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Abstract:

In the decade following World War Il the United States sought to establish
stability in Egypt in order to achieve its objective of drawing the Middle East into
Western defense system. This matter brought a new degree of US involvement
in the Egyptian internal affairs. Hoping that King Farouk could bring Egypt into
the Western fold and could stabilize the country, the State Department showed
its desire to back his regime. Later, when this proved futile, it discarded the
monarchy in favor of the Free Officers’ movement, which represented itself as
the most influential faction that could play a leading role in the Egyptian political
scene. Lacking experience and organization, the Free Officers, by their turn,
looked for the United States to back their coup. These mutual interests have led
to speculation that there were previous contacts between the Free Officers and
the Americans prior to July coup of 1952. This early relation is a point of heated
debate between scholars and writers. Thus, it is worth pausing to evaluate this
debate and the nature of the evidence, as it has some bearing on the Egyptian
revolution in respect of Nasserism and its origin, .
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After the Second World War, the United States realized that it had o assume a
new and more influential approach in its relations with the Middle East. In the
East-West struggle for glabal supremacy, this area came to be seen essentially
in the contexi of Western defense (CIA FOIA 1951). It became vital for the
security of the United States and its allies that political stability be achieved in
the Middle East and that a basis. for mutual defense of that area and its
resources be established against Soviet expansion (FRUS 1851: 257-64).

Because Egypt was a leader in the region destined to play an important
political role, its ability to influence the attitudes of the Arab states toward the
West, on the Arab-israeli relations and on the communist influence in the area
(CIA FOIA 1953), made Egyptian policy a factor that policy-makers in the State
Department could not ignore. The United States had become obliged to pay a
great deal of attention to the internal situation of this country, as without reliable

and stable Egypt, the United States’ objectives of regional stability and security
would not be fulfilled. ' R v

Anxious to become more involved in Egyptian matters, Secretary of State, Dean
Acheson wisely dppointed Jefferson Caffery -who had a reputation as one of
the most distinguished and formidable members of the US foreign service- as
ambassador_to Egypt (NA RG 59 611.74/9-2750). Caffery’'s posting to Egypt
(after 5 years as ambagsador in Paris) was a mark of the region’s growing Cold
War importance to America and was - challenged the traditional, preeminent
position of Britain in Egypt (Dur 1974). Ambassador Caffery succeeded rapidly
in developing good relationships with King Farouk and the Egyptian politicians.
Hé became a prominent public figure on the Egyptian scene and his political
‘and social actions were constantly reported in the leading Egyptian newspapers
and magazines (Alterman 2002). ' '

By the late forties and the early fifties, most ‘of the rteports of the Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA) and the American Embassy in Cairo were scrutinizing
the deterioration in Egypt's internal political situation due to the corruption and
pévérty, which had bécome more évident in Egyptian society during that time.
Caffery surmised that: “factors of ‘instability in Egypt out balance by far the
factors of stability..........," engendering a very important guestion to the State

‘

Department “What can we do about stability in Egypt?” (NA RG 59 774.00/8-
1351).
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Still hoping that Farouk could be counted on, Acheson formed a committee
under Kermit Roosevelt, the head of the Middle East section in the ClA, to study
the situation in Egypt. The Secretary believed that the Wafd leaders, who were
concerned with “making personal fortunes rather than introducing social
reforms” (NA RG 59 774.00/5-950), and not the king that were responsible for
the instability in Egypt". Acheson hoped that this committee could come up with
some ideas to consolidate king Farouk authority and restore stability. During his
stay in Egypt, Roosevelt tried to induce Farouk to achieve a peaceful revolution
by initiating land reform, but. the king's disinclination to accept Roosevelt's
suggestion dashed the United States’ hope in Farouk (Sayed-Ahmed 1991).

On the other hand, the Cairo riots in-January 1952 created a major watershed in
the Egyptian political life, as neither the Palace nor the Wafd had the ability to
control the uprising. Fears mounted that only local extremist elements might
benefit from the situation (FRUS 1952-54: no.956). The American leadership
energetically sought to look for a new political party who had the power to

handle the situation and to conduct a rational foreign policy in America's interest
(Meyer 1980). T . : :

During this time and after the humiliating defeat of the Egyptian Army in the
1948 Palestine War, the young army officers began to impose themselves on
Egyptian political life (NA RG 59 774.55/9-1450). Eventually known as the Free
Officers, they represented themselves as an independent new force, who was
not either loyal to the king or to the existent political parties. The American
Embassy in Cairo watched them as the most crucial factor in Egyptian internal
affairs (FRUS 1952-54 no.961). The precise nature of the United States’
connection with the Free Officers has been the subject of great deal of
speculation. Over the years, historians and scholars have debated the extent of
the US involvement in the military coup of 1952. This work will argue that the
State Department knew of the Free Officers’ movement, encouraged it prior to

' By the 1940s, popular faith in the Wafd Party had been shaken. Nahhas's willinghess to lead a
government forced upon the King by a British ultimatum in February 1942, the publication
shortly thereafter of Makram Ubayad’s Biack Book, in which he accused Nahhas and members
of his cabinet of cotruption and nepotism, and splits in Wafd leadership tarnished the Wafd's
image. In the time that these incidents created a great stir throughout the country, they cost the
party a growing part of its middle and lower class support; as it lost support, it became more
dependent on the big landlords whose influence took it in an increasingly conservative direction.
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July 1952 and played an imporiant mle in Coﬂgehdaung and nurturing it from the
eailiest hours of the coup

As known, the memoirs of Miles Copland, a former CIA agent, was one of the
main sources which asserted that America was closely involved with the coup.
leaders from early 1952. According to Copland, Roosevelt came to Egypt in
March 1952 with the mission of creating an Egyp’zian Arab leader, who would .
guide the Arabs out of their political and economic morass and hence towards
the West. CGonvinced by Caffery’s assessment that “only the Army could cope
with the deteriorating situation and establish a government with which Western
powers could talk sense” (Copland 1969: 64), Roosevelt held a series of
meetings with the Free Officers (one of thern was attended by their leader -

Colonel Gamal Abdel Nasser), discussing their intentions towards a military

"takeover and promising that America would do nothmg to interfere with their
coup (Copland 1989).

Repudta’tmg Copland's version, V\lﬁbuf Crane Eveland another ex-CiA
operative, contended that the coup had “caught the CIA completely by surprise”
(Eveland 1980: 97). This account is supported by the diplomatic historian Peter

Hahn (Hahn 1991) and Nasser's fnend and conf:dant Mohammed Heikal
(Heikal 1972).

Unfortunately, none of these clalms could be completety substantlated by the
declassified documents, as the CIA was not and. is not in the habit of revealing
its covert operations (Holland 1996). However, there is plenty of evidence that
makes Copland’s account more persuasive. h

in the meeting of the Council of Fore|gn Relations in- December 1951,
Washington was increasingly disposed to view the solution for the Middle East
problems in the creation of a position of Cold-War strength managed by a solid
iddle class nationalists, declaring: “What is really needed ........ is a better
quality of leadership. The Middle East law schools have been unsuccessful in
producing many leaders........ The lower class is down trodden. The solution lies
in a solid middle class” (CFR archives 1951). Who was better to consolidate the
influence -of the Arab middle class than junior officers, such as those who

entered the Egyptian Military Academy in 1936 and showed their resentment at
the political situation after 19487 (Aronson 1986) -
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By going through the State Department archives, it is very obvious that the
United States had paid a great deal of attention to the Egyptian army situation
since 1950. The growing discontent among-the army officers and their
dissatisfaction with Farouk’s leadership was of the most important topics in the
exchange of top secrets reports and correspondence between the State
Department and the American Embassy in Caito. In his meeting with the British
Foreign Minister Eden, Acheson concluded that “Present danger was

frustration on part of young officers who do not like Farouk. ”(Declassnf"ed'
Documents May 1952) i

Also, Laﬁ’ery continued to stress the threat in his diplomatic correspondence
surmising that: “Reocccupation, revolt, revolution may sound like over-emphasis;
they are all visible on the cards in Egypt today” (NA RG 59 774.00/2-2152). He
added that the young officers: “must be watched as a potential source of a coup
d'etat.” (NA RG 59 774.55/9-1150). Accordingly, the United States was
cognizant of the role that could be played by the Free Officers during this stage.

It should be pointed out that some of the Free Officers had received military
training in the United States in the last two years before the coup. Being in
direct contact with the American style of life, many of the Egyptians officers
were inspired by the American image as a supporter of democracy and freedom
throughout the world (Sayed-Ahmed 1991). This paved the way for direct
contact between the Free Officers and the Americans Embassy officials and
military officers. Ali Sabry, the chief of air force intelligence, had good relations
with Col. David Evans, the American air force attaché (Sabry 1992). Aiso, Bill
Lakeland, second secretary and; political officer, became the Free Officers’
liaison with the Embassy in theé months preceding the coup. His youth and
military background allowed him fo easily befriend the young officers, especially
Nasser, who by some coincidence was Lakeland’s neighbor (Aronson 1986). It
would seem- natural that they exchanged information about the likelihood of the
revolution in Egypt and the United States reactions towards it. Undoubtedly,
these contacts produced favorable impressions and helped both sides to predict
their respective goals in the following phase.

According to Khaled Mohiedden, the leftist officer who played a leading role in
the coup, great efforts were made to reassure US officials that the Free Officers’
movement was pro-American. In March 1952 (the same date which Copland
assumed that Roosevelt held his meetings with the Free Officers), Nasser
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insisted that the epithet “Anglo-American fmperialism”, which had appeared in
the Free Officers’ leaflets, be sharpened 1o “British Imperialism” in order to
avoid American infuriation (Mohi EI Din 1992). Nasser knew that he would
require the assistance of a big power io insure the success of his coup. He
looked naturally to the United States, taking advantage of America's
apprehension with the Cold War security measures and with the widespread
perception that there was competitbn between Britain and United States in the
Middle East (Louis 1986). He plausibly tried 1o develop his relations with the
United States before the coup thiough secret channels, might be through

Roosevelt, who according to Heikal “a familiar figure in Cairo before the
revolution.” (Heikal 1986: 64) ‘

As stated by Copland, Roosevelt discussed with Nasser the outline of their
planned military takeover and promised that America would do nothing either to
opbose. or interfere- with their coup. Roosevelt, in his reports to Acheson,
assured- that “it was (not) our coup....... almost totally free of our: influence,
which we could assist only by not opposng it."(Copland 1969: 72) ’

Although the State Department was avare that “the King control over the
military. forces had been shaken” (NA RS 59 774.00/1-1452) and he urgently
needed -equipment to create a private polite army to consolidate his power after
January-riots. (FRUS 1952-54: no. 961), hawever, Farouk received nothing from
the State Department; leaving him at the mercy of the army (Holland 1996). '

In Egypt, the sequence of events moved auickly. Cabinets changed rapidly in
" the spring of 1952 and the advent of the revolution became a-matter of days.
Although the United States saw the danger, they did not move to save Naguib
_el-Hilali's government which was regarded hy Caffery as the last chance: “fo
~ maintain internal security with strong harid” axd “io deal sternly with corruption,
. graft and subversion” (FRUS 1952-54: no.967). In the time that Britain asked for
 their interference to save el-Hilali, the State Department did not believe that:
“The US should involve itself in Egypt domestic political crisis as UK suggested”
(FRUS 1952-54: n0.989). This matier showed that the United States was not
concerned ih sustaining the ancient regime. : -
During the same period, Washington, dispatched Henry Byroade, the Assistant
~ Secretary of State for Near Eastern affairs, to the Middle East to gain
“experience of the local and regional situation. In his report to Acheson .on July
21, Byroade concluded that the time had come: “to make greater use of our
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position in Egypt” (FRUS 1952-54 no. 995). Forty-eight hours, the Free Officers
seized power and overthrew Egypt's monarch. :

Officially, the Americans were the first to learn of the revolt. In the early morning
of July 23, exactly at 3:00 am, Nasser delegated Ali Sabri to Colonel Evans to
convey message to Caffery, who was in Alexandria (Sabry 1992). Given the
experiences of Urabi's crushed uprising in 1882 and of 1942, the officers hoped
to forestall British intervention by reassuring to Caffery that the coup was a
purely internal matter and that the rights and property of the foreigners would be
protected as long as the British refrained from intervening. According to Naguib,
Caffery was: “one of the few foreign diplomats whom we believed that we could
trust” (Naguib 1955), despite of his well-known friendship to Farouk. The
important role the Free Officers assigned the American Ambassador from the
earliest hours of the revolution is indirect evidence that the American response
to the coup was already known to the junta prior to July 23.

From 8 am. onwards, the king was in constant communication with Caffery (NA
RG 59 774.00/7-2352). He repeated eath time that only foreign intervention
could save him and his dynasty (Eden 1960). Finding no response from Caffery,
Farouk asked directly the Commander of British troops in Egypt, Sir Slim, to
occupy Cairo and bomb Alexandria. Slim passed the request to Eden, who by
his turn informed Washington. The United States reply was negative, assuring
that: “It would not countenance foreign-intervention to save the monarchy”
(Naguib 1955: 120). Despite the widespread rumor that the rebellious officers
were communists (Hahn 1991), Acheson warned the British that: “foreign
- intervention would be disastrous’, indicating that: “the army action was purely
- an internal affair.” (NA RG 59 774.00/7-2352). Washington's prompt support to
the coup belied any idea that they had been surprised by the event. On July 24,
the State Department informed the Foreign Office that: ‘they knew everything
about the revolutionary elements and were aware of their _attitudes”
(FO.371/7896878- 1952), a declaration which dashed the claim that the United
‘States largely ignorant of the perpetrators and their aims,

It is doubtful, however, that Washington knew of the exact date of the coup and
the details of the plan decided upon by the officers. Copland himself affirmed
that: “Our Government learmed of the actual coup by reading about.it in the
newspapers the day it happened, following the usual flurry of CIA reports

195



‘Egyptian Journal of
Tourism and Hospitality

indicating that someihing was up but failing to pinpoint the exact time and
movements.” (Copland 1969: 74).

in spite of the fact that the United States was concerned with the King's safety,
as any: harm fo . the royal famiy . might precipitate  British intervention,
Washington was caution to distance itself from Farouk. it renounced the King's
appeal to-supply a warship to transport him out of Egypt despite the availability
of several American vessels near Alexandria (NA RG 59 774.55/7-2552). Later
on, the State Department refused to give Farouk the permission to visit the
United States when he was in his exile at italy (NA RG 59 611 74/7-3052).

Ensuring that abdication of Earouk took place and that the coup was as
peaceful as it was, Caffery escorted Farouk to the port of Alexandria where the
latter embarked on the royal yacht “Mahrousa’ en route to his exile on July 26
(NA RG 59 774.11/7-2652). Heikal curtailed the American's role at this stage,
assuming that it attained only a symbolic significance: “Her representative
(Caffery) was the last man to-see off the remains of the old regime and the first
in contact with the new.” (Heikal 1986: 47). The Soviet was not of the same
mind. Russian intelligence reported that the coup was: “the work of reactionary
officers linked with the USA" which inspired their military. takeover to: “create
conditions. for drawing Egypt into the United States Middle. East Command.”
(Zubok 1995: 459). - e e :

From the outset, the Free Officers made no secret of its political proclivity to the
United States. They assured Caffery in their first ‘meeting the total-anti-
communist nature of the coup and they would consider bringing Egypt into the
‘Middle East Command (NA RG 59’ 774.00/7-2552). The junta spent the next
few weeks trying to woo the:American Ambassador, asking for his political
“guidance and following his ~advices. - They " succeeded - in showing their

_Subs'er\/ieht to the Americans to the extent that Caffery used to call them by “our
boys” (Alterman 2002). - ., )

~ Denying any political ambitions of their own, the Free Officers installed Ali
Maher as prime minister, who resigned after only’ six weeks over a dispute on
land reform, As a result of Caffery’s interference in the formation of the new
‘cabinet, Dr; El-Sanhuri, the junita’s first choice for prime minister, was -excluded
and General Naguib was nominated. Gaffery also vetoed. the appointment of
' Rashad El-Barawi, the architect of land reform, as' a minister whom. he
dismissed as a “commie” (NA RG 59 774.00/9-1052). In addition, the Free
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Officers submitted the agenda of the new cabinet to Caﬂ‘ery before announcing
it publicly (NA RG 59 774.00/9-752). All evidence indicated that the American
Embagsy was the one who run the show behind the Free Officers. The new
Egyptian leaders were caring for keeping the United States abreast of their
steps, seeking for advice and support (Gordon 1992). Hence, it can be said that
the United States had replaced Britain as-the backstairs power in Egypt political
life from the early time of the revolution (Thornhili 2006). ‘

Despite British misgivings, Acheson publicly praised the. Nagmb regime
prociaiming the beginning of a new era of close cooperation between Egypt and
America (Bulletin 1952). Within ten days of his coming to power, Naguib moved
to bolster Egypt's new relation with the United States. A representative of
General Naguib secretly approached the American Embaqsy with a proposal to
cooperate with Washington and to undertake certain commitments, including
participation ‘in the MEDO (Middle East Defence Organization) in return for
military and economic aid (FRUS 1952-54 no.1010).

Such. a move from General Naguib, the head of the ’RCC (Revolutionary
Command Council), instigated the State Department to regard the support of
the Free Officers as essential to sustain the Western orientation of Egypt and
maintain stability and security in the Middie East. On September 30, Acheson
emphasized the importance of supporting and strengthening the Free Officers
regime, and he recommended material as well as moral support of the Egyptian
regime as the best means of achieving the objectives of the United States and
the West vis-a-vis Egypt (FRUS 1952-54 no. 1012).

By the time Caffery and Lakeland established cleose relations with Naguib and
Nasser (Alterman 2002), the CIA was building an Empire behind the RCC. The
CIA officers were soon training a new Egyptian intelligence service (Beisner
20086). They were now dealing with the Egyptian government at almost every
level as well as with the influential Egyptian Press (Eveland 1980).

Accordingly, the American’s influence was remarkable during the formative
years of the Egyptian revolutton The United States did not confine itself for
moral and economic aid? but extended to essential political support. The role
played by Washington in mediating the dispute between the British and the Free

2 In Rebruary 1953, President Bisenhower extended $10 million worth of financial assistance to Egypt
(FRUS 1952-54 1n0.1101).

Y



Egyplian @umai of
Tourism and Hospitality

Officers and in promoting the Egypiian's reasons to the British, in the Anglo-
Egyptian negotiations that led up to 1954 agreement, is a new evidence of the
extent to which Washington adopted the officers and fostered their rule.
America’s quest for stability and the junta’s needs to bolster its authority
produced a strange gymbiotic relationship. Both countries needed each other to
accomplish their respective goals (Holland 1996).

Finally, linking all this together, we can clearly conclude that from the earliest
hours of the Egyptian revolution, the United States had enthusiastically
embraced the Free Officers and offered them great support. This patronage
was a crucial factor in helping them to seize power and fo consolidate their
authority during a period in which they challenged many political consiraints.
Although the coup was an indigenous one, not instigated by Washington, yet
the sequence of events seems to confirm that the State Department knew about
the coup and ftried to exploit it for American interests. Washington's quick
positive response towards the military movement and its concern for making
revolutionary plotting successful belied the allegation that US had been
surprised by the coup and it was ignorant of the identities of those who had
seized the power in Egypt. '

198



Egyptian Journal of
Tourism and H@Spita}iity

References

Primary Sources and Archives:
*NA (The National Archives and Récprds), Washington DC:

General Records of the Department of State (Record Group 58), Confidential U.. S, State
Department Central Files. Egypt, 1950- 1954 [microform): internal affairs, decimal number 774
and foreign affairs, decimal numbers 674 and 611.74, Fredrick, MD: University Publications
of America, 1985: (NA RG 59) ' ’ ‘ A

774.00/5-950. From Paris to the Department of the State, no. 1037 May 9, 1950
774.55/9-1150. Fromi Cairo to the Department of State, September 11, 1950.

774.55/9-1450. From Cairo to the Department of State, September 14, 1950.

774.00/8-131. From Cairo to the Depariment of State, no.335, August 13, 1952. N
774.00/1-1452. From Cairo to the Department of State, “The Dissatisfaction Younger Educéted

Officers” January 14, 1852, 7 7 A ‘ ,

774.00/2-2152, From Cairo to the Department‘of State,'February 21, 1862

774.00/7-2352. From Cairo to the Department of State, July 23, v1952. v
774.00/7-2352. From Secretary of State {Acheson) to the Embassy in London, July 23, 1952,
774.00/7-2552. From Caliro fo the Secrétary'of the:State,,nvo.' 178, July 25, 1952; |
774.55/7-2552. From Cairo to the Department of State, July 25, 1952.

774.11/7-2652. From Cairo to the Secretary of the. State, July 26, 1952.

774.00/9-752. From Cairo to the Secretary of the State, September 7, 1952,

774.00/9+1052. From Cairo to the Secretary of the State, no. 632, September 10, 1952.
611.74/8-2750. From Cairo to the Secretary of the State, September 27, 1950,
611.74/7-3052. From Secretary of Statg (Acheson) to the Embassyv in Cairo, July 30, 1952,

* National Archives of the United Ki.hg’dom. Foreign O'ffice,' General Political Corréspondence,
FO.371/7896878. Egypt and Sudan, from State Department to Foreign Office, July 24, 1952

* CIA FOIA, The Official Freedom of Information Act webstte of the US Central intelligence
Agency: T

National intelligence Estimate: Key Problems Affecting US Efforts to Stréﬁgthé'n the Neak'East,
- published April 25, 1951, S . S

199



Egyptian Journal of
Tourism and Hospitality

National Intelligence Estimate: probable Developments in Egypt, published March 25, 1953.

* GFR archives 1951: Council of Foreign Relations, Study Group on American Policy in the
Middle East, December 11, 1951, CFR Archives, Vol, 42.

* U8 Department of State, Foreign Relations of the United States (FRUS), 7951, the Near
and Middle East, Vol. V, Washington D.C., United States Government Printing Office, 1951,
Draft study by the National Security Council. The Position of United States with Respect to the

General Area of the East Mediterranean and Middle East, Washington, December 27, 1981
257-64.

« 1J§ Department of State, Foreign Relations of the United States (FRUS), 1952- 1954, the
Mear and Middle East, Vol. IX (in two parts), YWashington D.C., United States Government
Printing Office, 1952-1954:

N0.956, the Ambassador in Egypt (Caffery) to the Department of State, Cairo, February 1,
1952-3 pm. '

No.961, the Deputy under Secretary of state (Matthews) to the Secretary of Defense (Lovetl),
Washington, February 23, 1952.

No.967, Memorandum by the Acting Assistant Secretary of State for Near Eastern, South Asian
and African Affairs (Berry) to the Secretary of State, Washington, March 3, 1852,

No.989, the Acting Secretary of State to the Embassy in Egypt, Washington, July 2, 1852-11.05
am. ‘

No. 995, Memorandum by the Assistant Secretary of State for Near Eastern, South Asian and
African Affairs (Byroade) to the Secretary of State, Washington, July 21, 1852.

No.1010, the Ambassador in Egypt (Caffery) to the Department of State, Cairo, September 18,
1952-7 pm. o

No. 1012, the Secretary of State to the Embassy in Egypt, Washington, September 30, 1952~
6:51 pm. .

No.1101, the Secretary of State to the Director for Mutual Security (Stassen), Washington,
February 19, 1853, .

A .

* S Department of State, Bulletin: Press Conference Statement by Acheson, Vol. 27, no. 690,
September 15, 1952. ‘ '

* Declassified Documents May 1952, Secretary Acheson meeting with Foreign Minister Eden,
Department of State. lssue Date May 27, 1952, Date Declassified December 30, 1985,

Bodks and Memoirs:

* Alterman, Jon B. (2002): Egypt and American Foreign Assistance, 1952.1956, Hopes
Dashed, New York, Palgrave Macmillan.

200



el Egyptian Journal of
oo SO Tourism and Hospitality -

* Aronson, G. (1986). From Sidashiow to Center Stage: United States Policy toward Egypt,
1946- 1956. USA, Colorado, Lynne Rienner Publishers.

* Beisner, R. L. (2008). Dean Acheson: a Life in the Cold War. Oxforg University Press,

* Coplarid, Miles (1969). The Game of Nation: the Amorality of Power Politics, New York,
Simon and Schuster.

"o (1989). The Game Player, Confessions of the CiA’s Original Political
Operative, London, Aurum Press, ) ) ) E

* Dur, Philip F. (1974). Caffery of Louisiana: Highlights of his Career, Louisiana History. -

£ Eden, A. (1960). Eull Circle: the Memoirs of the RT, HON, Sir Anthony Eden K.G. London,
Cassell, . : Co i : : :

¥ Eveland, Willbur Crane (1980). Ropes of Sand: America’s’ Failure in the Middie East,
United States of America, W. W. Norton& Company.

* Gordon, J. (1992). Nasser's Blessed Movement: Egypt’s Free Officers and the July
Revolution, Oxforg University Press.

¥ Hahn, P. L. (1991). The United States, Great Britain and Egypt, Strategy and Diplomacy
in the Early Cold War. U.S.A., the University of North Carolina Press, .

* Heikal, M. (1972). Nasser, the Cairo Documents. London, New English Library.
*Holland, M. F. (1996). America and Egypt, from Rooseveit to Eisenhower. U.SA,
Praeger Publishers.

*Louis, W. M. R. (1986). American Anti-Colonialism and the Dissolution of the British Empire in

Wm. Roger Louis and Hedley Bull (ed.) in the Special Relationship, Anglo-American
Relations since 1945. Oxford, Clarendon press, : '

* Meyer, G. E. (1980). Egypt and the United States: The Formative Years. New Jersey,
USA, Associated University Press.

* Mohi El Din, Khaled (1992). Memories of a Revolution: Egypt 1852, Cairo.
“Neguib, M. (1955), Egypt's Destiny. [.ondon.
* Sabry, Aly (1992). Qiraa fi Awraq Aly Sabry, Cairo.

* Sayed-Ahmed, Muhammad Abd el-Wahab (1991). Nasser and American Foreign Policy
1952-19586, Cairo, the American University in Cairo Press.

* Thornhill, M. T. (2006). Road to Suez: the Battle of the Canal Zone. United Kingdom, Sutton
Publishing,

* Zubok, Valdisiav (1985). Soviet Intelligence and the Cold War: The Small Committee of
Information, 1952-53, Diplomatic History.

201



Egyptian Journal of
Tourism and Hospitality

VA0 gdes Bl A sl B A sl Basiall il gl 9

samiall Y ol 3g0n g Opadlite 0 S ) allall Al p Al Lpallall G gall pledil ao
6T e comnal 5 S IS8 s W Gl At dganl ol 3l el (688 A8 e
A Wad gt Bal ) 1S pal caallad @lldly Ao § pagdl dpalall (5 gill (e G (Blaliall
e sl a1 Qi) aae e gl Ay 4 el S ) kil oda L Wasd
aal aal o peee of Aol die plaily Sl 8y e il Jabell lusa M Ll
Jge 5 Sue Cila pliadl g Jau V1 3580 d8kie o b andl LN (e Sy o psilial
e sl (e el dudpall oda il gl $glaag 5 Ailaball (Jg 4 o 135 o pal
A L eme g A ColaaYl ol g e o Ce add o A8 3V Bastall culy
sl b Yl ade s dypusall 5 Sl sl oo O eSS ym el )
Adalal

Ll sV 7 pue o g Ol aYl Blaall 45 e cuia b cclipedd) Ay s
G e g ol e o lSE g dllga g 8 S plE JBS (B Ced 5 Ay peaal
Gome 0 B Jise 5 e s A 0 of oSedl e OIS G e AT Al
ol e Y cillaadll N 55 oy ped (o8 1Sy el il (B ygall IS N85 as)
et Dbl s Al A8De 3 ga LKy 0 SN L 8 V1 sh VA0Y gl gy 5
b sal) a8 o TS Yas el W Jaliil aaf e A8} 020 S 8 5 (0K 5aY1
ad () poal) 380 Jatlh (B ple e QBN e die B g Uy e A 5 el
Ao dmy 5500 o e Aaal) oY) B 1 e Lalaall 4S5 pes (8 18

202




 
 
    
   HistoryItem_V1
   ReversePageOrder
        
     Create a new document
      

        
     1
     1
    
            
       CurrentAVDoc
          

      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus3
     Quite Imposing Plus 3.0c
     Quite Imposing Plus 3
     1
      

   1
  

 HistoryList_V1
 qi2base



