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Abstract

There is no doubt that the study of the subject of the July 1952 revolution is one of
the prominent and important places in the modern and contemporary history of Egypt
and the most complex, especially since that revolution led to the overthrow of the
monarchy in Egypt and its transformation into a republican system of government,
that revolution that was carried out by the Free Officers Organization, Which, after
the success of the revolution, was soon transformed into the Revolutionary Command
Council, And who took it upon himself to hold the reins of government in Egypt
through a series of political decisions issued by the members of the Council, to bring
Egypt out of the position of being controlled to a more independent and sovereign
position that changed the nature of the political, economic and social conditions, and
during which British interests were threatened after the revolution, those decisions
that Most of them were not devoid of severe disagreements between the members of
the Revolutionary Command Council in approving them, which affected politically
and militarily the course and approach of the revolution.

The factors that were behind our choice of the subject of the study were determined
by the subjective reasons represented by the researcher’s desire to work on such an
important topic, and other objective ones represented by our ability to access
important sources, whose material covered various aspects of the subject of the study,
despite the difficulty of the path and its introduction, which encourages us To work in
it, in addition to the objective reasons that were determined in not dedicating a
separate academic thesis to study and understand the nature of the political
differences between the members of the Revolutionary Command Council, and their
political and military impact, which reflected an important aspect of the history of the
July Revolution.

We chose the year 1925, which represented the beginning of the school year, because
it was the year in which the July 1952 revolution took place, which witnessed very
important developments. As for our choice of the year 1956, because it was the year
that witnessed the end of the transitional phase in the life of the revolution, which
was determined by the members of the Revolutionary Command Council in Three
years permeated by those differences between the members of the Council.



The study was divided into an introduction, preface, four chapters, and a conclusion,
which included the most important findings of the researcher, as well as a list of
appendices.

The first chapter is titled (The Egyptian Ruling Elites (Emergence and Formation)
1938-1952).

The second chapter was entitled (The Leadership Council of the July 23 Revolution
1952-1956).

As for the third chapter, it was entitled (internal disputes during the rule of President
Muhammad Naguib (1953-1954).

As for the fourth chapter, it was entitled: (Internal and external contentious issues
during the era of President Gamal Abdel Nasser 1954-1956).

The success of the Free Officers in carrying out the revolution against the monarchy,
overthrowing King Farouk, controlling power and getting rid of the British
occupation, is the culmination of the Egyptian people’s struggle throughout their long
history based on their constant aspirations for independence and a better future.

The origins of the members of the Free Officers organization lie in the similarity of
their educational and social origins, which determined the nature of the framework of
their movement in three types of origins to which they belonged. These were the
officers with national orientations, headed by Gamal Abdel Nasser and Muhammad
Naguib, the leaders of the organization, and the officers with religious orientations
who They were represented by Kamal al-Din Hussein, and the officers with
communist tendencies, who were represented by Khaled Mohi al-Din and Youssef
Siddiq, who formed a homogeneous mixture that agreed on the same political ideas
based on overthrowing the monarchy, establishing a republican system, and getting
rid of British colonialism.

The Revolutionary Command Council issued a series of political and economic
decisions, which were not devoid of disputes among them for issuance, targeting the
decision to form a civilian government in light of the revolution, the abdication of
King Farouk and then his deposition, the abolition of the 1923 constitution, the



formation of the Ministry of Muhammad Naguib, the purification, organization and
dissolution The political parties and the land reform decision leading to the decision
to form the Revolutionary Court and the decision to dissolve the Muslim
Brotherhood, through which the members of the Council aimed to liquidate the
remaining influence of the old regime and to strike the enemies of the revolution
while enabling the Council to hold the reins of power in Egypt.

The political dispute between Gamal Abdel Nasser and his wing in the Revolutionary
Command Council on the one hand, and the wing of President Muhammad Naguib,
began to unfold publicly in the fall of 1953, when Gamal Abdel Nasser's wing
deliberately neglected Muhammad Naguib, and worked to empty the positions he
occupied of their content, and he was The dispute is expected to erupt since that time,
but Muhammad Naguib's view of not falling in with his fellow officers forced him to
submit his resignation.

The resignation of President Muhammad Naguib shook the ranks of most of the
Egyptian masses who rejected the decision to resign. It also moved the officers of
several units, demanding the necessity of his return to power, which temporarily
forced Gamal Abdel Nasser and most of the members of the Revolutionary
Command Council to accept the return of Muhammad Naguib, but at the same time
they decided to work according to a plan A well-thought-out plan aimed at
completely excluding Muhammad Naguib, which came after the March 1954 crisis.

The members of the Revolutionary Council entered into political disputes in the
decisions they took in order to deal with external issues and files, especially the

Sudan issue 1955-1956 and the issue of the Baghdad Pact 1955, and those differences
that occurred between them following the 1955 Bandung Conference.
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