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FO 371 / 113579 
 

Ralph Stevenson, ambassador in Cairo to Harold Macmillan, Foreign Secretary, 
11 July 1955 
 
Says that he is coming to end of his tour of duty in Cairo and this is a record of his 
impressions of the last five years. On the 1952 overthrow of the King: “It may seem a 
little curious that there was so little reaction among the Egyptian people to the 
King’s abdication and the subsequent disappearance of the monarchy. But to the 
vast majority of the people the form of government is a matter of complete 
indifference. Moreover the dynasty was a foreign one, its members had made no 
serious effort to identify themselves with the people and were generally unpopular, 
even with those elements, mainly of Turkish origin, whose forebears had benefited 
from the regime and might have been expected to react in its favour…  The ferment 
of nationalism, comparatively new in the East, is working here as elsewhere and 
bringing with it stirrings and aspirations towards betterment which, however 
pathetic, half-baked and ill-considered, are encouraging. A start must be made some 
time and it must be a purely Egyptian one. That is the aim of the present youthful 
rulers of the country… On the whole… it is true to say that this government is as 
good as any previous Egyptian government since 1922 and in one respect better 
than any, in that it is trying to do something for the people of Egypt rather than 
merely talk about it. These young men have made many mistakes and they will no 
doubtless make plenty more but they have the courage of their convictions and they 
do not seek their own personal advancement. They deserve, in my view, all the help 
that Great Britain can properly give them… Even the bitterest opponents of the 
regime realize that a chance can only be brought about by force and that would be 
acceptable to fanatics alone, of whom mercifully there are only few”. 
 
 

FO 371 / 118832 
 
Mr. Bromley, Foreign Office, minute, 7 December 1955 
 
“In the attached letter and memorandum Sir H Trevelyan [new ambassador to Egypt] 
addresses himself to the question whether it would be desirable to try to get rid of 
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Colonel Nasser. Sir H.Trevelyan does not think that the point has yet been reached 
when such an attempt should be made…” “There is no evidence that any member of 
the CRC [Council of the Revolutionary Command] is a communist… more inclined to 
the West…” “Sir H Trevelyan does not think that the moment has yet come when we 
should make a serious effort to get rid of Nasser. That means that in his view Nasser 
could be of more value to us that possible alternatives such as another army group 
or the old politicians”. 
 
Evelyn Shuckburgh, Assistant Under-Secretary of the Foreign Office, Note, 8 
December 1955 
 
Refers to the minute cited above. “It is quite evident that we should not take any 
decision to try and get rid of Nasser so long as there remains any possibility of 
securing through him Western construction of Aswan [sic] dam and a negotiation 
with Israel. If both these projects go wrong we shall have to reconsider the matter. 
But as suggested on other papers we ought in conjunction with the Americans to be 
examining ways and means of taking action if it should be forced upon us by 
developments in the next weeks or months”. 
 
Ivone Kirkpatrick, Foreign Office to Foreign Secretary, 12 September 1956 
 
“Sir E Chapman-Andrews reports that the late Saudi Arabian ambassador is now in 
Geneva. He rang up Amr Pasha [former Egyptian ambassador in London] from 
Geneva last night to say that he had just returned from Cairo. There he had found 
considerable underground opposition to Nasser. But the Egyptian resistance 
elements and King Saud were both at one in believing that if we allowed Nasser to 
get away with his Suez Canal coup the consequence would be put an end to the 
Egyptian resistance and to the monarchy in Saudi Arabia. The Ambassador added 
that King Saud was becoming more and more nervous of Nasser’s increasing 
influence and arrogance”. 
 

FO 371 / 118861 
 
Foreign Office brief, 7 January 1956  
 
This is a brief for Evelyn Shuckburgh’s talks with the US later that month. “Nasser is 
avowedly anti-communist and there is no evidence that any of the members of the 
CRC, however wild and extremist at times, are real communists... Unfortunately, the 
neutralist position fits in with the desire of the regime to show that Egypt can stand 
up to the Western powers on equal terms.”  
 
Section entitled: “Would an alternative government offer better hopes?...  A 
government of politicians, such as the Wafd, would be likely to be less cohesive, 
more manageable and correspondingly less effective in opposing British policy in 
the Middle East as a whole”. But it might be more instransigent over Israel. Concludes 
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that “Egyptian cooperation, or at least the absence of Egyptian hostility, is necessary 
to our policy in the Middle East”. But that “an alternative regime made up of 
politicians would probably be less successful in opposing us on other issues such as 
the Bagdad [sic] pact”.   
 
Finally, “so long as there is a reasonable chance that Nasser will help over a 
Palestine settlement and provided he has not gone too far with the Russians it may 
be best to persevere with him for the sake of our primary objective. If he fails us 
over Palestine e should probably be better off with a government of politicians. In 
any case, if he seems to be letting the Russians in too far, any government that 
seems likely to be able t reverse or at least halt that policy would be preferable”. 
 
Humphrey Trevelyan, ambassador, Cairo to Evelyn Shuckburgh, 8 March 1956 
 
“The situation in the Middle East has been entirely changed by the advent of the 
Communists who are using their support of extreme Arab nationalism to undermine 
our interests”. 
 

FO 371 / 118862 
 
J. [Adam].Watson, FO to Trevelyan, Cairo, 22 March 1956, top secret 
 
Notes a paper agreed in Whitehall and that the Foreign Secretary says that “we must 
change our policy towards Egypt”. Britain can no longer work with Nasser, who is 
more committed to the USSR, especially through its recent arms agreement, and he 
may contemplate attacking Israel and becoming stronger in Arab world. New policies 
should include: “Saudi Arabia should be detached from Egypt. This involves 
reinforcing the existing fears of King Saud and his family as to the ambitions of 
revolutionary Egypt. He must be made to realize that Egypt is aiming at the 
overthrow of monarchical institutions in the Arab world and the establishment of a 
Union of Arab states under Egyptian hegemony… A serious attempt should be made 
to establish a Syrian government more friendly to the West and favouring closer 
relations with Iraq. This should be done without prejudice to the independence of 
Syria… Steps should be taken to discredit Egypt in the Sudan and the Persian Gulf”. 
Then mentions considering the possibility of direct action against Egypt. 
 
Adam Watson to Humphrey Trevelyan, 6 April 1956, top secret   
 
Notes that UK policy towards Egypt and the Middle East should be coordinated with 
the US. “As for the general plan for the Middle East, the President has told us that he 
has been giving carefully thought to the problems of the Arab world recently. What 
was needed, in his opinion, was agreement between us for ‘a high class 
Machiavellian plan to achieve a situation in the Middle East favourable to our 
interests’ which could split the Arabs and defeat the aims of our enemies. There 
should be agreement on a general policy for the area and then a more specific plan 
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for each country, to be drawn up by the civil and military [sic] working in close 
conjunction. This would of course be kept most secret. We have informed the 
Americans that we wholeheartedly agree…. We have agreed with the Americans not 
to do anything dramatic about Egypt until the ground has been carefully prepared in 
Saudi Arabia, Syria, Libya, the Sudan and elsewhere”. 
 
Humphrey Trevelyan to Ivone Kirkpatrick, 26 March 1956 
 
This is a response to Watson’s letter of 22 March above. He says he disagrees and that 
these measures will drive Nasser further into the “arms of communism”. Notes also 
the difficulty of detaching Saudi Arabia and changing the government in Syria. 
 
Adam Watson to Humphrey Trevelyan, 15 May 1956 
 
“If we are to preserve our essential positions [sic] in the Middle East, and 
particularly the oil, we must continue and intensify our discreet operations to 
detach other Arab powers from Egypt, and also to weaken Nasser’s ability to 
interfere in other Arab countries…The essence of the problem, as we see it, is that 
Nasser has committed himself to uniting the Arab world and to getting rid of 
‘foreign imperialism’ (including Israel). Since he cannot obtain from the West the 
means of achieving these ambitions, he has been driven to obtain them from 
Russia… It is probably true that Nasser does not trust the Russians, that he intends 
to suppress communism internally in Egypt, and that far from being a willing agent 
of the Kremlin, he would like to preserve his links with both camps”. 
 
 

FO 371 / 118864 
 
Memo by Selwyn Lloyd, Foreign Secretary, for the Cabinet, ‘Egypt’, 20 July 
1956 
 
“Our policy, agreed with the Americans, has been not to adopt an attitude of open 
hostility to Nasser but rather to attempt to keep him guessing about our ultimate 
intentions, while doing what we can to weaken his influence in Egypt and other 
states by covert methods… How long this should continue to be our policy is for 
consideration. The time for a change may come after we have dealt with the Aswan 
dam. But there is no alternative regime in sight in Egypt and such a change will push 
him more firmly in the hands of the Russians and court reprisals against our 
economic interests… It is only in covert methods that we directly attack Nasser”. 
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FO 371 / 118833 
 
Ivone Kirkpatrick, minute, 15 November 1956 
 
“M.Gazier [? Presumably French embassy, London] said that he wished to raise the 
question of an Egyptian regime, if Nasser fell. He understood that we were disposed 
to favour the Wafd. But the French government thought this a mistake. What was 
required was a new Egyptian government based on progressive elements. I said that 
I did not think we differed in our aims. We also would like to see a new democratic 
and progressive government in Egypt. But the important thing was to get rid of 
Nasser and first things must come first. We did not believe there was anyone in the 
progressive camp who could weld the heterogeneous opposition and lead a 
successful coup against Nasser. Only the Wafd could do this. M.Gazier said that he 
thought he understood our position. We were favouring the Wafd, not on any 
ideological ground, but because we regarded them as the only people likely to 
succeed in overthrowing Nasser. I said that was exactly the position”. 
 

 
FO 371 / 118835 

 
Foreign Office to Embassy, Baghdad, 27 December 1956 
 
Contains instructions for the ambassador to convey to Nuri al-Said, prime minister of 
Iraq. “If Nasser falls, I doubt if the situation in Egypt will permit her to play the 
leading role in the Arab world which Nasser intends. The time would then come for 
Iraq to emerge as the leader of the Arabs, a position in which we should like to see 
her’.  
 
British embassy, Paris to Foreign Office, 20 December 1956 
 
Conveying views of French refugees from Egypt. “Most people think that, if Nasser fell 
now, he would probably be replaced by a still more extremist government rather 
than by pro-Western politicians. There has been a good deal of talk of the Moslem 
Brotherhood in this connection”. 
 

 
FO 371 / 118836 

 
T.Garvey, Foreign Office, minute, 14 December 1956 
 
“It is an open question whether the disappearance of Nasser would lead to a 
reversion to old-style party politics, or to the emergence of some regime either 
redder or more Moslem-reactionary than his. If the change came about after a 
prolonged period of economic distress and progressive disintegration of the state, 
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the latter possibility is perhaps more likely”. Says that he has heard nothing to 
suggest that the disappearance of the regime can be expected. 
 

 
FO 371 / 125411 

 
Humphrey Trevelyan to Foreign Office, 31 December 1956 
The regime is “firmly in the saddle”. “Further reports have been received of 
increased Moslem Brotherhood activity… in Alexandria and in Port Said. Sources 
suggest that the Brotherhood lacks leaders and organization but that efforts are 
being made to penetrate the police and army… Numerous reports attest the [sic] 
growth of anti-non-Moslem feeling, and there are indications that sermons have 
been preached in the Mosque against non-Moslem influence in Egypt”. 
 

 
FO 371 / 125416 

 
Foreign Office minute, ‘Some developments in the internal situation in Egypt 
and Nasser’s position’, 30 December 1956 
 
“The Moslem Brotherhood appear to have gained some ground: (a) some of those 
interviewed by Sir Humphrey Trevelyan’s unit feared that a revised Brotherhood 
might succeed Nasser… Refugees arriving in Paris have expressed the view that if 
Nasser fell now, he would probably be replaced by a still more extreme form of 
government and there has been talk of the Brotherhood in this connection”. 
 
 

FO 371 / 125423 
 
T.Brenchley, minute, ‘Egypt: Wafdist plot’, 26 July 1957 
 
On 19 July the Egyptian government announced the discovery of a plot to assassinate 
Nasser by Wafdist former ministers and some former army officers. The plot would 
have replaced Nasser by Mohammed Salah el Din, former Wafdist foreign minister. 
“We can regard this development as moderately heartening. Next best to a plot 
against Nasser that succeeds is a plot that fails. Even the latter shows that the 
former stability of the regime has been shaken”.  
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FO 371 / 125444 
 
Trefor Evans, Foreign Office, 11 March 1957, minute, secret 
 
“There is little or no doubt that British interests in the Middle East would be 
furthered by the disappearance of the Nasser regime. This should be our main 
objective”. 
 
Trefor Evans, minute, 18 March 1957 
 
A minute on “some of the things which I would hope that an eventual successor 
regime would be and do (This is on the assumption that there will be a return to the 
old regime in some form)…” 


