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IB HISTORY PAPER 3: EUROPE AND THE MIDDLE EAST

NAPOLEON IN EGYPT

The main historical context for this event is what are referred to as the ‘French Revolutionary Wars’. In more filmic terms, as the scene opens up, the voice over says:

“1798 was a year of turmoil both in the West and the Near East. France was in the midst a revolution with itself and a war with Britain, whilst Egypt was in a state of political anarchy, with the Ottoman powers clinging by their fingernails, and bedouin pirates from the desert dominating the fertile Delta.”

THE FACTORY:

Napoleon left for Egypt in 1798. 

But it was a short stay.

THE FACTORY:

Napoleon’s expeditionary force occupied Egypt for only 3 years, from 1798 until 1801.

HISTORIOGRAPHICAL CLAIM 1:

Historians traditionally say that this invasion marked a change in traditional French ‘foreign policy’. 

Why do they say that?

Because until then the French had tried to protect the Ottoman Empire (only because they wanted to use the Ottoman Empire as a protective wall from the threat of Russia) 

Napoleon’s invasion made it look like they had abandoned their ‘old friend’ and had decided to try to partition the Ottoman Empire.

COUNTER CLAIM 1:

Yapp says that the French had not abandoned the Ottomans. 

He claims that the French invaded Egypt because they thought the Ottomans would like to have their rebellious Mamluk vassals replaced by France. (MAKE SURE YOU UNDERSTAND WHO THE MAMLUKS WERE)

An important TOK point is to be made here. For these two different interpretations of the same event are a part of what is known as the historiography of this famous event. In other words, the history of historians’ opinions about a particular event in history.

SO WHY DID NAPOLEON INVADE EGYPT?

CLAIM 1:

Some historians say that Napoleon wanted to threaten British interests in India. In other words, by being in Egypt the French could: 

(a) command Britain’s overland route to India, and perhaps even begin to turn the Indian Princes against the British, and 

(b) Use Egypt as a base for a French invasion of India. This would mean the British would have to send some of their precious army and navy resources from Europe to the sub-continent in order to protect it.

COUNTER CLAIM 1:

Yapp says that there is no evidence that in 1798-9 Napoleon was thinking about invading Egypt.

Yapp says that in 1798 it was obvious to the French Government that the British could only be defeated through a direct cross-channel invasion. But that Napoleon thought this too dangerous. Unlike the leaders of the French Government, he thought France’s best interests lay in expanding their influence in the Mediterranean. So in order to win them over to his side, he presented his invasion of Egypt as an attack on British interests.

FACTORY:

19 May: 1798 he leaves Toulon.

1st July: He lands at Alexandria.

21st July: Defeats the Mamluks and occupies Cairo.(*)

First Disaster:

2nd August: Nelson destroys the French fleet. (*)

September: Ottomans declare war on France.

January 1799: Triple Alliance formed against between Britain Russia and Ottomans.(*)
The Directory did not want him back in Egypt. 

They said  either (a) stay in Egypt, (b) march on India or 

(c) attack Istanbul.

1799: Bonaparte marches on Syria.

May 1799: he is stopped at Acre.

1799 He returns to Egypt, abandons his army and returns to France. (*)

1801: French possessions in Mediterrannean and in Egypt fall to the British.
(*) 
= 
the four most essential facts to remember about the details of the actual Egyptian campaign.

IMMEDIATE IMPACT/RESULT/CONSEQUENCES 

1.
LOCAL: French invasion weakened the power of the Mamluks, but did not immediately set up a strong government throughout Egypt. Upper Egypt remained in the hands of the Mamluks

2. INTERNATIONAL: One immediate result of his invasion of Egypt changed the relationship between the Great Powers of Europe. For it led to the forming of an alliance between two former enemies in Russia and Ottomans. (The Ottomans knew Russia wanted the Transcaucasia and the Romanian Principalities; The Russians would have preferred to join France and share out the Ottoman empire than defend it with the British.)

SEE BELOW FOR FURTHER DETAILS OF INTERERSTS OF EACH GREAT POWER

3.
GEO-POLITICAL: Another was the loss of all that was gained by the French in the Mediterranean. 

4. LOCAL: POLITICAL Another was after 1803 a contest for power began again between the Ottoman pashas and the Mamluks, one of the factions of whom was lead by an Albanian soldier named Muhammad ‘Ali (1770-1849) who had been sent as part of the Ottoman troops against the French in 1801.

5. LOCAL: POLITICAL A short term consequence was thus the rise of Muhammad Ali

6. LOCAL: SOCIO-ECONOMIC: Rise of Pasha Ali led to the modernization programme.

THE FACTORY:

1807 Ali was recognized as governor of Egypt by the Porte.

1811 March 1st: Massacred the Maluks in Cairo. 

1812: Muhammad Ali was supreme governor throughout Egypt, and began a modernization programme.

PART II

FACTORY

March 1802: The battle at Amiens brought this war to an end (temporarily) by the Treaty of Amiens

Remember that all the great powers are constantly negotiating with each other, trying to establish alliances that are in their own interests. This continued after this treaty.

FACTORY

December 2nd 1805: France wins a decisive victory at Austerlitz. 
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(The Battle of Austerlitrz by Francois Gerrard)

By this victory France acquires possessions on the Dalmatian Coast. This puts France in an advantageous position for negotiating alliances.

But she now has a choice: either use Austria as a buffer against the Russians or the Ottoman Empire?
THE FACTORY


1806: Napoleon negotiates an alliance with the Ottomans against Russia.

Napoleon chose the traditional policy. He said “I do not want to partition the empire of Constantinople.”

He wanted a triple alliance of France, Ottomans and Iran, to protect the French advance into central and eastern Europe.

FACTORY

May 1807: Napoleon’s triple alliance of Ottoman and Iran (against the Russians and British) began.

July 1807: Napoleon makes peace with the Russians at Tilsit, thereby destroying the alliance with Iran and the Ottomans.

May 29 1807: Ottoman alliance abandoned after deposition of Sultan Selim III.

Yapp thinks Napoleon’s eastern campaigns were not serious. He thinks they were diversionary tactics.

Thus he argues that it was not a change in French foreign policy but in the Russian and British reaction to it that brought about ‘the revolution in the Eastern Question’.

MAJOR LONG TERM CONSEQUENCES

Is the effect it had on the so-called Great Powers, Britain, Russia, France, Ottoman Empire, Austrian Empire.

A revolution in ‘the Eastern Question.’

THE POLICIES OF THE OTHER GREAT POWERS IN THE MIDDLE EAST: 

THE RISE OF THE EASTERN QUESTION

(A)  RUSSIAN POLICY IN MIDDLE EAST

1801: Russia annexed Georgia. This brought it into contention with the Ottomans in Asia Minor and Iran.

Russia’s long term aim was to expand Russian territory into Transcaucasia, round the Black Sea, Armenia and across part of Iran to the River Aras.

1806, November: Russia invades the Romanian Principalities. 

Why?

Fear of growth of French influence in Ottoman Empire.(Napoleon’s Egyptian campaign was just one part of this)

Consequence?

Russo-Ottoman war of 1806-12.

A French attack on Russia saved them. However, all of this raised the ambitions for independence of the people of the Principalities as well as the Serbs and Greeks.

(B) BRITISH POLICY IN NEAR EAST.

The most significant change/consequence of French policy was the change it brought about in British policy.

Pitt was relieved Napoleon had gone east and had no fear for India.

It was Henry Dundas, Minister for India, who saw it as a threat to India. He pushed for Nelson to attack napoleon in Egypt. But the British did not replace France in Egypt.

General policy set a precedent for Britain negotiating with governors in the Ottoman Empire and so not only the Porte.

The Russo-Ottoman war of 1806 made Britain take up an alliance with Russia, but only to keep the French in check. Britain had no real interest in the Ottoman Empire or the Mediterranean.

Britain was also trying not to get involved in war in India

Although Britain did make some agreements with territories beyond the Near East, such as Muscat, Iran and Afghanistan, in order to exclude French influence.

But it was not until 1830 onwards that Britain really became involved in the Near East, and in so doing, came to play a huge role.

RESUME

Napoleon’s Egyptian campaign led to the following consequences:

1. POLITICAL: a more intimate political involvement of European powers in Near East.

2. ECONOMIC: supplying the various troops stationed in the area stimulated their economy., especially Egypt.

3. ECONOMIC: French trade with the Levant was destroyed. Britain took over.

4. ECONOMIC: boost to Greek ship owners who carried goods for British trade increasingly after 1774

5. Course of events in Transcaucasianband Romanian Principalities 1806-12 changed by Russian occupation.

6. French and British activities in Egypt paved the way for the rise of Muhammad Ali.

7. Accelerated penetration of Near East by new European ideas – Muslim rulers particularly impressed by disciplined military forces of France.

8. This gave a strong impetus to modernization.

9. Muslims less interested than the Christians (especially Balkan Christians and Greeks) in French ideas of liberty, equality and fraternity.

One way in which the Near East did not change:

For European powers, their interest in Near East was still subsidiary to their interesting Europe.

However for Russia and Britain it was becoming more important.

Control of the straits became even more important to Russia, as did the question of the Balkan Christians and the Transcaucasia.

Britain’s Indian interests emerged as an influence on its foreign policy.

