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NOTE OF THE AUTHOR.

w—— s

So much has been written on Egypt, “the beau
idéal of the East,”* that it seems almost presumptu-
ous to venture on an addition to the many volumes
that treat so exhaustively every phase of the history
of “the most privileged of all countries.” *

Indeed, it is the very number of valuable publi-
cations—many of them standard works — which
suggested to the author the usefulness of a kind
of epitome of opinions; yet such-is the amount of
material accumulated, and so large the number of
notes taken on the spot during prolonged stays in
Egypt, that some time may elapse ere it will be
possible to present them to the student of contem-
porary history.

In the meanwhile, a few condensed chapters bear-
ing on the leading subject of the day, may be
acceptable at a moment when the shifting of the
Oriental question from Constantinople to Cairo
intensifies the paramount interest attached to the
future of Egypt.

LoNDoN, September 1882.

1 ¢Journal of a Visit to Egypt,’ by the Hon. Mrs. W. Grey, p. 154.
2 ¢ Apercu de I'histoire ancienne d’Egypte,’ par A. Mariette Bey, p. 7.
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PREFACE.

— O

THE geographical position of Egypt (‘‘a paradise
miraculously placed in the midst of the desert”?®)
gives it in the eyes of the world an importance
superior to any other portion of the Ottoman
Empire,* and as Great Britain cannot allow Egypt
to fall under the influence of any preponderant
Power which might at some time be hostile to us® a
solution must be found that will place la clef des
trésors de U'Inde,® as Egypt has been styled, beyond
the grasp of Continental temptation. Single-handed,
we have had to redeem Anglo-French pledges to
honour joint signatures, to avenge joint humilia-
tions; with unprecedented rapidity our victorious
armies have crushed the rebellion; order will be
restored, and England is replacing the Khedive on
his tottering throne. The soldiers’ work is almost
done, and diplomacy will have to fight its own
battles—Ilet us hope with equal skill and success.

In the Prime Minister’s speech at the Mansion
House may be found the outlines of our policy, the
leading ideas of our present and future attitude.

“We have gone to Egypt with clean hands, with

8 ¢Im Lande der Pharaonen,’ von A. Stahl, p. 202.

4 Speech of Lord Palmerston, House of Commons, June 1, 1858.

5 ¢ Memoirs and Despatches of the Duke of Wellington,’ vi. p. 219.

"6 < Correspondance de l'armée frangaise en Egypte, interceptée par
P’escadre de Nelson, publiée par 8. Simon,’ p. 34.
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no secret intentions, with nothing to conceal,”’ but,
“ Egypt having become the great gate between the
Eastern and Western hemispheres, it is essential for
the industry and enterprise of mankind that that
gate should be open, and in order that it may be
open it is not less essential that Egypt should be
under a peaceful, orderly, legal government.”’ To
secure this primary object Great Britain has been
forced to draw the sword, and having firmly clutched
the “keys of the gate,” the world may rest assured
that henceforth there will be no danger of its ever
being closed by any one but the key-holder.

Fortunately, our interests ‘are interests common
to us with every State in Europe,”’ and as we have
“‘no interests in Egypt so great as that Egypt should
be prosperous, and obtain her prosperity by the
enjoyment of a wise, a regulated, and expanding
freedom,”’ it may be anticipated that our Government
—the present Government, at least—has no intention
to go beyond the object sketched out by Mr. Glad-
stone.

If this means that we do not intend annexing
Egypt, Mr. Gladstone can rely on the cordial sup-
port of an overwhelming majority at home and
abroad.

“Qur people have got disgusted with territorial
acquisitions,” ® and we require no further extension
of the vast frontiers of Her Majesty’s realm. As
Lord Palmerston so pithily said, “ We do not want
Egypt, or wish for it any more than a man with

7 8peech of Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, Mansion House, Aug. 9,
1882,
$ < A Political Survey,’ by M. E. Grant Duff, M.P,, p. 104.
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an estate in the North of England and a residence in
the South, would have wished to possess the inns on
the north road. All he could want would have been
that the inns should be well kept, always accessible,
and furnishing him, when he came, with mutton
chops and post-horses.””® Yet, to use words of the
late Prince Consort, “if the nation has willingly
made temporary sacrifices, it has not paid that price
in order to purchase permanent ones. Itexpects, and
justly, lasting security in return.”'® How best to
attain this end is the present task of our statesmen,
and we may rely on the patriotism, the high sense of
justice and honour of those presiding over the
destinies of our country, that nothing will be done
unworthy of our traditions and of a liberal inter-
pretation of Great Britain's duties to herself and
others. We shall presently have to examine the
various combinations, possible and impossible: at
this place it will suffice to indicate their nature.

There is, primo, the status quo ante Arabi with
corollaries, suzerainty of the Porte, and Anglo-
French control.

2ndly, An international control of all great
Powers.

3rdly, Complete independence.

4thly, Return to the state of a Turkish Vilayet.

5thly, British occupation.

6thly, Annexation.

7thly, Neutralisation under the guarantee of all

? Letter of Lord Palmerston to Lord Cowley, Nov. 25, 1859, °The Life
of Viscount Palmerston,’ by the Hon. E. Ashley, ii. p. 124.

10 Letter of H.R.H. the Prince Consort to the Prince of Prussia (pre-

sent Emperor), May 18, 1855. ¢ The Life of H.R.H. the Prince Consort,’
by Sir T. Martin, iii. p. 45.
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Powers, and lastly a Protectorate, as the first step
towards the present—and pleasant—vision of an
Oriental Belgium.

1. Experience has taught us the drawbacks of
dualism, and of its nefarious consequences. Though
working well in an administrative sense (thanks to
the good understanding of the individual representa-
tives), all idea of a return to the Joint Control may
well be' discarded, if for no other reason than the
danger of allowing any combination to be dependent
on personalities, and the liver or digestion of agents
and controllers.

2. An international Control, while less exposed to
sudden friction, would be a ponderous machine, un-
palatable to native temper—they like one master, not
half-a-dozen—and liable to complicate the chaotic
state of the administration by an infusion of hetero-
geneous elements and an addition of divergent
interests.

3. To proclaim the independence of Egypt at this
stage, and to leave the Khedive and his people to
their own devices, would be the prelude to new
disorders, to another military dictatorship, the day
the last British soldier leaves Alexandria; it would
infallibly lead to a collapse of the Khediviate, to
(4thly) Ottoman intervention and to a return of
Egypt to the unenviable position of a Turkish pro-
vince, with all its sequels of maladministration and
misrule ; indeed, the most enthusiastic Turcophile in
this country would hardly dare to take the responsi-
bility of such a venture.

Discarding Dualism, independence, and Turkish
intervention, (5thly) a British occupation presents



PREFACE. xi

itself to the mind, the more so as England happens
to be the “man in possession.” Unobjectionable as
a femporary measure, and as a means of restoring
order until the Khedive possesses a small reliable
army to uphold his authority, a prolonged military
occupation, independently from being contrary to
British feeling, would be a constant grievance. Both
France and the Porte, possibly all Powers, would
resent it ; it would form a dangerous precedent, and
bring us all the responsibilities and burdens of actual
annexation without any adequate compensation.

6. In fact annexation pure and simple would be a
lesser evil. Possibly, were Lord Beaconsfield still
at the head of the Government, this would be the
measure resorted to; but Mr. Gladstone would not
only deny all his pledges,” but renounce the very
principles of his party, were he to yield to Jingo
pressure and indulge in a conquering policy. Nay,
were Egypt offered us by all concerned, which is not
likely to be, our people would hesitate, * unless,
perhaps, they were sure that their rejection would be
the signal of Egypt passing into the hands of some
other European power.”' As long as the Queen
has a soldier to fight, and the navy of old England
to uphold her honour, the very existence of the
Empire, such a contingency lies happily beyond the
pale of possibility ; never can or will Egypt belong
to another Power. In fact, during the memorable

1 « Tt ijs my firm conviction . . . . that as a general rule, enlargements
of the Empire are for us an evil fraught with serious, though possibly not
with immediate danger.”—¢ Aggression on Egypt and Freedom in the
East, by the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, M.P, (Nineteenth Century,

Aug, 1877, p. 151).
s ¢ A Political Survey,” by M. E. Grant Duff, M.P,, p. 104.
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debate of June 2nd, 1858, on the Suez Canal, Mr.
Gladstone justified his support of Mr. Roebuck’s
motion by saying, ¢ What is the Power that would
really possess the Canal if it were opened ? Is it not
the first maritime Power in Europe? It is England
and no foreign country that would obtain command
of it”® . . . and should ever political dangers arise
in that direction they will vanish before the deter-
mination of the British people, to allow no one,
directly or indirectly, to hamper their intercourse
with India.” '*

7. We now come to the neutralisation of
Egypt and the Canal, under the guarantee of all
Powers. The fate of both being inseparably linked
together, there can arise no question of fine dis-
tinctions. The neutralisation of the Canal means
the neutralisation of Egypt and vice versé. M. de
Lesseps, its chief advocate, substantiated his views
on the subject by saying that otherwise, at the risk
even of a conflict with France, England would be
obliged to make herself mistress of Egypt, as the
shortest cut to her oriental dominions®; a powerful
interest ' on which she would never be able to give
way,' and there can be little doubt that, in theory,
this solution presents itself under most favourable
auspices, but what about the practice? Sir Charles

26 Speech of the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, House of Commons,
June 1, 1858.

12¢ ¢ A Political Survey,’ by M. E. Grant Duff, M.P., p. 105.

3 Letter of M. F. de Lesseps to Lord Stratford de Redcliffe, Feb. 28,
1855.

4 «gj la question d'Egypte est une question Autrichienne, elle est sans
doute bien plus encore une question Anglaise.”—* Aus Metternichs nach-
gelassenen Papieren,’ v. p. 478,

1 ¢ Bgypte et Turquie,” par Ferdinand de Lesseps, p. 48.
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Dilke denounces the utter futility of such a scheme
in one clear and irrefutable sentence; he says, ¢ were
we to be attacked in India no neutralisation would
prevent our sending our troops to India by the
shortest road, and fighting wherever we thought
best. If we were not so attacked, neutralisation, as
Jar as we are concerned, would be a useless cere-
mony.”* Thus in either case an attempt at inter-
ference with our right of way would needs bring
about the very consequences M. de Lesseps was and
is naturally anxious to avert; ‘“a menace to India,”
it would imperil interests “ we are equally bound and
determined to defend.”" The hobby of the Comtist
school thus being disposed of, there only remains one
other way out of the dilemma. ‘

8. A British Protectorate. Of this more anon.
The purchase of the Suzerainty from the Sultan, twin
brother to Lord Beaconsfield’s purchase of the Suez
Canal shares,”® would, if confirmed, indicate the
intention of Her Majesty’s Government, not to
abandon the vantage ground circumstances have
placed within our reach.

Settling once and for all the vital question of the
Suez Canal, the assumption of the nominal suzerainty
over Egypt would answer the leading object of
England, which is—if we can believe Canning—* to
preserve the peace of the world.”” Giving us a

18 ¢Greater Britain,’ by Sir Charles Wentworth Dilke, Bart.,, M.P.,
. 569.
? 1 Letter of Lord Derby to Count Schouvaloff, May 6, 1877.
18 « A wise and statesmanlike measure,”—* England and Egypt,’ by E.
Dicey, p. 8.
1 ¢Recollections,” &c., by Lord Stratford de Redcliffe (Nineteenth Cen-
tury, Aug. 1878, p. 381).
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locus standi, it would allow us to restore the Khedive's
authority under the wings of our own, and the
sooner we accomplish the task the better for us and
the interests we represent. Putting an end to the
mischievous meddling of the Porte, it would also
materially relieve the finances of Egypt by freeing it
from the burden of a loathsome tribute. It would
dissipate fears of annexation, as the nominal—1I should
even say, the temporary—nature of our protectorate
would refute all selfish designs. Great Britain,
the champion of struggling nationalities, can have
no other policy but Egypt for the Egyptians. The
staunchest supporter of Italian unity, the maker
of Belgium, the sponsor of Greek independence,
England would be the last to stifle on the Nile what
she glories in patronising on the Continent, and all
her energies will be devoted to consolidate Egypt,*
to pilot her (the one country which may justly
lay claim to the largest sympathies of Christian
Europe™) on the path of freedom, progress, and
civilisation, to make Egypt worthy of her past.
“Once the most glorious, the most flourishing, and
the most powerful kingdom upon earth,” * though
to-day justly called ¢the cemetery of culture,”?
Egypt has the merit of having been the first of all
Mussulman countries to enter on the path of civilisa-
tion,” and under the guidance of British friendship,

2 ¢« England must wish to consolidate Egypt, on account of her con-
nection with India,” words of Mehemet Ali to Prince Piickler. ¢Aus
Mehemet Ali’s Reich,’” von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, v. p. 381.

% ¢ Egypt and the great Suez Canal,’ by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 103.

% ¢Views of the Levant,’ by Charles Perry (1743), p. 145.

8 ¢ Rine Orient-Reise,” by H.I. and R.H. the Crown Prince Rudolph,
ii. p. T1.

# ¢ Egypt,’ by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 103.
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ten years of peace and tranquillity would waken the
dormant qualities of the most easily led people in
the world, would develop the boundless resources
of the “cradle and larder of nations,”* and out of
the present chaos an Oriental Belgium would emerge
as the peaceful custodian of the international highway
to India.

Then, but only then, shall we be able to relinquish
the hold of a certain number of points on the isthmus
which now we shall have to occupy, and there are
many who say that we should do so permanently,®
regardless of the future of Egypt. Be it temporarily
or for good, Egypt will not complain in exchanging
the uncertainty. of her existence for security and a
lasting peace at the price even of a naval station or
two at the end of the Canal, over which, at present,
the Canal Company claims more than sovereign
rights. But whatever the contingencies of the future
may be, one thing is certain, Great Britain cannot
allow the road to India to be imperilled, and whether
as mandatory of Europe, as suzerain of the Khedive,
or by the right of the sword, we shall know how to
ensure its security for all time to come.

J’y suis j’y reste is not a simple phrase in the
mouth of John Bull, and if the other Powers should
complain of a high-handed solution of the Gordian
knot, if they wish to handcuff us with international
treaty obligations, and want us to revive co-operative
ventures, a determined non possumus will remind
Europe that the time for recriminations has passed. -

They have left us alone to fight the battle of

% ¢ ’Egypte de Murtadha ibn Al-Khafif, traduit par Vattier,’ p. 2.
% < England and Egypt,” by E. Dicey, p. 49.
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civilisation ; they must now leave us the settlement.
And after all, who is to blame? to whom is due
the crippling of Egypt, the undermining of the
Khedivial authority ? Who has fanned the dissen-
sions of which the present crisis is the consequence
and the climax ?

Unfortunately we cannot repudiate our share of
the guilt, and though our failings have been more of
omission than commission, we are not the less co-
responsible for the state of things that has thrown
Egypt out of gear, and for the events which have
forced upon us an armed intervention. A glance
back on the reign of Mehemet Ali and his successors
will oblige the most ill-disposed critics to admit that,
whatever may have been the shortcomings of the
native rulers, they are trifling compared with the
~ blunders of their patrons, nay, I go so far as to say
that, with few exceptions, they have been invariably
the result of foreign meddling and advice. To sub-
stantiate this sweeping assertion will be the object of
the following pages.
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L
INTRODUCTION.

“EaYPT i8 a country much talked about and little
known,”* yet there is no more interesting country
under the sun, and without reverting to the Egypt
of the Pharaohs, “qui vaudrait pourtant la peine
qu'on la réveille,”” the Egypt of the nineteenth
century is well worth the closest attention.

Linking the Orient to the Occident,” Egypt has been
foremost in the path of progress* and of reform * ; to
Egypt belongs the honour of having given the ex-

# ¢ Lettres sur 'Egypte contemporaine,’ par E. Gellion-Danglar, p. 253.

% Words of M. Barthélémy St. Hilaire,

® « Fgt isthmus mundi principalis . . . . Orientis Occidentisque vin-
culum, emporium commune,—* Die Werke von Leibniz, Onno Klopp,’ vii.
p- 182,

% ¢« Méhémet Ali . ... est le premier Osmanli qui ait eu des idées
gouvernementales et administratives, il est le premier qui les ait appli-
quées.”—* Apergu général sur I'Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, p. 182.

3 «In my opinion, justice has not been rendered to the Government of
Egypt, which has at last the glory of having taken the initiative in

reform.”—* Egypt and the great Suez Canal, by J. Barthélémy St.
Hilaire, p. 81. .

B
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ample to the Mussulman world,”® and of having
proved that far from being hostile to civilisation *
and to the liberal ideas® of our century, Islam®
is capable of taking the initiative.

Though an autocratic religion, the precepts of the
Prophet are breathing a decided democratic spirit.*
The Caliph is only Caliph by the will of the
Faithful * and so long as he answers the exigencies
and duties imposed on him by the Koran.*® Mussul-
man law repudiates, in principle, all notions of
right divine, and of an hereditary power,” and if in
practice this Western importation has taken root in
the Orient, as far as the ruling families are con-
cerned, it is primarily due to the right of the
strongest—the right of wrong—to its abuse, though
now it has long been consecrated by usage and
tradition.

32 «Jes réformes de la Turquie ont 6t6 entreprises & la suite, et en
rivalité de celles de Méhémet Ali.”— Apercu général sur 'Egypte, par
A. B. Clot Bey, p. 179.

3 «Je génie Arabe a été ni dépourvu ni stérile,”—* Mahomet et le
Koran,’ par J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 223, 4

% #Reflect on what happens under the most liberal rule in the world,
and then fling stones at the Mahomedan ruler (Ismail) ... . who
has broken down as far as he can the barrier which separates the Mahomedan
from the Christian—the old world of the strong arm to the new world of
the strong mind.”—* A Diary in the East,’ by W. H. Russell, p. 455.

8 ¢ Un maftre juste est 'idéal de I'Islamisme.”—La Nouvelle Revue,
1 Juillet, 1881, p. 7.

% See Koran.

% TIbid.

3 “8i quelqu’un de vous parvient & découvrir que j’ai eommis une faute
ou une injustice quelconque, je ’autorise et lui donne le droit de s’opposer
& tous mes actes.”—* Paroles du Prophate.’

% Only with the Bedouins have name and property been hereditary from
time immemorial, but this affects in no way the custom recognised by
Mussu}mans in general.—The Author.
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In advising the Faithful to select the most worthy,
the wisest, the most venerated amongst them as chief
of the temporal power, Mahomet may justly claim
the paternity of universal suffrage; and even since
the family of Othman has monopolised the sceptre,
the accession of a Sultan would not be strictly legal
without the ceremony of the Beyat.

An empty form, if you like, it nevertheless in-
dicates the principle of "the sovereignty of the
people; the nation thus sanctions the self-installa-
tion of a new master, whilst it equally claims the
right of changing him, should he fail to comply with
the precepts of the Koran, should he violate the law of
the Chereat, should he neglect his duties as a ruler or
show himself unworthy to reign. Nothing could be
more democratic, yet so it is, and only the other day
Turkey * resorted to its right by deposing Sultan
Abd-ul-Asiz, as answering no longer the requirements
of his people.

But though the spirit of the Mussulman law makes
all men equal, and though, in theory, all have a
voice in common matters, practice has long modified
the application, and nowhere has the right of the
strongest asserted itself more crushingly than in the
East;* in fact, the people have for ages renounced
their share in public affairs in favour of their rulers,
and of the governing class—pashas and courtiers.

The temporal power, by its amalgamation with the

40 See ¢ Two Years of the Eastern Question,” by A. Gallengs, ii. p. 83.

4 «The whole source of influence here is strength, and the fear that
follows it.”—Letter of Mr. H. L. Bulwer to Lord Palmerston, July 30,
1838. ¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 279.

B 2
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mystic and spiritual authority of the Caliphate, has
thereby increased its own prestige; and we know
prestige is everything—certainly in the East.*”

Fountain of all favours, Sultans have at all times
succeeded in securing supporters—life peers—but
they have strenuously abstained from creating an
kereditary nobility, hereditary privileges or honours.
All is at will, and therein resides the strength of
the master. Absolute equality before the Sultan is
the basis and the power of the Turkish government,
the backbone of the whole system; and it is this
equality which someday will form the force of the
people; the day the masses will have learned to
understand that the sovereignty belongs not to a
particular man or dynasty, but to the nation, and
that God, the Prophet, the Koran, the law of the
Chereat, empower them to claim and to use it.*®

It is a mistake to believe that the Mussulman re-
ligion is antagonistic to constitutional and parlia-
mentary rule On the contrary, self-government
has been for centuries established in the dominions
of the Sultan;* and to go no farther, we have
only to look at Egypt,*® where the rural system of

4 “Le sentiment national et les aspirations du peuple auraient pu
g’harmoniser avec le pouvoir absolu du Vice-Roi (Ismail) si, tenu dans des
mains fermes, ce pouvoir avait été exercé avec I'éclat et le prestige par
lequel il s'impose aua populations Orientales.”—* La Question Egyptienne,’
P i3“2.See Koran.

4 Vide Kaireddin Pasha’s writings ; Midhat-Pasha’s Constitution ; the
Fetvas of fthe Sheikh-ul-Islam ; and the declarations of the Ulemas of El
Ahzar; also, ‘ Midhat Pasha,” by L. Léouzon le Duc, p. 146 et seq.

8 Vide rural organisation of the Ottoman Empire.
48 ¢ Philosophical dissertations on the Egyptians,’ &c., by de Pauw, p. 249,
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- administration, the time-honoured composition of
the Medjliss, the mode of election of Sheikhs and
Omdés, furnish ample proofs of its existence and
working.

The germ is there, and needs only judicious and
gradual development. In truth the autocratic form
of government in the East is not due to Islam being
opposed to constitutional institutions, but to the fact
that the people are not ripe for a more extended
application of parliamentarism, as first introduced
by Ismail Pasha, and again revived by Cherif Pasha,
in calling a consultative Chamber of Notables for the
purpose of administrative control. Recently some
political amateurs tried to produce Arabi in the garb
of an enlightened reformer,” much noise was made
about a so-called national party,”® we were told of a
liberal current,” constitutional aspirations, and the
usual stock-in-trade of revolutionary doctrinaires was
duly advertised by complacent dreamers. Misled
and misleading,” they did a deal of harm. It was
wasting sympathy, and as events have taught us, a
move in the wrong direction; for the Egyptian
people are not,” and have never been for anything

41 ¢The Egyptian Revolution,’ by W. 8. Blunt (Nineteenth Century, Sept.
1882) ; and Sir William Gregory’s Letters to the T%mes, Dec. 1881 and
June 1882.

48 Pall Mall Gazette, Jan. 20, 1882.

# Vide speeches of Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bart., M.P., in the House of
Commons, at Aspatria, &c.

% See ¢ The Egyptian Revolution,’ by W. 8. Blunt (Nineteenth Century,
Sept. 1882).

5 Speech of the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, Mansion House, Aug. 10,
1882, Standard, Feb. 16, 1882. “The absurdity of supposing that the
movement in Egypt was a national one, and that Arabi was its soul, has
been fully exposed by events.”
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in the rebellion, nor can they be made responsible
for the crimes of Arabi and his native and foreign.
accomplices.”” .

All the Fellah wants is not to be bothered by
new-fangled institutions for which he is not fitted,
whilst he commonly takes kindly to those in
harmony with his wants and usages® He ounly
aspires to a little justice, to the security of his person
and property *—moderate wishes—of a race fated, as
Amron describes them, to work for others,” and so
little does he care for politics, that until recently few
knew even the name of their ruler; ¢ Effendina” for
them was like a distant and misty vision of terres-
trial deity, and their interest in current affairs was
by no means encouraged or sweetened by their con-
tact with the tax collector, the Sheikh, and that -
deputy Khedive the Moudir.

Arabi, the fons et origo mali,”® is simply a san-
guinary incendiary,” an ambitious soldier* dreaming
the usurpation of power,” the true representative of

“Les chefs du mouvement sont guidés par des Européens.”—Dé-
péche de M. Sienkiewicz au Min. des Aff. Etrangéres, Jan. 29, 1882.
¢ With European friends to guide him.”—Letter of 8. W. Gregory (Z%mes,
Oct. 80, 1882).

% ¢ England’s Intervention in Egypt,” by E. Dicey, p. 171.

8 ¢ They have neither property nor family constituted on any solid or
permanent basis.”—¢ Egypt, &c.,” by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 102.

% ¢ 1'Bgypte et la Syrie,’ par M. Breton, ii. p. 111.

% Standard, Sept. 16, 1882, ’

7 Speech of Mr. Leatham, M.P., to his constituents at Huddersfield,
Feb. 15, 1882.

%8 ¢ England’s Intervention in Egypt,’ by E. Dicey (Nineteenth Century,
Aug. 1882, p. 167 et seq.).

% On the 9th of May, Arabi said openly in his own house, before about
twenty-five people, of whom several were Europeans, ¢ that they had tried
Tewfik, but that he won’t do; that there was no necessity for any member



INTRODUCTION. 7

military tyranny, as Mr. Gladstone expressed himself
at the Mansion House, who managed to make use
of the fanatical disposition and the credulity of the
people for his own selfish ends and with the view of
taking his master’s place.* One must know the East
to understand how he could succeed in misleading the
masses by empty promises ® of freedom, liberty, wel-
fare and prosperity, things the reverse of what military
dictators are in the wont of carrying in their train.
Had he succeeded in his audacious enterprise, and
had brute force continued to triumph over right
and justice, no one but himself and his accomplices
would have been the gainers;® nay, his accession
would have revived the reign of the Mamelukes, the
emancipation of the people and the development of
the country would have been thrown back by fifty
years; a dearly bought change for which the
wretched Fellah would have had to pay with his
blood and the sweat of his forehead—the Fellah in
whose name Arabi has dared to speak, without any

of Mehemet Ali’s family to reign in Egypt ; and that there were better
men to take the Khedive’s place.”

“ Arabi is simply an adventurer playing, by the advice of sntriguers,
with the English people, for his own benefit. His only power is to excite
religious fanaticism among the people.”—* Egypt for the Egyptians, by
A. N. Montgomery, p. 15.

® On congratulating Madame Arabi Bey No. 1, on her husband’s eleva-
tion to the rank of pasha, she is said to have modestly replied, “ Pray wait
till we are at Abdin ” (Abdin is one of the Khedivial palaces),

@ «Mahmoud Pasha Samy, Arabi Pasha et leurs amis ont promis a Egypte
une 3re de prospérité sans précédent; nous demandons au pays tout entier
de juger de quelle fagon ils ont tenu leur promesse.”— Phare d’ Alexandrie,
June 10, 1882. Blue-book, Egypt, No. 11 (1882).

@ «Un grand nombre de promotions de nature i satisfaire les colonels
et les autres officiers vont avoir lieu dans l'armée.”—Télégr. de M. Sien-
kiewicz au Min. des Aff. Etrangéres, March 11, 1882.



8 EGYPT.

other mandate but that of the sword. For it is
notorious that he has only been able to carry the
day by terrorising ® the population, the gentlest and
most good-natured of the universe,* and by forcing
the hand of the Notables, whom he wanted, in order
to give to his acts a semblance and coating of
legality. Once master of the situation he used
his ephemeral ascendancy® to play the cham-
pion of Islam, and to represent himself as the instru-
ment of the Khedive.* It was a clever trick,
though it must be admitted that the Sultan con-
tributed to facilitate the task. Always ready to
avail herself of the mistakes of others, the Porte
had not allowed so propitious an occasion to pass by
without turning the fictitious or apparent popularity
of the dictator to good account. Some say that
slighted, humiliated, and decimated by Europe,

6 «] have spoken to Sultan Pasha, President of the Chamber of Repre-
sentatives, on the subject, and he has told me that it is idle to deny that
the Corporation acted under fear, for that the officers on this occasion went
beyond their usual system of taking people separately and threatening them
with death. They openly went about the streets in bands, and drove the
Notables before them. Their violence was such that the heads of the
Corporation veritably believed, as they stated to the Khedive, that their
lives, and the city itself, were in danger, unless His Highness yielded.”—
Sir E. Malet to Lord Granville, June 5, 1882. Blue-book, Egypt, No. 11
(1882), No. 124.

“ It was notorious that when the Council of Notables assembled, they
acted under the terrorism of the military party.”—Speech of Lord Houghton,
House of Lords, July 24, 1882.

& ¢ Lettres sur ’'Egypte,’ par S. Barthélemy St. Hilaire, p. 212 et seq.
¢ Lettres sur Egypte contemporaine, par E. Gellion-Danglar, p. 74.
¢England’s Intervention in Egypt,’ by E. Dicey (Nineteerth Century, Aug.
1882), p. 164.

6 See his proclamation of July 21 and July 29, 1882.

% < Arabi a signé son manifeste comme chef supréme de l’l',/'gypte, délégué
par le Sultan.”— Temps, Aug. 3, 1882,
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Turkey believed the moment favourable for falling
back on Egypt,”” and by means of Pan-Islamite pro-
paganda ® to gain again a footing on the shores of
the Nile,” where since Mehemet Ali’s days he had
been reduced to the barren honour of calling himself
“the Suzerain,” and of touching 680,000!. a year for
the use of his name as international scarecrow.”
Possibly, had the tribute not been pledged "to Con-
tinental usurers, Europe would long ago have put a
stop to so monstrous an iniquity.” For surely no
excuse can be found for saddling a nation, already
smothered in debts and taxes, to be mulct into an
additional one for the benefit of a foreign Power,
without the slightest compensation. True, Con-
tinental statesmen have considered the link™ that
binds Egypt to the Ottoman Empire as the best and
only guarantee against the covetousness of the great
Powers.” But to my mind that is only a way of

7 « En recevant M. de Ring, alors membre de la Commission Européenne
d’organisation de la Roumélie orientale, le Sultan Abd-ul-Hamid lui dit
que I’ Afrique devait lut servir de compensation & la perte de ses plus belles
provinces d’Europe, et que ses efforts tendraient & y reconquérir Pinfluence
et le prestige du passé.”—* La Question Egyptienne,’ 1881, p. 7.

68 « I3 Question Egyptienne se trouve compliquée de la politique pan-
islamique inaugurée par Abd-ul-Hamid.”—Ibid, p. 14.

% See ¢ The Sultan’s Policy in Egypt,” Times, Dec. 28, 1881,

7 The tribute annually paid by Egypt amounts to 681,486, 9s.—
‘Budjet du Gouvernement Egyptien pour lannée 1881 In 1743 it
amounted to 6000 purses at 84/. each.—* View of the Levant,’ by Charles
Perry, p- 229. In 1671, according to Leibniz, in five casenas at 1,200,000
piastres each, equal to 1584 purses (the purse at 756 piastres 19 medains).
—¢ Die Werke von Leibniz, Onno Klopp,’ ii. p. 227.

7 «Link of the worn-out chain binding Egypt to the swindling Govern-
ment of Constantinople.”—Speech of Sir C. W. Dilke, Bart., M.P., to his
constituents, Aug. 19, 1879 (see Times, Sept. 20, 1879), .

7 « What we wish about Egypt is, that it should continue attached to
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speaking, and the Turkish label would prevent no
one from stretching out a greedy hand, had it not
been in the interests of all Powers alike to maintain
the relative independence and absolute neutrality of
Egypt on account of the highway to India which
makes her the most important international station.”

To return to the Sultan, others say that His Majesty
had only condescended to humour Arabi and the
pseudo-national party, with a view of subduing Egypt
again to the position of a Turkish vilayet. It is
likely that fear rather than covetousness has been
the cause of his erratic proceedings. The fear that
Arabi might aim a blow at the @alipbate,” as it
was no secret that the would-be dictator had openly
declared his intention of proclaiming the Grand Sherif
of Mekka Caliph, should the Sultan oppose him.
Possibly Abd-ul-Hamid has remembered how that
spiritual dignity, the prestige of which is worth armies,
came into the hands of the House of Othman, how it
was acquired, how it was wrenched little by little from
the Grand Sherifs of Mekka. For it must not be
forgotten that the Sultans of Turkey imposed them-
selves primarily as defenders simply of the Caliphate,

the Turkish Empire, which is a security against its belonging to any
European Power.”—Letter of Lord Palmerston to Lord Clarendon, March 1,
1857, ¢Life of Lord Palmerston,” by the Hon. E. Ashley, i. p. 129.

™ «1Kgypte comme point géographique offre naturellement aux com-
munications de I'Occident avec I'Orient le trajet le plus avantageux.”—
<Egypte et Turquie,’ par F. de Lesseps, p. 10.

% « Le bruit circule qu’Arabi a obtenu d’un certain nombre d’Ulémas
du Caire un fetva pronongant la déposition du Sultan, et nommant le grand
Sherif de la Mecgue pour lui succéder.”—Telegr. from Alexandria, Aug. 15,
1882.
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with the humble title of “Servants of the Holy
Places,” ™ and it is only thanks to devices as cunning
as they were audacious that they managed to supplant
the Grand Sherif, to amalgamate the Sultanate and
the Caliphate, to unite the two in one hand, and to
represent it as an indivisible heirloom. Almost
fallen into oblivion, an antiquated page of history,
the Sultan’s title to the Caliphate is nevertheless not
unimpeachable, and His Majesty may have had
weighty reasons for not provoking a schism, and for
not wishing to stir up claims, more legitimate than
his in the eyes of a large section of the Mussulman
Arabs who have bowed to a fait accompli rather
than challenge the right of the mighty incumbent.
Orientals have a keen appreciation of Prince
Bismarck’s maxim, “ Right is might,” and seldom
do they court defeat by hasty conclusions, and by
raising an uncertain issue.

The threats of Arabi, puerile if you like, indi-
cate nevertheless a dormant danger, and one can
easily understand the Sultan’s objections to proclaim
the dictator a rebel, before having been assured
of the certain defeat of such an enfant terrible.
Playing with the fire, His Majesty has burned his
fingers, and as usual Turkey is certain to pay the
piper.” True, religious wars are out of fashion,

7 This title refers specially to the Kaaba at Mecca.

76 « The assassination of the Grand Sherif of Mecca in 1880 is attributed
to Abd-ul-Hamid’s jealousy of his superior claims to the Caliphate.”—Vide
Pall Mall Gazette, Oct. 11, 1881. “ The famous Marabout Sanoussi has
always steadily refused to recognise the claims of the Sultan to the Caliphate.”
—Vide Times, Aug. 27,1882. Vide also St. James’s Gazette, July 19, 1882.

7 “Ce qui dans toutes ces affreuses complications est bien siir et positif,
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but fanaticism smoulders under the ignorance of the
wasses, and until civilisation shall have levelled all
religious controversies—will she ever ?—a spark will
suffice to put the Moslem world on fire It is so
eany to persuade poor wretches panting under an
unbearable burden of taxes and injustice, that their
miseries originate in lax observations of their faith,
that all the evil is solely due to the presence of
infidels, and that by driving them out of the country
and by ridding Moslem soil of unclean footsteps,
prosperity and happiness in this world and eternal
beatitude in the next may be secured. It is the old
battle song of religious wars in England, France,
and Germany, translated into Arabic. But though
the Sultan may be exaggerating the present danger,
and the drift of any such movement, it cannot be
denied that Arabi had contrived temporarily to
monopolise the blind fanaticism of the lower strata,
and that he might have shaken the spiritual power
of the Sultan. Already Arabi has wrought irre-
trievable mischief by spreading false reports about
the intentions and attitude of the Caliph, and by
inoculating an ignorant and credulous™ rabble with

o'est que la Turquie payera finalement, non seulement ses imprudences,
mals encore les erreurs, les fautes, les crimes, I'imprévoyance ou la perfidie
de presque tous les cabinets Européens.”—* Dépéches inédites du Chevalier
de Gentz,’ iii. p. 444.

™ One has only to look at the Moslem agitation in Tunis, Tripoli, the
Hedjaz, &c., to read Arab papers, and to remember “that on the first day
of Moharram in the year 1300 (Nov. 12, 1882) the Messiah of Islam is
expeoted to appear, and that for some time past the followers of Sheikh
8anoussy have asserted that he will on that day proclaim himself as the
long looked for El Mahdi.”— T%mes, Aug. 27, 1682.

" ¢ Tchevet-el-Nazerine,’ by Sheikh Abdullah-el-Charqaouy, p. 8.



INTRODUCTION. 13

pernicious notions on the duties of a true Mussulman®;
but His Majesty knows best, that Arabi would
never have been able to exercise such undisputed
influence on the mind of the people, without his
tacit, not to say effective complicity.

Had the Sultan from the first pronounced against
Arabi, had a fetva of the Sheikh-ul-Islam proclaimed
him a rebel, and had the Ulemas of the El-Ahzar
been in a position openly to speak out against his
odious and tyrannical sway, the military insurrection
would never have degenerated into a politico-religious
movement.

The truth is, the Sultan played a double game and
intended to use the name and pseudo-prestige of
Arabi, whilst the latter, who could not have been
without doubts as to the sincerity of the secret
encouragement® he was receiving, retorted by
actually using the name of the Commander of the
Faithful.®

It has been a misfortune in more than one respect.
Consulting only the interest of the moment, the
Sultan compromised the future, and jeopardised
gratuitously the work of the last half century by an
erroneous interpretation of the interests and duties of
Islam.

Since the days of Sultan Mahmoud, Europe has

% See Arabi’s proclamations and speeches,

& «1’6lément national a Iinstinct de la perfidie des encouragements
qu'il regoit de la Porte.”—¢La Question Egyptienne,’ 1881, p. 28.

® To mention one instance among many, Arabi’s manifesto of Aug. 2,
1882, was signed as “Supreme Chief of Egypt delegated by the
Sultan,”—The Author.
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striven to break all barriers between the Occident and
the Orient. Civilisation having narrowed the dis-
tances, it was justifiable to cherish a hope that
religious differences had for ever been relegated to the
political lumber room, when suddenly the Sultan
Caliph, in a fit of Pan-Islamite craze,”® thought it
expedient to lend his name and his authority to the
fanning of long forgotten animosity and hatred.
Resuscitating entombed passions, he threw de novo
the Mussulman world into a slow fever of latent
excitement. It was a step back into the darkness of
past ages, an awakening of the strifes that have
desolated the world during centuries from one end to
another, a challenge to civilisation, to modern ideas
and feelings, and a plunging back into the slums
of ignorant fanaticism. But those are considera-
tions which have never troubled the brain of a
Turkish ruler; nay, if he wished to put on the break
in the last moment, it is too late, the harm is done.
It is true that recently the Porte seems to have
succeeded in overruling the palace, and that—
ostensibly at least—the Sultan has adopted a more
conciliatory attitude and * consents” to join us in
restoring order. A history of the famous “ military
convention ”’ would form an edifying page of modern
statesmanship, and the telegrams announcing every
morning the signature for the next day, and every
evening a postponement on account of urgent modi-
fications, became somewhat monotonous. But now

8 ¢The Sultan’s Policy in Egypt’ (by R. Wallace?), Times, Aug. 28,
1881
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that the war is over, that the rebellion has been
crushed by our unaided efforts, and that civilisation
triumphs once more over retrograde barbarism, the
tardy co-operation of Turkey appears less desirable
than ever. The presence of Turkish troops on our
side might at one time have been useful, in thus
dissipating the story spread by Arabi, that we had
come to fight Islam and that the Caliph had de-
clined to join usj; but now their arrival would only
hamper future action and give a semblance of truth
to the reports current in the interior, “that the
Caliph had ordered both the Giaours and Arabi to
lay down arms, that they had obeyed and that he
was sending his troops to prevent further blood-
shed.” All this may sound very absurd, but it
shows the activity of those who continue to poison
and confuse the Arab mind.

To bring into Egypt a few thousand Turkish
soldiers would be introducing as many Pan-Islamite
emissaries;—and for what purpose?* Surely Mr,
Gladstone cannot wish to associate Mr. Carlyle’s “ un-
speakable Turk ” * in the work of interior re-organi-
sation ? If he has sold his superior rights, the Sultan
has no longer the shadow of a pretence for future
.interference in Egyptian affairs. But even if he has
not done so, his chances would hardly be better.
It little - matters whether he joined us or not,
whether he proclaimed Arabi a rebel or loaded him

# More than twenty years ago Lord Clarendon writing to Lord Stratford
de Redcliffe, said : * Mahometan rule is incompatible with civilisation and
humanity.”—Speech of Lord Carnarvon, House of Lords, June 27, 1879.

® Letter of Mr. Carlyle. See Times, Nov. 28, 1876.
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with honours, whether he has supported the Khedive
or conspired against him, and whether he is trying
or not to make political capital out of his spiritual
dignity, nothing will give him back Egypt, and,
he may rest assured, Egypt will not mourn for him,
nor complain.®

Doubtless foreigners are not much liked in Egypt,
how could they be ? Is there a country on the globe
where the invader, be he a religious, commercial, or
military intruder, can boast of being loved ? especially
when to the detriment of the natives he monopolises
the administration and places;® when he parades his
influence and exploits the country ® for selfish pur-
poses, and regardless of the interests and the welfare
of theinhabitants. Such has been the case in Egypt,
and the thoughtless and overbearing® conduct of

8 ¢ In as far as the Fellaheen have any distinct idea of foreign policy, that
idea is probably a hatred of Turkey. According to a characteristic saying
attributed to Mehemet Ali, if the Fellah had ever the courage to spit out
anything, he would spit out a Turk,”—¢ England’s Intervention in Egypt,’
by E. Dicey (Nineteenth Century, Aug. 1882, p. 165).

87 ¢« Quant aux marchands Européens . . .. écume et lie de toutes
les nations, & d’honorables et rares exceptions prés, cette tourbe a bien
autre chose en téte que . . . . tous sont venus pour faire au plus vite
leur fortune, per fas et nefas, et de préférence per mefas.”—*Lettres sur
IEgypte contemporaine, par E. Gellion-Danglar, p. 254. “Ever since
his arrival at power in Egypt, he has been incessantly encircled by a cloud
of locusts collected from all parts of Europe, but chiefly from France,
where the animal abounds in greatest plenty.”—¢ Egypt and Nubia,” by
J. A, St. John, p. 47.

88 « At the beginning of 1879 only 744 Europeans were in the pay of
Egypt; . ... at the close of 1879, 208 were added ; in 1880, 250
more; in 1881, a further batch of 122; .. .. and in March 1882 there
were 1325, with a total pay of 373,0000.”—* Spoiling the Egyptians,’ by
J. 8. Keay, p. 28. 8ee also Parliamentary Papers, Egypt, No. 6 (1882).

® «Jabus que font les Européens de leur situation exceptionelle en
Orient, est un mal qu'il est plus facile de constater qu’il ne l’est d’y trouver



INTRODUCTION. 17

Europeans, officials as well as travellers, has much
contributed to the bitter feeling rankling in the
breasts of the natives, whose sullen attitude demon-
strates that they deeply resent the treatment they
have been subjected to. But notwithstanding the
mistakes made, the Egyptians prefer Europeans to
Turks, their dislike to the latter® dating of old.”
The reason is, that Europe has done much, a great
deal even, for Egypt, not for Egypt’s sake, but
simply to sow the seeds for a better European
harvest; and the development of the boundless
resources of the Nile valley has been chiefly under-
taken to increase the value of the pledge.”” But
though enriching Continental pawnbrokers, both the
people and the country have benefited in a certain
measure by their contact with Europe, whilst the
Turks have never done anything but squeeze the
last piastre out of the wretched Fellah, and in
exchange—what? Nothing except the traditional *
courbash. We have only to remember the state of
Egypt * before the days of Mehemet Ali, and ere

un reméde.” — ¢ Lettres sur 1'Egypte contemporaine,’ par E. Gellion-
Danglar, p. 249. “Le premier paltoquet qui a passé la Méditerranée, arrive
ici avec des airs de conquérant, s'arme d’un béton et frappe 3 tort et &
travers les malheureux indigdnes qui le servent.”—Ibid., p. 72.

9 « Arabes etsi Mahometi, non tamen Porte addictissimi sunt,”—¢ Die
‘Werke von Lelbniz, Onno Klopp,’ ii. p. 349.

9 «Un seul sentiment animait la presque totalité des habitants de
PEgypte: une haine irréconciliable pour les persécuteurs de Constanti-
nople.”—* L’Egypte depuis la conquéte des Arabes,” par J. J. Marcel, p. 12.

% ¢« Kgypte et 'Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’ p. 154. :

88 « The food of Egypt, earned with stripes and toil.”—* The Holy Land,
Egypt, &c., from drawings by D. Roberts, R.A., by the Rev. George
Croly, i. p. .

% «The Arab proverb, ‘The grass never grows in the footprint of a

C
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his genius wrenched the pearl of Ottoman dominions *
from the hands of the oppressor.® It is perhaps
the most interesting page of modern history,” and
great are the lessons that may be derived from a
conscientious study of Mehemet Ali’s work ;*—a
work continued by Ismail*® d la wapeur, and on
rather a vast scale, and confided in 1879 to his young
son under a co-operative guardianship.” In con-
templating the endless difficulties which had to be
overcome, the ill-will' and incompetence of the
natives, and the mischievous interference of the
great powers,” an idea of the magnitude of

Turk,’ painfully expresses the desolation of Moslem progress. Thus under
this miserable rule . . . .”—*Colburn’s New Monthly Magaziue,” cxlii.
Jan. 1, 1868, p. 17. .

% «The invasion of Napoleon made an interruption in the annals of
Turkish misrule in Egypt.”—*¢ Egypt,’ by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 162.

% «He found all Egypt a chaos, he left it a country.”—* The Khedive’s
Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 63.

9 « Aucune des grandes figures de I’histoire n’est susceptible d’exercer
plus d’attraction sur la plume de l’historien.”—* Histoire de Méhémet Ali,’
par Paul Mouriez, vi. p. 5.

9 « Under his rule the Egyptians have exchanged anarchy for tran-
quillity.”—* Manners and Customs of the Modern Egyptians,’ by E. W.
Lane, p. 559. Ich sagte Mehemet Ali dass er dem Orient jetzt das sei
was einst Peter der Grosse fiir Russland gewesen.”—¢ Aus Mehemet Ali’s
Reich,’ von H. Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, p. 187. ¢ Cette civilisation . . .
ce sont les glorieux instincts, et I’habile ambition d’un grand homme qui
Y’ont provoquée.”—* Apercu général de ’Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, p. 178.

9 « (e serait injuste de ne pas le reconnaitre : si ’Europe peut aujour-
d'hui trouver en KEgypte un élément de progrés . . . . cest au 16
anneés du régne du Khédive Ismail qu’elle en est redevable.”—¢La Ques-
tion Egyptienne,’ 1881, p. 36.

10 Nov. 18, 1879.

101 « 1 5immobilité est le principal caractére des Orientaux, de 13 en Egypte
cet esprit de resistance 4 toute espéce d’innovation.”—* Histoire Ancienne
de 1'Orient,’ par J. J. Guillemin, p. 90.

102 « 1, Burope s’6cartant de plus en plus de l'esprit primitif des capitula-
tions, a établi en Egypte un systéme trés dur de domination, d’oppression,
et d’exploitation,”—* L’Kgypte et ’Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’
n 112
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the task may be formed, and the conclusion will be
arrived at that Continental statesmen were rather
rash in substituting a foreign—I should say an anti-
Egyptian—policy to the vast and patriotic con-
ceptions of Mehemet Ali, which it would bave been
wiser to assist him and his successors in realising.
It is sad to acknowledge, that Egypt seems only to
exist, and to have existed, as an interminable source
of wealth for venturesome Europeans.”® Only when
their interests happen to coincide with those of the
natives, has it ever been thought worth while to
remember that there are such people as the
Egyptians, and since the time Mehemet Ali
brought Egypt under the notice of the Powers,
Europe has had but one aim, that of appropriat-
ing the revenues of Egypt,'* and of preventing her
from standing on her own legs. Fear,' greed,'™ and
deplorable rivalry ' are the causes, the present crisis
is the result. A strong and powerful Egypt'® was

18 « (g quil il y a de plus abominable dans les colonies Européennes,
c’est leur complicité pour s’enrichir au dépens du pays et des Fellahs,”—
Ipid., p. 113. ’

104 «Tg coalition étrangdre exploitait 'Egypte.—‘La vérité sur les
affaires d’Orient,’ par Scipion Marin, p. 6.

15 Vide ¢ The Eastern Question,’ by Viscount Stratford de Redcliffe,
p- 81.

“ Ni la France ni 'Angleterre ne se sentaient assez fortes pour se passer
Pune de l'autre”—‘L’Egypte et ’Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’
P. 264. :

18 «Te protectorat Anglo-Francais n’a ét6 fondé que dans l'intérét des
créanciers étrangers.”—Ibid., p. 265.

17 «In European jealousies lies Egyptian safety.”—¢The Khedive’s
Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 379.

108 « (Yegt une détestable politique que celle qui consiste & chercher la
sécurité dans Daffaiblissement d’autrui.”—‘La Question d’Orient,’ par
E. Gioja, p. 147.

c2
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and is considered an international danger—an
imaginary danger would be nearer the mark—and
breaking the wings of the eagle by opposing his
struggle for independence'® the Powers restrained
Mehemet Ali from giving life to his creation, and
instead of helping™® they hampered him in his
civilising mission.

Ibrahim did not reign long enough™ to count,
otherwise his great abilities would hardly have been
looked upon with equanimity by jealous Europe.
As to his successors Abbas and Said, they did not
give sufficient umbrage. It was only when Ismail **
undertook to revive the work of his great ancestor,
when he showed the world the part Egypt was able
to take,” and how fitted she was to become in the
East the pioneer of Western civilisation™ that,

1% «The cabinet yesterday agreed that it would not do to let Mehemet
Ali declare himself independent.”—Letter of Lord Palmerston to Lord
Granville, June 8, 1838. *¢Life of Viscount Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling,
ii, p. 267.

10 «Tt cannot be denied that Egypt has, during the past twenty years,
made the most satisfactory progress, and almost by her own unaided efforts.
« « . . If Europe will but stretch out an aiding hand, she may assuredly
foster a multitude of excellent germs in that country.”—¢Egypt, by
J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire (1855), p. 118 et seq.

m «Hig military genius was his chief characteristic . . . . he is said
to have displayed considerable administrative ability.”—¢The Khedive’s
Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 76 et seq.

1% «The Khedive Ismail inherits many of the traits of his great pro-
genitor as administrator and manager of men, but his ambition, though
equal to his ancestors’, does not work through the sword, or through force,
but through diplomacy and persuasion.”—¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by
E. de Leon, p. 80:

us « I Kgypte vient de nouveau jouer un réle important, et faire sentir
quil faut désormais compter sérieusement avec elle.”—* L'Egypte actuelle,
&c.,’ par A. Guillemin, p. 32.

14 « T, population d’Egypte a sur les autres populations Mussulmanes
Pavantage incontestable d’étre plus apte & concevoir les idées de la civilisa~
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getting nervous, the Powers devoted afresh their
attentions to the borders of the Nile. Egypt was
once more worth looking after. France had thought
of securing a footing by means of the Canal*®
and England followed suit by flooding the country
with capital,® a second invasion of the Jews. The
interests of the ‘canalistes” and the -capitalists
joined in chorus, and the Powers shook hands over
a gigantic deficit which Europe had helped and
pushed the Khedive to create.” The consequent
financial disorder was used as a pretext for political
interference,"® for the sake of European creditors.’
Claims were not only disregarded, but the most
shameful pressure'® was used to extort Shylock’s
“pound of flesh.” To the groans of her population
Europe had only one answer, “I stand upon the

tion Européenne et & en réaliser le progrés.’—* La Question Egyptienne,
1881, p. 30.

s « Tt jg evident enough'that the Suez Canal scheme has been from the
beginning a blind for the  occupation of Egypt by France.”—*Greater
Britain,’ by Sir Charles Wentworth Dilke, Bart., M.P., p. 568.

us Tn 1862 and 1864 British speculators raised for him (the Khedive)
two loans amounting to 10,000,000/. The State, though it got none of
the money, was saddled with the debt.—Parliamentary Papers, 1425 (1876),
footnote, p. 8.

u7 < 8poiling the Egyptians; a tale of shame,” by J. Seymour Keay, p. 2.

18 « The fact that well-to-do people in England and France were not
getting the enormous dividends they had been accustomed to extract from
the Khedive, set diplomacy to work, and brought about the deposition of
1smail.”—¢ Egypt,’ by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 182.

1 ¢ Spoiling the Egyptians; a tale of shame,” by J. Seymour Keay,
(preface) p. 2.

120 «The Khedive’s own people murmur at the payment in full of the
bondholders, while his' own employés . . . . are left unpaid.”—Par-
liamentary Papers, 2233 (1879), p. 97. *Spoiling the Egyptians ; a tale
of shame,’ by J. Seymour Keay, p. 17. °Lettres sur I’Egypte con-
temporaine,’ par E. Gellion-Danglar, p. 66.
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’

law;” and to insure its stringent application,
financial bailiffs were. put in possession, stripping
the Khedive of the right to preside at his own
Council,” in fact mediatising him, they overstrained
the bow, the Khedive demurred, but like his subjects
he was sacrificed to exclusive European interests,
and the Anglo-French Control took his place.” In
bringing about Ismail’s fall, especially by the way it
was done,'” the last blow was given to the authority
and prestige of the Khediviate; however, to save
appearances, they allowed his son to succeed him,
well aware that the young prince’s want of initia-
tive and experience would not interfere with the
business of his guardians.'™ A poor service the
Powers, especially England and France, rendered
Tewfik ; they gravely compromised his reversionary
interest by obliging him to take possession of his
inheritance before the time, and under most humili-
ating restrictions.'” In fact, it was utterly disre-
garding the Oriental character ' to imagine that a

1 « M, Waddington qui n’avait jamais demandé que le Président de la
République n’assistdt pas au Conseil, était mal fondé 2 demander & un
souverain absolu et étranger de ne pas présider ses ministres.”—¢La
Question Xgyptienne,” 1881, p. 18.

12 Parliamentary Papers, 2233 (1879), p. 21.

12 « The mode of the deposition had grossly impaired the Khediviate.”
—* England’s Intervention in Egypt,’ by E. Dicey, p. 167.

124 « The present Khedive (Tewfik) does not govern Egypt.”—¢ Egypt,’
by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 184. ,

15 « Fsprit timide, Tewfik rendait sa déchéance plus flagrante par sa
maniére d%étre. A Riaz il se plaignait sans cesse des empiétements du
Contrdle. Au Contréle il se plaignait des exigences de Riaz. Et & ceux
qui Papprochaient il se plaignait des deux.”—*La Question Egyptienne,’
1881, p. 32.

126 «The whole source of influence here, then, is strength, and the fear
that follows it.”—Letter of Mr. H. Lytton Bulwer to Lord Palmerston,
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zero would be acceptable as master, or that a Khe-
dive without prestige, without a will of his own, and
without power, a tool of Giaours,”™ would be able to
preserve his hold over people who worship but one god
—an iron rod. Had we not taught Egypt no longer
to respect her ruler, Arabi never would have been
able to carry the population with him in a rebellious
enterprise; in fact, in Ismail's days he would not
have dared to lift his eyes on Effendina,'” so great
was still the magic charm of Eastern royalty. Of
course, now that our brave soldiers have crushed the
mutiny, that we have reconquered Egypt for Tewfik,
we shall have no difficulty in restoring order, and in
propping up his throne, but it will be less easy to
revive his lost prestige—the only thing that im-
presses in the East'*—and to restore the Khedivial
authority which we the first, with France, have
trampled under foot. And if we succeed in doing
so, shall we likewise succeed in making Egypt
forget that she owes it to us, to the foreigner, to
Christians? Prestige and reputation once lost are
lost for ever; crimes can be condoned, weakness
never. But we must not blame Tewfik,'* for it was

July 30, 1838. ¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 279.
“En Orient le fait domine le droit.”—Speech of Prince Napoleon, Feb, 15,
1864. ¢ Lettres de Ferdinand de Lesseps,’” p. 398.

127 The Khedive complained personally to the author of the * cavalier ”
ways of certain foreign agents and others, and of slights which badly
impressed the population.

128 These are the very words used by Ismail Pasha, in speaking one day
of Arabi.

1 «En Egypteil 0’y arien en dehors de 1'Etat, et IEtat c’est le Prince.”
—<Tettres sur 'Egypte contemporaine,” par E. Gellion-Danglar, p. 209.

130 ¢« Tewfik has acted loyally to the Control and to his people.”—
¢ Egypt for the Egyptians,’ by A. N. Montgomery, p. 13.
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not his doing, but circumstances that have placed
him in this difficult position of Khedive of Egypt,
malgré lui, “ Chargé des Affaires de U Europe.”
Undoubtedly H.H. might have declined the offer of
a crown of thorns, the titular honour proffered him
by his father’s creditors. But could he have done so
without sacrificing the dynasty and the direct suc-
cession which Ismail had purchased so dearly at
Constantinople ?** I think not, for it would only
have been making room for Halim, the Sultan’s
candidate.” Furthermore, Tewfik was very young,
very inexperienced, without friends, advisers, and
support, and he could not realise the possible con-
sequences, when he attempted the ornamental and
honorary functions with which the Powers were so
anxious to invest him. But first we must return to
" Mehemet Ali and Ismail ; we shall examine later the
abnormal position foreign intervention assigned to
poor Tewfik, who during the last few months has
nobly and courageously '** expiated his own mistakes
and those he was made to commit. The present
cannot be understood without studying the past,’®
and both the reigns of Mehemet Ali and of Ismail
are rich with lessons, as well as in promises for the
future.'*

181 « A gigantic bribe of 900,000l in cash was laid at his Majesty’s
feet.”— Spoiling the Egyptians,’ by 8. Seymour Keay, p. 3.

182 T¢mes, Dec. 28, 1881 (‘The Sultan’s policy in Egypt,” Constanti-
nople, Dec. 20). “England and Egypt,’ by E. Dicey, p. 195.

183 Vide unanimous opinion of the English Press.

184 «On ne régénére pas un peuple ex abrupto.”—* Constantinople,’ &c.
par E. Thouvenel (Revue des Deux Mondes, i., Janvier 1840, p. 35).

185 « Fondateur, Méhémet Ali a ressuscité la nationalité Arabe . . . .
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Lord Palmerston expressed one day the opinion ***
that there are few public men in England who
follow up foreign affairs sufficiently to foresee the
consequences of events “ which have not happened.”

In Egypt events have spoken, so there will be no
organic impediment to prevent our statesmen from
benefiting by the lessons of the past.

And should the programme sketched out by Mr.
Gladstone in his Mansion House speech be followed,
should a Liberal English Ministry ** put an end to
the abuses, the denouncement of which had sufficed
to popularise the rebellion, should they call to life
the reforms ' the people have a right to claim; then
indeed will Egypt bless the helping hand stretched out
from over the seas, the powerful hand of the greatest
Mussulman Empire, the hand of Great Britain, which
will know how to heal the open wounds of the
patient, and how to guide her ward towards a
peaceful and happy manhood, without interfering

Plus haut que cette célébrité de conquérant, vulgarisée par tous les siecles,
P’éldvent aux yeux de l'avenir les pacifiques conquétes, les trophées plus
solides et plus rares dont il a enrichi ses peuples; il a eu la gloire de
poursuivre sa réforme avec une indéfatigable ardeur.”—Revue des Deux
Mondes, i., April 1835 : ¢ Mohammed Ali,’ par Lucien Davésiés. * Under
the sway of the present ruler (Ismail), Egypt and its inhabitants have
in many respects made undoubted progress. Every year the Khedive
introduces fresh European customs and usages.”—¢ Africa,’ by Keith
Johnston, p. 204.

1% Letter of Lord Palmerston to Lord Granville, June 5, 1838. ‘Life
of Lord Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 266.

157 « Que deviendrait I"Egypte entre les mains d’un peuple éclairé! . . .
L'état brillant dont I'Kgypte a joui doit laisser une grande opinion
de ce qu'elle peut devenir encore.”—* Lettres sur I'Egypte,’ par M. Savary
(1786, iii. p. 63.

18 « g premiére réforme 3 introduire concerne le ¢ protectorat Euro-
péen. »—* L’Egypte et ’Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’ p. 262.
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with the most precious of blessings—independence.'
Nay, should the purchase of the suzerainty be con-
firmed, Egypt would thereby make a further step
towards her final aim, and when we shall have
terminated our mission—the work of regeneration,
when Egypt will no longer need the arm of a pro-
tector, that day Europe will greet an “Oriental
Belgium,” the peaceful guardian of the great inter-
national highway to India. It will be one of the
proudest moments in the annals of contemporary
history for all who will have assisted in this noble
task of adding a bright jewel, another useful member,
to the family of civilised nations.

England expects every man to do his duty, and
the world expects the same from England.

% «Tet us prove that we have higher objects than additions of terri-

tory.”—¢ The Rise of our Indian Empire,” by Lord Mahon (Earl Stanhope),
p. 72. _
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II.

MEHEMET ALI

It is impossible to pronounce the name of Mehemet
Ali without admiration,' for next to Napoleon ! he
is certainly the most remarkable man of his age,
and considering the circumstances under which he
undertook to regenerate Egypt out of chaos, it is
doubtful whether his creative genius is not the
greater of the two. Count Prokesch-Osten, who
had the best opportunity of judging his illustrious
contemporary, declares “ that Mehemet Ali has never
been wholly understood in Europe, and that, tower-
ing far above ordinary mortals, inadequate weights
have been applied to measure his genius.**

However, one thing is certain, that he has left a
mark on Egypt which it will not require pyramids
to immortalise. There is something in the filial

40 « Man that wohl daran die Erinnerung an jenen grossen Mann, mit
Verehrung zu pflegen, denn viel leistete er in der That und hitten seine
Erben, seine Werke, seinen Geist, und seine Energie in vollem Maasse
tibernommen, wiire Aegypten heutzutage zu einer andern und grosseren
Rolle berufen, als es die jetzige ist.”—¢Eine Orient-Reise,’ by H.R. and
8.H. Crown Prince Rudolph, ii. p. 30.

M1 ¢ Higtoire de Mehemet Ali,’ par Paul Mouriez, i. p. 5.

142 <Mehmed Ali (aus meinem Tagebuch, 1826-33)’ von Grafen
Prokesch-Osten (Austrian Internuncius at Constantinople), p. 2.
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veneration for the memory of Mehemet Ali which
resembles that of the Russians for Peter the Great '
—of the Prussians for the Great Frederick—and he
would equally be worthy of the title of Father of his
country, had Egypt been able to understand the
inestimable value of that great expression, which,
indeed, so few Christian nations have yet realised.'
He was a man of genius, not an apostle of civilisa-
tion,"* and it would have been impossible for any
one to do better.'* At any rate, he was the first
Oriental ruler ' open to Western ideas,"*and in every
point of view he has shown himself superior' to
his contemporary, the Sultan Mahmoud,"™ on whom
the Turks proudly look as an enlightened and well-
meaning reformer. It is beyond controversy that

13 ¢ Auys Mehemet Ali's Reich,’ von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau,
. 187.

14 < Egypt,’ &c., by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 98.

18 ¢ Apercu général sur 'Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, p. 178. )

u8 «Mit einem Sprunge kann Aegypten kein civilisirter Staat nach
Europaischen Begriffen werden, selbst wenn es morgen unter die Botmiissig-
keit der Englinder und Franzosen kame.”—¢ Aus Mchemet Ali’s Reich,’
von H. Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, p. 203.

17 « Mehemet Ali is the greatest man of whom the Turkish Empire can
boast.”—Letter of H. Salt, Esq., H.M.’s Consul in Egypt, to Sir Sidney
Smith.

us « Méhémet Ali est le premier Osmanli qui ait eu des idées gouverne-
mentales et administratives. Il est le premier qui les ait appliquées.”—
¢ Apergu général sur "Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, p. 182.

1 «X Constantinople ce n'est que par imitation du Vice-Roi que le
Sultan Mahmoud, son rival entété, commenca les réformes Européennes.”—
Ibid., p. 174.

10 «To judge him fairly, we should compare Mehemet Ali with another
Turkish reformer—the Sultan Mahmoud. In every point of view he has
shown his superiority to the latter.”—¢ Modern Egyptians,’ by E. W. Lane,
p. 667.

Ismafl Pasha said one day to the author, “ Mahmoud adopta le costume
Européen, Mehemet Ali les idées.”
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he has done much, but it is certain that all may be
presented under different lights, according to the
views of his enemies or his friends.”™ Yet, though
his private character and political career have been
subject to the most adverse criticism, no one has been
able to contest the fact “that all he has done
originated solely in his own energies, and that his
endeavours to civilise Egypt have been highly praise-
worthy,*® whatever means he may have employed
“to bring about the results he had in view.”**®

He has been accused of having had no other object
but a selfish craving for power® and riches,” of
having decimated the population,”® and of having
ruined * his country, of having increased the misery
of the Fellaheen,” of having been a vulgar ad-
venturer, and a bloodthirsty tyrant!*® Nay, French
writers have gone so far as to contest him all original
initiative.® According to them, Mehemet Ali has
simply plagiarised the conceptions of Napoleon I,
and has been nothing but the testamentary executor

181 Yide Appendix IV, A.

1% < Modern Egypt and Thebes,’ by Sir Gardner Wilkinson, ii. p. 556.

1% Jbid., p. 5565.

13 < Histoire de I'Expédition Francaise en Egypte,’ par X. B. Saintine,
x. p. 467.

14 ¢« [ Egypte et la Syrie,” par M. Breton, ii. p. 105.

15 ¢ | "Bgypte moderne,” par Lucien Davésiés, p. 445 and 588.

16 ¢« Kgypte actuelle, par A. Guillemin, p. 34.

17 ¢« Modern Egyptians,” by E. W. Lane, p. 559.

18 « Méhémet Ali puisait ses inspirations dans le maxime Arabe: Le
peuple doit étre traité comme le sésame, il faut le fouler et ’6craser pour
tirer de 'huile.”—¢L’Egypte sous la domination de Méhémet Ali,’ par P.
et H. (1848), p. 27.

1 <] ettres sur 'Kgypte,’ par J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 98.

180 ¢ Mohammed Ali,” par Lucien Davésiés (Revue des Deux Mondes,
Avril 1835, p. 444).
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of the great Emperor;'* indeed, we are seriously
told that he owed almost everything to France'®
and Frenchmen,'® though he is generously credited
with the shortcomings and failures of his reign.'*
On the other side, his genius may have been ex-
aggerated, some of his admirers may have credited
him with aims more lofty than his practical mind
contemplated ; yet if we follow the wonderful career
of this exceptional man, and if we analyse the
motives of every one of his measures, we can come
to no other conclusion than that, not selfish am-
bition,'® but the good of his country,'® was his
primary aim, whatever may have been the means
he adopted to accomplish it.’*

It was in 1769 that the founder of the present
dynasty, the liberator of Egypt, the first Mussulman
reformer, was born. A fortunate circumstance, the
energetic repression of some local disorders at Cavala

161 « Napoléon avait légué & ce pays ses puissantes conceptions et
Mohamed Ali s'est fait son exécuteur testamentaire.”—Ibid., p. 604.

12 ¢ Apercu général sur 'Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, ii. p. 176.

163 « Méhémet Ali qu’un Consul Général de France (Comte Mathien de
Lesseps) avait, selon les instructions de Napoléon, suscité sur le Nil, grandit
appuyé par la France.”—* La Question d’Orient,’ par E. Gioja, p. 14.

16¢ ¢ Memoirs of the Lady Hester Stanhope,’ iii. p. 66. ¢ Eastern Life,
present and past,’ by Harriet Martineau, p. 246 e seq.

165 « He was capable of being swayed by high and generous impulses.”—
¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 67.

166 ¢Journal of a route across India, through Egypt to England,’ by
Lieut.-Colonel FitzClarence, p. 424,

167 Mehemet Ali said, “Some day my grandchildren will reap what
I have sown. Civilisation can only strive slowly where such endless con-
fusion has to be overcome. You know Egypt has once been the first
country of the globe, a shining example to all others. Now Europe has
taken its place. In time Egypt may possibly become again the seat of
civilisation. I’ this world there is an eternal up and down.”—*Aus
Mehemet Ali’s Reich,’ von H. Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, p. 189.

AR
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and Drama, brought him first under the notice of
the authorities, and being at the time chief of the
municipal police, they selected him to accompany,
with some irregulars, a pasha to Egypt—some great
man whose name has long been forgotten, whilst the
poor boy of Cavala has immortalised his birth-place.
When, after a time, the pasha returned home, he
left Mehemet Ali in command of his little troop, and
in this capacity he took part in Khosrew Pasha’s
campaign against the Mamelukes; however, when,
after the unfortunate battle of Damanhour, the pasha
wanted to throw the blame of the defeat on him, and
divested him of his command, he went over to the
Mamelukes, and putting himself at their head, he
drove Khosrew back to Damietta.'®

The history of his further rise, step by step, until
he made himself master of Egypt is so well known,
that we may glide over it in silence. Only this
much may be said, that the Sultan had no more
loyal subject than Mehemet Ali until his suspicions
were roused by an incident little known. Already
“Pasha” of Egypt, having just reconquered the
holy places and sent the keys to Constantinople,
Mehemet Ali was still absent from Cairo,—he had
left Lasoglou as regent,—when the Sultan despatched
Latif Bey (raised, against Mehemet Ali’s wish, to
the rank of pasha) on a special errand to Egypt:
this mission was to assassinate Mehemet Ali, and
he had even obtained his blood-money in advance,

168 < Mohammed Ali, par Lucien Davésiés (Revue des Deux Mondes,
Avril 1835, p. 445).
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in the shape of a firman nominating the wculd-be
assassin Governor in Mehemet Ali’s place. How his
secret leaked out is immaterial, the fact is that Lasoglou
got wind of it, and had Latif’s house searched whilst
the latter was with him at the citadel. The firman
having been found and brought to Lasoglou in Latif’s
presence, the latter was then and there beheaded,
but from that day Mehemet Ali wavered in his blind
allegiance to a treacherous sovereign,and determined
on securing the independence of Egypt, ¢ which he
required for the immutable preservation of himself,
his family, and the great work of his whole life; and
surely, having aeqmred it de facto, he might justly
have indulged in the hope of seeing it recognised
de jure by the Powers, who elsewhere had constantly
acted in this spirit.” '®

But here begin the sins and the short-sighted-
ness of the Continental Cabinets, petty rivalries
preventing the recognition of the incalculable benefits
Mehemet Ali might have conferred on the whole
Eastern world had he, instead of being crippled,
been allowed to extend his vast conceptions. A
comparison of the great results obtained by Mehemet
Ali with their own misery, made the Sultan’s sub-
Jects look with envy on Egypt and with hope on
Mehemet Al But though anxious to shake off

1% ¢ Egypt under Mehemet Ali,’ by Prince Piickler-Muskau, i. p. 119,

170 ¢« Graf Senft schrieb an Fiirst Metternich : Der Vergleich der ausser-
ordentlichen Erfolge Mehmed Ali’s mit der Schmach und dem Elend
welche Herrscher und Staatsminner iiber das Reich gebracht haben, macht
den Musulman mit Hoffnung auf Mehmed Ali blicken. . . . Konnte
Mehmed Ali dem Sultan seine Begabung auflésen, so wiirde das Reich
erstirken und sich wieder erheben.” —‘Mehmed Ali,” von Grafen v.
Prokesch-Osten, p. 121.
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hindering fetters, and determined to establish a. last-
ing edifice, Mehemet Ali had himself no intention to
supersede the Sultan. He may at one time have
aspired to become Grand Vizir;™ (and Sultan
Mahmoud’s death is even attributed to having enter-
tained this idea himself'™), but so great was his
veneration for the Caliph, that though at war at the
time with the Sultan, he ordered a grand review to
be held, and prayers to be read all over Egypt, on
the accession of Abd-ul-Medjid. He has often been
reproached with having undertaken the conquest of
Syria; even his own son Ibrahim had been much
opposed to the undertaking, and only obeyed his
father’s order to take the command when Boghos
Bey explained to him that otherwise some incompetent
general was likely to bring ruin over his father’s
armies; in fact, the author was told by a contem-
porary of Ibrahim, that he regretted it up to his
death, always saying, “how different would matters
stand had we not wasted so much money and men in
Syria.” However, the truth is, that when he was
provoked by the Pasha of Acre, Mehemet Ali under-
took the conquest of Syria in order better to secure

1M « Mehemet Ali’s ambition, though appeased for the moment by the
sacrifices recently made to him, still aspired not merely to sovereign
independence in Egypt, but to dictate, as mayor of the palace, the policy
of the Porte at Constantinople. His prestige at that time was great both
with European Christians and Eastern Mussulmans.”—¢ Life of Viscount
Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 254 et seq.

172 After the battle of Nésib Mahmoud is reported to have said, « If
Méhémet Ali pushes as far as Constantinople, he will come and kiss my
hand, if he is the clever man I know him to be, and I shall appoint him

Grand Vizir and Ibrahim Seraskier.” Two days after the Sultan was
Ppoisoned.

D
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Egypt proper. He was aware that bis independence
would not be granted without giving up something,
and in order not to make territorial sacrifices in
Egypt he wished to secure Syria, with a view to
its eventual retrocession. But whether he meant
to keep or relax his hold, alters in no way the
fatal mistake of Continental statesmanship in having
insisted on his giving it up, instead of helping him
to make Egypt a power. France was the only
one of the great Powers lending him a support,
‘which at one time gave great anxieties,”” and threat-
ened to involve us all in war.

But the action of France was by no means dis-
interested ; M. Thiers requiring an outlet for super-
fluous steam, wanted a popular foreign question
to distract attention from home affairs,’ and as France
had for a long time been looking upon Egypt as a
second Algiers, and an undisputable dependancy,”
he fancied French interests were served by patronising

13 How great the apprehensions were may be gathered from a few
playful words of the Queen in a letter on the 10th of October, 1840, to
King Leopold : “I think our child ought to have, besides its other names,
those of T'urco- Egypto, as we think of nothing else.”—* Life of the Prince
Consort,’ by Sir T. Martin, i. p. 14.

14 «]In diplomacy the Pasha has always been the tool of his worst

enemy, the Court of the Tuileries.”—* Egypt and Nubia,” by J. A. St. John,
p. 48.

175 ¢« Le génie de la liberté qui a rendu dés son naissance la République
Parbitre de I’Europe, veut qu’elle le soit des mers et des nations les plus
lointaines.”—Proclamation de Buonaparte, 19 Mai, 1798.

“ Atteindre et frapper I’Angleterre dans son Empire Indien, s’assurer
d’'un moyen d’échange pour retirer de ses mains nos colonies, ou fonder
sur la Méditerranée une colonie nouvelle, qui nous indemnisit de la perte
de toutes les autres, et transformit réellement cette mer en un lac fran-
¢ais, tel était le triple but auquel tendait Buonaparte.”—* Egypte,’ &c., par
J. J. Marcel, M. A, Ryme, et M. P. et H,, p. 5.
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Mehemet Ali. Consequently England took the
opposite line, and opposed whatever France was
doing. But instead of putting an end to French
ambition by endowing Mehemet Ali with a sufficient
power of resistance, our statesmen preferred whip-
ping France on the back of Egypt.

Not willing to take the valley of the Nile, still less
inclined to let France have it, they thought the next
. best thing would be to keep the country in Turkish
bondage, and not allow Mehemet Ali to make
Egypt worth having. It never occurred to the
otherwise far-seeing mind of Lord Palmerston " that
an independent and strong Egypt would have become
a valuable ally, one not likely ever to turn against .
us, for the best of reasons, that the loss of our over-
land traffic to India would have grievously affected
her pocket, and there is no better ally in this world
than material interest.

But before giving our attention to the question of
independence, and the settlement of the succession,
we shall have to turn once more to his first struggles
for the establishment of power, to the reforms intro-
duced, and generally to the work of regeneration
undertaken by him in every direction.

Invested on July 9th, 1805, with the government
of Egypt, he found his path crossed from the begin-
ning by the jealous animosity of the Powers.
Encouraged by England, the Capitan-Pasha opposed
the new dignitary, and English agents taking the

16 Vide Letter of Lord Palmerston, July 6, 1838. ¢Life of Viscount
Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 270.
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Mamelukes under their special patronage, threatened”
Egypt with an invasion in favour of the Elfy,"”
without in any way taking into account the irre-
concilable hatred of the inhabitants against their
tyrannical persecutors,

The support of the Elfy by England was
sufficient to secure Mehemet Ali the assistance of
France, the French Ambassador at Constantinople
became his zealous supporter, and a new firman re-
instated him against payment of an additional
tribute of half-a-million. But dissatisfied at seeing
Mehemet Ali reconciled with the Porte, England
disembarked, on May 17, 1807, 8000 men under
General Fraser at Alexandria, where our troops re-
mained until September of the same year, the wrath
of Great Britain having by that time been soothed.

Yet Mehemet Ali was far from being at the end
of his troubles, the firm support received by the
Mamelukes had made their attitude one of constant
danger. Menaced in his life and power, he antici-
pated the treachery meditated against him ; but in
judging the terrible retribution dealt on the savage
oppressors of Egypt, it is but fair to do so by the
canons of his own time, place, and people, which
condoned his '™ crime, if crime there were.

It must be admitted that he had recourse to a
horrid expedient for a most desirable end.'”

From this moment the reign of Mehemet Ali

17 < Yigypte, &c., par J. J. Marcel, M. A. Ryme, et M. P. et H., p. 5.
178 ¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,” by E. de Leon, p. 67.
179 ¢ Modern Egyptians,” by E. W. Lane, p. 559.
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begins; the peaceful possessor of ome of the most
fertile countries of the world, he promptly devised
means for repairing the wretched state of the
finances, and he fully realised the advantages which
agriculture and commerce would secure him for
the realisation of his ambitious views. In 1808
he began the great territorial revolution which was
to make him almost the only landed proprietor of
Egypt. He respected in the beginning the Rizdgsin
order not to hurt religious feelings, but even those had
to disappear when later on he undertook personally
the maintenance of all ecclesiastical establishments.
Having substituted himself to the Moultezims,
Mehemet Ali thus came into direct communication
with the Fellah, and made it possible to organise
agriculture by a high-handed introduction of canalisa-
tion. Alone, the difficulties of doing everything
himself induced him to grant concessions for about
200,000 feddans,”® concessions which he forced on
the great and rich of the land, obliging them to culti-
vate, nay, to reclaim waste lands, often at a ruinous
cost, and, in addition, to pay taxes for the questionable
grants in land forced upon them by their master.”
To develop the resources, to improve agriculture,
one thing was wanted, water,”® and his first care
was to devise an efficient system of canalisation,

190 ¢ Apercu général sur "Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, ii. p. 195.

181 The origin of almost every one of the present great territorial fortunes
in Egypt, such as that of the Yeghen family and others, and including the
greater part of the land owned by the reigning family, the descendants of
Mehemet Ali, originated in that first and forced grant.—The Author.

1 « [ richesse de 'Egypte, la mamelle véritable de I"Etat cest I'agri-
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beginning, 1820, the famous Mahmoudieh Canal.'
He knew of no obstacles, the gold of the rich, the
lives of the poor, he took whatever he wanted to
ensure the final success of his schemes. He covered
Egypt, by compulsory labour, with a network of
minor canals, and crowned the work of irrigation by
beginning the gigantic breakwater of the Nile,
which it was left to Ismail to complete.’™

But not satisfied with being the greatest land-
owner, he created a universal monopoly, and claimed
for the Government the exclusive right of buying
from the native growers and selling to foreign
traders at the prices he thought proper ;'* certainly
a most objectionable way of filling the public
exchequer, yet as one of his contemporaries, Prince
Piickler-Muskau remarks very justly, “ one has
only to open David Hume to remember how England
under Henry VIIIL., and even under Elizabeth, had
to groan under exactions not less revolting than
those of Mehemet Ali.” *** He endeavoured to civilise
his country to the best of his judgment, and finding

culture, Tout émane du sol auquel le Nile donne la vie.”—* L’Egypte sous
Méhémet Ali,’ par P. N. Hamont, i. p. 24.

188 «Tn January 1820, Mohamed Ali began with 313,000 Fellahs the
canal between the lake Mareotis and the lake Medieh, taking the water of
the Nile at Atfeh. They had to use their hands, not being supplied with
tools.” —L’Kgypte moderne, par Lucien Davésiés (Revue des Deux
Mondes, Sept. 1835, p. 588).

18 ¢The Khédive’s Egypt,” by E. de Leon, p. 67.

185 ¢ Life of Lord Palmerston, by Lord Dalling, ii. p 258. ¢Apergu
général sur 'Egypte,’ par A. B. Clot Bey, ii. p. 195.

188 ¢« The reckless despotism of the sovereign was just the same at that
time in England as it is now in Egypt.”—‘ Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,’ von
H. Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, i. p. 124 and 203.
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no assistance at home '™ or abroad, he had to create
resources such as the circumstances suggested. His
was the leading spirit, the creative mind, his will
brought order out of disorder, and once master at
home he turned to the Continent, inviting and en-
couraging European immigration.'*

He did for commerce, industry, and art what the
Medicis have done in Tuscany.® The entire con-
struction of the Government is his work ; with a few
exceptions he destroyed all former usages, and intro-
duced a system partly derived from European
models. The army and navy are his creation, so
are the taxation, the regulation of import and export,
the quarantine laws, the manufactories, colleges, and
the ministry.'® Greater equity in the administration
of justice was his work ; he fettered fanaticism, and
exercised more tolerance than is found in many
Christian states ; and last, but not least, he founded
the system of schools and education, of which not
the smallest conception had existed in the East for
hundreds of years.'

Yet after such great deeds he was proscribed by
European interests, as the dreaded Corsican had been
before him, but with much less reason, and there is a

187 Nothing corroborates Marmont’s assertion that “ Mehemet Ali had
the assistance of a compact and homogenous population.”—* The present
state of the Turkish Empire, by Marshal Marmont, Duc de Raguse,
translamd by Colonel Sir F. Smith, p. 126.

8 ¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,” by E. de Leon, p. 68.

19 ¢ /Koypte sous Méhémet Ali,” par Thédénat Duvent, p. 36.
. 1% ¢ Foypt,’ by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 177.

191 ¢« FEoypt under Mehemet Ali, by Prince Piickler-Muskau, translated
by H. Evans Lloyd, i. p. xv.
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deal of truth in the prophecy of one of his contem-
poraries, that he was only working for Europe,
which would become the heir to all he was doing.*
Unfortunately the Porte did not leave him the time
to devote himself entirely to home policy ; he fre-
quently lamented the misfortune of his differences
with the Sultan, and he was looking in vain to
Europe to put an end to the wanton hampering of
his work, which had aroused the envy of his
suzerain ;' and those who knew him best ridicule
the current saying that he wanted to dethrone the
Sultan.'**

The origin of a renewed rupture with Turkey is
to be traced to the unsuccessful campaign of 1825
against the Greeks* and due solely to the hatred
and rancour of Khosrew Pasha, who had never
forgotten the treatment experienced at the hands of
Mchemet Aliin 1805, when the latter ousted him
from his governorship. The great favourite of
Mahmoud, Khosrew poisoned the Sultan’s mind
against his powerful vassal, and when his master
entrusted him with the supreme command of the

W «Qu’il éléve des manufactures et des instituts scientifiques, qu’il
creuse des ports et des canaux, qu'il coupe I'isthme de Suez, le satrape ne
travaille pas pour rien. L’Europe chrétienne s’approche, qui se portera
Théritidre de tout cela.”—*¢Des relations extérieures de la France,’ par
L. de Carné (Revue des Deux Mondes, ii., Oct. 1835, p. 513 et seq.).

13 «The Sultan hates Mehemet Ali with an intense hatred ; and any
one who said that he should not be subdued, and could not be subdued,
would probably lose not only his Sublime Highness’s favour, but his own
head.”—Letter of H. L. Bulwer to Lord Palmerston, July 80, 1838. ¢ Life
of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 275.

14 ¢ Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,” von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, i.

202.

" 195 ¢ Mehmed Ali,” von Grafen von Prokesch-Osten, p. 5.
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fleet and forces despatched against the Greeks, he
not only neglected supporting Ibrahim and the
Egyptian contingent, but did whatever he could to
provoke their destruction. The consequence was
that Mehemet Ali declared, in 1826, his intention of
recalling his son and his troops. Moreover the Pasha
of 8. Jean d’Acre, instigated by the English,*
refused to allow Egyptian products to pass through
his Pashalic to Mesopotamia. The exile of Khosrew
soothed Mehemet Ali’s just complaints in that
direction, and it is beyond doubt that he brought
even considerable sacrifices to assist the Sultan and
to strengthen Mahmoud’s authority in Arabia and
Syria. In fact it was more in the interest of the
Sultan and the Empire, than in-his own, that he
first claimed the government of a country he had
de novo subjected to Turkey’s rule. He knew the
utter corruption of the Pashas, their incompetence to
organise, their habit of ruining the provinces con-
fided to their care, and he often dwelt on the facility
and the many means at the disposal of the Porte to
turn Turkey into a flourishing and powerful
empire.’’

Khosrew Pasha's return from exile was the signal
for renewed vexations, and he secretly encouraged
Abdullah Pasha, the governor of St. Jean d’Acre, in
his persistent enmity against Mehemet Ali. Not-
withstanding repeated applications no redress could
be obtained ; year after year Mehemet Ali pointed

196 ¢Mehmed Ali,’ von Grafen von Prokesch-Osten, p. 9.
97 Ibid., p. 15.
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out that he should be obliged to enforce his rights
with the sword, until at last he despatched 20,000
men to Syria ; but even before doing so he renewed
to the Sultan the assurances of his devotion, and
begged to be entrusted with the governorship of
Syria, volunteering to pay all the arrears of tribute
due from that province, in addition to a present of
four million Spanish dollars. ™

Not in the position to look upon the oocupatlon of
Syria as a casus belli, the Sultan- ordered both
Pashas to lay their case before the Porte, and invited
Mehemet Ali to recall his troops. Possibly an
understanding might have been effected had the
Powers been united in their advice at Constantinople,
but especially England underrated the strength of
the Viceroy, and Lord Palmerston would only see in
Mehemet Ali an ambitious vassal eager to take
Mahmoud’s place.” Notwithstanding Mehemet Ali’s
entreaties not to listen to Khosrew’s insinuations,
the Sultan despatched 60,000 men with 160 guns to
chastise the invader, whom he stripped of all his
honours, and even the government of Egypt.

Already the Pasha of Acre had been sent a
prisoner to Alexandria, and though victorious,
Mehemet Ali made new proposals for a peaceful
settlement, but Khosrew declined to listen to reason,
and then, but only then, he ordered his son to take
up the glove thrown him by his suzerain.

The battle of Konié¢h was the result: the victory

108 ¢ Mehmed Ah, von Grafen von Prokesch-Osten, p. 17.

100 Ty
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of Christmas Day, 1832, opened to Ibrahim the
gates of Constantinople.® But far from availing
himself of the advantages gained, Mehemet Ali
stopped short, and making new peaceful overtures,
declared “that.he did not want the break-up of the
Empire, and wished to remain the faithful servant
of the Sultan.”?' Left alone, Mahmoud and
Mehemet Ali would have settled their differences,™*
but the Powers took upon themselves to intervene,
and diplomacy widened once more the gap between
~ the two, The offer of the Emperor Nicholas to
support the Sultan, the appearance of a Russian
fleet in the Bosphorus, united the otherwise divergent
Cabinets of London and Paris in a joint naval
demonstration. The Sultan, already shaken in his
faith, took umbrage at the threatening conflict of
foreign interests in Turkish waters, he prohibited
the passage of the Dardanelles, and rather than
yield on that point gave way to the moderate
demands of Mehemet Ali, who at once recalled
Ibrahim. It would be doing him an injustice not
to recognise at this place the conciliating spirit that
animated him in all his relations with the Porte.
After destroying the Turkish army and capturing
the Grand Vizir, nothing could have stopped his
advance on Constantinople, nothing the break-up of
the Empire, had such been his intention; he had
therefore every reason bitterly to complain that
after baving recalled his armies, after having

20 ¢« Bgypte, par J. J. Marcel, M. A. Ryme, &c., p. 17.
21 ¢« Mehmed Ali,” von Grafen von Prokesch-Osten, p. 21.
22 See footnote 1", p. 33.
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stretched out the hand of friendship, after having
contented himself with a most modest extension of
power, in fact with concessions indispensable to the
peaceful continuation of his projects, he was, never-
theless, constantly credited by- the Powers with a
secret desire to dethrone the Sultan.® The truth is,
that on the contrary, in this unfortunate conflict,:
Mahmoud had been instigated to provoke a rupture,
and to force upon Mehemet Ali a strife which the
latter seemed most anxious to avoid. In fact the
quasi-independence of Egypt is more due to the
attempt of the Porte and the desire of the Powers to-
destroy Mehemet Ali, than to his own premeditated
initiative.**

We have only to remember his friendly attitude
towards the Sultan Abd-ul-Medjid, and the offer he
made him to abandon Egypt and Syria to his children,
and to devote the rest of his days to the exclusive
service of his young master, in helping him to
reorganise the Empire and to make ** it worthy of its
past.

These views were well known to all the cabinets,
but the interests of Europe,™ the individual interests
of the Powers, overruled once more the large and
humanitarian projects of the man of Cavala. A
regeneration of the Ottoman Empire, a strengthening

203 ¢ Mehmed Ali,’ von Grafen von Prokesch-Osten, p. 49.

24 ¢ Modern Egypt and Thebes,” by Sir Gardner Wilkinson, p. 544. )

206 ¢ Mehmed Ali (aus meinem Tagebuch),” von Grafen Prokesch-Osten,
p- 103 et seq.

26 « The Egypto-Turkish question was a Russo-Anglo-French one.”
—Ibid., p. 132.
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of the sick man, neither suited Russia nor any of
the other patrons of the Porte. Possibly Lord
Palmerston may also not have had confidence in the
friendly protestations of Mehemet Ali, and though
he might not have objected to a Grand Vizir of
Mehemet Ali’s ability,”” a Sultan of his stamp and
energy would hardly have suited his policy.

A man who could have freed Turkey from
Continental patronage, who could have raised the
Ottoman Empire to be again a power, was a common
danger, for the day the Porte no longer needed the
support of the Western Powers against Russian
aggression, the day she would be able to hold her
own, that day she would also be in a position to
strike bargains with the dreaded Muscovite, injurious
to British and French interests. Then there was the
apprehension that in case of a conflict, and of a new
defeat, Russia would, on the strength of the treaty
of Unkiar Skelessi, rush to the assistance of the
Sultan, and monopolise a patronage coveted alike by
all Powers.*®

All these are considerations that may have
prompted Lord Palmerston’s stereotyped opposition
to Mehemet Ali’s aggrandisement.”® But there is

27 «'With one man of ability (M. A.) all things are concentrated, and
one knows where to grasp and to grapple with them. Confusion is more
difficult to deal with.”—Letter of Mr. H. L. Bulwer to Lord Palmerston,
August 28,1838. *Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii.
p. 283. )

28 Tbid., ii. p. 292.

%% «Qur object is a permanent one, viz. to keep the pasha in a state of
obedience and subordination to the Sultan.”—Memo. of the Duke ot
Wellington, April 19, 1830. Despatches of the Duke of Wellington,’
vi. p. 582,
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also another reason, not less interested, yet of a less
lofty nature; that is, the fear of seeing British
commerce impaired by Mehemet Ali’s efforts to esta-
blish manufactories in Egypt, to make his country
independent of foreign imports, and to compete in
Eastern markets with the products of the West.
Though only in their infancy, these endeavours had
called the attention of the commercial world to the
enterprising Viceroy, who thus dared to challenge a
heretofore unquestioned monopoly. Master of both
shores of the Red Sea, Mehemet Ali threatened also
to appropriate the entire coffee trade, and his influence
being already felt in the Persian Gulf, it became
expedient to check it in the bud.”® Lord Auck-
land therefore supported the claims of the East
India Company, which, after having obtained per-
mission of the Imam of Aden to establish a coal depét,
now demanded the formal cession of town and port.™

Small as all these matters may appear, they tend
to show the “dessous des cartes de la grande
politique.” Lord Palmerston’s well-known saying,
“ Les nations n’ont pas de cousins,” is never so true
as when material interests are directly or indirectly
affected.

Yet, as an excuse for a policy dictated by
apparently selfish motives, it must be said that the
patriotism of Lord Palmerston was apprehensive of
French encroachments ** should England draw back

210 ¢ Lettres sur I'Egypte,” par M. Savary, iii. p. 63.

211 ¢ Mehmed Ali,’ von Grafen Prokesch-Osten, p. 82.

212 « T uynderstand that Louis Philippe said to some foreign minister the
other day, that the reason why he protects Mehemet Ali is that France
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from her stand on the integrity of the Ottoman
Empire. The independence of Egypt and the union
of Syria were both an infringement. of a principle
laid down by Europe, less for the sake of Turkey
than for the protection of a balance of power deemed
necessary in the interests of all. Already the con-
quest of Algiers had given a shock to the Mussul-
man world, and the boastful declarations®® of the
French at home and abroad indicated a determination
to extend their influence along the shores of the
Mediterranean under the plea that they were wanted
to organise Egypt.™

The Oriental question has always been the rock
on which Anglo-French alliances have been wrecked,
and though no one dares to dispute Great Britain’s
right to a free and unimpaired access to her Indian
Empire,”® France has done all in her power to rouse
the suspicions of English statesmen by trying to
gain a permanent footing in Egypt, a tendency
Mehemet Ali fully discerned. Nay, he frequently
expressed his justified *° distrust of the French; and

will probably be at war with England before two years are over, and that
then the French will want the co-operation of Mehemet Ali’s fleet in the
Mediterranean. A very friendly speech, if really made.”—Letter of Lord
Palmerston to Lord Granville, Nov. 22, 1839.

3 Qee Lord Palmerston’s letter of Sept. 22, 1840, to Mr. H. L. Bulwer,
speaking of the “bullying” and “ swaggering ” of the French, the “mys-
terious threats” of M. Thiers, &c.—*Life of Viscount Palmerston,’ by
Lord Dalling, ii. p. 327.

214 « Méhémet Ali et ses successeurs préférérent la France pour organiser
YEgypte,” so says a French writer of consummate ability in 1881, and
thus only re-echoes the old story of half a century ago.—La Nouvelle
Revue, July 1881, p. 7.

215 Revue des Deux Mondes, June 1840, xxiii, p. 481.

216 «The Court of the Tuileries, whilst using its utmost exertions to
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never missed an opportunity for expressing his
marked preference for England,” notwithstanding
the opposition he personally encountered in Downing
Street. But instead of availing ourselves of this
kindly disposition, instead of trying ‘to conciliate
his confidence,” as the Duke of Wellington recom-
mended,”® we bullied and exasperated him, and Lord
Palmerston playfully threatened ¢ to chuck him into
the Nile ” if he did not behave himself.

It was exactly the reverse of that policy, recently
proclaimed by Lord Granville,  that Her Majesty’s
Government pursues objects of no selfish character,
and has no interests inconsistent with those of the
Egyptian people.”*® In those days no one had ever
heard of an “Egyptian people,” and much less
cared for the interests of the Fellaheen; the policy
of the Powers was solely dictated by their own con-
venience. '

Had Russia not pressed her aid on the Sultan, and
offered to assist him against Mehemet Alj, it is pos-
sible that we should have refrained from taking the
same line ; it was, however, impossible for England to
leave to Russia the part of champion of the East,and
the one fixed idea of our statesmen was to get rid of
the provisions of the treaty of Unkiar Skelessi. To

bring about a rupture between Mehemet Ali and Great Britain, has been
secretly undermining his authority in Egypt, and taking every practicable
means to precipitate his downfall.”—¢ Egypt and Nubia,’ from 8. L. Burck-
hardt and Lord Lindsay, by J. A. St. John, . 48.

#7 «is Highness received us with every flattering expression of esteem
for our country.”—¢ Narrative of a Journey in Egypt,’ by Th. Legh, M.P.,
P 22. 218 ¢ Despatches of the Duke of Wellington,’ vi. p. 582.

2 Parliamentary Papers, 3258 of 1882, p. 13.
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spoil Russia’s game we had to take the same line,
and we endeavoured to outbid her by denouncing
Mehemet Ali as a rebel, and by volunteering to send
our fleet in support of the Sultan.

In Egypt again it was the French attitude, the
French bolstering up of Mehemet Ali’s schemes, that
confirmed us in our antagonism; in siding with
Russia at Constantinople we thwarted her plans and
weakened her influence ; had we sided with France
at Cairo the result would have been a strengthening
of French influence, and the inauguration of a
dualistic policy such as circumstances forced on us
half a century later, a policy inconsistent with our
mutual interests, and liable to constant friction.
The action of the other Powers was, as it is now, of
an almost platonic nature ; Germany’s voice was still
in abeyance, Italy did not exist, alone Austria took
a direct interest in Ilastern matters. In fact, Prince
Metternich displayed a restless activity behind the
scenes, always on the alert to benefit by the mistakes
of his neighbours, opposed in principle to all con-
cessions, a declared enemy of popular aspirations, of
any rebellious attempt against existing institutions,
against the right Divine of crowned heads ; neverthe-
less, in this instance, though blaming the vassal
for having taken up arms against his suzerain, he
was advocating conciliation, well aware that support
of Constantinople or pressure at Cairo might equally
involve the Powers, and oblige them to support one
side or the other. The Prince believed, as did also
Lord Palmerston, that France wanted to secure

E
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~in Mehemet Ali a future ally; however, Prince
Metternich declined any direct or isolated diplomatic
interference, and was a strong advocate of a main-
tenance of the Concert FEuropéen®™ in a question
affecting the interests of the community. A capital
theory, but as unpractical as most good intentions.

" The note of the Porte of Aug. 22, 1839, addressed
to the Five Powers,™ stirred up somnolent states-
men to more definite action. Few were those who
deprecated an interference and joint pressure of the
Continental cabinets. Amongst them stood foremost
Count Prokesch-Osten, a warm supporter of Mehemet
Ali,” whose cause he eloquently pleaded at Vienna.
He warned Prince Metternich against forcing on
Mehemet Ali unacceptable conditions which either
he, or after his death his son, would be compelled to
upset, a view likewise held by Mr. Bulwer (Lord
Dalling),” and curiously enough equally shared by
the Turkish Ambassador at Vienna, who thought
that any action of the Powers would only render an
understanding more difficult.* But though pro-

20 ¢Mehmed Ali, by Count Prokesch-Osten, p. 37 et seq.

2 Tt contained the request of the Porte: * D’aviser aux moyens de faire
rentrer Mehmed-Ali dans ses devoirs, en le décidant A restituer la flotte
impériale, & renoncer & I'hérédité de la Syrie et & revenir de la demande
inconvenante concernant le changement du Grand-Vigir.” — Circular
Despatch of the Porte of Aug. 22, 1839, to the Five Powers, ¢ Mehmed
Ali, von Grafen Prokesch-Osten, p. 118.

222 See Count Prokesch-Osten’s ¢ Memoir to Prince Metternich,” dated
Sept. 22, 1839.

23 ¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 278 et seq.
and p. 283 ef seq.

2% Afterwards, when too late, Lord Beauvale agreed, that those who had

been against a war and in favour of conciliation “ had been seeing clear.”—
From Count Prokesch-Osten’s Diary, p. 135.
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fessing to desire reconciliation it was exactly what
the Powers did not care for. It was evident that
Mehemet Ali’s genius would have ensured a new
lease of life and power to the Ottoman Empire had
he been allowed to advise the Sultan; they knew full
‘well of his desire to lend a helping hand to his
master ; " his moderation when victorious had amply
proved the deep regard he cherished for the person
of the Sultan, and we have the testimony of Euro-
peans of the highest standing, such as Count
Prokesch-Osten,” Prince Piickler-Muskau,® and
others, which not only refutes the ambitious designs
often attributed to Mehemet Ali, but which bears
witness to his attachment to the Empire, to his often
expressed sorrow at its decline, and his fervent wish
to be instrumental to its regenmeration.™ Nay, it
is perhaps this very clinging to the Sultan as
head of the Mussulman world that chiefly alienated

5 ¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 255.

2% «Jch sah im Hintergrund seines Herzens keinen andern Wunsch als
von dem Sultan nach Constantinopel berufen zu werden, und kein anderes
Ziel als die Wiedergeburt des Tiirkischen Reichs.”—‘Mehmed Ali, von
Grafen von Prokesch-Osten, pp. 15, 48 et seq.

# « Alsich in Aegypten war, konnte ich mich nach seinen so oft wieder-
holten Aeusserungen nur iiberzeugen dass er eben so sehr eine friedliche
Losung durch Europdische Unterstiitzung gewiinscht hiitte, um alle Kraft
seines Genies auf das Wohl seines eigenen Landes zu verwenden. . . Esist
lacherlich zu behaupten Mehemet Ali habe den Sultan entthronen wollen.”
—* Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,’ von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, i. p. 202.

228 « Powerful amongst all, I am bound by a holy law to devote myself,
with all means at my disposal, to the welfare of the Empire and the Sultan,
to support him to the best of my ability, to save them from destruc-
tion.”—Mehmed Ali’s ¢psissima verba. From Count Prokesch-Osten’s
Diary, p. 51.

Contemporaries of Mehemet Ali assured the author that he had frequently
expressed his sorrow at not being able to infuse into the Turkish Govern-
ment the spirit of honest reform which could alone save the Empire.

E 2
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from him the support of at least one Power ™ which
otherwise might have welcomed a split, but which
dreaded the strengthening of Islam.

The concessions which the Sultan had been
obliged to make in respect of Syria, and which he
did make, more to get rid of the interference of the
Powers than out of fear of Mehemet Ali (whose
loyalty he knew to be incapable of laying hand
on Constantinople), were naturally galling to Otto-
man pride. The Sultan could not forget that he had
been humiliated, Khosrew would not forget the past,
and Reschid resented his recent defeat. Though
men of different type, and as staunchly opposed to
each other as two statesmen could be, they united in
one sentiment, rancour against a rival, a victorious
antagonist, whose very generosity seemed to prey on
the Turkish mind and to stimulate renewed hostility.
Listening to their advice and encouraged by the
meddling of the Five Powers, the Sultan forced the
second war on Mehemet Ali, who this time had to
give way, not to Turkish armies, but to the will of
Europe. A match for Turkey, he could not struggle
against the universe. He stood alone; the fussy
support of France had alienated England from him,
and when it came to the test the French left him to
. his fate. He had to content himself with what the
Powers thought fit to let him have.

Even the Emperor Nicholas, staunchest opponent of whatever
flavoured of rebellion, told Count Prokesch-Osten that he would have no
objection to the establishment of an independent Arab empire, which, by

dividing the Mussulman world, might more than counterbalance the danger
accruing from Turkey.
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The possession of Syria,™ so necessary to make
Egypt a homogeneous and compact unit, would have
made him a Power, and regardless of the benefit it
would have conferred on Egypt, and the good it
would have wrought, and had already brought to
Syria, the latter was denied him, and a “scientific
frontier ” devised at the green table.

His complete independence would have allowed
him to make Egypt the equal of other nations; the
antagonism which a loathsome Turkish interference
in his internal affairs was in the habit of kindling,
would have vanished, and in its place the mutual
interests of two Mussulman countries would have
made Mehemet Ali the natural ally of the Sultan **
and his staunch supporter in any future conflict with
Europe. These considerations were quite sufficient
to raise a violent opposition to Egyptian inde-
pendence, and to a settlement of the succession.
Notwithstanding Mehemet Ali’s declaration * that
the interests of his children and family imperiously
called upon him to fix their future state,” ** and

20 «J wrote to Prince Metternich that, in the days of the Mamlouks,
Egypt might have been able to do without Syria, but that the develop-
ment of Egypt under Mehemet Ali required Syria as a port requires the
sea, and a house access by a road.”—¢ Mehmed-Ali,’ by Count Prokesch-
Osten, p. 22.

#1 This, however, was not Lord Palmerston’s opinion, who, on June 8th,
1838, wrote to Lord Granville: “The Cabinet yesterday agreed that it
would not do to let Mehemet Ali declare himself independent, and separate
Egypt and Syria from the Turkish Empire. They see that the conse-
quence of such a declaration on his part must be either immediately or at
no distant time a conflict between him and the Sultan.”—* Life of Viscount
Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 267. '

2 Mehemet Ali said “. .., That he was between two swords, his
family and the great Powers; that the interests of his children and family
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regardless of the plea of Mr. Bulwer ** and others,
“that the Powers would not be able to count on
Mehemet Ali’s content and tranquillity as long as
he had nothing to lose or to bequeath,” the Powers
imposed their will. The governmental press in
England * saw in the extension of Mehemet Ali’s
power a direct threat against English interests in
the Orient and in India. The treaty of Unkiar
Skelessi and Russian patronage at Constantinople
and French tutelage at Cairo, obscured the clear
judgment of our statesmen; all this put together
culminated in the determination to keep Mehemet
Ali in the bondage of Ottoman suzerainty, as the
surest way of perpetuating division, of preventing
Mussulman ascendancy.

imperiously called upon him to fix their future state; that it was “les
larmes aux yeux et le cceur serré ” that he had taken his present resolution,
from which he would not swerve; but that the interests of his family
demanded it . . . . and as he might soon be carried off by death, he could
not any longer delay the settlement of the question.” He then requested
me to inform my Government . . . . of his fixed determination, and that
he would wait a reasonable time for a reply, in the full persuasion and
hope that the British Government would take such measures as would
permit an amicable and satisfactory arrangement of this affair, so as to
Ppreserve peace, at the same time that his (Mehemet Ali’s) independence
should be established and recognised.”—Extract from Despatch from
Colonel P. Campbell to Lord Palmerston, May 25, 1838. ¢Life of Lord
Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 419.

23 « Ag long as Mehemet Ali has nothing certain to lose or to bequeath,
we cannot count upon his content and tranquillity ; but give him the one
and the other, and it is more than probable that in his old age he would
prefer a smaller sum in his pocket to a larger one staked on the great
gambling table of war. Confined to the government of Egypt, also, and
secure of its possession, his attention would be concentrated on peaceful
pursuits,”—Letter of Mr, H. L. Bulwer to Lord Palmerston, July 30, 1838.
¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 277 et seq.

24 ¢« Mehmed Ali,’ by Count Prokesch-Osten, p. 145.
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The convention of July 15, 1840, “ pour la pacifica-
tion du Levant,” as they called it, meted out what
England, Austria, Prussia, and Russia condescended
to grant to Mehemet Ali: Egypt proper for himself
and his descendants, and to him “for life” the ad-
ministration of the Pashalik of Acre. Space does
not admit of going more closely into the shameful
proceedings which curtailed even the provisions of
1840, and by which the interest, the ill-conceived
interest, of Europe crippled the great work of one
of the greatest men of our age.

The fall of St. Jean d’Acre on Nov. 22, 1840, and
the defeat of Ibrahim decided the fate of Syria;
the beginning of 1841 ended the strife by Mehemet
Ali’s acceptance of the conditions imposed on him
by the Four Powers, and which Admiral Stopford
had transmitted in December. They were: return
of the Turkish fleet, evacuation of Syria, and in
exchange “ Egypt as an hereditary fief.” **

That the Powers should have insisted upon the
return of Syria under Turkish rule is certainly a blot
on Continental statesmanship. The immediate con-
sequence could only be the surrender of these
provinces to the miseries of poverty and extortion ;
it was arresting the progress of civilisation, causing
the abandonment of the recent improvements, and
renewing anarchy and confusion.™ Mehemet Ali’s

25 Ree Firman of Investiture of Feb. 13, 1841, also Firman conferring
upon him the government of Nubia, Darfoor, Kordofan, and Senaar.—
¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 431 and 435.

8 ¢The present state of the Turkish Empire,’ by Marshal Marmont,’
p- 129.
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conceptions *' and Ibrahim’s praiseworthy efforts had
rescued these provinces from the reign of terror and
barbarism which had been their normal ¢ondition,*®
into which Europe gratuitously replunged them by
a jealous veto. Events have proved the error **
committed, and the present state of Syria remains a
living reproach ; nay, even Turkish statesmen ** have
been obliged to recognise the good work done by
Ibrahim during his rule, but of which the last traces
have long passed into oblivion. The preceding pages,
in reminding us of the nefarious interference of the
European cabinets, will have given a rough idea of
the difficulties thrown into the way of Mehemet Ali
from all sides.

Disturbed in the peaceful pursuit of regeneration
by the necessity of defending his very existence, it
entailed upon his exchequer the heaviest burden, and
well might his son have exclaimed, “ What would
Egypt be had we not been obliged to sink millions
in suicidal war and strife! ”*' His wars were only
the consequence of the instability ** and uncertainty
of his tenure of office. It was the means of ensuring

=7 ¢ Mehmed Ali,” by Count Prokesch-Osten, p. 41.

28 ¢« The Khedive’s Egypt,” by E. de Leon, p. 347.

29 «Mit Fiirst Metternich and Herrn v. Gentz die Orientalischen
Verhiltnisse hiufig besprechend war ich der warme Vertreter der Meinung,
dass es gegen uns selbst handeln hiesse nicht die Versshnung zwischen
Sultan Mahmoud und seinem michtigen Vasallen unter allen Verhiltnissen
als Frage erster Wichtigkeit zu behandeln.”—¢Mehmed Ali,’ von Grafen
von Prokesch-Osten, p. 15.

%0 Tp speaking one day of Ibrahim, Fuad Pasha said to a friend of the
author, “ Reschid Pasha a changé tout ce qu’lbrahim avait fait en Syrie,
cela a été un malheur pour le pays.”

241 Diary of Count Prokesch-Osten.

%2 ¢ Life of Viscount Palmerston,’ by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 283.
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a peaceful basis, a school that enabled him to train
his people and to teach them discipline.

He has been reproached with having ruined the
country by a reckless expenditure of life and treasure,
by establishing the “state monopoly”** and by
keeping an army in no proportion to the number of
inhabitants.** No doubt Mehemet Ali must have
thought so himself, but there was no other way open
to him to lay the foundation of his work. Figures,
moreover, prove that Egypt has not been a loser, for
when Mehemet Ali undertook the government of
this province the net revenue did not exceed 2000
purses,*® half of which was spent on the pilgrimage
to Mecca, the other half going to Constantinople;
whilst at his death the revenue exceeded three
millions sterling, including the tribute, which had
been increased to 450,0007.%¢

It may be said that the result was arrived at by
additional taxation; it was not so, it was by a judi-
cious increase of the cultivated area.” TUndoubtedly

%3 «The Pasha’s monopoly was a grave error in political economy and
administration ; but it was not a social crime in Egypt. . . . Mehemet
Ali may be said of having inherited the whole of Egypt with slight
exceptions. . . . The Egyptian Government, however, has become so well
aware of this error, that it has relinquished the monopoly, and substituted
a more regular and equitable mode of taxation.”—*¢Egypt and the greai
Suez Canal,” by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 83 ef seq.

M4 « According to Herodot (ii. p. 165, 166), Egypt with 74 millions
inhabitants could raise an army of 410,000 men; according to Diodor,
Sesostris was at the head of 600,000 men ... and Mehemet Ali with
half the number of inhabitants raised as many as 2 and 300,000 men.”—
¢ Das heutige Aegypten,” von H. Stephan, p. 178 et seg.

%5 ¢ Aegypten,” A. von Kremer, ii. p. 3.

6 ¢Dag heutige Aegypten,” von H. Stephan, p. 217.

%7 « Of a total of about 7 million acres, about one-third was cultivated
in the beginning of the century; in 1843 there were 3,856,341 acres
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these results could not have been arrived at by
leaving the cultivation, we had better call it the
canalisation, of the soil to the individual initiative ¢
of the Fellah, and as I mentioned before, Mehemet
Ali had to make the State,*® or rather himself, the
sole landed proprietor in order efficiently to regulate
and to organise the water supply, which, in such a
country as Egypt, could only be secured by com-
pulsory labour.” Though Mehemet Ali studied how
to lighten the burdens of the corvée, undoubtedly
cruel injustices were perpetrated, much harshness
was resorted to, yet it must not be forgotten that the
work of reorganisation which he undertook had been
accomplished in Europe centuries before,” and it

cultivated, whilst the lands suitable for cultivation were estimated at
1,551,000, of which about half were in cultivation by 1869.”—¢ Statistique
de 'igypte,” par E. de Régny, p. 67.

#8 «Foypte et Turquie,’ par F. de Lesseps, p. 6.

%9 «Thig organisation of property, monstrous.as it may seem, has
received in Egypt the sanction of ages, and the acquiescence of the people.
Down to the present day, the state of things is nearly the same. . . .
The Sultan is always looked upon as the legal proprietor of the land, the
Viceroy is the general and hereditary tenant since the Hatti-sherif of 1841.
. . . There is hardly a single real landed proprietor but himself. . . .
This is a very serious consideration, which should not be lost sight of, in
estimating the conduct of the Egyptian Government in recent times. . . .
It is easy to comprehend that between the great and sole proprietor of
such a possession and the . . . poor Fellah, there is room for a multitude
of middlemen, who live at the cost of the prince, as well as that of the
tax-payer.”— Egypte,’ &c., by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 105.

20 And here I may be allowed to mention that even the Suez Canal
owes its existence largely to the corvée, though, when the harm was done,
Prince Napoleon is said (‘L’Egypte et Ismail Pasha,’ par A. Sacré et
L. Outrebon, p. 279) to have generously proclaimed: ¢ Je he veux pas de
corvée’ (speech of Prince Napoleon, Feb, 11, 1864, at the Suez Canal
banquet).—The Author.

#1 «Egypte,’ &c., by Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 106.

22 «Je travail de réorganisation que Méhémet Ali entreprit pour
’Egypte a déja été accompli pour I’Europe pendant les sidcles d’obscurité
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would ‘be unjust to measure him and his people by
an inadequate standard.

It is sheer nonsense to reproach him with the
corvée,™ and with treating people as serfs who
had been so from all recorded time.** They were
children, and he treated them as such,” but he did
everything in his power to elevate them, to free them
from this very serfdlom with which he- has been
reproached. He checked the slave trade as far as
he could, and abolished slavery as far as it was
possible without interfering with the necessities of
the harem.

But to improve the condition of the Fellah, the
education of the masses presented itself as the first
necessity ;¢ and this was one of the chief pre-
occupations, we might say the ‘“hobby” of the
Viceroy.”  The difficulties to overcome were in-

relative du moyen &ge.”—*L’instruction publique en Kgypte,’ par V.
Edouard Dor, p. 28.

%3 Those who know Egypt will agree that even in our days the
corvée is absolutely necessary for public works, otherwise the cleaning of
the canals ‘would simply come to a standstill; left to themselves, the
villages would secure water regardless of their neighbours, in fact at each
other’s expense. That, the work done should be paid for, that the men
should beindemnified for lost time and labour is another question, but they
must be kept to do the work.—~The Author.

%4 <« The people were serfs, and had been serfs from all recorded time.”—
¢Life of Viscount Palmerston,” by Lord Dalling, ii. p. 255. See also
¢ Lettres sur Egypte contemporaine,’ par E. Gellion-Danglar, p. 4.

¢ Ces peuples sont des enfants: il faut les traiter comme des enfants.”
—lbld ., P. 78.

26 ¢« T.a véritable réforme de l'enseignement scolaire commence avec
Méhémet Ali,”. &c.—¢L’instruction publique en Egypte,’ par V. E. Dor,
p- 207.

%7 « He always spoke with the greatest animation of the young, related
what he had done in this direction, and what he intended to do. It is
difficult to believe the good that has been done in so short a time. I have
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numerable ; though he opened schools all over the
country ** parents could not be brought to send
their children, not even with the inducement of
having them clothed and fed at the expense of the
State. Nay, Mehemet Ali decreed that all children
attending school should receive monthly a small
sum in cash, in fact pocket-money, as a sort of bribe,
which has perpetuated itself up to the present day
in all public schools in Egypt. Notwithstanding
that, children had frequently to be brought in chains
to school, and I know of a number of men of mark,*
who owe everything to this compulsory mode of
education. He began by establishing fifty primary
schools in the centres of the various districts, accommo-
dating about 11,000 children.*® The college where
his own sons were brought up numbered 1500 and
was called the School of the Princes; he established
a school of languages, a staff college at Kankah, a
school of medicine at Abou-Zabel, a school of cadets
at Ghizeh, a school of artillery at Tourah, a naval
college at Alexandria, a school of infantry at

seen it with my own eyes, and he must be blind who would deny that
Mehemet Ali has frequently taken upon himself the appearance of brutal
selfishness in order thus to become the benefactor of his people for centuries
to come.”—‘Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,’ von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-
Muskauy, i. p. 205,

28 See ¢ An Account of the Manners and Customs of the Modern Egyp-
tians,” by E. W. Lane, p. 60.

%% To mention one amongst many, I will cite Ali Pasha Moubarek, a
member of the present Cabinet, and one who has done excellent work in
the days of Ismail as Minister of Public Instruction.—The Author.

20 ¢T’instruction publique en Xgypte,” par V. E. Dor, p. 211 et seq.
¢ Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,’ von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau, i.

- onT
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Damietta; besides, every regiment had its primary
school, and he established even a school of military
music.

Notwithstanding that his reforms were, chiefly
in the beginning, of a military nature,”® he fully
understood that civil instruction was the most power-
ful auxiliary of military training; he did not want
to make machines, he wanted to form men, and in
that direction he has done more for Egypt ¢ than
any of its rulers since the days of Saladin,”**

Never at rest, and anxious to emulate Europe,
nothing useful escaped his scrutinising eye.™
“ With admirable talent for organisation, he intro-
duced into one of the most neglected countries of
the world, order and security, those first desiderata
of a civilised state.””*

He caused manufactories, foundries, and arsenals
to spring up, as if by enchantment ; ** he encouraged
commerce, industry, art;*® ‘“he was the nerve,
the heart, the soul of his country,” " and he enriched
his people “with trophies more solid and more rare
than those which had been vulgarised for centuries

%1 «He has established a system of obedience, foundation of regular
order; for the first step to civilisation is to produce submission.”—¢ The
present state of the Turkish Empire,” by Marshal Marmont, Duc de
Raguse; translated by Colonel F. Smith, p. 126. :

%2 ¢ Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,” von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau,
i. p. 5.

.38 ¢"Egypte sous Méhémet Ali,’ par Hamont, ii. p. 195 et seq.

%4 ¢ Egypt, by Prince Piickler-Muskau, translated by H. Evans Lloyd,
i. p. 15.

5 ¢ Instruction publique en Egypte,’ by V. E. Dor, p. 208.

26 ¢ 'Fgypte sous Méhémet Ali,’ par Thédénat-Duvent, p. 93.

7 «Lgypte,” par M. J. J. Marcel, M. A. Ryme, &c., p. 1.
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by conquests.”** He resuscitated “the ancient
glories of the reign of the Pharaohs.” *

But not content with exchanging anarchy for
tranquillity,” laying the germs®" of public instruc-
tion, regulating the administration of justice, abolish-
ing slavery, improving agriculture, creating an
army with the assistance of Soleiman Pasha,” and
calling to life useful institutions of every descrip-
tion,”™ being, so to say, the maker of future genera-
tions, he was far from erecting a Chinese wall around
his creation; on the contrary, all his efforts were
directed towards one aim, to throw down the barriers
which religion, custom, and tradition had thrown up
between the East and the West.

He favoured commerce,” and under his care
export as well as import increased to an enormous
extent, and Egypt became the mart between two
hemispheres,”™ which carried in its train a con-
siderable rise in the value of labour, as well as of all

28 ¢ Mohammed Ali, par Lucien Davésiés (Revue des Deux Mondes,
April 1835, p. 459).

% ¢ Deux mois en Kgypte,’ par C. H. Taglioni, p. 21.

#10 ¢ Manners and Customs of Modern Egyptians,’ by E. Lane, p. 559.—
¢Egypt,’ by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 175 et seg.

71 ¢«Egypte actuelle, etc.,’ par A. Guillemin, pp. 8, 32.

712 Soleiman Pasha (the French Colonel Séves) father-in-law of Cherif
Pasha, was the “ Field-marshal von Roon ” of Mehemet Ali, and to him was
due the splendid organisation of a well disciplined, well armed, and highly
efficient army, of which, alas, nothing is left in the present days but the
record of glorious achievements.—The Author.

#8 « Nature had made Egypt agricultural, Mehemet Ali determined she
should be manufacturing too I"—¢The Khedive’s Egypt,” by E.de Leon, p. 69.

214 ¢« Den Handel mit Europa hat er nicht nur belebt sondern neuge-
schaffen,”—¢ Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,” von Heinrich, Fiirst Packler-
Muskau, i. p. 4.

75 « | Baypte sous Méhémet Ali,’ par Thédénat-Duvent, p. 187.
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commercial products,” so that the Fellah had never
been better off.*" .

He patronised immigration on a large scale, and
attracted Europeans—often at a ruinous cost **—to
assist him in his work, and to train the natives,
whilst on the other hand he sent hundreds to. Europe,
and established in 1826 the Egyptian Mission in
Paris,™ where most of the leading men of the day
have been educated” Nothing was left undone to
promote the development and regeneration of his
‘country, but though one of those born rulers of men
who achieve power and hold it by their own force of
will,*! he could notdo the impossible. To transform
his people and to shape them into useful instruments
generations were required, and many of his creations
collapsed for want of men* Nevertheless he

718 « From 1827 to 1841-2 wages increased from 20 fodda to 2 piasters
per labourer, from 1 piaster to 4 for a bricklayer, from 4 to 9 for a
builder, &c. Cotton more than doubled its value, printed cottons rose from
4 piasters to 12, coffee from 4 piasters to 21, sugar from 2 to 20 piasters,
and most products in a similar proportion, though the daily necessities of
life remained pretty stationary, thus bread only increased from 4 fodda
to 5, rice from 2 piasters 20 fodda to 3 piasters, eggs from 80 for a
piaster to 24 for a piaster, only meat almost trebled in price.”—¢ Modern
Egypt and Thebes,’ by Sir Gardner Wilkinson, i. p. 471.

#17 <The Future of Egypt, by E. Dicey (Nineteenth Century, August
18717, p. 9).

=8 « He delighted in telling me how he had to pay a number of
European adventurers before finding a man who would answer his purpose.
He called this ¢ purchasing his experience.’”—‘ Mehmed Ali;” by Count
Prokesch-Osten, p. 8.

9 ¢«Egypte sous Méhémet Ali,’ par Hamont, ii, p. 182 et seq.

20 Amongst them the Khedive Ismail, Prince Ahmet, Prince Moustapha
Fazil, Prince Halim, Cherif Pasha, Mourad Pasha, Ali Pasha Mou-
barek, &c.

31 ¢ England and Egypt,’ by E. Dicey, p. 51.

23 « Méhémet Ali sait créer, mais il ne sait pas conserver. Dans le
principe on lit sur ses fondations : Quvrage d’'un homme de génie. Puis
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obtained marvellous results, but to accomplish them
he required, as M. de Lesseps remarks so truly, “a
permanent and uncontested power,” complete liberty
of action, and forty years of incessant labour and
efforts directed towards one aim. Nay more, he
would not have accomplished it without the con-
viction that his task would be continued by his
family, and that he was working for posterity.” ***

And yet how long had he to struggle ere the
Powers would yield him this primary condition of
success !

However, his undaunted will carried the day, and
he is surely “a great man” in the highest accep-
tation of the word,”™ and might assuredly, without
the opposition of Europe, have raised the Orient—
the Ottoman world—from its decline.*®

Eminently practical,”® persevering, highly gifted, ™
a consummate politician,® yet kind and good-
natured,” he possessed excellent qualities as an

Méhémet Ali livre ses fondations aux hommes de son pays; les fondations
croulent et on lit: Travail des Turcs.”—* L’Egypte sous Méhémet Ali,
par Hamont, i. p. 435.

% ¢ Boypte et Turquie,’ par F. de Lesseps, p. 14.

%4 « Par sa volonté inébranlable, son énergie et 1'élévation de ses visées,
Méhémet Ali fut un grand homme dans toute I’acception que nous donnons
A ce mot lorsque nous 'appliquons & un souverain.”—¢ L’Instruction pub-
lique en Egypte,’ par V. Edouard Dor, p. 29.

26 Ibid., p. 28.

26 ¢« Marschall Marmont riithmte seinen Geist, praktischen Blick und
Beharrlichkeit.”—‘ Aus dem Tagebuch von Grafen Prokesch-Osten,’ p. 57.

%7 «“The Emperor Nicholas rendered justice to his great qualities and
his talent of organisation.”—1Ibid., p. 53.

8 «1 consider him as one of the most consummate politicians in
Europe.”—¢ Memoirs of Lady Hester Stanhope, iii. p. 65.

% ¢ Ygypte, par M. J. J. Marcel, M. A. Ryme, &c, p. 22.
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individual,® was devoted to his wife, an energetic
and superior woman, whom he treated with the most
profound respect,” and had in more than one way
a strange affinity to Napoleon I.,”* whom the French
love to call his prototype,”™ though to my mind
Mehemet Ali’s achievements™ are relatively far more
meritorious, for unlike Bonaparte, Mehemet Ali
- found neither a country nor men to help him; nay,
totally uneducated, he had even to mould himself,
and it is touching to think how he, the maker of
Egypt, learned at the age of forty-five to read and
write like a schoolboy.”® And this is the man whom
civilised Europe endeavoured to crush and to impede
in his glorious work of redemption !

One of the greatest figures in history, there is none
more apt to inspire the historian,”® and with all his
faults,” and semi-barbarian ways, his genius over-
shadows the hosts of Continental pigmies by right
Divine, of whom so many manage to wreck their
civilised inheritance, whilst he, the parvenu amongst

20 ¢ Modern Egypt,’ &c., by Sir Gardner Wilkinson, ii. p. 555.

21 ¢Egypt, &c., by J. A. St. John, after J. L. Burckhardt and Lord
Lindsay, p. 46.

292 ¢ Aus Mehemet Ali’s Reich,” von Heinrich Fiirst Piickler-Muskau,
i. p. 8. ¢The Khedive's Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 64.

=8 < Fyinements et aventures en Egypte en 1839,” par Scipion Marin, ii.
p. 292. *Histoire de Méhémet Ali,’ par Paul Mouriez, i. p. v.

24 ¢ Recollections of Egypt,’ by the Baroness Menu von Minutoli, p. 214.

26 The slave who taught him to read only died two winters ago at
Cairo, where she was held in great esteem by all the members of the
Khedivial family.—The Author.

26 ¢ History of Mehemet Ali,” par Paul Mouriez, i. p. v.

27 « Mehemet Ali was an exceptional man, both in the evil and the
good he wrought in and upon Egypt, of which the latter predominated.”—
¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 76.

F
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crowned heads, was even expected to create a
nation.” Let those who have better deserved of
their country first cast the stone; posterity ™ will sit
in judgment,® and Mehemet Ali’s work will plead
his cause.*"

28 ¢« Méhémet Ali est un grand homme sans doute, mais il ne lui est
pas donné de créer un peuple.”—¢ Des relations extérieures de la France,’
par L. de Carné (Revue des Deux Mondes, Oct. 1, 1835, iv. p. 518).

% « What Mehemet Ali did in and for Egypt has passed into history
« « « « the hand of the mighty master is still to be seen in the traces it has
left.”—The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 67.

%0 « Futurity will do full justice to Mehemet Ali’s mighty influence on
the commencing regeneration of the East.”—¢Egypt under Mehemet Ali,’
by Prince Piickler-Muskau, i. p. 103.

%t Al Koran, cap. xvi.
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III.

ISMAIL.

THE reign of Ismail can be summed up in three
sentences—great projects, great results, and great
expenditure. On his accession he found nothing but
the ruins of Mehemet Ali’s work, everything had to
be commenced afresh, and new life infused into the
great undertakings of the founder of his dynasty.
His father Ibrahim, one of the most attractive figures
of his time, brave, upright, clever, just, had flashed
through Egypt like a shining meteor. Having
proved himself in Syria, not only a first-rate soldier,
but a most able administrator,*” his coming to power
was full of promise, but he only reigned two months.
His memory is untarnished, and his name ever
pronounced with pride and veneration.**® -

%3 « His warrior son Ibrahim, who swept like a flame through Syria and
Arabia, was the sword-hand of his father. His military genius was his
_chief characteristic, and the record of his battles the record of his life.
The pious care of his son, the present Khedive, has erected a fitting monu-
ment to his memory in the spirited equestrian bronze statue which he has
caused to be placed at Cairo.”—*The Khedive’'s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon,
p- 76.

%8 His son erected a grand statue to his father on one of the public
places in Cairo, and one of the feats by which Arabi & Co. will perpetuate
their memory is that of having thrown it from its socket and destroyed
it.—The Author.

F 2
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Abbas Pasha may be said to have had order, and
he died without debts, the only good point of his
reign. He treated Egypt like a conquered province ;
a tyrant, and hard with the people, yet his well-
regulated administration eased their burden. The
army numbered 80,000 men, without counting 20,000
Bashi-Bazouks. Nothing was wanting, artillery,
cavalry, equipment, all was in the best order, and
yet there was no deficit in the Budget.

Not satisfied with the working of the schools**
established by Mehemet Ali, he suppressed them all,
founding in their place the ¢ Mafroussa,” a nursery
intended to train officers for the army. Though
sometimes very odd,*® he was not devoid of common
sense,”® yet as a rule too absorbed by his love of
pleasure to give much thought to other things. He
hated foreigners, avoided the society of natives, shut
himself up from the world, and died as miserably as
he had lived.

Said Pasha was exactly the reverse. He was as

304 ¢ On his accession, he had the original idea of a general examination
of teachers and pupils, which took place in his presence at Abou-Zabel ;
the result was disastrous for both masters and boys, and Abbas decreed
the immediate closing of all schools.”—* Instruction publique en Egypte,
par V. E. Dor, p. 214.

35 «<¢You are always troubling me about your  barrage,”’ said Abbas,
‘and an idea has struck me. Those great masses of stone, the Pyramids,
are standing there useless. Why not take the stone from them to do the
work ? Is it not a good idea ?’ ”—¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon,
p. 263.

36 One day that Hassan Pasha Monasterli, his Prime minister, implored
him to sign a decree prohibiting the sale of hatchich, Abbas demurred,
saying, “ The people must take something to amuse themselves. If I
suppress hatchich they will buy rakki from the Greeks, who will put
revolutionary ideas in their heads. Hatchich stupefies, rakki does the
reverse.”—The Author.
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fond of show and extravagance™ as Abbas had been
of order. A capricious autocrat, he suppressed the
Council of Ministers. He wanted to be and to do
everything himself, and though his first ideas were
generally good, he was wanting in system. The
army was his hobby; he was constantly making .
changes, having one day 50,000 men, and the next
perhaps only half that number, following in every-
thing the impulse of the moment. Very sociable,
loving especially the society of foreigners, quick,
witty,® an agreeable conversationalist, he was
brave*® though wanting in moral courage®°; very
generous,™ well disposed to his family, to whom he
restored their estates confiscated by Abbas. He was
not a patron of public instruction,”? but kind to the
people,®® and he will be remembered by the abolition

%7 He paid for the decoration of one of the reception-rooms at the palace
of Abdin the enormous sum of ten million francs, and had so little sense
of the worth of the money that, when Mr, Bravais complained one day that
a certain estimate in Italian lire had been taken too low, he simply replied,
“Well, put it in English livres,” and it was done.—The Author.

%8 When in London during the Exhibition, the weather had not favoured
his stay. However, one day walking in the Exhibition buildings, he
noticed a ray of sun forcing its way through the glass roof, and turning to
Zulficar Pasha who accompanied him, he said, “ You see the sun is so rare
in this country that they are exhibiting it.”—The Author.

39 «S8aid was a bold, frank, fearless, and reckless man, fond of foreign'
society, speaking French like a Parisian, and enjoying, of all things, the
witty turns of which that language is capable; himself a wit of no mean
calibre,”—¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 85.

310 He trembled whenever he saw Sabatier, the French Consul-General,
and he openly confessed that he could not help it.—The Author.

1t ¢ Koypte et Ismail Pacha,’ par A. Sacré et L. Outrebon, p. 21.

32 One day, when his old tutor, Koenig Bey, implored him to reopen
the schools suppressed by Abbas, Said replied, “ Why open the eyes of the
people, they will only be more difficult to rule.”—The Author.

318 «§ A, le Vice-roi aime son peuple, ces hommes patients et laborieux,
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of some of the most grinding monopolies ;™ in fact,
he introduced the present taxation in room of the
mongpole and the tithe™ A drill-sergeant in an
Oriental garb, a tyrant with all the seductions of a
man of the world, he united the virtues and faults of
the East and West.

To him belongs, however, the doubtful merit ¢ of
having contracted the first*’ Egyptian loan,”® one of
the consequences of his commitments®® to the Suez
Canal Company. '

He left to his successor a debt of 10,000,000..,** a

de serfs qu’ils étaient naguére, Mohammed Said s’efforce de les élever &
la dignité dhommes.”—* Lettres, etc., de Ferdinand de Lesseps,’ p. 162.

314 ¢ Egypt,” by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 178.

3 ¢Egypt and the great Suez Canal, by J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire,
Pp- 86 and 106. Vide also T¥mes, March 27, 1857,

316 « At my last interview with him, he expressed deep regret that he
had saddled his country with a public loan and a public debt.”—¢ The
Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 101.

317 «Qqid eut le tort de ré-introduire les Européens, et de se laisser voler
par eux, de faire le premier emprunt . . . . d’écouter M. de Lesseps,” &c.
—*L’Egypte et I’Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,” p. 99.

318 «Ipn 1862 Said concluded the first public loan in London, with Friih-
ling and Goschen (in room of two private loans made previously in Paris),
the amount being 3,292,800l at 7 per cent., and 1 per cent. amortisation,
but realising only 24 millions, a dead loss of 800,000. (which at 8 per
cent. represents a payment of 64,000l a year for money never seen).”—
< L’Egypte et 'Europe, par un ancien juge mixte, p. 151. Vide also
¢ Egypt as It Is,’ by J. C. M‘Coan, p. 92.

319 «The first Egyptian foreign loan was negociated in 1862, when the
commitments of Said Pasha to the Suez Canal Company, amounting to
nearly 4,000,000, and the pressure of a heavy floating debt, compelled him
to imitate the example of the Porte.”—¢The Finances of Egypt’(W.
Ridgway, 1874), p. 4.

30 «When Said Pasha died, in 1863, the foreign debt of the coun-
try was only 3,000,000..” (but his debts amounted to over three times
that sum.— The Author). —¢The Financial Position of Egypt,’ by
R.H.L,p 1.
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rotten administration, great disorder, and, in addition,
that, for Egypt, disastrous ** Suez Canal concession,™
with all its ruinous obligations,™ which that great
charmer M. de Lesseps had got him to sign without
ever having read it, as I was assured by one of his
own Ministers.

The greatest discontent existed from one end of the
country to the other.

On succeeding to his uncle, an almost crushing®
task awaited Ismail Pasha, and we shall see whether
Egypt has benefited by the reign of him called “le
grand dilapidateur.” ‘

In the days of Said he had wisely kept in the
background,”™ occupying himself with agriculture,
and the administration of his extensive properties,™
and he only began to give his attention to the
question of reform® when the death of his
brother Ahmed made him heir-presumptive. After

821 «8aid Pasha had irretrievably committed the Government to . . . .
that for Egypt disastrous concession, with its mischievous obligations,”—
¢ Egypt a8 It Is,’ by J. C. M‘Coan, p. 89.

83 ¢ The Great Canal at Suez,’ by Percy FitzGerald, p. 22. ¢ L’Egypte
et I’'Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’ p. 99. ¢The Khedive’s Egypt,’
by E. de Leon, p. 98.

88 All Said contributed towards the preliminary expenses was 100,0001.,
leaving to Ismail the burden of millions to come.—The Author.

8% «La tache du Vice-roi demeure immense et presque accablante.”
—*Lettres sur I'Egypte,’ par J. Barthélémy St. Hilaire, p. 103.

3% ¢The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 157.

On his accession Ismail Pasha had an income of 160,0007. a year in
land, no debts and no mortgages on any of his extensive properties—so
the author has been told by several of his ministers.

87 During many months Mr. Pini, one of the leading lawyers, spent
daily several hours with Ismail Pasha, in order to initiate him into the
working of Continental law codes.—The Author.
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his accession he attempted to do on a great scale
what on a small one he had effected on his pro-
perties.®®

Everything had to be created,” and in summing
up the results obtained during seventeen years of
restless activity, in putting to his credit the great
things he has done, posterity will judge with less
severity the enormous deficit which Europe has
helped him to pile up.*

Foremost amongst the achievements of his reign
stands :—

1. The settlement of the succession and the esta-
blishment of primogeniture.*

2. Next to it, autonomy*® and administrative
reforms.*®

%8 « Depuis qu’lsmail Pacha gouverne 'Egypte il a fait pour elle en
grand, ce qu’il avait fait sur une petite échelle pour ses domaines.
L’agriculture, 'industrie, le commerce se sont développés dans de larges
proportions, protégés par une puissante volonté, qui n’a reculé ni devant
les sacrifices ni devant les obstacles . . . et si l'on quitte le terrain des
réformes matérielles pour entrer sur celui des réformes politiques, on
trouvera un progrds aussi considérable.”—¢ Deux mois en Egypte,’ par
Ch. Taglioni, p. 22.

9 «Tout est & créer,” etc.— Lettres sur U'Egypte,’ par J. Barthélémy
St. Hilaire, p. 103.

80 « e contact de ’Europe a été désastreux pour ’Egypte au point de
vue économique, et méme au point de vue moral.”—¢ L’Egypte et I'Europe,
par un ancien juge mixte,’ p. 341.

31 ¢Das heutige Aegypten,’ von H. Stephan, p. 153.

82 ¢« JIsmail’s first step was to remove as far as possible the irksome
control of the Porte.”—¢ Egypt,’ by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 179.

338 «He began a series of reforms such as no previous governor of
Egypt ever contemplated. He re-established and improved the adminis-
trative system organised by Mehemet Ali, which had fallen into decay
under Abbas’ indolent rule; he caused a thorough remodelling of the
customs systems; . . . in 1865 he bought the Egyptian post office,
and placed it under the direction, with full powers, of an official
from St. Martin’s-le-Grand.” —¢ Egypt,” by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 179

ot con
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3. Judicial reform,** and equality of all before
the civil law.

4. Public instruction.®*

5. Abolition of slavery.®®

6. Ministerial responsibility and Chamber of
Notables.*

7. Increase of the resources of the country by
means of the development of agriculture and public
works,*®

8. Extension of territory.**

9. And lastly, a great feat negative for Egypt,*
but priceless for the world at large®'—the Suez
Canal, completed, thanks to Ismail’s help and
munificence.*?

The revers de la médaille is the gigantic debt; butin
reproaching the Khedive with his financial disorder,

34 Despatch of Lord Stanley, Oct. 18, 1867.

86 «The educational progress during Ismail’s reign has been truly
remarkable, and would be considered so in every country of the globe.”—
¢ The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 160.

336 His Highness the Khedive Ismail to the Minister of the Interior,
Aug. 23, 1877.

7 Vide ‘Das Aegypten, von H. Stephan, p. 170. Vide also ‘La
Question 'Egyptienne,’ 1881, p. 31.

38 «Of the enormous increase of the aggregate wealth of the country
there can be no doubt.”—Lecture of Sir Bartle Frere at the Edinburgh
Philosophical Institution, Jan. 5, 1874.

3% ¢<The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 342.

0 « (est 'Egypte qui a payé les frais de la construction du Canal, ou &
peu pres.”—* L’Egypte et I'Europe, par un ancien juge mixte, p. 46.
Vide also ¢ Egyptian Finance,” by M. G. Mulhall (Contemporary Review,
Oct. 1882, p. 530).

341 « A gcheme which, on the face of it, is beneficial to mankind.”—
Speech of the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, House of Commons, June 1,
1858.

32 Speech of Prince Napoleon, Feb. 15, 1864. Vide ¢ Lettres, etc., de
Ferdinand de Lesseps,” p. 392.
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one must examine its origin and take into account the
objects he had in view when he threw himself into
the open arms of money-lending Europe.

It is neither fair nor just only to listen to the
woful tale of his creditors, who in truth have little
to complain of,** whilst Egypt—the Fellah—the real
sufferers, may complain more of the lender** than of
Ismail. ‘

At any rate the Khedive has done whatever was
in his power to atone for his own mistakes., He has
given up his private property,*® and even his
throne,** to facilitate a liquidation. To save the
dynasty, to ensure the succession to Tewfik, and to
preserve for Egypt the goodwill of exacting
Europe,® he did whatever he was asked to do,
and sacrificed himself without a moment’s hesitation.

But before driving His Highness to so desperate a
step, the international liquidators ought to have con-
sidered whether an Eastern country can do without
the prestige of the master, and whether the financial
genius of the Occident could replace the authority of
¢« Effendina.”

3 ¢ Bgypt, by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 183.

344 « T histoire des finances européo-égyptiennes sous Ismail est scanda-
leuse. C’était la spoliation organisée du Vice-roi, du pays, des fellahs, par
les emprunts, les avances, les bons du trésor, les exactions au profit des
Européens.”—* L'igypte et I’Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’ p. 341.

%5 ¢ Spoiling the Egyptians,’ by J. Seymour Keay, p. 31.

%6 «T’abdication d’Ismail—ou plutét son renoncement, sans réserve et
sans arridre-pensée, & la couronne qu’il transmettait & son fils ainé—a été
un dernier acte de sacrifice & 'harmonie quil avait toujours eue en vue

d’établir entre I’Europe et 1'Orient.”—‘La Question Egyptienne, 1881,
-
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Events have shown that the liquidation was not
only an iniquity, but also a political blunder.,

The same results might have been obtained by
different means. A settlement of the debt and the
institution of the “ Caisse de la dette publique” did
not necessitate a change of government; administra-
tive reforms could have been introduced without
mediatising the new Khedive ; and a well-balanced
budget required the talents of an accountant, hardly
those of Continental diplomacy.

The gradual amortisation of the debt was simply
a question of time, considering the boundless re-
sources of the country, which only require the steady
development of the beneficial impulse given by
Ismail and fostered by his very prodigality. But
the Powers wanted more, and substituting themselves
for the Khedive, they took the government of Egypt
out of his hands,—with what result recent events
have shown. Financial critics, more or less in-
terested,*® invaded Egypt, and there was no end of
experimentalising, until the work was crowned by
the institution of the Anglo-French Control.** Un-
impeachable as an administrative agency, it has done
much good financially,* but on the other hand the
dualistic interference in the affairs of Egypt is the
cause of the present political disorganisation; how-
ever, we must not anticipate events. '

Ismail’s chief merit is having ensured the suc-

8 ¢ L'Egypte et ’Europe, par un ancien juge mixte, p. 151. Vide
also “Spoiling the Egyptians,” by J. Seymour Keay, p. 8 et seq.

39 ¢ Spoiling the Egyptians,’ by J. Seymour Keay, p. 9.

30 ¢ England and Egypt,’ by E. Dicey, p. 251 et seq.
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cession in tail male; for a country cannot be exposed
to a greater misfortune than being convulsed by the
intrigues of pretenders.® He had to overcome
enormous difficulties ; first, the prejudices of the old
Turkish party, opposed to any alteration of estab-
‘lished usages; secondly, the opposition of the Sultan,
whom the change divested of the means of terror-
ising the occupant of the Khedivial throne, with
threats of a deposition in favour of a “ better paying ”
candidate ; and, thirdly, the very natural efforts of
his brother, Prince Moustapha Fazil, and of his uncle,
Prince Halim, who could hardly be expected to
favour a scheme which deprived them and their
children of hereditary rights, based on Mehemet Ali’s
Firmans, not on “Mussulman” law, as people are
generally made to believe. And, lastly, Ismail had to
conciliate Ali Pasha, whose influence was paramount,
and who had never forgiven the Viceroy the recall
of his troops from Candia.**

During a first visit to Constantinople Ismail’s
overtures had been somewhat coolly received, and all
he had been able to obtain by means of a present of
50,000.. to the Grand Vizir ** was a Hatt, granting
him permission to make certain financial arrange-

361 ¢« Of all the misfortunes in regard to its rulers, to which a country like
Egypt can be subject, none, perhaps, are more formidable than intrigues
and disturbances connected with a disputed succession.”—¢ A Diary in the
East,” by W. H. Russell, p. 69.

362 The fact is, Ali Pasha wanted Ismail to send more troops; whilst the
latter wanted to recall them, and had even received from Constantinople the
order to do so before Ali Pasha ever arrived at Candia. And though, to
suit the convenience of Ali, the Khedive allowed his troops to remain
another month, Ali never forgot what he considered a slight.—The Author.

38 Parliamentary Papers, 2395 of 1879, p. 28.
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ments without first submitting them to the Porte, a
concession most unpalatable to the Divan, as it cur-
tailed the profits of high dignitaries, always ready to
give their consent to any financial folly at a given
price, but which was an undoubted economy, as it
saved Egypt one of the heavy commissions with which
she had been burdened by every consecutive loan.

He, however, succeeded on a second visit in his
chief object. “Les petits cadeaux entretiennent
Pamitié, et les grands l'augmentent.” 900,000.. in
cash,® placed at the feet of His Majesty,* secured a
most favourable reception, and on the 9th of June,
1863, a Firman *¢ altered the succession.

The importance of this change can hardly be over-
rated. It freed Egypt for ever from the intrigues of
pretenders, and it ensured security to the people and
to the Khedivial family ; it amalgamated the interest
of the reigning house with that of the nation; and
in future Egypt had no longer to fear that a Viceroy
would misuse his life tenancy, as he could now con-
sider the accession of his immediate family. A new

8% «Tn order to obtain the alteration of the succession so beneficial for
his country, I have been assured that he had to spend three millions sterling
at Constantinople ; and he is sure to find opportunities for further pay-
ments.”—* Das heutige Aegypten,” von H. Stephan, p. 153.

365 Parliamentary Papers, 2395 of 1879, p. 50.

%6 This firman, after settling the succession in tail male, by order of
primogeniture, and providing for a regency, &c., recognised the complete
autonomy of the Khedive in all internal matters, and gave him the right
to bestow military grades as high as colonel, and civil grades as high
as Bey; it, moreover, authorised him to contract loans without permis-
sion, to enter into commercial or other treaties with foreign Powers, as
long as they did not interfere with the political treaties of the Sublime

Porte, and also empowered him to increase his army and navy.— The
Author.
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horizon opened. The certainty of having to leave a
crown to his descendants became an inducement to
do good in order not to make children suffer for the
bad government of their fathers. Thus Ismail
realised the dream of Mehemet Ali’s life, the great
object for which he had vainly struggled, and which
the short-sightedness of Europe had wantonly frus-
trated; and if Ismail had never done more, this
ought to be sufficient to ensure him the gratitude of
Egypt and of his son. Indeed, no one gained more
by it than Tewfik, who otherwise at his father’s
death would only have been fourth in the order of
succession,™ and whose children would only have
had a very remote chance of ever succeeding.
Strangely enough, it was the Second Princess who
conducted these delicate negotiations with consum-
mate ability at Constantinople, and who, in gaining
her husband’s cause, thus ensured the throne to the
son of the Fourth Princess, the present Khedive.
Princess Djenajar, the Second Princess, is the same
who was refused permission to return to Egypt last
winter, and I confess that I have not seen any one of
standing, from Cherif Pasha downwards, who did
not disapprove of this measure, whilst the princesses
and the harems of the Pashas were fire and flame, as
can well be imagined. It is impossible to know
what may have prompted the Khedive to an act of

¥ According to the old law of succession, Prince Halim, youngest son
of Mehemet Ali, was heir-presumptive to his nephew; next to him
Prince Osmnan, eldest son of Moustapha Fazil ; after him Prince Ibrahim,

son of the Khedive's elder brother Ahmed, and then Tewfik.—The
Author.
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severity, so contrary to his usual kindheartedness;
and considering that there have been no complaints
of intrigues in the seven palaces inhabited by Ismail’s
own mother and the mothers of various younger
brothers and sisters of Tewfik, it stands to reason
that the safety of the State could hardly have been
endangered by an additional establishment, as, in
Oriental fashion, they are all equally devoted to the
head of the family.

And here I cannot omit mentioning the knavery
of Moustapha Pasha Fehmi, one of Arabi’s colleagues,
and at the time Minister for Foreign Affairs. It
appears that a slave brought up with the daughter
of the Second Princess, and treated as one of her own
children, had been married to Moustapha’s brother, to
whom she brought a handsome dower and a capital
position. On hearing of the arrival of Princess
Djenajar her adopted daughter rushed to Alexandria
to greet her. For this monstrous crime Moustapha
obliged his brother to divorce her then and there,
thus leaving his unfortunate young wife perfectly
destitute, and almost friendless; for those who know
the East are well aware that all doors are invariably
closed to one in disgrace at Court.

But we must revert to the Firman of June 9th.
I have mentioned the fabulous sums it has cost
Ismail, and I remember that asking him one day
whether there was not some exaggeration in the
figures, he laconically remarked, “It was not less.”
But to the monetary sacrifices must be added the
humiliations to which he had to submit, and it was,
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according to his own words, recorded in the Times of
Sept. 26th, “only for Tewfik’s sake” that he cringed
for years before the Sultan,and that he sank millions,
which he had to get at any price, and for which he
finally paid with his throne. However, he who
wants the end must not mind the means, and pos-
terity will remember that if Mehemet Ali wrenched
Egypt from the hands of the oppressor, it has been
given to Ismail to crown the work. By the estab-
lishment of primogeniture he laid the foundation of
a stable, and consequently a paternal, government.
Egypt will no longer be at the mercy of family
jealousies, but governed by princes anxious to leave
to their children an inheritance worth having, the
country must benefit even by what mere selfish
interest may prompt its ruler to do.

The second important act of Ismail’s reign is that
of having obtained administrative autonomy, freeing
Egypt once and for ever from the fatal interference
of the Porte in her internal affairs. It had always
been his great object, not to loosen the existing tie,
but to make Egypt the point de contact *® between
Christian and Mussulman civilisation, an impossible
feat as long as progress could be impeded by the all-
absorbing influence of a Sultan-Caliph whose very
existence depends on perpetuating the past. Here
again difficulties without end stood in his way, but.
an hereditary khediviate would have been without
value had the Sultan not relinquished his tutelary
rights. What good could the best meaning ruler

8 ¢ La Question Egyptienne,’ 1881, p. 3.
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have achieved if at every step forward the path could
be barred by the veto of a Suzerain blinded by re-
trograde notions. Sole masters of the destinies of
Egypt, we shall see what use Ismail and Tewfik have
made of their opportunities.

At any rate, whatever may be his faults, by
ensuring primogeniture and autonomy, Ismail has
done enough to rank with the kings whom history
remembers.*®

His powerful and liberal rule has transformed
Egypt; communications, agriculture, commerce,

- industry, public instruction, judicial reform, sciences,
art, all have received a fresh impulse, as if he had
been anxious to make up for lost time, and to obtain
for Egypt a place among civilised nations.

Unfortunately his haste to reach the coveted end
became indirectly the cause of his ruin. ‘Che va piano
vasano,che va sano valontano”; but instead of proceed-
ing by degrees, Ismail went ahead at a pace * which
obliged him frequently to resort to expedients of the
worst kind. ¢ Most able, energetic, with undoubted
administrative talents, an enthusiastic patron of
Western civilisation, he was devoured by an am-
bition ** worthy of the grandson of Mehemet Alj,
and Egypt had in him a ruler superior to any since
the Arab conquest.”** Ismail's great qualities, as

3% Phare & Alexandrie, 26 Mai, 1882,

%0 «In his zeal for rapidly reforming his cities and his people on the
European model, he has gone too far and too fast for his own comfort and
that of his subjects.”—¢The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 170.

%1 « He possesses that sin by which fell the angels—ambition.”—Ibid.,
p. 102.

32 «The reign of Ismail, son of Ibrahim, who succeeded his uncle in

G
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I have said before, were equally his misfortune, and
in judging his exaggerated generosity, his reckless
extravagance, and his utter disregard for money and
the means of procuring it, we must not forget that
he is an Eastern prince and that he cannot be
measured by the standard of Continental parsimony
and order, two things utterly unknown to the Oriental
mind. Moreover, considering himself, what he virtually
was, the freeholder of Egypt, he hypothecated the
land to build a house, out of proportion to his means,
and Europe acting the part of certain building
societies, forced upon him advances, with a view of
appropriating the pledge the moment he could no
longer meet his instalments. A most ingenious pro-
ceeding by which the borrower is certain to collapse.

But before entering on the subject of finance we
must give our attention to the chief reform®® of his
reign, which was the complete divorce of justice from
the administration,** substitution of legality and the

judgment of competent tribunals for the arbitrary
~ system, which the promulgation of Mehemet Ali’s
code of justice had in no way altered as it had never
been applied.*® Law existed in name, not in

1863, promised to be the beginning of a new era for Egypt. A man of
undoubted ability, possessed of unusual energy in administration, fully
appreciative of the importance of Western civilisation, fired with the
ambition proper in the grandson of Mohammed Aly, the ex-Khedive
appeared a ruler such as Egypt has scarcely seen since the Arab conquest.”
—* Egypt,’ by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 178 et seq.
. 38 ¢Egypt,” by Stanley Lane-Poole, p. 179 et segq.

34 ¢« The main principle of the complete divorce of justice from the
administration.”—¢"The Khedive’s Egypt,” by E. de Leon, p. 307.

35 «Le code qui a été promulgué par Méhémet Ali, n’a jamais été mis
en vigueur.”—* Egypte,’ &c., par J. J. Marcel, M. A. Ryme, &c., p. 25.
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fact;*® by the establishment of the mixed tribunals he
wanted to ensure justice for all, to introduce equality
before the law, and to assimilate the status of natives
and foreigners; he wanted to put an end to the
privileged consular jurisdiction, to the capitulations,
and yet preserve their spirit, so as not to deprive
foreigners of the guarantees of justice enjoyed under
the old conventions.* In fact, he aimed at making
the courts of justice alike independent of Govern-
ment and of Consuls. Security of person and of
property was the leading object.

Already in the days of Said Pasha, when through
his brother’s death he became heir-presumptive, he
devoted earnest study to judicial reform,*® and
struck by the injustice of a privileged jurisdiction
for foreigners, he at once realised that a thorough
reform of the existing tribunals would be the first
step towards equality. He bad the vices of the
Egyptian system explained to him, and when he
came to power one of his principal thoughts was how
to remedy the evil, but absorbed during the com-
mencement of his reign by the great questions of
succession and autonomy, it was only in 1867 that
he first broached the subject to the French Cabinet ;
and at the Khedive’s request Nubar Pasha ** suc-

%6 < The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 411.

%7 ¢Consular Jurisdiction in Turkey and Egypt, by J. C. M‘Coan,
" 3‘?.For a long time one of the leading European barristers, Mr. M. Pini,
attended daily on Ismail Pasha to initiate him in the intricate bearings of
Continental codes.—The Author.

39 « Nubar Pasha has been well and favourably known in Europe as an
able statesman for 20 years past. . . . He is an Armenian Christian, and
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ceeded in getting M. de Moustier, the then Minister
of Foreign Affairs, to institute in Paris a commission
composed of MM. Duvergier, Tissot, Max Outrey,
Sandbreuil, and Féraud-Giraud,”™ with a view of
examining the changes proposed by Nubar in his
master’s name.

It was the first step towards the institution of the
mixed tribunals, and though the primary idea is a
very old one,”™ it is but right to say that Ismail was
the first to give it a trial, and that he was greatly
aided by some of his native ministers, such as Cherif,
Riaz, and Nubar ; but foremost to the latter belongs
the chief merit of having carried the judicial

reform, which constitutes the great and crowning
work of his career®™ It may be a matter open
to doubt whether Ismail Pasha fully realised
all the consequences of the change; certainly
desirous of crippling the undue influence with
which the consular courts had invested the foreign
agents, and possibly prepared to see a check
placed on his own absolute power, it can hardly be
supposed that he anticipated the final consequence,

that three viceroys should have retained a man professing and practising
that creed for a series of years speaks volumes both for their liberality and
his own capacity. . . . Gifted with rare conversational powers, and courteous,
almost caressing, in manner and speech, he has a persuasive charm with
which few men are endowed.”—*The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon,
p- 177 et seq.

* 0 <[ Kgypte, par G. de Laleu, p. 21.

31 ¢<The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de Leon, p. 297.

%2 «The initiation of the existing judicial tribunals is due to Nubar
Pasha, who for seven years laboured indefatigably with the foreign Powers
and the Khedive to remove difficulties.”—* The Khedive’s Egypt,’ by E. de

Tann w 2NR



ISMAIYL. 85

yet it is a fact that this “ his own creation destroyed
him,”

Certainly the day will come when the mixed
tribunals, such as instituted in 1875, will have
to be revised; for much as it is desirable to ensure
to the administration of justice a complete and un-
fettered independence, it is contrary to the practice
existing in the most advanced European countries to
allow the courts an encroachment on the sovereignty
of the ruler.”® Yet in Egypt the mixed tribunals
have arrogated to themselves a supreme power
superior to that of the Khedive, and backed by
Europe ™® they enforced the execution of their
judgments against not only the State, but the person
of the sovereign,™ a proceeding which can only
lower the prestige of the ruler ***; and in the case of
Egypt there was the additional drawback (so we are
assured on the authority of one of the judges of this

¥ « An international factor was introduced by the foundation of the
mixed tribunals in 1875, by Ismail Pasha, in substitution for the consular
courts. This, his own creation, destroyed him.”—¢Egypt: political,” &c.,
by Griffin W. Vyse, p. 8.

814 «The reform tribunals, which owe their origin to the life-long
exertions of Nubar Pasha, are now an established fact.”—* England and
Egypt,’ by Edward Dicey, p. 125 ef seq.

s < "Egypte et I'Europe, par un ancien juge mixte, p. 117.

6 <« Things were going from bad to worse, when Germany suddenly
interfered for the first time in the affairs of Egypt, and declared her inten-
tion of upholding at all costs the authority of the international tribunals
by securing the enforcement of certain judgments.”—¢ England and Egypt,’
by E. Dicey, p. 22.

s« 1Egypte et I'Europe, par un ancien juge mixte,’ p. 21.

58 A conflict between the courts and the executive must necessarily
lead to the collapse of one or the other, and as here the courts were
backed by the Powers, the result was fatal to the Khedive.—The
Author.
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very tribunal) “que leur justice a merveilleusement
servi la coalition étrangére qui exploitait le pays.” *"°

But notwithstanding these evident defects insep-
arable from any radical change, undoubted good has
resulted, and no better proof of the superiority of
the mixed tribunals to the native courts could be
found, than the efforts of the population to get their
cases removed from the native courts by any means
at their disposal.

Had not the interior disorders due to Arabi and
the soldiers monopolised the entire energy and time
of ministers, the long contemplated change of the
native administration of justice would by this time
have been effected. Both Chenf Pasha -and Riaz
Pasha, when Prime Ministers, told the author that
as soon as something like order was re-established,
the necessary transformation would be taken in hand
as they fully understood the reluctance of foreigners
to submit to the native courts, as constituted at
present, and of which the following may give a
summary idea, such as was explained to me by one
of the most influential men in Egypt.

“The Moudir,” he said, “is supreme, and as there
is no appeal, people are