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Mediterranean, he has returned to Ms old masters. The Italian 
broadcasting stations are calling upon the Arabs to follow his leader­
ship in their struggle for liberation from British rule.

According to The Times of September 16, great importance is 
to be attached to the arrival of the Italian Armistice Commission in 
Syria, which aims at “securing the most effective possible disarma­
ment of the French forces,” but which will also take the opportunity 
of establishing an Italian base, air military and naval, against Britain. 
The Italians are demanding the surrender of the “. . . most recent 
types of French aircraft as well as the dismantling of all artillery and 
tanks.”

The strategic importance of Syria in view of the battle for the oil 
and communications of the Middle East is beyond question. The 
Cairo press alleges that the Italians aim at establishing air bases in 
Syria which will be in easy raiding distance of the Kirkuk oil wells. 
All fascist internees have been released and Axis propaganda centres 
have been re-opened. The negotiations leading up to these develop­
ments have been conducted in great secrecy by M. Paux, High 
Commissioner of Syria, and the new Commander in Chief, General 
Fougere, both representatives of the Vichy Government.

Britain watches the Axis drive that is being made in Syria. For 
apart from the immediate threat to the oil wells of Iraq and Iran, an 
Italian base in Syria would facilitate the development of the campaign 
in Egypt and Palestine for the control of the Suez Canal. The Times 
accordingly condemns Italian colonial policy as “ruthless and violent,” 
and asserts that “Arab nationalism would be speedily strangled if 
Syria, one of its strongholds, were to become a part of Mussolini’s 
Roman Empire.”

The dilemma of British imperialism lies in the fact that it desires 
to control, while inciting, the revolutionary movement for liberation 
in the colonial countries of the enemy. Not only are these movement 
uncontrolable by any imperialism, but in the Middle East the move­
ment in Syria, for example, is inseparable from the Arab liberationist 
movement. Hence the threadbare expedient of calling for a Holy 
War against fascism; British imperialism does not propose to make 
the mistake, made in the last war, of professing to light for the 
national independence of the Arab peoples.

The Times is merely deluding itself when it argues that, apart 
from anti-Axis feeling in Syria, the economic deterioration of the 
country will drive the people into support of De Gaulle and a link-up 
with the British Empire. For all the Arab countries equally are 
suffering from acute economic distress; and this distress will be 
increased when the war in the Middle East breaks out in full force. 
In Syria, it is true, there is now an acute shortage of foodstuffs and a 
danger of economic collapse. But the frantic attempts that have 
been made to negotiate trade agreements with the neighbouring 
Arab countries under British influence, have failed to achieve 
their end.

In Egypt, as in the other Middle East countries, conditions are 
going from bad to worse because of the war.

The Government changes simply reflect the deep uneasiness of 
the Egyptian masses at the prospect of the world war being fought 
out over their bodies. As regards their loyalty to Britain there is 
little to choose, as shown by The Times editorial of September 24,
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between the Egyptian Premier Hasan Sabry Pasha and Ahmed Maher 
Pasha, leader of the Saadist Party who recently resigned from the 
Cabinet along with other Saadist ministers.

In Palestine economic conditions also are deteriorating. The future 
of the Citrus industry, the backbone of Palestine’s economy, is not a 
bright one. Last season proved to be a disastrous one, exports being 
only 50 percent of the previous year; and the coming season shows 
no prospect of being any better since the fruit can no longer be sent 
along the old route through the Mediterranean, but has to travel all 
the way round the Cape of Good Hope. This extended journey makes 
refrigerator boats necessary, but they are not easily obtainable. The 
Jewish Chronicle gloomily asserts that, in view of the difficulties, 
even last year’s “meagre showing” will not be attained.

Unemployment in Palestine, already wide-spread, will increase, for 
a large proportion of both Jewish and Arab workers are dependent 
upon the citrus industry. The Jews and the Arabs who have enlisted 
in the British forces have done so less in response to the chauvinist 
appeal of the Zionist and Arab leaders than out of sheer economic 
necessity.
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Th e  Positio n  in P alestine

By I. Rennap

Palestine is fast becoming Britain’s armed base in the Eastern 
Mediterranean. Large quantities of munitions and troops have been 
sent to Haifa; the frontier with Syria is strongly fortified.

Before 1914 Palestine, as Syria’s southern province, was a backward 
semi-feudal country. The Arab population of 500,000 consisted 
mainly of poor peasants. Industrial development was extremely 
limited, except for soap making and quarrying. There was an upper 
class of wealthy landowning families.

The Jews numbered about 60,000, including the early Zionist 
settlers in agricultural settlements, citrus growers employing Jewish 
labourers. In the towns the Jews were mainly of the elderly, highly 
religious type who came to Palestine to spend their last days in prayer 
and devotion. Relations between Jews and Arabs were friendly.

When the last war began Britain had two strategic aims in the 
Middle East: first, to deal Turkey a knock-out blow; second to organise 
the Arab territories on a basis which would secure British lines of 
communication in the Eastern Mediterranean.

To achieve the first objective, negotiations were opened with Shersf 
Hussein, of Mecca, on behalf of the Arab nationalists. Britain 
promised that if the Arabs rebelled against their Turkish overlords, 
Britain would support the establishment of an independent Arab 
State. But the area which would comprise the sphere of Arab 
independence was left vague and undefined, and the Arabs took it for 
granted that Palestine would come into this sphere.

Britain, however, had other aims. After getting Arab support. 
Britain in 1917 gave a pledge to the Zionist leaders that in the event 
of an Allied victory, Palestine would be a Jewish National Home.
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The pledge—the Balfour Declaration—was given to gain the support 
of world Jewry. Britain took upon herself the solemn task of restor­
ing the Jews to their ancient homeland, and thus gained the Mandate 
over Palestine.

Behind this pious humbug the Balfour Declaration became an 
instrument of British rule in Palestine. When the Palestine Arabs 
demanded their national independence they were told that Palestine 
was meant to be excluded from the sphere of Arab “independence” 
and that anyway Britain had “obligations” to the Jews. And when 
the Zionist leaders demanded fulfilment of Britain’s promises they 
were told Britain had “obligations” to the Arabs and that actually 
they were promised a Jewish national home in Palestine but not 
Palestine as a Jewish national home.

Britain’s aim was to dominate Palestine. The position of the 
country was of vital strategic importance to Britain in the Middle 
East as a naval, air and military base. Haifa is today an important 
harbour for the British Fleet, and is also the western terminus of the 
pipe line which carries oil from the Mosul oilfields to the Fleet.

The method adopted by Britain was the familiar one of “divide and 
rule.” Britain used the sincere, but mistaken, aspirations of a sec­
tion of Jewry (who believe in Palestine as a solution of the Jewish 
question) for a buffer and counterweight against the Arab movement, 
while at the same time creating a community, to defend Britain’s 
interests in Palestine.

The Jewish settlers came with the most sincere and honest inten­
tions; the Zionist leaders consciously allowed their aspirations to be 
used as a weapon against the Arabs.

Because of the immaturity of the anti-imperialist movement in 
Palestine, the Arab tended to link up the innocent Jewish settler with 
British imperialist rule, and the reactionary aims of the Zionist leaders; 
to him it appeared that it was the Jewish immigrant who was respon­
sible for his destitution. So the anti-imperialist revolts from 1920 till 
1930 took the form of fierce massacre of the Jews. The two peoples 
were set at each others’ throats, with Britain playing the part of 
“impartial arbiter,” “keeping the peace” in Palestine between the 
two communities.

Since 1930, the political level of the movement became higher. In 
1933, there were big demonstrations against increased Jewish immi­
gration, but they were also definitely against the British Government. 
In the towns, the demonstrators avoided marching through the Jewish 
quarters.

The uprising in 1936 marked a higher stage of development. The 
six Arab parties united into the Arab Higher Committee which led 
the political general strike in support of a full-blooded programme for 
national independence. But, with the Fascist penetration into the 
Middle East, the movement, although basically progressive, was 
diverted and sidetracked because its leadership in the Arab Higher 
Committee became the agents of the Axis that was seeking to use 
the Arab movement to further its imperialist aims in the Middle 
East. British imperialism tried to “appease” these leaders, the 
Grand Mufti and his group, by tearing up the Balfour Declaration, 
drastically restricting Jewish immigration and land purchases, and 
confining the Jews to a perpetual minority in Palestine—but with 
little success.
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The revolt had been crushed by the outbreak of war. Nevertheless, 
nearly 30,000 persons were flung into concentration camps and prisons 
for anti-imperialist activity. The most repressive measures have been 
used against Jews and Arabs known to be anti-imperialists. The 
Zionist leaders are busy recruiting Jews for armed service; while the 
pro-British Arab notables are equally busy recruiting Arabs for the 
same purpose.

Egypt Wants Neutrality

By Jim Crossley

In August, 1936, King Farouk of Egypt dismissed the Wafd Premier, 
Nahas Pasha, and his Cabinet, and appointed in their stead a Cabinet 
composed of his “Palace” supporters under the leadership of Ali 
Maher Pasha and Mahommed Mahmoud, regarded in Whitehall as 
“safe men for Britain.” Once again the Government of Egypt re­
verted to a form of reactionary dictatorship such as has ruled the 
country, except for short intervals, for the past 15 years, ever since 
the British Government, by a display of armed force, compelled the 
resignation of Zaghlul Pasha and his Government.

The policy of the present Government is to safeguard the interests 
of the wealthy landowning and merchant classes, to bolster up the 
puppet king and to pay lip service to the British Government with 
whose interests they are definitely identified.

However, behind this false facade there is an overwhelming mass 
of Egyptian public opinion which is definitely opposed to being drawn 
into the world war, on the contrary, demanding the ending of British 
military and economic domination, complete freedom and independ­
ence and the introduction of wide working-class and peasant reforms. 
These demands are made vocal by the Wafd leaders who have rapidly 
recovered the confidence of the people during the past four years, 
after their disastrous defeat at the 1936 elections.

Immediately following the outbreak of the war, the Egyptian 
Cabinet placed the country under martial law, suppressed all free­
dom of speech and assembly and the right of the workers to strike, 
and established a rigid censorship of the press.

There have been three changes in the composition of the Cabinet 
since the outbreak of war, the latest one resulting in the appointment 
of the present Premier, Sirry Pasha. At the present moment the 
country is a huge British armed camp.

The general economic position of the country is desperate for, with 
the closing of the Mediterranean sea routes, Egypt was cut off from 
her Mid-European and Eastern markets and found herself with her 
cotton crop, which plays a vital part in Egyptian economy, left on her 
hands. Mr. Anthony Eden, during his recent Eastern tour, gave 
Sirry Pasha an undertaking that Britain would purchase £19 million 
worth of the present cotton crop spread over the coming 12 months. 
It can reasonably be assumed that this was done as an inducement 
to enlist closer collaboration of Egypt in Britain’s war effort.

Symptomatic of the present attitude of the Egyptian people is the 
recent demand by Nahas Pasha in the Chamber that Britain should 
be asked to agree to total evacuation of Egypt at the end of the 
present war, and that there should be new elections held on a wide 
franchise to ensure the return of a popular Government.
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