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Such arguments have long been a central component in the rhetorical armament of colonialism

and more recent interventions. Altruistic proclamations accompanied and legitimated the League
of Nations Mandates regime in the Middle East, French and British politicians and civil servants
clhimed the Mandates were 4 sacred trust for civilization,” enacting an unspoken assumption
that they embodied “civilization” and could bestow it at will on less fortunate others. This
chapter suggests that colonial officials subscribed to the story of their own altruistic mission, and
reacted with disproportionate violence when colonial populations rejected the gift.

In mid-summer 1925, 4 group of farmers and First World War v

eterans began what came to be
called the Great Syrian Revolt. French Mandate military repression was ineffective in the first

months of the uprising in the summer of 1925, and the armed movement spread. The revolt
started in a rural region 100 km south of Damascus, but by September, it had spread to the
farming villages surrounding the capital on a]l sides, known as the Ghuta, and armed rebels had
begun to infiltrate the major cities of the region. French metropolitan politics affected colonial
policy since the army, colonial bureaucracy, and lobby was notably rightist, and the Mandace
High Commissioner, General Maurice Sarrail, had been recently appointed by the leftist bloc
government, the cartel des gauches, clected in 1924. Sarrail maintained silence n diplomatic and

press correspondence for the first weeks of the revolt. An official communication finally broke
the information blackout in late July.

In reprisal for numerous acts of brigandage (murder, pillage, fire, etc) committed by the
rebels against the peaceful population who refused to take part in the revolt, several tons

of explosives have been dropped on the offending localities. This bombardment has met
with complete success.!

On the morning of Sunday, 18 October, armed rebels entered Damascus to the
welcome of many citizens, Police and Mandate troops evacuated the French residents and lefi the
walled old city, retreating into the citadel at the city gates and to the newer quarters up the hillside
sf Mount Qasyun, which looms over the city to the northwest, Artillery batteries at the citadel
and the hillside quarter of Salihiyya began a barrage along with bomber aircraft flying from the
rstrip at nearby al-Mazza at 17:00 Sunday evening. There was no formal warning before the

exuberant

shelling began, though the first few shells might have been blanks.

Artillery and aircraft shelled

and bombed every quarter where insurgents had been reported.
The attack continued for 48 b

ours. After the insurgents left the city on Tuesday morning, a
up of leading citizens asked the Damascus representative of the High Commissioner to stop
bombardment, which he did after warning that the city would be required to pay a heavy
By in money and weapons. General Maurice Gamelin issued a demand for 200,000 Turkish
ifd liras, quickly reduced to 100,000, and 3,000 rifles, due by Saturda , 24 October, otherwise,
hombardment would resume. When the news from Damascus became known, authorities
Paris realized that they could not resume bombardment. Eventually,
wussion, the next High Commissioner canceled the fine in May 1926.2
- The bombardment of Damascus ope

after months of bitter

ned a new chapter in the modern practice of war and
imial counterinsurgency. A handful of French villages had been destroyed by aerial and artil-
ar, and Iralian forces had used artillery and airplanes
villages in Ottoman Libya in 1911. British forces had used aeri
~£0st tool of counterinsurgency in rural Iraq in 1920, and Germa
dropped bombs on London, but Damascus was probably the
itensive aerial bombardment.® The self-described intention o

al bombing as the main,
n Zeppelins and airplanes
first major city to be subject
n the part of the mandatory
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gvrIment, which the League of Nations had endowed with a “sacred trust for civilization,”

was to frighten the population into revoking its support for rebellion.

Airpower and bombing was meant to intimidate inhabitants with the destructive power of
the French military, and to restore French prestige. English-speaking observers of the French
counterinsurgency strategy described bombing as intended to instill “frightfulness.”* The colo-
nial military government had made aerial bombardment a central strategy of counterinsurgency
in Syria, but the villages bombed and destroyed from the air were rural and mostly unknown
to foreigners. Mandate press censorship was effective, and news from the countryside was based
on rumors and stories told by refugees who fled the affected regions on foot. The bombing of
Damascus was a different matter.

From 1,000 to 1,500 people were killed, and an entire quarter of the city was left a smolder-

ing ruin. The densely built-up commercial heart of Damascus, between Suq al-Hamidiyya and

Sugq al-Tawil, known in the Bible as the “street called straight.” was destroyed, and when rebuilt,

even the streets were redrawn. The area stands out in the old city of today by its grid-like streets
and modern buildings and retains the name it gained in 1925, al-Hariga, or Fire. General Sar-
rail claimed before the French senate that 250 houses and 100 commercial buildings had been
destroyed. Other estimates were far higher, and in testimony to the Mandates Commission in
1926, the French representative admitted the arca destroyed was four hectares, though it was actu-
ally half again larger.”> Among the ruins was the vast eighteenth-century palace of the Quwatli
one of the architectural jewels of the city. Foreign newspapers reported the
had remained in his old-city consulate during
he events. The bombardment brought
ague of Nations.

family, considered
bombing of Damascus, and the British consul, who
the bombardment, wrote an angry and detailed reporton t
unwelcome international attention to Mandate policy and embarrassed the Le

The week preceding the bombardment had featured an escalation of military operations
in the area of Damascus. Damascenes had witnessed a series of public hangings in the central
Marja square. Bodies had been Jeft strung up for hours after morning executions, and signboards
around the necks of the corpses described their alleged crimes. Mandate forces had failed to flush
gardens around Damascus, buta few days before the bombing, an
of pack animals loaded with 26 dead rebels. A large
dead had been ordinary peasants killed in thieir

insurgents out from the dense
infantry patrol had returned with a column
crowd gathered and the Damascenes claimed the
fields, since Mandate forces had been unable to engage any actual insurgents. The corpses were
plundered, their possessions displayed by soldiers, and their bodies paraded through the streets
on the backs of donkeys until they reached the central square where they were laid out i1 a row
on the ground. The government newspaper, La Syrie, called it “un splendide tableau de chasse”

in 2 banner headline complete with gruesome photograph. The Times, probably the only Euro
at the time, covered the bombing of Damascus and what

pean newspaper with a local reporter
orpses” ten days later.” Photographs show hundreds ol

the article heading called “A Parade of C
people viewing the spectacle.

The international crisis that followed the bombing of Damascus led to the recall of High
Commissioner Sarrail. But Sarrail was punished for his politics and the embarrassment he brought
to France and the Mandate.” More than in North Africa, French colonialism in Syria and Leba
non was intimately bound up with both the army and the Catholic Church. The Mandate wi
unpopular among the majority in Syria and the Maronite Catholics of Lebanon were the only
sectarian community favorable to the Mandate. The two High Commissioners who preceded

Sarrail, Generals Henri Gouraud and Maxime Weygand, were clear in their understanding of

France’s colonial mission in the Levant: opposition to Syrian nationalism and support for th
French missionary institutions and the Maronite Christians. This formula ensured opposition ol

the majority populations and planted seeds of sectarian conflict in Lebanon, but it also securd
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French counterinsurgency, 1925-1926
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satement had not met or spoken to any Syrian politician, was evidently able to speak from a

position of self-confident authority when he claimed

He [would be] in a position similar to that of a commission of inquiry, with the dif-
ference that he would arrive at his own conclusions on the spot and take action upon
them. His business, in accordance with the civilizing Mandate which France had
accepted, was to give the populations justice, liberty, and prosperity. . . . If he restored
peace and organized the French Mandate, his mission as a political authority would
be completed. The task of France would be accomplished on the day when Syria was

capable of governing herself."

On his way, de Jouvenel called upon Turkish President Mustafa Kemal. Upon his landing in
Istanbul, de Jouvenel told a Turkish newspaper “Ghazi Mustafa Kemal Pasha is the outstanding
genius of the present day.”"" His visit aimed to ensure the solidity of Franco-Turkish peace agree-
ments over the border region of northern Syria and southern Turkey, and to gain assurances that
Kemal would not supply weapons or assistance to his former Ottoman compatriots in the Syrian
Mandate. When the Syrian rebels finally sought help from Kemal, they learned that de Jouvenel
had already visited and evidently had more to offer than they.'” He also promised that France
would eventually cede territory in its Mandate to the Turkish Republic. The 10,000 new French
troops arrived in Syria before the new High Commissioner had completed his tour.

De Jouvenel approved the renewal of martial law before his arrival. Martial law had been
in effect with few interruptions since the beginning of the Mandate, and de Jouvenel’s renewal
preceded a series of new counterinsurgency decrees, the most notable of which was seizure of
property and the destruction of houses connected to insurgents. Leading families in Damascus
accused of connection to the insurgency found their homes and lands seized. Destruction of
houses was a commonplace method of punishment and often houses of suspected rebels were
bombed from the air as punishment. Rural villages were required to formally submit to Mandate
forces, and if they did not, the village and its property would be subject to seizure and destruction
under martial law decrees. Collective punishment for suspected crimes against the authorities
could include a fine of money, labor, or detention levied on a village or neighborhood. Ocea
sionally, male villagers were gathered together and executed randomly.”

Martial law decrees also allowed hundreds to be condemned without formal trial in military
tribunals. What were called tribunals consisted of lists compiled by Mandate intelligence officers
Once a name was known to the Service des Renseignements, the individual would be listed as
wanted, and eventually tried, and condemned. During 1926, the Damascus military tribunal sen
tenced, condemned, and executed 355 Syrians without legal representation or civil due process
Many were publicly hanged in the central square and left hanging for hours to intimidate the
population. Hundreds were tried and sentenced to death in absentia. Scores more were senteticed
to varying terms including life of hard labor." .

Since 1920, all local police forces and civil authorities had been subordinate to the jurisdictior
of the French military. The military authority claimed the right to search the home of any Man

date inhabitant, day or night, without prior notice or arrangement, to remove and detain suspect

from their homes or from local jurisdiction without charge or explanation, to suspend rights of
speech and of the press and of public association at will, and to seize the property of any inhab
itant without explanation or compensation. The High Commissioner delegated to the military
commander the right to detain and, if necessary, kill any citizen at any time without judicial «
administrative oversight or review.”® French authorities prevented League of Natons Mandau

Commission efforts to learn about the functioning of martial law in Syria.
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of soldiers who took part noted that these punitive expeditions were not intended to actually
engage rebels, but to intimidate people and punish association with insurgents. General Andréa
ordered the summary execution of anyone found in possession of firearms, which were legal in
the Syrian Mandate, during the course of operations." Armored columns would move slowly
along the streets, firing at houses and structures. After the armored sweep, colonial and irregular
troops would move through the neighborhood on foot and enter houses. The irregulars were
mostly Armenian refugees from Anatolia, and the use of Christian shock troops by a Christian
colonial power to pacify Muslim neighborhoods provoked much hand wringing and discomfort
among the Buropean consulates. At least 2 few revenge murders of Armenian refugees and Syrian
Christians took place. The local irregulars were perennially accused of the worst outrages, but
from the perspective of the Mandate comunanders, they were considered sufficiently unimpor-
tant to risk in direct contact with the population. Eventually a neighborhood would be declared
pacified, and the cordon would be expanded further outward from the city,

and permanent posts
would be established.

Thus does the work of attrition ruthlessly proceed: The French policy is evidently to
crush the rebellion by the maximum use of every mechanical contrivance and with
the minimum use of French troops, whose lives are not risked when other troops
(i.e. Circassian, Armenian, Kurdish or other irregular) can be employed.®

Pacification of the countryside was slower. It proceeded first by the recruitment, arming, pay-
ment, and minimal training of those segments of the colonial populations conditionally friendly
to the mandatory government. In the region of Lebanon and the mountains more generally,
this meant arming Christian villagers. In the southern and northern regions, it meant arming
Bedouin, Ismaili, or Alawi Muslims. There was some concern and cognizance that such policies
had the potential to ignite sectarian civil war, but the immediate crisis was sufficiently pressing
that such concerns were not an impediment. Sectarian conflict confirmed French prejudices
about Syrian society and served as rhetorical support for the colonial mission. Middle Eastern
¢olonial regimes have continued to recruit local minority troops for security duty. Such policies
have the added benefit of fragmenting unified movements of nationalist opposition.

The Muslim Druze minority sect dominated the region where the rebellion first emetrged.
The earliest insurgents were mostly Druze, but as the rebellion spread, many others from most
setarian communities also participated. Many former Ottoman soldiers joined. In 1921, Robert
de Caix, then serving as secretary general to the High Commissioner, had designed a system
of sectarian autonomy for the Druze and created something called “the state of Jabal Druze.”
Members of the Druze community in Hawran, including the most famous leader of the 1925
msurgency, Sultan al-Atrash, had rejected the autonomy agreement and maintained that Druze
were Syrians and that Syria should be a united, independent state of all its people.

Sultan al-Atrash had sent a petition to the League of Nations in 1922 in protest of the de Caix
agreement. Although the letter is still in the League archives, there is no indication that de Caix,
or the members of the Mandate commussion, knew that the leader of the revolt had protested the
setarian partition and colonization of Syria in resolutely secular terms years before the uprising

$925. In 1922, Sultan al-Atrash had demanded in the name of the Syrian nation the right of
self-determination,” an end to the Mandate, and the preservation of Syria within its natural,

partition borders. Sultan al-Atrash often repeated the familiar Syrian nationalist proclamation,
teligion is for God, but the nation is for all”

Syrians argued that their revolution was nationalist and nonsectarian. In Geneva and Cairo,

Syro-Palestinian Congress challenged the French conception of Syrian society. A detailed
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report prepared and submitted in answer to the reports of the Mandate authority for the League

iarbiélir

Council read:

The French have done everything in their power to stir up religious antagonism and
to favour one community at the expense of another. [In Ottoman times] the people
were divided into two main categories-Moslems and non-Moslem. The new decree
pronounced by the High Commissioner has divided the nation into fifteen rehi-
gious communities, viz. Moslems, Chiites, Druses, Nosseris, Ismailians, Orthodoxes,
Greek-Catholics, Latins, Protestants, Armenian-Catholics, Orthodox Armenians, Syrian-
Catholics, Orthodox Syrians, Maronites, and Jews. The seats on the representative coun~
cil are distributed between these communities. If a community has less than 6,000 mem-~
bers, it is regarded as a minority and is not entitled to representation.

At Damascus, a distinguished barrister, formerly an Ottoman parliamentary deputy
and minister at Damascus, at present President of Corporation of Barristers, professor
of law and member of the scientific institute, is not entitled to stand for the sole reason
that he is a Protestant. All this goes on in Syria under cover of Mandate, and yet article 8
of its terms is quite explicit on this point. “No discrimination,” it says, “shall be made
between different religious conumunities.”

This is how France, the home of liberty and the proclaimer of the rights of man,
applies her noble precepts in Syria and the Lebanon.”

Lpersret-ibor -Jmar

{jirber -Nalezis
{ Tounbairis de Sodesman (hah)

In 1925, Robert de Caix had become Accredited Representative for the Mandate authority 715
to the League of Nations. In his description, the uprising was the “Druze Revolt)” and did not : Reriilom °\;§J:,-,
represent any form of unified Syrian movement or aspiration. De Caix himself had designed = Sour, ﬂ,,.rn-“’)l sfﬁ,
the sectarian partition of the Syrian Mandate into five separate microstates, each with a specific y
sectarian majority. In explaining the insurgency that confronted France in his testimony before
the Mandates Commission, de Caix claimed that Syria comprised 17 or 18 separate, mutually
antagonistic religious sects. Without France, they could be expected to annihilate one another. In
explaining the Mandate policy to arm and recruit Christian irregulars and potentially exacerbate
sectarian tensions, de Caix claimed that Muslims killing Christians was endemic to the country.
Only France could save them. “In cases of disorder in these countries, there is no need of any

nement to explain a massacre of Christians.” French colonialism was the solution, not

special rese
the problem.” :
Early in January 1926, and just weeks after his arrival, de Jouvenel ordered the aerial dropping [ﬂ Etat dilep
of leaflets throughout the rebel-held areas in the southern countryside. mfmmum des Alvouites
; 3| 3
To the Druze: _ D “tat du Grand Liban
. L_‘_lf:tlt de Damas e
Why do you fight? (8) gjeter Deuze ==
I have brought you the right to make your own constitution and to choose your Echelle BEIROUTH
o a R e h Echelle 3
leaders. Y o L | : — __

Your leaders will bring only death and famine to women and children.

"There is no more reason to fight.
Why? For whom? Vap 8.2 Ma
Map &, p from Robert de Caix, Histoi . .
It is the fault of Sultan al-Atrash, Let the blame fall on him! : Viris: Henri Dehérain, 1931), p. 4;12)(’ taire des olonies frangaises et de I
Only France can provide you wheat, water, roads, schools, and national liberty.
Before the hour of your last battle,I warn you that the starvation of your women and
children, and the ruin of your country will not be the fault of France.

SYRIE ET TERRITOIRES SOUS MANDAT

expansion de la France dans le monde
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of Hawran to the foot of the mountain that rose to the east. They camped on the plains in view

ign interests that pay him. ‘ ]
It is the fault of Sultan al-Atrash and those foreign interests pay of the largest town of the mountain, Suwayda. .

. ing for you!
: ST ance and she can do everything o . . . . . ]
Remember you can do nothing against France The British liaison officer accompanying the force witnessed a startling sight as night fell. :

“All the heights round SOUEIDA suddenly lit up with brilliant bonfires, which formed the !
well-known Druze rallying signal for war, and showed their decision to resist.”? The next day,
after a hard fight, lasting many hours, the French force captured and occupied Suwayda. Over
a thousand were killed and wounded, evenly split between Mandate soldiers and Syrians. The

De Jouvenel o
e Syrians were
Given his recent arrival, de Jouvenel himself could not have kr?own Wh?fht}il()iriﬂ bolicy.
'1 France. The leaflet illustrates the presumptions u1’1d?r1y1§g Frfil]t, (,h) (rg o
e ra'dcr;tiﬁed and addressed only by their religious affiliation. From the persp
ans are ide 58

Syri i ified as Syrians, or nationalists, or members of one or French for(tfes ()Fcuplcd the town and the Syrians retreated to more remote Yﬂlagcs furthcr up 4
of the Mandate, they cannot be identified as 1Y : S, aking for them, but only as members the mountain. Over the next months, under pressure from continuous bombing, the insurgents

.. : ol spe: ) . . . .
another of the political parties that hadA da»1me< to be eg and ratored in sectatian schools and fled over the Mandate border to Azraq in Transjordan, where their families had already moved ! i
of this or that religious grouping, territorially arranged, to refugee camps. Pressure from Parig forced the eventual expulsion of the refugees from the (i

nstitutions y llall(e Ih 11 lLl 10Us l(l(]ltﬂy thus (1 termines their p l C 1SC Uusness
C C 01t ,(11 cO C10 5
g (9386 ¢

lll 1] ll(l l)b’( n man l)\.l &‘cd l)y their (.}H(,iS Wll( tll’ are f ll()Wll] l)hll(ll i Co clio

< 1 ¢ C1S, ) <y 6] gy y IltIdOdz) tion
- o 1 h 1 € ltll France []le llly })()W(f] tlldt Ccan gre 0aqs, S(,rh 18, or
t th(f]] true interests Wh C W 20 O ) g ant r Eli
O y

Transjordan Mandate and many spent the next decade in exile living in tents in the Sultanate of
al-Sa‘ud, surviving on donations from Syrian immigrant communities abroad channeled through iy
the Syro-Palestinian Congress.

national liberty, etc. - foreign interests he serves for the ruin of Syria. _ Immediately after the capture of Suwayda, de Jouvenel appointed a new native government, ; e -

This leaflet blames Sultan al-Atrash and the foreign hose who ordered disproportionate including three nationalist ministers who were expected to help convince the insurgents to sur- [

On the other hand, blaming insurgent leaders Ineariththgtv';l:};seco nsul in Damascus opined that render. One of the nationalist ministers was Faris al-Khuri, the Damascene lawvyer, cited in the |

measures of suppression held themselves blameless. The Brius Syro-Palestinian Congress petition. Within two wecks, however, the nationalists were in jail and ' | 5 ;
]

the government tottered on the brink of collapse. The new government had been accompanied
by vague promises of ammnesty and reconciliation from the High Commissioner, but a few days
later,on 7 May, the Maydan quarter was intensively bombed over a 22-hour period starting before J 7
dawn. Did de Jouvenel approve the destruction of Maydan for his own reasons, or did the gen-
! erals order it to discredit his conciliatory gestures toward the mnsurgents? ¥
the rebels’ uncompromising attitude.” Maydan was known for its grain storehouses and jts hospitality to insurgents. The neighbor- R
hood is long and finger shaped, extending south from the city and straddling the road toward
Hawran, Palestine, and along the pilgrimage route to Hijaz beyond. It was also on the way o
the main-line Damascus train station and the major French garrison at al-Qadam. Maydan had
been cut in two when General Andréa had a swath of houses and shops demolished and cleared

On the face of it, this [leaflet] would seem to mean that the Fr)encl'l‘are\ unorewS t:zs:s]\:ci
té suppress the rebellion by force of arms, and chat these v;xgu;ip;ielzzai?e, do ar¢
made only with a view to conveying the impression to Fl)c w?rl: tha forced, n .her o
all she can to make peace and that the ultmate repression has been

| h a 1 ~ t { b 1] H IWTIan regn ]ne(" the ]f}‘ )Cl Stron h ]d d or
anic mounta g 8] J E d 4 Cr O g O an ).._‘“l’lll
¢ VOIC i region o a | . /
p . p on (,O\.lld (8] y y
s ‘ y g 4 224
oint Of [he ]CVO“ DLS tte dzll] )()Inl)lll I.:lldb tlle ’I Y101 Ill bﬁl SU’ l)dUL i b 0.1 lnaSS]\\
(8] SIVEe across the I) aimm o awran stretc lng O ) km south o 4mascus. ver y ne L, N
ffen R h f }.i ~h 100 k 9 h f I) E LN

French forces would march on Hawran in the spring. 3 to create the security cordon early in 1926 in his attempt to seal the city from infiltration. The
quarter was tied to Hawran as the main road south and the entry to Damascus, but it was also
Counterinsurgency, 19261927 , : the neighborhood where the merchants who bought and sold the Hawran grain crop lived,

A series of offensive operations in February had further inflamed the quarter, and caused the
mnhabitants to welcome insurgents more enthusiastically than other neighborhoods. Tank patrols
and probing operations had been relatively continuous, and in mid-February, when an armored
patrol came under fire, a troop of locally raised Christian irregulars looted and burned a number
of houses, beating and killing approximately 80 people. Algerian colonial troops put a stop to the
rampage of their fellow soldiers, earning the gratitude of the inhabitants.” Andréa made a speech,
declared he would return the loot, and dismissed 37 irregular recruits,

The May bombardment destroyed Maydan. In advance of the bombardment, water and elec-

Euro s in Damascus expected the rebeilion to collapsg by ecarly 1926. It /ohd}l | n’ot/. I;;Zi;t:
. i f Damascene notables tried to mediate between the Mandate au :

i de]eg&uon’ ; H: ra;l The delegation called on the military command to l‘ca‘rn “'rlj..;l

S mf’f A‘g\’ i;lsﬁrgent lc;adcrs, before visiting the rebels and determining tm:_n

gu,ar.amees S:Z]l: (;(L)lidszrr:idecr ’fhe delegation failed completely because tile French;;fi:im

minimum terms for : : ( U,

. - e erms of surrender, and argued that to agswerq 'my y ‘

::Sg(:fliut:;i t:/(:)uif(:rlj:ze:nlil1e the foundations of the Mandate itself.*® Most of the members

> extremists who rejected
of the Mandate commission in Geneva had ag reed and f.lrgLi.ed ::: trl;;:y\ ::gli; be showil that fricity to the quarter were cut. Without water, the inevitable fires could not be extinguished.
the Mandate should never be allowed to profit me‘;]}.lflr :’iccrcljek from the situation they had While Robert de Caix had claimed in his testimony to the Permanent Mandates ~ommission
only by surrender to France’s Mandate could SSfESy . {PMC) that the October 1925 bombardment of Damascus had been moderate and restrained,
brought upon themselves. . force marched on Jabal Hawran. General Andréa led and that the proof of this was that if the bombardment had been more serious, the entire town
In late April, a large French mulitary force marche would have been ruined, the shelling and bombing of Maydan was intensive by any standard.
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eity, which was already overfilled with destitute refugees from villages surrounding Damascus.
The authorities made no efforts to house or feed refugees.™

"The new Syrian government collapsed after the imprisonment of its ministers and the destruc-
tion of Maydan. A week later, shelling destroyed the suburb of Jobar, but in a new development,
and owing to consular protests, a press release warned the inhabitants that unless they paid a fine
and fulfilled certain conditions, the village would be bombed. Soon after, the military announced
that no more individual warnings could be given because warnings allowed insurgents to escape.
The commanding general published a notice in the press declaring the patience of France at its
end, the entire Damascus region a war zone, and villagers who remained were assumed to be
hostile. Those who were innocent had been warned to leave and if they chose to stay, the risk
was theirs.”

June continued with shelling and sweeps through the villages around Damascus. In the mid-
dle of July, French forces under General Gamelin launched the final major offensive on the
insurgency in the agricultural villages and gardens surrounding Damascus. Gamelin attacked the
villages in a surprise nighttime enclosure (nettoyage) with between 15,000 and 25,000 soldiers
divided between infantry, cavalry, tanks, and artillery. The forces converged on the town from its
distant outskirts in five directions. Artillery based in Damascus fired in a decreasing radius as the
French forces closed the net.*” '

Counterinsurgency tactics in the countryside had not become gentler. The Mandate forces
took hostages among villagers who had not fled and forced them to act as guides and shields for
the advancing troops. A few villages submitted the customary fine in Ottoman gold pounds
advance, and so were occupied but not destroyed, but most of the villages in the area still stand-~

ing after a year of hostilities were shelled, bombed, pillaged, and burned as the forces converged
on Damascus. The operations were preceded by the preemptive detention of 400 to 500 people
ranging from sniall children to the elderly. The prisoners were held in the citadel for several days
untl the end of the battle. More than 500 Syrians were killed, and 200 or more French soldiers
were also killed, including two colonels by land mines or crude explosives. Even in the nights
after the end of operations, insurgents approached the city’s barbed wire barrier and fired on the
French positions repeatedly. The British consul considered this a display of rebel bravado, rather
than any indication of the insurgency’s remaining vitality." 3
European observers in Damascus considered the July offensive to have definitively crushed
the insurgency. The leading insurgents had all been sentenced to death in absentia, and the French
army made clear the intention to accept nothing less than complete victory and surrender.
European critics in Damascus and Beirut attributed this attitude to an obsession with protecting
French prestige. The army was determined to respond to every show of resistance with immedi-
ate and overwhelning firepower to fully display the futility of opposition. 3
Opposition did not end. Several of the rebel bands continued to enter the city and occasion-
ally fire upon French forces. Insurgents attacked convoys and fired on armored vehicles outside

Damascus. Telephone lines were cut and trains were attacked, and in late August, rebels attacked

and captured a convoy of provisions and ammunition near Damascus. French soldiers continued

to be killed by snipers and in attacks on isolated outposts. Two small bands, one led by Suitan

al-Atrash, and another made up of some ex-Ottoman soldiers, remained active until mid-1927,

when the survivors scattered into exile. 4

In August, public notices printed in the newspapers boasted of French victories. General

Andréa reported that he had twured a number of Hawran villages accompanied by three battal

ions of approximately 1,500 soldiers. Everywhere, notables and ordinary villagers had welcomed

him and sworn their sincere fidelity to France. He awarded medals to colonial soldiers in prblit
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