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On arrival back in England, after a further five years passed in Egypt, during
which that once prosperous country has been involved in conditions of increasing
unrest, culminating in two years of fantastic change, and a disintegration of all
established authority, and the setting-up of a regime whose future is as problematic
as its past is lacking in experience, one has been seeking to note the reactions
towards this explosive situation by the people of Britain as a whole. One has now
to realise that the reaction here is, in general, not wide, yet there are, in fact,
many who are indignant and perplexed at British humiliations in Egypt. On the
other hand, one must realise also the special sensitiveness of British people who
for many months have been forced at close quarters almost impotently to watch the
rise of yet another police state, with tendencies to the usual totalitarianism,
arrogance and ruthlessness increasing steadily all the time, It is in a way restful
to find oneself after an air journey of only one day, transported from a setting
vhere the working up of fanatic hatred towards England and the West has seemed an
ever-present and sinister threat to British interests, and, indeed, to all construct-
ive vorld interests, to this atmosphere of unconcern; and then, on second thoughts,
one'e prace of mind is no less disturbed than before. How many times, even in the
not far past, has this unconcern in England led us into the utmost peril of a crisis
for vhich we have not been prepared. Japanese war atrocities in China seemed far
away from England - until the gradual but sure evolvement from the unchecked injust-
ice of that war led to a world war in which those atrocities were inflicted upon our
own people. Nazi encroachments on the righte of other nations secmed far from
England — until their inevitable evolvements brought grievous disaster to our own
homeland. So it seems to me now on arrival in England from the Middle East, and
for all one's relief to rest awhile in English tranquillity and good order, yet
memories of the past soon shatter one's content in any sort of English tranquillity
based only on blindness to the facts of world reality. In the House of Commons on
6th November, 1951, the Secretary for Foreign Affairs, the Rt. Hon. Anthony Eden,
made a declaration which included the following assurance: "In Egypt and the
Sudan we are pursuing the policy adopted by the late Govermment ..... We are
resolved to maintain our rightful position in the Canal Zone in spite of the
illegal and one-sided Egyptian action over the 1936 Treaty. Ve shall do our best
to safeguard the Canal as an international highway, using of course no more force
than is necessary. Here I think that time, within certain limits, and restraint
and forbearance - not so strictly limited - may give the best chance of the crisis
being successfully surmounted”. The assurance indicated in the above statement
has been repeated from time to time, right up to the moment of the startling rever-
sal of policy suddenly announced just after the British Prime Minister's most
recent visit to America a few weeks ago. One is supported by the hope that the
deeply respected leadership of our present Goverment has some master plan beyond
the present unconstructivc appeasements. If this is not so, then future prospects
in the Middle East and Africa are grim indeed.

When T left Egypt two weeks ago, the position of the Egyptian Revolutionary
regime, after various vicissitudes led now by Colonel Nasser, (though General
Neguib is still nominally President of the Egyptian Republic), was very precarious;
a condition in which it has, in fact, existed almost from its outset, when once
the Egyptian pecple had recovered from their astonishment at the fall of their
almost sacred monarchy, and had rcalised that "Reform" is more easily preached than
practised, even by a "Revolutionary" regime. Everyone, in Cairo at least, vividly
remembers the events of Black Saturday, 26th January, 1952, when the city of Cairo
was at the mercy of mob law, and when several hundred buildings were set ablaze, and
demage amounting to fifty million pounds done, amidst scenes of pillage and the
brutal murder of many Europeans. The organizers of that violence are still at
large, and at the time of my departure from Cairo a fortnight ago, it was known
that a similar outrage was being planned by Communist-inspired elements, only this
time on an even more ambitious scale, and encouraged by thc withdrawal of the
British forces from the Canal Zone.

Vhat has caused the British people, the world's best established democracy,
to acquiesce apparently so easily in thus jeopardizing the welfare not only of the
whole of the Moslem states of the Middle Bast, (for the fate of Egypt inevitably
will strongly affect all the Middle Eastern states also), but the safety of the
civilised world, by subjecting it to a handful of young fanatic revolutionaries
in Egypt. Is it possible that the English public is again beginning to regard
democracy as a sort of self-winding watch, forgetting that even a watch of that
type depends for its continued working upon the active movements of its wearer?
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The essential part of democracy is the "demos", that is, the people, the actual
individuals of the nation. The uffairs of our great democracy must be keyed to
individual thoughtful knowledge of world affairs, not to the range only of internal
affairs,or the personal decisions of some elected M.P. Moreovar, the benefits of
British democracy, which have been founded upon centuries of experience, must nol
be presumed to ensure immediate success when imposcd suddenly upon peoples with no
democratic experience at gll.

It must be realised at the outset that the present revolutionary regime in
Cairo is led by very young men, without experience, and almost all with a record
of one-track fanaticism. It is true that they are of patriotic intention, that
they are decent-living young men, above the local average in their wish to assist
in the uplift of the under-privileged population in Egypt. It must not be supposed,
however, that there is anything immaculate about this handful of young officers, or
that they have any miraculous revelation in their mental make-up as to the adminis-
tration of national, and still less international, affairs. Moreover, several of
- them worked actively against us in the recent world war. There is also now an
arrogance and high-handedness in their methods, which is somewhat sinister, as,
for instance, in the brusque expulsion recently of the Turkish Ambassador, under
unprecedented conditions of official insult; largely because his wife is a Princess
of the Egyptian Royal Housc. 1ith the exception of General Neguib, these men are
none of them older thsn in their early thirtics, and, with the exception of Colonel
Nasser, who is to some extent a student of vorld affairs and an organizer, they are
all limited to the ordinary local training of an Egyptien junior officer, and most
of them since an early age have been well-known as tending to indiscipline and
agitation against authority. It is as inaccurate to suppose that these men are
gifted reformers as it is to regard the Egyptian monarchy and all former Egyptian
statesmen who preceded them as monsters of iniquity. Becausc of their youth these
men have grovn up with a minimum of contact with British officers, whosc devotion
and efficient guidance to their Egyptian subordinatcs vas formerly a well-known
and vell-accepted fact, and have formed their opinions at a timec when it has been
the fashion to hate Pngland, and, indeed, to hate anything outside a limited form
of local nationalisp. Generasl Neguib is in a diffcrent category, and is some fifteen
years older than any of the other revolutionary leaders. He did not take part in
the planning of thc revolt, but was brought in later by the young leaders with the
tacit intention of using him as a figurc-hcad because his senior rank and genial
manners had good publicity value. It is in this way exactly that he has been used,
and is now cast aside. Hec is now little less than a prisoncr; many of his friends
are already in gaol, including his intimate associate Colonel Showky, former
Comnandant of the Ceiro garrison, who has very rccently been condemned to ten years'
hard labour for so-called “trecason' to the regime. It was his modcration and his
desirc to expedite the getting up again of more normal conditions in Egypt, and to
cstablish a constitutional Parlioment after freec clections, which has caused his
final downfall, and his alienation from Colonel Nasser and his clique. He remains
nominally President of Egypt only becausc Nasser considers it expedient not yet to
offend thc Egyptian working classes, who still have sympathy with the General.
No-one knows how long this facade will contimue. I quote ndw an extract from a letter
which I vrote jointly to certain of thc Revolutionary lecders, at a time when it
was being suggested by some members of the Revolutionary regime that I might act as
intermediary betwcen them and the British Embasey, after a threat by the Revolution-
aries to "deelarc war" on England. "I feel most strongly that the word "war" in
regard to the present Anglo-Egyptian disagrecment should be the very last word@ to be
introduced. Human reason and common-scnsc can surely arrive at a settlement, which,
in fact, I believe has been so nearly reached. !ar, on the other hand, can achieve
nothing but untold misery for all of us concerned. One feels that public utterances,
newspaper articles and so on, should avoid by all means, all exaggerations of state-
ment and all stirring up of hate. Of course, it is possible for Egypt to declare
war. “hat is not apparcntly sb clcarly recalised is the misery and useless chaos which
war would lcad to. A good patriot, whethef Egyptian, British, or other, must also
be a good world citizen; and anyone of us who unnecessarily risks the spread of
the ghastly microbc of war has to bear, in these times especially, a grim and terrible
responsibility. The British and thc Egyptians arc not enemics; they are friends
vho have had a rather scrious misunderstanding. 'e are all lovers of freedome and
reform, those qualitics upon which I understand y~ur movement has been founded. We
have this common basis of sympathy, and surecly with the common-sense of responsible
men, we can ard must rcach a practical and constructive agreement".



In their attitude to international affairs, therc is a good deal of the theatrical
element amongst the younger Revolutionarics, with little rcalisztion of the
dangerous game in which they are involving themseclves. Though on the vhole, as has
been said before, decent-living youhg men in their private lives, their public
intentions are confuscd, and their aims, however idealistic, arc without practical
method. Moreover, their code in the past has not excluded the sort of fanaticism
which plans assassinations and reckless intrigue against gricvances - often imaginary
gricvances. There is serious dissention between these Revolutionary leaders, cven
amongst themselves, and now after the end of the second year of their regime, they
can scarcely be said to be representative of any part of the Egyptian nation except
themselvee, and even that more individually than collectively. Having outlawed all
former political parties, they have now also outlawed the Moslem Brotherhood, (with
whom they at first attempted an alliance), despite the illogical fact that only a
few months ago they condemned to fifteen years' hard labour an Egyptian statesman
and recent Premier, mainly on the grounds that he had himself cerried out the very
same measures of suppression against the Moslem Brotherhood which the Revolutionary
regime is now enforcing. They have, of course, the ermity of somc seven hundred
regular officers, vho have been placed in forced retirement. Becausc of ruthless
and indiscriminatc confiscations of property, in many cases not only of lands,
jevellery and funds, but even of personal clothing, belonging to even the most
distant relatives of the Royal House, they have alienated, amongst the many hundred
people thus involved, many highly cultured and intelligent individuals who would

- in fact have been prepared to support and assist them in their patriotic aspirations
for Egypt. They have the distrust of the middle classes, of merchants and all those
who are suffering from the depression in trade relationships. Even those peasants,
who suddenly find themsclves the possessors of land, are ill at case through lack of
experience and means to work their land profitably. The incrcase in unemployment
in Cairo alone is enormous, and, of coursc, the early promises of redress so readily
made to almost any person who produced a petition are now producing the inevitable
rcaction of anger and dismay, when it is found that thcse young men are no more able
to achicve miracles than any other previous Govermment. Furthermore, in spite of
the energetic and usually anti-British activities of Major Saleh Salem, they have not
succceded in bringing the Arab Leaguc States into greater unity. These States are
united only in their detestation of Isracl in Palcstine. In vicw of this sct of
circumstances, which is universally known in Egypt, it seems to the onlookcr,
certainly to any British subject of many ycars' residence in Egypt, incomprehensible
that a British Conservative Goverment should so suddenly reverse all previous
statements of policy as to our base in thc Canal Zone and British interests in
Egypt, and hand these over into the precarisus kreping of these new lecaders,
poseibly patriotic in intention, but certainly inexperienced and more strikingly
outspoken in their hatred of England, than any regime in the past history of Anglo-
Egyptian relations. Even on the very day of the so-called agrecment between the
British and Egyptian ncgotiators, therec were anti-British articlcs in the Egyptian
press, huge anti-British slogans crceted in Arabic on all Cairo's main streets, and,
most intriguing gesturc of all, a largc canvas placard inscribed in English denoun-
cing British tyranny was erccted in front of thec British Fmbasesy, under which all
British negotiators, including the Envoy from England, had to pass on their way to
sign the "agreement"., Amongst the articles published at that time was a virulent
commentary on Anglo-Indian affairs, by a gentleman named Biswas, by way of variety
to the chorus of hatc so incongruously raised on the very day of alleged good accord.
Anti-British activities during thc past two years have included the kidnapping and
murder of British soldiers in the Canal Zone, which definitely has had the
connivance of thc Revolutionary Council in Cairo, and thc arrcst of Egyptians in
Cairo for allcged friendliness towards Anglo-Egyptian co-opcration. Thesc

Egyptians werc tried before the Revolutionary Tribunal in secret scssion. Some
vere given savage prison sentences, and some condemncd to hanging. Those thus
condemned to death wcre, morecover, by official arrangement, depicted shockingly
upon the cinema screens of all Cairo's cinemas in their last tragic moments; a
malicious episode intended as much to show contempt for England as to sow terror
amongst her fricnds in Egypt. '

It vill be relevant here, I think, to quotc an extract from "Punch", of
25th Fcbruary, 1953, morc serious in tonc than usual in that good humoured journal,
referring in particular to the recent happrnings in the Sudan. "History will tell
how, in the namc of sclf-determination and representative govermnment, territory after
territory has been handed over to as corrupt and pettifogeing oligarchice as ever
plagued mankind; and decspite the constantly repeatecd experience, cach new essa'y of
the kind was grected with the same idiot satisfaction and platitudinous good wishes",



‘wWhether or not thc sentiments expressed in this extract coincide entirely with one's
own way of thought, thcy do, I believe, represent the point of view of a very large
number of thinking peoplec, both British and non-British.

It is also interesting to remember the opening sentence of the oath officially
administercd to the "Liberation Movement" in Egypt, by the Revolutionary leader
there. It is as follows: "0 Allah, you who love the strong and hate weaklings".
At what point does our policy of conciliation become in the Egyptian mind a symptom
of a weakling? That is an important point for our consideration.

The malign defamation of prominent British personalities, both our statesmen
and prominent English peresonalities in Egypt, is now a commonplacec, and a Govermment-
sponsored newspaper did not hesitate upon the death of Sir Thomas Russell Pasha to
produce a most scurrilous attack upon his mcmory. As is known throughout the world,
Sir Thomas had especial rcnown in his life-long devotion to the suppression of the
drug traffic in Egypt. Neverthcless, he was, with thc tacit permission of the
Revolutionary lcaders, deseribed in the Arabic press as a man who had by no means
suppressed the drug traffic. He had, they implied, himseclf been a drug addict, and
a secret organiser of the import of drugs into Egypt in order that the Egyptian
people might become incrcasingly demoralised. Onc of Sir Thomas Russell's British
collcagucs (mow retired) did succeed in obliging an English-language Egyptian news-
paper to publish his letter of vigorous protest. Asfar as the ordinary public in
Egypt could know, however, there was no formal protest from the British Govermment
at thie distortion against a British official personality, so well-known as Sir
Thomes Russcll for his devotion to duty and to the welfare of his Egyptian subord-
inates and the Egyptian pcople during the many ycars in which he held the most
senior appointments in the Egyptian policy force. This is only one outstanding
cxamplc of similar tactics of which one has been the witness in Egypt throughout
the past two yecars. It can no doubt be rcalised that these conditions arc a
particular menacc to British subjects of ordinary modest status, whose families
have lived perhaps for many ycars and even generations in Egypt, and whose property
and welfarc is cntirely held within that country. 'hen great names can with
impunity be unjustly attacked, lecsser pcople naturally fear cven to complain of the
humiliations and damage to which British people are subjected in these strange times.
Our Embassy itsclf has not cscaped attack, and the Revolutionary rcgime chose the
moment of the signing of the so-called "agreement" to ineist upon bulldozing a
road right through thc Embassy gardens, dcstroying thereby a large part of its
amenities and, far more important, a large part of its prestige. Embassy ground
is, of coursc, considcrcd to be part of the land which that Embassy rcprescnts,
and this action, carricd out at this particular moment with a chorus, as is to be
expected, of derisivc commentary in the Arabic press, has been a deplorable incident.
It has been made no less deplorable by the announccment that the British Government
had rcceived a very high cash payment for this surrender. Such things arec not to
bc bought and sold. It is most improbable that the British public realises the
facts of this incidcnt, or thc atmosphcre which it created in the existing cir-
cumstanccs.

In spite of thc commcnts I have made above, there have been many times during
this rcvolutionary movemcnt when one's heart has gone out in sympathy to thesc young
officcrs of the Egyptian Revolutionary Council, who cecrtainly, though they may
lack in tact and cxpericnec, do not lack in personal couragec, and arc faecing up to
the tcrrific task which they have undertaken. Even General Neguib, vho as was
mentioncd before, is at lecast fiftcen yecars the scnior of any of the other leaders,
ie, in fact, just an emiablc, somevhat cccentric scnior officer, with nothing beyond
his rcgimcntal cxpcricnee to guide him., This little body of brave visionaries is
sctting out, in thecory at lcast, to set right many ccnturics of gricvous wrong.

The younger lecaders have been brought up to detest the English as arch imperialiste
and sclfish tyrants. Thcy knov little or nothing of rcal historic facts, nor of
how that very imperialism (for British impcrialism has always included common-sense,
humane, amd cven gencrous, aspects) is the very power which has built up and made
possible the present fact that Egypt ie an independent state. Actually, their
ovcr-hasty actions and fanatical prcjudices may increcasec rather than lessen the
injusticcs and miscry vithin that country. To suggest that British influencc has
brought no benefit to Egypt is merecly to be wilfully blind; yct when we critieisc
2 littlc harshly the present conditions in Egypt, do we perhaps conveniently omit
the memory that British administration up till rceently predominatced in Egypt
during & pcriod of somc scventy years? Had we given to social services, schools



and hospitals the same cnergetic priorities that werec given to cotton, the Canal

and commerce, might ve not now bec reaping a far greater and more beneficent harvest
in the gratitude of the Egyptian pcople, and thcir basic soundncss for facing the
world as our allies? That, however, is all over and past. Perhaps the diplomatic
cxplanation of thc prescnt Egyptisn situation may officially be that we wish now

in no vay to interferc in the internal affairs of any Egyptian Govermment.

Admirable as this may sound, it scems unfortunatc so suddenly to came to this strict
decision with a Govermment - or, morc corrcctly, Dictatorship, — such as is rep-
rescnted in Egypt to-day by the Revolutionary junta of Coloncl Nasscr.

Colonel Nassecr, a most ambitious man and the most capable of thec junta, is one
of the less attractive pcrsonalitics in that sct-up, and is widely disliked in
Egypt, cven by his own Revolutionary Council. Incidentally, in a specch not long
ago, he publicly amnounced that Hitler is his pcrsonal hero, upon vhom he hopes to
model his own mcthods. Since then he is said to have concentrated rather on a
study of Kemal Ataturk, thc first dictator of Turkcy. That, pcrhaps, is a more
hopeful sign. Neverthcless, though agreement on a gencrous basis some few years
ago might havc scemed to the ercdit of the British Govermment, the prescnt apparcnt
yieldipg to thc thrcats and terrorism of an upstart dictatorship based on Nazi
principles can bring nothing to thc British namc in Egypt but contcmpt and arrogant
disrcgard. It is truc that Nasscr has cxpressed anti-Communist viecws, but in the
Revolutionary junta therc is undoubtcdly an incongrous tendency towards the extreme
lcft. Onc must not forget, for instance, the permission accorded by General Neguib
and Coloncl Nasscr for thc East German Trade Exhibition in Cairo last ycar. This
opportunity was ccrtainly not missed by German Communists under Russian control;
the fact that ex-Nazi misfits from ‘‘rst Germany arc now also cstablished in Colonel
Nesscr's Sceurity Department docs not in any way counter-balance Communist infil-
tration. Our policy for thc cducating and preparing of "Protcctorate peoples" to
eventval sclf-rule shous nobility of principle, Howcver, in carrying it out, in
rcalising the moment when the protceted races begin to cxpret equality in social
rclationships; in maintaining a certain inspiring lcadership in the carly stages
of bestowing indcpendence; in checking firmly the carly precociousncss of young
nations, vhilc yct showing sympathy for thcir growing pains; in thcsc things wve
ccrtainly scom to have lacked and still to lack, both in logic and humanity. Vhat
ve arc vitncssing in Egypt at the moment is the start of another police state
vith increcasing tendencics to absolutism and violenec; I have had urgent varnings
from many catcgorics of Egyptians. Thcse have includcd studente, artisans, shop-
kccpers and la' yers, rctired officers and members of the Royal Family. All these
people arc dissatisficd and afraid; and nov in addition the Moslem Brothcrhood,
under the lcadership of Hudheibi (a man of modecrate outlook) has declared thc start
of radical antagonism to Nasser and his recgime. Is it in conditions such as these,
full of unccrtainty and instability, vhatcver idealisms thcy may also include, that
our Govermmcnt should decide suddenly to withdraw all their rights acquired, and
justly acquired, throughout past ycars in Egypt, and to lcavc this adolescent
nation to the possibility of chaos which would undoubtcdly affect the whole of the
Middlc East and have world-wide rcpurcussions of a formidable sort.

On 26th July, 1952, vec totally abandoned H.M. King Farouk to his fatc. Farouk,
as I vell knov, vas ncver basically hostile to England. Hc could have been a great
friend to this country, and in this opinion I have the support of British authoritics
of far greater political experience than mysclf. I know definitely also that in
the latter period of thec revolutionary crisis, King Farouk sought the advice and
intervention of the British Embassy, and this was rcfused. It ie true that in
the last tivo years of his rcign thcre vas small causc for sympathy tovards Farouk
in the indiscrctions in which he involved himself; but by then cvil advisers had
seized thc opportunities vhich our authoritics had failed to take. If official
rigidity could havc been put asidc and a more humanc approach madec to this young
man during the unique opportunity with which his formative ycars provided us,
what great rouards might have been ours., If the official attitude had becn more
tolcrant of this inexpcricnced yct promising young King, and less tolcrant of the
very cxpericnccd, unscrupulous and, in several cascs, personally odious lecaders of
the Viafdist party (for whom British support vwas ummistakable), thc result might
indced havc been happicr for us all. Thereby we could have gained a reputation
for the Dbuilding up of a sound Monarchy rather than thr doubtful famc of involve-
ment with a corrupt and sclfish political party. An Egyptian Sovercign, wise and
attractive, fricndly to Britain and considcrate to his prople's welfare, all of
which qualitics ' cre included in Farouk's carly makc-up, vould have been far more
natural to Egyptian scntiment, and might have preventcd an infinity of disastrous
discord.



Qurely in thesc days official attitudes should bc simpler in their aim; ordinary
right and wrong should bc thcir guide morc often than those diplomatic pass-words
"Policy" and "Expcdicney", vhich producc such transitory gains.

It is difficult indccd to undcrstand, looking back on our rcsponsibilitics
in Egypt and thc Middle East, and particularly in Egypt, that we should now so
suddenly be_prcparcd apparcntly to sacrificc the preestige of Britain and the
rights of British pcoplc, to abandon thc grcat mass of simplc folk in Egypt vho arec
in no way hostilc to England, and to betray so many pcoplc of cducation and prcs-
tige who have had thc courage to cxprcss openly their friendship for us, and then
to place such confidcnec in an upstart and unfricndly rcgimec, as to surrcndcr our
vast basc in the Canal, and our influcnce in Egypt, unconditionally into their
kccping, How can it bc that thcse things vhich, so rceently as a2 fow months ago,
were re-affirmed by thc British Govermnment as becing of suprceme importance, arc now
of no rcal importancc at all. Therc is no logical recason vhy Egypt, under the
generoug and rcasonablc terme of cquality of status offcrcd by England should not
have co-opcrated in the intercest of world security, thercby gaining rather than
losing intcrnational respcct.

Let us by all mcans be sympathctic and reasonably disposcd to thc Revolution-
ary regimc in Egypt, but lct it be with rcality, and undcrstanding of their faults
as well as thcir gond intcntions and with an attitudc of strong though fricndly
guidancc, vhich is not only our right as a nation, but which it is our duty to
conscrve for the sccurity of cstablished control in the Middlc East, which,
certainly, it is thc Communist policy to underminc. In our dccisions let now
nation, howcver fricndly, intrudc its incxpericnccd bias in dccisions which are
csscntially the rcsponsibility of Britain. Such interfcrencc has alrecady caused
too much harm.

Discuesions on a high lcvel with local personalities, whcther thosc of a
Royalist sct-up or of somc such sct-up as is at prescnt led by the Egyptian Army
movcment, arc far from producing practical results for the mein problem. Dis-
cussions on such a lcvel mecan nothing to the discontented, rcstlcss and desperate
mass of the pcople. The only cffcetive possibility scems to be some action vhich
can have dircct and immcdiatc impact upon the pcoplc themsclves, by tradec con-
ccssions or welfarc organisations which would immcdiatcly be felt by thesc pcople.
Thus, somc gratitudc and scnsc of understanding might be achicved by the democratic
povcrs, instcad of this gratitudc becing turned towards the Sovict through some such
devclopment as the various approachcs vhich one notcs have alrcady becn madc between
the Egyptian Goverrnment and Polish and Russian authorities,

The night beforc I left Cairo, I was visited by a promincnt member of the old
Royalist rcgime, He visited me by careful arrangement, and at night, becaugsc for
many months it had bcen dangrrous for us to mect, oving to thc survecillance from
Nasscr's "Gestapo", of which v were well avarc, My visitor told an extraordinary
story of thc mcnaces to which he had himself been subjccted. He confirmed, how-
cver, vhat I had alrcady hcard of the instability vhich still cxists in thc
Egyptian Rcvolutionary Army, in spitc of thc mumerous arrcste and supprrssions
vhich havc been alrcady carricd out under Nasscr's control. My visitor had special
information on this subjcet through thc fact that ccrtain junior members of his
family had themsclves joincd the Revolutionary movement. He told me additionally
that the Revolutionary Couneil is cspceially conccrncd at the often rescntful
attitudc tovards them amongst scnior Egyptian N.C.0's., Attcmpts are made to
placatc thesc malcontents but without much succcss, and this situation: is bcing
madc usc of by Communist agcnts. In addition to this, my visitor spoke of thc
inercasingly dangerous situation vis-a-vis Isracl. Major Salch Salcm, the
famous "Dancing Major" of thec clection pcriod in the Sudan, has madc inflammatory
speccehes in vhich he has included the suggestion that Egypt is vaiting only for
the clcarance of thc British Army from thc Canal Zonc to rcsumcifs attack upon
Isracl. Hovcver unvisc this attitude may be, therc can be no doubt that it exists.
The great poucrs in recently past ycars have indecd donc littlc to adjust the
tragic situation in Palestine, Their indcfinitc attitudc is fair ncither to Jews
nor Arabs; and thc fact and miscry of thc many thousands of Arab rcfugeces is in
itself a constant irritant. As an cyc witncss I can fully confirm all this.
Though dcplorably latec, it is almost ccrtain even yct that a strong linc taken
by Anglo-Amcrican Govermmcnts combined could yct achicve a scttlement, though the
action now would nced an incrcasc of firmncss in dccision in proportion to the



increasc of rcscntment and provocation vhich has continucd between the Arabs and
the Jews during thc ycars of procrastination. A solution to this problem is,
however, csscntial beforc there can be any hope of sccurity and peace in the
Middlc East. In a rcccnt broadcast, Mr. Sam Watson, the Labour Mcmbcr, vho was
amongst thosc to visit China, uscd thc vords "Therc can be no pcacc through
wcakneces", If this applics in Chino it ccrtainly applics also in Egypt, and in
the Arab-Isracl confusion. There has been a regrettable tendency in public
statcments by somc British personalitics to makc a kind of apology for British
impcrialism. British impcrialism nceds no apology. At no timc has its influcnce
bcen evil, and it has so oftcn had an influcncc constructive and sound that therc
should bc no question of surrcndcring British authority, cxecpt to nations vho
have provcd thcir worthincss to teke up rcsponsibilitics. In thesc days, it is
surcly thc wish of thc British Govermment to show fricndship and to grant indcp-
endcnee to all pcoplcs who have been within the Imperial orbit; but only vhen
thcy have shovn thcir capability of actin as modcrn and civilised Governments
should, and not at thc cost of usclrss humiliation and loss of dignity and
authority on thc part of thc grcat nation which has guidcd them so far along the
lines of progrcss. All thcsc points very clcarly apply in Egypt and thc Middlce
East to-day. It is not cnough to givc a young nation its indcpendcnec. It must
be given inspiration and lcadcrship as well, and if ncccssary the salutory warning
of stern rcstraint. Let us remember too, but without prcjudice, that ancicnt
saying of Hcrodotus: "Thec Egyptians arc a pcoplc incapablec of gratitude, but
singularly emcnablc to fcar", Very definitcly, of coursc, this no longer applics
to Egypt as a wholc, but it docs still dcfinitcly apply to thc typc of Egyptian
cxtremist, vhether of Nazi or Communist sort, vhom ve arc up against in thesc
days of crieis. Lct us facc rcalitics, and 1lct us kccp our own British prineiplcs
abovc rcproach,

I havc rccordcd thc prcecding commentary partly for personal intcrcst as an
addition to my writtcn rcminisccnecs, and partly beccausc I think it may be of
possiblc intcrcst in England in putting forvard some aspccts of thc present
situation in Egypt as it affccts ordinary Egyptian pcople, British subjccts, and
rctircd British pcoplc therc vithout official status, vho have great difficulty
in making thcir vicvs kndwn outgidc.
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Insert after the word "House" in Line 20 of Page 2: a

"and because he is hlnwn to be on cordial terms, b
officially and beruonally, w1th the British Ambassador." |
i )

Insert after the word "themselves" in Line 3 of Page 3: [

"Also one cannot fail to note an element of political

hypocrisy in their attitude, as, for instance, in their '
opportunist adulation of certain Middle Eastern

Governments whose regimes are still of "feudal" basis, !

Insert after the word "exists" in Line 56 of Page 6:

"Illogically, however, Col. Nasser and Major Salem
have drastically brought to a close the work of the
United Committee for Aid to Arab Refugees, a work
organized jointly by Egyptians and fbrei;nera in
cairo. Nasser's pretext for closing this was that
e work ztoaterad "iqpcrialiatin $Wmﬁ¢tbnd’0




