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A Geographical and Historical Note on Syria Prior to the War

The name Syria or 'Sha'am’ has designated in past history various areas and
regions. Geographically greater Syria (as it used to be called) was the region of
southwest Asia bordering (the Mediterranean. It included modern Syria, Lebanon,
Palestine and Jordan.

A vast area in a corner ol the world inhabited since the carly history of man-
kind, Syria was a mosaic of minoritics. People from different religions and differ-
ent races lived together for ages in the same area sharing the same life of prosper-
ity or subjugation.

The picture of Syria at the eve of World War Iis that of a country with a pre-
dominant Sunni Muslim population, a sizeable Christian community, and a mi-
nority of Jews. Despite the elements that separated the different communities eco-
nomically and religiously, a common ground united them in thinking along pan-
Syrian lines.

By 1914, Syria had been already for about 400 years under Turkish adminis-
tration. Despite the fact that the country had been ruled Lor all this time, it had wit-
nessed no discernible material development. This period helped in the creation of
a class-based society with a minority ol leudal landlords and a majority of poor
agriculturalists and herders with no source of income other than that gained
through their labor.

This striking phenomenon was a result of maladministration witch character-
ized Turkish rule in the Arab world in general and Syria in particular. High posts
in the administration were granted mostly to Turkish people through bribes, and
other means.

Given the fact that the post of pasha; or governor, was granted by the Sultan to
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Turks only for short periods, the only concern of the appointed was to gather
a fortunc as quickly as possible. The imposition of taxes on the locals was the
only concern of the horde of voracious Pashas who succeeded cach other in
Syria.

This race for quick fortunes at the expense of the Tocal population led o a
complete indilference by the Pashas of the people's need for social wellare
and cconomic development. No attempt whatsocver was made (o invest mon-
¢y Lo stimulate development of the region. From its very begining, the Turkish
government in Syria was "Limited essentially to matters concerned with the
preservation ol the Otoman supremacy. the collection of revenue, the perfor-
mance ol the Hajj (pilgrim) to Mecca, and the maintenance of the srarus
quo."'l

The Turkish administrators acted mainly as conquerors enjoying the booty
ol a military occupation, ignoring completely the right of the locals for servic-

“es inreturn for the heavy taxes they were obliged (o pay. No new roads were
luid and the few that ; already existed were in bad condition. Cities lacked eve-
ry aspect of sanitation.

Cultivable Tand was driven to arridity by extensive use and by the absence
of modern technigues such as fertilizers and resting. Justice was not only ar-
chaic but also, in many cases, unobtainable.

Despite inclTiciency and corruption, the system continued to operate. Its
replacement was o prove very difficult during the late mineteenth century
when the Ottoman Empire started its emancipation program that took place
from 1839 (o 1861, and which is known as the period of the Tanzimar, Dur-
ing this period and af'ter, the currency was stabilized by the use ol gold coins
and an adequate sitver and copper issue; paper money issued only by the Im-
perial Owoman Bank, was almost unknown in Syria before 1914, 2

The social and cconomic situation of the Syrians under Turkish rule ereat-
c¢d a climate of frustration and resentment among some nationalists. The na-
after was divided into two major Gonalist feeling that crupted in 19060 and
groups : the first was ready to work with the Turkish administration in order
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to gain for Syria autonomy within the framework of the Otoman Empire, this
group, with a reformist platform, was concerned chiefly with the social and
cconomic situation of the masses. The second group advocated complete rup-
ture Irom Turkey.

The Syrian position vis-d-vis the Ottoman government was made clear just
belore the outbreak of World War I, when Jamal Pasha was appointed as
hcad of the IVth army stationed in Syria. Because of his fears ol Arab nation-
alism, he purged his army ol all Arab officicrs. The angry olficers, as a result,
joined the sceeret Society Al-Farar within which they started o work for the
termination of Turkish rule in Syria. But a house scarch among the papers ol
the French consultate in Beirut and Damascus by Jamal's agents fed to the in-
crimination ol many members of the socicty. A series of arrests were ordered:
the subsequent trial, conducted improperly. resulted in the exceution ol many
of the leading Syrian nationalists.

This behavior on the part of the Turkish government contributed to the wi-
dening of the already enormous gap between the governed and their govern-
ors. This also determined Arab behavior during the war when they joined the
allies in their war against Turkey and Germany. The mentality was "the ene-

my ol my enemy is my [riend”.

11 French Position in Syria Before and During World War 1

The first contacts with the west in the life of modern Syria can be traced to
the times when [rench King Francis 1 started Lo cultivate the Iriendship of the
Ouoman Sultan to sccure himsell an ally against his enemy the Emperor
Charles V.

In 1535 the Sultan signed the first of a series of capitulistic treaties in
which he acknowledged that residents ol the Empire of French origin were to
be allowed (o practice their religion freely. By 1673 all ceclesiastics of the
Latin rite within the Empire were considered French subjects.

Ever since that time, France kept on escalating her missionary activitics in

the Levant throughout the cighteenth and nineteenth centuries. French relig-
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ious penctration into Syria came through the establishment of clerical schools,
hospitals, asylums and orphanages. By the end of the nineleenth century a
whole French christian community was established in Syria. we have to note
here that the growth of anti-clericalism in France after 1906, the date of sepa-
ratism of church from state, did not alter the policy of the French government
which not only kept on its missionary activities in Syria but tented 10 expand
them.

Investment in railroads by France is another act of presence in the arca. In
fact, France dominated the lines : Beirut-Damascus, Damascus-Nuzeirib and
Rayak-hamah. Damas-Hamah et prolongements, a French company, had the
monopoly of the railroad system:

However, France, which enjoyed cconomic supremacy in Syria in the peri-
od 1900 to 1912, saw her position threatened by new competitors succh as
Britain and Germany. With the Baghdad line, the Grermans tried to monopo-
lize the railway concessions in the Ottoman Empire. The fear of the French
were that Germany "will not only rival the French Lines, but also complete her
cconomic and political strong hold on this region".3

During the same period France's commercial exchange with Syria not only
did not increase bul, in fact, registered decline. France became more than
alarmed when she found out that what she was buying [rom Syria far out-
weighed what she was able to sell o it. The general fecling in France was that
"France was paying for the tremendous gains made by other powers in the
area ol commercial importation into the Ottoman Empire".4

This stagnation in French economic dealings with Syria made the French
officials think about a way to make her rivals recognize France's supremacy
in Syria.

This plan came (o its fulfillment in 1913 when the Turkish government
asked France for a loan. The French terms were that Turkey had (o recognize
the legitimacy of France's cultural and religious rights in Syria. At the same
time new railroad concessions were given (o her. By 15 February 1914,
France secured even German recognition of a French "sphere of influence" in
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Syria.

The British response to this Turkish concession to France was very vio-
lent. Sir Mark Sykes spoke o the House of Commons on 18 March 1914,
denoucing Turkish concessions to France in return for the loan. "Those con-
cessions", he said, "which have been extracted from Turkey in return for this
loan... mean monopoly of all Syrian transit... one knows what the defensc of
this sort of thing is-that all nations have to do it, that they have to protect their
interests. But in practice, Loans, kilomelric guarantees, monopolies, must,
whether the financiers desire it or not, pave the way to annexation."5 Was it
true, as Sir Mark Sykes stated, that French economic penetration of the region
was only a step toward political domination aver Syria? We can answer this
question in the positive. Shortly after the great war broke oul, the Ottoman
Empire collapsed and French claims over Syria were (o be acknowldged
through the Sykes-Picot agreement of 1915 and the ultimate mandate over
Syria given to her by the League of Nations. Therefore this brings us (o an-
other lact which is that with or without the Mandate, France had alrcady the
fixgd idea to take over that part ol the world. Political machination added o
economic pencltration, while war was still at its peak, were tools in the hand of
imperialistic France to reach her goals.

I1I Syria During the War

When the First World War broke out, new clements appeared in interna-
tional politics and indicated that the (uture of Syria was o be determined not
by the Syrians themselves but by the Sharif of Mecca and in the European
capitals : Paris and London. The general leeling in France was annexing Syr-
ia even if it meant disavowing Syrian desire for independence.

By tradition, Mecca and Medina, the two holy cities of Islam, were guarded
by a descendant ol Muhammad the Prophet. Since 1908 this post had been
With the threat ol war coming, the held by the Sharif Husayn's son Al
Sharil Husayn thought of the possibility of independence from the Turkish
yoke for all the Arab territories of the East. It was with this idea that, through
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his son Faysal, he contacted the British as carly as 1914 asking for British
help in case of an Arab uprising against Turkey. Lord Kitchner, the British
Consul in Egypt, responded very vagucly (o the Sharil’s approach. But with
the outbreak of the war, Sir Henry McMahon, who succeeded Lord Kitchener
as High Commissioner in Egypt, was urged by his country to renew the dis-
cussion with the Sharil. As a result the two partics engaged in a series ol let-
ters known as the Husayn-McMahon Correspondence.

The Husayn-McMahon Correspondance took place between 14 Jul y 1915
to the end of January of 1916. Husayn's request was that in return for an
Arab uprising againt Turkey, Britain recognizes Arab independence under his
caliphatc. However, Britain accepled, alter many political mancuvers, the prin-
ciple ol Arab independence, but excluded in her pledges Lo the Sharif certain
lerritoirics which supposedly were not 'purely Arab'. Tronicall y. the territories
supposedly not ‘purcly Arab’ were those lying to the west of a line drawn
from Dumascus to Aleppo; the districts of Alexandretia and Mirsin were (o
be excluded also. Another excuse given by the British for the exclusion of
those territorics from their pledges was that Britain was fearlul 1o o1 1gage her-
sell regarding them 'without detriment (o the interests of her ally France.'6..

The Sharif accepted the exclusion of Mirsin from his demands but not
Alexandretta and neither was he ready (o make any compromise on the Syrian
coast. The British, however, forced by the war to keep him as an ally, offered
as a solution that each party would hold its position until the end of the war.
On this basis the Sharif assumed the title of "King of the Arab Countries” and
declared war on Turkey in October 1916.7

While the Sharit was still in correspondence with the British, between May
and Junc 1915, his son Faysal paid a visit (o Syria. Faysal was to witness
with his own eyes the exceution of the nationalists by Jamal Pasha. He, in
vain, tried to influence Jamal Pasha to mercey. His visit came also at a time
when the nationalists, tired of the Turkish govenment, met at Damascus and
issued what came o be known as the Damascus protocol.

The two leading sceret socictics of Al-'Ahd and Al-Fatat are the ones
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which had drawn the Damascus Protocol in which they defined the terms un-
der which an Arab revolt against Turkey would be undertaken. In this proto-
col the Nationalists asked the allics for [ull recognition ot Arab independence
alter the defcat of Turkey and with that "the abolition of all exceptional privi-
leges granted by the Ouoman sultans (o forcigners under the 'captulations’
" Alliance with Britain on a mutual benifit was also mentioned in the Protocol.
This document is very important in the way' that it served as a basis for cvery
negotiation led by Husayn. The Arab leaders asked Husayn to he their
spokesman with the allics on this basis.

The Arab lorces entred Damascus on Octobrel; 1918, this was followed
by the entry of the city by Amir Faysal on October 3rd. The Brilish forces led
by General Allenby, preceded by Arab forces with Faysal as their command-
er. started to move northward to complete the liberation of Syria from the re-
maining Turkish troops. On the 30th of October an armistice was signed.
France, although not actively participating in the liberation of Syria, began to
land small groups of soldiers on October §th on the Syrian coastline, in order
to present Britain with a fair accompli of her presence in the arca. The British,
on the other hand, fearing a quick esttablishment of a local authority by the
Syrians, moved forward and inclucd Syria under the military administration
of the Occupied Enemy Territorics (O.E.T.) under which the French Colonel
Piepape found himsell as military governor ol Beirut.

Syria was therefore divided into three zones each of which was placed un-
der a specific administration as distinet from the other. The first, known as
Occupicd Enemy Territory Administration South (O.E.T.A. South), com-
prised Palestine within its later 1920 borders was placed under British super-
vision: the sccond, or O.E.T.A, East, forming interior Syria was Arab; the
third, known as O.E. T.A. WesL, comprised Lebanon and the Syrian seaboard
from Tyre to the conlines of Cilicia was French.8

As a reminder, shortly after the Arabs agreed to revolt against Turkey in
accordance with the Husayn-McMahon Correspondence, Britain found her-
sell plunging her head blindly into a new agreement with France that was
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completely contrary to her pledges made to the Arabs. This agreement is
known as the Sykes-Picot Agreement. The two powers agreed Lo share
among themsclves the territorics of the Levant in case ol a defeat of Turkey.
Brilain was to receive Iraq. Syria was (o be French and Palestine was o be in-
ternationalized under French, British and Russian control. Annexation of
these territories was neither mentioned nor excluded, the way was lelt free to
the powers to annex any part they wished. This document is the starting point
ol a series of shamelul measures undertaken by British di plomacy.

The first thing to say about this document is that it was negotiated without
the knowledge of the Sharil, and it contains provisions that are in direct con-
tradiction with precedent British pledges to the Arabs. The Arabs came (o
know about the agreement only after the Bolshevik Revolution in October
1917. When the Bolsheviks scized power, the first thing they did was to make
public all the sceret agreements made by Tsarist Russia, Husayn, who re-
ceived a copy ol the agreement through Turkey which was secking a separate
peace with the Arabs, rushed to ask Britain for clarifications. Th answer was
never received, at least not as the Sharil expected. Sharif Husayn was in-
formed that the agreement was an exchange of views rathers than a formal
agreement.

This reply, which was made on February &, 1918, was followed on No-
vember, by a joint British-French Declaration that stated that the war aims of
the two powers were a complete liberation of the Arab countrics from (he
Turkish yoke and that at the same time their will was (o assist (he people in
seting up national governments.

In general, the situation ol the Arabs during World war I was that of hope
and deeeipt. The people who just broke the chains that attached them for cen-
turics 1o Turkish imperialism and exploitation saw that their future was not
that good cither. They saw, daily, European imperialism materialize itsell.
They entered the war as (ull partners and they ended up by being subjected to
claims and rights by their [riends. Syria by 1918 was not only a country that
~suffered rom British military presence on its soil, but also o country over
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which France claimed to have “rights”.

IV Syria and the Post War Settlement

~In 1919 Faysal headed a delegation (o the peace Conlérence at Versailles.
The French, however icluctantly, aceepled him as a spokesman ol the Arab
cause. There in Paris. Faysal found himsell in the presence of three forees
working against Arab aspualmns for independence and selfdetermination. Fi-
rstly, British imper ialist designs over Palestine and Iraq for str alegic reasons
and others; sccondly, French colonial policy for political, cultural and cco-
nomic control of Syria; and thirdly. Zionism which wanted o create in Pales-
line a Jewish homeland as promised by Britain in 1917 through the Ballour
Declaration.

On January 29, 1919, Faysal was permited to speak belore the delegates at
the Confererice. He stressed the Wilsonian principles ol sell-determination
and he reminded the British ()l their pledges to the Arabs as set forth in the
Husayn-McMahon Correspondance, who had contributed mightily to the de-
feat of the central powers. Faysal also proposed that a Commission of In-
quiry be sent Lo the arca (o sludy the wishes of the people. This proposal for a
Commission Tor Inquiry was espouscd by President Wilson immediately.
Mr. LLoyd George aceepted it reluctantly while Mif Clemenceaux rejected it
indircetly.

President Wilson proposed to the delegates in Versailles that a Briush,
French. Americain and Italian commission be sent to Syria to inguire about
the nature of the government the people really desired. France, because of her
colonial aims, declined the offer and so did Britain and Italy. The Commis-
sion which, therefore, amv«,d in Syria on Junc 10, 1919, consisted only ol

‘,Amuu‘uns headed by Dr. H.C. King and Mr. Charles Crane. Faysal. who
". Imd mlul_npd“ only recently from; the Peace Conference. called tor the forma-
tion of“dclegates from Lhmu"h()ul greater Syria to meet with the € ommission.
This, however, was done under alarmed cyes of the French, On the 20th of
June 1919, representatives from difTerent arcas and representing both Arabs
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and Christians met in Damascus and c¢reated the National Congress. This
newly formed body was to be the only recognized representative of all Syria.
The political stand of the National Congress was the repudiation of both the
Sykes-Picot Agreement and the Balfour Declaration. It also urged the powers
to acknowledge the full independence of Syria and Palestine. As a final state-
ment of independence and defiance, Amir Faysal was clected King of Syria.

The Commission carried out its work for three months during which it re-
ceived hundreds of petitions and interviewed thousands of people [rom difler-
ent backgrounds and religions. The Commission wrote an extensively docu-
mented report. The valuce of this report is that it is the only source 1o which
the Historian can turn for a distinterested and wholly objective analysis of the
state of fecling in Arab political circles in the period immediately following
the war.9

The recommendations of the King-Crane Commission concerning Syria
was that "Whatever foreign administration (Whether of one or mote powers)
1s brought into Syria, should come in not at all as a colonizing power in the
old sensc of that term, but as a Mandatory under the League of Nations, with
the clear consciousness that 'the well-being and development' of the Syrian
people form for it a 'sacréd trust' ".10 The Commission's report stated also
that Traq should be placed under a scparate mandate, and that Lebanon had to
preserve its autonomy within Syria. Syria was 1o be a constitutional monar-
chy, with Faysal as King. The report also made it clear that the Syrian general
feeling was for independence and il mandate had (o be applied to the area the
choice of the people favored the United States but il the latter declined the of-
fer, it should then be assigned to Great Britain. A French mandate was not
recommended because of the objection of the Syrian (o such prospect.

The French not only did not like the idea of sending a commission of in-
quiry Lo Syria but also rejected all the recommendations made by it. They
were very aware that the general Opinioh in Syria was unfavorable to them.
The French were also very suspiciouS of the British. The fact is that Allenby's
victory had raised the British prestige cnormousley in the arca, which added
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to French apprehension.

The King-Crane Commission, when its work was extended to Palestine
and Iraq, was also the subject of a denigration campaign led by Britain. Brit-
ain which was alrcady bound to the World Zionist Movement by the pledges
that she had made through the Balfour Declaration did not want the Commis-
sion (o report to the Peace Conference on the wishes of the people of the area.
And so was the case for Irag which Britain had already made up her mind for
its luture.

In general the Report of the Commission was pigeonholed and ignored,
and was not acted upon even in washington. 11 By this time, the two powers
had already set their plans for the future of Syria and the other Arab coun-
tries. On November 1, 1919, Britain, under French pressure, reluctantly with-
drew her forces from Western Syria and Cicilia, leaving a free hand for the
French to take over. Fresh troops were brought from Africa to Syria (o rein-
force the already existing French forces in the arca. These forces were put un-
der the command of general Gouraud who became the supreme represnlative
of France in the Levant.

The withdrawal of the British troops and their replacement by the French
troops antagonized the Nationalists who saw the French plan coming step by
step toward its implementation. In the rush, committecs for the defense of the
homeland were formed in major towns; an economic blockade was esta-
blished between the inland and the coastal zone in which the French troops
were stationed and violent acts of terrorism were carried out against French
posts. :

On the 25th of April, 1920, the Allied Supreme Council was convened at
San Remo, the result was placing Syria under a French Mandate. This deci-
sion taken at San Remo and made public on the 5th of May was received with
horror rather than surprise in Damascus. "In the eyes of the Arabs, the San
Remo decisions were nothing short of a betrayal, and the fact that they violat-
ed a compact sealed in blood made the betrayal more hateful and despicable.”
12 Whatever 'legal' form the san Remo decisions presented to history, they
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were a complete violation of the pledges made (o the Arabs, particularly those
mude by Great Britain.

Now I think we can understand why the pledges were made to the Arabs
but were never kept. Those pledges were [irst made under the stress of war,
At that time the allies, and cspecially Britain, badly nceded Arab support in
their Eastern campaign. The British pledges to different people and different
governments were made mainly in order o keep everybody on her side while
war was going on. Thus as conflicting were the wishes of the different partics,
s0 were the stalements, declaration, proclamations of the British officials con-
tradictory. At the end of the war the British govenment found itself with com-
mitments not always compatible with one another.

The British were also wrong from the very beginning when they thought
that in putting themselves forward as the liberators of the Arab countries [rom .
the Turkish oppressors their image would rise in the eyes of the Arabs who
would, in return, aceept some impediments on their independence. The British
can also be reproached for lailling to have any proper understanding of the
Arabs. Even "specialists” such as T. E. Lawrence and Sir Mark Sykes, did not
have enough understanding of the power of Islam. of the Arab desire for uni-
ty, or even ol the Arab awakening. One cannot help concluding that the Arabs
were not taken seriously at all when the Great Powers made their pledges o
them. ’

Soon after the Arabs learned about the San Remo decision, their relations
with France worsened still more. Arab Nationalisis. cager Lo preserve the free-
dom they had just won with force from Turkey. started to put pressurc on
Faysal (o arm the people and Icad them in a liberatin £ war against France. On
the other hand, the San Remo decisions gave 1o French colonialist politicians
what they had desired lor a long time : a Iree hand in Syria to impose their
terms on Faysal. ‘

In Syria, Gouraud was waiting only lor such a step to be taken at an inter-
national level in order o consolidate his country's claim over Syria. Using the
desperate raids made by some angry grou ps against his troops, on July 14,
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Gouraud sent an ultimatum to King Faysal in which he enumetated five con-
ditions : the handing over ol the Rayyak Aleppo Railway to French military
control, the abolition ol conscription for scrvices in the Arab lorees, the de-
mobilization of the Arab Army, the adoption ol the French currency system,
and. linally. the punishment of the people who stood against French oceupa-
tion.

This ultimatum was only a tactical move, in reality France had made up her
mind about occupying not only the Syrian coastline, but also the inland as
well. Faysal, to the surprise ol the nationalists, accepted the terms ol the ult-
matum but asked Gouraud for further discussions. Even though the aceep-
tance of the ultimatum was to cost Faysal his popularity, he did so for two
recasons. Firstly, he knew that no matter what position he ok, France was de-
termined o occupy all of Syria; secondly, he was still counting on the support
of the British.

Although Faysal accepted the terms of the ultimatum, that did not stop
Gouraud's forces from marching on Damascus and scizing it afler having
crushed the hasty defense prepared by some volunteers. The French wroops,
hcavily cquipped and very well organized, met no strong resistance. Faysal
was obliged to Ieave on the 28th to Palestine and from there o hrag where a
new destiny was awaiting him. 13

Just alter receiving Gouraud's ultimatum, Faysal sent his last message as
Syrian spokesman (o the league of Nations and to the European capitals. In
this message he said : :

[ - We want peace and the prescrvation of our independence.

2 - We rejecet as unfounded all the accusations against us, intended 1o em-
broil our relations with our Allies.

3 - We do not refuse to enter into negotiations and we are indeed ready to
do so. Our delegation headed by his Majesty the King is ready to leave (for
Europe). We aceept any solution provided it is not against our independence
and our honour.

4 - We are lully prepared and lully’icsolved to delend our honour and our
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rights with all the force that God has given us. 14

This message and another one that he sent to Gouraud were the last state-
ments made by Faysal as King of Syria asserting his sovereign power while
still on Syrian soil. The entrance of the French troops into Damascus was a
violation of the Peace Conference decisions and very much against the prin-
ciples of the League of Nations. The French government thus divested King
Faysal from an authority invested in him by the Syrian people and recognized
by the Allies. ’

The fall of the Faysal government can be understood in many ways : its
existence was in direct conflict with the French imperialist ambitions in the
area: its military strength was too weak to ensure its survival;having to choose
between her ties with France and her pledges to the Arabs, Britain did not lift
a linger to preserve the legitimate government.
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Archives et Traduction :
Sources Documentaires Espagnoles Concernant I'Algérie.

| ‘Archivos y Traduccion :
Fuentes Documentables espanolas para Argelia.

Par A. ABI-AYAD
Université d'Oran
Algérie

Les archives constituent des picees maitresses dans L reconstitution du pass¢
proche ou lointain ¢t permettent aux futures générations de se reconnaitre et de
transmettre a leur tour le patrimoine culturel et scientifique acquis. Les archives
sont toutes sortes de documents ecrits, visuels, arquéologiques, oraux, $oil sous
forme de rapports, lettres, correspondances presses el journaux, soit sous forme
de texte littéraires, historiques, scientifiques., ¢conomiques, ete... Elles constituent
la- mémoire nationale et I'héritage humain du peuple qu'on doint inconditionnelle-
ment préserver et conserver précicusement dans le but de servir A tout moment les
besoins des citoyens et de Ta nation. Car un peuple sans mémoire est un peuple
sans histoire, autrement dit, s'il n'ypas d'archives il n'y aura pas d'histoire et par
cons"quent, tous les replres et les références socio-culturelles se perdent, provo-
quant ainsi une crise populaire.

Cuando se habla de archivos, s¢ hace referencia obligaloriamente a su conser-
vacion y preservacion. Pucs la conservacion de los archivos, ¢s decir cuantos de-
cumentos eseritos, visuales, arqueologicos us orales sean de tipo informes, cartas,
correspondencias, scan do tipo literario, historico, cientifico, cconomico. periodis-
tico, ete, siendo una memoria nactonal y un patrimonio humano del puclbo deben
ser incondicionalemente preservados y protegidos contra cualquicr alteracion hu-
mana o natural, para poder servir a las [uturas generaciones pucs un puchlo sin
memoria es un pucblo sin historia como se suele decir.

Dicho de otro modo si no hay archivos, no hay historia y por lo tanto s¢ picrde
toda referencia culwral de un pueblo.

Les différents Seminaires nationaux sur les Archives, en oceurencee, celui qui
vient juste d'avoir licu & linstitut de hibliothdconomic de note Université démon-
tre on ne peur micux, I'importance et la valeur inestimable des archives ot fonds
documentaires qui doivent 2 out prix &te préservés, notamment si on ait allusion
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