tarifts that were cnacted with the

intention ol closing markets in the lace of the British goods at a time when

102 Ponald Southgate, The Most English Minister: The Policy and Politics
of Palmerston (1.ondon: Macmillan, 1966), 17.

103 james Wyclitte Headlam-Morley, Studies in Diplomatic History (New

York: A.11. King, 1930), 54.

104 Beilay, British Policy, 67. 'The Lluphrates route included a region at
which the Russians might strike in the tuture, perhaps as a possible
route tor invading India. It was usetul, therefore, to establish a vital
inte.est there which a British government could casily justify defending.
Gillard, The Struggle for Asia, 57.

IS 1 urewits, Diplomacy in the Near and Middle East, 109,
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the British desperately needed markets and raw materials. Muhammad AT
commercial policies in tact had long been a problem tor the Buitish traders,
As carly as the late 1820s, he posed a threat with his projects lor cotton
development,  teatile mills and  the  capansion of - his Heet 06 e
development of his cotton projects and teatile mills began to push aside
British commodities in the markets. 'Y Morcover, as he had practiced in
Arabia, Mubammad “Ali’s excreise ol a monopoly on the produce of Syria
such as silk harmed British trade which was destined to pursue raw

malterials. 108

Liforts were raade to climinate the monopoly by using the Otoman
Sultan as an instrument to suppress Muhammad “Ali's policy. In 1835, the
Sultan issucd a firman declaring the end of Muhammad “Ali's monopoly 1
109 . o .
Syria. Although there is no detmite indication that the Baotish were behind
the issuc of tus tirman, nevertheless, the Britsh used to interfere mothe
internal  alfairs of other nations it their interests would be jeopadized
otherwise. In this interterence, the British usually compelled local rulers to

give British traders concessions and privileges at the cost ol other traders. 119

106 Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign, 245.

107 yudith Blow Williams, Brtish Commercial Policy and Trade Fapansion,
1750- 1850 (Oxtord: Clarendon Press, 1972), 299,

108 Ahmed Abdel-Rahim Mustota, “The Breakdown of the Monopoly
System in Ligypt after 1840." in Political and Social Change 1n Modern
Egvpt cd. P.M. 1olt (London: Oxford University Press, 1968), 292,
Virtually monopolizing the trade of sitk for himsclf, mn July 1534
Muhammad “All issucd an order which prohbited the eaport ol raw silk
from Syria. Complaints were made by Moore, the British Consul 1
Beirut, about that prohibition. Vernon John Purycar, International
Economics 1n the Near East, 1834-1853 (Stantord: Stanford University
Press, 1935), 40. Marlowe, Perfidious Alhion, 219,

109 Mustota, "The Breakdown of Monopoly System,” 293,

110 Southgate. The Most English Minmister, 1),
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Palmerston himsell regarded interference as a legitimate way to protect
British interests. 1 Sultain Mahmid 11 nceded British support, and in return
he was prepared to give them scrious concessions as long as his policy of
crushing Muhammad "Ali was fulfilled. 112 Muhammad "Ali became the
greatest obstacle to the success of the Sultan’s policy. His failure to destroy
Muhammad “Ali militarily at Konya of 21 Dccember 1832 led to the loss of
Syria, Candia, and Adana to the LEgyptian ruler. 113 This tragedy rendered
Sultan Mahmad IT powerless in face of the British and gave him no other

choice but to abolish the monopoly system.

T'he tirman ot 1835 did not have the commercial effect which had been
cxpected by the British. Motivated by the failure of the firman, the Sultan
and the British signed a commercial Convention at Balta Limani in August
1838.114 In this Convention, they rigidly specified the regulations which

were  favorable for promoting British trade operations in the Sultan's

I Ridley, Lord Palmerston, 100.

2w, Philips, (G.W. Prothero and Stanley Leathes, "Mehemet Ali”, in The
Cambridge Modern History, cd. A.\W. Ward (Cambridge. Cambridge
University Press, 1907), 548. In fact Palmerston had made serious
cltorts to help the Sultan in organizing his army and navy, so that he
could manage his sccurity affairs. Frederick Stanley Rodkey, "Lord
Palmerston and the Rejuvenation of Turkey, 1830-1841," The Journal of
Modern History 1 (March-December, 1929), 576. Britain sent her
military ofticers to Istanbul! to assist and to advise on the organization
of the "Turkish army as well as to select Turkish cadets for the training.
Bernard Lewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey (London: Oxford
University Press, 1961), 82.

I3 y1olland, The European Concert, 89.

M4 furewitz, Diplomacy in the Near and Middle East, 110. The British
forcign officc made full use of this opportunity and persuaded the
Ottoman Sultan it the monopoly was abolished, then Muhammad “Ali
would be seriously weakened since he met most of the expenses of the
army and navy by means of the statc monopoly appiied m Egypt and
Syria. Kutukoglu, "The Ottoman-British Commercial Treaty,” 57.
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domain, L15

and as a consequence British trade in the Outoman dominions
grew rapidly.116 In Jiddah, for c¢xample, the British weie able to cancel
internal duties on British goods.ll? Along with the provisions of Balta
Limani, the reapplication of the Capitulations, which gave the British traders
immunity from the local law, increased British commercial control in the
Ottoman Empirc.“8 The Convention also killed oft markets tor 1Fgyptian
commodities which could not remain competitive because ol the  higher
export and import duties imposcd on them by the Convention. 119 In the
Convention, the British were permitted to sell their goods and to buy Turkish
producc anywhere in the interior, and all monopolies ol agncultural produce
and all restrictions on the removal of goods trom place to place were
abolished. Ilence the need for protecting domestic product was sacrificed lor

the protection of the country from Muhammad “Ali. - Consequent imports in

large quantities ol British goods into the Ottoman territonies clemly showed

115 open up commercial opportunity or to protect vital interest, Britain
used to usc whatever means happened to be at her disposal. Freaties
of free trade or friendship were a favorable tactic in the Ottoman
Empire as well as in relation with Persia or South Amcrica. Other
instruments included cajolery, thicat, the dangled loan, cven
occasionally blockade or bombardment. But in case where all clse
failed, London was in fact willing to undertake outright territosial
annexation. Benjamin J. Cohen, The Question of Impenalisim (New
York: Basic Books, 1973), 33.

116 vernon John Purycar, "Odessa: Its Rise and International Importance,

1815-1850," The Pacific Historical Review 3 (1934), 205-200.

117 Williams, British Commercial Policy, 113.

U8 w. Yates, The Modern History and Condition of Isgypt: Its Climates
and Capabilities 1 (London: Smith Lilder, 1843), 450-451.

119 Despite the monopoly policy, Muhammad “Ali could not make a tight
control on the entrance of the imported goods. Ie was constantly
reminded of the cheapness and superiority of certain imported goods
which in turn threatcned domestic products. With the imposition ol
Balta Limani Convention, the condition was cven worse.  Hurewits,
Diplomacy in the Near and Midd!» East, 110-111. Robert Mabro and
Samir Radwan, The Industrialization of FEgvpt, 1939-1973: Policy and
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that the bmpirc was now relegated to a quasi-colonial status importing

. . : . . )
manufactured goods and cxporting raw materials for Furopcan industries. 12V

In 1839 the Sultan and Muhammad °"Ali were again at war. In this
sccond Syrian war, the Turks were once again beaten at the battle of Nazib
and the Ottoman fleet deserted to the cncmy.121 ‘This time Britain could not
remain in passive acquicscence, for the progress of Muhammad "Ali was
obviously adverse to the established and officially recognized interests of
Britain. In his lctter written to Campbell, Palmerston warned Mul}ammad
"Ali of the conscquences it he chose again to attack upon any part of the
Sultan’s torces. 122 In this second clash, instcad of allowing the authority of
the Ottomans to be reestablished by Russia alone, the Europcan Powers
headed by Britain chose collective action. A Convention of representatives
ol Great Britain, Russia, Prussia and Austria was held at I.ondon in July
1840 where they decided to support the Sultdn against Muhammad “Al.
Under the terms ol the Convention, Muhammad "Ali was to receive the

hereditary tenure of ligypt with the governorship of “Aka. If he did not

Performancee (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1976), 13.

120 yohn Gallager and Ronald Robinson, "The Interpretation of Free
I'rade,” The Economic History Review 2nd Series 6 (1953), 1.
Muhammad “Ali's monopoly was in part aimed at protecting domestic
products from an unhealthy competition with foreign goods. This policy
was often practiced by any nation on the infant industry argument. The
British were among those who cxercised the policy before their industry
was strong and diversified. William Smart, The Return to Protection
(I.ondon: Macmillan and Co., 1904), 65.

21 Coleman Phillipson and Noel Buxton, The Question of the Bosphorus
and Dardanelles (l.ondon: Stevens and Hayness, 1917), 72. Sultan
Mahmad II's army and navy reforms were decided failures because
there remained large segments of the old military order with a poor
understanding of leadership. Besides, he employed European soldiers
whose abilities were far inferior to that ot the Europeans in Egyptian
service. Levy, "T'he Ofticer Corps,” 23-24.

=~ Cargill, Mehemet All, 35.
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accede to the terms within ten days, the ofter ot "Aka would be withdrawn,
after another ten days he retfused to submit, the Sultan would be {ree to

. : : 23
adopt any course that suited his own interests. 123

When Muhammad “Ali retused to - aceept the arrangement proposed,
Ponsonby, the British Ambassador in Istanbul, sent an agent to Syria to raise
the tribes of Lebanon against tbrahim. 124 Beirut was bombarded on 1
September 1840 and an Anglo-Turkish force landed. Uprisings broke out all
over Syria and with a naval blockade of the Mediterrancan preventing
supplies from rcaching him, Ibrahim rctreated to Egypt with most of s
army.125 Following the retreat of lbrahim from Syria, the Sultan assued a
firman confirming Muhammad “Ali in the hereditary rule over Feypt. “To
retlect the improved political position of ot the Sultan. the himan contained
some restrictions, such as the right of the Sultan to nommate any member of
his family as successor and the acquisition of onc lourth ol the revenue ol

Egypt as tribuie.

Muhammad “Ali refused the conditions of the tirman and relused to
submit unless there were changes. The Sultan finally gave up the right to

2 . . :
select the successor.120 With the acceptance of the tevised firman by

123 Hurewitz, Diplomacy in the Near and Middle Fast, 116-118. M.S,

Anderson, The Great Powers and the Near Fast (l.ondon: Pdward
Arnold, 1970), 49.

124 Bourgeois, History of Modern France, [815-1913 (Cambridge:
University Press, 1914), 216. 'The Russians were also intriguing against
Ibrahim in Syria. Their intrigue took the shape of inciting both the
Orthodox Christian and thc Muslim inhabitants in Syria to revolt,
Pierre Crabites, Ibrahim of Egypt (L.ondon: Gceorge Routledge and
Sons, 1935), 186-187, 189-190.

125 Marsot, Egvpt, 246.

126 [1urewitz, Diplomacy in the Near and Middle Fast. 121
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Muhammad “Ali, the British chiel objective in neutralizing the Lgyptian ruler
was realized. ‘The British had ended Muhammad “Ali’s territorial control of
Syria and Arabia. After 1841, Mul_mmmad "Ali was powerless since the
practicc of monopoly, which had protected his trade from competition with
the Luropean Powers, was made illcgzll.127 For Mul_mmmad Ali, there was
no other mcans ol finding revenues to sustain the life of his  state.
Commercial benefits were reversed from Mubammad “Ali’s hands into those
of the British. With the return of the Ottoman control, Egypt became similar
o other scctors of the Lmpire which was open to British trade. This was
admitted by Palmerston when he said that there was no country like ‘T'urkey

o . . . 210
where British trade was so liberally permitted and carried on. 128

The British did not want to lose their commercial, and political
domination in the Ottoman lands which fell under the control of Muhammad
‘Ali. In tact, if Muhammad “Ali had not failed at the critical moment in
1833, he might have succeeded in overtaking the Ottoman Empire.  But he
hesitated, compromised and gave time for Russia to act when Western
Powers refused to do so. As a conscquence of his hesitation, Muhammad
"Ali had to deal with the British represented by Palmerstor. who had no favor
at all witl him. Not all British were in Palmerston’s side, especially those
who personally acquainted with Muhammad “Ali regarded him with favor.
Campbcll, for example, in his report on Fgypt revealed Muhammad “Ali’s
progressive fmovations, along cconomic and political lines. 129 Now, the

Sultan obtained, with the full help of the British, a striking revenge for his

127 Yapp. The Making of the Modern Near East, 151.

28 . .
128 Purycar, International Economics, 213.

~

129 Prederick Stanley Rodkey, "Colonel Campbell’s Report on Egypt in
I1840." Cambridge Historical Journal, 3 (1829-1831). 102.
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flouted authority, after having been humiliated and conquered for ten years

by his powertul Governor, Muhammad “Ali.

2. The French Responses to Muhammad “Ali’s Policies

French support to Muhammad "Ali was not merely expressed through the
technical and military assistance cnjoyed by Muhammad “Ali's Tgypt as
discussed carlicr but was also marked by the penetration ot French culture by
means of the Ligyptian clite who had a I'rench cducational background.  The
usc of the French language as a vehicle of communication between Turopean

130

nations and the upper class in Egypt indicates how deep French mtluence
was in Egypt in this period. Some obscrvers view this intluence as hoving
created an Ligyptian altinity towards France. They even translated the athinity
into the term of colonizing Lgypt. as Lows Brehuer has remarked: "From the
loss of Canada until 1860, Fgypt had become the French cnluny.”m] In the
ctymological sense, the word ‘colony’ is undisputable. 'The Modemn Tpypt
created by Muhammad Al was born of the cllorts of T'rench scientists and
engincers. It was the French who helped in Muhammad “Ali's project ol
developing and creating his LEgypt. If the French had given no assistance m

his pursuit of the project, Ligypt would not have become what 1t did become,

France’s decision to give support to Muhammad "Ali’s project of building
a strong Ligypt, and her resulting intluence there, were intended in part to

restore French political credibility abroad. Discovering that Muhammad “Ali

130" Charles lldllbug, "fhe Suez Canal Its History and l)xph)m.xlu,
Importance.” (Ph.D. diss.. Columbia University, New York., 1931), 2

131 Stern Tasque, The French Colony Past and Future trans. Norbeit
Guterman (New York: Didier, 1940), 101,
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saw bgypt as a stepping stone tor conquering other lands and expanding his
domains, Irance responded with the same eapansionist spirit, because of a
need to reassert the power lost to Britain in the region. The French invitation
to Muhammad “Ali to participate in a proposed expedition against Algicrs in
1830, indicated Paris’ willingness to have Muhammad “Ali as an ally in its
cxpansionist policy.  Furthermore, gaining ground in North Africal32 made
I'rance an active collaborator in Muhammad “Ali's designs. Profiting from
Mubammad "Ali’s military competence in the field, France wished to use him
as a partner in transtorming the Mediterrancan into a new Empire under her
control 133 with the axis revolving on a canal at Suez, designed to bring

A
Lurope and Asia closer logcll.“r.l"4 A project for cutting the isthmus of the
Suez, theretore, was proposed by the French. In 1833 a Saint-Simonian
named  Prosper Fnvantin artived in Fgypt with a group of engineers 1o

undertake that projccl.l"s

Although Muhammad “Ali in the end rejected the idea on 30 January

1834,130 5, part because of his being fully engaged in conflict with the

i32

After France annexed Algiers in 1830. she expanded her control of the
region by influencing Tunis. Barbara Jelavich, The Oitorman Empire,
the Great Powers, and the Straits Question, 1870-1887 (Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1973), 4.

133 e, Marston, Britain's Imperial Role 1n the Red Sea Area, 1800-1878
(Hamden Conneeticut: Shoe String Press, 1961), 10.

The French spirit of eapansion in the Mediterranean was not dead. It
was only dormant for the time being and was bound to rcappear. The
Mcditerrancan still_held French attention just it had in the days of
Napolcon. Many of the peoples living in the Mediterranean countries,
who were struggling for their freedom, looked to France as a possible
ally. ~James idgar Swain, "The Struggle for the Control of the
M)u}li)tczr;m san prio io 1848," (Ph.D diss., University of Pennsylvania,
1033). 44,

135 DAL Farmie, East and West of Suez: The Suez Canal 1n History,
1854-1956 (Oxford: Clarendon Press. 1969). 10.
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Su]!Zm.137 he, nevertheless, recognized that the projeet ot establishing a
canal would reduce British control over Fgypt by the presence ot the British
Peninsular and Oriental Company. If the plan of cutting the isthmus
materialized, the French merchants, who were planning to establish a direct
steamship line frorm Marseilles to Alexandria in competition with the 'nglish
line from London by way of Malta, would provide serious competition to the
British Peninsular and Oricntal (‘ompany.138 The Peninsular and Oriental
Company was used as a semi-military force by which the British were able to
conlinc Muhammad “Ali’s French supported ambition within the bounds ol
the Nile valley. By so doing, Britain had helped her ally, the Ottoman Sultan,
against Muhammad “Ali’s rebellious activitics. 'The vessels ol the Company
were not simply merchant ships tor they were equipped with guns to form
part of the British Navy's new steam reserve, enabling them to be rapidly

; X (
converted mto tormidable war stczlmcrs.]")

Muhammad "Al’s rejection of the Canal plan did not alteet the French
design to make lLigypt her partner and to support Dgyptian military
expansionist policy. France, which had lost her naval supremacy and
imperial lands to Britain, was ambitious to regain control over the Red Sea.
To scarch for compensatory sites in the Red Sca as a counter-balance to

British India.!40 France had her ships cruise in the Red Sca. There were,

ls]

136 'Ihe idea of spreading I'rench commercial ports by cutting the isthmus
ot the Sucz was revived in 1854 when Ferdinand de Tesseps, French
Consul at Tunis, obtained a concession 1o build the Sucz Canal.
Pricstley, France Overseas, 87.

Marston, England’s Imperial Role, 10).

138 Hallberg, The Suez Canal, 88.

30 .
139 Farnic, East and West Suez, 16.

140 1pid.. 13,



Eaa‘

>

110
tor example, a French brig at Mukha and a transport laden with guns at
Mu..s‘aww:{.l/“ The actvity of the French ships in the Red Sca was in part
aimed at responding to the needs of Muhammad “Ali's forces which were still
trying to improve their control over the southern part of the Arabian
Peninsula.  As a new power in the Red Sea, where her naval force was
beginning to control the shipping in this maritime region, Egypt needed the
naval cooperation ot France. 'There is no direct evidence of Franco-Egyptian
military cooperation in the region, but since French naval activity was largely
tor the purpose of imvlh’gcncc,142 Franco-ligyptian naval cooperation was
conceivably carried out.143 Iy addition, since I'rance’s relationship with the
British was strained over the French presence in Aden, 144 the Egyptian and
the French torees together naturally faced a common encmy, the British.
Therctore. the French Consul in FEgypt was much disturbed when the British
occupied Aden in 1839145 for the annexation signalled the end of

Muhammad “Ali's FFrench supported control over this main port in Arabia.

As mentioned carlier at the time the Greek revolt began, Muhammad
"Ali’s real power was superior to that of the Sultdn himself. To put down the

Gireek revolt, Muhammad "Ali was given military command in the Morca by

141 Marston, Britain's Impenial Role, 123.
142 1hid., 124,

143 France never com vletely lost sight of the Red Sea. France had been
forced out of the Cape of Good Hope route by Holland and Britain in
the sixteenth and scventeenth centuries. French statesmen later saw a
compensation for this in gypt and the Red Sea, a source of power that
could be turned to reduce its rival's share of eastern commerce. John
William Livingstone. "Ali Bey al-Kabir and the Mamluke Resurgence in
()2)uomzm Ligypt, 1760-1772." (Ph.D diss., Princeton Unniversity, 1968),
(

N
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Ibid.. 129,
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w

Varnic, Fngland’s Imperial Role. 13.
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the Sultan. A large fleet of transport vessels escorted by a powertul naval

squadron. therefore. was sent to carry a large Lgyptian army. Adter hiest
putting down a rcvolt in Crete, the Egyptian soldicrs eventually landed in

mainland Grecece. 146

The Greek revolt had eaxcnted great attention in
Europce. The causc of the Greek rebels was highly popular with the
Furopeans. ‘They begged their governments to save the remnants ot Helleaie
culture, and join in deploring the brutality of Muhammad ‘ALY The Greek
conflict began to be perceived as a war by the Ligyptians against the Grecks
since the Ligyptian force constituted a vital clement in the Ottoman war-

cltfort. 148

As for the I'rench government, although a number of French volunteers
went out to fight on the Greek side, and large subscriptions were raised
inside Irance 1o aid the Greek causce, the French government atselt was tar

from anxious to get involved in the contlict. PFrance porecived  that

149 150 ;

Russia’s and Britain's interests in the tuture of the Ouwoman Lampire

146 M. Woodhouse, The Greek War of Independence: Its Historical
Setting (London: Hutchinson House, 1952), 99. M.S. Anderson, The
Eastern Question, 57.

147 jopn B. Wolf, France 1815 to the Present (Ann Arbor Michigan:
Michigan Bookstore, 1940), 66.

148 Farhi, "Nizam- Cedid: Military Reform in Egypt under Mchmed Al
168-169.

149 The Em cror, Alexander, had always viewed his natural championship
of the Orthodox Church, as a convenicnt pretext for intervening in
Turkish affairs. Dodwell, The Founder of Modern Fgypt 81.

150

Britain was in favor ol the Greceks, for the British merchants had been
involved with Greek merchants in trade for sometime, and together they
had dominated trade in the Black Sca, it not in the Mediterrancan.
Afal Lutli al-Sayyid Marsot, A Short Iistory of Maodern  Lgypt
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1985), 61. "To commemorale
the British role in their contlict with the Sultan, the (:rwks crected a
stature of the British Foreign Minister, Strafford Canning, i Athens,
Woodhouse, The Greek War, 45.
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causcd both o cnthusiastically maintain the conflict by siding with the
Greeks. 12T fn contrast, I'rance approved Muhammad “Ali’s decision to go to
war in Morca by supplying him with a military mission to train his navy and
army. In November 1824, France sent a military mission which cousisted of
two gencerals, Boyer and de 1.evron, and six other ofticcrs.ls2 Mul}ammad
"Al's request tor a fleet was also approved by France. Work began at once
in a commercial shipyard at Marscilles, and secret instructions were even
sent to the naval authoritics in Toulon to give all the help needed by
Muhammad AL With the military aid granted to Muhammad “Ali,
rance was openly admitting the strong position she had built up in I<gypt,
and the strong mtluence she was exercising over Muhammad "Ali.  France
had realized the importance that she now attached to Muhammad "Ali as a

lorce in the pohtics of the Mediterrancan and the Red Sea.

I'rance’s support of Muhammad “Ali, however, had put her in a difficult
position in lrurope.  Public opinion in Europe was strongly favorable to the
Gireeks. Volunteers from many countries fought in the Greek forces
including French citizens.  In March 1824, a Greek loan of £ 800,000 was
floated on the Tondon money marke. Philhellencs sprang into existence in
many Furopean citics to collect funds for the Greeks and carry  on
propaganda on their behalf. 194 France was faced with both social and

political pressure {from European governments. Russia and Britain asked

IST John and Muricl Lough, An Introduction to Nineteenth Century
France, 59.

152 §t. Clair, That Greece Might Still be Freed, 274.

153 By April 1825, three warships were built for Muhammad “Ali.  Ibid.,
275. )

154 Anderson, The Eastern Question, 57.
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i France to share in the work of peace-making o Greeee, but Panis
declined. 9% France’s reluctance to jon Luropean pro-Gieek pohey resulted

in being left out of a Lurencan deal when Russia and Britain signed the

Protocol. France, which did not want to be eacluded. began to veer away

from her pro-Egyptian policy and decided in the end to jom the other

156 The

liuropean Powers. I'rench Lleet was sent 1o jom  the Birtish and the
]

Russians to combat and destroy the Turco-Fgyptian navy at Navarmo. ‘thus,

. : . Cays 157
France entered into a European Pact at the expense of Muhammad Al

Muhammad “Al’s ultimate goal ol building a strong Feypt was the
creation of an independent state. In May 18380 he communicated his desire
to declare himsell independent ot the OQuoman Fmpire moa Conterence with

the Consuls of the principal Lutopean countiies, S8 11e camed the whole
areas then under his control as his provinces. Prance. the backbone ol
Muhammad “Ali's enterprises. wasy  eapected  to support s bid dor
independence. Reports by the British Consul m Pgypt stated that France
had more than once suggested o Muhammad “Ali that he shorld assert s
independence. The Trench government did not object to the separation ol
Egypt from the OQtoman Empire, although 1t had envisioned the separation
less dramatic in which de fucto separation was apparent while symbolically

. . : (
recognizing the continued overlordship of the Ottoman Sul!;m.lS)

155 bid., 66.
156 Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign, 209.
157 Woll, France 1813 to the Present, 00.
r 158 Purycar, International Economics, 71-72.

’ 159 Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign, 211.
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The French government had its reasons tor urging Muhammad “Ali to
cstablish his independence. The possession of Syria by ligypt would leave
Muhammad "Ali master ot both routes to the Last. This would mean de facto
French predominance over the Suez and the BEuphrates routes and even the
region as a whole. In addition, the idca of increasing her power in the
Mediterrancan and the Red Sea would give France more visibility. In his
letter to the Prench Consul in Lgypt, the Irench Sccretary of State,
Sabastian, described the advantages to be gained by Irance through
Muhammad "Ali"s plan saying:

We have but to congratulate ourselves for having favoured in Egypt the
birth and the development of a power capable one day ol preserving an
influcnce coming trom urope... a Power so naturally a friend to
France interested as we are in the freedom of the Mediterrancan, and
where dc'vclt)(mncnl sccures lor us usctul political and commercial
rclationship.
Apart from the motives just mentioned., France’s support of Muhammad
“Ali's independence stemmed  from the fact that she stood in the same
juridical and political position with regard to the Ottomans.  Algiers, a
dependency of the Ottoman Empire, was becoming a French colony as fast
as it was being conquered. Muhammad “Ali also held the lands of Syria and
Arabia which tor many centuries had been dependent on the control of the

Ottomans. Both Irance and ligypt, therclore, had the same anomalous

position which made cach support the other.

With regard to Mul_mmmad “Ali's plan, Russia, which fundamentally had

no objection to his ambition, 101 had provided the possibility of cooperation

160 1hid.. 246-47.

tol Philip I'. Moseley, Russtan Diplomacy and the Opening of the Eastern
Question in 1838 and 1839 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
1034), 49,
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N
with France. With respect 1o her attempt to compete with the Brtish m the
Mediterranean, France would not have to face British sca power alone m ihe
Mediterrancan since there would be three forees, those of Fgypt. France and

cqiq 162 f Nikee 1 :
Russia. Morcover, Russia, like France and Egypt. had cncroached on the
Ottoman lands as carly as 1812 when she took Bessarabia, and gamed a

predominant position in the Rumanian principalitics, and in Scrbia before

1830.163

Although Muhammad “Ali’s independence was little more than a declaved
intention, Sultin Mahmiid I1, nevertheless, sent his army 10 engage a second
Syrian war. Along with Russia, Austria, and Prussia, France had given

warnings to the Sultin against plunging into war, 104

France, simcerely
desirous of preventing unnecessary bloodshed, sent two officers to Istanbul
and Alexandria carrying orders for the commanding generals ol cach party to
halt the war. Captain Carlicr, who was sent to Mubammad “Ali, succeeded
carrying Muhammad “Ali’s orders lor Ibrihim to halt. But by the time he

reached Ibrahim’s camp, the Battle of Navib had been tought and won on 24

June 1839105

As mentioned earlier, in seccond Syrian war, the Ottoman (leet delected

to Muhammad “Ali. Palmerston, the British Forcign Minister, commumicated
N o

162 1pid.
163
164

Jelavich, The Ottomaun Empire, 4.
Rifaat, The Awekening of Modern Egypt, 6.

165 Ibid., 70. Before *he battle broke out, the I'rench government had
ordercd its Admirals to concentrate their force in the T evant to prevent
collision between the Turkish and the Fgyptian fleets, I hey also carried

- an order to urge the military commanders on both sides to agree 1o an
armistice. R.C. Anderson, Naval Wars 1n the [Levant, 1559-1853
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1952), 553.
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to the Irench government his view that the liuropcan Powers should
undertake dircct action to wrest the tleet from Muhammad “Ali’s control. The
Irench, stll regarding Muhammad "Ali as their ally, refused to join the
British in cocrcing Muhammad "Ali. They believed that they had a moral duty
to protect him and to sccure the best terms for him. It was the French ships
under the command of Amiral Lalande that had encountered the deserting
Ottoman fleat in the Mediterrancan and had allowed it to proceed directly to

Alexandria. 166

The second Syrian war shattered Anglo-French relations as a result of
the different political interests of the two Powers. The British Foreign
Minister, Palmerston, held to the dogma of preserving the integrity of the
Ottoman Empire because of Fis belief in the Ottoman cconomic and strategic
importance tor British interests, as described in the first part of this Chapter.
Not disguising his opinion, however, his French counterpart, Thiers,
declared that Irance should stand by Muhammad "Ali in order to win pride
of diplomatic place in the Levant and to profit by Muhammad ‘Ali’s
exploitation of l‘lgypt.l(’7 Thicrs saw that a strong Egypt under French
influecnce would be a uscful weapon against the preponderant British
presence which now scemed to threaten the Eastern Mediterranean and

might still be uscful in assisting the growth of the French power in North

166 11 A.C. Collingham and R.S. Alcxander, The July Monarchy: A
Political History of France, 1830-1848 (London: Longman, 1988), 223.
Anderson, Naval Wars in the Levant, 354-355.

67 pp. Graves, The Question of The Straits (London: Ernest Benn,
1931). 112, Unlike the British, who recognized the real importance of
Turkey to their cconomic prospesity, the French had no significant
commercial relation with tie Ottomaas. Irench trade had so far
declined, that the French government felt it necessary to reduce its
consular representatives in the Levant. Vernon John Puryear, France
and the Levant: From the Bourbon Restoration to the Peace of Kutiah
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1941). 29-30.
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The second Syrian war created a diplomatic ducl between Palmerston
and Thiers. Thicrs for his part was so hypnotized by his study of the military
history of the Revolutionary War that in memory of the Egyptian expedition
of 1798, he cven assimilated Ligypt with the sacred soil of France. 169
Regarding himself as a second Napoleon, Thiers saw i Jus cause an
opportunity for France to reassert hersell in Buropean attaits, 170 and in (his

17

he was supported by the French press and public. The French approved

the offensive policy that Muhammad "Ali had adopted in tace ot the
172

stagnation rcpresented by the Ottomans. French public opinion admired

Muhammad "Ali’s decisive victory in his Syrian campaign. The capture of
*Aka, for example, had been magnificd by the picturesque imagination of the
French into a teat of arms beside which the greatest military eaploits of the
past paled into insignificance. It was remembered that Napoleon himselt
173

failed here, and it would have meant certain overthrow lor a mimster i

he had suggested taking action against the popular hero ol the Syrian war,

Ibrahim. 174

168 Anderson, The Eastern Question, 97.

169 Farnic, East and West, 15. John M.S. Allison, Monsieur Thiers (Ncew
York: W.W. Norton, 1932), 133.
170 1pid., 125.

11 The French press celebrated the battle of Nazib as a French victory

over Britain and her Turkish ally, and demanded that the gains should
be enlarged. Bell, Lord Palmerston, 297.

172
173

Collingham and Alexander, The July Monarchy, 222.

Supported by two British ships under the command of Sir Sidney Smith,
the city of "Aka put up a stubborn resistance which failed Napolcon's
efforts to conquer the city. Christopher Lloyd, The Nile Campaign
(New York: Barnces and Noble Books,1973), 78.
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Thicrs” attempted  defense of Muhammad “Ali led to the isolation of
France in Europe. When the French government decided to send two envoys
to arrange dircct negotiation of the Ottoman-Egyptian dispute as mentioned
carlicr, the British accused the French Cabinet of attempting to exclude
Britain, Russia, and Austria from the Ottoman sphere of influence. 179 In
response 1o the French-initiated negotiation, the four Powers signed the
Convention of London, as mentioned carlier, which called upon Muhammad
"Ali to cvacuate Syria within ten days, and which threatened him with
deposition if he ignored their demand. The European Powers were then
unanimous in wanting to deprive Muhammad “Ali of Syria, regardless of
French support. The Russian Count Nessclrode in his dispatch sent to
Vienna said:
There is no doubt that he (Muhammad Ali) constantly nourishes the
hope that the jealousy and disunion of the Great Powers will turn to his
own advantage. In order to discourage his hope, it is indisputable to
repeat to him consta ?1}2{ that the Cabinets of Europe are unanimous in
wishing once single....
Thus, Russia was pro-British, for it Muhammad "Ali triumphed in the crisis,
I'rench influcnce in Istanbul would be increcased, designs against Russia
would be promoted, the advantages acquired by the Treaty of Adrianople
would be lost, and Russia would have a strong neighbor instead of a weak

177

one lor her policy demanded a weak, stationary Turkey. Nevertheless,

Thiers was not discouraged in the face of such diplomatic isolation as he

174 1., Cecil anc, From Metternich to Bismark: A Text Book on European
History, 1815-1878 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1910), 118.

175 Allison, Monsieur Thiers, 126.

176 Mosc'cy, Russian Diplomacy, 70.

177 Phillipson and Buxton, The Question of the Bosphorus and Dardanelles,
55. The Treaty of Adrianople marked an important stage in the growth
of Russian influence in the Balkans. Anderson, The Great Powers, 33.
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., n ¥ : : : M "l7l\‘
wrote: "I fear nothing...  We shall face anything with a country like ours.

When Guizot, the lrench Ambassador in London, told him ol his

conversation with Palmerston, warning of the possible exclusion ot France

from the Luropean Pact if she persisted in supporting Muhammad “Ali, he

answered: "The situation has been created neither by you nor by me:; we

cannot have anything to do with it /179

For championing Muhammad “Ali, Irance had not only been isolated
diplomatically but was also being threatened by war. Peeling 1an high
3 ; : : : 180
throughout Furope that the continent was united against  Prance.
Diplomatically Palmerston joincd with other European Powers to toree
Thiers to abandon his adventurous support of Muhammad “Ali’s war against
the Sultan. 181 At the same time. Palmerston made it clear to Freneh leaders
that Britain would mect the military challenge it France chose toree as a way
. 182 T .
to solve the question.” = lowever, Louis-Philippe, the French Monarch,
was not prepared to go to war. lle decided, theretore, to remove Thiers,
0 183 e G
who advocated war to solve the contlict,”?? for Guizot, who was morce
184

attuncd to Europcan political realitics than his predecessor.

178 Anderson, The Eastern Question, 101.

179 Rr.B. Mowat, A History of European Diplomacy, 1815-1914 (I.ondon:
Edward Arnold, 1922), 63.

180 Apdre Lebon, Modern France, 1789-1895 (London: ‘I'. Iisher Union,
1897), 187-188.

181 yohn F. Cady, The Roots of French Imperialism in Eastern Asta (1thaca

New York: Cornell University Press, 1967), 23-24.

182 Raymond [IFlower, Napoleon to Nasser: The Story of Modern FEgypt

(London: Tom Staccy, 1972), 78.

183 Wolf, France 1815 to Present, 91. livclyn Ashley, The Life and
Correspondence of Henry John Temple, Viscount Palmerston,
1848-1865, 1 (London, R. Bantley, 1879), 329.
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With the retreat of ouis-Philippe, Palmerston came ouvt as the winner of

the game. Mubammad “Ali was left no choice but to depend on his own
arms. Muhammad "Ali had to rely on his own power, not only in the sccond
Syrian war but also at Navarino when France left him and joined other
European nations.  Still Muhammad "Ali hoped that the French would help
him out in this desperate moment.  Ibrahim had even written to his father
that it it camce to open conflict, they would expect the French to help them
militarily, and they should officially notify them of that cxpcctation.185
However, the passionate I'rench statement of support for Muhammad “Ali
made carher did not occur. Conditions had changed, and although France
and Britain had gonc through years of conflict on the Egyptian issuc,
reconciliation had been the outcome.  In particular, France was not willing to

seek a second round of conflict with Britain after all that France had lost in

the long years of bloody warfare in the Napoleonic cra.

For France the change in policy was relatively easy to make since vital
Irench interests were not at issue.  After the French defeat in the
Napolconic Wars, the driving force bchind France's efforts to establish
overscas domination was not the profit motive. It was prestige cather than

commecrcial protit which inspired her colonial policy.186 Whereas in Britain

184 ;. Lipson, Europe in the Nineteenth Century (London: Adam and
Charles Black, 1968), 21, Charles Downer Hazen, Modern European
History (New York: Henry Holt and Co., 1937), 293.

185 Marsot, Egvpt in the Reign, 245.

I86 1t was for the sake of French prestige that Louis XVIII so insistently
demanded that Britain should quickly hand back the former colonies.
A similar motive prompted Charles X to think that he would make
himsclf popular by taking Algiers and induced Louis-Philippe to allow
himself to be led into protecting Catholic missions in the Far East
where, unlike the British, the French had no trading interests. Cady,
The Roots of French Imperialism, 44,
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colonial policy developed m response to the necessity ot trade, in France it
was mercly one aspeet of the domestic or foreign policy of a government

1

concerned about its popularity. STIf the object of the British overscas was
to supply raw matcrials and to open markets in retvrn tor manulactured
goods,188 the object of the French overscas was to build a modern Fgypt
and to fulfill the drcam of building an Empirc in the Mediterrancan with no
clear material reward returning to France. 189 After the Toss of nearly the
whole of her colonics, France did not carn a significant cconomic benefit
from the colonics that she still retained. To illustrate that colonies did not
provide a substantial economic return to France, France's colony ol Algicrs
was thought to be a rock without water, a place where only air was tound,

190 i

and cven that was bad. ‘conomic interest, which had been an imperative
part of the result of colonialization, was less asserted in that penod untl
: ' : citione 191 1 :

Irance’s later colonial acquisitions. I'rom the Napoleonic Wars when
[rance lost the last of her colonial posession to the 1880, Trance had

turned all her cnergies inward. The rise of French cconomic mterest in

colonial cxpansion only started later when Irance acquired new oversceas

187 Henry Brunschwig, French Colonialism, 1871-1966: Myths and Realities

y nwig, . )

(New York: Frederick A. Pracger, 1966), 16.

188 p.c.M. Platt, "The Imperialism of Free Trade: Some Reservation,”
Economic History Review, 2nd Scrics 21 (Agustus, 1968), 297.
189 In France there were partisans of the colonial cause who wanted
commercial expansion by mcans of overscas colonization.  But lhc}y
constituted minority. Stephen 1. Roberts, The History of IFrench
Colonial Policy, 1870-1925 (Frank Cass £ Co., 1963), 6.

19 Ibid. The economic potentialitics of  Algicers were  unknown  and
thercfore that conquest cannot be explained in the light of the ¢conomic
interest.  Shepard Bancroft Clough, France: A History of National
Economics, 1789-1939 (Ncw York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1939), 102,

Y1 Constant Southworth, The French Colonial Venture (1.ondon: P.S. King

and Sons, 1931), 11.
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lands for the sake ot cconomic expansion. Tuis was reflected, in part, by the
. - . . 192 .1 . : .

occupation of ‘T'unis by Irench forces. I'he lack of cconomic return for
Irance might have caused the disinterest in overseas acquisition among the
French leaders. 193 The French leaders were more concerned with developing
internai commerce and industry and getting rid of the national bankcruptcy
after the Napolconic Wars. Duc to their concentrated cfforts on internal
development, they left the colonies undeveloped and saw colonial enterprises
as being unattractive.19% Learning that the colonies by nature gave no
cconomic return, and that internal problems needed immediate attention,
Louis-Philippe saw no profit in siding with Muhammad "Ali and opposing the
Luropcan Powers. He apparently realized that Irance could not go to war
only for glory and prestige since it might have led to the defeat of the French

in any new tight against Britain, as in the past.

Muhammad “Ali’s efforts to establish an independent state set up in a

vast land stretching from the homebase of ligypt to Arabia and Syria could

192" Donald Vernon McKay, "Colonialism in the French Geographical
Movement, 1871-1881," The Geographical Review 33 (1943), 214.
Frederick L. Schuman, War and Diplomacy in the French Republic: An
Inquiry into Political Motivations and the Control of Foreign Policy
(New York: Howard Fertig, 1969), 59. [I'rom the 1880s on France
added cxtensive imperial posscssions. She acquired the island of New
Caledonia, obtained a foothold in Cochinchina and Cambodia and
occupicd some harbors of Somaliland. In Africa cxpansion was also
resumed.  Witt Bowden, Michael Karpovich and Abbott Payson Usher,
History of Europe since 1750 (New York: Howard Fertig, 1969), 637.

193 Montesquicu, Choiseul and others thought that if trade did not prosper,
onc could abandon the colony without regret. Brunschwig, French
Colonialism, 14. In the 1870's, thc prevailing spirit in France was
opposed to colonics. Some felt that colonics were improfitable, others
that they were dangerous diversion of energy, and still others that the
desire tor colonial cxpansion had become an anachronism. Parker
‘Thomas Moon, Imperialism and World Politics (New York: The
Macmillan Co., 1964), 23.

194 Frederick B. Artz, France under the Bourbon Restoration, 1814-1830
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1931), 220.
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not aftford to clash with British interests. He was not acutely conscious ol
the necessity of accommodating himself to the British military power and
political influence in the regions in which the British were very sensitive
about the emergence of regional rivals.  Muhammad “Ali did not grasp the
idea that the success of his plan to found a self-government separated trom
11 central authority in Istanbul was not merely determined by French
technical and military expertise, but was above all dependent on the merey ol
the British whose goodwill was in a position cither to guarantee or to
frustrate his independence. British imperial policy had been very suspicious
of the risc of any power that could threaten their trading and strategic
interests. A strong and stable authority like that of Mubammad "Ali
represented increased bargaining power which would necessitate ahigh price

being paid for commercial and strategic advantages.



CONCLUSION

The history of Fgypt in the nincteenth century recognizes the reign of
Muhammad “Ali as distinctive, because during his reign Egypt emerged as a
political entity capable of sclf-government, de facto if not de jure, separated
from the central authority in Istanbul. To rcach the goal ot separation from
his Ottoman  suzcrain, Muhammad “Ali undertook policics which allowed
Egypt to survive, not as a province of the Ottoman Empire but as an inde-
pendent state. Muhammad “Ali saw the hecessity of exploiting the ultimate
capacity of Fgypt's cconomy by adopting a monopoly system by which he
controlied the means of agricultural production and distribution and kept a
tight hold over Egypt's commerce. By so doing, he could reap the maximum

benelits of Faypt's agriculture and trade.

Muhammuad "Ali invested the surplus wealth concentrated in his hands in
commercial and industrial enterprises as well as in the construction of a pow-
crful army. Te looked on commercee as one of his major sources of revenues
and a vital complement to his cconomic development. For the success of the
cconomic development, he also saw the significance of links between agricul-
turc and industry. 1e belicved that an industrial base was required not only
to increase the value of the agricultural produce but also to create a self-suf-
ficicney in the production of arms and cquipment needed by his Nizam Jadid
army. For Muhammad "Ali, his modern state of Egypt should be backed up
by a strong army. In fact, his nced of a powerful army came partly out of
fear of the British military superiority which might be cmployed to crush him
once British and Egyptian interests came into collision. His adoption of the
expansionist policy also contributed to the need of the formation of a strong

army. Nevertheless, Muhammad “Ali never sent his forces to incur the
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enmity of the British, although he did send them to engage a military expan-
sion in the Ottoman territorics. Mubammad “Ali used 10 associate himself
closcly with the British by recognizing their right of way across Fgyptian ter-
ritory to India and giving them tacilities lor using it. The increasing volume
of British trade with Egypt during his reign also indicated Muhammad “Ali's

willingness to deal with the British commercially.

The cooperative attitude, however, could not lead the Britsh to tolerate
his commercial and territorial ambitions which were thought to be distuibing
their own interests. Muhammad “Ali’s commetrcial actvities presented prob-
lems to British traders as soon as the commoditics from his own industnes
began to rival their goods in the market. His practice of erecting monopohies
on the produce ol his conquered territoties also contheted with British needs
for raw material.  Morcover, his contiol  over Arabia and  Sviia had
encroached on the sovereignty of their best ally, the Ottoman Sultan. The
British could not accept the increasing power ol the Lgyptian ruler at the
expense of the Ottoman integrity, The British had a long standing relation
with the Ottomans who uscd to open the way for the British to employ the
Ottoman lands as a marketplace for their products as well as an outlet 1o
their communications to India. or their cconomic prosperity, the British had
discovered the Ottoman territory as the best market where British trade was
so freely permitted and carried on. "Fhe British depended on Ottoman mar-
kets for their products, particularly after they found the Fauropean markcets
largely closed by protectionist tarifts of nations secking to foster their own
industrial devclopment. FFurthcrmore, the Ottoman arcas had become a
potential source of raw material for the British traders.  Apart from cco-
nomic intercst, communication interests too had drawn the attention of Brit-

ish authority. Muhammad “Ali's acquisition ol Arabia and Syria could result
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in gaining the command of the Red Sea and Mesopotamia down to the Per-
sian Guult. “T'his had a potential for severing communications with the Indian
limpire and might even allow another nation a forward base for secking mili-

tary control over that Fastern Empire.

‘The anxicty of the British also stemmed from her obsession to check the
I'rench whose support tor the cstablishment of Muhammad “Ali's Egypt was
intended to rival their political and commercial hegemony in the Near East.
French support to Muhammad “Ali was well attested by the contribution of
French military experts, engineers and other technocrats. The establishment
ot his Nizam Jadid army and industrics and the exploitation of Egypt's
resources would have come to failure if the French had given no technical
and military cxpertise. Muhammad CAli's affinity to France had created
Irance’s great intluence in Fgypt in which her nationals occupicd many key
posts in his administration.  Irench supports to Muhammad "Ali was not
merely eapressed in technical and military assistance but was also marked by
French political support.  France, which approved Muhammad “Ali’s military
eapedition in Morcea and supported him with military instructors, reflected
her positive response to his involvement in the Greek conflict.  Also the fact
that the French government did not object to the separation of Egypt from
the Ottomans on the occasion of Muhammad "Ali’s asscrtion of independence
revealed Irench atfirmation of Muhammad “Ali’s ambition. In the second
Syrian war, I'rance stood by Muhammad “Ali’s side and refused to join the
British in cocrcing him, giving further witness to her collaboration with the

ruler of Ligypt.

Palmerston, the British Forcign Minister, had come to regard Muham-

mad "Al's increasing power as an unacceptable threat to the British interests.
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He was very determined to compel Muhammad “Ali to abolish his commuer-
cial policy as well as to withdraw his forces trom the Ottoman (eraitonies, in
fact, Palmerston was at onc moment still willing to accept a compromise
which would have left Muhammad “Ali in possession ol "Aka. However, the
French insistence in supporting his territonal as well as commerenl expan-
sion made him resolute to throttle Muhammad “Ali's ambition even it 1l
meant a brecach with the French. Thiers: the Prench Foreign Minister, was
not discouraged by the British military threat or by Furopean wsolation. He
would not be a party to any Furopcan arrangement to which Mubammad “Ali
could not be induced to agree without coercion.  His government had its rea-
sons o adopt that policy since the possession ob Avabia and Synia by
Muhammad “Ali would mcan de facto Yiench predommance over the Medi-
terrancan and the Red Scea and cven the region as a whole. This would help

to restore France’s credibility, carlier lost to Great Brtain,

Muhammad “Ali preterred 1o build on the promise ol the Trench sup-
port. Ilis expectation lor the support, however, was lost with the change ol
government in I'rance in which Thiers was replaced by Guizot, whe leared
from the prospect ol I'rench isolation and of war against the British, eaded
by England, Russia, Austria and Prussia were at one with Turkey to drive
Lgypt out of Syria and Arzbia atter Muhammad “Abi retused o aceept the
arrangement proposed in the British sponsored Convention ol London in
1840. Muhammad “Ali who had lost commercial gains through the iemoval
of his right on monopoly as indicated in the Turco-British Convention ol
Balta Limani in 1838 at the end helplessly accepted the British terms, Now
the British ctforts to remove Muhammad “Ali from the stage ol rivalry had
finally been realized since he was clfectively isolated Irom Irench patronage.

Through technical superiority and with assistance ol military power, Great
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Britain had established a hold over the arcna of rivalry in the Near East.
France was not willing to seck a sceond conflict with Great Britain after all

that I'rance had lost in the long years of bloody wartare.
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