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It would scem that the passages in the British
Fress

Ly which ;gept*ﬁn ds,taken are contained 1n
messagggjfﬁﬁm Caird. While there is no sort of
affection or reapect for King Farouk here there has

not been much in the way of editorial comment to .
cause offence, It would seem, therefore, that the most
effective course would be to cull in the authors of [y
theae offending messages in Cairo and reason with them, -
Apart from an approocch to the press on the very highest..
level (which would not be justified)} there is no

other certain way of discouraging thie sort of thing,
for there is a sirong disinclination on the part of -
reapectable journals like the Obgerver, the Economiat .
ond the Illustrated London Hewa to tamper with S
correspondenta’ copy, We can, of course, speak to

our contacts and will do so. But the buainess end is
Cairo,

As tu the sSconomist, I called the attention of
Mr, Stewart %o 8 stutement in a recent issue of that

Journal to the effect that the Embassy in Cairo waa
guarded by British soldiers in Nufti, The War Office

93204 (General/...,
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Wiy e
" (General Gaee) was very indignant about this ang .
e declared it was quite untrue. I asieg f'or the
.. Department's observationg eurly last week and left _ .
. -the copy of the Economist with them, I Bhould@ like - '.
.0 be sure I was on sufe ground before ma ing

‘representations to the Economist, As tipme 1s running

. oen 1 hope I can soon have u line of comment 1o work

* upon. ( - g}dz

‘I\T. X, Nash,

Ll Race,

c. ‘/M?Qw"’ ivcary Lot

2th May, 1clo9,

-y

4

ALter movera) attempts to see Mr. Nash laat
weok I saw him on the 10th May ana gave him the
department's observations on the Economist
artiocle referred to, Mr. Nash 2aid he would

; Bpeak to the Boonomist,

Draft lettor submitted.

| ~—{B.W,-pailsy)
\ 12th May, 1949.
. ! '
Seq Jsas‘r{msl(fb. o/z,

--"""'-é_‘ I




ERITISH EMBASSHY,

S S S e TN

I t_.! ar
" CONFIDENTIAL., '

L : L ™ you know the osnsorship hnr-, which dnlrd.to tln a e
L R Faloatine Amistice seams likely to remein in force for
by .. - . mowe time at least far internsl security reasons, has been
S . GAving us & oertain amount of troudle latsly. Early in the

’ now year two Britlsh Sunday newspapers, the “Sunday Express™
LR and the “Observer®, wers bamed for publishing articles -

- unfevourabls to Xing Parcuk, and in ths latter casze we had S
\ . to intervens to prevent the sxpulsion from Egypt of Miss :
[- . . Clare Eollingworth, the "Obssrver's” Middls East oarrespondent, o,
b : : . More rocently the "Economlst® and the "Ilustrated Iom : P
RN lm" also came und.-r the oomorahip's ban. .

. m Inrnmtl.on Department tock the matter up 'liﬂl. the
mrm of the Press Buretu of the Miniatry of Forelgm .
L A.fflirl and have been assured that the bana'on both these :
e 77 1bter publioations are shortly to be lifted. At the selwe , ey S
"7 time they thraghedl out the general oenmsorship question and - BRI A
-5 .o we hawe now, T think, arrived at a solution which r-pmnntu S e
:ﬂabutnmohuum-mtinwnt cdroumatances, wr e TR

— e e e
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S 77 Previously At appears that there were several- qrﬂ.d.ah L

AERES ;lnﬂlnrﬁ.ud t0 ban publications to which sxception was takem, '~

! e “and they certainly sesm to have interpreted their instruetions .
L somswbat Iiborally. Now, however, we understand that as a -

- resilt of our represeniations it has been decided that im -
! Ll vk fatere, so fap as foreign pudlications are concernsd, no swok :
I .y- o 77 benning orders will be issued, with one exceptiom, without the TR
R SRR nrior athority of the Director of the Press Buress. And he | .. oy o E
p o0 rivhes assured us that he will not resort to bamning vhea the 00 5D
b e 8 nJJ objection is that a peper has published feots mnpalatabls . - . )

L) s .

Ao Ae te Rgypt or indulpged in legitimate oxitioisa of her attitude, .~ .
b T T Tpoldey ebo.  In such cases, i they feel sufficdeatly atromgly . o U
B nbout it} individual censors will merely cmuse the uﬂqﬁu oo MR

R m-tohrmmttthinlhmtﬂunkn mmﬂ

0 MMoptionhiﬁ,ahIhnrdmmuhth
Losse of articles direstly attaocking the King or the regims,’

@ % which will invelve sutamatio bamming, spd it is here that I
i shonld e grateful for your assistance. I fully realise the'; - .-
difrioulties involved tut wuld it be possible fer Pilest ltrut .
to be informed of this rather ridioulous position, axd at th
‘samp time asked in ths intereat of better Anglo-Igyptism ~
‘E.ﬁphtimtohyortsuoh 'hopios? Itisobvimthnﬂll

1 .'. - o




Refurencels

COPYRI

M]E&Q__{}_ qo' qq TP IR ARNE NN,

FuBLIC RECOAD OFFCE 1[21 ] L3

| 11

GHT - NOT TO BE HEAROOYCED PHD'IOG'QFHII:M.I.'I Wl THOUT FEFHISSIGII

U

RECSIVED tx gg,

TRRRTT.

[

Pelace has made known King Farouk's views in no uncertain
tarms, and that every oensor is now leaning over beckwards

to avold furthor upaet to H.M.'s susceptibilitieu. At the
same time the Dirsotor of the Fress Bureau said that sinoe
articlas attacking the King were a fairly recent manifestation,
i.e. sinoe the Palestine hostilities, the powers that be wers
wondering whether there was some sinister Jewish-Communist

" influence in Fleet Strest working against the Bgyptian monarahy!

W have, of course, resssuresd the Director on this point, to
which I 4o not wish to attach undne importance, tut I think
it would be adwentageous if, rollowing this clarification, we
oould awvoid further inoidenta. Criticism of the King, {as of

‘the Bead of State of any 'frisndly' country) 1a after 2ll in

vory questiorable taste and is likely %o do disproportionate
damage to the good will which im now making itself feld.
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| In your letter W12Y/11/49 of the 22nd April sheut I
osnsorEhip in ] ﬂ?’ m,':od the guestisn of besiile

 of King Parouk in the British press e ite j:ln‘lm affest . ||
... GR Angle-ngrptian relatiods, : : : .

we have made enguivies in Fleet street and fyem Shese ) L
. seems that the passsges 1n the pritish press te whish .
hes heen taken have in esoh osse heon sontained 1m
Prom She correspondents of these in Oul¥oe
(1L ST et 6 s e S e
sction OF respec r s
not noticed anything in the way of editorial _u-: that
- pe Mkely to ceuse offemsss ' L LA

. Bews Depariment have snderdsken to spesk te Vhelp semtonty : |
berée but Shey have Joinied out Shat there is a siveng &l . 0o
ipolination on the part of responaible 1ike the S
»Obaervert, the *Economtiss* end the *IL trated London Rele® .
to touper with ocorrespondents’ cojye We are inolimed b0 Whfwk i
. gherefore that the most effeotive wey of iseonreging 11)» g
. timed artioles of the kind you wention 18 fer peut Informabion
AT Depariment to spoak to the Ceiro correspondmis of e SR
ST L pees sonosmed. n-nmmﬂmnuu-ﬂ;q-
~gontizue 9 do whal 1% 6aR. - S T
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Further details regarding the banning of British publication
in Egypt,and the suggestion that the offending artisles
could not have emanated from the press darrespondents in

CAIRQ to Mx,Wright. Egypt, ’
No. (L120/47/49). |
Dated _Confidential, Refers to F.0, letter (J _3532/1451/16) of 1st June, iR
ﬁecjgit:gtrjl 23rd June 'S, B LA Uy " :
Last Paper. (Minutsa.) |
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Dean Ihict.adl, L

Many thanks for your letter J, %92/1451/16 of lst June
about hostlls criticism of King Farouk in the British Press.

I am grateful for what you have done but scmewhat
diasturbed at the result of your enquiries. If I had thought
that Plest Street, when taxed, would react in thiawmy I
should have given you fuller details, It wos, of oourss,
beoause 1 was satisfied that the offending passages were not
oontained in measages from correspondenta in Cairo that I folt
obliged to raise the question with you.

As you know four British publications have been benned
so far thias year, the 'Obaservert', the 'Sunday Express', the
‘Economiat’ and the 'I1lustreted London News'., The 'Obasrver'
correspondent, who also represents the 'Econcmist', denles all
responaibllity for the article of 20th February which oaused
the former newspapsr to be banned. In support she points out
sthat it was desoribed as "By a Special Correspondent®; had she
written it herself it would have been "From Qur (wn Correspon-
dent®, "Rudderless BEgypt® in the ‘Roonomist' of let Jamuary
was reaponsible for the temporary banning of that periodiocal.
Here the ooyrespondent considers that messages received from
her went to the making of ths article, but maintains that it
was a composite effort produced in London and oompletely
dlsclaims the two vital sentences referring to the Xing and
the regime. The 'Sundey Exprsas® ocorrespondent, who has since
resigned, was an Egyptian subject. He t0ld my Information
Department that he had had nothing to do with the article of
16th Jamiary which cansed all the trouble, and indsed it is
omplotely out of charwoter. The 'Illustrated London News' has
no oq:mpo:ﬁcnt in Cadro.

_ In any case, even were I Lo doubt the statements of the

... ¥Wo_correspondents concermed, which I ‘mee no particular reason

to do, ' you will realise that with the present atringdnt
osnsorghip it is virtually impossibla for correapondenta in
Calro to send anything objectionable to the Bgyptlan authorities
in theiy messages to London. I hope, therefore, that you will.

~ be able to persuads News Departmant to speak to thelr oontacts

© with added oonviction. On the asswmption that the artiocles in
question wors written in Lomdon the question of tampering with
foreign correarondenta’ copy is really irrelevant to this letter,
but the impression I have gained from correspondents hera is
that their copy is by rno meana as saorosenot as they would wish.

@wm -

¥

M.R. Wright Bsq., C.M.G.,
Foreign Office,
London, 8,W,1

M

2.:.-_4 '

T

S n e —




o e ————— it

' Rudderfess Egypt ‘ _

Will Nokrashy Pasha’s death by murder make any diffcrence

o Pgypt’s politics at hovne and sbroad 2 L' judge by the names

. In the new cabinet, the likely answer in No, Ail sugpest thal there

e e e e, S e
* tr succeeds Nok

Thrahim Abde] 1adi, Is a choice fram polm;c cl.":!es :m.'l is m

fore likely to rubber-stamp m“'llilmﬂ'_lla in Palestine for which..-

King Farouk besrs personal responsibility. Tho-mew appoin-
ment to the Ministry of Boreign Affairs (Ibmshing Dessnuki Abazs
Pashe, prommed from the Ministey of Communications) displaces
Khexhube Pasha-the anly member of ihe Nokrashy cabinet who
had !he-ltu-nnlh of nurng e owwim apsingt the Kream of publie
emwdion over tiwe Nudan, and o sce le vinoes of an agrecmens
wi}:\ Britain, |

Al hoinie, tog, the morder seems unlikely to leave any significant
mirf: on the odiime of events. For Egyprian paljticy l}g\';‘_n by
B sort of babel, in which everyone 1§ réady with critic::riiﬁ
slogas but no one hax the cournge or the following to step
forward and master the din. “The woice #f common sense i
drowned in 2 welter of sirect ctieh, ' We want & republic®
miaghey Inconsequently with * We wat Farida®  As 0o oot -

LAy -

knaws where either showan would tead, the countey silthers on its
Slow progress towards @ viokwm climax—always threazetng bus

T

never in sight.  In soch 2 siluation the loss of one honewt tut

inrHective loader mukes hiple diffucnce. The chief mmedime
oicomae of the murdir is 10 alrmt Kemion 10 Wthe Moslem
Bimbarhood wv @ comnibuior w the long-diawn-ouy deterioradun,

“Ihe Brotherhioond, when qatted by Haran c]-Banna in 1930,
simply picached rctorn (0 the pure forms of Sunni worship and
sbandonmem of the mwicrialisn and corruption that had arrived
witkh wesrern civilisation, As such it was againsy the Ioreigner and
s, threugh the Gallibikity of is Yeaders, hocamie mose and more
comesligd i politigs,  Islan is alweys 2 weful rallying cry.
Atracwd by the thought e the Brasherhood budd vhe power 1o
virllect a cruwd, Tirs the Ring, lstes Nabos und the Walll, and later
£1i)l the anti-Wald parties, paid its leader Tor suppoct which way, in
numbers, mpressive,  These patzons one by one Jent themsclves o
# practice that might well have made of Hasan el-Banna the ace in
Egypiiany politics 5 but despite his title of “ supreme guide,” he
geems 10 Jack the qualdities ther would make him so. When, &
yeat agn, he quarrclied with his principal licutenanis ovey their
sccosations of sclling out o politicians, there followed & bout of
ditty-linen-washing which suggests that he is new littde more
than ancahee Egypuian on the political make.

Though he lost ground following the split in 1he Brotherbood’s
ranks, he is still—thanks to the devouiness and the religious
fervour tha his name conpnotes—able 10 draw a zealoys crowd and
10 inspire Tanatical young men to do his bidding. Hix Brotherhood

-

ia cexiainiy responsible for some~—probably fo¢ all—of the recent

terrorist activites in Cairo. These range from planting bombs in
foreign offices such as ihe Suden Agency 1o the vengelul murders
of ithe Vice-President of the Court of Appeal and of Nokreshy,
who had banned 1he Brotherhood on December Sih. :
Baypt baw, or hal, an cfficient police force and & coursgeous
Judiclary, but the wurse of jumice has pot Jaiely run en umooth
as jt did. Tt has devinted from the sicaizht when anti-foreign

" feelings have heen allowed to sway it, notably duting the sl

of the murdcrer of the anglophilke Amin Osman, But no anti-
forcign implications will be involved when Nokrashy's assassin
atands hia W), To shout on his behalf: “Down with the
government sha) bost the Sudan™ is to Jose sight of ¢ssentials.
The issue is whether or no there is 1o be poblic security in
Egypt. Withowi it no man hos & chance 10 exvcule a palicy.

The Egyprian public needs 1o clear its mind quickly, lor 1hus year

is election yearn
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Dear ﬁm .

Thenk you for your letter o, L1V '
aboul oriticiam or King Farouk tn ¢he lﬂimugrm.

lett ‘z’r-:lhnm thntl';. u;mumaoa r:w
oy ¢ 22n4 . ows Departoent spoke
to their contagts 1:;’;1&“ Atrest on the ervonecus

assumpiien that the o

a84ioles were based

on deepatohes from oorres ents in Cailw, fop
this waa the meaning we read into She nu‘
aph 0f your letter, (The ssscoistion of

he move to expel Miss Clare Hollingworth with the
banning of the “Obssrver" and Yhe "Hoonorieyy
suggestad that the artiolss wore weitten ayr
correapdudents 4in Kgypt, amd inoidentally, we
@ould not cheok as no datse Were given sa to whan

the eftending artioles appearesd,
W in your last letter),

King an

future. Thay omn appeal for post

. News D nent are now re-opaiing the
AQueation, dut thay have pointoed out that thay
¢mnno$ gmmtu that 1oles oritical of the

the prevant regime will not &P 4in

to roputadle

gpan of the quality of the *Rocnomist" with some

P8 0of si0cenn, hut the more p%mlar and less

responsible papers auoh a3 the ™

are unfortunatoly not so likely to be impregaed

by requests to respsct the King'sa Deroon,

81 Ronald Oampball, 0.C.k.0, ¢ CuBesy.
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