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T}ie Role of the Palestinian Peasantry
in the Great Revolt (1936~1939)

Ted Swedenburg

Between 1936 and 1939, a major anti-colonial rebellion known among Arabs as
the Great Revolt shook the mandate territory of Palestine. The struggle pitted
apoorly armed peasant movement against the might of the world’s preeminent
colonial power, Great Britain. Despite the militancy and duration of the revolt,
?Chf’]arly work on this period tends to emp
mSurgent movement and, in particular, to discount the role of the peasantry.
Dominant accounts generally define the fellahin as «¢raditional, backward,
fmd conservative,” as “‘activated by tribal and religious loyalties,” * and as “'too
1solated, ignorant and poor” to play a significant role in the national move-
ment.? Because they consider the peasants to be completely dominated by the
local ruling class, these scholars view them as incapable of political initiative.
Moreover, they attribute the disintegration of the revolt to the traditional
clannish, factional, and regional divisions among fellahin that prevented them
from maintaining a unified movement. The rebellion’s demise is thus seen as
due to the peasantry’s accession 1o leadership in the vacuum left by the urban
el“‘fs' A parallel argument, which imposes a model derived from industrial
capitalism upon an agrarian society, attributes the uprising’s defeat toits failure
o d‘f"elop a strong leadership. Since only a revolutionary party could have
Provided the command structure and social program necessary for victory, the

Peasantry as a class is considered incapable of providing guidance. Such

analyses not only dismiss the crucial role of the peasants, who made up 75
ir legitimate social

percent of the population of Palestine,? but also ignore thei
and political demands. .
I.Propose, as an alternative, to read existing historical accounts “against the
grain” so as to bring the marginalized Palestinian peasantry to the center of my
analysis ¢ I will argue that the peasantry’s relation to the ruling not;blcs was

169

hasize the shortcomings of the -

,« el i
“‘3.0*' E
f“r“ﬁf :
N
Ao
s




170

TED SWEDENBURG

never simply one of complete subservience. As Gramsci notes, a dominant
class’s hegemony is never “total or exclusive”; it is, rather, a process, a relation
of dominance that has, as Raymond Williams says, ““continually to be renewed,
recreated, defended and modified. It is also continually resisted, limited,
altered, challenged by pressures not all its own.” s The Palestinian peasantry,
therefore, while subordinated to the rule of the notables, nonetheless possessed
a long tradition of opposition to their hegemony. It also possessed a history of
challenging capitalist penetration and state formation. Such traditions of
resistance were kept alive in popular memory and could be drawn upon as
powerful tools of mobilization in moments of rupture. These “folk” traditions
were not isolated, however, from other influences. They did not exist in a state
of pristine purity, but were affected and transformed both by the dominant
ideologies of the notables, who led the nationalist movement, and by alternative
discourses emanating from more radical factions of the educated middle class.
Also the fellahin’s “common sense” notions® and their forms of political mobi-
lization were jolted by the rapidly changing material conditions of the British
mandate period. The Palestine peasantry, in short, was not simply an unchang-
ing, backward social category.

During the course of the revolt, the rebels, who represented a broad alliance
of peasants, workers, and radical elements of the middle class, developed an
effective military force and began to implement social and political programs
that challenged a‘yan (notable) leadership of the nationalist movement and

threatened the base: ile-| i c
s of mercantile-landlord dominance. The threat of acounte:

hegemonic peasant leadership with a class-based program caused large pum-
bers of wealthy utban Palestinians to flee the country. The movement also
posed a serious threat to British strategy in the region and forced them ©
expend considerable military energies to crush the rebellion, which they su¢-
ceeded in doing only after more than three years of struggle.

I-n order to recuperate and to assess the Palestinian peasants’ historical
achievements and traditions of resistance, I will trace the historical evolution of

:alest_inian soci§ty and its prevailing ideologies prior to the rebellion, golr
ack to the period before capitalism was imposed as the dominant mode
production in Palestine. This will lay the

ing of the pi foundation for a revised understand-
g o : e plvot;il role of the struggles of the Palestinian peasantry agaim‘ the
expansion of thé Ottoman state,

Zionist colonization, and British occupatio?
that culminated in the Great Revolt.” ’

PALESTINE IN THE PRE-CAPITALIST ERA

In the period immediately pri i :
. I, ma
‘Ali in 1831, Palestine Y Prior o its occupation by Egypt’s ruler Muham

Ottoman omoiro s was only loosely controlled and integrated into the
their imme;n'p"e. A_t best, Ottoman sway extended to Palestine’s towns a0
1ate environs. But even the towns, dominated by notables whose
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authority was based on religious or genealogically clammf:l “n(c;lt)tlsm::‘a::::
enjoyed substantial autonomy and frequently rebel.led -aga}llnsi O
thority.? Towns along the coast had suffered a de.clmc in the ad ethegmva i
century due to the demise of the cotton trade with France ant g

inflicted by the successive invasions of coastal Palestine by Egypt’s Ali Bey

’ 10 By the early nineteenth
(1770-71) and France’s Napoleon Bonaparte (1799) of‘{)e e iaalands.

century the center of gravity had shifted to the towns al emporia and
While these urban centers in no way rivaled the great commell”;la z) It:)hey were
textile-producing cities of northern Syria (Damascus’.Hon;S’ Z:lcﬁ;n (partic-
important centers of local and regional trade and artisanal prot
ularly the olive oil of Nablus). In an era ot wez . al
Wereygenerally dominated by the countryside. The Popui?ltlon :}t; atlh; ;‘;{us
areas was concentrated in the central highlands of the ga i elf:t’igns organized
(Samaria), and Jabal al-Khalil (Judea). Here, can-basce & 008 D00 )
along highly fluid *“tribal” lines (Qays and Yemen) comp separated the
resources and political power. A rudimentary class S";?tt\:ir:t ta}:( collectors
shaykhs of the leading patrilineages (hamulas) and th‘; 'Il‘she shaykhs’ obliga-
(shuyukh al-nawahi)from the mass of peasant producess.” ' JESI T T
tions to the Ottoman state were to maintain security an adically remitted
portion of which they retained. In practice they onl}f .SP(:;uonomy by rais-
taxes to the state; more frequently they dgfe‘nded ‘ ;II ns sent out by the
ing rural confederations to fend off tax-foraging expe 1l . ntagonisms were
Ottoman governors of Damascus and Sidon.** Local ¢ aainegd in support:
thus somewhat mitigated by the benefits that the peasantry g
ing their local chieftains against direct Ottoman rule. d the Jordan and
The lowlands of Palestine—the plains of the (:0:;15't :1:nds But they were
Esdraelon valleys—functioned as a hinterland [qr thecl ll)gu s ar;cly populated.
R0t merely an empty zone. The plains were culivated 3w 000 e i, and
Villagers who resided pcrmanently in the more secure 2 lains on a seasonal
foothills went down to the lowlands to wo-rk Fh-c ne]ar vZanshiP (mulk) by the
basis. In contrast to the highlands, where individua ochard and vine cultiva-
head of the extended family predominated and. Vthwdoirn muska or “communal”
tion was typical, the peasants of the plains .pan.’lclpate
tenure and practiced extensive grain cultivation.

. i -es interpenetrated
Unlike the highlands, in the lowlands agﬁcmwr;]xgz;:;s ;:dcg,llow lands
with pastoralism, for both villagersand nontiads use d nomads, usually

bel

10 pasture their herds. The relation between Peasatt B0 o oy guigity,
Tepresented as implacably hostile, was actu:.all)’ on; of struggle. Commentators
characterized by moments both of coopel:ano‘:‘an hic” and have singled out
who have described conditions on the pl;.im b roduce the viewpoint of
the Bedouin as the chief cause of desolation merely rf pa zone where peasants,
the Ottoman state. In fact the lowlands were ;l mptg’ck) and the forces of the
nomads, bandits (both of peasant and of nomadics s

fweak imperial authority, these towns
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state vi i

P cz(;]n for clontrol, with no group able to take decisive command. Bedouin

forces of hmon y ruled over certain areas and “protected”’ peasants against the
f the state .(and against thieves and other nomadic tribes), in return for

protection fees paid as a form of rent. . ’

PRE-CAPITALIST IDEOLOGIES

Althou; . -
cessors %: t;};ePlr)Z;;ttlt:nOdf flalesune .T?Cognized the Ottoman sultans as suc-
great deal of indepen denc: f:l: as l}fgmmate rulers, in practice they exerciseda
legitimate but it scarcely ir;te ren cIe N Ottom.an authority may have been
as mediators between th rvened in everyday life. The local shaykhs served
forces, they enjoyed virt ¢ lpeasams and the state, but, given the balance of
imputed “noble” desce:(a Zuﬁonon{y‘ T_heir own authority rested upon their
between the “noble” Shayi:hssals(;ygl?al- in ;‘)re-capitalist societies,!® relations
and intimate. This 3PPBarance~n ft eir inferiors appeared highly personalizcd
of exploitation, recasting th Infact served to refract the underlying relations
amicable interpersonal ril em in terms consonant with the constitution of
shared interests of Shaykh::'azs- Class an.tagonisms were also softened by the
state intervention and in strun 1~peaSan't5 in defending highland villages from
addition, peasants were Positig lrég against competing rural confederations. In
of kinship,!* while other relati nodon thelr Pr?ductivc relations throughidioms
also served to divide peasa o based on village, regional, and “tribal” ties
insuperable, for the variou:l . lmemall}"ls These vertical cleavages were not
unite under the leadershi ;Oﬂfederatmns (including Bedouin) were able to
broad-based 1834 rebel]i,fno th.e shaykhs to resist foreign invaders, as in the
these dynamics of division aggam%t Egyptian occupation.’® The principles of
and my brother [unite to fight] unity are expressed in the famous proverb, ‘T
to f;‘ghtk] against the stranger.” ::gam“ my cousin, but I and my cousin [unite
ack of s .
“folk” charz::tt:r(:fmml over rura
villages,

peasant- Is] 1 areas was also reflected in the distinctly
for rural religious slam. Mosques were virtually unknown in the
(walis) whose shrines (m practice centered instead on the worship of saints
possessed at least ome agams) dotted the countryside. Nearly g_:_v’cr_v/vwﬂge
intercession on their bg;aq?’qls where peasants went to plead for the wali’s
calized, particularistic nata 2 A proliferation of shrines underlined the 1o
of popular religion point e: re Iolf Palestinian folk Islam. However, other aspects
¥ ually to it i o SPE
was 1ot strictly Islami Y to its socially unifying e thing it
and m&iﬁ;n;’ }for Muslim peasants visiteyd xiaf:ems. F'O:i::echur 5
various prophets also e (;,IY shrines. ™ Feasis TmamwsnnY celebrated in honor of
hanced popular unity. For example, the mawsim of

Nabi Rubin (R
euben), held
nearby towns and vill;g eld south of Jaffa, attracted pilgrims from all the

€s and lasted for a full lunar month.20 The mawsir of
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Nabi Musa (Moses), celebrated near Jericho, was an even bigger event, at-
tended by peasants, city-dwellers, and Bedouin from all over southern Palestine
and Jabal Nablus.2! Such feasts, joining peasants from a wide area together
with town-dwellers, were important rituals of popular solidarity.

Despite localized folk practices, the peasants of Palestine remained part of

the wider Ottoman Islamic community which owed its loyalty to the sultan in
nse of belonging involved diffuse

Istanbul. In theory at least, their broader se

notions of duties and obligations to the Ottoman state, including the duty to
pay taxes. Although the prevailing balance of forces in practice diminished the
C.ffects of such sentiments of loyalty to imperial authority, they held the poten-
tial to override localized interests. As the Ottoman authorities increased their
hold over the provinces, they could draw on such sentiments to impose their

hegemony.

PALESTINE’S INTEGRATION INTO THE WORLD MARKET

During the course of the nineteenth century, Palestine, like most of the non-
Weslcrn world, was integrated into the capitalist world market, which dramat-
ically transformed its social structure. These changes were not a “natural”
evolutionary process, but required the sharp intervention of the Ottoman state
under pressure from the European powers. Such developments began with the
E_SYP‘ian invasion of Palestine and the rest of Syria, and Ibrahim Pasha’s
V.lgorous efforts to secure order there between 1831 and 1840. After the Egyp-
tian exodus, the transformation proceeded more slowly as the Ottomans grad-
ually subdued the towns and pacified the countryside, making the atmosphere
safe for export agriculture and commerce.

The process involved a major shift in the local balan

authorities broke the power of the rural confederations and shifted control
over local administration and tax collection from the independem-minded
rural shaykhs to an emerging class of urban a‘yan or notables, the Porte’s local
Partners in its project of «reform.” Their local power eroded, many rural
shaykhs subsequently shifted their base of operations to the towns and merged

with the urban notable class.

.T.‘he a‘yan took command over mu
seizing political control over rural are
commercial bourgeoisie acquired vast prope
land laws beginning with the Ottoman Lan
required individual registration of title to what was co
and facilitated a massive land grab. The a3an, who ¢ te ap)
Tatus administering the laws, were best positioned to profit from.thc situation.
Many peasants failed to register their properties, some t0 avoid paying the
registration fee, others to keep their names off government rolls and so escape

ce of forces. Ottoman

ultural production, besides
ies and an emerging
rties in the wake of @ series of new
d Code of 1858. These new laws
»s considered state OF miriland
ontrolled the state appa-

ch of agric
as. Notable famil

i
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conscleptio‘n into the Ottoman army. Still others, rather than simply lose their
lands in this fashion, registered their properties (sometimes a whole village) in
the name of a powerful notable, who then served as their “patron” in their
relations with the state. Other forms of alienation occurred when the Ottoman
gO\{ernment decreed that specific tracts of land, especially in the northern
plams., were “not permanently cultivated” or when it confiscated particular
;iomams for “security” reasons. Such properties were put up for sale, and the
Ii:;‘f::t of t:lmm were often Purchased by absentee owners residing in Beirut

nts who }.1ad customarily farmed these lands were transformed into share-
Cmppfrs working for large landowners; a similar change occurred among those
wh.o v.ollfntan'ly” registered their lands in the names of notables. As cash
(giamed in lmpOl.”tanCc in the regional economy and as the Ottomans began o
nzrtr:tx)rlld taxes in cas}}, numbers_of fellahin fell into debt to usurers, either

es or commercial bourgeois members of the local ruling bloc. Many
peasants foreclosed on their loans, lost title to their lands, and became share-

croppers. Others, who remained “independent” small or middle peasants, .

Oﬁ?lx‘lhbec?fme deeply dependent on their creditors.
COnceZt: tefltsA of these transformations were uneven. Land alienation was
ated in the central and northern plains of the coast and the Esdraelon

-valley, w ..
'y, where Ottoman authorities were most concerned to establish permanent

;ertoti:nm_e'?‘t}?::?g‘}:’;;:::h}f most profitable crops for export to Europe could be
holdings, but even thejre On\:l:ver, generally remained a stronghold of small(;
thereby became dependent Y peasants were forced to take out loans a0
The subordination of th, on moneylending notable “patrons.”
economy paralleled the l::.locaq economy to the needs of the capitalist world
tryside and the onset ofs]u J:; gation of the peasantry. Pacification of the COl.m'
created a dramatic rise . l(frd"“‘frchant control over agrarian production
developed, peasants wer::n‘ agﬂcqltura[ exports. As a cash economy gradually
market, Already by the Igmcreasmgly forced to sell part of their product on the
barley, sesame, olive oil 7o% l?alestme exported significant amounts of wheat,
Such transf:)rmaﬁo » and citrus to Europe and to regional markets.2
were integrally linked :;St;lN cre not m(’.ti"alﬂd simply by external factors but
the notables, predomina t;: rise of leading classes composed of two sectors: first,
in moneylending, and d(:l Y Muslim, .Who owned large tracts of land, engaged
religious appﬂfa’tuses- a:‘(;nated the increasingly centralized govemment and
chiefly of Palestinian z:nd Le,b:econd, tl?e vcommercial bourgeoisie, compos
protégés, who were represent. I:Fse Chnsnax.xs,Jews, Europeans, and Europead
also owned large tracts of atives of banking and merchant capital but “fho
merchants, constituted th: dlam-i'% Muslim notables, allied with Chis
under the form of wh . Om.max.u sector, whose hegemony was organize
Wwhat social scientists have termed "Palron-cliem” relations,

or pyramid-sh;
aped networks of notables and their peasant client-clans.
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IDEOLOGIES OF NOTABLE DOMINANCE:
PATRONS AND CLIENTS .

Notable patrons used their power and influence to assist their peasant clients in
dealing both with the state and with other groups (such as peasants belonging
toother patronage networks and Bedouin). In return, peasants supported their
patrons in political struggles. The notables also provided sharecroppers with
their subsistence needs during the year and made regular advances to them on
holidays. In addition, they carried over the sharecroppers’ debts in case of 2
series of poor harvests.?* Similar favors were accorded to their smallholding
“clients” as well as to farm laborers who worked for landlords on a seasonal
basis. The hierarchical relation between notable and peasant appeared to
involve a high degree of mutuality and reciprocity. On the basis of an empirical
description of this system many observers have concluded that it is wrong to
conceive of Palestinian society during this era in terms of social classes.?®
What most observers have done is to accept, at face value, native conceptions
(with a notable bias) about how politics and economics «worked.” In fact,
the patron-client system was simply the form that class relations assumed as
Palestine was integrated into the capitalist world market asa dependency of the
industrialized European powers. During this period landlords and usurers
seized control over the countryside and manipulated existing precapitalist
means of domination for their own interests.? The form that the relations
between the fundamental classes took'—“patcmal >
duction (cash advances by patrons to peasants) and “patronage” in the
sociopolitical sphere (an “exchange” of favors)—tended to refract the fufxfia-
mentally exploitative relations between landlord-usurers and peasants.*? Politico-
economic relations between them were represented as «exchanges” be.tween
individuals unequalin status—notables whose superior birth and noblf: lineage
qualified them to rule and to manage property, and peasants who had mtcma!-
ized their position of inferiority and who behaved deferentially tov‘\iard ‘theu-
superiors, On the other hand, “politics” in the larger sense ?f the. affairs of
state” appeared as a struggle among the notables themselves, in W,h'fh peasant
dlients played only a supporting role. The notables acted as “their” peasants

Tepresentatives to the government, 2 role acquired not through democratic

elections but by ascribed superior status. The literature that characterizes

Political struggle in this period as “factionalism’” in fact disguises ? hig?:idelgree
of class uni the lower levels, patron-C ientideology
s unity at the upper level. But on the ; s based on idioms

largely reinforced and rigidified preexisting vertical cleavage ”
of clan, village, and regional distinctions. The patron-client system di ! not
assume the form of exchanges between “free” individlfals, as under full-bl own
Capitalism. Instead, the system of exploitation required an extra’:economlc
element, the force of status hierarchy, to justify the “exchange between

ism” in the sphere of pro- '
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persons of unequal position. Economic relations between patron and client
were always expressed in such terms as “honor,” gift-giving, kinship.
Although paternalism and patronage provided the ideological basis for rule
by the notables, their hegemony did not go unchallenged by the fellahin. There
was room for struggle even on the basis of such an ideology. From the peasants’
point of view, the system was designed to guarantee them the rightstoa “fair”
and “just” exchange. A notable could not charge too much rent without
appearing to break his end of the bargain, without seeming to fail in his duty to
uphold a standard of noblesse oblige. This meant that a landlord-usurer who
charged peasants high interest on loans was simultaneously forced to advance
them additional credit to maintain his labor force. In addition, the patron had
to provide his client with the culturally regulated ‘“‘just” minimum of subsis-
tence in order to neutralize potential class antagonisms. This level of subsistence
was determined through similar struggles of a distinctly class character, for the
peasant was able to use the notable’s dependence on his labor as a wedge to
demand adherence to the notion of “fair”” exchange. In the political realm,
peasants (primarily the smallholder) could shift their allegiance if they received
insufficient benefits from their patron. The patron-client alliances were thus far
more. fluid in composition than the model of a solid pyramidal structure
purveyed by social scientists would suggest.2
Subordination of the political economy of Palestine to nineteenth-century
Western industrial capitalism entailed, paradoxically, the reinforcement of pre-
capitalist or “feudal” ideologies. While peasants increasingly worked for
capital, they did so under transformed pre-capitalist forms of productive rela-
tions and ideologies. In order to make these transformations, the notables bhad
to “work on” pre-capitalist ideologies of hierarchy, so as to reinforce the
peasants’ attitude of deference and to reproduce their sensibility of mutuality
anc! exchange. The conditions of peripheral capitalism required a much more
actl\fe ruling-class hegemony than had been needed in the pre—capitalist era.
Ruling-class ideologies now had to penetrate deeply the cultural life of the
peasa.ntry,z" including their religious “common sense.” As a consequence folk
practices wer? su%)stamially transformed by notables in this period.
la[tTC'ileh zagzrfntz::in of the feast of Nabi Musa exemplifies this process. In fhe
entury, the Ottomans appointed the Husaynis—2 rising
notable c}an from Jerusalem— as hosts of the Nabi Musa feast and custodiﬂ{‘s
:’f }:1;‘ sglm;)e,ao Festivities‘were now launched at Jerusalem with a procession l:
¢ banner of Nabi Musa was brought from the Husayni—owned Dar@

Kabira where it was housed. Notables led the procession, followed by crowds

from thv? city and the villages. At the site of the feast itself (near Jericho), th_C
Husaynisand the Yunises, '

meals a 4 unises, another Jerusalem notable family, served two publi¢
e s a day to all visitors.3! Such rituals demonstrated notable generosity’ an
claims to supremacy in powerful ways.

At the same time as unifying folk practices were subsumed under notable

, of accumulation.

PALESTINIAN PEASANTRY IN THE GREAT REVOLT 177

control, saint worship came under increasing attack by religious reformer.s,
particularly from the Salafiya movement. Mosques, where state-backed ¥slamxc
orthodoxy was preached, replaced the magams as village centers oft worship. The
chief reason for the suppression of saint worship was-the localism it expressed.?
Though such folk practices were not immediately wiped out, they were forced
into regression as more and more peasants were “educated” and came to regard
such activities as ““un-Islamic.”

THE EMERGENCE OF ORGANIZED OPPOSITION

The piecemeal implementation of notable domination (.:onﬁned res‘istance
against land transfers and growing state control to a locall.zed, sporadic, and
manageable level. No large-scale eruptions or even jacqueries occurred. How-
ever, opposition was still significant. For instance, many peasgnts‘dcmonstrated
their opposition to the changing state of affairs by leaving their Vlllagf:s'to settle
as farmers in Transjordan or by migrating overseas. Oth'ers.chose t'o join gangs
of bandits, which continued to operate in the hills despite mf:rcas-mg pressure
from security forces. Young men sought refuge with Bedouin tribes or even
resorted to self-mutilation to avoid conscription into the army. Perhaps_the
major form of resistance in this period took place at the point of productxor}.
Palestinian peasants, particularly in the plains where s.harecroppmg pr?;;n:-
nated, were often described at the time as “lazy, thrlfth'SS ind sullen. s
James Scott has observed, “footdragging and dissimul.auon are a common
form of resistance under unequal power relations.s.‘ While such re(s;s:\nce ;::s);
not have posed a grave danger to the new systen, it at least slowed the pri

Peasant opposition to the colonization of Palestine by fO‘iC‘g‘;e"; _}Z»ﬁ:l:
Presented the greatest thrwydl‘mtébm o l7ix,1te;§rs'
settlers from Europe, with the backing of powerful cap fealist fin anlc;a c uiriné
began to take advantage of the general land-grab in Palestine by acq

ced 1 1 plains and the
lang; ishi scultural colonies in the fertile coasta. p.
s and establishing agricultura e L in such colonies, hich produced

Esdraclon valley. By 1914, 12,000 Jews li

valuable citrus anywi?l:e’xports and cncompasscd over 162,500 acre:rc::fl'll:s:g
concentrated in the richest agricultural regions. Most estates wc.re dpthem "
from absentee landowners in Beirut who had only recently acqmijcre forcibly
new colonies were set up, large numbers of peasant sharecroppers

H ;- birthright, although they may
netoved from the lands, they consitescy ol l):ltrsrfho established colonies

never have formally “owned” them. Jewish set et their access (0

even on “marginal” lands were able to improve them due ol peasants

Capital and advanced scientific techniques, and so denied n?maa:d at‘;xering.

their customary-use rights to these common l.ands. for gr;-;zmg rcagt degree in
Palestinian notables were not at this stage implicated in any §

ish immigrati d land
land sales to Jewish settlers. They protested Jewish immigration an
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purchases as early as 1891, but their efforts were largely “sporadic and non-
systematic” and limited to sending formal petitions of protest to Istanbul®
The advances made by urban Jews in commerce and industry were perceived
as a greater threat to the interests of the Arab upper classes, particularly
the commercial bourgeois sector, than were their purchases of agricultural
properties.

In contrast, peasants whose livelihoods were directly threatened by Jewish
i(f_lfnies——especially those who cultivated and who pasturéTtheir herds in the
northern and central plains—reacted in militant fashion. By 1883, displaced
peasants and Bedouin were already attacking, raiding, robbing, and generally
harassing the new Jewish settlements. Although spontaneous and fragmented,
this violent opposition meant that the government was routinely forced to call
outA t‘rc.)ops to drive fellahin off lands purchased by Jewish colonists. These
activities eventually prompted the notables to protest the Zionist influx, albeit
feebly.

) The aﬁmﬁgﬁvcness in confronting the external threat began to under-
mine their own legitimacy (and that of the Ottoman state in general) in the eyes
of many Palestinians. The disastrous experiences that befell dispgjse__sjgiEE‘E'
ant sharecroppers in particular prompted them to question the usefulness of the
patron--client system. Arab nationalism, emerging at the same moment, was
al.:rle t0 tap these sentiments. As a nascent movement that advocated in its
dxﬂe_rent versions either complete Arab independence from the Ottoman
empire or greater autonomy, it became a;émfic;;;’s; ial force in the wake of
lhe.ferment aroused by the Young Turk revolution (1908). Although the
nationalist movement was less important in Southern Syria (Palestine) thanin
Lebanon and Northern Syria, and though it was dominated by notables and
the commercial bourgeoisic, nonetheless there arose within it a radical wing
composed of elen?e.ms of the educated middle class. Opposition to Zionism w25

W ommunication that had sprung up in this era ¢
cnh.ancefi political fref:dom, namely, newspapers. Although the early Arab
e e
organiae peasan? mg}:tlcal activities of its militant wing inc}udt?d hC]P“:jg :Z
tempoin the years immed; on Jewish s.ettlements.36 These raids l.n.Cl"CaSC '
of the develapimg Anmpraely preceding World War 1, but tis miliant#27
sumed real prominence ol:;tu;na! movement and its peasant connections ¥

y during the years following the war.

THE BRITISH OGCUPATION OF PALESTINE
AND THE MANDATE, 1918-29
Expectations for national ind

. . 1d
War Iand the privations it ependence rose sharply in Greater Syria as Worl

caused came to a close. These hopes intensified if
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1918 with the establishment of an Arab government at Damasu.ls under Prince
Faysal. Many young Palestinian radicals from the educated middle 'class hcl.d
prominent positions in the new Sharifian government. At the same time, their
influence in Palestine began to outstrip that of the more moderate notables.
Through organizations such as al-Nadi al-‘Arabi (the Arab Club) and al-
Muntada al-Adabi (the Literary Club), the radicals pufhed f(‘n-‘ a program. of
complete independence of Palestine from Britain and for its political unity \iv1tll;
the rest of Syria. By contrast, the Palestinian notables who had orgar}x?e
Muslim-Christian Associations in all the towns favored a se})aratc political
autonomy for Palestine under British protection. The el.xphorm. that followeg
the end of the war was dampened by the Balfour Declaration, wlleh announf’:e‘
Britain’s intention of establishing a «national home for the Jewish p(.eople \in
Palestine. This tarnished Britain’s local reputation and helped win 'broa.d
popular support for the militant nationalist program. Popular radlc.ahsm in
turn pressured the notable zu‘ama or «chiefs” to adopt more com})auve posxl-
tions themselves. The militants capitalized on the mor'nent b}-/ pushing throglg h
a resolution advocating Palestine’s political unity with Syria at the notable-
dominated First Palestine Arab Congress."’. )
In this period the radicals not only organize | P v of
but also secretly purchased arms and prepared for arme revol oo
Faysal® So effective was the radicals’ work among the peasantry ;lr i
December 1919, British Naval Intelligence reported with concern1 [h:;,: aa Clrs
were listening with keen interest to both Damascus and'loz?d .:t aégogs rs
advocating pan-Arabism and discussed the pOSS]blll(y of anti- "')r;ionist ide-aS
Despite widespread illiteracy, “advanced” pan-Aral? ‘andhaml- o e
circulated among the peasantry and helped t.o mobilize t c;n. JR
organized act of violence against the British occurred. r]l) 12 ) or:
Palestinian radicals (connected to the Arab government at :;ntlhc By
ganized over 2,000 armed Bedouin from the l.{awran (SY:"")T:““ countrywide
valley of Palestine in an attack on British military forcde.ii . }fowever, .
anti-British upsurge that the radicals expected to ensue did not, v
to fruition.

d effectively in the public arena

as king of Syria, radicals
In 1919 the practice of

ad been introduced;*! this year Mufa
praised Faysalin

r Faysal was crowned

In the same month, soon afte
n at Jerusalem.

intervened in the Nabi Musa processio
delaying the ‘ocession eches h
procession for spe I

Kazim al-Husayni, Jerusalem’s mayor and aleading n?’t;blf;mations from the
his speech, while young activists made “‘inflammatory chmm he surround-
balcony of the Arab Club. The crowds, including peasan(t; T acking Jewish
ing villages, responded by roaming the streets of the Ol:& ;taygmm o tival
residents 42 This event transformed the mawstm of Nabi Mut
i :on.43
into an annual nationalist demonstration- neralized

In May 1921, clashes between Arabs and Jews at J;“Z}::{;;grehc British
ﬁghting and attacks on Jewish settlements throughout the
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military quickly and violently restored order. Two months later King Faysal’s
troops at Damascus were defeated by the French, who dismantled the Arab
government. The moment of crisis had ended. Great Britain, which now h.eld a
mandate to govern Palestine under the auspices of the League of Nations,
strengthened its control. The threat of pan-Arab militants to a‘yan hegemony
and their ability to mobilize the peasantry subsided. The notables, who favored
a policy of peaceful negotiations with the British authorities rather than mass
mobilization as the means of achieving the nationalist goals, reemerged as the
dominant force within the national movement.

During the 1920s, the notables reasserted their hegemony over the Arag
population of Palestine through a consolidation of their role as “natural
leaders of the national movement. British authorities in turn absorbed members
of notable families into important administrative positions in the mandate
government.** As chief agents of state rule in the late Ottoman and man‘da.ﬂ:
periods, they expected to emerge as the country’s rulers once Great Britain
granted Palestine its independence. Their principal means of organization, the
Muslim-Christian Associations, were not mass-membership bodies but were
composed of religious leaders, property owners, those who held positions it
the Ottoman administration, and “noble” families of rural origin—in short,
the a’yan class. These associations periodically met in Palestine Arab Congresses
and in 1920 set up an Arab Executive, chaired by Musa Kazim al-Husayni, to
tend to the daily affairs of the national movement. At the same time, mandat¢
authorities co-opted a young militant from a prominent notable family,.HalJ
Amin al-Husayni, making him first Grand Mufti (1921) and then preﬁdef\l
of the Supreme Muslim Council (S.M.C.) in 1922. As “Head of Islam in
Palestine,” Hajj Amin gradually consolidated all Islamic affairs under his
administration and began to compete with the more cautious Arab Executive
for leadership of the nationalist movement, 4%

The notables continued to lead the Arab population of Palestine in the
mandate period under the ideology of patronage. A‘yan served as mediators
between the people and the British authorities. Politics was strictly reserved for
organizations (the Muslim-Christian Associations, the S.M.C.) «“qualified” 0
lfad‘ Once the radical pan-Arab threat had passed and Palestine was estab-
lished as a territorial unit, notables were able to co-opt the growing popular self-
awaren65§ of “Palestinian Arabness” that arose in response to the Zionist threat
am.j to alien rule.* Furthermore, the British bolstered the a‘yan position bAY’
ruling tl'lrough their agency and by upholding their control over rural areas

In spite of the fact that the legitimacy of notable leadership was constructe

<. : 5 £ i
on “national-popular” sentiments, the notables themselves were caught i0 2
fundamentally contrad

nationalist aspirations,
tration. Rifaat Abou-el
(characteristic of all

they served as officials in the British mandate admini*"

-Haj sums up the predicament of Palestinian notables
Mashrig elites):

ictory position, for while the a‘yan posed as leaders of
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[As the nationalist elite] actually began to col!abora‘te with :;l‘e’ (:'?:s El'lu;:li
powers, the [elite] cadre managed to portray itselfin the v:]:;g“aa revolutionary
against outside domination—in some instances even taking v mediator
posture. The other roleit adopted for itself was that o‘f rcallst-pl':gm; 1S S umed
with which it defended its compatriots against the direct and therefore p!

odious rule of the foreigner.®

T ical”? i
The British in Palestine depended in particular on C'S“Lh‘(lfh::j = p,::;
al-Husayni to act as such a mediator. Th‘e Mufd W;" ; tionalist energies
outbursts and to pacify the Muslim comml.mny, channe. lr.lggi;a“
(including those of his former comrades) into fegal a(;:;w—a't once servants of
The contradictory position of the Palestinian notables dered even more
the British mandate and leaders of “‘the nation”—was ren er f the Zionist
unstable than that of Arab elites elsewhere, du'e to the ComPEtlmo‘?l:tive body in
movement. Since Zionists opposed the es(abhs'h ment OFaT‘Y egihe effectively
Palestine that would relegate the Jews to a fr‘}nor,lty .pOS‘-“:J): ’of se?f-rule. Had
blocked the development of national Palestinian’ mstltut;;)hat lcted due to
not the threat of Jewish immigration appez‘m‘.i somev ht have been more
internal problems of the Zionist movement, ct‘)ndAmons mig| sietly building an
unstable in the 1920s. But meanwhile, the Zm'n ists were qwish community in
infrastructure that served as the basis for expansion Ottthes‘!e
the 19305 and made the Yishuv virtually sclf-gov(."".“ng'.nstitutions of self-rule
The lack of progress in the creation of Pales.tlman i e aae. Steeped in
began to undermine even the notables’ own lll_)e.ra;1 Sebehavge t'oward them
Western liberal ideas,s! the a‘yan expected the British {0 reached. As it grad-
according to the standards of justice that.(;vreaf Bnta":i}}:ere in practice to the
vally became clear that the British authorities did nOtla tinian liberal notables
standards that the two groups supposedly sl?ared, I')a e1slectuals developed an
became disillusioned. Both notables and lfbcml 1~ntt; Britain.52 Although
ambivalent attitude toward the West anﬁi, in par UC? agl’itain since servicein
the notables never entirely abandoned their aﬂcctl_onﬂ-orﬁon for British policies
the mandate administration was still prOﬁ.table’ d'l Sad'ecussions between ‘‘gen-
slowly undermined their confidence in diplomatic disc!

i ional question.
tlemen” as the best means of resolving the nat! q

. re potentially
Rapidly changing agrarian conditions during th; 13‘2:52 i‘:,’;is(spcontinﬂed
more unsettling to a‘yan hegemony. Land purchases by

The
. : of peasants.

. : easing numbers

apace, resulting in the dispossession of incr g 7 effectual. More-

s were i !
nNotables’ appeals that the government halt the pr o‘c‘: landowners had eclipsed
over, by 1928, land sales to the Zionists by Palesun:)a; s thus enriching
those by non-)Palestinians.” A section of the notablé

es to Zionists a! O but directly to easant land-
*—-‘*--——-—gh land sales t Zionist: nd contributing y to P!

cluste 1 d i yan,
35, €Sp Cla"y in the northern Z}Dd central plans. This portion of the a’yan.
generzlly compnscd s wealth-

i 1 ent,
Husayni dominance in the national movement,
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ier and commercial elements, who used their profits for urban construction and
ion of citrus production. ] .
exp;x:;ll but gmwinpg numbers of peasant holders also sold thelr-la:lld; ttodil:szl:;
developers, usually not for profit but to pay off debts. Peasant in (;1 el oo
usurers who charged high rates of interest was exacerbated by ﬁt Cdm:rcem.
government’s rationalization of rural property taxes, now set ata fixe fP e,
age based on the net productivity of the soil (tl{at is, minus the cost of .pes v
tion). This meant that the capital-intensive Jewish agnct'llufral enter'pl'lz1 . }:1 o
lower rates because of higher “labor costs.” Regressive indirect taxes adde .
the peasants’ financial burden. The weight of taxati?n t}llereforc fell dls;;il::nce
tionately on poor Palestinian fellahin, whose contributions helped to e
industrial and agricultural development in the Jewish sector am? to PZY o
ain’s expenses in defending the Jewish “national home.”” 3 The Brmsh.a .mmhe
tration also ensured that taxes were more efficiently collected by enlisting t ‘
services of the village mukhtars (headmen) to maintain rural security and to pas
on taxes and information to the government.5 . 11 Pale-
As a consequence of such pressures, by 1930 some 30 percent of al i
stinian villagers were totally landless, while as many as 75 to 8o percent he
insufficient land to meet their subsistence needs.8 Some peasants mad; ug
this imbalance by renting additional farmlands, but most now dep.ende. ‘0
outside sources of income for survival. During peak periods of economic activity
in the mandate, about one-half of the male fellahin workforce (over 100:;)0(;
persons) engaged in seasonal wage employment outside the village (on roa ;e
construction projects, in citrus harvesting and packing, and so forth). Often tl ‘
entire male population of a village was recruited to work as a team on Shodr
term construction projects.®” Thus Palestinian rural villagers no longer fille :
purely “peasant” position in the economic structure; increasingly th?y 355um&e
a dual economic role as peasants and as casual laborers. So while nota *
landowners and moneylenders maintained economic dominance over the V{n
lages, particularly through client networks, the new experiences of pc'tas‘ams ld
the wider labor market altered their “traditional” fellahin subjectivities an
provided alternate sources of income. i
Indebtedness and expropriation at the hands of Zionist colonies t'orce»dla
significant sector of the peasantry to emigrate permanently to the rap! 31'
growing metropolises of Haifa, Jaffa, and Jerusalem. There they worlsu;l ’
mainly as casual laborers and as a “scuffling petty bourgeoisie” in petty tfaed
ing and services, a class situation typical of urban centers in underdevelop‘
colonial social formations.58 Permanent wage work was difficult to come.by ll:e‘
the face of competition from Jewish workers who monopolized positions in tb
more advanced Jewish economic sector. The work that Arab workers did ?ﬁi-
tain was extremely low-paying, due to an abundant labor supply and the di {
culties inherent in organizing casual workers. As a consequence, the costs O,
Arab labor were never fully met by wages but were subsidized by the VYO"ker:’
access to subsistence agriculture and support networks at home in the village:
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. ive i of such
These rural-to-urban migrants did not remain pési;vislg;s:fi f)anc f/illage of
conditions. On the contrary, they set up various 35500:8 :o divisive at home.®
orgin which ignored the ha’""f“ dis“‘_‘c::i’;l;sﬂ]‘]‘:;;‘:; by artisans, enlisted in
joined semi-political organization . ilitant religious
3;:?; :1:;)0;‘15 WhCﬂeVeer"SSib]e7 and came in cm-]tamtngtronzﬁ::aurban ‘gvage
reformers like Shaykh ‘Izz al-Din al-C.?.assam' Their 'e:ng divisions; these new
workforce helped to weaken clan, V‘tlll]zg;’o ;:dv;ﬁilges, with which migrants
i Iso had an impact on atron-client
::;::S::; ::llose contact. Thus the old cleavages t hat;c’:l to[fl: f:s:;?t:flist develop-
networks were slowly breaking down under the 1m}}1> rocess by making fre-
ment. The nationalist leadership tried to reverse t :isfled peasantry, but this
quent appeals to the British on behalf of the lrnp.O vconditions-“ Furthermore,
had little effect on British policies or on econ(:ml(,i CinceritY~ By 1927, accord-
the fellahin were increasingly skeptical of the aJyan Shinsive that the peasantry
ing to a British official, the notablef Werc-a}?}l))riwcen national and Effendi
“show[ed] a growing tendency to distinguish be
[notable] class interest.” 6

.. i1 the

i i teady Zionist progressin t
The brewing crisisin agncult&re, closely tied tos pralestinthagd Ay
on of Palestine hac Lo

i lation 0

19205 (between 1919 and 1929 the J eﬂ‘%h-f’%i“ﬁ'ﬂ, igniting the violence that
reachi 6,000 persons),** was a majo i t Jerusalem (known
erupt;goégr ;c::}))ar]:ded Zionist claims to the Ww‘ﬁgﬁs{mm third holiest
by Arabs as the Buraq, the western wall of the Hara he problem through the
shrine in Islam) ~The iV['-‘fti as usual tried to scttle ¢ foillay the anger of the
good offices of tl';e British, at the same time atten:lptf:i a condensed form of the
.« oligious” expansioni ces of

in Zionist “religious” eXp ionty.64 A series of

g:g:rl:f 3 whors lev;,(::is,; posed to Palestinian {\rab so:ir;gwg’k place during
PVO\’Ocati::%l‘;monstralioﬂS at the wall by Zmn%d by the Propaganda
1929. Finally, on 23 August, peasant villagers mﬂu?m_ Friday prayers armed
Work‘ of natiy(;nalist militants arrived in Jemsale&n : to calm the crowds, but
with kni d clubs. Hajj Amin made every € OL m to action.®s Violence
radical r‘:jls ?:us shayiihs made speeches Incing tr:znd throughout the coun-

brméﬁrﬁs‘;j‘ﬁiin Jerusalem and q;ﬂ‘;ile:p .
. shion.
1 British forces restored °rdc}‘; - ?rll;;acle zemonstratcd that the mass of the

The widespread nature of the vi0

ionist threat, indepen-
. inst the Zionist
Population was ready to take direct action agains unately they could also be

ip. Unfort N
dently of the cautious notable lead;l:il;l};ssu:led the dimensions of a :gf;oz
P L whi aniz
mc;.tled to ugly sectz‘l‘x:ian C\)/;TC;C:}’IC most important fornrllsa:ft}f:;gcrcen Hand
::n er:;r?n a:ﬁissz;b}eak was the guerrilla b?}n?.ltzoxlls in October 192‘}?‘
rom s he Galll in the
) Tafish in ¢ ken part 1n
%g},gwestabhshed by Ah %ﬁ“{;ﬁiéal circles who hazdi;:ist colonies and
Aomposed of men haSSg“:d launched several fattr{cks Ogbably resembled that
Bl§g~u5t uprising, the ah s6 The band’s organization P d in the Palestine hills
g(l‘.lt:m forees lfn the notrlt)a.ndits that traditionally operate
€ gangs of peasan
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and were a growing security problem in the 19205.5? But unlike them, Ahmad
Tafish’s band had an overt political purpose. Although quickly subdued, the
Green Hand Gang aroused considerable sympathy among the peasantry who,
the Shaw Commission concluded in 1930, were “probably more politically
minded than many of the people of Europe.”¢® This atmosphere of popular
agitation provided new opportunities for alternative political forces within the
national movement to challenge notable hegemony.

HARBINGERS OF REVOLT, 1930-35

The early 1930s were characterized by extremely unstable conditions, which
the Palestinian zu‘ama were incapable of controlling. Contradictions piled one
on lop.ofanmhcr, ushering in a series of crises that, by fits and starts, led to the
explosion of 1936.

One major destabilizing factor was the global depression. Due chiefly to
fOrCCS.rele.ased by the worldwide economic downturn, Jewish immigration to
Palestme_]umped sharply in the early 1930s. Between 1931 and 1935 the !cwish
community grew from 175,000 to 400,000 persons, or from 17 to 31 percent of
t!mc tota.I population of Palestine. The advance of anti-Semitism.in Eoland, the
tightening of the U.S. quota system in 1929, and the triumph of Nazism i
Germany all contributed to the floodtide of immigration to i’ﬁestiné.‘

The effects of Jewish immigration upon Palestinian Arab society were
uneven. Between the late 1920 and 1932, the country suffered a recession and
:;}‘::1%:;2 :: l:\rab uncmployment‘ ‘But with the refugee influx, the economy
Union) langui ;;333_36 peried, while the rest of the world (except the Soviet
the Ha‘avﬁ:'sb in deep dCPTCSSIOfx. As a result of an agreement, known
Toa mm,a l1t:twet:n the W(?rld Zionist Organization and the Nazis, ‘j.cws
Nearly 60 ercey :Ne;:e able to import large amounts of capital into Palestine.
and SEpter:ber ‘“ of all capital invested in Palestine between August 1933
permitted wealthggg entered by means of the Ha‘avara.™ This capital inflov
building, and Cimy _{ews grcatly. t.o increase their investments in in{iuSthr
strategic,eastern IV(I:ud['ure. In addition, rapid British development of Haifa a2
an &1 pipeline (wh‘e h“be"anean port meant the construction of 2 new harbor,
railroad during lhel:am: gan pumping oil from Iraq in 1935), refinerics, and .
workers expanded. The gl;::t[;i hAs a consequence, job opportumt.les for Ara
as Zionist leaders and espec; share of jobs, however, went to Jewish worker

made sure that the b SpecTally lhc‘ Histadrut (the Zionist labor federation)
Jewish immigra ; rgeoning Jewish economic sector provided for the n¢¥
grants. This caused resentment among Arab workers and led t0

clashes with Jews
Over access to jobs,?2 fon
from 1936 to 1930, Jobs.” The economy suffered another recess

more deeply th which affected semi-proletarianized Arab workers much
s cap ); tl an largely unionized Jewish labor
i i !

pital influx accompanying Jewish immigration increased the pacé of
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land purchases as well. Zionist acquisitions from large Palestinian owners and
small peasants now assumed greater importance than in the 1920s.” An
increasingly desperate economic situation constrained peasants to sell their
lands, for by 1936 the average debt of a peasant family—25 to 35 pounds per
year—equaled or surpassed their average annual income of 27 pounds.”™ The
money peasants earned from land sales usually did little more than release them
from debt and propel them toward the urban slums. Due to inflated real-estate
prices, large Palestinian landowners, on the other hand, could make huge
profits by selling their estates to the Zionists. Some owners arbitrarily raised
rents to force their tenants off the land prior to concluding such a sale, in order
to avoid paying compensation to the peasants.™ A law, decreeFl in 1933,
extending greater rights to tenants contributed to a noticeab.ltE increase in
disputes between landlords and peasants over tenancy rights. Mll{tam nation-
alists were involved in encouraging such conflicts.”® By the “_“d'.l g30s the
government was routinely forced to call out large numbers of police in order to
evict sharecroppers from sold properties as, more and more frequently, peasants
resisted dispossession through violent means.”” . .
The bankruptcy of the notables’ policies was there.forc 1r'1creasmg1y appar-
ent: they had made no progress toward achieving natlon.al mdepend.encc and
were incapable of stemming the Zionist tide of increasing population, land
settlement, and economic development. The a‘yan’s inability to acl.ne\te suc-
cesses threatened their hold over the national movement and made~ it dxﬂ":c’ult
for them to claim the discourses of nationalism or even Islam as their exclusive
property. Moreover, the notable front had splimelied over d}sagfecm"“:t';’ln
National strategy. Opposition to Husayni leadership crystalllze'd around the
Nashashibi clan, which represented the richest landowners, citrus gro;/vers,
and entrepreneurs. More heavily involved than other notables in land s::l es }:o
the Zionists, and the greatest beneficiaries of citrus exports to Engla"; , the
Nashashibi-led groups of the notable-mercantile class opposed parf-/\.ra"u';l;:}’
and was ready to accept less than total independence from Bm:m. nai::
group, which established the National Defense Party in 1934, had a ce
base of support through its patron-client networks.”™
The radical nationalists took advantage of the ope o tofyoung
series of crises and by the swelling of their ranks with a new contmge: tr;’ining
men educated in mandate institutions. As Goran Therborn notes, £ f]: o
of an intellectual stratum in colonial situations often generates ":;2 urcceiv?
ideolug-jes’ due to the disparity between the nature of thf: trfammgfsub).,ection_s;
Suitable for an advanced capitalist society, and the colonial form o mgn e
The mandate educational system in Palestine produced Youndgm them, and
qualifications were not commensurate with the holy roles a;s.negcx:; o 8
S0 their discontent generated new and Cl’itlcz_il forms ;fstn-:ient political orga-
The 1930s witnessed an upsurge in Pales.tme of ind i‘ph b world, where
nizing by the educated middle class, just asin the rest of the

nings provided by the
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a new generation of radical nationalists were raising slogans of socioeconomic
justice and Arab unity and developing novel forms of political organization.®*
Palestinian radicals set up a variety of bodies such as the Young Men’s Muslim
Association, the Arab Youth Conferences, and the Arab Boy Scouts (indepen-
dent of the international Baden-Powell movement). The most important orga-
nization was the Istiglal (Independence) Party, established in 1932, whose roots
lay in the old Istiglal movement associated with the Sharifian government at
Damascus.?? Led by elements of the educated middle class and the disaffected
offspring of notable families, it appealed to educated professionals and salaried
officials: lawyers, doctors, teachers, government employees.®* Unlike other
Palestinian parties founded in the 193os, it was organized not on the basis of
family or clan loyalties but around a political program, and thus it was the first
(excluding the Communist) to appeal to and construct a new and modern form
of subjectivity. It also distinguished itself by centering its political actions on
opposition to the British mandate government rather than aiming them at the
Jewish community alone.

The Istiglal took a “populist” political stance representative of an aspiring
national bourgeoisie.® Its adherents criticized the chronic unemployment
besetting Arab workers, and the high taxes, rising prices, and unjust govern
ment treatment that the peasants suffered under. The Istiglal advocated the
establishment of a nationalist parliament and the abolition of «feudal” titles,
such as pasha, bey, and ¢ffendi, that were common among the notabies. In 1933
Istiglalists begaxi to attack the notable leadership, asserting that because it }}ﬂd
remained abject in the face of Zionism and imperialism, Palestinian nationallfm
was not the cause of the zu‘ama but, rather, that of the poor.8s The Istiglalists
therefore attempted to mobilize the popular classes along the faultlines of class
antagonisms by constructing a popular-democratic discourse that took adva-
tage of fellahin disaffection from the notables and used it for “pational
purposes.38

In 1934, however, only a year and a halfafter its founding, the Istiglal Party
ceased to function effectively. Aided by the party’s division into prg-’}-Lashemllc
an(.:l pro-Saudi factions, Hajj Amin al-Husayni was able to sabotage it. Many
fisu(lllamt)‘segtfemly Joined the Mufti’s Palestine Arab Party, which, para
sl e i amebig il d b
after ‘he’i‘” part ’S‘”};PUS. : 1 o Afnm w0 ta.k eamore mlhta.nt S lTdualsy
while other indz engmlie, an‘lahm continued to'bc actl\.re_ i lﬂdl"t‘ The
Arab Youth Co: en groupmgs Stepped up their organlz‘mg t.:ffor S by

s ongress attempted to prevent illegal Jewish immigration
Organizing units to patrol th, E gal Je N ¢ up at
Jerusalem, Haifa anIZ{J (;f o Soasts® Arab labor garrisons were es,vish
workers tr)ying o preve:t 2 to defent:! Arab workers against attacks by J

Efforts to mobilize the Jewish capitalists from hiring Arabs.s"

. young men from the villa peasantry were even more consequential.
ges, who returned home to serve as teachers,

Educated
spread
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radical nationalist notions among the fellahin, particularly in the northern
foothills of Jabal Nablus (the region known as the Triangle, comprising the
environs of Nablus, Janin, and Tulkarm) where villages had lost land to Zionist
colonies on the coastal and Esdraelon plains.?® Poetry was an especially signifi-
cant vehicle for this dissemination of nationalist ideas and sentiments in the
countryside. Written in simple language and style, nationalist poetry fre-
quently criticized the notable leadership.®! According to Ghassan Kanafani, it
often took the form of “almost direct political preaching.”®* Poems and songs by
artists like Ibrahim Tuqan, ‘Abd al-Karim al-Karmi, and ‘Abd al-Rahim
Mahmud were well known in the countryside and recited at festive and public
occasions. Peasants had access to newspapers (which began to appear daily
after the 1929 riots) and magazines that printed nationalist poetry; the anthro-
pologist Hilma Granquist reports that fellahin from the village of Artas who
went to Bethlehem for market heard newspapers read aloud in the coffee shops
there.93 Probably most villages had similar access to the printed word. Al-
Baquri claims that the poetry of the nationalist bards “rang out on the lips of the
fighters and popular masses” during the 1936-39 revolt.®

The Palestine Communii(l}lggy»ghould be mentioned in this context, even
though its ir;lp;gthgl;mts was minimal. Founded in 1922, the P.C..P. re-
mained primarily a Jewish orgénization until 1929, when the .Commter.n
ordered iﬁﬁ-ﬁﬂderﬁ‘vAﬁﬁm its Seventh Congress in 1930, -11
began to orient itself programmatically toward the peasantry. Ass.ertf’ng thatin
an agricultural country like Palestine it was “the peasant revolution t!]at was
“the most significant,” it called for the confiscation of estates held b}l bl-g A_rab
Iandowners, religious institutions, and Jewish colonies, and for their distribu-
tion to landless and land-poor peasants. The P.C.P. urged peasants to refuse to
Pay taxes and debts and advocated armed rebellion. It also prol?osed (.tonduct?
ing propaganda at the mosques on Fridays and at popular.fcsuvals l.xkc Nabi
Musa, for *4t is during such mass celebrations that the fighting caPa61ty o.f the
fellahin is appreciably aroused.”*® In addition, the P~C'P.' ca'mpalgn.ed \flgoz;
ously on behalf of Bedouin and peasants dispossessed by ZlOnlSlACOIO.ﬂlZEl‘thn.
Butduc to its paucity of Arab members, the fact that no c.adre lived in Ylllag;s,
and widespread perceptions that it was chiefly 2 JC“"S}.‘ orgz%mzatlonl,bt de
Party’s influence in the Palestinian Arab community remained circumscri eh .
In any case, after the onset of the Comintern’s Popular Front strategy, t,‘i
PCp, dropped its call for agrarian revolution (typical o.fthe worl(.i foinmm:'!:s
Movement’s ultra-left “Third Period”) and began trying to build closer ti

: . ; he party’s
with middle-class nationalists. ‘Abd al-Qadir Yasmdasserts tl!lsa tb)t’ thg mi};i-
social de i ial among workers and peasants

mands were influent g <ince the P.C.Ps ideas were not

19305,% but such claims are difficult to verifyf ! have influenced

backed up by practices. At best, Communist notions 'ma}.’ gcomact

Tadical nationalist individuals with whom the party mamtal?ed the notables’
A wave of renewed violence in 1933 further demonstrate:
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tenuous hold over the nationalist movement. Violence rapidly spread through
the urban centers (and some villages) of the country after an anti-British
demonstration at Jaffa in October led to clashes with police. Unlike the
situation in 1929, this violence was aimed specifically at the British mandate
administration, which represented a significant shift in the movement’s strategy
and political awareness. The British leaned harder than ever on the Mufti 0
keep these disturbances from getting out of hand. In return for preventing
the fellahin from following the “extremists” and for restraining demonstrations,
the British granted the Supreme Muslim Council complete control over wagf
(religious endowment) finances.?® But as tensions mounted, Hajj Amin’s posi
tion as mediator became more precarious. He moved in two directions at onct,
trying both to maintain good relations with the British by reining in the
national movement and to retain credibility with the populace by adopting2
militant posture.

Hajj Amin’s primary activities concerned land sales, a significant issue of
public concern. The Palestinian Arab press frequently editorialized againt
land traffic with the Zionists, and in the early 1g3os the Muslim-Christian
Associations and the Arab Executive had sent agents out to the villages, urgig
peasants not to sell their land.1% In the fall of 1934 the Mufti and the SMC.
initiated a more vigorous campaign, mobilizing the ideology and institutionsof
Islam to fight land sales (and to maintain Hajj Amin’s influence with the
peasantry). The Mufti toured areas where transactions were occurring,
explain the dangers they posed to the nation and condemn them as acts of sin
and high treason.”! In January 1935, he issued a fatwa (legal opinion) o8 the
matter that forbade traffic in land with the Zionists and branded simsars (1®
estate brokers) as heretics (marig) 1% But religious propaganda alone could ot
reverse the economic forces that led the peasants into indebtedness and forc
them off the land. The dire agrarian situation was exacerbated by 2 seri.es o
crop failures between 1929 and 1936 and by competition from cheap agish
tural imports, their prices depressed by the global economic downturn* T
Mutfti recognized, in theory, the need for structural changes, and he called fr
(1) measures to protect peasants from big landowners; (2) the establishment®
“atl.f!na'l industries; (3) aid to small farmers; and (4) a campaign of purchss®
notional products.’® But the S.M.C.’s only concrete action wWas o put o
tra;ts of lan.d under waqf (xfmrtmain) protection. Mufti®

3y the mid-1930s the political impasse in Palestine forced ever the MU
realize that more drastic measures might be called for. Accordingly, it late Igﬁ
ayoung associate of Hajj Amin’s, ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Husayni, organiz a’lSﬂC'D“
;mhtary group known as Munazzamat al-Jihad al-Mugaddas atls
or HOI}' Struggle).19 At the same time, various groupings of radicals‘we“
Prep:dnng for military struggle. And in 1934, according t© Palestine
funist l,)a"y propaganda, a popular bandit known as Abu Jilda was cal il
outsignificant armed activity in the countryside. Abu_]ilda’s “partxsan e
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ments,” claimed the Communists, were pulling the country toward disorder
and toward armed revolt against the colonial authorities.1¢

THE REVOLT OF AL-QASSAM

The spark that ignited the explosion came from an independent organization
intimately connected to the peasantry and semi-proletariat created by the
agrarian crisis. That organization was founded by radical Islamic reformer
Shaykh ‘Izz al-Din al-Qassam. A native of Jabla, Syria, and a key figure in the
'IQWE:B, al-Qassam took refuge in Haifa after fleeing Syria
under sentence of death. A man of great religious learning who had studied at
Cairo’s al-Azhar, al-Qassam was associated with the Islamic reform (Salafiya)
movement, 17 as well as with certain Sufi turug.1%® He quickly achieved prom-
inence in Haifa as a preacher and teacher. Unlike other political activists in
Palestine, al-Qassam concentrated his efforts exclusively on the lower classes
with whom he lived.1% He set up a night school to combat illiteracy among the
casual laborers (recent migrants from rural areas) of Haifa shantytowns and
was a prominent member of the Young Men’s Muslim Association. In 1929 ?l-
Qassam was appointed marriage registrar of Haifa’s Shari‘a court. The duties
of this office, which required that he tour northern villages, permitted him to
extend his efforts to the peasantry, whom he encouraged to set up growing and

distribution cooperatives.!1®

Using his religious position, al-Qassam began to recruit followers fr?m
among the fellahin and the laborers of Haifa, organizing them into clandestine
cells of not more than five persons. By 1935 he had enlisted 200, perhaps even
800, men. 1! Many received military training, carried out after dark; zfll were
imbued with al-Qassam’s message of strict piety, of struggle and sacrifice, «_Jf
Patriotism, the necessity for unity, and the need to emulate earl?r Islamic
heroes.112 I, the 1920s, al-Qassam made a name for himself by.at!ackmg asun-
Islamic certain folk religious practices still common in the Haifa arca.lu‘ Such
censure accorded with al-Qassam’s Salafiya leanings and rfzcal_lcd the actions of
‘Abd al-Karim, leader of the 1924—27 anti-Spanish rebellion in the Moroccan
Rif. A Salafiya advocate like al-Qassam, ¢Abd al-Karim had b'anned‘a number
of traditional folk religious practices in the interests of promoting unity among
the Rif rebels.11¢ Al-Qassam’s political activities also paral]clcd'th.ose f‘f Hasan
al-Banna, founder of the Muslim Brothers (al-Ikhwan al-Muslimin) in Egypt.
Just as al-Banna recruited his first followers in the new towns of the Canal
Zone, so al-Qassam recruited in the newly developing c.lfy of Haifa. B;lt
while al-Banna attracted the new Egyptian petty bourgeoisie, al-Qassam l?-
cused on the recently dispossessed peasants working as casual laborers in the
slums, 115

Al-Qassam’s appeal to religious va
OF a retreat into the past, but instea
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traditio'nal forms for revolutionary use in the present.!’8 He seized on popular
memories of the Assassins and the wars against the Crusaders by invoking the
t;admox} of the ﬁ.da‘t:yin, the notion of struggle that involved sacrifice. His
;::‘;es‘t‘m; organization resembled that of a Sufi order: his followers grew their
o 3 ; ‘wild” and called themselves shaykhs.!17 This was not as incongruous as
el:xiiniss‘if:{ f’;:; ;‘;Th‘fm?S Hodgkin argues, the Islamic worldview contailfs
ton.11 AL-Qassam's :;rrtxcu ated toget.her to constitute a revolutionary tradi-
tion of nationalist r;i orts 1"t(3pre§ent. _]l;\’St such an articulation and condensa-
movement of Ny glous revivalist” and class-conscious components in a
At oo colonial struggle.
Zionist Z::lt%lerx:zft)il:;v:;slmay ave E(:g'un carrying out small armed attackson
Qassam decided the mo tly as 1931, it was not until November 1935 thatal-
panied by  small detacr}:lent was ripe for launching a full-scale revolt. AccoTn-
of raising the peasant .m"“l‘) offollowers, he set out from Haifa with the ain
led to a premature bgtll: re he"mn. An accnv:i?mal encounter with the police
diegl befo}rle his rebellion coz;:i g:eolf}f':}l::hglel:gry’ however, and al-Quam
on ;i g 2

nizatio:st eileos;zl:; Zfén;:lszie::;ﬁel.i the country. ‘Inc!cpendcnt -radical orga-
ary project. Al-Qassam rapidi hgamcd new inspiration from his revolunoxf-
gravesite became a place (l;)f )1’ ac ieved the Astatus of a popular hero, and his
Qassamites still at large and P: grimage. 120 !?ls legacy also included th'e ma'n)’
whoset up fresh political gl'm}l) lifpar?d for action, as well as militant nationalists
the Qassam model. Urban :;;g ° lln the towns and organized armed ba{xds on
villages in preparation for a nelca s 23150 'r.edoubled their organizing in the

W anti-British outbreak.!?! In such a highly

charged atmosph,
Phere; only a small event was needed to trigger an explosion.

THE GR
EAT REVOLT (AL-THAWRA AL-KUBRA)

That incident o, .
Nablus Mollntai:;n:gﬁn leAprll 1936, when two Jews were murdered in th.C
sals and counter-rt:prisalapsh ¥ Qassamites. Following a wave of brutal repr
response, “national comr:‘t N government declared a state of emergency- In
up in the towns and decl;;tezes led by various militant or ganizations sp! rang
trying toretake control of th, a general strike. The notables followed along
parties (including the N f,unr.‘“f movement. On 25 April all the Palestinia®
national committees anq ashashibi’s National Defense Party) met with the
Committee (H.A.C ) w.s e}: P a coordinating body known as the Higher Arab
H.A.C. grew out of ’then Amm, al-Husayni as its president. Although the
nonetheless, as a mergin ﬂ?t:bl.e s’ move to regain their dominant positor
tional leadership it wag 8 ol the independent radical groupings with the tradi-
been.’®2 The H, A, u’ing € representative than the old Arab Executive had
until the British gove'rr?mc Y declared that the general strike would continu€
entputan end to Jewish immigration to Palestine, and
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it restated the other basic national demands—the banning of land sales and the
establishment of an independent national government. '
Though it initially sprang up in the towns, the revolt’s focus rapidly shifted
to the countryside. A conference of rural national committees convened in May
and elaborated a specific peasant agenda, including a call for nonpayment of
taxes and the denunciation of the establishment of police stations in villages at
fellahin expense.’? In addition, Istiglalists (still active as individuals) toured
the countryside of the Triangle to mobilize support for the general strike, while
both Qassamites and S.M.C. preachers spread propaganda and attempted to
organize among peasants.2
In mid-May, armed peasant bands in which Qassamites featured prom-
inently appeared in the highlands. They were assisted by armed commandos in
the towns and by peasant auxiliaries who fought part-time. Though connected
to the urban national committees, in general these bands operated indepen-
dently of the Mufti and the H.A.C.}% From mountain hideouts they harassed
onist settlements, and even sabotaged the
Iraq Petroleum Company oil pipelines to Haifa. This last activity posed a
particular threat to British global hegemony, for in the 1930s Great Britain still
controlled the bulk of Middle East oil, and the Haifa pipeline was crucial to
imperial naval strategy in the Mediterranean.
The towns, in a state of semi-insurrection,
control by the British in July, which left the countryside as the undispu.ted
center of revolt. 2% In the following month Fawzi al-Qawugji, hero O.f the Syrian
Druzed rebellion of 1925, resigned his commission in the Iraqi army a{nd
entered Palestine with an armed detachment of] pan-Arab volunteers, declaring
himself commander-in-chief of the revolt.**” Although the military effectiveness
of the rebel movement was improved and al-Qawugji was hailed asa popular
hero throughout the country, he never managed to unite all the diverse bands
under his command. .
While popular forces fought the British in the countryside, the notables of the

H'A-Q‘Only one of whom had been arrested—were ncgmiat‘mg with the
enemy for a compromise to end the conflict. British authorities increased .thc
ermeasures—boosting

Pressure in late September by launching tough count x
their military force to 20,000, declaring martial law, and going on a new
defensive, The H.A.C. was also constrained by the onset of the agricultural
season: peasants wanted to resume work, but, more imp(frtant, harvest1 ;ez}rs‘(})’n
started in September on the plantations of wealthy cxt@s-growers. ; e
H.A.C,, preferring negotiations to mass imobilization, which threatene r.lo};
table leadership, called off the six-month on 10 Octo_bcr, &;)flt

the understanding that the Arab kings (pf Iraq, Jordan, a.n(? Sa’udl Al;? 1@2
would intercede with the British government on the Palestinians beh:;\ lan

that the government would act in good faith to work out new solutions. or.lg
interim period ensued. While notables pinned their hopeson a Royal Commis-

British communications, attacked Zi

were finally brought under

-old general strike
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sion of Inqui i
ehased V?eqa\l:ry, fictlvxsts and rebel band leaders toured th PALESTINIAN PEASANTRY IN THE GREAT REVOLT 193
ons in preparation f ured the villages and
; In July 1 X n for a new round of fighti ges and pur- rd
‘ 937, the British P : of fighting. orders. Large sums of mone i
‘ for the partit sh Pecl Commission publi - contributi y were extracted from wealthy city-dwellers as
Univers:ﬂ ition of Palestine into Arab and J Py ished its recommendations ntributions to the revolt, and particularly large “contributions” were de-
e y gosule; even the Nashashibi fact CW‘SE states. Arab reaction was H}lla"ded from the big orange-growers and merchants at Jaffa who supported
\A.C. co » ion whi t i L. :
Galiice o ;ig;;;::lzd the partition proposal. Feeli:gsli: had dt?fecled from the e(l)\InaS,hsaShlbl 0pposntrdn.‘3‘
; included in the pro e w“'h few Jewish residents, whfl }t:spccmlly high in the challen, ;ptcmber, fhe Joint rebel command issued 3 declaration that directy
: proposed Jewish state.12® In Septemi) 1c thC_PIan of partition i dg.C the leading classes’ dominance over the countryside. Although
er, following the assassina- heyoedi; scope, the declaration represented a social program which went
nd the merely “national” goals of the a i
\ ‘yan. Init the commanders declared

ich had so impoverished the peasantry and by

tion of the British distri er
istrict commissi r i assa
ssioner for Galilee (possibly by Qass mites) Y both
> amoratorium on all deb d
ts (wh
ultural production) and warned bot

the second

. phase of the revol

ning th olt erupted. Briti .
magag:d}ti.A'C.dand deporting 0rparresti:; Sllll aldth(drmes reSponded by ban-

o evade arrest b; . undreds of activi : means of which .
aft d y escapiny € ists. The Mufti ch notables controlled agric
: on:i’ 22‘"“ ﬁg}:illng broke out. W}i)thgtht:: d‘ ib‘t’-)’lm;l in October. Shortly there- :ﬁbt collectors and land agents not tf visit the villages Arab contractors who
: » command now shiff : otable leadership in exi A ired work . . i

ted decis ership in exile or . work teams for th i i 4
cisively to the partisans i ‘lmpns fcilitat, e construction of police posts I the villages and roads to
s in the countryside. ate access to rebel strongholds, were also ordered to cease operations. In
Ilation of rents on urban apartments
s

Rebel bands w
vere most active i
of greatest t active in the Nabl b i
popular resistance. The jerusl:i::ld}?Z:llcc‘hlghlands’ the areas 3«?1?10}?’ the statement declared e 200
-Hebron region, wh ich had risen to scand . I Lo -
gion, where the | cantin that, by xmmil"mfi‘éilt}g}:‘eﬁl T e s e
s workers, it revealed the

Munazza
mat al- ihad al-Mi
l uqaddas operated, was also an importa t t
nt center.

In these distri

istricts the vari

rious bands set up their own cou .. new class alli -
rt system, administra- ss alliance underpinning the revolt.®

The rebels’ interference with landlord-usu ryside-

rer control over the count:

tive offices, and i
, and intelliges
to the towns gence networks. Whil
composed th ile peasants and ex ;
urban milita € vast majorit; -peasant migrants
nts played im y of band leaders and fi and their d M X
porters, instruc portant roles a nd fighters, young emands for contributions from the wealthy constituted a ‘‘revenge of
tors, and j s commander ; the co e on as
judges.130 . s, advisers, arms trans- untryside,” which -
| Quanamites were Parliculad; well repre- don their hOmC; for othef X’:zgtcedlu::i‘essar\l/f/lZ](l)-fovf;‘e;;}zt&?:;s:?dsgzdot: B:zv
the rebels as little better than bandits. In };art this charge was justified, for there
X >
hin the rebel camp, despite the consider-

sented at the lead, .
.. ership level. B .
acquiring arms thr - By taxing the
ough th peasantry, levyi
able to operate autonim e agency of experienced sm?r ClVymglvolumeers, and
ously from the rebel headquar‘ge% o tlhe bands were
s-in-exile set up by the

notable leadershi
rship at D
larly fro amascus, A
m among the semi . A network of mili .
semi- . thtan .
mi-proletariat, collected COntrit; ":' the towns, particu- wational ;
utions, gathered intel- interests of certain rebel commanders, who carried out petty blood-

ligence
, and carried of
i ut acts of
stmsars and coll. terror agai
abor: gainst the Briti e fe . . .
ators. ! ritish, the Zionists, and Arab c(?ds under cover of nationalist activity-"** Some peasants were alienated by the
Erc1ve m. - .
persons had joi anner employed by pamcular leaders to collect taxes and by their
Jjoined . f it P
handbook ofinstru(;tt}'le insurgent bands, now suffici avoritism toward certain clans. Moreover, although class divisions among the
i s :
largest bands establ-‘zns to be issued for their me; Cgently well organized for 2 }t)}?sants were not well developed, villagers were by no means homogeneous 1n
. 1! . . . . .
coordination. Most ;fed a Higher Council of C(f)ﬂ ers.133 Commanders of the B glr class interests. The assassination of a mukhtar who collaborated with the
September governm, the Palestinian highlands mmand to enhance military b mﬁh’ for example, was likely t© alienate those members of his hamula who
ent- 1 19 41 . .
Once rebels gained t;,con‘ml over the urban a:::reh'" rebel hands, and by ICI ted from the mukhtar’s ties t© outside forces.
€ upper hand in the town: s had virtually ceased. Alth ost accounts of the revolt stress the internal problems faced by the rebc]e.
s, the peasant character of the ough such criticisms are exaggerated and detract from the rebel’s posi-
ot simp he British and the

we 1 PR .
re serious discipline problems witl

abl
le advances the bands achieved in 00

inst rdination and unity of purpose- For
ance, clan or family loyalties occasionally interfered with the class or

In the summ
er and fall
all of 1938 the rebellion reached its peak. S
ak. Some 10,000

ly be dismissed. T

; revolt expressed i
sed itself e
. men to take ven more clearl A
i off the arly. Rebel ¢ :
; the kafya; urb urban headgear, the fe commanders ordered all towns- ive accomplishments, they cant
| practical, in th an women were comm: z, and to don the peasant headcloth Nashashibis were able to exploit the contradictions within the _ebel movement
the towns, an dat it p;otectcd rebels ﬁ_oma;;ded }:0 veil: This action was bm}: through such means as the formation of“peace bands” in Jate 138 todo battle
H . 4 sym 3 . N rest A w. . . : .
the city. Insurge}l,lts ;:;lslc»_ in that it signified theycthe Bmlfh when they entered a:\:) the rebels. Although representative primarily of the‘mterests of 1and]or§:
ol ountryside’s hegemony over Mn;::l, notables, tfhe ‘l;peaci:: bands” w;l:re n;’an‘r‘red by gls;{;l::::isp&::s:ir;:ing _
important for ritish strategy than the “peace D2
8. This allowed Britain to free
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counte i i . .
the M:ZZ:;“:;;:;T ssible that British Prime Minister Chamberlain signed
protect Britain’s oil su lnoi[ mher;,Ily to- appease Hitler momentarily but also to
ous bands of Peasants?plli \Zro?x;di de%tﬁrranean from **backward” but danger-
butitis evident at least that fc e c.ult to chart a clear cause-effect relation,
strategic buffer betwee altl or the British chicfs of staff, Palestine was a crucil
(Gerr;xany, Soviet Uni . t.e Sue Can'al ;.md potential enemies to the north
tions. With war loomizg)odn“?h:va}foa'n md‘lspl;c,mablc link in land commuries-
- rizon in Europe, Britain was i -
e e A
for Czechoslovakia but for thy grecment had disastrous consequences not just
were fighting a British mili ¢ rebellion in Palestine as well. By 1939 the rebels
addition, Orde Wingate ‘;a!-)', force of 20,000 men as well as the RAF. In
of Jewish fighters kniwn’ :s t}:mgh oﬁcer’.organizcd a counterinsurgency force
to guard the oil pipeline.13 T}i pe.c1'al Night Squads to terrorize villagers and
the rebels and PTOmpted.fu N e Prmsh counteroffensive increased pressure on
taxes and contributions a; (rzlt crinternal p roblems, such as abuses in collecting
However, the inlensiﬁ; af;'“psurge in political assassinations.

the rebellion, so the British lml Hary OﬂFe.nsivc was still not enough to finish off
the government issued athiUYIl’Ched a diplomatic one as well. In March 1939
becoming a Jewish state th:tc_] “per flecla.ring that it was opposed to Palestine
over the next five years t,hat la\n:‘“s;1 immigration would be limited to 75,000
fndependcm Palestinia,n state sales would be strictly regulated, and tha. 27
institutions to be established | wou}d be_ set up in ten years with self-governing
rebels rejected the White Pa; in the lmenm'.AthUgh both the notables and the
favorably. Clearly, while iedr"she Palestinian populace responded to it more
the White Paper represented 1d not satisfy the maximum national demands,
a concession wrung from the British by armed

resistance. Zionist reaction ainst the White Paper, by contr ast,
t. . L t reaction a; per,
gains e Whit Y w

The revolt was graduall
resultantinternal fracturin,
the intervention of substan
nearly 20,000 Arab casual
was finally subdued. In J
once the war with Germa,
er. An entirely new set
determine subsequent e

g},;;[:::f: by extreme external pressures and the
tial British vef;}em' After over three years of fighting,
ties (5,090 r(;u itary forces aided by the Zionists, a:nd
uly the’ list ea(-:l, 14,760 wounded),*! the rebellion
ny beganin smajor rebel commander was capturcd;
of cichmstan?;:Cmber 1939, fighting ended altogeth-
vents in Palestine, on the international scene were {0

CONCLU
I have tried to pro _
Rev?lt in Palestin
vertical cleavages

Pose an alternati

e, which repr:snve to the prevailing analyses of the Great

that neither the e]n t Palestinian society as so fractured by
class or national unity necessary for success
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in the anti-colonial, anti-Zionist struggle could emerg
once the Palestinian peasantry took

ould only act true to its inherently ‘“backward”
«The absence of cooperation
ness of a society based on

social structure, so the argument goes,
leadership of the revolt it ¢
character. Arnon-Ohanna’s assessment is typical:
and .mutual responsibility, the deep-seated divisive
patriarchal lines and kamulas, the ancient inter-village
gles over stretches of land and water sources,
and marital problems—these were simply transferred
movement.” 142 According to many of those who make
one force could have ensured victo
) I have argued that the model of vertical cleavages
lca.xl, in that it was the form through w
tained its political and economic hegemony.
refracting the underlying class st
exploitation appear as amicable “exchanges”
status. In an effort to show that class antagonisms
Targue that peasants manipulated the dominant ideo
a better life. Although peasants lived in a state of s
notable domination was never total but was resisted
terms of the dominant ideology, that is, the struggle fo
What is more, peasants possessed tr

call on in moments of crisis to forge 2 movement of op
e prior to 19,

agencalogy of these traditions of resistanc
f)ften broken lines of descent, its vague and hidden
indications of such a tradition: 2 semi-autonomous
banditry and unorthodox religious practices,
Ottoman state and to land registration in ¢
Spontaneous struggles against new colonies of Europ
within popular consciousness, MOreover,
such as that of Salah al-Din’s (Saladin)
vaders, the Crusaders. Such traditions do no
i0nsewativc or retrograde nature,
residual’ can be an important source
advanced industrial societies.***
_ Thave stressed too that the fellahin’s
ished one. Their “common sense” was pene
dominant ideologies of the state during the resurge!
second half of the nineteenth century,
Notables in the mandate period. Peasant cODSCi
by l:adical ideas emanating from mi
Notions came to be articulated with
racy and reformist Islam. In some Cases, as with al
Islamic practices, popular traditions were modified

against th

folk heritage

ructure of the society,
between persons of unequal

overdetermined this relation,

aditions of resistance,

resistance to t
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ose earlier European in-
t necessari
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for progressive pol
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e. Given the prevailing

and inter-kamula wran-

over blood feuds, family honor

to the [guerrilla] bands
such an argument, only

ry: a modern, revolutionary party.14?
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unity of the popular m
ovement. In otheri e
banditry we € erinstances, traditional practi
My a);m hr:s ;rlanstt;ormed into powerful modern vehicles of sxt)ru;tllcees suchas
50 .
an unchanging “ba;i:v to :,f’:monstrate that the Palestinian PCasangll”y was not
underwent constant Cha:;e i cohmponcm of Palestinian society, but that it
- in the period und 3
century it was tran: er study. During the nincte
one dominated by ;:(:(:)Cd o 21dCIaSS of relatively independgm producei::};
! wners and usu i
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antry as essentially unchanging, this approach also permits scholars to ignore
tht’: very real history of peasant resistance which preceded the rebellion. Other
writers sympathetic to the revolt often disparage it for lacking a revolutionary
party atvlts helm. Such arguments allow analysis to trivialize or ignore the
accomplishments of the revolt and to concentrate on other questions, such as
the role 9f the middle class, the treachery of the notables, or the Palestine
.Commum.st Party (which in fact was largely irrelevant to this affair).1*8 What
is at stake in such a dismissal is that the legitimate social and political desires of
subaltern popular.social movements have gone unheeded by the “progressive”
:;cvi”:luh ?:t;he i?rtl}:mant rion.lment:.iries‘ S-cholal:ly work that would constitute a
peasantry, ?}'1 o en € revolt, mCIu‘dm‘g an investigation of the cultural life of t!lc
tance, ant’l ideol(fl;zsm; Zl‘ga‘mza»tlon of the cot.}r{tryside, traditions of resis-
begun 149 g omination and opposition, has therefore scarcely
meﬁ?sr:tl"l:}sl; :‘::;:nltha\‘/e s}tlressed in polemical fashion the positive accompli:sh-
have so often been mzi:itzezc;‘l;l:e :1“}]1; preat ReVOlt—aChievcmentf it
toward the development of a compslc:::“eu an:;: i, th'en’ only'as N tem-atlve ftqf
ysis, which requires the investiga

tion of both structures of dominance and Vi n
movements of opposition 1
complex historical relation.
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