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The geographical proximity, the integration of th&atherine's Monastery in Sinai had close links with
Carpatho-Danubian-Pontic space and Egypt in tliee Romanian Countries, due to the significant
same great imperial formations, Roman and Ottomaamounts donated by princes and boyars. Nine
favoured commercial, religious and cultural ties (Gnonasteries, hermitages and churches were dedicated
C. Giurescu, 1967; V. Céndea, 1963). Pharaortic the Patriarchate, which had 11 estates and a
Egypt ornaments were discovered in the area pfoperty, therefore, 8 of the 11 patriarchs visited
archaeological cultures of Romanian prehistory ariRlomanian Countries between late sixteenth century
protohistory (M. Petrescu-Dambesi 1995). After and the second half of the eighteenth century. The
Strabon, both Deceneus and Zalmoxis owed thdifonastery of Mount Sinai possessed in 1863, 55
knowledge to their contact with the Egyptiarestates, 270 acres of vineyards, 29 buildings @0d 3
civilization (Strabon, VII, 3, 5, 11). Egyptian god shops (C. C. Giurescu, 1967). The special impnassio
were worshiped in Roman Dacia (M. Macrea, 1969gft by the last place of worship determined Spatha
many objects of Egyptian origin being discoveret¥lihail Cantacuzino to build Sinaia Monastery in
after the Romans disserted Dacia (C. C. Giuresd£95 (I. M. Cantacuzino, 1996).
1967). The economic, social, and mental progress of
In the Middle Ages, knowledge of Egypt hackighteenth and nineteenth centuries causes a
multiplied through popular novel#\exindria) and “modification in the space - time framework of the
stories about the lives of the saints. Grigore bigecworld, and implicitly in the rhythm of history”; i
and Dimitrie Cantemir mentioned the conquest @fdded “to the pure savour of a bookish curiosiB:’ (
Egypt by the Ottomans, the latter narrating SultaRadosav, 1985, p. 249) and to the fashion of ramant
Selim's attempt to build a canal between th&avels, motivated the increased intellectual ager
Mediterranean and the Red S@a. C. Giurescu, for exotic lands, Egypt included. The journey o th
1967). Let us remember that a Romanian princtyree forty-eighters’ activists, Alexandru Cristofi
Radu Paisie, was exiled by the Turks “to EgipetChristian Tell and D. Plesoianu should be placed in
where he stayed until his death (C. C. Giurescthis context. They visited Egypt in 1851 while kile
1967; the Patriarchate of Alexandria and SainfM. Anghelescu, 1983). D. Bolintineanu followed
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them, and he was the first one to present travtelsno The Peace Congress of Berlin recognized
about Egypt, in the true sense of the worBomania's independence, and its right to establish
(M. Anghelescu, 1983) diplomatic representation in the territory of the
In this paper we intend to present the stef3ttoman Empire, under the same conditions as the
taken by the Romanian state but also by its ciizenther European powers. Honorific and Career
for establishing the diplomatic mission in Egypttie  Consulates were set up in loannina, Bitola,
context of the Great European Powers’ expansion Tiessaloniki, Monastir, Smyrna, Tunis and Tripoli,
the area. The study started with the research tbkir main task being defending the interests of
unpublished diplomatic documents from thd&komanian citizens and resolving trade issues (C.
Historical Archive of the Romanian Ministry ofBotoran, 1974). The situation was different in ggy
Foreign Affairsf]AMAE). despite the numerous interventions of Romanian
The works on the Suez Canal started oexporters seeking diplomatic protection to guaente
April 25, 1859, and were accompanied by a huder their exported products the same treatmenhas i
media campaign, with echoes in the Unitethe other states, plus the complaints of Romanian
Principalities. Romanian elite understood the valugibjects who had no protection there. There were,
and importance of the work undertaken for thBowever, several attempts to regulate the diplamati
advancement of mankind (A. Baligot de Beyne2hd consular representation in Egypt, located in a
1986), which was clearly demonstrated by the ketteflirect relationship with the “political and econemi
exchange between Al. I. Cuza and Egyptian leadét§velopment of Egypt under English protecti¢@h.
(C. C. Giurescu, 1967). In the first letter addeeistp T arlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu, 1996, p. 200). Thus
Mohamed Said and not to Ismail, according to ¢! November 25, 1878, Nicolae lonescu, Minister of
Botoran (1974), the leader expressed his sympatﬁ9re'9n Affairs, commissioned the diplomatic agent

for the energy and perseverance shown by tff@m Berlin to ask the German government for their
Khedive for “carrying out a work that wil becomel€Presentative to protect the Romanians residing in

the pride of our times” (C. C. Giurescu, 1967, -3 Egypt until a Romanian diplomatic agent is named.

352). The other letter, dated two years Iater,llﬁecaurr;?gr:’tgzteltﬁe tgcehie?/g\rféﬂ?qe;t SthisCOIilr?igzgve ha:
the indirect contribution of the Principalities forP ’

building the Canal through “huge amounts” O%elegram being addressed o the Romanian

exported timber and wheat; he also mentions tr%presentative, asking him ~to postpone  the
sitSation of the Romanians ’settle d on “the land %resentation of the Note until further orders (Gh.
F’elérlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu, 1996). Three years

t

Efg?ypt, :md r'{.] hcrllarge of chonzlderablle COMMEICIZier  D. Ollinescu, the Romanian minister in
affairs, for which | request the benevolent proeect Constantinople, sent a substantially report, rauyir

of Your Highness” (C. C. Giurescu, 19674t pefore the establishment of Romanian
p. 352-353). . consulates, the Romanian subjects’ protection to be
These Romanians settled permanently @hsyred by “a friendly power”; he thought of Italy,
temporarily in Egypt, asked Romanian authorities e Ambassador of this country being “very willitog
set up a diplomatic and consular representation 4@syre it” (* f. 318Report of Romanian Legation of
protect their interests (C. C. Giurescu, 19899t the Ottoman Porte, March 10/22, 1881Vasile
incidentally, Costache Negri, the PrincipalitesBoerescu, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, approved
representative in Constantinople, suggested in 18f@ solution, recommending that the ltalian
the creation of a Romanian Agency in Egypt, with threpresentative granted its protection if he cowd n
headquarters in Alexandria (C. C. Giurescu, 196#kceive the position as the consul for Romania (*.
Four years later, Al. G. Golescu#pila, Negri's 318: Report of Romanian Legation of the Ottoman
successor, proposed “the creation of a consulorte, March 10/22, 1881 The only remaining
delegate position to Egypt, necessary to protect adifficulty was the consent of the Porte “by
commercial interests”, but also of the hundreds ofcognizing the Italian consular agents in Egyphas
Romanian subjects that “do not enjoy any protettiomepresentative of Romanian interests” (*f. 322
(C. C. Giurescu, 1967, p. 362-363). FinancidReport of Romanian Legation of the Ottoman Porte,
difficulties and the indifference left no track five May 1/23, 188)L Turkey's approval is obtained only
two initiatives. in 1886 (GhTarlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu, 1996).
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On June 11, 1882, serious xenophobiRomanian passport for commercial businesses, their
disorders broke out in Alexandria, caused by theemd‘interests extending to Bombay”. The Romanian
visible presence and control exercised by thdiplomat claimed that after the Romanian Legation i
Europeans. The consuls of Britain, Italy and Greec¢gonstantinople and the General Consulate in
were attacked, 60 Europeans were massacred, fildmssaloniki established “frequent and regular
and robberies enveloped entirely the city. Theelationship with Egypt”, the resonance of glorious
Romanian representative to Constantinople reportddeds through which Romania became independent,
80 deathg*f. 123: Report of Romanian Legation of*had awakened a national feeling in the Romanian
the Ottoman Porte, June 13, 188Brmy and police population in Egypt”. Until then, the author
intervened six hours later, when the disorder was @ntinues, “all were Greeks”, using the Greek Cbnsu
its peak. The causes of the disorders were pugreitiprotection since they were not treated properly in
on the account of Urabi, the leader of the Egyptidagypt as Ottoman subjects, because of the khedival
nationalist movement, who supposedly was paid lgpvernment's independence velleities. However, this
the British (N. Notovich, 1898), or on the Khediveprotection was temporary, since “back in Turkey,
(**VIl, 1980), the Ilatter desiring the Europeanthey were considered as reaya” (*vol. 191, f. 208-
intervention. It appears that the explanation i€hmu 210: Report of the General Consul in Thessalgniki
simpler, as the Romanian representative ihhe Greek Consul accepted their provisional
Constantinople confirms. The quarrel between awgistration due to the high fees charged. The
Egyptian and a Maltese degenerated amid the dtateAtbanians did the same. By contrast, the non-raside
irritation caused by the presence of foreign vesselews who came in Romania, “in the absence of a very
the threat of the “imminent landing of Anglo-Frenchecessary representative in the Orient”, used the
troops” was not powerful enough “to stop thdrussian and the French Consulate. Now, the
manifestations against the Europeans” (*f. 12Romanian diplomat underlined, they all despise the
Report of Romanian Legation in Athena, June 2/1&reek protection [. . . ] unanimously; today,
1882. Romanian population of Egypt refuses to be

The riots in Egypt and, especially, those ofonsidered Greek, and under the protection of the
Alexandria and Cairo affected seriously thé&reek Local Consul|. . .]and they request Roarani
Romanians. Not incidentally, D. @liescu asked, on protection, without which they have come to rely on
15/27 June 1882, what to do with the protection éBaroque protections”, like Persian or American. It
Romanian subjects in Egypt (*vol. 190, f. 131lalso gave the example of a Romanian, Banica, with a
Report of Romanian Legation of the Ottoman Porteapital of 13.000.000 pounds, who became American
June 15/27, 1882and on 16/28 June, the Romaniasubject, but he made all his affairs using thealtal
Minister in Athens announced that only ondanguage “in the absence of a Romanian passport”’,
Romanian, refugee from Cairo, arrived at thhis family continuing to speak Romanian (*,vol. 191
Legation (*vol. 191, f. 134Report of Romanian f. 208-210: Report of the General Consul in
Legation in Athena, June 16/28, 188Except him, Thessaloniki
three more refugees would arrive from Alexandna, b The diplomat was quite sceptical regarding
the Greek boatBubulina “Lacking any means of the actual number of Romanians and the amounts that
living”, they were repatriated with the assistainfe could be collected by a Romanian Consulate, but he
the Legation (*vol. 191, f. 14/Report of Romanian considered that its establishment would be useful f
Legation in Athena, June 25 / July 7, 1882ther the reputation and interests of Romania, giving als
Romanians fled to Thessaloniki, occasion on whickatisfaction to the “Egyptian Romanians”. The Repor
the Romanian General Consul discovers informationentions their petition in 1881, with 450 signasuire
about the Romanians from Egypt and their desire which they requested to establish the Romanian
establish a Romanian Consulate. In his report, @onsulate (*vol. 191, f. 208-210Report of the
12/24 September 1882 (*vol. 191, f. 208-2R@port General Consul in ThessalonikiAware of the
of the General Consul in Thessalohikie said thatin financial difficulties of the Government, the
Egypt there are a significant number of Romaniaf®omanian Consul proposed to become the future
(fover 3.000 individuals from Turkey - official of the Consulate in Alexandria, asking fhe
Aromanians”), plus 4.000 Albanians and 2100@emporary mission to go on site to determine the
Hebrews, “mainly floaters”, that travel yearly wigh actual number of Romanians, Albanians and Jews

73 Tome XI, Numéro 2, 2009



Gabriel Leahu

that petitioned for a Consulate, “convinced he woulstated that “after research carried out by theelPtve
also find Romanians from the Kingdom”; he wantedompensation applications for those who have
to study the commercial possibilities offered tsuffered damage due to recent events in Egypt, may
Romania. If the government would use an Honoratye addressed to the Porte, which in turn would
Consul, the Romanian diplomat warned that “in afbrward it to the Khedive’'s Government” (*vol. 191,
Orient, Romanian honorary agents were either GreEk213: Report of the Romanian Legation of the
or grecophiles who prejudiced the interests d@ttoman Porte, October 1/13, 1§82Meanwhile,
Romanians”, insisting that it was essentially to beonfidential information obtained from English and
Romanian (*vol. 191, f. 208-210Report of the French embassies claimed that Porte’s action for
General Consul in Thessaloniki compensating its foreign subjects “would be
The necessity to address the problem dfeffective, because only foreign representatives i
Romanian interests’ representation becomes evEégypt could achieve positive results”, which
more obvious in the context of requests “fodemonstrates, in our opinion, the desire of the two
compensations” for the Romanians who havgowers to maintain their dominance in all Egyptian
suffered losses during the summer of 1882. The mgwsbblems. For this reason, the action of Italy whic
representative is the case of Ladislau Lucaci, adressed directly to the Porte for the compemsatio
Romanian subject who settled “for many years iof its subjects “was viewed with dismay by the othe
Alexandria, as associate of Basile Oleyniuk anghissions”. Consequently, Papiniu was counselled and
employee of the French pharmacy on Cherif Pashdvised at his turn to address the Romanian
Street No. 52" (*vol. 191, f. 201-202:Petition applications to Paris and London governments; their
addressed by Ladislau Lucaci to the subsecretary efnbassies in Constantinople could intermediate that
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, August 2, 188 the Romanian subjects’ claims be supported by
his petition, addressed on August 2, 1882, to tlmgents of those powers in Egypt (*vol. 191, f. 213:
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Lucaci described theReport of the Romanian Legation of the Ottoman
circumstances in which “the bombing, fire andPorte, October 1/13, 1832
massacre known by everyone” had turned into ashes On October 14, 1882, the German Legation
the pharmacy and all his fortune (*vol. 191, f. 201in Bucharest addressed to the Foreign Ministry & No
202: Petition addressed by Ladislau Lucaci to théo request reimbursement of 311. 20 marks (1462. 20
subsecretary of the Ministry of Foreign AffairsEgyptian piastres) spent by the German Consulate in
August 2, 188R His appeal was to investigate theCairo with Romanian nationals forced to flee from
damages, detailed in a list attached to the petiti€airo to Alexandria by fear of the mutiny that beok
(clothing, jewellery, books in the amount of 908B,50ut in Egypt. The list comprised the names of 10
fr.), and “to be compensated in due time just as it Romanian Hebrews, from Bucharest, Botosani and
done for all Europeans belonging to other foreigflom Papauti Village, Botgani (*vol. 191, f. 215-
protectors who have Consulates in Alexandria” (*voR16: Note of the German Legation in Romania,
191, f. 201-202:Petition addressed by LadislauOctober 14, 1882 Simultaneously with the payment
Lucaci to the subsecretary of the Ministry of Fgrei of the amount spent, the Ministry requested the
Affairs, August 2, 1882for the round trip Europe- Romanian Legation in Berlin to thank the imperial
Alexandria (5000 fr.), and the loss of his job andovernment and ask for Germany “to take under its
pharmacy. Lucaci evaluated the total amount fer hprotection the Romanian subjects’ allowance problem
damages to 39039,50 fr. who suffered losses during the recent events in
The petition of Lucaci determined theEgypt” (*vol. 191, f. 232-234: Report of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs to request to the Charg Romanian Legation in Berlin, October 27/November
d'Affaires in Constantinople, information on theB, 1883. Romania's desire is presented by A.
“procedure employed by other states for thBeldiman to the German subsecretary Busch, who
compensations of their subjects who suffered lossgslitely declines the offer, both because of “Germa
following those events, so that the Ministry couldlisinterest in this matter” and the obstacles églva
give proper instructions’(*vol. 191, f. 201:Note of by the international law “if a state representsftiile
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs addressed to thénterests of another state in an international
Charge d'Affaires in Constantinople, September,2/1dommission”. For these reasons, the German
1882. In his response, | Papiniu, Legation Secretargljplomat recommended Romania, “to address to the

Tome XI, Numéro 2, 2009 74



Romania and Egypt in the late nineteenth and eatlyentieth century

English cabinet, of which depended mainly the final Based on this information, the Romanian

regulation of this business”, stating at the same,t Minister noted that “in this situation and in the

the availability for Germany “to do favours forabsence of a Consul of Romania in Egypt, constil tha
Romania in Egypt”. Beldiman suggested D. Awould be more than difficult to be accepted at this
Sturdza “to take advantage of this kind offer idesr time by the khedival authority because of the
to be able to obtain with the help of the Germaromplications provoked by the Sublime Porte to
General Consul, accurate and authentic informatiaftain exequaturs, the only way was using a
on the situation of our compatriots in Cairo ang@articular delegate. Accredited by the government
Alexandria, who have been affected by the Egyptiaand the International Commission, he would have the
revolution” (*vol. 191, f. 232-234:Report of the mission “to support and defend the rights of our
Romanian Legation in Berlin, October 27/Novembaeaffected citizens”(*vol. 191, f. 239-24Report of the

8, 1882. Romanian Legation of the Ottoman Porte, December
D. A. Sturdza wished to have more precisgl 1882/ January 2, 1883)
information on the International Commission which About Romanians in Egypt and their

would deal with compensation for incurred losses dgomplaints, Mavrogheni stated that the Legation in
to events in Egypt, on how states which were néionstantinople had little information: Ladislau
directly represented in that Commission, could mtfe Lucaci's case and two petitions signed by 26 people
their interests; he addressed to the Legation Wwho profited of their status as Romanians and
Constantinople, asking to contact the embassigwof demanded the installation of a consular authonty |
Great Powers in relation to these issues. He alégxandria and Cairo"Both petitions were dated
requested P. Mavrogheni to send all data about tM&y 10/22, 1882. For the consul function, Tito
Romanians, owned by the Legation, and theifakekian was favoured, and for the vice-consul,
complaints, requesting vigilance over their interes Alexandru Anton Zaghikian (*vol. 191, f. 239-242:
“being expected that among Romanians in Egypt, Report of the Romanian Legation of the Ottoman
be a fairly large number that cannot legally jystif ~Orte; December 21 1882/ January 2, 188Bje

their Romanian nationality’(*vol. 191, f. 235 Romanian diplomat agreed with the caution of the

Telegram of the Minister of Foreign Affairs to I:,'1‘ore|gn minister in “examining the interests whigh

: : . . would accept and for which we would delegate a
Mavrogheni, Special Envoy and IDIenIIC)Oterr['a%efence”, because of the lack of accurate datangiv

Minister of Romania in Constantinople, Decemb%at “no authority has ascertained their identityy

10/22, 1882)In his response (*vol. 191, . 239'242:witnessed the entry of their quality as Romanians”

Report of the Romanian Legation of the Ottom ol. 191, f. 239-242:Report of the Romanian

Porte, Dec_:ember 21 1882/. Januar_y 2, .1883 egation of the Ottoman Porte, December 21 1882/
Mavrogheni announced that it was impossible tf’?anuaryz 1883)

obtain precise information if the states, not After consulting the two legations, which

represented  directly and particularly in  th§ygjieved that a diplomatic intervention at the Fepre
Commission, could have a collective representatiVeice should have opportunities, D. A. Sturdza
because negotiations between the Great Powers @@ ested Prince I. Ghica, the Romanian Minister in
held in Egypt, to avoid the interference of thet&or | ondon, to ask the British government “to instriet

For this reason, foreign representatives ipficial British authorities in Egypt to represemten
Constantinople were not updated by theifeeded, the interests of Romanians affected by the
governments on this issue. However, the Britisfatest events’(*vol. 191, f. n. nTelegram of the
ambassador claimed, unofficially, and insistingt thaoreign Affairs Minister D. A. Sturdza addressed to
he did not have accurate information, that “in thghe Prince Ghica, Romanian extraordinary and
International Commission was accepted only Greepgenipotentiary envoy to London, January 22/
along with the Great Powers, as one of the moStbruary 2 1883) Pending the response of Great
interested countries in this field since many GseelBritain, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs enters in
were affected by events in Egypt’; on the collectivpossession of the khedival decree establishing the
representative, the English minister said thatigisise International Commission for compensatiomhich
was not raised, “for all the other interested pewerspecified the conditions for the formation,
the solution being the use of specialized delegstio composition and its functions, largely confirmirng t
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information sent by Mavrogheni from Constantinopl&ebruary 1884, supported by Egyptian troops
(*vol. 191, f. 243:Extras of “Journal des Debats” commanded by Baker Pasha, two Romanian soldiers,
January 28, 1883) Mogorovic and Agigorgu, were mentioned on the list
Established by khedival decree, thef Europeans who died on the battlefield, inforomati
International Commission had sole jurisdiction tetated by the Italian Legation to Bucharest (*16l1,
receive complaints of insurrectional movement 252:Verbal Note addressed by the Italian Legation
victims, “having full power to examine them, rejecin Bucharest to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
or take action, also setting the benefits” (Artitle February 18/March 1, 1894
Article 2 stated that no damages could be clairoed f Availability shown in several circumstances,
consequential loss and loss of cash, jewellergctive presence in the area, the refusal of Germany
silverware, art objects, antiquities “which wergtie and difficulties related to establishing an indiadl
shop and were meant for sale or available to thimbnsulate in Egypt, are reasons that led the R@mani
parties, except if their existence in the regisier government to ask again ltaly to represent the
commerce or by having time secure documents waerests of Romanians. Since 1886, the ltalian
proved”; also “those whose stored crops wergovernment “specifically instructed its diplomadicd
requisitioned or destroyed by rebels” were to recei consular officers with the protection of Romanian
compensations. Membership of the Committee wagerests” (GhTarlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu, 1996,
established by Article 3. Egypt had two membens. 20). In 1889, the Italian diplomatic agent Sinet
(Chairman and Vice Chairman), Germany, AustriERomanian subjects list (70 in Cairo and 176 in
Hungary, France, England, Italy, Russia, U. SAlexandria), stating that “they are only a tinytpaf
Greece had one representative, and the governmehtsse who demand Romanian protection, but that
of Belgium, Denmark, Spain, Netherlands, Portugdtalian consuls, unaware of Romanian laws, may not
Sweden called together a responsible member advisedly, examine the records of all these people,
represent their interests. In addition to theseor, therefore, enroll them among Romanian
representatives, there was a special delegateeof subjects” (GhTarlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu, 1996,
nations not represented, to “participate with amtyis p. 20). Issues related to the lack of the Romanian
and deliberative vote in all circumstances in whfch legislation, the inability of Italian agents to
was an applicant belonging to these nationstistinguish “the true Romanian subjects of the Jews
Commission's work related expenses would be borhern in Romania established in Egypt, who
by the Egyptian government (Art. 5). Unfortunatelyabandoned themselves to pimping and had no right to
both time and means of compensation paymeotr protection” (GhTéarlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu,

would be determined later (Art. 6). 1996, pp. 20-21), determines the Romanian
After Granville made contact with thegovernment to give up the ltalian aid in 1901.
Egyptian government (*vol. 191, f. 244-24bord The problems that Iltalians had with

Granville’s Note to lon Ghica, February 14, 1883)Romanians’ representation, the increase of the
he informed the Romanian government that “consul®omanian colony, and intense commercial activity
assistance is not required in these cases” andidgcacaused the Foreign Ministry to receive petitionthef
of the International Commission’s rulings “each iRomanians from Egypt or the exporters, which
free to submit the complaint directly to therequested the establishment of diplomatic and
Commission”, its configuration ensuring “full consular representation (*vol. 15, f. 333; 343-346)
impatrtiality regardless of nationality” (*vol. 191, Moreover, financial interests and prestige deteschin
247-249 Lord Granville’s Note to lon Ghica, 24, consuls of Denmark (Baron Alfred Friedrich of
1883) British Government's response wa®umreicher) and the Republic of Haiti (Ludwick G.
communicated to the Legation in Constantinopl&Virth) to propose the establishment of Romanian
which had to inform the General Consulate igonsular representation under their leadership
Thessaloniki, as from that moment the questiafivol. 15, f. 335-338).
becoming private. Changing the government's attitude took
Romanian presence in Egypt is alsplace only in 1906, following the Péclianu
mentioned during the armed confrontations againstemorandum and the opening of a direct maritime
insurgent Sudanese people under the leadershipliné Constanta-Alexandria; Ministry of Public Works
Mahdi. Thus, during the Battle of Andar-reb, of Zonsidered that without a diplomatic representative
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Egypt “the new service which we set up could natecond class Minister Plenipotentiary, this being a
respond to our righteous expectations and sa&ificglear recognition of the role of its Memorandum.

that the state makes in order to open a new agd lar The existence of the General Consulate in
market for the country's production” (C. C. Giurgsc Cairo was recognized “temporary” by the Porte,
1976, p. 365). At the request of the Minister ofvhich conditioned its existence by the conclusiba o
Foreign Affairs, lacob N. Lahovary, Mihail Paclianuconsular convention, the renewal of the commercial
edited a documented memorandum that reflected vexgreement, and by resolving the property problems i
well the Egyptian realities. He developed sibobrogea (Gh.Téarlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu,
arguments showing the necessity of establishing th896). Despite further interventions, this statusw
Diplomatic Agency and the General Consulate imaintained until the interwar period, the Romanian
Egypt: representative not being received in solemn audienc
- The interest in the Romanian State’s dignity. €Thby the Khedive (GhTarlescu, S. Cotu, N. Nicolescu,
prestige of Romania in Orient will grow, and thisl996). Besides formal aspects, with more protogolar
establishment is more appropriate now following theonsequences, Romania enjoyed equal treatment, the
tear in the Romanian-Greek relations”, especiallggyptian government recognising the “right to enjoy
since the country had abroad "a diplomatic anthpitulations without reserve in Egypt” (GFrérlescu,
consular representation quite inferior in numbeit asS. Cotu, N. Nicolescu, 1996, p. 41). It has, iaté,

has real importance in the concert of civilizedestq  the right to establish a consular court, “evideate

- The development of sea service; the consideration and admiration that the Egyptian
- The interest of trade relations with the Oriengovernment has shown to our country, allowing an
“Egypt, could serve us both for the sale of prositict absolute equality of treatment in respect of this
its markets, and, by its positioning among threenportant privilege, with nations much older than
continents, we could send our products in othespaours, which enjoyed here a situation gained slowly
of Africa and Asia; Alexandria and Cairo beingduring the years” (Gh.Térlescu, S. Cotu, N.
mainly exchange markets”; Nicolescu, 1996, p. 41). Egyptian support is obwiou
- Protecting Romanian colonies that already existedand in the approval of establishing a Consulate in
Egypt. “A few months ago the Minister received @lexandria, with a representative of the Diplomatic
new petition signed by hundreds of RomaniaAgency in Cairo (1910), who will meet all consular
subjects, which asked the Government to introduceuanctions, despite the opposition of the Porte, seho
Romanian official representation in Egypt. Many oagreement was not obtained (C. Botoran, 1974).
these signatories had clear Romanian names and are  Thus it ended the long and toilsome, but
traders settled for years in the cities of Egyptey much needed process of setting up a Romanian
could become useful agents for the development diplomatic representation in Egypt.

our trade"; BIBLIOGRAPHY
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monitor the health status not only of Egypt buthef Anghelescu M., 1983,Calatori romani In

entire coastline of the Red Sea and neighbouriggrica, Editura Sport-Turism, Bucué:
countries, in Africa and Asia” (Gfarlescu, S. Cotu, Baligot de Beyne A., 1986 oresponderi cu Al.
N. Nicolescu, 1996, pp. 18-25). |. Cuzasi Costache NegriEditura Junimea, $a

On April 1, by royal decree, it was A A
established a Diplomatic Agency and a General Capdea V'.’ 1963LAfr|que dans la cu!tur_e
umaine ancienne Bulletin de la Comission

Consulate in Cairo. Mihail Paclianu was appointeH) ) , _
diplomatic agent and general consul, with rank dfationale delaR.P. R. pour 'UNESCL63;
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Cantacuzino I. M., 19960 mie de ani In Radosav D., 1985maginea Africii in cultura
Balcani. O cronigi a Cantacuzinilor In valtoarea romani din prima junatate a secolului al XIX-lea.
secolelor Editura Albatros, Bucusé; Orizont geografic-orizont mentaljn Civilizaria

. Glurgscu C. C;’ ;967Infun_,ta_rea reprezentael medievad si moderni romaneasd. Studii istorice
diplomatice a Romaniei la Cairan Reprezentarele Editura Dacia. Clui-Na i
diplomatice ale Roméaniewal. |, 1859-1917, Editura » ) .poca,
Politici, Bucureti, p. 340-368; StrabonGeographia _
Notovich N., 1898|"'Europe et 'Egypte Paris; Tarlescu Gh., Cotu S., Nicolescu N., 1996
Petrescu-Dambod M. (coord.), 1995/storia Romania — Egipt. 90 de ani de. rqladlplqmatlce.
Romaniei de la inceputuri paa in secolul al viii- ~ Culegere de document®omanian Tourism Press

lea, Editura Didactit si Pedagogit, Bucurati; — Publishing House, Bucute
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