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INTRODUCTION

The significance of “Abd al -Rahman al-Rafi‘i as a historian can-
not be gainsaid. His work on the national history of Eqgypt is Jjustly
famous not only as a quide for specialists but also as in inspiration-

al interpretation of history for all educated Egyptians.

However, al-Rafi 1's negative attitude towards the “Urabi revolu-
tion has been a topic for debate and a source of disquiet for many
and has created its own partisanships. The question has never heen
examined in detail. Most of the studies devoted to it are in articles
in journals and newspapers which are not enough to gain fuller under-

standing of al-Rafi 1's work.

This thesis will attempt to discuss in detail one of al-Rafi i's

major books, "Al-Thawrat a]—cUrébTya wa'l-Ihtilal al-Inglisi", which

was first published in 1937. It sets out to provide a critical analysis
of al-Rafi 7's attitudes towards the "Urabi revolution. In doing so I
have used both primary and secondary sources and, in light of these
sources, some hypotheses in regard to al-Rafi T's book will be tested.
The study will include references to data which al-Rafi T either chose

not to mention intentionally, or were not available when he wrote his

book .

In chapter one I propose to deal with the 1ife and thought of al-
REFi T and concentrate here on his role as a member of the National
Party and his participation in Egyptian Parliamentary affairs from 1908
to 1952. The development of Al =PE Tl thought and how it was shaped
will also be discussed. This chapter will, it is hoped, help in under-

standing the motives behind al-Rafi 1's attitudes in regard to the




“Urabi revolution and his methodological approaches in the writing

of history.

In chapter two, a review of some of the famous works written
on the “Urdb7 revolution will be given, such as those of Muhammad
cAbduh, Wilfrid Blunt, Lord Cromer, Mahmud al-Khafif and Salah cIssa.
In making any choice, I have taken into consideration the need to
select writers who have different and sometimes contradictory attitudes

and approaches in dealing with the “Urabi revolution.

In chapter three, which is the main chapter, I propose to deal in
detail with al-Rafi i's book. A study of the origins of his thought
will essayed through an examination of the attitudes of Mustafa Kamil
and the National Party in regard to the “UrabT revolution. The objective
here is to test the hypothesis that al-Rafi 7 discusses the events of
the “Urab7 revolution from the standpoint of his own political convic-

tions and those of the National Party.

The major part of this chapter will deal with the significant events

of the revolution, its emergence and failure and the governments that

came to power directly before the first stage of the revolution and up

to its defeat. An attempt will be made also to discuss how and why
al-Rifi T dealt with the "Urdbi revolution in the way he did? What
information did he ignore and why? What is erroneous or correct in his
evaluation of the different events of the revolution and of the motives

of the different parties that interacted during it?

In the Tlast chapter an attempt will be made to discuss al-Rafi 1's
view of history and his methodological approach to its study, concent-
rating firstly on his work on the “Urdabi revolution and secondly on his

other books and articles. I wil try at this point to answer some




important questions, such as the extent to which a]-Réfi<T's work was
affected by his political convictions and by the political circums-
tances he took part in and witnessed? Was he able to write history
as he viewed it and to what extent was his theoretical perception of

history as a science affected by the period in which he lived?




CHAPTER ONE

AL-RAFI T: HIS LIFE AND THOUGHT

The period during which al-Rafi 7 lived (1889-1966) witnessed the
development of the Egyptian national movement and its role in

the resistance to the British occupation and the achievement of
independence. As a member and one of the leaders of the National
Party he played a significant role in the Eqyptian political arena.
In addition, he recorded the events of Egyptian politics he witness-
ed and also wrote about the history of the Egyptian national move-
ment from the French invasion of Egypt in 1798 onwards. His books
became not only famous but highly influential in shaping the thoughts
of Egyptians in regard to their own modern history. Such was his

renown, that he has been called "The Jabart® of Modern Egypt."

This chapter will be divided into two parts. In the first part
I propoée to deal with the life of a]—RéficT, his role in the different
Egyptian institutions and in the National Party. In the second part

I will deal with his major political, economi¢c and social ideas.

[ENHTSSISIEE

AI—R5f1<T was born in Cairo on February 8, 1889. He was from
a very well known family that goes back to the Calif _Umar ibn
=) 3
al-Khattab.  His father, al-Shaykh Abd al-LatTf al-RAfT i was a

Shaykh in al-Azhar who occupied high positions as a Judge in several

1.
“Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi 7, Mudhakkirati, Cairo, 1952, pp.5-6.




districts in Egypt until he became the Mufti of Alexandria in 1898.
This religious environment in which al-Rafi T was raised had affect-
ed his personality. According to his son in-law al-Mustachar HilmT

gy : 2
Shahin, a]—RéficT used to practice his religious duties regularly.

He completed his elementary and secondary studies in Alexandria.
He was fifteen years of age when for the first time he read the news-
paper al-Liwa', which was owned by Mustafa Kamil. A]—RéficT‘s father
insisted on his continuing his studies at al-Azhar, but with the help
of some friends he was able to persuade his father to allow him to
study at the School of Law in Cairo.3 From that time onwards, al-
Rafi T began to be more and more familiar with the ideas of Mustafa
Kamil and met him for the first time in 1906. He also read and

followed al-Liwa', T1ike most of the students at the School of Law.

A1—R5f1cT wrote his first article and gave it to Mustafa Kamil
in order to publish it in al-Liwa'. Although the latter expressed
his_appreciation of it, he refused to publish it because he thought

C
that it would expose al-Rafi 7 to trouble with the British.

AT-REfi T was very much influnced by the character of Mustafa
Kamil, to the extent that he considered him his spiritual father.
Mustafa Kamil offered al-Rafi T a scholarship to go to France and
study journalism but unfortunately Mustafa Kamil died in February

5
1908 before the idea was put into practice.

.
Ibid., pp.6-7.

2.
At meeting held in April 1986.
3 R = o
A1-Rafi T, Mudhakkiraty, p.9.

Y
onlal ,, (12

59
cAbd al-Rahman a]—REficT, Kayfa “arift Mu§§afa Kamil, al-Hilal,

February 1958, pp.14-17.
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A1-Rafi T graduated from the School of Law in 1908, but did
not work long in this field. After only one month working as a
lawyer in AsyUt, Muhammad Farid - one of the leaders of the National
Party - offered him a job as a journalist on al-Liwa'and he accepted
it happily. During his firstfew years as a journalist he wrote many
articles concerning the political and economical situation in Egypt.
In 1916 al—RéficT opened with his friend Ahmad Wajdl an office for
practicing law in al-Zagaz7q and in the same year they opened an-
other office in al-Mansura, where al-Rafi 7 moved in 1913 and remain-
ed for about twenty years.2 Beside his career as a lawyer a1—R§f1gT

continued to be a journalist, a historian and a politician.

During his stay in al-Manstra, a1-R5ficT was very active in
public work. He took part in establishing a people's school, Tike
those which were established in Cairo by the National Party. He also
participated in establishing cooperative charitable institutions for
the purpose of facing the rise of prices aftér the first World War.
As a lawyer also, a]-RéfiCT always took the side of the oppressed
and took very low fees from his clients and sometimes accepted cases

4
without any fee at all.

il
Baha' al-Din ‘Ilwan, al-Rafi T wa . Kitabatuh al-Sahafiyah al-Ula,

al-Thaqafa, December 1977. pp.68-71.

2.
Al-Rafi T, Mudhakkirati, p.17.

3,
Baha' al-Din CI]wén, A]—RéficT f7'1-Mansura, al-Thagafa, August

1977, pp.68-71

4.
Hamadah Mahmud Isma 11, al- R§f1 7 Hayatuh wa Fikruh, Cairo, Ayn

Shams Un1vers1ty, unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, February, 1986.




A]—RéficT devoted all his life to serve his country through
his membership of the National Party, the Chamber of Deputies, the
Senate and many other governmental and non-governmental committees
and institutions. After the death of Mustafa Kamil, al-Rafi T
strengthened his relation with Muhammad FarTd, who was chosen as
the new leader of the National Party. A1—R§fi(T participated in
the different conferences of the Party in 1908, 1910 and 1911. He
was chosen as a member of the committee which took responsibility
for the re-examination of the laws of the Party and preparing a
project for modifying them.1 In 1911, he was elected as a member
of the Administrative Committee of the party. In the same year he
went with Muhammad Far7d to Rome to attend the Peace Conference
there and they visited together France, Austria and Germany.3 Even
after Farid's voluntary exile in 1912 al-Rafi‘7 kept his connections
with his Teader until his death in 1919. He also stood at his side
when the members of the party disagreed on whether to keep Farid
as its head or not.5 This disagreement which was the beginning of
the weakness of the party and which opened the way to the Wafd Party
to take over its role and popularity among Egyptians.

The few years before and after the 1919 revolution, a1-R§f1CT
became very active in politics. In 1915, he was arrested in al-

- : : : 5
Manstira and remained in prison for about ten months.  Later on, he

]88
‘Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi T, Muhammad Farid, 4th ed., Cairo, 1984.
pp. 103-104.

2
Ibid., p.254.

S0 e T e 516,

4. c
Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit., p.17.

5'A1—R5fic7, Mudhakkirati, pp.27-29.




he took part in the secret association which practiced armed strug-
gle against the British presence in Egypt. They assassinated
several Egyptian and British officia]s.l During the same period
al-Rafi 7 was a great supporter of Sa“d Zaghlul and of great help
to him in al-MansUra. His private papers indicate clearly his sup-
port for the Wafd, which made Sa“d Zaghldl choose him and his
brother Amin as members of the delegation to the Peace Conference
representing the National Party. However, the Administrative Com-

2
mittee of the Party rejected this idea.

A]-RéficT's participation in the Chamber of Deputies began when
he nominated himself as representing al-MansUra district in 1923.
He was successful in the elections against the Wafdist candidate by
only one vote. He was one of the four members of the National Party
who became members of the new Chamber of Deputies and stood as the
opposition to the Wafdist government which constituted the majority.3

In 1925 he was elected once more to the Chamber of Deputies which

was dissolved the first day it met for about one year.4

Al Rafi T spent the following years between 1925 and 1939 with
no governmental position. In addition to his work as a lawyer he

worked hard at writing the national history of Egypt.5 In this period

s
Mustafa Amin, Al-Kitab al-Mamnd, 2nd.Vol. Cairo, 1975, p.215.

2
Tariq al-Bishri, al-Rafi‘T Mu'arrikh wa Siyasi, al-Talf a,
December 1971, p.95.

gl
A1-Rafi 7, Mudhakkirati, pp.46-47.

4.
Ibid., p.56.

5. s i
Fathi Radwan, al-Rafi‘T: Fasl F1 TarTkhina al-WatanT, al-Majallah,
January 1967, p.39.




of his 1ife he was busy in matters related to the National Party.

He had put a lot of effort into uniting the different Egyptian
parties. Although he played a great role in the achieving of the
unity of 1925 and 1935, he was excluded, both times from entering
Parliament when the parties distributed the positions between them
and this made him feel very bitter.1 He was also busy with the dif-
ferences inside the National Party - these a]~Réf1cT does not dis-
cuss in detail in his books - which led to the weakness of the party.
A1—REfiCT played a major role in these differences, especially after
he was appointed as a secretary of the party in December 1932. The
major difference that took place after the death of Muhammad Farid
concerned the election of a new leader for the party. It was set-
tled by chosing Héfig Ramadan as the new leader in 1923.2 The second
major issue which caused disagreement between leaders of the party
was whether the party should take up any position in the Egyptian
government before total withdrawal of the British. AT—REfiCT criti-
cized Hafi; Ramadan concerning his agreement to participate in the
second government of Muhammad Mahmud in December 1937 and in the
governmenf of Hassan SabrT in 1940. As a result, the Administrative
Committee of the party was divided into two and did not regain its
unity until 1946.3 After this date, it seems that the policy of the

C
party had changed, for al-Rafi T himself agreed to participate in

1,
A1-R3fi T, Mudhakkirati, p.89.

2%
A.E. Goldschmidt, The Egyptian National Party, Translated by
Fou'ad Duwarah, Cairo, 1983, p.310.

g,
Hamadah M. Ism§<T1, Op.cit., pp.26-33.
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the government of Hussayn Sirri in 1949.1 This participation
brought him into direct conflict with the young members of the
Party headed by FathT Radwan who established the New National

2
Party.

It was not an easy achievement for a1—R5ficT to enter the
Senate. In 1938, he was rejected by the Palace, but tried once
more in 1939 and succeeded.3 A1-Rafi T confessed that his success
in entering the Senate was because his supporters were able to
convince the "Moslem Brothers" that they should vote for him.
A1-R3fi T attributed his failure in the elections for the Senate
in 1951 to the Wafd Party and he accused Fu'ad Saraj al-Din, who
was the Minister of Interior in the Wafd government at that time,
of interfering in the elections in the interests of the Wafdist

5
candidate.

After the revolution of 1952 the parties were dissolved and
a]—REfiCT concentrated most of his work on the Lawyers Union. Al-
Rafi T had been for a long time - since 1919 - a member of the Union's
Council. In 1954, he was appointed as the head of the Union which
exposed him to a great deal of criticism from his colleagues by

: : M0 A :
accepting this position.  Other responsibilities were assigned to

.
A1-Rafi <7, Mudhakkirdti, p.132.
2
Hamadah M. Isn@qﬁ1, Op.cit., pp.36-40.
3
ionels o [Pl
4
Ibid., p.54
5

"A1-REFi T, Mudhakkirati, pp.140-141.

'Haradah M. Isma 11, Op.cit., pp.94-95.
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a]-RéficT after 1952. In 1953 he was chosen as 2 member of the
committee for preparing a constitution. Between 1958 and 1962
he was the recorder of the History and Archeology Committee in

the Higher Council of Arts and Literature.1

A]—RéficT was honoured twice by the government after 1952.
In 1953 he was awarded the state prize in social sciences for
the second and third part of his book "F1 A“qab al-Thawrat al-
Mi§r7ya”. In 1961 he was also awarded the state appreciation

prize for social sciences.

A]—RéficT died in December 1966, when he was 77 years of age,
leaving behind him a detailed record of Egyptian National history
covering a period of about a hundred and fifty years and tens of
articles on the Egyptian political, economic  and social situation
covering more than half a century. In addition to this he played

an important political role which needs further study.

—_ c-—
I1. AL-RAFI T'S POLITICAL, ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL THOUGHT

A. Al-R3fi T's Political Thought

A]-Réfi(T'is considered by the new generation as a histor-
ian, first and foremost, but for those who knew him, he was pri-
marily a politician. The political ideas of aW-REficT wefe
many. He had a point of view on every single issue in Egyptian
political, economic and social 1ife during his life time, which
makes it difficult to discuss them all. In the section which

follows I propose to concentrate on his main political ideas

1,
Jalal al-Sayyed, aT-REchi FT Risalat Ducturah, al -Jumhuriyah,

February 13, 1986, p.7.
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which represent mainly those of the National Party. One can
trace al-Rafi T's ideas through the leaflets of the National
Party, his discussions in the Chamber of Deputies and Senate

and through the books and articles he wrote.

The start will be with the most important idea which
coloured his political convictions - this was the total and
unconditional withdrawal of all British troops and government
officials from Egypt. Al-Rafi‘7T spent all his life struggling
against any form of economic, military or political power for
Britain in Egypt. He found in the press of the National Party
a channel to express his ideas. For example, he explained in
a series of articles in al-Liw@' the disadvantages of the
British occupation in all aspects of Egyptian 1ife. Al-Rafi T
also explained the factors which led to this situation and the
role of some Egyptian and governments in helping the British to

‘ 1
gain full control of the country.

A1~R§f1(T did not just attack the British occupation and
.explain the reasons behind its existence, but more than that he
specified the way to resist it. His early participation in the
secret associations for armed struggle was a clear indication
of his support for the use of force against the British occupa-
tion and those Egyptians who worked with them. His early writ-
ings also indicate his preference for the use of force, in a-
dition to other methods of struggle. As he put it: "Justice

always is in need of power, it does not survive except beside it..."

9
Hamadah M. Isma7l, Op.cit., pp.106-107.

2k
Abd al-Rahman a]—RaficT, Huqug a1~Shacb, Cairo, 1912, Introduction.

e e B A et T L T
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Although a]-REficT believed - Tike his leaders Mustafa
Kamil and Muhammad Farid - that they should appeal inter-
nationally to explain the Egyptian case, at certain times be
found that there was nothing to be gained from this method

and that big powers work only for their own benefit.

A]—RéficT was one of the national figures who rejected
totally any kind of negotiations with the British government
before total withdrawal. He apposed the negotiations that took
place with Milner's Committee which came to Egypt after the

2

1919 revolution and he wrote several articles in al-Ahram
and al-Akhbar criticizing the report issued by this committee.
A]—RﬁficT's rejection of any kind of negotiation reached its
peack with the 1936 treaty signed by Britain and Egypt. He said:

"The treaty of the 26th of August 1936 affirms

the British protectorate and confirms the

legality of the British occupation of Egypt to

serve its military purposes. Britain also adds

financial burdens that the resources of Egypt
cannot afford."4

This position in regard to the treaty brought him into direct
conflict with the Wafd government which signed it. Throughout
. - —_— c‘— . Q
his membership of the Senate al-Rafi 7 continued when possible to

5
criticize the treaty.

1 ¢
Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit., p.107.

2.
“Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi T, Thawrat 1919, 2nd. Vol., 2nd. ed.,
Cairo, October 1968, p.65.

3l ¢
Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit., p.110.

4. c
“Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi T, Qawa id al-Mu‘Ghadat, Cairo, 1936.
5.

“Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi 7, Arba‘at ‘ashar “am f7'l-Barlaman, Cairo,
1955. In the following sessions: Dec. 11, 1939, Feb. 17, 1941,
June 3, 1942, Dec. 8, 1942 and Dec. 29,1943.
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In relation to the Second World War and the role of Egypt,
J1-REFST advocated the idea that Egypt should be neutral in
this war and he predicted that it would help the Eastern peoples

to develop because the Western countries would be busy fighting

each other.

When the four big powers invited Egypt to participate in
the San Francisco conference, which was held in April 1945 to
prepare for the United Nations, a]—Réfigﬁ critized the report
of the government concerning this jssue on the basis that it
did not include the major demands of Egypt. He also expressed
his doubts concerning the motives of the big powers in their
discussion of the fate of the peoples of the world. He said:

"I hoped that the report prepared for this con-
ference could have clarified Egypt's position

and demands, because this conference and the ones
to follow, which are known as peace-making con-
ferences, are the ones - so they claim - to de-
cide the fate of peoples. I say, 'they claim'
because I believe that the fate of nations is in
the hands of the people. As we are going to
participate in this conference, it is our main
interest that the government presents a report on
Eqypt's basic demands. But unfortunately the re-
port excluded these demands."?2

After the conference, aW—RaficT advocated for not signing
the Charter because, according to him, it did not change the
status-quo. After a long discussion in the Senate he failed

to convince the members and the Charter was signed.

Hamadah M. Isma 11, Op.cit., pp.111-112.

<
Al-Rafi 7, Arbaat “ashar “Zm fT'1 Barlaman, p.393.

i Ibid., pp.403-441.

——
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Furthermore, a]—REficT condemned the negotiations that
took place between Britain and Egypt after the end of the
Second World War. He accused Sidqgi's government of giving up
the rights of the country.1 The failure of the negotiations
resulted in the resignation of the government and a new one
headed by Mahmud Fahmi al -NuqrashT came to power, which worked
towards presenting the Egyptian case in the United Nations.
This time a]—REficT accepted the idea, but he was sceptical
about the ability of the Nuqrashi government to achieve any-
thing in this respect. The failure of the government to achieve
anything by the end of the meetings in September 1947 gave al-
REficT the opportunity to blame the government for this failure
because, according to him, they did not present the case at the
right time when discussions concerning other countries such as

Lebanon and Syria took place.

one of the basic political convictions of al-Rafi T was the
unity of the Nile Valley (Egypt and Sudan). He expressed his
support for this by every possible means - through writing in
the newpapers and in discussions in Parliament. A]—RéficT at-
tacked the 1899 agreement concerning the Sudan and considered
it illegal because it was signed by a government that had no con-
trol over the affairs of the country. He also attacked all the
British projects in Sudan, such as the irrigation project, which

he considered as being done for the benefit of Britain.

1.
Hamadah M. Ismd 11, Op.cit., p.116.

2

3

‘Ibid., pp.116-118.

‘Ibid. , pp.122-123.
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When a1-R€ficT criticized the 1936 treaty he gave special
attention to the terms concerning the Sudan. He believed
that by this treaty the Sudan would become a British colony,
guarded by Egyptian soldiers under the command of the British
Governor Genera].1

Within the same concern of defending the unity of the Nile

Valley, a]—Réfi(T supported the case of a Sudanese who nominat-
ed himself for elections representing the cAden district in
Cairo. The British authorities rejected his nomination on the
basis that he was originally a Sudanese.2 Al—RﬁficT also re-
jected the proposal of the British authorities for holding a
plebiscite in the Sudan, on the basis that the Sudan was not
free and the plebiscite would be 111ega1.3 He also rejected
the idea of the autonomy of the Sudan and called for establish-
ing a committee for its Hber‘ation‘4 A1—R5f1(T accused the
Egyptian government of not working hard enough to solve the

question of the Sudan whilst busying themselves with the Pales-

tinian question which was, according to him, less important to

5
Egypt.

After the 1952 revolution a1—R€ficT continued to support

the idea that the Sudan was a part of Egypt just like Alexandria

B

"Al-REFi*T, Qawa id al-Mu'ahadat, pp.39-40.

<

"Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit., pp.123-124,

‘Ibid., p.124.

o

id., pp.124-125.

‘Ibid., p.126.
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that by this treaty the Sudan would become a British colony,
guarded by Egyptian soldiers under the command of the British
Governor Genera'l.1

Within the same concern of defending the unity of the Nile

Valley, a1—RéficT supported the case of a Sudanese who nominat-
ed himself for elections representing the (Aden district in
Cairo. The British authorities rejected his nomination on the
basis that he was originally a Sudanese.2 AW—REficT also re-
jected the proposal of the British authorities for holding a
plebiscite in the Sudan, on the basis that the Sudan was not
free and the plebiscite would be 111ega1.3 He also rejected
the idea of the autonomy of the Sudan and called for establish-
ing a committee for its 1iberation.4 A1—R§f1(T accused the
Egyptian government of not working hard enough to solve the
question of the Sudan whilst busying themselves with the Pales-

tinian question which was, according to him, less important to

5
Egypt.

After the 1952 revolution a]—RﬁficT continued to support

the idea that the Sudan was a part of Egypt just like Alexandria

"A1-R3Fi<T, Qawa " id al-Mu ahadat, pp.39-40.

<

"Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit., pp.123-124.

‘Ibid., p.124.
"Ibid., pp.124-125.
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and he rejected - in a leaflet of the National Party - the
agreement between the Egyptian and the British governments

1
giving the Sudan the right of self determination.

In time, some political convictions of a]-RﬁficT had de-
veloped and others had changed. One of the most basic idea
that had changed with time was the relation of Egypt with the
Islamic and Arab World. At the beginning of his Tife and when
the National Party was strong and influentical Islamic unity
under the leadership of the Ottoman Caliph was one of al—RﬁfigT's
basic political convictions. He supported the Ottoman state in
its war against Italy in 1911 by collecting money to help it and
he was granted medals and honours for his help. He also support-

2
ed the Ottomans and the Germans in World War I against the Allies.

In the course of time, however, and after the abolishment
of the Caliphate in 1925 and the emergence of the idea of Arab
Nationalism, a]—REficT's Islamic tendencies diminished and his
interest in the Arab World increased. This change became obvious
in the greater attention given to the Palestinian questionin the
publications of the National Party, especially after a]-RﬁfiQT
became the Secretary of the Party. He also called for the Ho]ding
of a conference in Egypt on this issue in order that the Arab

governments put forward a plan to face Britain.

"Ibid., p.126.

‘Ibid., p.108.

‘Ibid., p.136.
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Although al-Rafi‘T called for an Arab unity, his convic-
tions concerning this were different from the Arab nationalists.
He insisted in his articles that every Arab state should be
first of all independent from any foreign domination in order
to be able to unite. Until then, he adviced that the economic
and political relations should develop by holding conferences
to exchange ideas on all aspects of 1ife.1 After the defeat of
the Arab states in 1948, which resulted in the establishment of
the "state of Israel”, a]—REficT criticized the Arab League on
the basis that it consisted of governments and not peoples,
which resulted in this defeat. He added that every Arab state
should liberate itself first of all from the control of the colon-
ial powers in order to be able to cooperate with the other members

2
of the League.

After the 1952 revolution al-RéficT became more involved
with issues concerning Arab unity and problems of the Arabs. He
also took part in the conferences of the Arab Lawyers which main-
1y discussed questions related to Arab prob]ems.3 One cannot say
that a]-RéficT was an Arab Nationalist propagandist. In fact,
until the late forties he used the term nations (Umam) and not
nation (Umah) to identify those who speak Arabic. According to
his son-in-law Hilmi Shahin, a1—REfiCT never really believed in

Arab Unity. Being brought up during the rise of the Egyptian

L
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Nationalism, it was natural that his ideas were greatly in-
fluenced by this atmosphere.

A1-Réfi(7's attitude towards the use of force against
the occupation also altered during his 1ife time. Al though

he never mentioned explicitly his participation in the armed

struggle, yet, he confessed in his book "Mudhakkirati" his
attitude on this issue. He said:
"In 1919, when I was only thirty years of age
and was practicing my career as a lawyer in al-
Manstura, attitudes of youth were overwhelming
me and made me believe that the nation should
adopt violence in its struggle. But now I am
pronon-violence and find it the best as well as
the nearest way to success. In other words, I

am not in favour of revolution and prefer de-
velopment through progress. "l

In an article aW—REfiCT wrote in 1948, he called the youth
to fulfill their duties to their country but not in violent
way.2 He also said that unarmed struggle was more effective
than armed strugg1e.3 Even after the 1952 revolution al-REficT
rejected the use of force. When the nationalization of the Suez
canal took place, he sent a letter to the Egyptian President
Jamal “Abd al-Nasser saying that it was not the right time to go

to war because of the nationalization of the Suez Cana1.4

s
The change in al-Rafi T's attitude away from the use of

force was consistent with that of the National party. In the

e 4
A1-Rafi T, MudnakkiratT, p.30.
2

“abd al-Rahman al-Rafi T, al-Shabab wa'l Watan, al-Hilal,
January 1948, pp.7-9. ;
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first quarter of this century the National Party realized, at
times and to limited extent, that violence and the use of
force were necessary if their aims were to be achieved. But
afterwards they gave up these believes and called for legal
means of resistance, through making use of existing institu-
tions, thereby losing their popularity and effectiveness on the
political map of Egypt. This was disastrous for them at a
time when the Wafd Party was more pragmatic and able to mob1i -

1ize the people.

The Political convictions of al-Rafi T were not simply
limited to the national questions. His early books, such as

"Huqug al-Sha b" are indicative of his other political ideas.

Al-Rafi i writes about the type of government be preferred

and the way in which the government should rule. He consider-
ed any government if it is to be representative of the people
mﬁst work for the benefit of the people and not for their own
ends. He also believed that governments are inclined to take
full control over the affairs of the people and that if the
people do not pursue their rights they will lose what they have
ach‘ieved.1 The safeguarding of rights could not be achieved
without a constitution, written by the representative of the
people. The aim behind a constitution is to organize the re-
Jationship between the people and the government in order that

2
every one knows his 1limits and works for the general cause.

1

"A1-Rafi T, Huqlq al-Sha b, pp.10-18.
2.
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He added that there can be no 1iberty without a constitution.
But he also believed that no nation could attain perfection
in applying a constitutional system in one year Or two. It
is a process that calls for time and needs from the people a

high degree of political consiousness.

In general, a1-R5ficT called for a democratic and constit-
utionalist political system, just 1ike those existing 1in Europe?
although it did not seem to matter for him whether it was a
kingdom or a republic; only important thing was that it should

be a constitutionalist government.

A]—REfiCT described how the Parliament and other councils
should be elected and the role they should play as representa-
tives of the people in formulating laws and changing them 1in
accordance with the interests of the people. It is also their
role to supervise the government in order to execute the laws

correctly.
C

A1-Rafi T criticized parliamentary councils which were es-
tablished after the British occupation and he described them as
having no authority. Being always in the opposition a]—REficT
used to push these councils towards acquiring more control and

more authority over governments. He also criticized all the

" <
Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit ., pp.128-129.
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Egyptian governments during the British occupation for not
presenting 1aws and projects to the Parliament before putting

: .l
them into practice.

A1_RaFi T believed in the multi-party system, but he pre-
ferred that there should only be three parties. He criticized
the existing state of Egyptian parties, after 1919 because, ac-
cording to him, they had no specific and clear programs. He
added that the differences between these parties helped in break-
ing up the unity of the nation-3

A]—REficT's book "Huquq al-Sha b, which was published in
1912, may be considered as the best source for understanding his
political thought. In it, the influence of the European politi-
cal system is clear. Private freedom, freedom of press, the
right of private ownership, the freedom to work, the right of
elections for all the people - all these and others are issues

discussed by aT—REfiCT in this book.

B. A]—RaficT's Economic and Social Thought

Al—REficﬁ'rea1ized that political independence needed also
economic and social independence. Although he was mainly a poli-
tician, and his struggle against the British occupation and the
Egyptian governments that cooperated with 1t was mainly on poli-

tical issues, he did not neglect the economic and social issues.

.
Ibid., pp.83-105.
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He believed that there is a relation between political and eco-

nomic independence. He said:
"I was and still believe that there is a strong
relationship between politics and economics and

the economic part of the national movement is
not less significant than its political one."!l

However, this did not prevent him from saying that politicians

3 2
and not economists should rule.

A]-REfiCT considered the British occupation and the succes-
sive Egyptian governments to be responsible for the bad economic
situtation in the country. He opposed and attacked several eco-
nomic projects and laws put out by the government which, he thought,
served British interests. Beginning with the irrigation system in
the Sudan, which was done with the help of British experience, al-
R5f1<7 rejected this project on the basis that it would reduce the
quantity of water needed for Egyptian agriculture but he failed to

stop the work on this project.3

Concerning the compensation for British officials who left
Egypt after 1919 revolution, a]—REfiQT tried to convince the members
of the Chamber of Deputies in oné of its sessions in June 24, 1924
of the illegality of paying this large amount of money (1,300,000
pounds) to the British officials. However, his demand was also re-

jected.4 On the same basis, he refused the proposal to pay half a

‘Al-Rafi 7, Mudha.<iraty, p.39.

" “Abd al-Rahman aTnREficT, Liman Takun a]—ZaCEmah, al-Hilal,
December, 1947, p.25.

'A]—REficT, Arba ‘at “ashar am f7'1-Barlaman, pp.24-38.

‘Ibid., pp.46-56.



million pounds for foreign officials, during abd al-Khalig
Tharwat government, as compensation for being away from their
home]and.1 A1-R3fi T also rejected any kind of foreign work

or ownership, or even the use of foreign experts. He rejected
the decision taken by the Wafd government in May 1943 to employ
a British financial expert. He also rejected the permission

given to foreign companies to dig for oil.

In 1948 a]—REficT presented to the Senate one of the most
significant draft laws which called for the prohibition of forei-
ners from owing agricultural land and other real estate. A law
on those lines was not actually issued until March 1951.3 Al -
REficT opposed many other issues involving the relations between
the Eqyptian government and the British occupation, such as the
decision taken by the Mixed Courts, binding Egypt to pay its
debts in gold. He a}so expressed his objection to extending the
privileges of al-AhlT Bank - which was a British bank - for a
further forty years.4 As a reaction to British economic control,
a1-R5¥icT called upon the government to abolish foreign conces-

sions and liberate the Egyptian economy from its dependence on

the British currency which resulted in the increase in prices
and economic inflation.

A]-RéficT also defended the rights of the lower cleases, es-

pecially the peasants, who had small ownerships. He called for

i 3
Hamadah M. Isma 71, Op.cit., p.142.
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the protection of these small holders and the reduction of
taxes on them.1 The peasants, their problems and the solu-
tion to these problems were of great interest for a]—REfiCT.
He often discussed them in the sessions of the Parliament.
A]—REffCT also took the side of the workers on several oc-
casions and defended their right to establish their unions,
which ended in the issuing of the law relating to workers
trade unions of 1947.2 He also asked the government to Took

to the welfare of the peasants and workers and to train them

and take care of their health, shelter and nutrition. He added:

"The government should protect both the agri-
cultural and industrial workers. It should

also organize their relationship with the busi-
ness men and land owners based on justice, love

and hunanity. The government should also deter-
mine wages...Ilt should also provide the workers
with jobs in order to prevent them from the evils
of unemployment. The worker and the farmer have
the right to be protected by the government through
an insurance system in times of need, sickness, un-
employment, disablement and old age."3

<
A1-Rafi T took part in establishing several committees, cO-
operatives and unions as a way of implementing his social and
economic thought. In'1919, he took part in establishing an as-

sociation in a]-MangGra for the generalization of agricultural

cooperatives all over the country. In 1920,ihe established the

18 : k 3 i
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first Food Supply Cooperative in a1—Man§G¥a. Other coopera-
tives were established in other cities on the same principle.
During his membership of the Chamber of Deputies 1in 1924, he
succeeded in establishing the cooperative and Social Welfare
Committee.2 In 1939, a1—R5fi<T was chosen by the Ministry of
Social Welfare as a member of a special committee established
for the purpose of promoting cooperative work.3 In 1944, they
were able to issue a new law for cooperative work and to the
establishing of a cooperative bank.4 A]—RéficT wrote a book
in 1914 on cooperative unions which was considered as one of

the pioneering publications 1in this field.
-, c — . - . 0 . . 3
A1-Rifi T did not simply citicize the economic policy of
the government but he participated in suggesting solution to

overcome these economic problems. In his book, "FT A(qu al-

—
Thawrat al-Misriya", al-Raf T allocates two chapters to a dis-

cussion of the economic and social situation in Eqypt after the
1919 Revolution. He suggested that the government should reclaim
more lands and look for other resources, such as as animal and
mineral resources.5 He also suggested the establishing of new

industries based on totally Egyptian capital and the building of
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the necessary infra-structure such as roads, ports...etc. He
also advised the establishment of industrial banks. It was
the latter concern which was behind his enthusiasm in encourag-
ing Bank Misr. He considered Ta]tat Harb, the founder of the
Bank, as one of the ten greatest men in modern Egyptian history.
This economic development, he added, should not only be concent-
rated in urban areas; villages should be qiyen more attention.
He says:

"The government should work on improving the

villages in order to be at the same level of

villages in the developed countries...The im-

provement of villages is the basis for all
social and economical reform".

Out of his believe in social justice, al-R3fi T called for
certain economic and social improvements. He called on the
government to interfere and promulgate laws in order to ensure
social justice and to decrease the differences between the soical
classes. Some of these Taws suggested were the following:

1. To set taxes in relation to the income and to exempt the poor
classes from paying. .

2. To put a 1imit to the private ownership of agricultural land
and increase ownership by lower and middle classes.

3. To set a 1imit to the profit of big industrial and commercial
companies and prevent them from increasing prices as they
wished.

4. To define the relationship between owners and renters, es-

pecially in regard to agricultural land.

5. i _ G
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5. To encourage and supervise the cooperatives.

6. To build orphanages and homes for the aged.

7. To create a proper system of social we]fare.1

<
A1-Rafi T tried to put some of these ideas into practice

when he was the Minister of Supply, but this brought him into

ith the big companies such as the Sugar Company

. by,
and the owners of the textile companies.

direct conflict w

b S
Although al-Rafi T defended the rights of the Tower classes

yet he believed in reconciliation of the different social classes

in Eqypt. He advised the youth not to adopt communist ideas be-

cause, according to him, these ideas would destroy the existing

social and economic system (private ownership and free industrial

and commercial enterprise) and destroy the national spirit of the

<
peop]e.3 A1-R3fi T was pleased when the government, after the

1952 revolution, issued 1aws in regard to the welfare of the workers

venting communist

and peasants and considered this as a means of pre

: . 4
ideas penetrating amongst the peasants and workers. He called on

all classes to work 1in implementing these laws.
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It is clear that al-Rafi T was influenced by European

1iberal bourgoisie thinkers in this as in other respects. He

expressed his admiration, in several places in his books, for

the European political system and hoped Egypt would one day

attain something similar to 1kt

<
Al-Rafi T wrote about many other social issues related to

marriage, the role of women in society, to birth control and

education. Inspite of his support for the rights, the people

he criticized their behaviour in certain matters such as the

consumption of luxurious foreign goods instead of the encou-

ragement of Jocal products. He also rejected their imitation

of Europeans and advised the youth to preserve their own values.

A]-REficT also criticized the spread of alchohol and drugs.

He participated in several governmental and non-governmental

social -committees as a means towards solving social problems

such as the Association for the Prohibition of Alchohol, the
2

Social Reform League, the Young Men Muslim Association.

.
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CHAPTER TWO

THE(UREBT REVOLUTION AND ITS LITERATURE

The “UrabT revolution is one of the most important events in the

modern history of Egyptian nationalism. A number of historians, re-

presenting different trends of thought, have written about it and it

has generated a considerable debate about its aims, achievements and

results. The different attitudes in regard to the Urab7 revolution

have varied from describing it as an illegitimate uprising perpetrat-

ed by unqualified military officers and politicians for private am-

bitions, to describing it as a national uprising and a very signifi-

cant phase in Egyptian national history.

If we begin by examining the literature emanating from those who

witnessed or took part in the revolution, it becomes clear that many

of them became sceptical about the motives and aims of its leaders.

Muhammad (Abduh, the famous Islamic reformer, wrote at some

Tength about the revolution and the events leading up to it. Although

he was ohe of its leaders, he did not always come down on the side of

the revolution. His incomplete book on the SUrabi revolution may well

have had an immoderate influence on later writings on the subject.

The official British position can be seen through the reports of

British officials who served in Egypt at the time, Malet and Colvin,

and later, in the writings of Lord Cromer who devoted a part of his

C - o— - 0 -
book on Egypt to the UrabT revolution. Some Eqyptian writers were

influenced by the British material in regard to the revolution and

wrote describing SUrabT and his friends as puppets in the hands of

Britain and Isma 31, the former Khedive of Egypt, or described the

revolutionaries as a group of traitors. Even in Egyptian school



books during the British occupation, the € UrabT revolution was des-

cribed as a mutiny.1 Not all English commentators were against the

revolution. Wilfrid S. Blunt, in his book, "The Secret History of

the English Occupation of Egypt", defended the “Urabi revolution and

its leaders.

It is not surprising to see the effect of the official British

view of the revolution on later historians. What is more puzzling

is the position of the National Party which was led by Mustafa Kamil.

The latter wrote an article in the newspaper al-Liwa’ accusing < UrabT

of being an ignorant leader who led the country into British occupation.

As we shall see, “Abd al-Rahman 41-R3fi T and other writers of similar

persuasion took the same position in blaming ©UrabT for the British

In contrast, other historians have defended the

< UrabT revolution. One of the best known of these is Mahmud al-Khafif,

occupation of Egypt.

his book "Ahmad ¢ Urabi al-Za“Tm al-Muftara “Alayh" may be considered

as a response to the accusations brought against the “Urabi revolution.

From 1952 onwards - that is, after Nasser's revolution - the

“UribT revolution begins to take its_rea] place in the history of

Eqyptian nationalism. Although many writers, influenced by earlier

writings, continued to blame < UrabT for the British occupation of

Egypt, a new generation of nationalist and socialist commentators be-

gan to defend € UrabT, portraying him as a national hero. Many of

. . Cw
these socialist voices are of importance such as Rifaat al-Sa 1d,

Salah € Issa and many others. They have given the “Urab7 revolution

a new and rehabilitated status in the history of Eqyptian nationalism.

= Salah ‘Issa, al-Thawrat al- “Urabiya, 2nd. ed., Cairo, 1982,

pp.40-41.
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In the section which follows a representative review of the liter-

ature written on the SUrabT revolution will be undertaken.

Muhammad “Abduh's book and articles written on the political
situation in Eqypt during the CUrabT revolution are of .great importance
in understanding the political life of the period. His position in
regard to the revolution is far from consistent. It changed accord-
ing to circumstances and this process can be detected in his articles
and the incomplete book he began to write on the “Urab7 revolution,
when asked to do so by Khedive Abbas Hilmi. This work was not com-
pleted due to the differences between him and the Khedive.1 The

articles “Abduh wrote in al-NaqE'ic al-MisrTyah are also of great

help in understanding the change in his position in regard to the re-

volution.

After the first clash between the army under the leadership of
€ Urab7 and the government at the Qasr al-N71 barracks in February
1881 and which ended by the replacement of the Minister of War, the
€ircassian Rifqi Pasha, “Abduh wrote a series of articles in a'l—Waqé‘i9
in which he showed his dissatisfaction and disagreement with the way

“UrabT and his friends acted and also to their demand for a Chamber

of Deputies. He called for a gradualist approach:

"Oonly a few improvements not too far removed
from the current level of the people should be
introduced. When they have grown accustomed

to these, others can be attempted on a higher
plane...If the latitude given to the people
exceeds their horizon, or if obligations which
they are incapable of fulfilling are imposed

on them and powers are granted to them when they

Il = =
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<pbdu, Cairo, 1931, VoT.T, p.I157.




lack experience of ruling, they will be misled
by ideas strange to them and will fall into con-

fusion .1

He adds: "They said that the time was ripe for getting rid
of despotism and establishing a parliamentary
government. I sajd that we must for some years

concern ourselves with education and training,
and do our best to influence the government to

rule justly.~

CAbduh considered the Egyptians as not ready for a constitution-
al system. He says that it was not natural for the country to start
by reaping, with 1ittle effort, the fruits for which European nations
had paid such a high price over such long stretches of time. People,
he maintained, should be trained gradually for democratic 1ife by
means of municipal and provincial councils. At the same time, dis-
tinctive limitations on personal conduct and action should be laid
down.3 € Abduh's direct referent to his refusal of the use of force
comes when he met ~UrabT in the house of Tulba pasha, one of the
leaders of the revolution, where he stated in a direct fashion: "If
the nation is prepared to take part in the government's administrative
affairs, it will be meaningless to seek that end by military force.

Therefore what the army leaders demand is i11egitimate?ﬂ The articles

1 - =
Muhammad “Abduh, Khata' a1a(uqa1al, al—waqa'i7 al-Misriyah, Issue
1079, April 4, 1881, in Muhammad € Im@ra, al-A‘mal al-Kamilah 11 1-
Imam Muhammad SAbduh, Cairo, 1979, Vol.I, p.298.
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Rida, Op.cit., Vol.I, pp.217-218. From “Abduh's unpublished book
"al-Thawrah al- SUrabTyah."
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that Muhammad SAbduh wrote after thecAden event, in September 9,

1881, and which ended by the resignation of Riyad Pasha and the

appointment of SharTf Pasha at the head of the new ministry, Were

totally different. It is amazing to see the change in his view in

such very short time. Not only were his writings a vivid example

of this change, but his participation in events reflects it also.

He became one of the leaders of the revolution and a strong sup-

porter of the constitutional system. <pbduh now claimed that the

Egyptians had become ready for constitutional 1ife, since they had

proved that they have a public opinion and aspire to improve their

conditions.

During the celebrations of the victory of the nationalists,

when Mahmud Sami al-Bartudi succeeded SharTf as Prime Minister, “ Abduh

made an improtant speech explaining the merits of constitutional rule

and demanding the spread of education and the grant of freedom of

2
speech and writing.

In his letters to his friend Blunt, “Abduh strongly defended the

government and their measures and refuted the rumours being spread in

Europe that the leaders of the revolution were seeking personal ad-

vantage.

It was not until his inprisonment after the failure of the re-

volution that € Abduh changed his position for the second time. His

uncompleted and unpublished book written on the SUrabT revolution

proved to be a great retreat from his previous radical position. In

" Muhammad “Abduh, al-Shura wa'l-Qanun, a1—waq5'1’ al-MisrTyah,
Issue 1290, December 25, Ml p.366.

% Ibid., Issue 1334, April 15, 1882, pp.380-383.
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Wilfrid Blunt, Secret History of the English Occupation of Egypt,
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his book SAbduh states that CUrEbT had no real intentions for reform,
but his main aim was revenge upon the Circassians and to gain the
power and benefits they had for himse1f.1 He also criticized S UrabT
for practices which were against the laws of the government.2 * Abduh
said that the weakness of the government, from the beginning, in deal-
ing with © Urib7 and the other rebels gave them the chance to acquire
more power.3 He also claimed that “Urabi demanded the establishing of
a constitutional system so as to dominate the country.4 Throughout

the book < Abduh defended Riyad Pasha and his administrative policies
which led to the beginning of reform in Egypt. He said that these
policies were against the interests of the Khedive and the Egyptian
landlords which explains why they worked to get rid of him.5 Muhammad
“Abduh's book and articles created a considerable debate and influenced
the views of many writers, because his was not an ordinary voice, but
that of a great reformer with many followers. Many writers have dif-
fered in their judgement of the reasons behind the change in “Abduh's
position. Ahmad Husayn affirms that “Abduh used to change his position
according to the times and that his political thought developed with
the development of the circumstances from conservative to moderate to

(<
revo]utionary.6 Others Tike “ Abbas Mahmﬁd al- Aggad maintained that

Rida, Op.cit., p.198.
Ibid., p.202.
Ibid., p.208

Ibid., p.208.

Ibid., pp.184-196.

Ahmad Husayn al-Sawi, Muhammad “Abduh and al-Waq'i al-Misriyah, A
Master's Thesis, McGill University, 1954, pp.b3-54.
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€ Abduh was not against the Urab7 revolution, but was against the
way €UrabT worked to achieve his goals of reform.l On the other
hand Muhammad Rashid Rida, “Abduh's faithful follower, used all the

information he had to hand to prove that “Abduh was against the

2
revolution and rejected its ideas.

Lord Cromer can, perhaps, be regarded as the ideal writer to
represent the viev of the Colonial powers in general, and Britain
in particular, concerning the SUrabi revolution. In his review of
the events of the revolution, Cromer claimed that Egypt needed help
to solve its financial problems and Britain offered this help for
the benefit of Egypt and the Egyptians.3 He also emphasized several
times the fact that the Egyptians could not rule themselves. For
him, the Egyptians were an ignorant people and it was not in their
interest or the interests of the civilized world that they should rule
themseWes.4 It was inevitable that this kind of colonial mentality
could not accept or defend the “UrabT revolution. Consequently, to
Cromer the revolution was a movement that had to be crushed. Cromer
did his best to distort the real picture of the revolution and pur-
veyed mény 1ies concerning the aims of its leaders. He quoted from

S UrabT to the effect, that the real reason behind the revolution was

"fear”.6 He described SUrabT and the other leaders as fanatical

L pbbas Mahmid al- Aqqad, “pbqar? al-Islah wa'l-Ta 17m, al-Ustdz
al-Imam Muhammad Abduh, Cairo, pp.146-147.

"Rida, Op.cit., pp.261-265.

3'Lor*d Cromer, The “Urab7 Revolution, Translated by *Abd al-"AzTz
<Ur3bT, Cairo, 1958, p.14 and p.40.




Moslems who worked to revive Islam against Christianity.

Although Cromer criticized some of the British policies in Egypt,

yet he searched avidly for every piece of evidence to prove that

Britain was forced to occupy Egypt. France's policy, he said, had

put Britain in a situation that did not enable her to retreat from

direct interference in Egypt.2 He insisted that occupying Egypt was

the only solution left for Britain, although this was very dangerous
to its position in the wor]d.3 Although Cromer tried in a circumlo-

catory way to convince his readers of the good intentions of Britain,

yet he was not able to hide certain important facts concerning the

English and French conspiracies aimed at weakening the army and its

leaders and using the disagreements between the Egyptians for their

own benefit. In addition, Cromer throws light on the relations between
the British politicians and some important political figures 1ike Sharif
Pashd, the first Prime Minister after the September 9th revolution.

Theodore Rothstein, in his book "Egypt's Ruin", has suggested that

Cromer was not scientific in dealing with the “UrabT revolution, and

that he did not use, or ignored, a number of important documents from

the British Foreign Office which proved the intention of Britain to

5
occupy Egypt.

1.
Ibid., pp.230-231.
2s
Ibid., p.119.
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*Ibid., pp.93, 118, 125 and 130.
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“1f Lord Cromer's book can be taken to represent the British of-

ficial view of the < UrabT revolution, that does not imply that there

were no British voices raised in defence of the revolution; Wilfrid

Blunt's was such. Blunt was not just a historian; he was a close

friend of some of the leaders of the revolution, such as Muhammad

“Abduh and Ahmad UrabT himself. Blunt took part in some of the ewents

of the revolution, mainly in conveying what he considered to be the

true picture of the revolution to the British government and people

through the articles he wrote defending the revolution and its leaders.

He also took a major role during the trial of the leaders of the re-

volution, in which he appointed two English lawyers to defend them.
Blunt's book may be more of an autobiography than a history, because
he relates all the events that occurred during his own presence in
Eqypt, or depends on letters from his firends. However, he clearly
and strongly defended the leaders of the revolution from all accusa-
tions directed against them by their European critics, especially con-
cerning the status of the Europeans in Egypt. Throughout his book

P &gy
Blunt criticized Urabi once only:

"“Uribi, if he had been 2 strong ruler, which
unfortunately he was not, and if he had been

a better judge of men and judge of opportunity

in a word, if he had been a man of action and

not what he was, a dreamer, he might have won

the diplomatic game against his unscruplous
opponents. ..He was absolutely ignorant of Europe
or of the common arts and crafts of its dip]omacy.‘g

In his book Blunt shed light on a number of important facts which

help in understanding the policies of the European countries towards

1%
“Abd al-Qader Hamza, In Rlunt, The Secret History of the English QOc-

cupation of Egypt, (Arabic Text) Cairo, 1981, Pp.5-7.
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‘Egypt and the Egyptian political figures they manipulated %o achieve

their aims. Unlike Muhammad “Abduh, Blunt was nearer the truth in

describing Riyad Pasha as a dictator and he was closer to truth than

many Egyptian writers of the Nationalist persuasion in understanding

the real character of Sharif Pasha:

nSherif was an Europeanized Turk of good breading
and excellent manners, but with all that arroaant
contempt of the fellahin which distinguished his

class in Egypt." 1

Blunt also says of him: "Sherif's house had become a center of the

diplomatic intrigue against the Ministry inspired by Colvin."

Inspite of the fact that Blunt removed the veil from some of the
contemporary conspiracies - especially those of Malet, the British
Consul, and Colvin, the British Financial Controller - he becomes
more naive when it comes to the real aims of the British government
in regard to direct interference in Egypt and blames France forRen=

tagling Britain in the occupation of Egypt.

Being himself a liberal, Blunt tried to defend the British Liberal
government and its Prime Minister Gladstone and hoped that the Tiberal
politicians 1ike Gladstone would help him in preventing direct British

interference in Egypt. But unfortunately his hopes were ruined when

he discovered a part of the truth:

nsuch was the Gladstone I saw unveiled for
moment that day, a man of infinite private
sympathy with good.:.But, alas, there was
another Gladstone, the opportunist state-
man, who was very different from the first."3

S IbTd R ph49)
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Besides Blunt, who was a committed participant, others have
taken up the cause of vindicating the revolution. Mahmud al-Khafif,

in his book "Ahmad < UrabT al-Za im al-Muftara “alayh" takes up the

cudgel in defence of UrabT and argues against the accusations which
were directed against him by some writers and politicians such as,

Mustafa Kamil, “Abd al-Rahman aT-Réfiti, Muhammad “Abduh and Lord
Cromer. Relying upon primary material and documents for this purpose
his findings were first published as a series of articles in al-Risala

magazine. These angered King Faruq and his government and caused many

problems for a]:ﬁﬁafo.l In his support “UrabT, he hints at a malign

intent behind the attacks on him:

"It is rarely that one sees a man whose good quali-
ties were (so overlain) by his bad ones. S Urabi's
(good) qualities disappeared because of evil accu-
sations so greatly hated by his people to the extent
that all his deeds were disapproved of, and many
actions incorrectly ascribed to him. This is evidence

that history can wrong people on purpose."

Al-KhafTf goes on to claim that the real picture of “UrabT as a
national hero was distorted. He was described as being hasty, ignorant,
a fanatical Muslim and a leader looking to his private interests. In
his defence against those who accused S UrabT of béing Jeader looking for

to his own interests, al-Khafif affirmed that Urabi was not looking to-

wards leadership or the control of the country. In fact, after the

“AbdTn incident in September 1881, he was in a position that enabled

him to take the highest governmental positions and yet he refrained from

doing so. Concerning this point al-KhafTf writes:

1 s '
Amal As Sad, Maktabat al-Thawrat a1-<Ur5bTya, al-Siyasa al-Dawliya,
Issue No.64, April 1981, p.218.

2
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"This man was the hero of the Revolution and
through him Egypt reached out to what it became,
but without any gains for the man (himself). If
he had any personal ambitions we would have seen
him reach the position of a minister, for he was
in a position whereby he controlled the Khedive
and imposed on him the person that ought to form
the ministry. This is a position that implies
overweeningness and so, if “UrabT was anxious for
wealth and position at that time, no one would
have been able to prevent him from doing so."1l

Al-KhafTf added that “Urabi was a national leader in his own
right and that his revolution was a national revolution which was
supported by the people from the very beginning. He emphasizes the
popular nature of “Urab7's appeal and that he became a focus for those
who needed help, or wanted to complain. He states:

"The peasants were astonished when they saw a man

from amongst them who had the courage to challenge

the Khedive and the Circassians. They (the peasants)
became attached to him even without seeing him. Many
of them came to Cairo carrying gifts and showing their

admiration for his principles which led to the equal
treatment of the peasants in the Army."2

In an attempt to defend “UrabT against the accusations of being
hasty and strict, al-Khaf7f refers to a letter sent by UrabT to Blunt
after the SAbdin incident in which he states that all treaties would

be respected and the Europeans would not be hurt.

I am quoting here a few examples only to indicate the general sub-
stance of al-Khafif's defence of ¢Ur3bT and the revolution. But he

reaches the climax in his support of “UrabT's position when he criti-

sizes the newspaper al-Liwa' for its opposition to “Urab7 when he re-

turned from exile. Al-Khafif writes: "The newspaper al-Liwa' supported

Ibid., p.100.

"Ibid., pp.48-49.

3 Al-Khafif, Op.cit., pp.190-191.



“Abb3s and saw the need for slandering “UrabT in order to please
the Pm‘nce.”1 On the other hand al-Khafif is prepared to admit
that SUrabT made some mistakes, especially in refusing to leave
with his regiment in September urless the Khedive called for a meet-
ing of the Chamber of Deputies. He also criticizes SUrabi's inter-
ference in the affairs of the government in regard to the increase
in the budget of the army and states:

"“UrabT took an oath on himself not to interfere

in issues concerning the existing government and

on this basis Sharif accepted the headship of the

ministry. This is why UrabT should be blamed

for interfering in the issues mentioned above,

even if he had good intentions. Blame should not

also be minimized, because he agreed in the end

and caused no trouble for the government; these

issues are the concern of the government and do
not touch the core of the national question."2

Al-Khaf7f's point of view was that Urabi had good intentions
even when he committed mistakes and that his errors of judgement were
not the real reasons behind the failure of the revolution. He affirms
that Britain had the intention to occupy Egypt, in any case; thus it
invented and exaggerated the events of the revolution - especially

the danger facing European citizens in Egypt - in order to occupy the
country.
For al-Khafif, the main reasons behind the defeat of the Egyptian

army were treason,
joining the side of the enemies. He said:

e do not intend to state the betrayal was the
only factor behind the defeat of the revolution,
for there were two other significant factors.

the neglecting of the eastern front and the Khedives's



These were the neglect of the Eastern front and
the Khedive's alliance with the British from the
beginning. What must be said is that betrayal

was the fundemental factor behind the defeat."1

As indicated earlier, al-Khafif considered the ‘Urab7 revolution
as a national revolution and one which was continued by Sa‘d Zaghlul.
A1-Khaf7f does not explain why he passes Over Mustafa Kamil asione of
the National leaders. Neither does he, in his interpretation of the
€UrabT revolution, explain the contradictions between the different
parties who took part in the revolution, although it is clear that
these contradictions were one of the major reasons in weakening the
national front. We notice, also, that that he does not critisize
SharTf Pasha when the latter insisted on complying with the demand of
the Europeans in not discussing the budget in the Chamber of Deputies

at a time when the deputies themselves wanted to do so.

Turning to Salah “Issa's analysis of the “UrabT revolution, one
must acknowledge that this is one of the major studies undertaken
during the past three decades. He has given a deep interpretation of
the reasons and the results of the revolution, using the approach of
historical materialism as a framework of analysis. In his book "al-

Thawrat al- Urabiya", Issa considered the revolution as a stage in

the struggle of the Egyptian bourgoisie against foreign control of

all the resources of Egypt. He declared:

"This research is a part of several attempts to
reach to a general and comprehensive idea concern-
ing the development of Egyptian society. The view-
point (here) is (that) the basis of the movement

1
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of Egyptian history during the last hundred and
fifty years has been the attempts of the Egyptian
bourgoisie to achieve its revolution.”

In his discussion of the role of each class of Egyptian society
in the revolution, the writer has analysed the reason of each class
in taking part in it and the reasons behind their betrayal, retreat,
or resistance at different times during it. The S UrabT revolution
was in the main an alliance between several social groups which had
different and contradictory objectives, but worked together because
they faced the same danger. This danger which threatened their own
existence, was due to the interference of Europe and foreigners in
general in the economic and political Tife of Egypt. He states:

"It was natural that the reasons behind the sup-
port of all power groups for the revolution were
different and even contradictory. There was a
continuous attempt by each power group to domi-
nate the leadership of the revolution in order
to use it for its own interests.'2

When some elements in the revolution front failed to control it
and when they saw that they were losing what they originally had,
they went over to the side of the enemy. The Egyptian rural aristoc-
racy can be taken as a vivid example, as Salah (Issa explains:

"The rural aristocracy was the least revolutionary
stratum of the Egyptian rural bourgoisie and the
most moderate. It also entered the national front
under the slogan of "participation in political
power," and it was ready to accept the least from
the ruling powers. But when it got this little,
the rural aristocracy tried to control its partness
in the front and to 1imit their revolutionary ac-
tions. However, when these partners rejected this
control, Sharif's ministry resigned, thus announc-
ing the withdrawal of the rural aristocracy from
the national front. After a while, it returned to
the front where it faced, with the other participants,

1.
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2.
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the first attempts at foreign interference, which
almost led to the loss of any gains it had accomp-
1ished by its participation in power. That was
when the foreigners wanted to deny the Chamber of
Deputies any right in dealing with the issues con-
cerning the budget. After this 1limited participa-
tion the rural aristocracy returned to its passive
position. With the complication that took place
after the Circassian conspiracy the rural aristoc-
racy announced its alliance with the Khedive and
his colonial allies, thus completely withdrawing
to the side of the betrayers."l

It is clear that Salah Clssa has used the analytical approach
based upon class in his discussion of the SUrabi revolution. He
considers the objective factors much more important than the subjec-
tive ones in his explanation of the historical facts. In fact, Silssa
criticized all the writers who depended on the role of individuals in

explaining history, such as Abd al-Rahman a1-R5ficT and said of the

latter:

nal RZfi 7's concern and exaggeration of the indi-
vidual's role in shaping history is a case which
is continuously repeated in many of his studies."?

The methodologic approach adopted by $a15b<Issa prompted him to take

an entirely line from other writers in answering questions relating
to the SUrabi revolution.

He attempted the study of the “Urab7 revolution by setting it in

the context of world economic and political forces. Thus, he connects

the Egyptian case from the time of Muhammad SA17 with the development

of capitalism in Europe. In his first chapter, he discusses the in-

tentions of the European countries in seeking the control of Egypt,

especially Britain, the change of their policy from the peaceful cont-

rol of Egypt to military occupation. This change, he says, was due to

"Ibid., p.321.

"Ibid., p-43.
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the development of the national movement which endangered their
position in the country, in addition to the struggle between the

colonial powers themselves.

Salah “Issa has designated a part of his book to discussing the
intellectual sources of the ~Urabi revolution and the influence of
liberal, radical and Islamic ideas on the revolution. He considers
that these ideas were of great help in determining the way in which
the revolution developed, which in turn had an effect on the develop-
ment of Egyptian thought. He adds that:

"The Urab7 revolution can be considered as the first
Egyptian revolutionary movement that had a high de-
gree of consciousness of itself and had clearly iden-
tified its goals. It had also the abilities to or-
ganize itself in order to reach its goals. It would
have been impossible to have all these characteristics
if the revolution had not developed in an intellectual
atmosphere, conscious of the revolutionary paths and
affected by intellectual stimuli. Even the experiences
of the whole world in political organization and the
means for gaining the people's support were not far
from the consciousness of the revolution."2

In his Tast chapter Salah “Issa discusses the circumstances which
led to the failure of the revolution which can be summarized as follows:

1. The power of the colonial powers and their attempts to control
Egypt.

2. The negative attitude of the Ottoman Empire, espegia11y when it
announced the declaration of the disobedience of "Urabi.

3. The Khedive and the rural aristocracy, who betrayed the revolu-
tion at a very critical time.

4. The failure of the leadership in gathering together the people,
especially the peasants.

5. The non-existance of a conscious and revolutionary leadership
that knew the nature of the colonial powers.3

"Ibid., p.75.

‘Ibid., p.165,

"Ibid., pp.317-435.



CHAPTER  THREE
ABD AL-RAHMAN AL-RAFI T AND THE ~URABT REVOLUTION

There is no doubt that ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi 7's book on the
“Urabi revolution, and his position in regard to it, is of central
importance for all those who study the history of the Egyptian
national movement. Indeed, this applies to the sequence of his works
on ‘the history of the national movement. However, the question must
be asked: was he, consciously or unconsciously, fitting the narrative
and interpretive history of these events into a personal mould of
political conviction? His account of the <Urébi revolution will be

used here as a means of testing this and other hypotheses.

A. A Review of al-Rafi 1's Book "al-Thawrat
al-Urabiya wa'l Ihtilal al-Ingliz1"

Before going into detail in discussing the ideas and the
material which this book on the revolution contains, it will be

helpful to review al-Rafi 1's main ideas concerning the “Urabi

revolution.

Put in the simplest terms, a1—RéficT considers the “UrabT
revolution as a natiqna] movement in which the army officers aimed
at getting their rigﬁts and that this movement subsequently develop-
ed into a general one. He states it in these terms:

1The “Urabi revolution is the national movement
which appeared at the beginning of the year

1881 and continued until the end of 1882. At

the beginning it aimed at demanding justice for
the national officers and giving them their legi-
timate rights in (regard to) military positions
and ranks, and put an end to the oppression they
were facing from their Turkish and Circassian
leaders in the army. Then it developed into a



general movement where all the classes of the 1
nation took part to get rid of despotic rule."

A1—Réf1<f,then, obviously considers the “UrabT revolution as
a continuation of the national movement that appeared in a more
nascent form during the reign of Khedive Ismécil and states so:
"The “Urab7 revolution is without any doubt a continuation of the
national movement that appeared during the reign of Ism5(11 Tike

the continuation of a tree in its growing."

According to a]-Réfici, he approached the study of the re-
volution without any bias and declares that he intended to state
first the facts and then add his own opinion, since he had noticed
that the Urabi revolution had acquired its own groups of partisans
and that those who wrote about it were either biased in favour of

the revolution or against it. He goes on:

"When I began studying the revolution I was filled
with sympathy towards it, inspite of the way it end-
ed. But basically it emerged for a noble reason,

which was to save the nation from despotism and build
the basis for a constitutional system and liberate

the country from the foreign interference. However,
this feeling did not prevent me from seeing its faults,
especially those of its leaders."3

In his analysis of the reasons behind the revolution, a]-Rafiﬁi
divides them into two; the immediate and special reasons and the
general reasons. He considers the‘spec1a1 reasons as having stronger

effect on the emergence and dvelopment of the revo]ution.4 The

i, :
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special reas

1. The complaints of the national officers at the un

ons were as follows:

fair treat-

ment of their leaders.

_ The emergence of Ahm

ad Urabi as a leader whose character at-

tracted other Egyptian officers to him.

. The weak
was unabl

ning, or

_ The different and contradictory opini

ministry

and indecisive character of the Khedive Tawfig, who

e either to treat the officers firmly from the begin-
fulfill their demands.

ons of the members of Riyad's

on how to deal with the revolution. This helped in the

emergence and SUCCESS of the revolution.

As for

1. The political reasons,
of the Egyptians in regard to the ex
their desire to get rid of despotic rule,

concept of the establishment of a ¢

the general reasons a1—R5ficT divides them into three

main categories:

where a]—RéficT mentions the complaints
jsting political system and
which rejected the

onstitutional system and

worked to suppress opposition groups.

. The economic reason

debts of the government which had become suc

on the people.

complaints of each class of

which was inimical

s - and here a1-Réfi(T concentrates on the

h a heavy burden

He goes on to explain the reasons behind the

the people at the economic situation,

to their own interests and of benefit to the

foreigners.

L,
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3. The social reasons, whereby the spread of education and science
in Egypt had helped in the growth of the national feelings of
the people. He adds to this the influence of the opposition
press in the education of the people through their propagating

of liberal ideas.

He divides the revolution into two stages. The first stage

began during Riyad's ministry, in February 1881, and lasted until
the resignation of Sharif Pasha in February 1882. In discussing
this stage a]—Réfi(T supports the revolution, its aim and achieve-
ments - especially the establishment of a constitutional ministry
headed by Sharif Pashd and the opening of the Chamber of Deputies
on December 26, 1881.2 At the same time, his writings contain a
number of indications of disagreement at the way the leaders of
the revolution acted, even at this early stage. A number of examples
can be given to support this statement. In his analysis of the meet-
ing between the three leaders of the revolution, cUrébT, A17 Fahmi
and Abd al- Al Hilmi before the Qasr al-N71 incident, a]—Réf1<T says:

"Their choice of ~Urabi as their leader and their

oath of solidarity with him to sacrifice their

lives for his and the country's sake - all this

meant mutiny, a breaking of the rules, challenge

to the government and humiliation of its dignity
and power."3

In connection with the orders of the government despatshing some
regiments of the army to the Sudan, or be assigned to public works,

al-Rafi 7 blames “Urabi for not obeying the orders. He says: “Urabd

"Ibid., pp.72-81.
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and his colleagues went beyond bounds in their contempt of any
order issued by the government, to the point that they exposed

1
the interests of the country to danger."

According to a]—Réfi(T the revolution began to make mistakes
from the time of the resignation of Sharif Pasha:

"The second stage of the revolution began and it

is my opinion that the revolution began to meet
with failure from the beginning of this stage.

Its leaders were wrong in the removal of Sharif
pasha from rule, because he was more capable than
the others in handling the problems and in failing
conspiracies which were devised by English Colonial
Policy."2

From this point onward, al-Rafi 7 disagrees and critisizes many of
the actions of the leaders of the revolution. I will take the
most important events as evidence of this new and antagonistic posi-

tion adopted by al-Rafi 7.

Concerning the Circassian conspiracy which occurred in April

1882 and created problems between the ministry of al-Barudi and
Khedive Tawfig on the penalty to be meted out to the conspirators,
al-R&fi 7 took side of the Khedive and blamed ~UrabT for rejecting
the solution the Khedive offered, thch was changing the sentence
from exile to the Sudan to exile outside Egypt. He says:

"The “Urabis should have accepted this change from

the beginned without the need for creating the

problem. It would have been much better for them -

since they accepted the change in the end - not to
create a war between themselves and the Khedive."3

L1pid., p.113.
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France and England tried to use the differences between the
Khedive and the ministry of the Circassian conspiracy, sending
a note in May 1882, asking for the departation of ‘Urabi tem-

porarily, the sending of 4 17 Fahmi and Abd al- Al Hilmi some-
where else inside Egypt and the resignation of al-Bartdi's mini-

stry. A]-Réfici very clearly favoured the idea of the departa-

tion of Urabi for he says:
"1f " Urab7 had accepted these suggestions and
left the country, it would have been a sacrifice
from him for the sake of keeping away foreign
military interference, and at least he would have

left the country in better condition and more hon-
orably than the time he left it after the defeat

of al-Tall al-Kabir."l

Al-Réfi<i also considers the intention of the (Urébis to over-

throw the Khedive as a reckless and thoughtless idea.

In discussing the war with Britain and the reasons behind the
failure of the Egyptian army, oOne can See clearly the real attitude
of a1-Réficﬁ in regard to the “Urab7 revolution. He divides these
reasons into two major ones the internal and the external reasons.
As for the internal reasons, they can be summarized as follows:

1. The split which occurred between the “Urabis and Kehdive Tawfig
weakened the internal front and gave the opportunity for the
British to use it to serve their own colonial interests. For

this reason a1—Réfi(T blames both parties for the occupation of

Egypt.

i
1bid., p.249.

2

‘Ibid., p.247.
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2. The second, although of lesser importance for al-Rafi T, was
"the effect of the leadership" on the course of the revolution.
He claims that the leadership of the revolution was neither ef-

ficient nor loyal in both political and military spheres.

3. A related cause was the lack of heroism and insufficient sacri-

fices on the part of the leaders of the revolution.

He claims that:

"The leaders did not fulfill their obligations
in times of danger and preferred to yield and
surrender rather than to resist and fight. Their
moral defeat was more significant and harmful
than the military defeat on the battle ﬁe]d.“1

4, The policy of Khedive Tawfiq which was weak and indecisive. Not
only did he not believe in the right of the people to have a

constitution, but in addition he took refuge with the British.

5. The position of the Khedive in regard to the revolution affected
negatively a number of offices, notables and bedouins, who be-
trayed the re§o1ution.

There are three main reasons which a1~Réf1cT considers as the

external causes for the failure of the “Urabi revolution:

1. The desire of the European colonial powers, especially Britain,
to dominate Egypt.

2. The passivity of Europe towards the British attack on Egypt. In
addition to the malign intentions of Turky towards Egypt from
the beginning of the revolution - especially when they announced

the declaration of disobedience of Urab7.

il o PoAR3.

Ibid., pp-474-484.




3. The weakness of French policy in regard to the Egyptian question,

by leaving Britain to interfere alone in the affairs of the

w

country.

Although a]—RéficT considers that both the external and inter-
nal reasons had resulted in the failure of the revolution, he

places more emphasis on the internal ones.

This same attitude of aT—Réfi(T in regard to the leaders of
the revolution can be seen when he talks about the personalities
and subsequent trial of its leaders. Although al-Rafi 1 admits
that Urabi had an attractive personality which influenced people,
at the same time he describes him as an inefficient military and
political leader with limited intelligence and little education.
A]-RéficT also says that “Urab7 was self-deluded and that he Tooked
to his own personal ambitions.2 A]—RéfiQT ends his case against
“Urabd by saying: '"The personality of “Urabi did not help towards
the success of the revolution. It had weak and deficient aspects

that made it one of the most important factors in its failure."

. The Origins of al-Rifi i's Thought

In order to understand this slanted attitude of a]—RéfiCT in
regard to the “Urabi revolution, it is necessary to discuss the
origins of such an attitude in the thought of Mustafa Kamil and
the National Party. A1—Rafi<i was a very devoted member of the

National Party, which was established by Mustafa Kamil in 1907,

Ibid., pp.484-485.

Ibid., pp.447-450.

“Ibid., p.452.
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headed by him until his death in 1908, when he was succeeded by
Muhammad Farid. AT-REfi 7 was very much influenced by both these
leaders, and his interest is reflected in the books he wrote on
each of them. To him, they were exemplars whose model he tried
to follow throughout his entire 1ife. He dedicated his book,

Mustafa Kamil" to the subject himself, saying:

"For the one whose 1life was a national resurrec-
tion of this nation, the one who was my spiritual
father. I will stay a loyal disciple of his, the
one who taught me that 1ife without high ideals 1is
a short-lived demonstration and a wasted game. I
dedicate the book Mustafa Kamil to Mustafa Kamil,
a dedication of loyalty to his great Spiinl il

If we compare the ideas of Mustafa Kamil in regard to the
Eqyptian national cause and the “Urabi revolution with those of
a]—Réfi(T, some change can be noticed mainly due to the change
of time and circumstances. Mustafa Kimil called for the unity
of all forces in order to face Britain. He considered that the
main reason behind the weakness of the internal front was the
struggle between the Khedive, the Circassians, the Ottoman govern=
ment and the nationalists, and that they were deceived by British

policy which worked for their seperation. He says:

"I f these had not been the split between the Urabi
and the Circassians, then the “Urabi episode would
not have occurred. If these had not been a split
between the ‘Urabi faction and the late Tawfiq Pasha,
then the events would not have grown out of propor-
tion, nor would Britain have intended in the affair.
1f these had not been a split between His Majesty

the Sultan and the former Khedive, then the High
Porte would not have put its trust in Britain and
would not have encouraged the “Urabi faction, nor

i, ;
“Abd al-Rahnan al-Rafi T, Mustafa Kamil, 5th ed., Cairo, 1984,

paes
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would the late Tawfiq Pashi have asked Britain
for protection. In summary, if there had not
been that split, then the British would not have
occupied our beloved Egypt."1

In discussing the events of the Urabi revolution Mustafa
Kamil commented that it was sufficient for the National Party to
establish an Egyptian Chamber of Deputies,2 whilst the “Urdbists
wished to extend its power and discuss the budget. In other words,
he supported Sharif Pasha's position, when the latter accepted the
demand of the European pOWErsS not to discuss the budget in the
Chamber of Deputies. The inference is that ‘Urabi and his supporters

were wrong in insisting on their right to discuss the budget.

In connection with the revolution in the Sudan and the unity of
the Nile Valley, Mustafa Kamil considered this revolution as an in-
surrectionist movement, which emerged at the time of the “Urabi re-
volution. When circumstances in Egypt helped them to rebel, their
action in doing so accorded with the desire of British policy for

)
the separation of the Sudan from Egypt.

In regard to Urdbi's actions, Mustafa Kamil blames Urabi
for his refusal to leave the country when the European countries

demanded that he should do so, as a solution for the problem creat-

: 4
ed by the Circassian conspiracy.

|9
Mustafa Kamil, al-Mas'ala al-Sharqgiya, ond. ed., part 2, Cairo,

1909, pp.113-114.

o
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He also takes up the statement made by “Urabi at the time

of the British occupation of Cairo that there was no occasion to

fear for the safety of the populace, since the British were humani-

tarian and moderate in their policies. Mustafa kamil expresses his

astonishment in regard to this statement of “Urabi and in the trust

: o ol
he showed towards Britain inspite of their bombardment of Alexandria.

Inspite of his criticisms of “Urabi's behaviour, Mustafa Kamil de-

nies the accusation that “Urabi was a traitor. He says: "The man
had good intentions and the utmost blame that can be put on him is

2
that he was very rush and was deceived a great deal.

Mu;ﬁfa Kamil took up his criticism of Urabi once again when
the latter was allowed to return from exile. In a series of articles
in the newspaper "al-Liwa'" beginning on June 2, 1901 he lists the
mistakes of Urabi which he had mentioned in his book, "al Mas'alah

— e

al-Sharqiyah", adding to his old mistakes a new one which was his

3
return to Egypt. In another article in al-Liwa' written after
Urabi's arrival, Mustafa Kamil attacked him even more violently
than ever, when he discribed him as an ignorant taitor in a violent

denunciation, He says:

v i11-omened arrival, (shame) is your medal, so
walk with it in the streets of the cities and
villages so that the young may read the lesson
and see the example of ignorance, foolishness and
treason."4

Ibid., p.107.

Ibid., p.112.

'Saléh Issa, “a1—$ir5< Bayn Mustafa Kamil wa Ahmad ‘Urabi".
Afaqg Arabiya, Baghdad, March, 1977, pp.12-15.

A =
Ibid., p.18. quoted from al-Liwa' newspaper on 16-6-1901.
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This is not the place here to discuss in detail the reasons

behind this attitude of Mustafa Kamil. What is very clear, however,

is that the return of “UrabY from exile had put Mustafa Kamil in

a critical position since it resurrected sensitive episodes in his

own past. His own political stance in regard to the relationship

with the Khedive and the Ottoman government were different from

those of “Urab7 - at least during the “Urabi revolution. Mustafa

kamil believed in the unity of all powers, including the Ottoman

government, against the British occupation of Egypt and- even con-

1 S
sidered the Circassians as Egyptians. Meanwhile, “Urabi's domes-

tic enemies during the revolution were the very same people whom

Mustafa k3mil was trying to unite against the British.

Mustafa Kamil's contention that Egypt should remain under
Ottoman suzerainty has generated a considerable debate among his-

torians. A]—Réfi(T, supported by other writers 1ike Muhammad

Imara, consider Mustafa Kamil's position in regard to the Ottoman

state as just a matter of political tactics and that Mu§@afa Kamil

was totally averse to Egypt staying under Ottoman sovereignty.

The explanation given {s that it would be difficult to attain the

two goals at one time the eviction of the British and getting rid

of Ottoman sovereignty.3 On the other hand, other writers are of

L
Mustafa Kamil, op.cit., p.50.

2. 3
Muhammad ~Bmara, "Mustafa Kamil wa'l Jami ‘a al-Islamiya,"

al-Majalla al-Tarikhiya al-Misriya, Cairo, 1976, p.120.

3

"<abd al-Rahmdn al-Rafi 1, Mustafa Kémil, pp.358-360.
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the opinion that Mus tafa Kamil was deeply committed to Islamic
unity and that it was this and not a digital political advantage
taking which lay behind his attitude, to the extent that he call-

s 1
ad for the recruitment of Egyptians into the Turkish army.

Mustafa Kamil was afraid that the return of “Urabi would
| ruin what he was trying to establish, 'or that he might revive the
old National Party at a time when Mustafa Kamil considered all the
people constituted a national party. It is significant that he

did not establish a real national party until 1907.

In general, the return of Urabi had created political ten-
sions between the different parties at that time and they used
him for their own political goals - either by defending him or at-
tacking him. The only recorded response of “Urabi to these attacks
by Mustafa Kamil was contained in his autobiography, where he stig-
matises Mustafa Kamil's father as a being a mere soldier under his
command when he was the Minister of War. This section was not in-

cluded in the published texts.2

There can be no doubt that these political convictions of
Mustafa Kamil were reflected in the attitudes and policies of the
National Party for several decades. A1-Réf1(i, as one of the leaders

of the National Party, worked to achieve the goals of the party in

1.
Muhammad al-Surji, "al-Fikr al-Siyasi 1'Mustafa kami1l", al-Majalla

al-TarTkhiya al-Misriya, Cairo, 1976, p.53.

2

.Saléh lesé, a]-Sira Bayn Mustafa kamil wa Ahmad “Urabi, pp.33-35.
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Egyptian politics for some forty years and this explains his opposi-
tion to successive Wafd ministries and to the other Egyptian parties
that existed in the first half of the twentieth century. It is not
unfair to hypothesize that these convictions affected his work as a
historian and that his book on the “Urabi revolution, in particular,
was very much influenced by his personal convictions.

C. A Critique To al-Rafi 1's Analysis
of the “Urabi Revolution

a. Riyad's Ministry

In order to better understand and be able to appraise the ideas
and attitudes of a1-R5ficT in regard to the ‘Urab7 revolution, I have
found it appropriate to analyse his position on the basis of the suc-

cessive ministries that came to power during the period which he dis-
cusses in his book.

In discussing the situation in Egypt during Riyad's ministry,
which began in September 1879, aT—RéficT indicates his rejection of
the way that Riyad acted. He believes that this ministry, with the
help of the Khedive, opened the way for more European control of the

country. A1-Réfci, as a nationalist writer, believed that any Euro-

interference in the country's affairs would lead to more and more of

a dependency on foreign powers and would retard the development of

the country. It was on these bases that al-Rafi 1 critisized Riyad

Pisha and the Khedive Tawfig. As he puts it:

pasha due to the fact
n favouring authorita-
(not to establish) a

d submissiveness to

"The Khedive chose Riyad
that he agreed with him 1
rian rule and the desire
constitutional system an




foreign interference. In this respect he was
well regarded in foreign circles."l

From the previous quatation it is clear that al-Rafi 7 rejected

the partiality shown by Riyad Pasha and the Khedive towards foreign

interference. A1—Réf1c7 was also a strong supporter of the constitu-

tional system of government. Both of these were deeply held convict-

ions to which a]—Réficﬁ adhered all life.

At the same time that he criticized Riyad Pasha, however, he also
acknowledges his achievements in other areas, such as in the abolish-
ing of the corvee labour, the fair distribution of water to the people,

2
the abolishing of thirty kinds of taxes and many other achievements.

He continues:
"From an administrative standpoint Riyad Pasha was
an excellent ruler and, in truth, he had consider-
able qualities in this field. He was decisive and
strong-minded and possessed a singular character
and an iron-will. There were also additional quali-
ties: his-integrity, dilingence, and impeniousness
to bribery".3

Here a1—Réf1{T seems to be contradicting himself, for how can a
ruler who accepts foreign power domination over the affairs of his
country, be at the same time, an excellent administrator and a decent

and just ruler? The two would seem to be irreconcilable.

A1-Réfici sees European interference as permeating the Riyad
ministry's economic policy, which accepted the dicta of the dual

British/French supervision under which the financial affairs of Egypt

1L : .
Al-Rafi i, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.48.
2
Ibid., pp.64-68.
3

"Ibid., p.49.
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had been p'laced.1 Other economic decisions of the government such
as selling all the Egyptian shares in the Suez Canal to the French
government, the abolishing of the exchange law and issuing of the
settlement law, were not in the interests of the Egyptian people
and helped, according to al-Rafi®7, to bring about more control by

2
the European powers of the affairs of the country.

Inspite of the fact that a]-Réfi(T discusses the economic situa-
tion during Riyad's ministry, he fails to explain how the laws en-
acted affected the normal Egyptian peasant. The point calls for much
more explanation than a]-RéfiQT has given it. This question of the
Egyptian peasant was one which exercised contemporary British comment-
ators who affirmed that the revenues of the country had increased and
that the economic situation of the Egyptian peasant was better after
the dual supervision and the cettlement law than it had been before.
Rothstein . has cited these reports and demonstrated their tendentious-
ness, quoting from The Times report of August 1881, saying that the
peasant had more debts than at any other time and that the agricultural
land was passing to the Europeans.3 Although the revenues had increased
they went to the servicing of the debts and the people did not benefit.
On the contrary, public works decreased considerably and education al-
most came to an end. Bribery and usury increased and the money register-
ed in the mortagage list increased between 1876 to 1882 from five hundred

thousand pounds to seven million pounds, five million of them to the

"Ibid., p.50.
Ibid., pp.51-63.

"Pothstein, Op.cit., pp.92-95.




peasant, in addition to three million pounds they owed to the village

creditors.

In his discussions as to the reasons behind the revolution,
a]-Réfi(T gives more importance to what he called the direct reasons,
in which individuals like “Urab7, Khedive Tawfiq or Riyad Pasha were
very prominent. No one can deny that these individuals influenced
the course of the revolution, but they were a part of the total cir-
cumstances that resulted not only from Egyptian, but world political
and economic factors. The special reasons a]-RéfitT talked about were
enmeshed with the general reasons - the political, economical and
social - and it is difficult to draw a line seperating them. His ap-

proach seems to be both naive and over simplistic.

In his discussion on the general reasons for the revolution al-
Réfici shows his support for the people and their right to revolt be-
cause of the intolerable economic and social circumstances they existed
under. He mentions the motive behind each class of Egyptian society
prompting them to revolt. However, here again he is far from being
precise or detailed in his analysis - although there are points which
require both detailed treatment and analysis. How else can One begin
to understand why the representatives of these classes betrayed the
revolution?

It is true to say that different classes of Egyptian society took
part in the revolution, motivated by their own particular reasons.
Sometimes they had different and even contradictory aims. But at a

certain point they all worked to achieve one goal - which was to destroy

1.
Ibid., pp.94-95.
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European power in Egypt and to secure control over their own country.

The question that should be asked, and which al-Rafi 1 neglected, is
why did each class and social group join the revolution? The revolu-

tion was not just 2 matter of an uprising without any premonitory

indications. Every class in societly faced its own problems and it were

these which prompted them to join.

Beginning with the Army, al—Réfi<i explained the discrimination
the Egyptian elements faced in the army during Riyad's ministry. How-
ever, there was much more to it than this e The problem began much
earlier, indeed from the time when Muhammad cA'IT conscripted Egyptians
into the army. He did that for the purpose of building a strong and
large dynastic state. As time went on, the army became more and more
an Egyptian institution. However, Egyptians resented the fact that
they were appointed only to the lowest positions.

"Muhammed “A1i continued to conduct his government and
administration in Turkish language and to appoint
to high civilian administrative and military com-
mand positions only those among his Albanians and
Turks who were most Toyal to him as well as white

Mamluk slaves. The Arabised natives were not
favoured for such positions."1

Not until Khedive Sa 7d came to power was it allowable for Egyptian
officers to be promoted to higher ranks.2 But with Khedive IsméCTW the
Circassian element regained 1ts control over the army and began to op-
press the Egyptian so]diers.3 They were also honoured after the war

in Abyssinia inspite of their defeat.

—

il
p.J. Vatikiotis, The Modern History of Eqypt, 2nd. ed., Baltimore
1980, p.b7.
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Ahmad  Urabi, Kashf al-Sitar —an Sir al-Asrar, p.47.
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Latifah Salem, al-Quwa al-Igtima Jya fil Thawrat al- Urabiya, Cairo,
1981, p.101.
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This situation resulted in the establishment of a secret asso-
ciation by some Egyptian officers in 1872, which was called Misr
al-Fata, in which cUr’abT was one of the members and in one course
he became its leader. Later on, non-military intellectuals joined
the association.1 The first attempt by the Egyptian officers to show
their rejection of the way they were treated was in February 1879,
when 2500 officers revolted against the decision taken by Nubar's
ministry to dismiss them.2 In July 1879 the officers submitted a peti-
tion demanding the dismissal of the Minister of Nar.3 Other petitions
were submitted by the Egyptian officers on several occasions for the
purpose of improving their conditions and against the discrimination

they were facing. A1l this was a preface for what happened later on

when all the army stood at the side of CUrébT in his revolt.

A]-Réficﬁ has mentioned much of the information I have referred

to above in his other works, such as, <Asr Muhammad ‘A7 and (Aiﬁ

Isméti1, but in a scattered state. He does not bring them together in

his book al-Thawrat a]-QUrébﬁya where reference to it would have been

apposite. His failure to provide information on the situation in the
army - a vital factor in bringing about the revolt - makes fhe immediate
reason which he mentions (the behaviour and discrimination of the
Minister of War Rifqi Pasha) an insufficient cause for the revolt itself.
In fact, the anger in the army which culminated in the revolt was an ac-

amulation of several decades of bad treatment, discrimination, Tow

salaries...etc.

I,
bid., p.104.

2. < IR
Salah Issa, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.114.

3
LatTfah Salem, Op.cit., pp.112-113.
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RERiisHa methodological weakness of al-Rafi T in his writings

that he tends to structure the presentation of events on a strictly

temporal basis, without going back to the past in cearch of the seeds

from which they grew. In the following chapter, 1 propose to discuss

this point in more detail and explain what made him write Egyptian

history in this fashion.

The same criticisms can be levelled against him when dealing
with the response of the intellectuals. Indeed, the basic question
needing to be asked - and which a]—RéfitT neither poses nor answers -
is, how this group was constituted and how identified? From our
vantage point in time we can hypothesize that a new social group came
into being as the result of the new schools and the missions program
of Muhammad “A17 earlier in the century. Although their number was

<

small (around 300) we have enough biographical material in Tusun, Ali
Mubarak , Amin Sami and a]-Naqé'ic al-Misriya to attempt some assessment
of their role in 1nte11ectua1 1ife and in government. They constituted
both a new technocracy and beurocracy and their new-found professiona1
pride would have brid]ed_against the restrictions being placed on their
own advancement. There can be no doubt that the higher positions were
occupied by European offic1a15.1 When Riyad pisha established, in March

1881, the High Council for cultural Affairs, most of its members Were

2
Europeans.

AW—Réfi<T's reference to this intellectual group j5, as previously
suggested, Jacking in specificity and once again we find him guilty of
making easy generalizations unsupported by analysis or factual backing.

N

1.
Rothstein, Op.cit., pp.95-96.
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A1-Rafi 7, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, pp.66-67.
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An appraisal of the reactions and social aspirations of this class

is essential to the understanding of the part they played in the

revolution. If we add to all this the influence of Jamal al-Din

al-Afghani on many of the Egyptian intellectuals by his rejection

of all sorts of European control over eastern peoples, we can see

why many of them joined the revolution.

Both Khedive Ismé(iT and afterwards Khedive Tawfig were conscious

of the danger this alliance of al-Afghani and the intellectuals posed.
The latter,, after coming to power, ordered the banishment of Jamal
al-Din al-Afghani, on the grounds that he was creating political agi-
tation and heresy. The Khedive also sent back Muhammad “Abduh to his
native village Buhayra.1 The other disciples of al-Afghani attracted
the hostility of the authorities because of the propagation of their
views in contemporary newspapers and the formation of new ones. Riyad
Pasha responded to their rejection of European interference and their
support for a constitution by prohibiting or warning several of their

2
newspapers.

As in the case of the army and the»intelTectua]s a]—Réficﬁ gives
only the immediate reasons for the class of landowners joining the
Egyptian army in their revolution. Although other information about
the landowners is given when a]—Réf1<T discusses the general reasons
for the revolution, this information does not throw 1ight on the real
reasons for this class joining the revolution. As was the case in the

genesis of a new class of intellectuals, it is important to know how

1
Alexander Scholch,. Egypt for the Egyptians!, London, 1981, pp. 106-107.

2
Ibid., pp.108-111. Such as Mir'at al-Sharq, al-Tijara, Misr,
al-Iskandariya, al-Mahrusa.
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this class was established and developed in order to be able to

understand its motives, aims and nascent policies.

In 1809 Muhammad “A17 had established the I1tizam and a new

system in the relations between the state and the peasants was in-

augerated. In 1818 he distributed the land to his relatives, high

officials and military men, the village Shaykhs and to the peasants;

but it remained under his control, whereby he prohibited the sale of

But in 1846 new rules were issued in which

land and its inheritance.

private property was affirmed and in 1858 Khedive Sa 7d issued more

e owner of the land had the right to sell his land or

laws by which th

to use it in any way he prefered. However, should any peasant leave

his land for more than five years he would not be able to use it any

more. By this Jegislation a number of Egyptians, especially the

village Shaikhs and Umdas, became owners of large areas of land and

a new class of landowners was created.

In 1871, during Isméci1's rule, the Mugabala law was issued ac-

cording to which those benefiting from the land had to pay six times

the taxes they used to pay in one year and in return they would be

given full ownership of the land; they would be exempt, also, from

paying half of their taxes in perpetuo. This law affirmed, more and

more, the principle of private property. Of course, IsméCTT jssued

this law in order to collect a large amount of money to pay his debts.

<
e measures Isma 71 undertook after this - such as

Whatever desperat

the issue of a compulsory internal loan of five million pounds

I 5 <
Ibrahim Amir, al-Ard wa'l Fallah, Cairo, 1958, pp.78-79.

2

Ibid., pp.83-84.

e

3

"Ibid., pp.86-87.



ST

(Ruzndma) in 1874 or; in 1875 the sale of his Suez Canal shares to
England for four million pounds - they constituted mere drops in
the ocean. Egypt was moving irresistibly towards the day when it
would have to declare itslef bankrupt.1 But the creditors were
sti11 not satisfied with this, so they intervened more and more in
the internal affairs of Eqypt. In 1876, the Dual Control and Mixed
Courts were established and Egypt was subjected to a veiled European
colonial rule. The land tax of the May 13878 Coupon had to be collect-
ed in advance for a whole year.2 More taxes were forced on the land
until the price of a feddan dropped from sixty pounds to twenty eight
pounds. At the same time, Europeans were exempt from paying taxes

and invested their capital in agricu]ture.3 The village Shaikhs and
“Umdas came to Cairo to indicate their rejection of the increase in
taxes and many were put in prison because of their refusal to pay the
taxes.4 The European interference in the financial affairs of Egypt
and their policies for "reconstructing" its economy resulted in a

great loss for the Egyptian landowners (Shaykhs and cUmdas) and to a

lesser extent to the Turkish aristocracy.

In January 1881, the Mugabala law was abolished, which meant that

5
the landowners and peasants who had paid nearly 23 million  pounds could

g

Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., p.47.
2
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not regain their money and would not be exempted from half of the
land tax.

The Egyptian landowners were much more affected than the Turko-
Circassian landowners, due to the increase of taxes on the Kharaj
land - which was mainly owned by Egyptians - but a lesser increase
was put on the Ushriya land which was owned mainly by the Turko-
Circassians. The latter were mainly harmed by the abolishment of
Corvee labour - although not totally abolished - because they depend-
ed on cheap labour. By 1881, the tax on the Kharaj land became 125

1
piasters and 52 piasters on the Ushriya land.

It was for the reasons outlined above that the class of landowners
joined the revolution. Their first attempt to take a stand against
European interference was during Isméciig reign when they called for
the dismissal of the two European ministers and the establishing of a
national ministry and a Chamber of Deputies that would have full free-

: 2
dom in all financial and interior affairs.

They joined, later, in the other moves against the government,
which wiTT be discussed subsequently. These landowners organized them-
selves by means of the establishment of a secret party in Hulwdn, called
the National Party. The most important figures of this party were
Muhammad Sultan and Sharif Pasha who were to play major roles in the
revolution. This party published, in November 1879, a leaflet which
announced that the party would work to save Egypt from foreign exploi-

3
tation. The unity that was generated between the Eqyptian landowners,

1'Rif<at al-Sa id, al-Asas a]—Ijtimécf 1i'1 Thawrat a]-cUréleg,
Cairo, 1966, p.6l.

2

.$a15h “Issa, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.327.

“Muhammad AnTs, "al-Haraka al-WatanTya fi Muwajahat al-Isti mar
al- Urdbi", al-Katib, March 1966, p.17.




ectuals, and the army

supported by the intell

the village shaykhs,
in addition to some Turkish constitutionalists such as Sharif pasha

eded in forcing the fall of the two European ministries and the

n ministry, headed by Sharif Pasha.

blishment of a National Bank

succe
On the

establishing of their ow

aconomic level they suggested the esta

1
ol the financial affairs of Egypt. But the Europeans

s deposed and the Chamber of Depu-

in order to contr

were too strong. Khedive Ismécﬁl wa

s - which consisted mainly of the representatives of the Egyptian

ad Pasha headed the new ministry and

tie
landowners - was suspended. Riy

the same policy of European interference continued.

This background is very important in order to understand why the

landowners rejected European interference and it explains also how they

cted when the “Urab7 revolution occurred. They could not readily

after all the years of effort

rea

submit to the idea of losing their power,

order to affirm that the 1and was their land and that they would not

in
They worked for unity with all

allow any one to take it from them.

groups so as to increase and affirm their power and not decrease it.

The Chamber of Deputies and the Constitution were their way to power

and a means of limiting the control of the Khedive and the Europeans.

As 1 have suggested earlier, aW—RéficT failed to explain the ef-

fect of economic policy during Riyad Pasha's ministry on the ordinary

In the following pages I propose to discuss the

Egyptian peasant.

an peasant during the few decades before the

conditions of the Egypti
“Urabi revolution in order to achieve a deeper understanding of the

motives of the peasants in joining that revolution.

g
Lat7fah Salim, Op.cit., D858
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A1-Rafi T has noted that the peasants were in a very bad cir-
cumstances but he does not elaborate or discuss their situation.

This is a shortcoming in his book on the ~Urab7 Revolution.

The Egyptian peasants suffered greater harm than any other class
of Egyptian society from the Europeans in particular and foreigners
in general. They were even exploited by their fellow Egyptians, the

Shaykhs and “Umdas .

When Muhammad Al17 distributed the agricultural land he gave the
ordinary peasants from three to five feddans to cultivate. But this
land remained in his hands and he promulgated taxes which were very

1
difficult for the peasants to pay.

Corvee Labour was practiced a great deal at the time and continued
during the reign of cAbbés, Sa id and Ismécﬁ1. It is amazing to note
the sheer volume of work that was done by the peasants in twelve years
(1863 to 1975) under Covee Labour. They dug 112 canals, 8400 miles
long, built 910 miles of railways and 5000 miles of telegraph wires.

They built 430 bridges and 64 mills for sugar production, in addition
2
to digging the Suez Canal.

During the period of Ismé<71, the government used to collect a
total of 4.5 million pounds out of the taxes, which was not sufficient

for paying the debts. When the European Minister of Finance arrived

he increased the taxes and issued many new Ones, such as the Irrigation

Tax, the Stamp Tax, Defence Tax, Salt Tax, Personal Tax and others.

1.
Ibid., p.16.

28 :
Rif at al-Sa 7d, Op.cit., pp.57-58.

85 :
LatTfah Salim, Op.cit., pp.20-21.
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Although landowners suffered from the increase in taxes, this
could not be compared with what the peasants suffered. The big land-
owners were able to find a way to evade paying all the taxes by giving
bribes to government officials, but the peasants, who had no money,

were forced to pay.

The first European ministry also ordered the collection of the un-
paid taxes for the years 1876-1877 and 1878 and 1f the peasants had no
money to pay they should sell what they owned of land or cattle. The
order was given also that force should be used to apply these measures.
On many occasions, the peasants were asked to pay the taxes in advance

and not at the time of the harvest.

This taxation policy of the government forced the peasants to take
out loans and fall into debt; they thought that in this way their problems
would be solved. What happened was that they were not able to pay back
these loans; consequently they were tortured and brought to the courts
and in the end they lost their 1and.3 On the other hand, the foreigners
benefited from this policy and used their capital in making loans; they

even opened banks to give loans to the peasants. At certain times the

interest on loans reached as much as 400%. Not only foreianers were

involved in giving loans to the peasants, but also the village Shaykhs

: 5
and ‘Umdas who gained much from this policy and enlarged their property.

g

Ibid., pp.24-25.
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WoilGle s Pallo
3.

[ibiild P A8 2r

0o &Y20



In courts, whether the Mixed Courts or the Local Courts, the
peasants faced exploitation. In the Mixed Courts, they worked by
European law which the Egyptian peasant had no idea about and most

of the cases usually ended with the peasants loosing their 1and.1

This policy resulted in disaster for them. Most of the peasants did
not own the land they cultivated and nine tenths of the land was owned
by other classes of the society.2 During Tawfig's rule the situation
became worse, to the extent that some village Shaykhs actually brought

some peasants to the market in order to sell them.

Other problems faced the peasants, such as the distribution of
water. They used to pay considerable sums of money in order to get
water, even in times of flood. The rich landowners built dams in order
to stop the water from reaching the peasants' land, so that they were

forced to pay them money in order to get it.

In addition to all this, the Eayptian peasant faced the customary
natural catastrophies such as diseaseé, floods and famine. In 1878,
10,000 persons died from famine.5 This is not to mention the amount

of suffering the peasants faced due to conscription into the army.

The important question is how did the peasants respond to this
whole situation before the “UrabT Revolution? They were convinced that

the courts would not give them their rights and they had no money to

bid., pp.37-40.

ok
Rif at al-Sa id, Op.cit., p.60.

3. _
LatTfah Salim, Op.cit., p.31.

4.
Ibid., pp.44-46.

GRS < :
Rifat al-Sa 7d, Op.cit., p.65-
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pay their debts. Accordingly, many peasants simply left their land
and ran away. In 1855 the land which was left by the peasants in
al-Dagahliya and al-Shargiya provinces alone amounted to around

46,866 feddans and it increased with time.1 If we take into consider-
ation the area of the piece of land each peasant used to own, we can
assess the number of peasants who left their land in one year, in one

part of the country only.

Not in all cases did the peasants run away. In the first few years
of Isméch's rule, Upper Egypt witnessed a number of disturbances to
the extent that it became an armed revolt; which needed to be supressed.
Other disturbances took place in other parts of the country, such as
Suhaj and Jirja, between 1877 and 1878 and in the north of the Delta in

2
1880. Delegations of peasants used to come to Cairo to protest against

3
the increase in taxes, but were faced by torture and imprisonment.

These then were the causes which prompted the peasants to support

the “UrabT revolution which al-Rafi 1 neglected to take into account in

his book al-Thawrat al- Urdbiya.

The Egyptian merchants and craftsmen, as social groups, were also

adversely a

Since the time of Muhammed (ATT and his economic policy of monopoly,

these two groups had not had the chance to develop and establish them-

selves strongly. By the treaty of 1838 between Britain and the Ottomans,

il
Ibid., p.33

2,
Lat7fah S&1im, Op.cit., pp.51-53.

3!
Ibid., p.53.

ffected by the control foreigners exercised over their country.
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the British had the privilege of trading all over the Ottoman lands -
including Egypt - without any conditions.1 This was the beginning

of the European control of trade vis-a-vis Egypt.

Although trade and industry developed in later years (during the
rule of Khedive Sa id and Ismé<T1) by the increase of cotton production -
and the Eqyptians took part in this development - the Europeans were
much stronger in terms of capital backing and experience and their pro-
ducts were better in quality. The Europeans did not encounter any
national competition, either in trade or in industry. Eqyptians who
had the economic capability to work in trade and industry, preferred
to invest their money by buying more land, such as Hasan Musa a1-<Aqqéd?
This open market attracted more and more Furopeans to invest their money.
Their number increased from 3000 in 1836 to 68,000 in 1878. Ninety six
percent of the capital of the trade and agricultural companies that were

established during Isméci1's rule were European and the rest was divided

between the Khedive and the Turks.3

The same preferential taxation policy and the privileges the Europ-

eans enjoyed, which affected other classes and social groups, also af-

fected the Egqyptian merchants and craftsmen. Many kinds of taxes were

introduced. They paid taxes when they sold or bought goods, on imports

and exports. They even paid an entrance tax to Alexandria and other

cities.4 Taxes increased with the increase in the spending of Khedive

Ism5c71. The amount which was collected from the merchants per year

Ibid., p.55.

‘Salah TIssa, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.144.

3, > :
1 =S Hel, OpeElton POa#=7E:

4,
Ibid., p.78.
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was 430,000 pounds, which was an additional impediment for the
Egyptian merchants who had to compete with European merchants who
were exempted from these taxes.1 In addition, the Europeans had
one more important privilege, the European government officials,
who held high positions, helped them in controlling Eqyptian trade.
This led to a situation where the European merchants used to
sell their goods at a cheaper price that those of the Egyptians and
the result was the bankrupcy of the Egyptian merchants. The same
thing applied to the Egyptian craftsmen who failed to compete with
the Europeans who succeeded in taking over and monopotizing some
crafts.2 These social groups were ready to join the revolution when

it would begin.

<
To sum up the discussion of al-Rafi T's treatment of the “UrabT

revolution during Riyad's ministry, al-Rafi T comes out on the side

of support for the revolution, but at the same time has a number of
indications of disagreement at the way the leaders of the revolution
acted. His presentation of the most important events of the revolu-
tion during the period from February to September 1881 and the inform-
ation he mentions are quite enough to provide the reader with an under-
standing of what happened during the period. However, there are certain

points which aI-RéfiCT does not discuss and which are very important

for a better understanding and deeper appraisal of the revolution and

its causes.

The first of these is connected with Urabi himself. When read-

ing a1-Réf1<T's book al-Thawrat al—(Urébfya one has the impression that

Ahmad LUrébT emerged suddenly as its leader, shortly before the Qasr

" Ibid., p.78.

2 :
Latifah S&alim, Op.cit., p-63.
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al-Ni1 incident. There is no preliminary inkling as to his partici-
pation in any revolutionary action against the Khedive or the govern-
ment. On the contrary, al-Rafi 7 affirms that Ahmad “Urabi was an
ordinary man and that nothing in his past was in any way impressive.
But the question that should be asked is, how did the officers come
to put their confidence in “Urdbi and appoint him as their leader
before the Qasr al-Nil event? Ai—Rafiqf ignores the part of “UrabT
and the hatred that both he and the other fallah officers, to use
Blunt's phase, harboured towards the Circassian and Turkish officers

who controlled the army.

According to Mahmud al-KhafTf, “Urdbf was renouned in the army
for his hatred of this group and that he used to draw comparisons
between the lot of the Circassians and the Egyptian officers in the
army.2 “Urab's good relations with Sa 7d, of which “UrabT makes so
much in his memm‘rs,3 stemmed from Sa id's concern over the welfare
of the Egyptian officers. He gave the Egyptian soldiers the opportu-

nity to achieve promotion up to the rank of colonel - a dispensation

- from which ‘Urébf himself benefited.

The first clash between “UrabT and the Circassians in the army

occurred during Isma i1's rule and ended by Urabi's suspension for

< (& LiyE
three years.4 During the whole of Isma i1's reign , UrabT was not

promoted due to the Circassian conspiracies against him. In fact, he

remained ninteen years without any promotion, during which other

1, < <. =
A1-Rifi 7, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.85.

. _
Mahmud al-Khafif, Op.cit., p.7.

3"UrébT, Kashf al-Sitar, Vol.l, pp.12-18.

4, _
Mahmud al-Khafif, Op.cit., pp.12-13.
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officers who had been under his command were pr°m0ted_1

During the Abyssinian expedition cUrébT became more and more
imbued with anger against his Circassian leadership for their inef-
fectuality and he accused the American General Loring, who was chief

of staff of the expedition, of being a traitor.

In February 1878 an attempt at revolt was carried out by the
military officers. “UrabT and two other officers - Nadf anchTT al-
RubT - were accused of preparing this demonstration. They were brought
before a military tribunal and were censured and detached from their
regiments; “Urabi was sent to A]exandm’a.3 Al though “Urab7 denied
this accusation, whatever the truth was “UrabT was looked upon as an
agitator who should be kept under strict supervision. “Urab7 himself
confessed to Blunt his desire to depose the Khedive Ismécﬁl, saying:
"But before we seperated we had a meeting at which I proposed that we
should join together and depose Isma i1 Pashi. His comments on the
deposal of Ismé(71 were even more forthsight:

"The deposition of Isma 71 lifted a heavy load
from our shoulders and all the world rejoiced,
but it would have been better if we had done it
ourselves as we could then have got rid of the

whole family of Mohammad Ali, who were none of
them, except Said, fit to rule and we could have

proclaimed a republic."5

L whmad ‘Urab7, Kashf al Sitar, Vol.l, p.49.

2
Ibid., pp.38-43.

3.
Mahmud al-Khafif, Op.cit., p.16.

i :
Wilfrid Blunt, Op-cit., p.369.

5.
Ibid., p.369.
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In his book "The Secret History of the English Occupation of

< - -
Egypt", Blunt states that Urab7 was one of the officers who took

part in the events of the 20th of May, 1880:
"There were questions too of pay with held which
called for redress, and on the 20th of May, 1880,

a first peti@ion was sent in by the fellah officers,
of whom Arabi was one, setting forth their grievances".

A11 the above events and the information relating to them indicate
that (Ur5b7 participated in one way or another in the different movements
against the government that took place before the major revolution in
1881. This participation brought “UrabT to the position where he emerg-

ed as the natural leader of the revolt.

The second and important point which a1—RéficT does not mention is
connected with the relation between LUrébT and his military comrades on
one side and the other classes and social groups of Egyptian society
(peasants, Turo-Circassian landowners, Egyptian notables, intellectuals)
on the other. A]—Réfi(T is very sketchy concerning the events of the
seven months period between the Qasr al-Ni1 and “AbdTn incidents. He
mentions that all classes among the Egyptian people hgd supported “UrabT
after Qasr al-Nil and that “Urab7 continued with the r;vo]ution when he

was confident that the nation would support his cause. But nothing is

mentioned about how this support was elicited and translated into pract-
ical action and much more needs to be said on this issue.

A1l writers on the subject affirm that without the support of the

people Urabi would not have been able to succeed in his revolt. Between

1.
inilals o @02,

—

2,
A1-Rafi T, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.120.
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February and September 1881 a number of meetings between the army
officers and landowners took place to prepare for the next move

: 5
Muhammad Abduh in his statement to Blunt confirms this:

”The_seven months between the affair of Kasr

al-Nil and the demonstration of September were

months of great political activity, which per-

vaded all c]gsses . Arabi's action gained him

mgch popu]§r1ty and put him into communication

with the civilian members of the National party

such as Sultan Pasha, Suliman Abaza, Hassain i
Sherei and myself, and it was we who put forward

the idea of renewing the demand for a Constitution“.1

In his report to his lawyer Broadley, later, “Urab7 affirms on
the relation between him and the notables, saying:

nyith this malaise became widespread among the
upper classes of the Eqyptian people, those who
are our brothers, the heads of our families,
gathered in Cairo. They decided that the only
way to restore hope and confidence was to create

a Chamber of Deputies".2

In another letter from “UrabT to his Tawyer Broadley he says;

at his place the officers used to meet secretly
And he

"As for Sultan Pdsha,

before the Abdin incident to find a way to get rid of Riyad."

continues:

ed to help the officers with

he it was who called for some
h him in demanding the estab- &
ties according to the :

"He (Sultdn Pasha) us
all his strength and

notables to unite wit
1ishment of a Chamber of Depu

wish of the officers".4

From the beginning, the landowners tried to use the victory of

_N71 incident for their own purposes. They

“UrabT in the Qasr al

i :
Wilfred Blunt, Op.cit., p.376.

Z'Ahmad “Urabi, The Defense Statement of Ahmad Qrabilsgg Egy gian,
trans]ated and edited by Trevor [5 Caesial, Baes e

i
£ S
B LatTfah Salim, Op.cit.., p.165.

4.
Ibid., p.165.
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presumably thought that it would perhaps be possible to advance
behind the shield of the army into the centre of political power.

Sharif P&sha wanted to replace Riyad as Prime Minister and Sultan

Pasha, the rich Egyptian landowner, looked to a high position in the
government. All this could not be achieved without making common

cause with the army. For his part, “UrabT was Tooking for support

at that time, since he did not feel safe. The Khedive and the govern-
ment were trying desperately to get rid of him. In addition to the
actual conspiracies against the nationalist officers, which numbered
according to “Urabi thirteen,1 Khedive Tawfiq frequently affirmed his
intention to get rid of them. As early as February 2, 1881, Tawfiq
informed the German Consul-General that he would remove the rebels
from the army, slowly and unobtrusive]y.2 In June 1881, the Khedive
told Cookson, the British plenipotentiarg, that he was only waiting

for an opportunity to make an example of one of the colonels.

“UrabT also made contacts with other groups of the Egyptian society.
According to Muhammad “Abduh he made contacts with the religious Shaykhs

in order to obtain their support in any future action.

Many leaflets were distributed to the army in order to obtain their

support. Other Teaflets against the government and calling for its

downfall were distributed to the people throughout the country, especial-

1y the one which urged them to appoint “Urab7 as their representative.

1‘l‘\hmad québT, Kashf. al-Sitar, Vol.1,pp.221-228.

2'ATexander Scholch, Op.cit., p.150.
G
Ibid., p.151.

4, . .
Muhammad ~Abduh, Op.cit., p.54>.

5. ,
Latifah Salim, Op.cit., p.167.
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This leaflet called for the downfall of Riyad's ministry and the
establishment of a Chamber of Deputies and called on the people

to put their confidence in the army.1 The person who played a
vital role in collecting the signitures of the Egyptian notables
and Shaykhs was “Abdallah al-Nadfm who travelled all over Egypt
calling on the people to support the army. Al-Nadim returned to
Cairo carrying petitions signed by the people appointing Urabi as

their representative.

During the same period and subsequent to the Qasr al-Nil in-
cident people all over the country came to “Urabi's house carrying
gifts and showing their support and at the same time complaining of
their distressed circumstances.3 If we add to all this the support
“UrabT got from the intellectuals through the press we can see clear-
ly that “Uribi's success was due to the support he elicited from all
classes and social groups of the society. Blunt's comment is not an

exaggeration when he describes him as "being talked of through the

= 4
length and breadth of Egypt as "E1 Wahid," the only one.  The demands

of the revolution at the time of the “AbdTn incident (that is, the

dismissal of Riyad Pasha; the establishment of a Chamber of Deputies;

the increase of the army to 18,000.) were not simply the demands of

the officers, but the demands of all the people. UrabT himself main-

tained at ~Abdin, that the army had come as a representative of the

entire Egyptian people and withdrew only after promising that the

1'Sah'm al-Naqqash, Misr ]1’1_M15r1yfn, Vol.4, Cairo, 1884, p.90.

““Abd al-Mun’ im a]-JimT(T, CAQQEllEE_El:EEQiEs cairo, 1980, pp.70-71.

3 '
Mahmud al-Khafif, Op.cit.., pp.49-52.

4,
Blunt, Op.cit.., p.169.
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demands would be met.1 If we compare these demands with those re-
lating to the Qasr al-Nil1 incident, seven months earlier, we can
see the difference in substance between the two sets of demands.
At Qasr al-Nil, the demands were related to the army but at “AbdTn

more general demands were added.

A1-R3fi T accuses Urdbi of having, behind the demand for the
establishing of a Chamber of Deputies, a primary concern with his own
and his friends safety.2 Even if UrabT had this intention in mind,
it is difficult to see how he would have been able to impose it.
“UrabT as a person was not alone able to fashion what all the classes
of the society wanted. Besides, at that time these demands were a
shared common denominator between all social groups in the country,
not excluding even the ladies of the court.3 “Urab7 was a part of a
whole movement. A]—Réficﬁ‘s negative attitude in regard to “Urab is
clear even during his account of the first stage of the revolution,
which he supports. Throughout his treatment of this stage of the re-
volution a]-Réfi<T insidiously raises doubts as to whether the conspi-

racies against the army officers were real or imaginery.

b. Sharif's Ministry

In the  Abdin barracks, on September 9, 1881, the army accepted

< . 3
SharTf Pasha as head of the new government. A1-Rafi T considers this

new government as the best and most suitable leadership for rescuing

the country from all its problems. He defends the different politi-

cal positions of Sharif, to the extent that he ignores a number of

1"Ur§b7, Kashf al-Sitar, Vol.I. pp.236-237.

2'A1-Ré‘f1“7, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p-19.

: : i 5 &
3'Broad1ey, How We DefenédWs Cairo, 1980, p-.3
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facts concerning his motives and his relations with the European
powers which are easily come upon in several accessible sources,
such as the books of Blunt, Rosentein and Cromer. (The evidence
will be discussed later.) AT-R&fi T ascribes all the differences
which arose between Sharif and UrabT as being due to personal
ambitions on the part of UrabT and the other officers in order to
control the government, in which as military men they had no right
to interfere. For aT—RéficT, Sharif was a perfect constitutionalist
who worked for the welfare of Egypt against European intervention.
This being so, any opposition to him was not acceptable to a]-Réf1<T
because Sharif had to be right all the time in whatever he did. Al-
RéfigT criticizes Sharif on one occasion only - that is the issuing
by Sharif of a new press law by which more restrictions were put on
the freedom of expression in the newspapers. Even then this objections
seem to be somewhat pusillanimous: "It is without any doubt a law

which ristricts the freedom of the press, but we do not know what was

1
behind its issuance."

A]—RéficT's attitude towards Sharif is both erroneous and partisan.

From the’time SharTf undertook to form a new government he was trying

to eliminate the role of the army from government. He refused to re-

turn to power as the candidate of a rebellious army; his first condi-

tion was that the army now place itself under his control. In all the

speeches Sharif insisted on this point. He did not form the new govern-

<
4 d i d Umdas
ment until he recieved petitions from the Egyptian notables an

and also from the army asking him to form the government and promising

p.154.
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Al1-Rafi 7, al-Thawrat al- UrabTya,
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that the army would not interfere any more in the government's work.

This was less an indication of a deep seated sense of constitutional-
ism than an indication of his intentions to curb the army's defiance
in order to act freely later on. Another attempt by Sharif to gain
control of the army was when he suggested that he take himself the
position of the Minister of War and refused to accept al-Barudi and
Mahmad Fahmi in his ministry. “UrabT rejected this and insisted that
they should be in the new government and he told Sharif that his was

the desire of the army.

The new government was not a great success for “UrabT and his
supporters. Apart from the appointment of his two supporters to the
new ministry “UrabT failed to impose more radical reforms on the govern-
ment. The other members of the new government were loyal to the
Khedive and SharTf.2 Sharif insisted on the departure of “UrabT and
“pbd al- Al with their regiments to al-Shargiya and Damietta. In addi-
tion, “Urab7 was not able to increase the number of the army to 18,000
as he had demanded. The Dual Control representatives in Egypt rejected
this increase because it would cost 600,000 and the budget could afford

: 3
only 522,000 pounds which was enough to increase the army to 15,000.

The important point which Sharif imposed on “UrabT, and which al-
R3fi T ignores, was connected with the elections to the Chamber of

Deputies. Sharif insisted that they should work according to the elec-

tion law of the old constitution of 1866 - which was established during

the time of Ism5<31 - and by which those who could elect were limited

18
Ibid., p.131.

2.
Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., pp.167-168.

3,
Rothstein, Op.cit., p.112.
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to the Shaykhs and “Umdas. On the other hand, Urab7 wanted to
broaden the base of elections. However, when Sharif threatened to
resign “Urabd gave way. All this and other conditions were put by
Sharif in order to break the power of québT, who was the most radical

voice to be heard at that time.

Sharif and “Urabi had, by the very nature of things, to disagree
because they represented different classes with contradictory motives
and aims. Although SharTf was a constitutionalist - and this was the
main cause for choosing him as the head of the new government - he
wanted all the powers in his own hands and wanted also a constitution
that would serve the interests of the Turco-Circassian landowners and

not of the people as a whole.

Sharif Pasha declared several times that he had the intention of
getting rid of army control. On September 21, 1881 he told Malet, the
British Consul that he intended to bring together around him the members
of the Chamber of Deputies in order that they become later on the real
power in the country, so as to deprive the army of the privilege they
had obtained through the revo]ution.2 If we add to this the pressure

of the British and French representatives on Sharif to accept the head-
3

ship of the new government and the support he got from them, we can

see clearly that SharTf was a very different person from the one that

61—R5f1<T tries to glorify. Even the Khedive Tawfig was happy with

Sharif and told Nizami Pasha, the envoy of the Ottoman Sultan, that he

trusted Sharif because under his leadership the work of the Chamber of

e
Ibid., p.112.

2
Cromer, Op.cit., pp.84-85.
3. Bl :
Ibid., p.60, and LatTfah Salim, Op.Cit:, p. 176.




Deputies would not go beyond the general projects 1

Sharif's attitude
towards the military officers had coincided with the attitude of the
European powers who also wanted to destroy the role of the army in

Egyptian political Tlife.

Furthermore, being originally Turkish, SharTf had a low opinion
of Egyptians in general and the peasants in particular. Blunt, who
witnessed the revolution, wrote about SharTf in the following terms:
"SharTf was a Europeanized Turk of good breading and excellent manners,

but with all that arrogant contempt of the fellahin which distinguished
2
his class in Egypt."

Yet, it was this same Sharif Pasha whose ministry was considered

<

<
by al-Rifi 7 as representing the best interests of the nation. Al-Rafi 1

also sings the praises of Sharif in his book cA_sr Ismd i1 and relates

Sharif's achievements in the context of the great events of Egyptian

national history. He says: "The persona]ity of Sharif Pasha is related

to three roles, the greatest roles of the national movement."™ Al-Rafi 1

defends the positions taken up by Sharif Pashd on two grounds. The first

c -
is that SharTf, according to al-Rafi T, was working to avoid the occupa-

tion of Eqypt by Britain. On the other hand, it was UrabT who was the

one to bring about this occupation according to the belief of the National

Party, which had been established by Mustafa k3mi1l and of which al- Raf1 1

This negative attitude towards
Secondly, SharTf believ-

was one of the leaders. “Urabi clearly
stems from alRafi i's own political convictions.

ed in a political system where 2 king and a constitution should work

19
LatTfah Salim, Op.cit., p.180.

2
Wilfrid Blunt, Op.cit., p.149.

( SR =53 iro, 1982,
g Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi 7, AsriIsma 11, 3rd. ed., Vol.II, Cairo

p.227.
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<
together. Al1-Rafi 7 also believes in the same political system

This is clear when reading his books "Mudhakirati" and "Arbaat Ashr

’
“Am fi 1-Barlaman."

The events that took place during the period between the estab-
1ishment of the Chamber of Deputies in December 26, 1881, and the re-
signation of Sharif Pasha in February 1882 were very important because
they provided the excuse for the European powers to operate directly,
at a later stage, against Egypt. That period witnessed the complete

divorce of SharTf and those who supported him from “UrabT and his party.

The differences on the issue of whether the Chamber of Deputies
had the right to discuss the budget or not were the direct cause of the
split between “Urabi and Sharif. But even before the problem of the
budget and after the events of September 1881, the British and French
governments had become afraid for their position in Egypt and had sent

a joint note on January 7, 1882 in which the Khedive was officially in-

formed that both governments would support him in any internal and ex-

ternal diffﬁcu]ties.l Another note was given to Sharif by the British

and French representatives on January 26, 1882 which indicated their

rejection of the idea of the right of the Chamber of Deputies to discuss

the budget.2 A]—Réficﬁ considers this intervention of the European

(&
powers as the main reason behind the split between Sharif and UrabT.

However, what actually happened was different. The notes were sent with

nd the Khedive against UrabT.

Chamber's wish to discuss the

- Sharif
the aim of supporting Sharif a

depended on this support in rejecting the

1 < P AR
A1-Rafi i, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.180.
2

P82

Ibid.
o s
Ibid., p.178.
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budget. Indirectly, however, the result of the European interference
was a positive one so far as the Egyptian national front was concerned
because it helped to reveal those who were not willing to undertake
radical reforms - amongst them Sharif Pasha. It helped also in brino-
ing about unity between the members of the Chamber of Deputies and
“UrabT, because they saw in European interference a portent of more
European control, which they rejected. Those members, who had support-
ed Shar7f before by signing a petition ensuring that “UrabT would not

interfere any more in the affairs of the government and to whom Sharif

was looking for support against “UrabT once more, now stood beside

S Ur3b7 against him. Sharif makes a typically authoritarian response

to this situation, believing that the members of the Chamber of Deputies
would not be able to discuss him. Blunt records:

"The Egyptians, he told me, are children and must
be treated like children. I have offered them a
Constitution which is good enough for them, and
if they are not content with it they must do with-
out one. It was I who created the National Party,
and they will find that they cannot get on with-
out me. These peasants want guidance. "l

| ¥
l!

|
l
f

A1—RéficT considers Sharif's position in relation to the budget

= ey

which would avoid the direct occupation

as a practical and pragmatic one

of Egypt.2 He also considers the position of UrabT and most of the

members of the Chamber, in insisting on discussing the budget, as an

incorrect position which would lead to the occupation of Egypt. He goes

further and acousesturébﬁ, al-BarudT and the other officers of having

the intension to overthrow Sharif even before the problem of the budget

- -Q-
arose and of appointing one of their own men instead. Al-Rafi T accuses

1
Wilfrid Blunt, Op.cit., p.149.

2, < e
A1-Rafi 7, al-Thawrat al- Urablya, p.184.
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al-BarudT of being ambitious aqd planning to take over the position
of the head of the government. But al-Rafi 7 ignores a very im-
portant fact concerning this issue. He does not mention anything
about the accommodation agreed to byvthe Chamber of Deputies and
“Urabi in accepting the Timitation of their right to control only

to that half of state expenditure which was not allocated to the
servicing of the debt or for the tribute, but for the internal needs

of the country. However, the European powers and Sharif rejected

this offer.

It may well be asked, what would remain from the demands of the
revolution if the Chamber and “UrabT yielded to the demand of the
European powers that they should not discuss even the Eqyptian half of
the budget? What kind of independent state or aspiring revolution could
abdicate the right to discuss its own budget? The European powers in-
sisted on full control over Egypt. They would never allow anything to
disturb their goals. If the Chamber had submitted to their demands in
relation to the budget, as a1-R§fi<T suggests, then they would have
lost what they had tried to achieve through the revolution and the same
problem would occur again whenever they tried to act independently.

The clash between the European powers and the revolution was inevitable,

unless one of the two parties capitulated to the other.

c. Al-Barudi's Ministry

When he turned his attention to the period after the resignation

of SharTf Pashd, al- Rafi T increased his accusations and criticism

against Urabi and the new government and considered this stage as

i,
Ibid., pp.184-185.
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the beginning of the failure of the revolution.

The new government was headed by al-Barid7 and cUrabT headed
the Ministry of War. According to a]—RéfiqT, the Khedive and the
Chamber of Deputies had submitted to the will of the "Military Party"
by allowing the formation of the new government.1 This is a correct
assumption when applied to the Khedive because he was particularly
weak at this stage and was not able to destroy the revolution. But
it is not enough to Timit the examination of the relations between
“UrabT and the Khedive to this one idea. There was an in-built con-
flict between the interests of the revolution and those of the Khedive
which was neither easy to solve in a peaceful way nor to avoid; al-
Rifi(T however failed to see this contradiction. -In regard to the
Chamber of Deputies, there was no need for “UrabT to force its members
to approve the resignation of Sharif Pasha and form a new government
because it was in their own interest to 1imit the power of the Europeans,
which Sharif had failed to do, when he rejected the demand that the
budget should be under the control of the Chamber. During this stage
of the revolution the conflict between the Turco-Circassian landowners
supported by the Khedive oh one side and all the classes of the Egyptian
society on the other side became obvious.
ses that al-Barldi's ministry was greeted

Although al-Rafi T confes

with great joy by the people, yet he :explains this support grudgingly:

inclined to the side of the

one who hangs on to the entire rjghts of the_countny,
because public opinion, and §pec1f1ca11y durl?%e =
periods of revolution and agitation, has no L
enough elements to think and evaluate the outc

rationally. "2

"The general feeling is

.A]"RéfigT, al -Thawrat al- Urabiya, p.191.
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‘]hisexp1anation seems to be not only grudging but weak and in no
more than a further justification of his former attitude towards

the revolution. It even contradicts what happened later on with-

in the National Party, when he himself was one of its leaders. Al-
though the National Party held firmly in its advocacy of the rights
of the country (i.e. total withdrawal, etc...), it failed to gain
the popularity of the Wafd Party. The only valid explanation of

the support given by the people to the ministry of the revolution
was their feeling and conviction that this ministry represented them

and would improve their unfortunate conditions

[

A1-R&fi i's criticism of Barddi's ministry accords with those

of the Khedive and Sharif Pasha. Al—Réf1:1 accuses Urabi of taking
an extremist position and acting as a dictator by imposing his opinions
on the government. He states: "Not only in the Ministry of War had he

absolute authority but also in all other governmental ministries and

he became a mere dictator.” When studying the letters of the European

Consuls in Egypt at the time - and these al-Rafi 7 did not discuss in

detail - one can find the same accusations against Urabi and the new

ministry, although a]—Réfi(T had different objectives in making them.

The European feared losing their sinecures and this led them to raise

a campaign of defamation against the Chamber and the new government.

This propaganda was based on the claim that the members of the Chamber

er the influence of the army and were do-

of Deputies were totally und

hem under threat. This hostile

ing only what the officers demanded of t

less memoranda from the Contro11ers—Genera1

attitude was fostered by end

tion in the counsil of Ministers,

who, having lost their dominating pos

I
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aimed at destroying the new government. 1In a letter, Malet wrote:

"The Egyptians were not in a iti

_ position to
themselves, it would, therefore, be neces:gls
1f.1t be determined that the present state of’
things cannot be allowed to continue, that an

occupgtion of the country should precede its re-
organization". 1

Other letters were sent describing the new government as a totali-

tarian military rule which had replaced the legitimate one. Still
other rumors were spread in Europe, describing Egypt as being in a
chaotic situation and that bribery among government officials had re-
vived. They also added that the country was losing its security once
more and that the economic situation was deteriorating and would lead
to financial chaos.2 What should be noted here, is that the motive
behind all these reports was clear; they were preparing the way for

an invasion. The reality of the situation is not difficult to dis-
cover. There had been no such ambitious work undertaken fon the bene-
fit of the Egyptian people during previous governments as was accomp-
lished during the few months of the ministry of the revolution. All
contemporary writers such as Blunt, Rothstein and Muhammad (Abduh af-
firm this fact. Although a]-Réfi(T was aware of this fact, yet he
explains it by trying to make a seperation between the government and
the Chamber of Deputies and attributing the achievements gained to the
latter. Moreover, a1-R5fi<T accuses “UrabT and his supporters of work-
ing for their private interests and that they had the degree of con-

f the
trol necessary to force their will on the country. The concept o

ies onl
seperation between the government and the Chamber of Deputi y

e

i

Alexander Scholch, Op.cilt., p.220.
2.

Rothstein, Op.cit., pp.122-131.
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<

existed in the mind of al-Rafi T himself. Indeed, the record shows
that when the government and the Chamber of Deputies disagreed, there
was no possibility of achieving anything. Furthermore, if Urabi
and his supporters were simply serving their own private interests,
it would not have been possible for them to achieve on behalf of the

Egyptian people the benefits which unquestionably accrued to them.

It is obvious that all those who were deprived of their power
by the revolution were endeavouring to regain this power through any
means possible. To achieve that end, they started to prepare plots
and conspiracies in order to get rid of the leaders of the revolution.
In order to validate his initial judgment of “UrabT and his supporters,
al-RéfitT has of necessity to deny that any of these plots occurred.
Concerning the attempt to ki1l Abd al- Al HilmT - one of the Teaders
of the revolution - a]—RéfitT considered it as a mere private crime

which had nothing to do with him as a leader of the revolution and

that “Urabi used this incident in order to dethrone the Khedive. He

says:

"This incident shows you the degree of sel f-de-
lusion of the leaders of the revolution after the
fall of Sharif's ministry and the formation of the
Barudi ministry. The talk about the de thronement
of the Khedive for such an insignificant persogq]
incident like the incident of Colonel Abd a]—.A1
Hilmi, is an action remote from wisdom and rat1qna1
thinking and a sign of a decline of the revolution

from its proper levels."1
here is that al-Rafi T ha

s fallen into

What is really surprising

SiERtNE revolution. To prove

line with the European propaganda again

¢ only on a letter sent from Sienkiewicz -

his point of view he depend :
me Minister on March 13, 1882.

the French Consul General - to his Pri

: p.196.

"M-Rafi 7, al-Thawrat al- Urdbiva,

‘Ibid., p.196.
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If the HiImT affair was considered by a]-RéfiQT as a private
incident, what is there to say about the Circassian conspiracy
which 1 consider as the beginning of the end for the revolution?

let us begin with al-Rafi 7's own words:

"The Circassian officers refused to submit to

orders and refrained from traveling to the Sudan

and some of them, in thoughtlessness moments,
responded with terms of threat. This was explain-
ed by the supporters of “UrdbT as a conspiracy
prepared for his assasination. However, in reality
there was no conspiracy and we are inclined to be-
lTieve this because it is nearer to logic and ration-
ality and because it was known about “Urabi that he
feared greatly for his Tlife."l

<
Although al-Rafi T admits that the Egyptian and Circassian

officers were treated equally by “UrabT in their promotion and in

their appointment to the Sudan, he cannot see his way to accepting

the idea that those Circassians who refused to obey orders to go to
the Sudan wanted to create trouble for the new government and could
possibly have engaged themselves in a conspiracy against the revolu-

tion - this inspite of the fact that he himself mentions that one

of the conspirators had confessed during investigations.

The result of this conspiracy was a trial of those involved and

on April 30, 1882 the court passed judgement. Its ruling was that

the officers, among them Uthman Rifqi, were to be reduced to the

onours and to be exiled

ranks, to lose their military privileges and h :
The

y e
to the Sudan. Others were simply put under police supervisio

i i ict and the
Khedive and Malet opposed the implementation of this verdic |
udgement and began to make contacts with

Khedive refused to sign the J

I
Ibid., p.240.

—

2,
Ibid., p.240.

3

"Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., pp.230-231.
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the European officials and the Sultan in order to use the incident

to overthrow the government. By the end of March 1882 - even before
the occurrance of the Circassian conspiracy - the Khedive had confined
to the French Consul-General that "he wanted to retire as soon as pos-
sible to Alexandria and await the day when an (European) intervention
would free them from this nightmare.1 To the German Consul-General
the Khedive confided that he saw a serious crisis approaching, but

he hoped the problem would have to come to an end. To Malet he con-
fessed that he would willingly sacrifice some of Egypt's privileges

if the Porte, in return, would re-establish his authom‘ty.2 Although
a]—RéfiqT was of the opinion that the Khedive was wrong in consul ting
the European officials and the Porte on internal affairs, yet he
ignored the negative effects of this on the independence of Egypt.
His over-riding aim was to criticise al-Barudi's government because
they called for the Chamber of Deputies to meet when they failed to
reach to an agreement with the Khedive on punitive measures against

the Circassians. Being a lawyer, he discusses the illegality of such

an action and affirms that only the Khedive had the right to call the

Chamber of Deputies into session. Here, an jmportant question must

be rajsed: what was more important in the context, the legality of

calling the Chamber of Deputies to meet, or the danger to which the

Khedive was exposing Egypt through the interference of foreigners?

Even when a1-R5f1cT discusses the reasons which made the government

f i i gnore m import-
call the Chamber of Deputies into session he ignores the most 1mp

issi ive to
ant reason for doing so, which was the submission of the Knedive

1.
Ib]d°_: p231. :

——
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[ - S -c—.
the European officials. Al-Rafi T does not consider the submission
of the government in regard to punitive measures against the Cir-
cassians - even before the calling of the Chamber of Deputies - as

a sign of the government's good intentions.

Members of the Chamber of Deputies supported UrabT only to a
certain extent. Being mostly notables (landowners and big merchants),
their interests sometimes contradicted those of “UrabT. Hence, when
a problem emerged between the government and the Khedive, the members
of the Chamber of Deputies were not always ready to take a radical

position and tried to find a legal way out of the crisis.

At the time when the members of the Chamber of Deputies were
pushing the government for a reconciliation with the Khedive, the
latter, under the direction of the European Consuls, was preparing

to get rid of the government. On May 15,Malet and Sienkiewiez offi-
1

cially informed the Khedive of the arrival of the fleet.

[

Al-Rifi T at this point also blames Urabi for not accepting

from the beginning the terms of the Khedive in regard to the Circassians

without enlarging and exacerbating the issue:

"Wwhat the leaders should be blamed for quring_th1s
crisis was that they declared publicly in their
meetings their desire to dethrone the Khedive and
appoint Prince Halim in his place and they did not
listen to the advice of the moderates who warned
them of the outcome of this thoughtlessness. 2

Later on, events moved very quickly. The effort made by the Euro-

untries against

- - . . . 0
pean officials to create a public opinion in their own C

1,
oflel o 0t 5 Do s

2

.A1-Réf1c7, al -Thawrat al-  Urabiya, pp. 246-247.
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the government of the revolution had been effective. Between May

19 and 21 British, French and Greek warship reached Alexandria and

on May 25, they sent a note to the government demanding its resig-
nation, the departation of “UrabT from Egypt and the return of the
remaining prominent officers to their homes. The government rejected

the note but it was accepted by the Khedive and this resulted in the
resignation of the government.

A1-R5f1(T clearly accepts the demands of the European countries
that “Urabi should be deported and he criticizes the army officers
for their demand that the Khedive be overthrown. This point of view
of a1—REficT accords with that of the Khedive and that of the Europeans

and Circassians. A closer look will provide an explanation for this

<
paradox. Al1-Rafi T was a nationalist politician and there is no doubt

that in his analysis of the  UrabT revolution he was taking a predeter-

mined attitude, that of the National Party under Mu;tafa Kamil's leader-

ship. What al-Rafi 3 failed to do was to study historical events in re-

lation to the circumstances that surrounded them. It was expected of

“UrabT that he reject the note and even call for the dethronement of the
Khedive, which al-Rafi 1 considers as a crime. There was no way by
assed

which he could keep good relations with the Khedive and as time p

reconciliation between the two became manifestly impossible.

(4 = q
Although al-Barudi's government resigned, yet Urabl remained as

The people throughout the coun
As Scholch states:

- rejected
a leader of the revolution. EVAGEY

his resignation and demanded his reinstatement.

bi.
i The population flocked together around Ura
Dai]yphg received innumerabte_]etterstfrgg ilé of
Egypt against the Franco-Br1t1sh_f1ee aaccused
demands of the powers. he Khedive wasd Cos
of having sided with the unbelievers an
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shown himself thus unworthy of his office

Many petitions impl
Taw¥12.“1 plored the Sultan to depose

On May 27, Tawfig received a telegram from officers of all the
military and police units stationed in Alexandria demanding “Urabi's
reinstatement and allowing the Khedive twelve hours to take a position.
After this time 1imit they could no longer guarantee the preservation

2
of law and order.” To the populace, UrabT was a protector of the

fatherland and religion. The members of the Chamber of Deputies tried

to find a way of avoiding both the dethronement of the Khedive or the
departation of Urabi and they finally persuaded the Khedive to rein-

state <UrébT.

In regard to the role of the Porte during the revolution, a]-RéficT

was correct in analysing the aims of the Porte and describing its

policies as inefficient. In relation to the delegation sent by the Porte

on June 7, 1882 and headed by Darwish Pasha, a1~R5f1(T says: "The plan

of the delegation was to appear as if they supported both adversaries

3 S
(the Khedive and the “Urabis)".” But al-Rafi 1 ignored a great deal of

evidence in support of his point of view and which can be traced through

the Tetters of both “UrabT and those of Khedive Tawfig with the Porte.

Both sides complained of the behaviour of ecach other and both sides

also received letters from the Sultan encouraging each of them to take

He telegraphed to Tawfiq and congratu-
+ and declared that

more measures in his interest.

lated him on the resignation of al-Bartdi's governmen

il
Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., p.238.

‘Ibid., p.239.

.A1-Réf1cT, al-Thawrat a]—?UfébTya, p.264.
Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., pp.244—258.
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the Porte was prepared to send a commissioner to Egypt should the

bk
Khedive request it In February 1882, a few months prior to the

resignation of al-Barudi, two of the most influential Shaykhs in

the Sultan's retinue wrote of the satisfaction with which the Sultan
had learnt of “Urabi's attitude towards the Porte, and assured S UrabT
of the Caliph's especial favour and trust:

"They stressed that it was immaterial who the
Khedive of Egypt was; the Sultan put no trust
in Isma i1, Tawfiq or Halim. His benevolence
was enjoyed only by those who remained loyal
and defended the integrity of the Empire."2

Ahmad Ascad, the intermediery between the Sultan and “UrabT, came
to Eqypt four times to deliver and collect letters. During May 1882,
(<
he was in Cairo giving moral support to al-Barudi and Urab7 against

Tawfiq and the powers.3 It was clear from these policies that the

Porte wanted to regain its position in Egypt and to prevent any direct

intervention of the European pOWErs in Eqypt. To achieve this aim

they were ready to get rid of any leader or ruler of Eqypt. This lay

behind the attempt by Darwish Pasha to induce Urab to make a visit

to Constantinople to give thanks for the Grand Ribbon of the Majid

Order which the Sultan had bestowed on him, but “UrabT refused when he

realized that it was a plan to get rid of him.

d. The War With Britain And the Failure
O0f The Revolution

At this stage a1_R5f1LT gives a detailed study of the war between

< il -
negative attitude in regard to Urabi

Britain and Eqypt. Although his

il
Bl 5 o203k
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yet some of his criticisms hold up. His emphasis

did not change,
on the role of the individual in shaping the events of history is

clear here also, when he blames “UrabT and the Khedive for the British

occupation of Egypt.

After the resignation of al-Barudy the political situation became
nstable. Two weeks later, on June 11, 1882 a massacre occurred in
Alexandria during which forty-nine Egyptians and Europeans were killed.
A]—Réf1°7 affirms that the coming of the British fleet and the encourage-
nent the Europeans received from the British Consular officials to carry

guns in order to "protect" themselves was behind this massacre. Al-

Réficf affirms the improbability of any connection of the Khedive and

“Umar Lutfi - the governor of Alexandria - in instigating the massacre.

AT-Rifi T was not convinced by the evidences given by Blunt and CUrébﬁ',
who blamed the Khedive and “Umar Lutft for jnstigating the massacre.
Blunt depended on a telegram sent on June 5, 1882 by the Khedive to
“Umar LutfT which said: .

"Arabi has quaranteed public order, and published

it in the newspapers, and has made himself res-
ponsible to the Consuls; and if he suceeds in his
guarantee the Powers will trust him, and our con-
sideration will be lost. Also the fleets of the
Powers are in Alexandria waters, and men's mind

are excited, and quarrels are not far off between
Europeans and others. Now, therefore, choose for
yourself whether you will serve Arabi in his guaran-
tee or whether you will serve us."2

Muhammad Abduh's comments on the massacre are of great importance

here. He described what he saw and heard of the people of Alexandria:

1

7 2
: alim al-Naqgash, Op.cit., Vol.V., p.17.

B i .
Algg?’ Op.cit., p.237. For more proofs see the Appendix of the
ic TransTation of Blunt's book, al-Markaz al-"Arabl 1i1-Bahth

"a'l Nashr, 1981, pp.373-377.
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I heard also from them that he (

incited some of the people dypi

' ring the
with encouragement and made signg to tﬁgs;g$:ie
(mustaphezin) not to take any notice sayin
"let them die, the sons of dogs."1 , %

(3
Umar Lutfy)

Other evidences accusing the Khedive and Umar Lutfi are men-
tioned by other writers. One should not foreget that Umar Lutfy
was appointed by the Khedive the Minister of War after the defeat
of the revolution.2 Defending the Khedive, a]-Réff'ﬁ states that
if he had any complicity in the massacre the European lawyers of
“Urab7 would have mentioned it during the trial of “UrabT. A]-Réfi(T
seems to ignore the fact that the lawyers could never accuse the
Khedive of such a thing because he represented authority and had be-
come in a strong position after the defeat of the revolution. To de-
fend “Umar Latfi, a1—RéficT accuses some Egyptian officers who were
known for their support of “UrabT, such as Mu;tafa<Abd al-Rahim and
Suleiman Daodd, and blames them for being late in carrying out the
orders of ~Umar Lutf7 to prevent the massacre.3 No one can prove con-
clusively the involvement of any side in the massacre, but certainly

one should not exclude the Khedive and his supporters as possible

suspects.

; - |
On June 20, 1882 a new ministry was appointed by the .Khedive headec

by Ismi 71 Raghib Pasha and “UrabT was appointed once more as Minister
ment was viewed as a kind of coalition between

of War. This new govern

=T to what al -REfi T
the Khedive's supporters and “Urdbi. However, contrary

Il
A.M. Broadley, Op.cit., pp.235-236.
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““Abd alMurtim al-dimi i, 'Wagali al-Thawra® S;1U¥221§2731’;Er
1i'1-Misriyin, Markaz al-Dirasat al-Siyaslya
1981, p.9%4.
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LouTs Awad, Tarikh al-Fikr al-Misri al-HadTth,
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sayss “UrabT showed signs of flexibility when he accepted the new
government, although the previous government which was headed by
al-BartdT would have been more helpful in achieving his goals. He
also accepted, at the beginning of July, the Khedive and the Porte's
order to stop any work on the fortifications in accordance with the
demands of the commander of the British fleet, Admiral Seymour. But
all the evidence indicates, as a]—RéfitT explained, that the British
were intending to interfere and occupy Egypt. The threats of the
British Adminral to bombard Alexandria were carried out. He needed a
pretext for this action and found his excuse when he insisted that
the coastal fortifications were still being reinforced. Although
Seymour on 6 July confessed to Catwright, the British Vice-Consul,

that in fact no work was being done on the fortifications, neverthe-

less he demanded that the commander in-chief stop this imaginary work.

From the beginning of the war on July 11, 1882, and for almost
two months, the leaders of the revolution were trying to defend their

country. A]—Réfiif is totally convinced that they were unqualified,

ignorant men with none or little experience in political and military

affairs and this made them fall into major errors and culminated in

their defeat.

Some examples of how a]—RéfiiT describes the revolution are very

revealing. A]-Rafi(T depicts the position of the leaders of the re-

volution during the meetings of the European powers in the Conference

of Constantinople in the following terms:

N
Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., pp257—258.
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"Its meetings made the <Urébis i

Egyptian question will be so]vezelaigﬁgﬁhiﬁetgg
gotiations among the states and that holdin thé
conference will restrain British or any othgr
country from a separate military intervention in
Egypt. This was an excessiveness in optimism or
ignorance of the British intention. 1In reability
the Urabists lacked judicious opinion and polqti-
cal sense and were depending on illusions and
fabr1gated news from some Europeans. They did not
have in Egypt or abroad a news office to inform
them of the real political situation and its de-
velopment...They imagined that they were able to
rgpe1 the British or any other country's attack
thhout any serious prepaeration for war. They
did not estimate the strength of their enemies....
They imagined that the British would not dare to
declare war and fight or land (Troups)."l

(< C
Al-Rafi 7 also accuses UrabT of not supervising the fortifications,

a work that he should have undertaken.2

During the first day of the war, Alexandria was set fire to.

Much has been said and written about responsibility for this act.

A]-RéficT considers that Alexandria was burnt by Suleiman Daoud, one

of the leaders of the army, and that this was a clear evidence of the

weak leadership and the existence of different and contradictory con-

victions among the leaders of the revolution. He says:

of the war with Britain, epecially concerning the 1s

This and other accusatio

"And this shows you the diverse opinions of the
“Urgbists and the non-existence of unity in their
leadership, because a dangerous work such as burn-
ing Alexandria should not have occurred eﬁcept
through orders from the head of the army."3

e R IR wen - g

1

2

3

10iEls o oo &l

A]-RéficT, al-Thawrat al- ‘Urabizg, p. 293.

Ibid., p.325

n are repeated by a]—Ré’ﬁcT through his discription

s ue of the Suez Canal.
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A]-RéfiCT believed that QUrébT's decision not to block the Canal was
a very big mistake, which resuylted in the defeat of the revolution.
He blames ~UrdbT mainly in this matter and describes him as being a
coward and that he should not have listened to the persuasion of

de Lessyps in not destroying the Canal. A1-RIFi T is clearly input-
ing not on1y‘:UrébT's wisdom but even his patriotism. A]—RéfiQT
believes that 1f the leaders of the revolution had been more couragous

and showed heroism on the battlefield they could have changed the re-

L 1
sult of the war, or at least minimized the effect of the defeat.

A]-RéfitT affirms and proves that Britain was intending to inter-
fere and control Egypt and that it was simply looking for an excuse
to do so. He also acknowledges that Britain was more powerful than
Egypt. One wonders, how given this, that he can so readily blame
“UrabT and hold him responsible for the occupation of Egypt and the
defeat. Furthermore, why did he agree with the idea that “Urabi should
resign and Teave the country when he knew well the intentions of Britain.
It seems that there was no other course for the leaders of the revolution
other than to fight or surrender and leave the country. They decided to

fight or to put it more accurately, fighting was imposed on them since

there was no other course open.

<

The emphasizing of the personality and lack of ability, as al-Rafi 1

does, and burdening him and his supporters among the army officers with

TR i i 1so
the responsibility of defeat in the war 1s irrelevent. Attributing a

. dividual is a misguided ap-
the event of history to the actions of an individual is a misgu p

i t in the war
proach. Many more important factors lay behind the defea

1

: ok |
A1-Rafi 7, Al-Thawrat al- Urdbiya, p.394.




and the failure of the revolution. At the same time one cannot
ne-

< gl ke ] 3 .
glect UrabT's misunderstanding of the political situation in Europe.

He believed that Britain would never occupy Egypt and that France and

the other European countries would prevent it from doing so. Certain

assurances which UrabT got from his friends might have helped in the

formulating of such an opinion. Blunt, for example, assured ~Urabf

1

that there would be no intervention. Ninet, the Swiss friend of

“Urab7 and one of the Europeans who defended and was a witness of the
“UrabT revolution wrote that the “UrabTs had never seriously believed
in an attack or in the outbreak of war. In addition, “Urabi placed

his hopes in the Constantinople conference and the Port to help him.

The hope was demolished when on September 6, 1882, the Port declared
“UrdbT to be an outlaw. The entire responsibility for the defeat can-
not be put on the shoulders of Urabi alone. Contrary to what al-REfi 7
says, he was not the one who took the decisive decisions during the war.
The issue concerning the Suez Canal is a godd example of this. From the
beginning “UrabT had calculated on a possible attack from the Canal and
had therefore, requested his 'wakil' to station a strong fighting force
in Ra's al-Wadf and Salihiya for the defence of the Suez-Port Sa 1d

line. The Majlis a]—<UrfT3 rejected this demand on July 22, on the basis

that this action would be seen as a threat to the free transit of ships

along the Canal. They decided that the support unit should be set up,

but would be stationed in the Abbasiya Barracks €adyRtoRTCHeRa R
1. 0
Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., p.299.
2.
Ibid. , p.299.
3. s of the government

After that the Khedive and most oftthe’mgmgggd by Ya“qiib Sami,
moved to Alexandria, al-Majlis al- Urf;e ?aced the government in
One of the leaders of the revolution, y Ee]fare of Egypt-

Cairo as responsible for the safety an




time needed. Obviously,

when these units were needed they could not

reach the Canal on time and the British forces occupied it before
< —
them. Clearly the plan of Urab7 to safeguard the Canal flank was

correct, but he was not given permission to do so. This fact also does

not accord with the accusations of al-Rifi T that Urabi was a coward

2
and a dictator.

<
Other requests from Urabi were also turned down by the Majlis al-
UrfT. For example, his plan for total mobilization. Although this
was partly followed in Dagahliya and Sharqiya, it was rejected by the

Majlis in Cairo as inefficient. The examples mentioned above show that

“UrabT was not dictatorial in his conduct of the war and that the ulti-

mate decisions were taken by al-Majlis al- Urfi.

The relation between the Khedive and “UrabT during the war deterio-
rated and culminated on July 20, 1882 by the dismissal of “Urab7 from
his position as a result of his refusal to stop the preperation of war.
However, ai-Jamciya aT-(Umﬁmiya - which consisted of the notable,

shaykhs and princes who met to deal with the situation in the country

after the beginning of the war - decided in July 22, to keep UrabT in

his position and to continue the preperations for war. At this critical

time, a clear division among Egyptians took place. In support of Britain

stood the Khedive, the Turco-Circassian landowners, some big Egyptian

: ; ters
landowners and the Bedouin. The other side consisted of the supporter

: . “Urabi Qanat al-Suez",
" Abu'T Ma%atT Abu'l Nagd, "Limitha Lam Vichin JUran] tale
al-Hi13l, 1969, pp.72-73; Scholch, Op.cit., p.cdcs 2@t

al-Thawrat al ‘Urabiya, pp.416-417.

2, < = 372,
AT-Rdfi 7, al-Thawrat a1—<Urab1ya, pp. 362 372

3

"Alexander Scholchm,Op.cit., pp-292-293:
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of the revolution from the different classes of the Egyptian soéiet
: Y.

. - -c--
According to al-Rafi T the Khedive did not join the British until
July 13, after the occupation of Alexandria, and he blames € UribT
because on the previous day he sent some troops to lay siege to the

palace of the Khedive in Alexandria. He adds that it was not wise from

< - -
Urabl to perp?tuate such an act of enmity against the Khedive at that

critical time. Whether “UrabT planned the siege or not ( Urab denied

any connection with it) is not the question. A1-R5ficf seems incap-

able of recognizing the fact that there was no possibility of any kind
of unity between the two parties, as I have explained earlier. Al-
Rifi 1's primary aim seems to be the addhering of more proofs in order

to accuse ‘Urabi of being responsible for the occupation of Egypt. He

intentionally ignores the Khedive's cooperation with the European powers

in order to get rid of “Urab7. In previous discussions 1 have establish-

ed this and there is still more evidence. The Khedive revealed his fear

at the possibility that the revolution might win when on June 13, a month

before the beginning of the war, he moved to Alexandria to be closer to

the British fleet so that it might protect him. On June 7, he suggested

that the British forces should make a landing immediately after the bomb-

ardement of A]exandria.3 During the first day of the fighting, the

t to reassure himself that it had

Khedive used to look out on the flee
urning of Alexandria

wéd his disregard for the b

not sunk. He also sho

1
. 330.

A1-Rfi‘1, al-Thawrat al- Ur3dTya.
£7 al-Tarikh al-

2 < ‘_;‘/r,:_g-—-’/
Bl it a watha 1
Ahmad “Urab7, Kashf al-sitar, Nustld BE e 1960, p. 273

E@:ﬁéifi ed. Fu'dd Shukrl and others,

3
Cromer, Op.cit., p.195.



<
if this would lead to the defeat of Urab7 and his supporters.1 The
khedive's treason was clear but al-Rafi T never mentions this word

in this connection. ;
|

The war ended with the defeat of the revolution and (UrébT sur-
rendered on September 13, 1882. The declaration of mutiny by _UrabT
by the Porte had a disastrous effect on the revolution. The Khedive géi
entered Cairo guarded by British troops who occupied the country in !
his name. On August 20, 1882, Sharif Pashd was appointed for the
fourth time as the head of a new government. Throughout his book, al-
RAFi T keeps defending the political position of SharTf Pasha but he
does not comment on the latter's appointment at the head of a new
ministry guarded by foreign troops. I believe that the acceptance by
Sharif Pashd of the responsibility for forming a new government destroys
the very basis of a]—Réfitf attempt to defend him; it also contradicts

one of al-Rafi 1's main political convictions, that any governmental

position under the occupation should be rejected.

The trial of the leaders began and with the help of Blunt, two

British lawyers (Broadley and Napier) were appointed for the defence

of “Urabi and his supporters. Al-Rafi T agrees with the British govern-

. ment's demand that Urabi should be brought to trial as being disobed-

ient to the Khedive's authority and seems to find the accusation true

and just. He also sees in UrabT's acceptance of his. being defended by

B British lawyers and the defence statement he wrote to them as a kind of F

When one reads i

| . 2
~ moral defeat which was not proper in a leader.

1
B Salah (Issa, al-Thawrat a1-<UrEbTya, p. 385. il
| AI-R&fi'1, al-Thawrat al- UrdbTya, pp.417-42l-




<
what al-Rafi T wrote concerning the trial of ~Urib; one gets the im-

pression that “UrabT abdicated all his political convictions and
yielded to the Khedive and the British in order to save his neck. What
a]-Réfi(T says can be applied to many of the leaders of the revolution
such as ‘A17 Pasha Fahm7, but it is very far from reaility when it comes
to UrabT himself. His position and the position of a few others such
as Ahmad Rif at and al-Shaykh Hasan al- AdawT during the trial was a
very resolute one and showed a deep belief in their convictions.1 The
report of the investigation of the leaders of the revolution were pub-
lished in 1886 and it was clear that UrabT stood firmly in defence of
the revolution in spite of the bitter circumstances of defeat. But
a1-RAFi T ignores all this. He expresses his astonishment about the
motives of Britain in "helping" “UrabT by putting some pressure on the
Khedive to minimize the penalty from death to exile and casts doubts
about the motives of “UrabT himself. Al Rafi T does not seem able to
see that Britain benefited from this move. Britain and the Khedive want- ; B
ed as little discussion as possible on the matter so as to prevent any
kind of agitation by the people. The British government sent a letter € ,
to Cairo on October 13, expressing the opinion that "no arguements or |
evidence as to the political motives or reasons in justification of the

offence charged should be admitted, but only such as go to establish or

disprove the charges made."” The Egyptian government even feared more §

L _ March 1966; Al-Khafif,

(<
For more details see al-Jali a, January 1966 2
Op.cit., pp.486; Salim al-Naqgash, Op.cit., VO]'73'22}50$2£heF$§mes
more evidence see the letter “UrabT sent to the EdI
In A.M. Broadely, Op.cit., pp. 150-151.
2

A.M. Broadley, Op.cit., p.45.
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than Britain the revelation of anything related to the revolution

and tried to make the Tawyer's work as difficult as possib]e.1 The
British government knew well that by executing “UrabT the Egyptian
people would react strongly and this would not serve their interests
and the interests of the Khedive. The detailed history of the trial
is found in many sources and it is not the place to discuss it here.
The point which I am anxious to demonstrate is that al-REfi T's of-
fensive attitude towards “ UrabT continued right up to the sad end of

the final chapter.

In the last chapter of his book a]-RéfiqT discusses the reasons
behind the failure of the revolution. This represent a summary of his
attitude in regard to the “Uraby revolution as a whole. His emphasis,
once again, on the subjective factor is an issue which will be discuss-
ed in the following chapter. My concern here lies with the reasons
which al-R&fi T did not mention rather than those which he does; these

were of great importance in explaining the failure of the revolution.

I think it can be fairly stated that the leadership of the revolu-
tion failed to mobilize the masses when they most needed them. Through-
out the whole period of the revolution the demands made were mostly

political and only 1ittle importance was attached to social issues and

to the economic difficulties of the peasants. The leadership concent-

rated, on an appealing to traditional values and religion in order to

mobilize the masses, such as the 'Jihad’ against the unbelievers. It

is obvious that this religious element could not be excluded in Egypt

at that time, but they were guilty of giving it more importance than

: o f the
Was necessary at the expense of the economic and social needs 0

Peasant.

e T I
1

Al-Khafif, Op.cit., pp.508-509.
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The leadership of the revolution depended mainly on the support
of the Egyptian notables and the Chamber of Deputies and most of them
at the time of real crisis abandoned it. It is significant that only
ten of the eighty three members of the Chamber of Deputies were in-

prisoned after the defeat of the revolution.

The leadership of the revolution was also unconscious of the danger
in keeping the Khedive on his throne, and this, I believe, was one of

the main reasons behind its failure.

It can also be argued that the reasons behind the fact that the
leadership committed many errors during the revolution can be attributed
to the lack of a cogent revolutionary program in order to achieve their
goals. This can be clearly seen in their weak response to the traitors
inside the army, the Khedive and even to the British threat. The leader-

ship simply did not realize the real motives of Britain and their over-

riding need to control Egypt.

Alexander Scholch, Op.cit., p-297-




-116-

CHAPTER FOUR

S
AL-RAFT I'S VIEW OF HISTORY AND
HIS METHODOLOGICAL APPROACH

A]—RéfﬁcT's historical work is unquestionably a great contribu-
tion to the writing of Egyptian national history. His writings were
most effective in making Egyptians get acquainted with their own
history. This chapter is an attempt to understand a]—RéficT's own
view of what is history and how it should be written. It is also an
attempt to study the methodological weaknesses of al-Rifi T and the
reasons and results of these weaknesses through referring to his work

in general and the “Urabi revolution in particular.

To be able to understand these issues one must study the life of
al-Rifi T and his role in the period during which he lived and its ef-
fect on him. As Carr put it:

"You cannot fully understand or appreciate the
work of the historian unless you have first
grasped the standpoint from which he himself
approached it; secondly, that that standpoint
is itself rooted in a social and historical
background...The historian, before he begins to
write history, is the product of history."l

When discussing the methodology of a]-RéficT in writing history,
there are major points that we must deal with. The first and most im-
Portant of these is that aT-RéficT attaches much more importance to

the subjective factors than the objective ones in explaining history.

It was this tendency which made him emphasize the role of the individ-

Ual in the revolution and the weaknesses and personal motives of the

leaders inyolved whilst neglecting the role of the people. [ have

1
London: Penguin Books, 1964,

‘E.H. Carr, W is Hi ? d. ed.,
D40, > What is History? 2nd.

S A.A.,h.A_.._,;
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pointed to this failing several times in previous chapters but a

more detailed study is apposite at this point.

- u(_.
Theoretically, at least, al-Rafi T was aware of the role of the
people and dealt with 1t briefly. For example when he says: "By the
national movement I mean the efforts made by all classes of Egyptian

1
people in building an independent Eaqypt." He also declares that

"the real history is the history of the people and not the history of

2 2 A i : : i e
kings..."” In discussing different historical approaches al-Rafi i

says:

"The best explanation for Egyptian historical
events is to look at them from the popular side,
which is no doubt the most reliable and just
viewpoint and nearer to reality...It is on the
peoples' efforts that human progress is founded
and to it the merit of the emergence and develop-
ment of civilization is attributed."3

But a deeper look at his work makes one realizes that he failed to
practice what he preached. Examples of this from his book on the “Urabi
revolution are many. Al—RéficT considers that the “UrabT revolution
began to fail when the officers "forced" SharTf Pasha to resign. His
antipopulist feelings came through also when he talks about Khedive
Tawfiq:

"If he had in addition to his natural qualities

the courage and daring of his father, then the

country would have been saved from the disasters

that took place during his reign and the course

of national history would have been changed for

the better and more appropriately."4

His concept weighting of the scales in favour of the dominating role of

1

é1igaf1‘7, Tarikh al-Haraka al-Qawmiya, Vol.I,,5th ed., Cairo, L

2
Hamadah . Isméc71, O CilEa g [Poll7e

1bid., p.174.

AI-RAF1"T, al-Thawrat al- Urabiya, p-34:

Al '
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the individual in shapings events is also clearly seen when he dis-
cusses the reasons behind the revolution. He considers what he

calls the special reason (al-Asbab al-Khdsah) such as the complaints

of the national officers, the emergence of AbmanUrébT and the weak

and indecisive character of Khedive Tawfig as very important and have

a strong determining effect on the emergence and development of the
revo1ut1’on.1 A1-Rifi 1's emphasis on this approach in interpreting
history in terms of individual determinism made him attribute the
reason for the revolution to the unfair treatment of the soldiers by
khedive Ismd~71 and Tawfiq. He maintains that "if the spirit of
equality which Sa“ 7d had spread in the army had prevailed during the
reign of Isma 71 and Tawfiq, the “UrabT revolution would not have oc-
curred.“2 Elsewhere, he says that he was filled with sympathy for

the revolution but that his feelings did not prevent him from seeing
its faults, especially those of its leaders, because these faults, he
claims, had a dominant role in leading to the defeat of the revolution.
A plethora of such interpretations are given by a]-RéficT throughout
his book. For him, the actions of great men as individuals can change
the course of history. He believes, simp]istica11y,_that if Sharif
Pasha had been in the place of “UrdbT or al-BaridT results would have
been different. This interpretation leads to the naive view that

history is a series of successive actions by individual heroes without

attaching any importance to the social and economic circumstances which

shape events.4
E 1%
4 Ibid., pp.69-72.
B
. I—b_ig'! pv70.

B

Ibid., p.21.
g, s
Abmad “Abd al-Rahim Mustafa, ~Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi 1 (1889-1966)

al-Hi1a1, January 1967, p.46.
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The subjective factors which, even giving that they are true,
are of minor significance. The character of “Urab7, the other of-
ficers and the Khedive could not have been the most important
factors in the failure of the revolution. In many ways the opposite
is true and a leader of a revolution usually has his role and his
character shaped by events themselves. In other words a leader does
not shape history as he wishes; he is himself shaped by the forces
of his age and in a sense actualizes it.l This approach of a]—RéFfT's
resulted inevitably in diminishing the importance of such factors as
the economic and political motives of Britain and the other European
power as capitalist countries in controlling Egypt and the Middle East.
A-Rafi T also sees the differences between the Khedive and the ~Urdbis
as a reflection of their own private interests and weak characters. It
is this essentially superficial analyses which makes aT-Réfici believe
in the possibility of reconciliation between both sides. His interpre-
tation did not take into account the fact that each of them (the Khedive
and “Urab7) represented different classes of Eqyptian society with dif-
ferent and contradictory interests and aspirations. It was within this

context only that their own private interests could be achieved or jeo-

pardised.

The same approach 1in dealing with historical events is also found

in his other works such as l'cAsr Ismé<117 At the end of this book al-

RAfi T puts all Egypt's fate in the hands of Khedive Isma i1. If he

had been a better ruler then everything would have worked out for the

best:

1L
Carr, Op.cit., pp.54-55.
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"If the personality of Isma 71 we

y re s

of its faults, he would have made fro%rggsgi
another Japan and it would have become the
strongest independent state."1

This same weakness of approach is also clear in his books on Mustafa
kamil and Muhammad Farid. Al-R3fi 7 puts Mustafa Kamil at the core
of the history of Egypt from 1882 until 1908. The same thing is clear

when he wrote on Muhammad Farid, and called the book "Muhammad Farid -

The Symbol of Loyalty and Sacrifice - (the history of Egypt from 1908

]

to 1919)

The second point I propose to discuss is related to al—Réfi<T on
one side and his convictions as a politician and a leader of the Nation-

al Party on the other. It is a truism to say that historians defend

the ideas they believe in and these in turn reflect the period in which

they 1ive. To quote Carr:

"The facts of history never come to us pure since
they do not and cannot exist in pure forms: they
are always refracted through the mind of the re-

corder."2

But a1-RéficT goes far beyond what is permitted in this context. He

judges all historical facts from the standpoint of his political convic-

tions, without taking into consideration the gap in time between the

period he is living in and the period he is writing about. This applies
< —_—— . e

to a degree to that which he wrote on the ~Urabi revolution, as I hav

is to be found in his

previously indicated. More evidence of this,

ami = 11
In his book about Mu§tafa Kamil, al-Rafi 1 defends @

other works.
tereotype of the grea

; t hero.
his positions and makes him appear as the s

ion to Mu§pafa kamil makes al-Rafi 1

This adulatory stand in relat

 Jogl, 3o
1

M -R3fi 7, “Asr Isma 11, p.312.
2

“Carr, Op.cit., p.22.
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1ntentiona11y neglect a number of facts. For example, he omits cer-
tain parts of the letters between Mustafa Kamil and Muhammad Farid
connected with the financial assistance given by the latter to the
former.l A1—Réficf also neglected some facts about Mustafa Kamil
which were mentioned in the biography of Muhammad Farid, such as the
financial relations between Mustafa Kamil and Khedive “Abbas HilmT
and Mu§@afa Kamil's stock-exchange transactions.2 Such selective
handling of facts contradict what al—Réfi(T has himself said that the

historian should not include the element of flattery in his writings.

The participation of aI—RéficT in political affairs during the

1919 revolution onwards and his being one of the leaders of the National
Party had put him in direct competition with the other Egyptian parties
especially the Wafd. Accordingly, his criticism and Judgement of the
parties of that period lacks objectivity. Al—RéficT sees the Wafd Party
as responsible for the division which occurred in the national movement
in Egypt after the 1919 revolution. He also affirms that the Wafd Party
showed mildness in demands for the total withdrawal of the British force
from Egypt4 and that the members of the Wafd lacked loyalty and deter-

ﬂﬁnation.5 A]-Réfi(T continue to blame the Wafd Party and its leaders

g
Hamadah M. Isma 11, Opkiciitss p.195.

. o s 1
Muhammad Sbeih, Kiféh Sha‘b Misr FT al-Qarnyn a]-Tasi  Ashr wa'l
Ishrin, 2nd. ed., Cairo, 1966, pp.13-10.
3

Ahmad “Abd al-Rahim Mustafa, Op.Cit., p-43-
4,

A-Rifi“i, al-Tha'irln al-Ahrar al-Thalathat,

1952, p.10; Thawrat 1919,

5
A1-R&fi T, Muhammad Farid, p.404.

2

El;itfﬁil’ January
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Sa<d Zaghlul and Mustafa al-Nahas for every action they performed
irrespective of its merits or otherwise. On the establishment of
the Arab League, for example, he says that it would have been better
if Nahas had worked to achieve unity on the internal front rather
than to establish an Arab 1eague.1 It is his loyalty to his leaders

and party that has always controls and fashions his view on events.

The third and related point to be discussed is the impact of
the historical period in which al-Rafi T lived, on the content of
his writings. A1—R5f1(7 believes that it is better to record the
events of history directly from the people who witnessed them, even
_after the elapse of five or six years.2 He also believes that he
could do this job without showing any bias because his aim is to find
the truth.3 This confident belief goes alongside an awareness on his
part of the difficulty of writing and judging people who were still
alive or still have supporters.4 His awareness of this problem and
his in<istence on being neutral and just in writing history did not
prevent him from falling into errors when he wrote his books. No one
can deny that he criticized the Khedives who came to power, whether
ISmécﬁl or Tawfiq, but this criticism was limited because of the exis-
tence of their successors in the throne at the time when he was writing.
When he began writing his book " “psp Isma 11," he refused the documents

ko
offered by the Palace in order not to be affected by their Own view.

il 2

| Hamidah M. Isma 11, Op.cit., p.192.
: 2.

B Ibid., p.200.

5,
Al-Rafi T, FT A‘qib Thawrat 1919, Vol.T, p.5.

Al-Rafi T, MudhakkiratT, p.71.
5

B
|\ Amad “Abd al-Rahi Ko T
E; d al-Rahim Mustafa, Op.cit., P
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his book came out criticizing Isma 71 on certain poli-

accordinglys
s and at the same time admiring his achievements. The acceptance

cie
by the government of the use of this book in the libraries of the

1
schools - €ven after a refusal for about three years - is evidence

that the attitude of al-Rafi 7 against Ismi 71 was not so strong as

to make him and it unacceptable.

The same thing can be said of his book on the “Urabi revolution.

Although he criticizes Khedive Tawfiq and sees him as a weak ruler,

yet he considers any attempt at his dethronement as an irrational

action. He also never accuses him of treason, although his relations

with the British were clearly portrayable in such a 1ight. When the

simplified book on “UrabT 131-Za" im Ahmad ‘Urabi" was confisicated

in March 1952, a1—Réfi‘T sent a letter to the Minister of Interior

Ahmad al-Maraghi explaining that throughout his book he made ~UrabT

responsible for the British occupation. He maintained that for that

reason the book should not be confiscated. This is a clear evidence

of al-Réfi‘T's readiness to trim his sails to syit the times.

Moving to his books on the 1919 revolution and the period which

titude ambivalent towards the Palace 1S visible.

followed it, the same at
e towards the ruling family
Before 1952 he

On

A comparison between al—Réf1<T's attitud

before the 1952 revolution and after it is revealing.

( -
never called for the dethronement of the family of Muhammad AlT.

vements and his

the contrary, he expressed admiration for their achie

But when reading his books and

criticism was weak and superficial.

i, ;

AT1-Rafi 7, Mudhakkirati, pp.75-77.
2.

Hamadah M. Isma i1, Op.cit., p-190.

3' <
Al-R3fi T, al-Hi13l, November 1933 and February 1938.
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jlesiatier the 1952 revolution a very noticeable changé can be

art

detected. In one of these articles he says: "The downfall of the

family of Muhammad A17 and the establishment of the Egyptian Repub-

lic is a natural development in the political and social life of
1
Egypt.

When al-Rafi T wrote about the marriage of King Farug, when he
s still in the throne, he stresses that the country was happy with

wa

this marriage and how people showed feelings of Toyalty to the King.

After the revolution of 1952, he wrote a whole chapter in his book

nMugaddimat Thawrat 23 Yilya 1952," in which he portrays the corrup-

: s 10 e
tion of King Farug. A1-R&fi T did the same thing in regard to his

shortened book on the “Urabi revolution. After the 1952 revolution

he added the word revolutionary nTha'ir" to the title and it became

"al Za im al-Tha'ir Ahmad(‘UfébT“. A1—Réf1c7 also added a sentence

the book - when discussing

at the end of the new edition of the reasons

behind the failure of the revolution - in which he says that the ex-

ernal factors in

ternal factors were stronger in effect than the int

This sentence contradicts all that he

the failure of the revolution.
had in the original book about the responsibility of “Urab7 for the

and the occupation of Eqypt. BY this sentence

failure of the revolution
clearly adjusting to

al-R3fi T meant to minimize his attack on UrabT,

ated after 1952 in support of “Urabi. Al-Rafi i's

the new atmosphere cre

1
952, May 1953 and August 1953.

Al-R3fi 7, al-Hil13l, September 1
1964 ,

2 3
A1-R&fi T, Mugaddimat Thawrat 23 Yulya 1952, 2nd. ed..

pPp.174-212.

"M-REFI‘T, al-za"Tn al-Tha'ir Apmad “UrdbT, 3rd: ed., 1968,
4. -
lm" p|222.
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_Hi131 on September 1952, is also evidence for this

article in al

change of attitude towards Urab7. In a comparison between SUrabd

and Muhammad Najib, the leader of the 1952 revolution, al -Rafi 1

pered his carlier accusations of Urabi by praising him and the

1
other officers.

tem

The previous examples are an indication of the way of al-Réfi(T‘s
work was affected by the period in which he wrote - inspite of his in-
sistence in all the introductions of his books of his noble intention
and resolve to be neutral and only Took for the truth. In spite of
the shifts in a]-RéfiQT's position on a number of issues he still in-
sists that historical facts should not be changed.2 He seems to be-
lieve that the national history of Egypt has been written definitively
by him and that there is no need to write it once again. The issue
of re-writing the history of Egypt comes to the surface after the 1952
revolution and became a topic for debate in the newspapers. Al though
al_Réf1LT accepted membership on the High Committee for WPifing the
National History - which was established in 1963 - he insisted several
times in his talks that only topics which he had not covered should be
written ab0ut.3 When reading the introductions to the second or third
editions of a]—RéficT's books he mentions that there was nothing new
that needed to be added. He also stresses that he had looked at other
sources on the subject and had not found anything contradictory to what

he had written. He therefore published the new aditions without any

iA]'RsfiQTs  Urabi wa Muhammad Najib, al-Hilal, September 1952, pp.9-12.

2,
A1-Rafi T, Thawrat 1919, VolI, p.5.

3,
Hamddah M. Tsma 71, Op.cit., pp.197-139.
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change. This view of the writing of history as something static is

(aive in the extreme. There are always new facts and studies that B

appear and which throw light on different aspects of any given issue. {l?

There is more evidence for the way in which al-Rafi 7 was affect-
ed by the period he 1ived in. The period that witnessed the attempt
of the Egyptian people to achieve their independence from Britain. The
different Egyptian parties at that time played a major role in arousing
the national feelings of the people. Within this context al-Rafi 1
articulates his understanding of history:

"] pecame more attached to it (history) because I
saw in it a useful way for cultivating the minds
and raising the standard of national conscousness
in the spirit. I found that history is a way by
which the most civilized nations refer to 1in culti-
vating morals and minds and implanting the national
spirit in people. From this, I became attached to
history. 1 wanted to make of it a school for the
advancement of the society...l found that the minds
of the youth and old people do not understand facts
unless national conscousness develops and the citi-
sens know the reality of the circumstances of their
country and how it developed in its different stages.”2

A1-Réf1(T's views of the historian's role are also affected by his
professions as a lawyer. He connects the writing of history with his

professions in the following way:

: "I think that being a lawyer served me well in my
i historical studies because when I understood the
: reality of human nature during the several Cases
I took, the facts that I obtained helped me 1in €x-
plaining the historical fAGESEES

~ He continues:

¢ "The errors of modern Egyptian history are many-
sided. But these errors do not ve11 the_factg :
for the one who wants to look for 1t. Historica

——

| AI-RafiT, Asr Ismd i1, Vol.I,p.75 “asr Muparmad 1T, 40 €€
08287k — ’

e 2. .
| Atmad‘Abd al-Rahim Mustafa, Op.cClt-: p.43.
3

An interview with al-Rafi‘7, al-tilal, November 1956 p.23.
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events are 1ike legal cases between individuals
Everyone who is doing research on history shou]é
investigate the facts and extract them from con-

tra-dictory stories."1

afi 1's attitude in regard to other subjects such as unity

Al1-R

between the different political parties and with the Palace is also

a product of the total circumstances of the period he 1ived in.

puring that period, Egypt was under British control. There was also

a serious conflict between the different political parties. This

situation prompted al-R3fi 7 to call always for unity, under all cir-

cunstances. 1f we add to this the good relations of Mustafa Kamil -

the spiritual father of a1—RéfiQT _ with the Palace and the Porte, we

can understand better al-Rafi i's insistence on unity. A]-Réfi(ﬁ be-

lieves that this ‘magic medicine’ is applicable in all situations begin-

ning with the French invasion in 1798, through the “Urab and 1919 re-
e his conviction

volution and onwards. To this belief one may attribut

that the achievements of the 1919 revolution should be the basis for

t and that all classes of the Egyptian people should

future developmen
sistent with that of the National

not reject it.z This view is con

Party in maintaining to constitutiona]'monarchy system.

The final issue I propose to discuss is the way al-Rafi 1 deals

with the facts he collects. He says on this point:

"The duty of the historian is to record the 1m-
portant incidents in history and to exp]ayn its
causes because without this explanation history
loses its benefit and spirit and it becomes f1g1q
and closed and does not cerve its purposé which 1s

March 1944,

15
gliggfi(T’ Akhta' al-Tarikh al-Misri al-Hadith, al-Hilal,
2 _(
Jathat, a1-Tali 2.

FathT Khal7l, al-Rafi 1 wa Thawrat Mist al Tha

February 1967, p.70.
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the broadenjng of the scientific mind of the
reader of history."1

As 1 have attempted to demonstrate, frequently, al-Rifi 7 does
not stick to these noble sentiments. The result is history which is

frequently far from scientific.

A related point has to do with the sources of information draws
on. Although a]—Réfi(T refers to numerous documents and primary sources,
in many cases he just write down the information without refering to
any source whatsoever. When he published the first volume of his book

"Tarikh al-Haraka al-Qawmiya", in 1929, he was accused of using the

work of Ahmad(Awad "Fath Misr", without refering to him. A great deal
of debate took place in the newspapers of the time on this issue but

finally, the matter was dropped by mutual agreement.

However, it must not be assumed from the foregoing critical view
of a]—RéfTQT's historical approach that there are no positive aspects
on this work. The books of-a1-Réf1<T\remain major sources of informa-
tion on the political history of Egypt over about one hundred and fifty

years. His work is justly considered as the most popular series on the

Egyptian history. As LouTs CAwad has said:

"The work of a]—Réf1<T affected and is still
affecting successive generations of Egyptjans
on all levels from the forties...We find it as
major source in the footnotes of specialists...
We also find it as a part of the historical
culture of the educated class since the for-

ties".3

l,
AT-Rifi T, FT A‘qab Thawrat 1919, Vol.I, p.59.

n

C.
Hamidah M. Ismi 1, Op.cit., pp.194-195.
3, 3
Louis “Awad, al-TarTkh Bayn al-Tha
May 18, 1984, p.35.

c -
+ wa'l Mawdu , al-Musawir,
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<
A1-Rafi T wrote several other books on other subjects other

than the modern national history of Egypt, such as Huquq a]—Sha(b,

al-Jam fyat al-Wataniya, Shu‘ard' al-Wataniya FF Misr, Tdrikh al-

Haraka al-Wataniya F7 Misr al-QadTma and others. But they did not

meet with the same success and popularity and it will be by his works

on the history of the national movement that he will be remembered.
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CONCLUSION

The above study has been at pains to point out that aT-Réfi(T's
negative attitude in regard to the “Urab7 revolution can only be under-
stood in the Tight of the following factors: Firstly, most of the
writings on the revolution after 1882 were deeply affected by the pre-
vading atmosphere of defeat and pessimism and the negative impact of
the British occupation on Egyptians. Not unaturally, they came out
blaming the lTeadership of the revolution as being responsible for this
occupation. The works of Muhammad (Abduh and Salim al-Naqgash are a
good example of this tendency. Even those who took part in it and
were themselves leaders of the revolution, such as Mahmud Fahmi, criti-

cized the behaviour of its leadership.

Secondly, the National Movement, of which al—RéfinT was one of its
leaders, had at that time good relations with the Palace - especially
during the reign of ‘Abbas Hilmi II. No doubt, al-Rafi 7 was affected

by this amicable relationship when he wrote his book on the “Urabi re-
volution.

Thirdly, the negative attitude of the National Party and Mustafa

Kamil towards the revolution had affected al-Rafi 1. Furthermore, al-

REFi 1's approach to the writing history and his emphasis on the sub-

. jective factors and individual determinism involved in shaping the

i events of history undoubtedly influenced his interpretation o

_ _ o
of the revolution. To the above factors On€ can attribute al-Rafi 1°s

attitude in regard to the revolution.

g ; he makes
~ the revolution was a national movement, yet he was unjust when

r the British occupation.

x% “Urabi as responsible as the Khedive Tawfiq fo

f the events

Although he accepts the fact that




§
[
4
%
3
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Besides al-Rafi 7's emphasis on the role of individuals, his

discussion of the events is superficial. He fails to explain why

each class of the Egyptian people joined the revolution ahd how this
support was elicited and translated into practical action. This be-
comes clear, also, when he fails to give any information as to “UrabT's
participation in any revolutionary action against the Khedive and the
government before Qasr al-NTl incident in February 1881 - this partici-
pation which brought (UrébT to the point where he emerged as the natu-

ral leader of the revolution.

A]-RéficT was not able to recognize the clash of interests and
aspirations of the different classes of the Egyptian society. Thus,
he keeps calling for unity between the different parties without dif-
ferentiating the supporters of the revolution from its enemies. For
this reason he ignores important facts concerning the correspondence
of the Khedive with the British officials and the help they gave him
in order to supress the revolution. Inexplicably, he considers thé
Khedive as a part‘of the national front. For the same reason he does
not believe that any conspiracy by the Circassians against the Teader-
ship of the revolution had actually occurred.

A1-Rifi i's defence of the political motives of Sharif Pasha is

< e~ g
one of the major errors in his discussion of the Urabi revolution.

He believes that if Sharif had remained in power and in control of the

Situation, then everything would have worked out better. However,

Sharif's intention of getting rid of the revolution when he failed to

control it, was perfectly clear.




_132_

Al-R&fi 1's main purpose seems to have been to look for the
errors in ‘UrabT and the other leaders of the revolution. He ac-
cuses Urabi of being a dictator looking to his own private interests.
He believes that “UrabT's extremist position and policies resulted in
the British occupation - such as when he insisted on discussing the
budget in the Chamber of Deputies, when he refused to leave the country
when he was told to do so by the British officials and when he called

the Chamber of Deputies into session without informing the Khedive.

The same position is taken by a]—Réfi(T when the war with the
British forces took place. He believes that “UrabT lacked political
and military experience and that this resulted in the defeat. He was
unable to see clearly the over-riding priority attached by Britain to

the occupation of Egypt.

Contrary to the truth, a]-Réfi(T accuses “Urab¥ of going back on
his convictions and of exposing himself to moral defeat during his

trial.

. - - - - ) -(-
However, inspite of all these critical views, al-Rafi T's work on
the “Urabi revolution expressed here, remains one of the major sources

of information on this significant period in Egyptian history.
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