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As a result of the expuision of the Ottomans from the Holy Cities
of Makkah and Madinah b& 1803, Sultan Mabmﬁd II ordered his Egyptian viceroy,
/Mu@amqadl‘Ali, in 1809 to recover the Cities and ;estore Ottoman pressige.
‘Due to the continued Su‘udi threat to the Turkish rule éven after théf

recovery, the expedition had to be exténded to the Su‘udi capital and farther

to eastern Arabia. After the destruction'of Dir‘iyah and the occupation of

al-Hasa and Qatif in 1818, the bulk of the Egyptian army was withdrawn which =

G - o ) . ..
occasioned Su‘udi resurgence. Consequently Muhammad ‘Ali organized another

exgedition in 1836, occupied Najd, al-?asz and Qa?if, secured the submission
of Ba?rayn, Qa?ar and Trucial ‘Umﬁn/and won the cooperation of Kuwayt. His
Genéral,/Khurshid, was all set for a march on *Iragq in 1839 when Europe?n
pressure and British'diplomacy obliged him to recall the sulk of his arhy

from Najd and eastern Arabia in April 1840 for the defence of Egypt. The
. : / N
skeleton Egyptian force of 800 troops could not effectively resist new Su GdT

—

contenders of Najd and eastern Arabia and the Egyptian ‘rule came to an end

by the close of 1841, .‘

[

This dissertation is an attempt to study the Egyptian rule over ; -

—

eastern Arabia during IBI4-1841 and to’examine the cauges necessitating the

—

despatch as well ag the withdrawal of the expedition in 1840 after Egyptian

rule had, been firmly established there.
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" la resistance continue des Su‘udis & la suprématie turque meme aprés la reprise,
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A la suite de 1l'expulsion des Oteomans des Villes Saintes, Makkah et
Madinhh, en 1803, le Sultan Mahmud I1 commanda en 1809 son vice-régent en Egypte,

Muhammad ¢Ali, de reprendre les Villes et de restituer le prestige Ottoman. Vu ]

1'expédition égyptienne a dy s'étendre 3 la capitale Sqfagi et plus loin &
l'est en Arabie. Aprés la destruction de Dir‘iyah et 1'occupation de alL§333 et
de Qégif en I818, la/grande partie de l'armée égyptienne fut retifée, ce qui
amena une résurgence Su‘udi. Par Conséquence, Mu?ammad *Ali organisa une autre
expédition en 1836, occupa Najd, al-gasalet Qa?if, obtena 14 soumission du
Ba?rayn, de Qagar ;t du ‘Uman Trucial et réussi & avoir la coopé#ation du
Kuwayt. Son géneral, ﬁhurshid, était prgt pour pénétrer 1'¢Iraq en 1839 lorsque

des pressions européennes et la diplomatie britannique l'obligdrent 3 retirer

la grande partie de son -armée du Najd et de 1l'est de 1'Arabie en avril 1840 {
afin de défendre 1l'Egypte. Les 800 troﬁpes qul restérent n'étalent que la |
squellette de l'armée‘égyptienne et ne pouvaient pas régister de fagon effective
aux nouveaux prétendants Su‘udi de Najd et 1'est del'Arabie. Ainsi le régne

égyptien prit fin en I84I.
Cette thége se propose d'étudier le régne égyptien sur l'est de 1'Arabie
de 1814 jusqu'é 1841 et d'examiner les causes de l'envoi de 1'expédition et sa

retraite bien que le pouvoir égyptien avait é&té solidement établi daris ces

régions.
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‘NOTE ON)TRANSLITERATfON AND ABBREVIATIONS

~

2

/

Iﬁ éransliterating Arabic and other oriental words and names I

-~

have used the Transliteration Table of the Institute of Islamic Studies,
v

,

McGill University, Montreal.

—

I have also used the following ‘abbreviations in the thesis:

)
—

R.E.A. .. to denote Royal ( now, National) Egyptian Archives Records.
' preserved at Cairo.

X F.O. for British Foreign Office,Recordg at London. - /
I1.0. or British India Office,Records at London.
: 4
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the
. result of/ discovery of oil. —

‘strategic situation necesbitated Muhammad ‘All Pasha of Egypt and the

CHAPTER I \

. GEOPHYSICAL AND HISTORICAL OVERVIEW - {

%

Sir Arnold Wilson has rightly remarked that: ‘

’ T
- No arm of the sea has been, or is of greater interest, alike to

the geologist and archaeologist, the historian and geographer,

the ‘merchant, the statesman, and the student of strategy, than
the inland water kanown as the Persian Gulf.....I

The Persian Gulf has been a trading channel between the ancient centres of

civilization and the outer world, ever since the dawn of history. Most of

F] !

its hintgrland is barren and sandy, with little fresh w Eﬁ;/or rain. It

is thus unable to support many lives and depends, for ith food-Fequirements, ’

-

upon other countries. It has been regawned for its p rl fishing and the

trade of pearls for the necessities‘pf life. The cobnditions of this region

-

have remained unchanged and primitive for.the last wany centuries primarily

/

due to lack of resources. The recent changes and velopments are the

f

It was evident‘y not its resources and economic value, as in the case
of India, but its strategic position which\brogﬁted foreign gp&ernments to» ‘
exercise céntrol over the Persian Gulf. Its importance during the last
three centuries was as a‘éesdlt of " its being’ situated at the point of
intersection of tﬁé fegpian, Indian, Ottoman and most recently the rising

Wahhabi, empiresg; its proximity to the expanding Russian empire, as well

as the influx of European conquerors and traders thus rendering it the -

el /

. gateway of the East and a sca and land route from east to west. This same’

—

|
Ottoman Turks to exert their respective influences there and to attempt

"

’
-

1
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effective and exclusive control of the area.
It is dpt possible here to capitulate a fuller background of the
Persian Gulf rggion, its tribes, chiefs and governments, nor to dwell

uponqits geophyé%céi and socio-economic features. Nevertheless it is

‘pertinent to give a brief account of the historical events immediately

preceding the period under review in so far as it is relevant to the
ensuing events. It is alse necessary to describe B}iefly the geophysical

position of the area and its surroundings.

'
. 3

Geophysical Features - 4

* This landlocked sea laps'theush;;es of Kuwayt, Sa‘udi Arabia, -
Bavrayn, QaEar, and the bnited Arab Emirates on its western coast, ‘Iraq
in the north and Iran on its eastern coast. Commencing from the Sha??iii-
¢Arab at about 50 degrees North latitude it covers an aré@ of approximately
97,000/sq. miles and a distanc; of about 500 miles south-easterly to the
Straits of Hormuz at about 25.5 degrees Nor;h. Here it emptiés into the
Gulf of ‘Uman which falls into the Arabian Sea another 300 odd milés £roﬁ
Ho;muz. Its width varies considerably. At the %traits it is at its minimum
of about 29 miles wide, while at its widest poinc it 13‘180 miles. The
shore is full of shallgggcreeks, shoals, reefs and islands ideal‘for
defence and piraéy and difficult for navigation, especially by vessels —
of a higher draught.2 | '

On both sides of the Gulf i}e the two great élate#ﬁs of Iran anh
Arabia respectively. The Iranian plateau, with its base in*the south-east,.
comences much closer to and about I,dbo_miles along the coast, rising

’

- . ' /
qbwards the north-west as well as inlands towards the north with intervening
. , - +

1 - . : ‘ \ -

valleys here and therfe. Its &levation ranges fromSS,OOD to 13,000 feet

3 S
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It reaches its ;naximum‘ﬁ”' hts of 4, 000 feet in-the-basaltic and granite

’’’’ } e

uplands of *Jabal Shammar and the limestone 1dge of ’I‘uwayq about 300

7

miles in from the coast. In the south alon§ the ‘Uman coast runs a

precipitous range about 5,000 feet in elevation, conspicucus among which

is Jabal'Akhc.iar which terminates at Ras“!} sandam in the Straiﬂts of H;eruz.
On the northwestern end of the Gulf lies the delta of the /// -
Euphrates, the Tigris, Karkheh and Karun rivers and their t:ibutat/ies,
/il; the southern tip of which are Fao and/Abadan towns and the islands of
Bublan, Abidan and Failkah. To their north, farther inland, lie the towns
of Hindian, alit.x'iyah, Muhammerah, Zubayr end Basrah. The area west of
the Shat':t.: @lg¢Arab and along the coast to a diétanc,e of about forty miles
is part of ‘Ir:q. Beyond it and around the hnortﬁwestern corner of the
Gulf lies Kuwayt. West of Kuwayt and in the south ext:endi/ﬁg to the

L P ' '
southern end of the promontory of Qatar lies the Sa‘udi Arabian province-.

of al-Hasa with {ts principal ports of Qatif, Sayhat, Dammam and °Uqayr

and its oilfields of Dammam, Zahran etc. Qatif is the capital of the
province. In the nineteenth century, however, al-Hasa and Qat:if
constituted two separate provinces. [Hufuf was the capital of al-Hasa,

while the Qatif province was governgd from Qatif. To the west beyond

W

A\~
i

!
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al-Hasa is thjd. ,

The coastal region southeast of the base of Qatar right to Rds

Musandam in the Straits of Hormuz has, of lai:e, been known as Trucial

‘Uman or the Pirate. Coast. Prior to the nineteenth century its name was

Ls
9 \
} \
\

al-Shpnﬁ!. or/g}- ir. It extends 150 mile:at first vest éasterly and

then to the northeast. It comprises the states of Abu Zabi, Dubay,

Shariqah, ‘Ajman, Um al-Qaywayn and Ras al-Khaymah which together form

the United “Arab Emi ates. Between the Qatar peninsula dind Dammam lies the

e e =@

" Gulf of Bahrayn containing the Bahrayn archipelago congisting of ~ghe -
important islands of Bahrayn and Muharraq. Muharraq and Manamah are

the main towns and ports, the former¥being the capital of the state of
t / ,
S.‘

Bahrayn. South of the Unifed Arab Emiiates is the Sultanate of ¢Uman.
- - -/ )
Iran, ¢Iraq and ‘Uman, however, are beyond the scope ?f our study.

P

Historical Backgroundp - J - ; -

- g a ~7

, Bani Khalid ‘ ‘ v

2 N 14

¢

°

In the first half. of the eighteenth century the Bani Khalid tribe

4

was the snrongeat pawer in edstern Arabia, It ruled the area long -and was

«

[

{

T

'stro%g enough to hold off the Sharifs of Makkah in 158f when the latter '

tried” to raid and- ‘conquer al-Hasa. Its rule extended from Basrah in che
3 . -

north to some parts of Najd in' the west dnd to Qatar in the south

] M ¢ %
b‘ringing them *tn contact with the Ottomans of Mesopotamia, the petty’
provinces of central Arabia and the ‘Uman Sultanate. Many Najd people

owned farms in the more £ert11e al-Hasi Such 2 farm of ‘Uthman b.

Mu‘amar, ‘the ¢Uyaynah chief," obliged him to expel Muhammad b, ‘Abd al-

»
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Wahhab, the Wahhabi reformer, on the warning of the Bani Khalid chief.

This expulsion eventuallyabecame the caugse of a series of raids and severe

fighting culminating in the fall of Bani Khalid by the close of the

Lo !

eighteenth centut};. Besides owning the fértile al-l.laai oasés they also,
controlled trade, mostly of sugar, coffee, spices and grain from India
and the Yaman to central Arabia through the ports of Qat':'if and ‘ﬁc‘;«ayr.
The tribe belonged to the Rabi‘ah branch of the ‘A:nani Arabs.% Tt vas
in ciifferent places of the Bani Khalid' territory/ihit‘Utgb Arabs-settled

and built their states under the protfection afid authority of the former.

¢ Utub B y

‘The ‘Utub belong to ¢Anazah, another ‘Adnani Arab tribe, inhabiting

(]

Najd and north Arabia. Before migrating to the east, principally Qatar,

-

around the end of the seventeenth century, they inhabited Haddar in
al-Alej, Najd. They then sailed to and settled at Kuwayt: under the
direct rule of the Bani Khalid paramount chief. In about 1752, with the
;pproval .of the chief, the local population selected in the tribal

manner Sabah b. Jabir of its al-Sabah branch as their head to administer

-

justice and the affairs of the thriving town. The other two branches of

4

¢Utub which soon became prominant were al-Khallfah and al-Jalahimah,
They vowed to follow the occupation of merchants and agriculturists and

- . el "
to share the profits equally. Al-Sabah veré[to exercise the functions of/
. - - - / J

government, al-_-Jalihimah to supervise and control the maritime traffic

7

- . i .
and al-Khalifah the mercantile trade.  This marks the foundafion of the

‘Utub statés in eastern Arabia’. ' ' 0

v

"As early as 1758 Sabah's au;:hori.ty was well-establighed in Kuwayt

/ -

\ ) - ’ -
- la

© * -
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‘gifts to ¢Abd Allah for his success.

and its vicinity. His rule was further consolidated by his successor and =

J
son *Abd Allah ( r. I762-18I5) who must be credited for his friendly

relations with the British and for repulsing Su‘udi raids. It will be-
< —

in order to point out here that in April, 1793, perhaps due to

their duplicity or changing partiality in the Turco-Persian conflict,
o - N - : ‘WT‘
the British weére obliged to move their "Basuah Factory to Kuwayt as a
/ .

place of refuge. After a rapprochement was achieved it' returned in August

1795 to Basrah. The British despatches from India to England had also !

[

been passing through Kuwayt, which had become an important port of call
. .

for desert caravahs from Aleppo to the East. Kuwayt is also said to have

withheld tribute payable to the Su‘udis, who attacked the town in 1808,

but were repulsed. The Pasha of Baghdad ordained a robe of honour and

o

_Certain developments in Kuwayt led to theb%migralion oflthe al-
Khalifah clan to the south, fdllowed by other ¢ytub families notably the
aLrJalahimah. ¢Abd Allah's succession to Sabah in disregard of the-al-

Khalifah claim, envy of the neighbouring Arabs over the wealth and
/

flourishing trade of Kuwayt and consequent molestation of and piracy
/
against ‘Utbi men and materials or a desire to singly enjoy the fruits
o / s \
of their mercantile enterprises may be one or more of the reasons for

such emigration. Consequently, with the consent of their confederates,’
the al-Khalifah headed by Khallfah b. Muhammad set sail and settled at
Zubarah on ihe west coast of Qa?ar in 1766 after - a futile attempt to stay
in Bahrayn. Political turmoil in Arabia, Persia and Ottoman ‘Iraq made it
possible for them to establish_ and expand their pearl fishing, trade and
wealth. Its prosperiqy, however, lasted for 44 years only as it was -

/
destr&yed by, the Sultan of Masqat in IBIO-II.9

\ N 8 R * .
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Babrayn was ruled by the pani Madhkur Arabs of Ahgshahr {(Bushire)
paying irregular Fribute to Persia. The rapid Zubarah prosﬁériéy caused
by pearl fishing and free trade aroused the jealousy of other Qafar
tribes, Bahrayn and other coastal chiefs and invited attacks. A jointv
unsuccessful attack by the Arabs of Abushahr, Bandar Riq, Dawraq and the
Qawasim in 1782 caused a rétaliatory-joint attack by z;birah, Kuwayt and
other friendly tribes on Baﬁggzn and its capture in 1782-3. Al-Khalifah'
became its ultimate rulers.IO o

Shaykh Ahmad b. Khalifah the new ruler of Bahrayn and Zubarah
distributed some of the plunder among his allies but the al-Jalahimah
expected a greater share in the booty as well as a share in the.
administration of the islands. Unsatisfied with the reward they left

indignantly. After a short stay at Kharij and Abushahr they returned to

Qatar and settled at“Khor Hasan,,about five miles north of Zubarah.

)
t

4
Y]
3

9]
Rahmah b. Jabir, their chief, chose piracy and animosity towards the al-

‘o

Khalifah as professions for his tribe's livelihood a?d Tevenge. He soon
became " the scourge of the al—Khalifah".II Qafar remained in the al-
Khalifah hands during the period, under rgview. After A?mad's death his
two sons ‘Abd Allah (r. I796-1843) and Salman (r. 1796-1825) became
co-rulers of Ba?rayn and_Qasar.

\In 1802 the ruler of Masqa? captured Ba?rayn. It was recPvered
with ;i%ﬁdi help, but on the pain of converting it into a Su‘udi satellite

for a decade. When it tried to withhold tribute and evgde Su‘ﬁd? demands

to raid Basrah, the Wahhabi Amir in I8IO appointed ‘Abd Allah b.

‘Ufaysan governor of-Bahrayn, Qatar and Qa€if with headquarters at

Bahrayn and instructions to collect revenue. The Bahrayn rulers were
. /.

summoned to Dir¢iyah, the Su‘udi capftal, and detained. Their sons fled




a

#

.to Masqat asking for help.IZ Because of the Egyptian attgck then

S

commencing in the Qijiz the Su‘ﬁdis_yere forced to reduceé\their forces
in e;stérn Arqbia. Thi; enéouraged Masqaf to join the Sha}khs: sons

and capture Bahrayn, Zubarah and KhBrz?asan in 1811, while the Su‘udi
governor was taken prisoner to secure the Shaykhs' release. Ra?mah, who
fought on the Su‘udi side, was obliged to take refuge at Dammam, Zubarah
wag burnt during the AQRgdition.I3

Trucial ‘Uman

The tribal structure of the region is very complex. Suffice it to
say that two confede¥acies, the Qawasim in the north and the Bani Yas in
i/ the south, shared suthority though the forme; were the stronger. The
Q@wasim, descendents of Bani Nizdr branch of Bani Ghafir of Najd; included
all tribes subject to the authority of the Qasimi Shaykhs of Shariqah
and Ras al-Khaymah. They carried on trade, became powerful and the Gulf
enjoyed every degree of tgg:ﬁuillity tiff the beg@nning of tge nineteenth‘
century. After the death of his father in 1803, Shaykh Shlsin b. Saqar
(x. 1803-1866)759came the paramouﬁt chief by asauming“authority over
the chiefs of, inter alia, Shinas, Fujayrah, and Kh%r Fakkan along Hajar
in the ‘Unan Gulf, Ras al-Khaymsh, Um al-Qaywayn, ‘Ajman, Shiriqsh and
Abu %abi on the'Trucial coast' and Linjah on the east coast of the ...~
“Yersian Gulf.JRES &l-Khaymah, the most strategic ané secure place in the
Straits of Hormuz, was his principal seat. We are little concerned with
Hajar and the Persian coast. In internal affairs the §haykh's
authority ceased at pub;y and that of the Abp ?abi‘ chief commenced

and extended southeast Eo the base ?f the Qatar Peninsula.14 !

o

' %
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The Bani Yas tribe of Abu %abi was composed of many sections. Its
ruler belonged to ,éf-BGfalE}.x, a small clan. They engaged themselves
mostly in pastoral and agricultural pursuits according to the
availability of pasture, water and oases. They visited the coast during
summer for fishing and pearl diving. Their first coastal habitation
started in 1761 at :bﬁ ?abi where better drinking water was discovered.
By the middle of 1802 ‘Uman, the Qawasim as well as Masqat, acknowledged
the supremac%f the Su‘udls. Under the latter's pres:;ure or emboldened
by their support the Qawasim increased their piratical depredations
and lawlessness, even aga;nst the British vessels. This resulted in
the British ?xped_i.tions of 1806 and 1809, fvhich failed,_l‘l_qwev/er, to
leave any impression on the Qawasim, much less on their ;Qi'ot_eétors,

>

the Su* ﬁdis.IS

The Su®udis

—

An Islamic revivalist movement in Arabia greatly influenced the

in the I8th century. Muhammad

N\

b. ¢Abd al-Wa\hth its founder, was born at\i‘Uyaynah, Najd, in I703. He

was educated by h‘j,s father, a Qadi of the district, and.other local

K

‘Ulama' during his first twenty yeﬁ's J)ur‘ing the next twenty years he

history and politics of'm?abian Peninsula

travelled extensively viaiting é:ost of t:he Muslim centres of learning. 16

His teachings started with his \lgecurn to ‘Uyaynah. Following the Syrian
Hanbali scholar, Taq:l aI-Din Ah:ﬁd ibn Taymiyah (1262-1328), he sought
to revive the orthodox school ofL/ A}xmad b. Hanbal (d. 855 A.D.). He
recognized no authority other than the Qur' an, tlbe prophetic traditions

and the ptactiée of the pious companions of the prophet, and refuted
, r -
innovation, saint worship, vows and the visiting of shrines.

;s
'
i ae
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He claimed himself to be a Muwahhid(unitarian) but his opponents dubbed

- /
him Wahhabi.L’

His teachings and decisions under the patronage of ‘Uthman b.
Mu‘ammar, the ¢Uyaynah chief, provoked the oppos}fion of lax Muslims and
neighbouring chiefs. The execution of an adulterouiyoman*accordi;g to
Islamic Law, led to further protests by his enemies and religiously lax

&y /
and 1mper11ed chiefs, who appealed to the dominant Ban Khalid chief, |

3

Shaykh Sulayman b. Muhammad al-Humayd, for his aid to suppress the
movement before it spread to other areas. Sulaymin's power was so0 great
and the threat to confiscate ‘Uthman's farms and property in al-@agﬁ
was so far-reaching that the former instantly yielded to Sulayman's
order and expelled the reformer fngm ‘Uyaynah.I8 ’

Hiq eventual arrival ét Dir‘iyah provgd a blessipg for him and his

t

mission as he soon succeeded in allying himself with the local chief,

4
s '

I3

Mu?ammad b. Su‘ud. This alliance(c. 1745) of the reformer and the ruler
( or of the spirit and the- sword) brought about the spread of his
teachings and the‘ultimate d&aah with the Bani Khalid. By 1765 most of
Najd had sworn obedience to them and the Wahh;ébi doctrines. The Su‘udis
played off the ﬁani Khalid chiefs one against the other before a decisive
attack. Their first raid on al-gasi in 1784 was folla@ed by another on
Qagar and ‘Uqayr in 1787. The raids were characterized by surprise,
ferocity and terrorism. By I793 the Bani Khalid were rent asunder by thei£
internal strifes nurtured by Su‘bdi diplomacy.19 |

-

In 1793, Barrak b. ¢Abd al-Muhsin, a Bani Khalid chief, played an

important role in serving the Su‘udis when they attacked Zayd b. Uray‘ir,

his cousin and chief in the south, whom the Su‘udis had formerly supported.

When the capture of Hufﬁf, Mubarraz_and Qatif seemed imposaible, Barrak

b
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was able to ‘enter M;xbarraz by a ruse forcing ¢Uray‘ir's sons out and

,imyla‘nt}ng himself there.29 The Su‘udis appointed their own governor in
1795. However, Qat.::;.f together with Sayhat and Tarut Islands, one of the
strongest Bani Khilid‘positi‘ons, resisted until 1800, when it fell to ;
treachery; yet its opposition to Su‘udi rule continued for some time.zl

Kuwayt was raided between 1793-5 while Bahrayn and a part of
L

¢Uman were annexed in I802. The Qawasim and Magqat acknowledged Su¢ udi

_ supremacy and the Byraymi oasis was captured in the' same year.?'2 In 180I-2

they sacked Karbala’and Najaf,alarming the Shi¢ahs. Late in 1802, Ta'if
*

was captured; on April 27, 1803, the holy city of Makkah was taken, and
¢ AY

Madinah was desecrated the following year. The expulsion of the Turks

Q

from, and the desecration of, the holy cities startled the whole Muslim

world which demanded action.23

T

To say that there was coxzxsternation in the Muslim world inadequately
describes the utter turmoil and dismay. It was as if Oliver Cromwell °
had sudderly seized the Vacican.ga -
/
This marks, the climax of Su‘udi power which saw a strong reaction totally
annihilating them for a while and an end of tl‘a first phase of their

ascendancy at the hands of Muhammad ‘A11 Pas!{a of Egypt who was ordered

by the Ottoman Sultan to expel the Su‘udis from the Hi.j"s'za:.25

I

The Ottoman rule over Arabia dates back to I517 when Sultan Salim I

conquered Egypt, "to which was attached the Hijaz. It was the only province s

1

of any consequence in Arabia due to the importance of the holy cities of

-




- privations in his/attempt‘tg}land at Abu Qir. The disgusted commander

12 -

Makkah and Madinah. Its control commanded great political and feligious
honour and prestige. After the conquest the Sultan carried with him some

- 5,
relics such as sacred robes and articles dating back to the early .ot

Islamic period. He thus became the guardian /of the two holy citiés

(Khadim al-Haramayn al-SharIifayn) thus entitling himself caliph. He

conquered the Yaman as well. \ \ / I

His successor, Sultan Sulayman the magnificent(r. 1520-66),
extended his boundaries in ‘all airections in Eura;ia. By 1529 a Turkish
naval fleet visited the Persian Gulf and touched at Bagrah; In 1534 the
Pergian provinces of Tabriz and ‘Iriq were conquered. While still at

Baghdad in 1534 Sulayman received Rashid, the son of the ruler oﬁﬁnaérah,

who offered him the keys.of the city and- obsequious messages. Similar"/ﬂ

/

_homages came from the Jaza'ir and Gharraf regions, Lurish Hills, Huwayzah
- [ ]

, marshes as well as Qa;if, Bagrayn and perhaps Hormuz. In I538 a Turkish

fleet raided the Indian Coast around Goa. Masqat was also occupied for

" some time.26 However, Turkish control over eastern Arabia for the most

part lapsed, and in central Arabia it pever existed. But for their
ggrrison stationed there, the ?ijiz itself Qas almost autonomous. Except
fgr the capture of the holy cities and the expulsion of the garrison in '
1803-4, the?Turks‘?ared little for Su‘udl expansion in Arabia.

p K Egy§£ itself was an even mgte striking example of Turkish misrule.
It was entrusted to the tyranny of the MameluKes headed by Ottoman's

nominal viceroy. Under such Egnditfbns Napoleon&pccupied Egypt in 1798,
and Nelson followed him fom iately. The Sultan drafted armies from his
dominions to expel the-British and French from Egypt. The governor of

Kav%la in Albania sent 300 éroops under his son, ¢All Agha, who bore many

¢




7 1789-1807) after the-British and the French withdrawal in 1803.

returned home, entrdsting his troops to his lieutenant, Muhammad ¢Alj,
who was destined to become viceroy of Egypt and the founder of modern

Egypt. The Treaty of Amiens restored Egybt to Sultan Salim III (r.
27

-

The Sultan appointed Khusru Pasha as his viceroy thege. The
Mamelukes were determined to destroy each other and possess Egypt
‘ / '
exclusively. The troops would obey no one, not even Khusru, but their

own Albanian chiefs, Tahir and Muhammad ‘Ali. A mutiny among the troops

*
-

resulted in the murder of Tahir, the appointment of ‘All Pagha as the .
new viceroy and Mu?ammad ¢Ali's sole charge over the Albanians. Upon his
murder enroute to Cairo, *Ali Pasha was succeeded hy Khurghid Pasha,

who was promised support by Mu?ammad ‘Ali. Thus in Cairo, Khurshid
depended on the latter. The troops were already restive for their pay ,
and the population was famished. In his own interest, Mu?gmmad ‘A1l
started flattering and canvassing the ﬂglggé' and notables who were

pressing Khufshid for various demands. When Khurshid rejectqd xheir

*' demands; they dééiared Muhammad ‘Ali to be the ruler instead, “put the

latter preferred to seek the Sultan's approval. An emissary, sent to
honour the stronger of the  two rivals, approved Mu?ammad ‘A1l and
Khurshld left Cairo on August 7, 1805.2° This marks the start of the
era of Muhammad ‘Al1. It should be pointed out that the occupation of
Egypt by the French followed by the British was not a solitary event but

part of a larger process by which the European powers\were attempting
- ! p

_to gain supremacy over the entire East. A brief account of some of their

activities will be in order.

hor: L5 otk
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The European Powers

Ottoman ascendancy hadﬂblocked the traditional overland routes
to the East in the early IS5th century, c;qpelling the West to find
alternative routes to‘India; which1was considered a repository of great
wealth and provféions. Columbus and De Gama thus disc;veredrAmerfca and
India by‘sailing westward and eastward. Thg Portugue;e soon conquered
Masqat and Hormuz’ in the Persian Gulf, Malacca, Aden and a few coastal
towns of southern India, about 1505-7, by their superior naval power and
aptiilery. With the mastery of the Gulf Coast, the;r monopolnbver the
sea route, trade and wealth and their tyrannical rule there continued
for a century. The Dutch then appeared on the scene as ; scourge of their
pride and covetousness. After the defeat of thé invincible ‘Armada in I588,
the British epoch of enterprise and activity commenced with the grant of
the Royal Charter of the (English) East India Company. Their first
Factory was opened at Sﬁrat{ India, in I6I3 and another im Jask, Persia, -
in 1616. However the Portuguese prevailed and intrigued everywhere. In-
1622, a joint Persian, British and Dutch attack on Hormu; ousted the -
Portuguese confining them to Mésqa?. Nevertheless, their military strength
still alarmed the énglish. In 1640 the Portuguese opened a Factory at
Bafrah, They were. driven out of . ¢ Uman by iq;o, after which they could
not mainlain their smaller enterprises and later vanished.z9 '

The British monopoly in silk and other Persian trade was snatched by
the Dutch by 1950 by bribes and highef prices. Though fou; successive
wats in the second half of the I7th-century with,the British and the _
French weakened them considerably, yet the Dutch continued to predominate

u

over the British in Persia until 1688, when they began»loéing that

/
position. They had two major Factories at Bandar ‘Abb3s and Basrah. Due

»

¢ {
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to losses and disturbed conQ}tions the former was closed in 1759 while
the latter was moved to Kharij in I753. They were obliged'to close it
‘in 1765 and to leave for Batgvia.ao
*  About I677 the French opened a Factory at Bandar ¢Abbds. They had

; .
another Residency at Basrah but the trade at both was negligible. They

had considerable possessions in India and diverted more attention and

St

energies there, but in the Anglo-French wars of the 18th century, they

lost Quebec and most pf their Indian possessions to the British.3I

w

- The British sailed to the East as merchants and traders seeking
trade and fortune but they soon felt the need for naval fleets and
standing armies. Sir Thomas Roe's accreditation in 1615 at the court of
" the Great Moghul.Emperor" marked the start of their po%itical activity.
The decline of the Mqéhul empire in the I8th century facilitated the rise
of the European powers at remotei‘coaatal areas of India during the

" second half of the I8th century. All British poésessions west of Bomgg&,
including thé Gulf region, Basréh, Baghdad and farther north and Aden in
the south, were under the direct control of the governo;lof Bombay .

Returning ito” an earlier period and the Persian Gulf region, the

_British opened another Factory, after Jask, at Bandar ‘Abbas to handle
their increasing volume of Persian tr#de. However, Dutch intrigue soon
obliged them to search fﬁ; a place outside Persia. So they opened a

i

Factory at Basrah. The one at Bandar tAbbas was closed & number of times
. / -

and reopened for similar reasons. Aﬁhﬂst an agreement was worked out _

a

to establish—a Factory at Abushahr in 1763. This later became the

-,
o~

principal seat of British commerce and administration in the Gulf. By
1788, when the British were assured of security and Persian confidence,

the Dutch hold there had waned and the former's grip in India and the

{
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Gulf was becoming fjrmer. However, their interests in the Gulf were still
confined to safe passaéé of their vessels and materials. It was Napoleon's
march to the East which alarmed them and they-haftened to conclgde a

treaty in I798,and another more favourable one in I800,with Masqat. They

also increased the number of their vessels and qryises in the Gulf.32

Until the turn of the century there was no molestation or act of

piracy against their vessels:

«ee.s.even upto the year 1797 the molestation which the British
trade experienced....may be attributed torlhat interference which
the government exercised in the disputes between the petty states
in the Gulf. Whenever we preserved a strict neutrality, we derived
every "advantage from the observance of that poliéy................
Until the year 1796, I have been unable to trace a single act of
aggression, even on the part of the‘Joasmees, against the British
flag. The attack of the Bassein Snow, and of the Viper cruiser, in
1797, was suppgsed to have been by Arabs in the interest of the
deposed Prince of Oman,.....ndr was ‘it until 1804 that the Joasmees
eesse..commenced their piratical depredation@.33 ’
Actually the trade and the transport of the trade goods had gone in
cheaper hands of the Qawasim. This necessitated the British expeditions
of 1806 and 1809; The : - ¥

1

Truth of the matter is that behind the humanitarian mask the British
desired to eliminate competitors of their trade and ahipping.34

( ,
In any event, the two expeditions of 1806 and 1809 proved ineffectual
beforé long and increased piracy against the British shipping. A mention

of moré Britisﬁ‘involvemen; in the Gulf affairs will follow as our study
i / '
proceeds to discuss the reasons for the Egyptian expedition in Arabia,
J
in general and eastern Arabia in particular, the subject of this thesis.

o
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\ CHAPTER II

i
I

CAUSES NECESSITATING THE EXPEDITION

¥ ‘ We must point out from the outset that the causes necessitating

the Egyptian expedition to gastern Arabia cannot gé separated from those

for mounting the expedition on Makkah “and Madinah or the one directed at
Dir‘iyah, the Wahhabi capital, because the immediate and paramount objactive
in the three afeas/ggé on}y the recovery Sf igé two Holy Cities but also
guaranteeing their security. The Su‘udis were no doubt expelled from the
‘Cities during I812-1813, but their continued resistance even after their
rout from the gljﬁz necessitaied a furtﬁé;’action against -Dir¢iyah in
1815-1818. As we shall see in the next chapter, the\destructioﬂ of Dir*iyah

in 1818 did not accomplish its objective because many Su‘gﬁi leaders and

supporters fled to north, south and eastern Arabia and the conquest had to

o

T bl

be extended thence. Thus the paramount aim of the east Arabian'¢ampaign was
to secure Makkah and Madinah, and to erase the disgrace of the Ottoman
expulsion from the holy cities.I

‘ It may seem from what has been. said above tgat the sole reason for

mounting the Egyptian expedition was to free the holy places from the

" Wahhabis' grasp. But certainly this'was not the only reason. I, am therefore’
' /

proposing to enumerate varipus other incentives which propelled the despatch'

P

of the expedition. It seems best to studf these incentives under three

| /

- 117 |
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main headings, namely, (a) The Motives of the Sublime Porte (b) Muhammad

- Y

sAli's Aims and (c) Others. -

A. THE MOTIVES OF THE SUBLIME PORTE

I. Religious Honour ‘ ,

. L,

The recovery of Makkah and Madinah was not motivated by high hopes
A
of any economic gains but out of religious expediency and strategic

neceésity The Sultan's title of Khadim al-Haramayn al-Sharifayn pre- —

_supposed possession of the Holy Cities, while that of Khalifah and Zill

Allah ( shadow of God) enabled him to claim the allegiance and support of
the religious scholars and the ‘ylama' who could move the masses in any

direction by their speeches and Friday sermons. Due to his control over (

S

the cities the Sultan'g/name with his titles used to be recited in such

e I
' X - .- - {
sermons all over the Muslim world. The Su‘udis had forbidden such recital
in their domains,  including the Holy Cities.z To retain his titles, honour
/ - - /
and allegiance, it became obligatory for the Sultan to recover the Cities.

* 2. Restoration of Pilgrimage o

>
L4

Moreover, the Turkish-led pilgrim caravans to the Cities were also

stopped by the Su‘adiso from 1802.. Only those who would strictly adhere to

_the Wahhabi -tenets were allowed to make’ the pilgrimage.3 This was another 3

blow to the Sultan's dignity and caused a commotion demanding retaliation.
and restoration. » I ans \,
l
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(, ‘3. Arresting Su‘udi Expansion

¢
Y

o

The Sultan's authority had further beeQDchntlenged by successive

raids and successful plunder deep into the Ottoman provinces of *Iraq
j

and Syria. The Su‘udis had not yet accomplished their expansionist
/
- ydesigns. Evidently their raids were to be followed by conquests in the

Fertile Crescent and elsewvhere on the ruins of the Turkish Empire.
It was therefore a question of 1ife andﬂdeath for the Pbrte to arrest

/ .
Su‘udi expansion, and enhance and réstore Turkish Influence. . '

-

A 4. Threat to ‘Turkish Authority C

The earliest Su‘udi threat to the Sultan's authority was felt in

eastern Arabia itself whére the Bani Khalid were rvnted by the Wahhabis

about 1793. Their raids farther north into *Irag had been causing alarm
Y - J . - - -

since 1784, obliging the Sultan to order his ‘Iraql Wwali to reduce them

¢ i
b
[—

-

effectively and to destroy Dir‘iyah.5 The Pasha enfrusted the first two

expeditions to Thuwayni, the'Muntaf&q chief. The first one of 1787 wa’s‘F
indecisive while the second of 1797 was considerably better equipped. The
o Pasha ‘'supplied a contingent of Turks and artillery while the Bani Rhak§;79
under Muhamad b. ‘Uray*ir and Barrak b. ‘Abd al-Muhsin also joined \
| Thuwayni-6 At‘Jahra in Kuwayt, he amassed more arms, ammunition and
provisions, dispatched a fleet with stores to QatTf and recruited
mercenaries. Columns from Kuwayt, Bahrayn and Zubayr also joined him. The
march continued to Shibdk al-Hasd, where Thuwayn] was mirdered on July I,
/ 1797, by a negrd slave. The resulting “lack of unity, discipline and |
(f) f leadership occaaiogeé premature and 1ns£anc~ﬁ;épernﬂ1 of the army.7 In

T

i ' J ‘ . -
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1798, Sulayman ‘organized another army under his l(ahya, ‘Al-i; ?ast;a“.ﬂ The
Shaykh of Kuwayt transported their infantry, artill@ry and a;munition in
his vessels to al-l.lasﬁ. Fresh Su‘tdi help obliged ‘A1l to raise a two
month successful siege. A ghort\ lived truce was later conclud@n‘l.8 The
Su‘udis extended their raids to Najaf, Karbala’and the outskirts of
Baghdad” but the Pasha did not dare facing them. Soon t:hereafter Makkah, .
Madinah and the Yaman were captured and the Turkish and Persian pilgrims
st:epped.9 In Syria, the Su‘udis raided Jawf al-‘Anir and Hawran, within
30 .mil/es of Damascus, and sacked 35 villages there in‘IBIO-II. Aleppo
was also held to tanéom. Yusuf Palsha, the Syrian Eé_lj. was replaced by
Sulayman only because of Yusuf's failure, to conduc; the pilgrim caravans
to, and expel the Su‘udis from the holy cities an_kd ‘Sulayman's assurance
that he could accomplish this. But the Porte's threats and orders failegd-

to exert even the slightest impression on the Su‘udi mind. 10

A
\

, 5.’~Eliminatig Muhammad ¢All and the Su‘udls

€

!

The capture of Makkah and Madinah by the Su‘udis and Muhammad ¢All's

rise vere simultaneous. The Sultan had condoned his intrigue and his

succession to Khurshid I8 months later, only when the Sultan sensed an

I1

imminent Russian attack. = When the Porte's consolidation, Egyptian

st;abiliéy and the European menace ought/to have been his paramount .. (..
'conc;rns,ﬂ the Sultan chose :lnsttead to involve the Pasha with the Su‘udls.
Furthermore, he refused any Syrian military o;' material aid, though
\:eil-aware of its potential benefit:.lz fr:oin the point of view of the
Porte, t:he JPagha was as ruthlegs and ambitious as the Su‘udis. By playing

off t:he two upstgrts against each other, in an exhausting desert var, the
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Sultan could expect the draining of power and resources of each belligerent
. J
and the eventual restoration of his own supremacy in Egypt and Arabia.

#

v

6. Internal and External Dangers
|

Besides the Su‘udis and Muhammad “Ali, the Pashas of Barbary, ‘1Iraq
and Syria cared but little for the Sultan, while his Grand Vazir and the
military commanders were intriguing against each other for supremacy
over the rest. Furthermore, although the British and French did evacuate
Turkish soil under the Treaty of Amiens, nevertheless each was equally
anxious to grab and annex T;rkish domains. Their contention\did not lie
with the " Sick man of ﬁurope " but among themselves each hoping to exclude
the other.I? I1f the Su;tan could close his rank and file and consolidate
his administration and authority, he could then exert effective control
and ward off internal and external dangers. The recovery of the Holy Citigs
was the only issue of sufficientGFeligiods sanctity and necessity around
which he could rally and unite his forces and the entire Muslim world.

We thus conclude that in the name of the resforacion, freedom/and ‘
security.of the pilgrimage and the liberation of Makkéﬁ and Madinah from

/

the " sacrilegioﬁg " Su‘udis, the Sultan aimed at gpnsolidating his power
. .
to help rid himself of his recalcitrant and mutually antagonistic

/ .
subordinates, as well as internal and external threats and autonomous

tendencies.

a
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B. MUHAMMAD ‘ALI'S AIMS

!
’ -
Contemplating one or more of these objectives, ‘Sultan Mahmud IIX

(r. 1808-39) turned, in 1809, to the Pasha, exhorting him in the name of
the glory accruing to him and Egypt on his saving Islam from the Su"ud_is.l4
Muhammad ‘Ali, so far a silent spectator of the Su‘udi incursions, sensed

in this an answer to his ambitions and a clear solution of his -problems.
!

Let us examine them.

I. Religious and Political Glory

Indeed the proposed campaign carried great attraction and weight.
By expelling the Su‘udis from the Holy Cities, he could rightly expect a ‘
hero's stature as defender of Islam, practical statesman and military
strategist. However, it involved sacrifices and risks which even the
well established Héllg of Syria and ‘IrQq dreaded. He was algo well aware
of the intrigues in Egypt of various Mamelukes and.‘glggél for supremacy.

However he accepted the challenge, sensing more security, autonomy and

‘ ’

horour for himself,

!

. 2. Securing the Porte's Pleasure

Whether impelled by sheer allegiance or fear of the Sultan, the

Pagha's paramount aim was to secure the Sultan's pleasure and perﬁetuate
. ]

-his own rule in Egypt. Accordingly he would pose as an active, zealous

and obedient servant of his august nms;er.ls However, before sending

though under the pretext of an expedition, he would ensure the removal

5

of all possiblé threats to his autﬁority in Egypt, and to secure military, J

political and financial gains.
J

o,
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- Salim had been deposed and murdered in 1807.Ig Their absence aqg‘expected

23 _

3. Ridding Himself of Mamelukes #nd ‘Ulama' / /

’

His next anxiety lay in the Mameiuke struggle for supremacy. He
had failed to pacify these 1060 odd ruiers spread throughout Egypt.
Accordinély he é?vocated disposing of them and thus securing Egypt from
their ;ntrigues and conspiracies, before parting with his troops. On

>~ /
March I, I8II; he was thus enabled to collect and massacre 460 Mamelukes

present in the Cairo. Citadel, followed by the slaughter of the rest where-
ever they were found.16

The second group of his rivais in Egypt was that of the {glggéi -
and Shaykhs through whom he had maﬁoeuvred his eﬁtry.:They had now started
intrigues againsf him. The Pasha artfully succeeded in dividing them,

exiled his own fortune maker, ‘Umar Makram, from Cairo and deprived others

i
of lucrative posts and salaries, thus arresting their effectivengss.I7

1
.

4. Albanian Troops /

; ’ /
A much greater danger to his stability lay in another echelon oéh

his own ﬁaking, the Albanian Bishi'Buzﬁks, who were nothing more than an
/
undisciplined armed rabble. They rioted a number of times and were kept,in

check by nothing but regular pay and severe punisﬁment.18 Realizing the
N (

A
\

superiority of European warfare, he decided to build a new disciplined »
army equiped with a modern fleet and hardware; but no one expected the

Albanians to adapt to or accept such norms. For a similar attempt Sultanm

casualties duriﬁg the expedition would facilitate the establishment of

a new disciplined force- the Nizam al-Jadid.

“




g

o eI 4 YOWNL o

24

g

5. Financial Advantages

o~
2

i

On attaining power, Muhammad ‘Ali took over huge liabilities with

\
apparently no agsets. The Mameluke misrule, extavagant donations and

expenses of former rulers and Anglo-French wars there resulted in
° ]

~ enormous economic problems and huge debts. This order enabled him to

/
request the Sultan for military supplies, a loan of 10,000 purses(f. 50,000)

and remission of Egy@E‘s annual tribute of about 2,800 purses on the /

ground of drought and off-setting repairs to.Alexandria harbour and the

debts.zo

1

6. Maximum Autonomy and Security

The Porte's assent to his demands emboldened the Pasha and ensured

his stability. His next target was maximum independence and autonomy within
o < - -
or outside the Turkish Empire.ZI/ Availing himself of the precedent of a ’

-

quasi-autonomous Barbary zglézgg,.he:advocated the same status for Egypt
by claiming it to be in the best interests of the campaign to avoid the
British blockade. He assured the Porte of a return to the ordinary status

/
after the war.zz It may be noted here that he had also tried in vain to

/

elicit French and British recognition of his independence in 18I0 and 18I2

respectively.23 He was thus g}waya ambitious to expand his authority.

7. His Expansionism

!

Y Muhammad *Ali thus developed his strategy step by step, from

crushing his opponents and securing makimum financial and military gains

to asking for autoifomy. But for religious honour and the control of land .

—

K]

o . A aasaZin’ SN A




)

25 -

and sea routes to the East, Arabia had no appeal nor resources for his/-

aggrandisement, while the four Syrian Pashalics, tyé Fertile Crescent,

were r;positoéies of wealth and military personnel, at the céntre of great

powers and along the direct route from the East to the West. By possessing

them he could confrol the communications and tgus the military ;nd commercial
//;esigns of any power. Sulayman Pasha's intr:éues with»;he ﬁamelukes against

him had added impetus'@o his expansionist designs. Accordingly in I8I0 he

started complaints against Sulaymang

’

.//) - At first he- demanded that Sulaymﬁn be replaced by Yusuf Pasha, who

had earlier been superseded for his failure and on Sulayman's assurance to

K}

/
conduct the pilgrim caravan; but the Porte promised to pardon and assign

Yosuf in ArabiaZ

The Pasha waited until the Egyﬁfian army met with a
k diséster in early I8I2 between Yanbu‘ and Madinah. He then unsuccéssfully
'asked for another expedition under Yusuf from Syria while he himself offered
to lead an Egyétian army to ensufe complete victory? |
/ Sixteen‘ﬁonths af his’ planning finally ;nveiled his frank and expiicit
‘ﬁgéquest of iﬁvesting him Syria as well, because the destruction of Dir*iyah
could onlynbe achieved by a two pronged attack of Egyptian and Syrian armies,
forcing the Su‘udis to fight on tvg_fronts. Because of SulaymSn's ignorance
of Arab demeanour, he argued, the Syrian troops could more effectively ;e

-

deployed under his own single command?7 This request was also turned down

/

by tﬁe Porte ;Ilegedly to " protect him from.the envy and ill-will of other
Pashas".28 After another futile attempt of 1816; in the name of Arabian -
expedition, he gave up al& hopes -to possess Syria by pe}suasion and pretextsg
We will refer to Muhammad ‘Ali's conquest of Syria elsewhere. This brings

/ . -
us to other multifarious causes of the expedition.

!
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C. OTHER REASONS

s L -

I. To Restore Lost Glory .and Balaqge of Powér

The Sultan and Mul:ammad ¢A1l were well.aware of the de:cline and
(1t;lpoten¢’e of the Ottoman Empire, mainly because of the European Povers’
mu;:ery over the seas, theéir superior ﬂmodern srmampnts, well disciplined
armies and diplomacye. Boi:h \;ere anxious ‘to restore the lost glory.
Previously when Sultan Salim attemptednto enforce ; new military code on
European models, he had been daclared an infidel, deposed and killed.30
Mut.xammad ¢Al1 had the same élina but he carried them through only after
weakening the ‘ulama’ and sending his trooi:s to Arabia, as discussed above.

As for the sem power, both developed it greatly. Admi/ttédly the
Pasha wvas " the only eastern ruler who rec;ogniued the importance of sea

31 In briéf, he hed military .:-

power ' and who set out to accomplish it.
vessels built at Bombay and Suez for an imposing Red Sea fleet and hired
a notable Arab pirate chief for l;ia {vy.a‘z For the Mediter;:anein, he
purchased in the Levant several vessels and had more built. .in Genooa and
Venice. England and Prance refused to sell him frigates and the latest

superior models, though he had two frigates and a brig built at Haueilluzja

" He thus reorganized his army and founded a modern navy comparable with

European ones. He was & single minded practfcal man with sincere and

_ trusted officers, such as Ibrahime " the lion of the brave whose counsel

"34- and Sulayman, the convert Capt. Sive; all

efforts to’{bri.bc whom « aven with a hereditary Pashalic - faned.35 He
- —

hath always proved fortunate
7

also succeedeid in purging his administration and country from destructive

elements, ,

P
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The Sultan; though equally ambitious, was overwhelmed by selfish
and intriguing courtiers and recalcitrant subordinates whose lethargy and

stupidity made him as impotent against 'infidel' Greeks as with 'heretic'

Su¢idis. He was well aware of the need to r;organizé and purge his

administrat:ion but failed to do so. His habit of dividing authority to

n

ordered his governor to ' keep an open éye on their movements',

° 36

avoid intrigue proved fatal. Mulyammad ‘A1 was the oﬁ’ly person, despite

his own ambiti?ns, who 6l;eyed the Sultan scrupulously, rose to his commands

37

and posed as hi\ ac?tive, “zealoﬁs and obedient servant, By recovering

the lost glory t:fxey hoped to regain.the Balance of Power in their favour.

o

As we see below, this expedition was also a step in that direction:
(a) With a formidable navy and the occupation of Arabia, they could control
the Indian Ocean, the Persian Gulf and the Red Sea; - for

His military action in Arabia and the Sudan affected t:hree regions
they(the British) were already interested - the Red Sea, the Persian
Gulf and Abyssynia. 38

a

(b) Capt.‘Sadleir',ﬂ a British emissary, was sent by the Bombay, government
in X819 to, aoligit Egyptian cooperation againsé the 'Pirate Coast'. The
Turkish interests being detrimental to it, the missi;n failed. Apart from
Ibrahin's attitude towards Sadleir, the Sultan had instructed Muhanmad
‘Aﬁ. to support the Gulf pirates.Bg )

(c) In strict cotnpliance with the Sultan's orders Muhamad ¢A1] prohifbited
Bombay vessels from sailing north of Jeddah."

(d) On the British capture of Mokha, Yaman, the Sultan reprimanded him

severely for neglect of duty and ordered him to occupy all Red Sea poxts /

41 e

upto Aden.

(e) In 1823, when three British ships anchored at Bahrayn, Muhammad ¢A1l
‘ 42

~ -~
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It is thus evident that both of them had the common motive pf
: /

gaining mastery over the seas and land in the East, ‘epabling them to

tilt balance of power and thus to reinstate the lost glozy.

/2. Sole Feasible Base ,and Pasha ,

A q/{xestion arises as to why Muhammad ¢All was chosen when he lacked
both experience and the Sultan's confidence. Since vast deserts in the
north and seas separate Arabie from the outer world, it was almost

impossible to tramsport sufficient provisions and war ﬁtetials for a

- gegular campaign from Syria or ‘Ir;q.l'a Moreover, the direct Wadi al-BEt",:I:._n.L

route

/ to Dir*Iyah was infested by staunch Wahh;p'is.l‘l’ We have already seen the
-~ . . 45 .
outcome of the ¢Iraql expeditions of I787=I1799 through al-Hasa. Consequently .

on' the default of ‘Iraq and Syria, it was Muhammad ‘A1l alone with his

base in Egypt who could impose terms.

3. Remienu o{ Sutudls

.-

Thle initial expedition to'the Holy Cities soon proved ineffectual
because of the Su‘Udls' continued ‘depredations. As we will see iu the next
chapter, the :L‘Tuﬁn;-‘Abd Allah truce of I8I5 also collapsed soon, while in
the south !.lunn Pasha, the Egyptiap commander, failed to quell new
disturbances and Wahhabl yprisings. Ibrahim was th;refore sent with
reinforcements to destroy Dir‘lyah after the fall of which many Su¢ud]
princes and supporters fled, inter alim, to the east and’ the’:zexped‘itipn
vas extended thence. After the recall in I8I9 of the bulk of the army, the
Sutudi resurgence in Najd and eastern Arabia necessitated ‘another Egyptian _ -

axpedition,*® ‘ o -

N
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4. Post Rupture Intrigues of ¢Iraq and its Conquest

/
7

Muhammad “Ali's capture of Syria in I832-3 caused rupture of his

relations with the Sultan.47 ‘Iriq, now his enemy, could strike his armies

" in the rear. He had to guard three fronts, Asia Minor, Arabia and ‘Iraq.

The conquest of ‘Iraq would not only further his exéansion, it would also
Yelieve two or rather three s;ded pressure on his army in Syria. Moreover,
the Egyptian commander Khurshid's letters from Arabia to Cairo speak of
intercepted letters aginst them. A message from a Kuwayt trader, ¢Abd Allah
dl-Faddagh, to Faysal b. Turki revealed that the Pasha of ‘Iraq, with whom
the former had close ties, was trying to get the Sultan's Perman for Faygal'l
restoration in Najd and that the ¢Iraql Pasha would send the military to
expel Khurshid from there.48 Bahrayn's treaty of 1839 with Khurshid \
establishe:hthat, even prior to the east Arabian conquest, Muhammad ¢Ali
e

envisaged 'capture of ‘Iraq for which eastern Arabia had to be the base.49

-

5. Need for Provisions and Food Supplies

— L4

As seen in chapter I, local.food resources did not support half of
\ _ e o
the Najd population, necessitating 1mports from India through Qatif.so
During the Naj& war(1817-8) all these resources and plantations were

destroyed or dépleted So the Egyptian army was in desperate need of food-

|
stuf%s. Camels for the transport of soldiers, arms and food from the

'Hij;z and Egypt as well as horses and other provisions were also needed,

- ’ - /
for most of these had been destroyed in the war and what was left had been

/ "

taken away by_thé fleeing Su‘ﬁdis?l When the Egyptian gunpowder blew up

/ - - )
during the:Dir¢liyah siege some supplies were procured during the emergency

from easterp Arabia which highlighted the need to occupy it.(f;




* 8. Importance of Bahrayn

30

6. Marine Communications with Egypt / -,

In view of the héstility of Arabs, the long hazardous desert route
. ( .

through Arabia, and transporting provisions, arms and troops igfely and
quickly to and from the Hijaz and Egypt, the sea link with Najd and the
occupation of east Arabian ports was a matter of dire necessity. This

' ) e

point was strongly made in I838, when instead of a number of eipécted supply

vessels only one Kuwayti Ghunchah arrived.53

/ L - , [

7. Egyptian Ambitions to Control the Persian Gulf —

, Yy

Besides the sea linkgﬂnuhammad ‘All was opposed to British influence

a -

. in the Gulf. The General Treaty of Peace of 1820 with the ' Pirate Coast’,

the Chesney expedition in the E?phrates and the-Russian descent to the

[3 f
south had augmented his anxieties and doubt:'s.54 The Gulf was indeed a

.matter of vital lmportance for his empire, necessitating the expedition.

A
L4
/

Huhammad ¢Al1 attached paramount/importance to Bahfayn. He gave

specjal 1nstructions to Khalid and’ KhurshId wh117ﬁispatching them in 1837-8

for its conquest on, inter alia, the following grounds: '

/
(a) Bahrayn commanded the most strategic position because a comparatively

small garrison based there could eésily control the‘whole Gulf.55 The

second place of vital idporcance, of course, 'was the Strait of Hormuz, the

reduction of which was as much emphasized by Nuhammad *Al1. -

(b) Bahrayn had become a centre of intrigue against Egyptian rule ;; Najd

and' al-Hasa because of the flight there of many Su‘Gdl chiefs, including

@

(i
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' ‘hampered by shallows without good anchorage.
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¢Umar b. ‘Ufaygan and Muhammad b. Sayf al—‘Ajj;ji, respectively the

governors of al-Hasa and Qatif during the Su‘udi rule‘. They were now in

ldgue with ‘Ir§q§6

(c), These fugitives had taken with them the wealth, treasury and belongings
- / /
of Amir Faysal, which had to be delivered to the rightful owners, the

new ruler, Khalid. |

|
(d) It was a part of Najd and tributary to the Su‘udis and-hence to their

successors. ;&

(e) It was a place of great economic impoftahce due to its pearls and trade.
- N | )
(f) Muhammad ‘Ali planned to make it the main port of eastern Arabia

because Manamah had good anchorage facilities while all other Gulf ports,

including' Qati\\f, Sayhat, and ‘Ugayr, the three al-Hasa ports, were

"1t is thus evident that the Persian Gulf( and for that matter

eastern Arabia) was of paramouné importance, and Muhammad ‘All was eager
to bring it under his control.

[

N
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THE CONQUEST OF EASTERN ARABIA -~

) -y -y

f
The Egyptian expedition can more advantageously be dealt with by

dividing it into three periods, namely, -
S a. From its dispatch to the fall of Q}r‘iyah, I8II to 1818,
{  b. First period of Egyptian rule in eastern Arabia, / 1814~ 1835,

: J
c. Second period of Egyptian rule and administration, 1836-184I.

|

The first period, a retrospect outside the s‘cope of our study, is .
decessai

(< ‘i ’ and the difficulties involved in the expedition. An account begfnning with

o

the fall of bir‘iyah is apt to be wanting in as much és it will leave
impressions that the Su‘udis were no match for the Egyptians and that the
. /

~ formers' authority filled only a vacuum in the Arabian desert.

\ " Actually the seven-year wars in the Hijaz, ‘Asir and central Arabia
~ i \ %

- \' had culminated in a 8ix month vehemently resisted ‘siege before the fall
of Dir¢iyah. This Eg_ypt:iah victory had smashed, at least for a time, the °

Su‘udl power. Moreover, *Abd Allah, the Su‘udi ruler, had drafted armies
2} - - ,

from all ’of his supporters and possessiong including al-vllua and the
! L

'Trucial Coaat' These chiefs and armies had efficiently participated in .
. the defence of the Su‘udi capital. These depresaed fugitives could not

dare to cpnfront: the Egyptians again; especially when the latter had,

1 5 f , (

during the siege, already reached eastern Arabia. Consequently we begin

our account with the actual combat between the belligerents.
. ! ] -
32. ’ o

o elucidate the progress, the intensity and nature of opposition




marched on the 4th of September, ISII. | ' ,
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A. SUUDI EGYPTIAN WARS OF I8II TO I8I8

} . . : /
As.seen 1n our historical overview, the Su‘udis held in 18I0 all
Kl

of central Arabia, mast of the Hijaz, including the Holy Cities of Makkah

and Madinah, "portions of the Yaman, a part beyond the oasis of Jawf al-

‘Amir in Syria, parts of ‘UmEn, the whole of al-Hasa, Qatar and Bahrayn.
- . - I .

The Turkish provinces of B}‘ighdaad and damascus and their dependencies were

occasionally threatened with their raids. The Su¢udi authority over al-§ir,

later known &s Trucial ‘Uman, was little shaken by the British expeditions
@

of 1806 and 1809. The only area which managed to escape their occasional

efforts at reduction was i(uwayt.I This could only be explained by the

Su‘udi 1n_vader8' lack of interest in it rather than its invincibility.

_This climax in Su‘udi expangion was destined to be eclipsed very sogn.

.Soon after reeelving the Porte's command in I809 to save Islam .

from the Wahhabis and to shere the glory of recovering the Holy Places,

Muhammad ‘Ali started his prepsrations to advance on the Su‘udi lands.2

In the néxt two years 28 vessels were byilt at Suez to tranaporrt troops,

v

armame/nts and provisions.3 The Red Sea ports on the pilgrimage route from

EN

Cairo to Yanbu® were garriconed and posts established. A1l was ready by
August 1811, when tl}Je{ commgnd was entrusted to Muhammad *Al1's son, 1.'usun.
Iﬁ order to win the Arab hearts with presents and religious homogeneit:y,

a diplomatic missiof of four * ulama' representing the four .Schools of
Muslim Jurisprudence, as well as Sa}yicf Muhamnaé .al;nahrﬁq'i, the first
merchant ( agib al-‘runar ) of Cairo, had to accompany the expezdit:ion.5
On the 9¢th of August, -1811, an infantry of about 14,000, mostly Alb:/ﬁns,

sailed in 63 ships from Suez while a cavalry of 800 headed by Tg‘usun himself
. : J
6

CGa=
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with the keys of the Holy Cities and valuablle,offerings to Cairo enroute ,

% 34 *

Egyptian Conquest of the Hijaz ) .

/
" The infantry arrived off Yanbu¢ which capitulated after two days

of feeble resistance- in October I81I. Tuaun arrived there two weeks 18ter.7

e

Sharif Ghalib of Makkah, in spite of his earlier assurances to join, was

found to be insincere, waiting to join t:he victor.8 After three months of

-

fruitless negotiations and troop inactivity, Tusun marched towards Madinah

in January 1812 Badar ‘and al- Safra were taken each after slight skirmishes.
While passing t:hrough a narrow defile of mountains at Judaydah, they were
caught unawares by the joint Harb and Su‘udl forces of 18,000 infantry

and 800 horse and l;let with a complete disaster. They returned to Yanbu*
after gréat distress and loss' of all ammunitions, provisions and 4000 dead?

Fresh reinforcemements oE men and arms were soon sent by Muhammad
“All to revitalize the army. The Bani Subh and Bani Salim sections of Harb
tribe, who occupied the fateful passes, were at last won over with Mal:u:uqi's
efforts and gold.Io Moving his base to Badar, '{‘ﬁsfm atéacked Madinah and
after a siege of two weeks captured it in mid-—November, 1812, by mining a

\

part of the fortificatioas:EI The bulk of the army then advanced to Makkah
while a few hundred w;re detached for Jeddah. ¢ Uthman al-Mada‘ifx, the

Su‘udi comander of Makkah, finding himself too weak to resist, réﬁ'«grad to
?;’if a 1few hours before Mu?t.:af; Bey, »tixe Egyptian commander, entered on

the I3th of y, IBIB?2 Seventeen days later '?;'if was taken, al- ‘
Huc.li‘uiﬂ fleg.!'t;: Bigil. In a latqet battle he was captured and's:nt along

. s
to Istanbul where he vas beheac}edp After the recovery of Makkah and Madinah

the 1\'ecita1 of the Sultan’s name in Friday sermons and the annual pilgrimage
14

stopped for non-Su udis since 1802 were restored in 1813.

C [
\
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' Muhammad ‘Ali Arrives in the Hijaz

However the Su‘udi threat to Egyptian rule there continued. Sharif
Ghalib's conduct was also far from satisfactory. Must./afi; Bey's defeat at
> ’ -
Turbah added to it. To establish tranquillity and his supremacy, Muhammad *‘Ali

sent a cavalry of 2,000 by land while he himself arrived with 2,000 men

5

at Jeddah on the 28th of August, 1813} Sharif Ghalib was arrested and

- ~

deported with his sons and retinue, arriving Cairo on January 9, I1814.

- - - . , J /
Sharif Yahya, €6halib's nephew, was later appointed to pacify his kinsfolk

P

and foll/owers%6 Muhammad ‘Ali's generous gifts, tax reforms, donations to

students, tylama' and others and the repair of holy places won him respect

v ®

and allegiancey His initial march towards Turbah met with disaster; but the

death of Su‘ud in April IB8I4 'and consequent factional fights at Dir"i'yah and -

f -
the south paved the way for an early and easier capture of the southern Su‘udi

strongholds of Turbah and Qunfudhah. Bishah, Ranyah and ‘\Aé:'lr were forced to/
yield, thus smashing the southern Wahhabis and most of the Yaxmm]:8 Returning
to Makkah, Mul:ammad Al appointed off;cers and arrived at Madinah on April 14,
1815. Apprehending an attack on Alexandria, he sailed on May 20, reaching

Cairo pola;t: haste}m the 25th of June, 1815?0

March Towards North and East ' ;

|

While Muhammad ‘Al was in the south his son," Tﬁsan, wag campaigning
in northern Hijaz and Qasim. A garfiso\n under Ibrahim Agha ( the former Thomas

Keith), while heading north to join Tusun, was surprised by a large army T

L

n

under ‘Abd Allah b. Su‘ud himself at al-Rass. This disaster, however, led
' h !

to a truce in June 1815, whereby ¢Abd Allah .conceded the Holy Cities and his
L / - - - - .
own allegiance to the Sultan while Tusun admitted ‘Abd Allah's authority
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over areas still under him. Soon the truce proved a dead letter as ‘Abd
Allah started reinforcing his army and colleéting tribute even from areas
ceded to the Egyptians; also, Mu?ammad ¢Ali would not confirm it unless
Dir‘iyah and~al-§a§§ were placed under his rule?I After the yithdgawal of
the Pagsha's cavalry from Turbah, Hasan Pasha, the Egyptian commander, failed

te

to quéll the new Su‘;di disturbances in the south. .

Ibrahim's Arrival

Fresh reinforcements of 2,000 infantry and I,500 horse under the
command of Muhamma& ‘Ali's second son, Ibr;him, set out from Cairo on the

16th of August 1816, with clear orders to destroy Dir‘iyah. Two French

e

officers and four doctors accompaﬁied them?ZJAfter restoring peace in the
Hijaz, they marched on gaaZkiyah where Ibrahim punished hostile elements,

_ i .
established law and order and secured the caravan routes for his supplies ~
: %
and communications. Advancingrowards Najd, Ibrahim dealt a crugshing defeat

on ‘Abd Allah b. Su‘ud at Jabal Mawiyah between Hanakiyah and al-Rass. Capt.

Sadleir, the British emissary, who traversed the area 20 months later in

September 1819, testifies to the stiff fight évidenced by abundant bleaching

skeletons of the armies?3 ¢Abd Allah fled to ‘Unayzah from the Jabal.

Arriving at al-Rass, ibr;him'beaieged it on the 9th July, 18I7.
Despite ;rgent requgsts by the Aefenders; sAbd Allah did not stir from
¢Unayzah. The éiege and qtiff resistance continued until October 25, when
after considerable losses on both si&es ;he besieged sued‘for pedce. ‘Abd
Allah then wichdreu‘tq Buta.ydah and Ibrahim rapidly captured ‘Unayzah. The

‘Anazah tribe, Shaykh's of Mutayr and Harb tribes joined Ibréhim there with
. ,

|

many camels and provisions% ¢&bd Allah then hastened to Dir‘;yah to fortify

s
)
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it and Buraydah submitted to Ibrahim. Thus the whole of Qagim came under his

sway within tw‘o weeks of the fall of al-Rass. Mudhnib, Ushayqir and Fara‘ah

submitted in hurn on Ibr;hi-m's appearance., The next march was on strongly

p

fortiified Shaqr; in January I81I8. After a stout fight the defenders were
forced back into the‘town and about a month later sued for peace?
This reduction of Washm hastened the submission of Sudayr, Majma‘ah,
- ' Huraymal'a', and Mahmal. Durm;, the strongest place~in Najd after Dir‘-iyah was

besieged next on February 20 Four days later Ibrahim manopuvred entry from

]
the rear. Certain events led to the m.assacre of its inhabitants. Marching by

- ﬂ-—. -
qﬂyﬂhh Pass down Wadi Hanifah, past ®Uyaynah and Jubaylah, the army camped at

Malqé, an hour's ride to Dir‘.iyah on the IOth of March, I818. It moved

farther to ‘Ilb, the following day and opened.attack on Dir‘-iyahg6

The Siege of and Battle for Dir‘-iyah

\

- . )
The battle for Dir‘iyah continued for ten days on the front line with-
f « .

: out a b’;eak or appreciat;ie advantage/ to either side. Ibr-ah-im then déployed
* another strategy. He would change the.avenue as well as the mode of his attack

and strategy many times a day. The nex\t day, for '1nstance, he attacked the
northernmost positions mi?ig'_i Ghu/b}y:ﬁ:. Keeping the defenders busy in front,

he brought & strong cavalry attack in their rear, causing disorder and retreat

at the main front with high casualties (1nc1uding among -the royal family)
This was imediately follcwad by a vigorous attack engaging the Su¢ udi unita
on the left bank of the !_i_!_(}_f,, and by an nrtillery attack on Sambah fort, on

the destruction of which ‘Al Azan ( an Egyptian commanding cavalry and

infantry on the right bank of the 3391) rughed to gecupy it before the know-
ledge of Su‘udi armies under ‘Umar b. Su‘ud in the rear of the fort. ‘Au

Azan then attacked ‘Umar 8 rear, obliging his troops to break and retreat.
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Capturing ‘Umar's position, the cavalry led l’another attack in the rear of

Paysal b. Su‘ud on the main front and/after a fierce fight routed his troops

who fled leaving guns and equipment. This created panic in Su*udi troops on

both sides of the wadi causing their flight. Similar fight continued dailyg7

" An Egypti;m attack on Ghagibah quarters, failed in April with heav;
s losses. Another action on June ZI\was lost when a gust of wind caused a fire
and terrific explosipn in the entire Egyptian magazine, obliging them to .
abandon the attack. A Su‘udi counter-attack was repulged only by Ibr;him;s
unshaken courage and by infusing his own spirit.in ghe troops. His immediate
arrangements to be supplied by ‘In&q as well as l.{ijiz and the. stimulus of
Mut.xamad ¢Al{ who sent immediate reinforcements and ammunition under Khalil
v Pasha, enabled his quick recovery. Attacks were intensified. Supplies . ' J
continued pouring in while the defenders were running short of food. Deserters

-

i R -l \ - ‘
(* from the Su‘udi camp grew daily. Ore of ‘the strongest Su‘udi supporters, the

- ‘Utaybah chief, also jo'ined Ibrahim. Ghasibah, 851.111 and Tarafiyah were taken
}" . oné by one. ’.I‘ari"if quarter, where in the citadel ‘Abd‘Allah himgelf was in
( ¢ - command with artillery, resisted untii September 9, 1818. On earnest request
of his.advisors, clamour of the besieged, and the bleek situation of . . ..
) . :

provisions, he holsted a white flag. He surrendered and left captive for -

Cairo with his retinue under the escort of 400 troops. After a city parade,

in Istanbul, he was beheaded on the‘ I9th of December, 1818?8

The fall of Dir‘iyah hastened the conquest.of the rest of Najd and
central Arabia. wfé_’h the liberation of Makkah and Madinsah, restoration of
annual pilgrimage and the fall of bir¢iyah, Mul}anlnad Al had indeed acquired
ﬁ stature of great consequence in the entire Husll\im world as the delivere’r

‘and protector of the Holy Land. We now turn to the first period of Egyptian

rule and administration in eastern Arabia.

/
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B. FIRST PERIOD OF EGYPTIAN RULE 1IN EASTERN ARABIA, I18I4 TO 1835
‘ J

\ - -

" After the fall of Dir‘iyah, Ibrahim stayed there for nine months
overviewing and oréaniéing the state of affairs. Under his faCherrs
directions he pursued a polic& of conciliation and gentlenesé'towards the

population and the regional chiefs and of pacification by rewards and pay-
/ -

ments. This policy, together with his harsh treatment of opponents .and his

scrupulous adherence to his word won for him the hearts of the proud Arabsg9

/
He sent his armies to reduce Jabal Shammar, al-Hariq, al-Hasa and every
; other vestige of Su‘udi influence. Eastern Arabia was his paramount aim.

As seen above, Ibrahim was receiving provisions and reinforcements
—
from ‘Iraq during his Najd campaign. When in June 1818, the whole of his
' /
‘ ammunition caught fire, he was immediately supplied from, inter alia, Basrah

and Zubayt?o Though our sources do not give the route through which the

L

supplies came, it is probable thét they passed through al-gasﬁ and Kuwayéj

since the direct route to Dirfiyah via Wadl al—BSEiﬁ was infested with

Su‘adis.SI Evidently eastern Arabia came under Egyptian influence much

before the fall of Dir‘iyah. The participation of Majid and Mu?aﬁmad of the

Bani Khalid on the Egyptian side in the siege also supports our view?2

' Moreover, ¢Abd Allah had drafted armies from his possessions upon the siege;
consequently the bulk of the armies of al-Haéa and Qatif with Fahd al-
‘Ufaysan and Ibrahim b. Ghanim, the respective governors, would have been

away thus facilitating the occupation of the area by Bani Khalid chiefs.

-

Al-Hasa ¢
g ——, N .

/ -

In any event Majid and Muhammad, the two sons of ‘Uray‘ir, the pre-

Su‘udl Banl Khalid ruler, had by the fall of Dir¢Iyah occupied al-Hasa

. e st - A 2, b
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and Qagif witht/aut much difficulty, while Sayf b. Sa‘dun became the ruler of
his own Sayasib tribe and its ar;;- However their rule was shortlived, for
within a few weeks, Ibrahim sent his armies thete/ to take possession of all
the Su‘fxdi funds and properties. Mu}:namad thi Kashif was appointed with a
small force of 240 men as the governor of avl-l.ias;a at Hufuf. He was 'accompanied

-

by ¢Abd Allah b. ‘/isis,,b. Mu!‘:laq of the Mut.:ayr tribe who had previous‘ly served
the Su‘udis in ‘ Uman. ;X‘rfc:ther gar;rison of similar strength was sent to Qaeif
under Khalili Zgh; as its govex:uc:r:.33 It is pért:i:nent to note here that the
strength of the Egyptian force in the east and the participation of the Bani
Khalid, especially the al-¢Uray‘ir brothers with Ibrahim _i/n’:he siege of '
Dir‘iyah‘, clearly indicate that there was no oPposition to the Egyptian rule
there. It is sa/id-that‘the Banl Khalid and Sayasib chiefs fled on the arrival
of the Egyptians. However, Sadléir's'acgount of his passing in June 1819
through the Bani Khalid habitations at Sayhat and Hufuf leads us to believe
that (:_hese tribes and chiefs remained there and cooperated with Ibrahim's
armies, though they were relegated to lower ranks than rulersS” Ibrahim von
over Mul:tammad’and Majid and z;einst:ated their family dignities and properties.

They were sworn enemies of the Su¢ udis due to religious differences and the

humiliating wars which had culminated in their expulsion\ from al-Hdsa. They

Joined Ibrahim in perp?etracing atrocities against common enemies.

In about June 1819, Muhammad ‘a1 ordered Ibrahim to get rid of all
fortifications and suspected Sutndi sympathisers. Ibré!ﬁm made a personal
ex'cu‘rsion in the country to ascetha:in ‘compliance. He then recalled the bulk
of his armies frc;m c?ntral and eastern Arabia. He appointed Muhammad and
Mljid al-‘Uray‘ir as the ngw 'ggyp;ian ru}ers of al-)}as.a and Mushrif, their —

nephew, as Qatif governor. They had to pay a part of their revenues to cover

war expenses and for their teinstatement?s Ibrahim then left al-Rass for

S
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‘?~ , the pij;z on August 24, 1819, only two days before Sadleir's arrival at al<

Rass?6 From the gij;é Ibrahim proceeded home where his father had some

other plans lined up for him. Muhammad ‘All aﬁpointed his rephew, Ahmad

Yak;n, as the new governor of Makkah and commander-in-chief of his army in

Arabia?7 Isma‘il Bey had to act as vice governor of Najd but he‘proved a
; / . )

failure before long. -
(

it’appears that Mushrj £ was‘soon‘superseded'in Qatif by Majid's son,

Sa‘dan, who well received the.Say;sib chief, Sayf b. Sa‘d;n, his family and

| TR AT T -

tribe on their arrival at Qagif; but Sa&f and important members of his
;etinue were put to death at night, most probab1§ because of anticipated
rivalry.‘ﬁ;jid's attempt to capture and rule/?:ffed, though the B;ni thlid
rule in a1~§as; continued until 1830?8 .

ATy T T

Citing one incident of Bedouin attack on and seizure of an Egyptian
: (mé .+ convoy carrying treasury, Capt. Sadleir reported on June>g,¢i819:

The revolt of many tribes of Bedouins has, in a great méasure,deranged\

el Ll el

the resources of Ibrahim Pacha, and will of course cramp his movemenés,
but I am happy to learn that these revolts are not to be attributed to
any acts of cruelty countendnced by the Pacha. On the contrary he has
puréued the wise policy of attaching to his interests the principal
tribe of Binee Khalid.....l.3> /

However this report from Abushahr differs from that from al-Hasa of July I7;

The political state of this ‘couhtry differs materiaily from the reports
which were current in Indiqkt the period of my depbrt&re...the Turks are
viewed with much 3ea16hsy by these Bedouins who...consider them..as
intruders. The Turks have ruled hére with very arbitrary sway and have

| been accustomed to enforce their commands over the Bedouins who are an

v

uncivilized, barbar_ous race probably the most difflcult people in the

‘universe to rule or keep in subjection.

(Z) In view qf his remarks about the Arabs one or two cases of their attacks on

the Egyptian or local- caravans should not, in our view, connote general
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revolt. As for his own misaipn/of seeking Egyptian cooperation to punigh
't'7he Pirate Coast, Sadleir was well aware of Ibrahim's intended retreat to
Cairo via Makkah and of Ibrahim's succegsors even when Sadleir was at ”

Abushahr and was himself convinced c;f the futility of his mission:

It is evident that the district of Ul-Ahsa, the port of Kateef, and the
advantages of the communication by Anjeer, present more favourable
ﬁrospects than any advantages which could be ex—peclted by the accession
of Ras-ul-Khima. if the Pacha has found it necessary to abandon these
acquisitions, it is not tcibe expected that he will enter upon any

project:s.........40 . .=

In any event the combined retreating ?gm:ftian force of Qatif and al-Hasa left
/ - . L]

Hufuf on July 22 which marks the eva'{cuation of the bulk of the Egyptian army.
However, they, left al-}.ias; pro:vince at Remah on July 28, 1819, while the
last Egyp/tian units were withdrawn about 1824 from eastern At'abia\‘.'2

The same year witnessed the beginning of the Su‘ udi resurgence./ This
time their rule, perhaps as Egyptian tributaries, was marked by tolerance
and devoid of such terror as used to be ;xhibited./The" first Su‘ﬁdi-’b‘;Banki
Khalid confx:gntation took place in 1827 on the latter's initiative when Majid
and Muhammad al-¢Uray‘ir crossed Dahna, Najd, and occupied al-¢Atk wells of
Héfar near the ‘Iraq-Najd-Kuwayt border. It was repulsed by the Su‘udls. The

A

first Su¢ utﬁ“ attack, in 1829, under Huhaxmnad b. ‘Ufaysan was to pillage a
}

rich caravan between ‘Uqayr and Hufuf. In early 1830, Muhammad and H‘éjid

again penetrated with a large force in Najd and occupied the ‘Aqla wells

- s

between Dahna and Summin.‘ In the *battle that ensued Majid was killed on G

4

February 24, I830. With new spirit and reinforcements under Turki, the Sucudl

ruler, nuhamiudy’was obliged to retreat on March 20 in a c;omplete rout. In the !

1

chase that followed, Turkl occupied Hufof without opposition. Huhamad who

was holding only the great fort Qasr al-l(ut in the northwaacem corner of '

,Hufﬁf, finally surrendered _on Turki's o/ffet of honourable terms. Thus al-uasa/

-
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came under Su‘udi control again with ¢Umar b. ‘Ufay§§n as its governor.

Qatif also surrendered soon. ‘Abd Allah b. Ghanim became its Su‘udi chiefl.'3 '
. ) ‘
In I83I, the ‘Ama'ir section of the Bani Khalid unsuccessfully attacked
‘ - -
Qatif and Hufuf simultaneously. In 1833 Bahrayn instigated the ‘Ama'ir, who

{ blockaded Qégif, obligiﬁg its governor to seek Turki's help. Reinforcements
under Turki's son, Faygal, obliged the ‘Ama"ir to raise the siege and take
refuge at SayﬂZt, then under Ba?ra&n. During the ensuing siege of Sayhaé,
Fay?al captured Tarut and Darin Islands but’these/were soon recoveredlby the
Bahrayn ‘Utub when Faysal raised the siege. The ‘Utub constantly sué}lieQ
and assisted the besieged. The siege continued until Fayfal learnt of Turki's
murder by his cou;;; Hushari. Without disclosing the news, Faygal raised the
Sayhgt siege, hurried to Hufuf with Qa?if chief, gaéhered all local cpiefs
and announced his father's murder and Mushari's usgrpg;;on of Najd. With their
backing, he marched on Riyad, murdered Musharl and became the Najd ruler on

the I8th of June, 1834+

Bahrayn and Qatar

It seems that the kgyptians did not turn to Bahrayn during this period.

However, its importance was very much in Muhammad “Al1's mind in 1823 when
/ »

the visit of three British ships there obliged him to order Ahmad Yakan to

" keep an .open eye on these Englishu;bvements".ai,A brief acco&nt of Bahrayn
will be in order. On the demige oé his brother and co-ruler, Salﬁ;n,"‘Abd
A%ﬁih:b. A?mad was joined by Khalifah b. SalmSn(r. 1825-34) but principally
the admipisttégion'gfmained in “Abd Allah's hands, who gecame the sole ruler

after Khallfah's death, despite protests of Khalifah's heirg. During the

British-Masqat expedition of I8I9 against the Qaw;sim, Bél.\rayxi was much -

\ / N ) ’ /
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{
ﬁarmed. it therefo}re submitted to Masqat. It also volunteered to sign the

General Treaty of Peace. with the British in 12820‘.'6

. Our account of Bal'u'ayn would be incomp{ete without the mention of

Ra}.unah b. Jabir who had been conducting a grim war of atsrition against the
i trade and 'shipping of Bal'u'ayh since 1783. To achieve this object, he alliec.l\
himself with Abushahr Arabs, the Qastim, Masqag rulers, the Su¢ Gdis, t.:he

!

Persians, the Egyptians and even sought the aid of Britisoh Regidents. :He )
consciously av‘oided antagonizing a bigger 'power. He joined fbrﬁhfm in 1818
when the Su‘udis were weakened. With his guns and vgssels le "landed at .(ial':if
and aided Ibrahim'in its occupa\tion. In reward, Ibrahim consented to his
settling at Danmam ‘and rebuilding its fort, which the Su‘udis had destroyed
in Jl/.ll)’ I§16 to plc-ease Bahrayn and to avenge Rat.xmah's joining Ma‘sqat.:l.'7

When Sadleir's vessel was stuck in the Qandbanks off Qai‘:if on Juné 18,
1819, Rat.unah sent " two intelligent pilc;t:s who conducted the vessel with the
morning's tide into the <:l’umne1\".48 The Britis"h Resident at Abushahr, after

~

continuﬁou’s effo.rts, brought about a short lived compromfse between Ral.unah \
and Bal:xrayn in February I824. It lasted until the eﬂ& of 1825. By pro‘foking
the Bani Khalid rulers Ra}.\mah vaged simultaneous war with Bal.xrqyn and al-}.lasi.
He was finally confinet; only to Damam./Masan distrusted him while the - )
Su‘udis were too occupied in Najd. .He‘ approgched the British Resident at
Abughahr for aid, failing which he eventually hired 25 to 30 Baluchi mer;e-
neries for a finall battle. The combined Bat.trayn and a-l-l‘lasi forc(es under the
command of u&jid al-‘Uray*ir and ‘Abd Allah al-Khallfah besieged Dammam from
land and sea -in 1826. Returning from 7‘bug\ahr, Rahmah fired an insult{ng
salute at the besiegers This intimidated Ahnad b. Salmn al-Khalifah, the
commander of .the Bal:arayn fleet, who immediately, laying his Baghlah along

S /
Rahmah's, embarked with his troops onto Rahmah's vessel. Consequently,

/ /

o
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( ‘ After a desperate action of some hours, finding that he had no chance
’ of success or escape, Bin Jauber set fire to his magazine and blew up i B
himself, vessel and crew. ’

v

The suryivors 'jumped into the sea, were picked up by the remaining Bahrayn

i
vessels and thc(e enemies put to death. After Rahmah's death, his son Bishr

soon surrendered to the combined forces?o This strengthened the Bani Khalid : r

rule in al-Hasa for a time and relieved Bahrayn of a 40 year menace. Dammam
. ) T e b
came under al-Khalifah. -

As seen in al-}.lasx-a affairs, Bat.nray_n instigated and aided the ‘Ama‘ir .
against the Su‘udis. It blockaded Qat.:if and ‘Uqayr and annexed Tarut Islands
in I834.The blockade continued until the middle of 1836, when the Persian

- threat obliged Ba}.\rayn in agreeing to pay the annual tribute of 3,000, as

fixed in 1831, Bahrayn then raised the siege. However, Dammam, Sayhat, Tarut {
. o
C;, , and DErir{districts on the Qatif coast remained Bahrayn territories?lf
/ ‘ ¢
/ Qatar remained calm during the period, except for a revolt in 1835 of

- - - - - o !
Hawaylah under ‘Isa b. Tarif obliging them to take refuge in Abu Zabi?2

: . | - | u ( -
4 Kuwayt ’

w

e

T

s
; . ® |

o ) &"i’wé%mve seen that Ibrahim received immediate -supplies from ‘Ir;q on

the explosion\\of his magazine during the siege of Dir‘Zyah. Najd refugees at

Bas_rah and Zubayr conveyed these supplies t&ith the aid ofﬁ'Shaykh Jabir b.

¢Abd Allsh(r: ?1815-59) of Kuwayt. Ibrahim appointed his representative thefiéA

to ensure the safety and ‘safe conduct of his. troops and supplies to al-Hasa

and its porta?? Kuwayt remained free from externdl threats. HBwever, it is
4

e

said to have ai:knowledged"!’urkish authority in I829 by agreeing to pay 40 bags

of ‘rice and 400 frasilas of dates annually in return for a robe of honour.

o In January 1831, Am;!:; 'Purki.'s march on queyhfyah obliged Shaykh J;bir to

(3 e i »
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' [ ‘
(; buy time by paying tribute. Turki stayed there for a considerable time -
receiving the homage of local chiet‘a?a A

"Trucial' ‘Uman

J

After submitting to the Su‘ﬁdis, the Qawasim were engaged in /piracy
- k\ I - - '
y against Masqat and the British in the name of holy war. The Su‘udis found
Sultan b. Saqar, the Qawasim chief, guilty of duplicity, summoried ?nd detained

him at Dir‘iyaﬁ in 1809. Sultan mangﬂged() 5,3 escape the captivity/and joined

O i U

“Muhammad ‘All in the HijSz who sent him as his envoy to Masqat asking Imam

P

“Sa‘id to o@cupy the ‘Uman coast and to reinstall Sultan ther%. The Imam and

‘the Bani Yas of Abu Zabi led two expeditions .in I8I3 and 1814 against Ras al-

L RVYPIN

Kh’aymah.‘ The latter met with p?:tial success. Shaykh Sultan was thus appointed ~ A

C; '_ chief of %hariqah and Linjah and the Qawasiln agreed to abstain from piracy

A

on either side of the two Gulfs below Bahrayn§5"1‘his brought about Bgyptif}n

N A

\ influence on the ‘Uman coast in 18I4: The Su‘udl influence there was still

N

" considerable, though they could not exert it effectively because of»Egyptian
wars. The effects of British expedition of 18I9 to Ras al-Khaymah and the
consequent General Treaty of Peace, 1820 were no c.iiffezrent:s5

The Qawasim provided milicary services to the Su‘udls duriug Jbrahiam's

campaign. Their last reinforcements of men, arms and provisions in I7 wer
. . - : Py !
vessels, however, reached Qatif too late, in November 1818.5,7 After the
- i T
British expedition, Shaykh Sultan again became the paramount chief of the

'Pruéigl coast and by 1823 Ras al-Khaymah came under his direct rule. On the
resurgence of the S'u‘i:d"ig in 1824, he was much alarméd and sought British

support but was warné:l,ggainst ‘any piracy or‘an alliance against Masqat. The

Swu‘;c'ﬁ reconquébi: E;f al-\l_ias; in I&O,furthgr alarmed the Plr;ce chiefs who

-

. 3 - [EN -
vainly sought British aid. This led the ‘Ajman and Uu*l-Qaywayn chiefs to
' Q@ . . . .

)




L

RO ST RSN S S - -

[

P
[

N
L

[
47 °

WV \

* hd ' v ~

(, declare themselves Su‘udi partisans. The ‘Ajman chief, Rashid b. Humayd,

urged Su‘udis for his headship there; but they recognized Shaykh Sultan and

{ Inf;m of Masqat as the onl.y two heads of ‘UmBn?a' In 1831 SuItEn and Rashid

became intermedieries for the Su‘udi Amir s amical ties with the British?g

@fter murdering Shaykh 'rahnun in 1833, his brothers started oppression G

. ‘ in Abu Zabi which led to secession of Dubay under Bu Falasah chiet?60 5 K s
}

Adverting to Ibrahim B departure from Arabia, we would,point out g:hat

R . ‘ Muhamad b. Mushari of *Uyaynah proclaimed himself Najd rul@r in September, .
. 1819. However, Muyshari b. Sutud's escape from Egyptian escort to Qairo and
arrival in March 1820,-obliged Muhaumad to acknowledge him, @__ Turki by ¢Abd .
al- Su ud e

“«‘: , Allah b. Muhamad/ who had fled o ‘Uman aftér the fall of Dir‘iyah marched
’g‘f N J northward with the support of Riyad Huraymala &* and al-Kharj chiefs and Isma‘il
| Bey falled to stop him. In Dec:ember 1820 Turki arrested Muham:nad and his son, " .
b 5
. C’i . put them to death, disposed of ‘Musha:ﬁgﬁas well and proclaimed himself the Najd

rulerGI Isma‘il’'s successor, Husayn Bey, occupied Riyad, but his cruelty and
F neglect of Huhamnad ‘Ali's. instructions led him to a disaster in the sandhills
of Hariq. Turki x.;e-ent.ered Riygd in October 1824 which marks the Su¢ udi '
resurgenceszuuhammad *Ali's pre-occupations in Greek wars and Turki s paying

' i

tribute might have contributed to the former 8 letting Najd remain in Turki's

g g e ¢ T TR

hands, thus leading to a Sutudl revival in eastern Arabia -by 1833. .

A

!

Ahmad Pasha, the Egyptian gvyernor in the-Hijaz, farmed ‘out the Qatif

revenues in 1835 to a Bahrayn trader, ¢Abd ALlah b. Musharl for about H.T $

- . 20, 000. Amtr Faysal hastened t@ defend his righta, frustrating Egyptian designs.

-

@ .
Also, the ‘Asir chiefs in Y,gmqn plundered che Egyptians there and sent the

booty to Faysal.' Huhamad ‘Ali's efforts tolf:onwect‘ tribute from Féysal by

\ ’sending Dawuti Aby Nuqteh, an Arab captive at CAiro, also proved futile?‘3 _/» ‘

e

This was etough for Huﬁammad ‘Ali. who was alx*eady anxiyus to. control the

q‘egiom Co’naequentkz hg organized another e;(peditiOn }n aboqt 1836.

| »
h
!
|
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C. SECOND PERIOD OF EGYPTIAN RULE OVER EASTERN ARABIA, 1836-1841. -

-

In the entourage of *Abd Allah b. Su‘ud to Cairo in 1818, his young
brother, Khalid, marched as a captive. Muhammad “Al1's kindness inculcated
in him pro-Egyptian feelings. To facilitate the division of loyalties and to
perpetuate Egyptian supremacy, he was picked as Ei_r of Najd?a'rhis s;:rat:egy
achieved the desired effects and Najd w:s captured without much difficulty.
Kh?lid la;\ded at ‘{anbu‘ late in 1836, joine‘d “Isma‘ il Egha., the éovernor of

i

Mad'i'nah, who accompanied him with 2,000 troops as commander.Faysal's tactics,

similar to ‘\Ab\d Allzh's in 1818, led him to avoid a confrontation and continue
retreating to al~}.las§ while ;(h-alid occupied Riyﬁc.i in May 1837. How/e;/er, on .an
Egyptian repulse at l.iawt’:ah-l.{ariq, in July, Faygal rushed tto Riy;il ‘and besieged
it on September 7, 1837. A strogg assault on October 5 was folled by the .
besieged but not without a\vefy dgsperate fight. Fresh reinforcements to the
defendérs obliged Faygai to end the siege and withdraw to Manfut_nah?s-
| By thé end of 1837 the command of the Egyptian army was entruét.:ed to
Khurshid. His arrival in Qa?im with reinforcements and provisions wag known
at Riy;x.i on January 3, I838. By pacification and diplomacy, Khurshid led
Faygal to an understanding for apportioning central Arabia between Khalid and
‘Fsyeal.’ Khurshid 'then returned to Mad'i'.mlh?6 Pfoceeding eastward once i\,agraiw#:‘,
I(hura’hid arrived in June 1838 at ‘Unayzah whe;:e a trifling matter cnus@éd'/”new
hosti]:it\iea. Many chiefd tendered their allegiance to Khursl:zd'therdi. Marching
towards Riyi'c.l in'Ocﬁober, he mét Khalid and his army at Washm.

The combined axmy then advanced to Dilam and b‘esieged it. ’The Hinah

fort. changed hands many times and fierce fighting continued. On November 25,

Faysal's sortie was co-ordinated with a fierce attack in the rear of the

Egyptian army by the combined force of ‘Umar b. ‘Ufaysan, the al-Hasa Su*udi

s
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governor, and'qawsah-gariq troops. After an initial Egyptian setback, ¢Umar
wasﬂfotced to retreat. He then directed an attack on Zumayqah which fell to
the combined Su‘udi forces; but its seizure prov;d so futile that it caused
dissentions among ‘Umar's allies, who left for their homes. ¢Umar returned
to Sulmiyah enroute to al-qasa while the Zumayqans hurried to Khurshid suing
for peace not only for themselves but also those of their kin with Faygal.
Fearing desertions faygal soon surrendered and was sént to Cairo on Decem;er
20, 1838 under the escort of Qasan(al-Yazjz, arriving on March 26, 1839%7
Muhammad ¢Ali had expressly directed Khalid and Khurshid to capture

~

the whole of eastern Arabia and to scruﬁulously collect all the tribute from
each part, especially Bahrayn, which was previously paid to the sudis®® .
This emphasis on Bahrayn leads one to think that Muhammad ‘Ali might have

-

been planning to use Bakrayn's major seaport for his owA nav§. It has been

surmised by some writers that by the late thirties he envi;;ged aﬁ invasion |

of ‘Irah through eastern Arabia?9 1A furtherance of this objective Khurshid)

lost no time in executing his ma;tér's plans. He took?%%llowing steps:

(a) As Bahrayn carried paramount importance, the ea;fiesr steps‘were directed
. !

towards it. It appears that, soon after the Kﬁurshid-Faysal compromise of

January, 1838, Khurshid appointed his most trusted and zealous commander,

' Muhammad Rif‘at Effendi, as his %oving minister with multifarious military,

political and commercial duties. He had to make purchases of foodstuffs, stores

and provigions fof/ais army not only from ea?tern Arabia but from Iran and

‘Iriq as well. During the purcﬁases he had t&'survey all areas of interest.
I , -

He had to occupy any-areas with his accompanying troops and to negotiate the

submission of Bahrayn at the earliest time, * !

{(b) *Abd al—Raden gamali was despatched two days after the Dilam peace to

secure the subnission of al-Hasd chiefs and Ahmad Sudayri's posting;

7
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(c) A similar deputation was sent to Qatif after the fall of Dilam, and

(d) Sa‘d b. Mutlaq was sent to Trucial ‘Uman. We discuss al-Haga first.

=

Al-Hasa and Qatif ' o 1
/

l e
The first recorded Egyptian contact with al-Hasa and Qatif during this

period, excepting’of course the participation of Baﬁi Khalid and other anti-
Su‘udi elemeyts in the Egyptiaﬁ expedition in Najd, was that/of Mu?ammad
(Rif¢at) Effendi in December, 1838, when he was sent to ﬁa?rayn to secure
i;:s submission with further orders " toaix{spect the ports on the coast of al-
gaaa and Qasif, and to inspect the state of affairs in Ba?raynj and to inform |,
youkf the results...". Mu@ammad proceeded to al-gass, occupied Hufuf, stayed
with his troops in the fort, Qagr al-KGF, for some timé, set out for ‘Uqayr,
gathered, all information, a;riyed at Qagif and collected necessary éata prior
to sailing for Bal::rayn. Mu}}ammad also reported that the defeated ‘Umar b. /
‘Ufﬂygﬁn reéurned to al—@asa, collected every thing in the al-gasi treasury
and the fort e;nd escaped with them I5 days before the arrival of Mut‘xamad's
force therezo We will see a different version about ¢Umar very soon. d ‘v
Two days afrter the fall/of Dilam, Khurshid sent ¢Abd al-qu}mEn al-l.iamal'i
to ‘Umar b. ‘Ufay§§n and thé chiefs of al-l.las:é granting them a-general amnesty
and summoning them to Dilam after securing the treagz./Aft‘e/r/“the submission
¢ Umar, who was afraid o#the Pasha due /ﬂa/hii/iSar/efforts against him, is said
to have collected and delﬁf(llpropertiea, and treasury to al-Hamali.

. L

They thén set out for Dilam. Coming out of al-Hasa in January 1839, ©Umar

told the accompanying chiefs that " my plans are different from yours. You
go and seek peace for your lives and country; but I.sense danger for me". He

then set out for Bahrayn; but later went to Kuwayt. The al-Hasa chiefs set
. 4 ] - :

out for the Pagha who granted amnesty and leave to return homell
N * / .
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Khurshid then appointed Ahmad al-Sudayri with Sudayr troops and 130

1

4 ] - - -
Egyptian cavalry under Ibn Khazam al-Maghribi, in al-Hasa. Ahmad soon

established peace aud trahqhillity there. About six months later he was

however transferred as head of the al-hasﬁ tfeaéhry while the militery and
administration functions as its governor devolved upon Mdhammad Effendi who
had by then accomplished his mission of procuring provieions and stores and
securing the submission of Bahrayn. His rule 1s.said to have been very cruel
: .
and hargh, .due perhaps to exacting exhorbitant taxes. His reign proved to be
shortlived as he wal killed ih.a conspiracy. He was proceeding one night in
Sha‘ban 1255¢( September 1839) with five-men from Qasr al-Kut to Hufuf. At
‘Ayn Najm, he was approached at close fenge by three horsemen who Suddenly\
opened fire, killed him instantaneously and fled. Ahmad al-Sudayri announced
a reward of Riyals 500 for information leading to the culprits. The evidence
incriminated Barghash and Mushrif al-‘Uray‘ir and Talal, the three Bani Khalid
chiefa whose request for a share in al- hasg rule was turned down by Khurshid.
Ahmad impr{eoned them. On the news of hhe murder, al-Fakhiri, the Egyptian
commander. #n ‘Ajman, rushed to al-Kut. The Banl Khalid chiefs appeared to

offer loyalty. He disarmed and imprisoned them but they were lqter released72

In October 1839, Khurshid sent another Muhammad Effendl with reinforcements
y one of
as the new governor. His reign is also said to have been/terror and cruelty.

Perhaps on suspected involvement in the murder, Ahmad al-Sudayri was replaced

* v

in November 1839, by the Jabal Shammar chief; ‘isi b.*A11, to head treasury?3

Aa in the case of al—ﬂasa, Khurshid sent for the chiefs and notables
of Qa;.:if “A11 b. *“Abd al- Rahim, Amir of Sayhat, 8a‘d b. Ghanim, Amir of
Qasif, the latter's brother and others went and offered their allegiance to
Khurshid. He cheh appointed a Eéﬁﬁif’ govefnor, with a force to keep peace.
14

o

He later postied Abu Tahir as the commander of his army in Qatif.
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Administration and Economic Policy

-

. !
Except for a single case of highway robbery in Sudayr valley, Najd,

¥

by the Suhul Bedouiné; which was soon dealt with properly by Muhammad b.

Ahmad al-Sudayri, our sources ( even the biased Su‘udi chronicler, Ibn Bishr)

mention no disturbance in Arabia in general and eastern Arabia in particular?5

This indicates the peace that prevailed there.
Khurshid introduced most oflthe agricultural and economic practices
prevalent in Egypt. To secure his army and animals with maximum localgfood-
stuffs, he instructed his governors in Arabia to’utilize every inch of
commandable land %n growing-crops. Spegial attention was diverted to ai-ggsﬁ
and Qagif, the granary of Arabia. He appointed lis assistant, gasan, to assess
all crops from Qagim to al-gasﬁ, with the help of north African experts in
his army, and to purchase half of\all producé which w;; then collected at hisﬁ/
headquarters at Tharmadah. He also introduced the Egyptian system of revenue E
and taxation. A sort of sales tax on all transacg}ons of animals, grain and

;

the like, another on professions, artisans and shobs and .an *Ushr or Tithe

were imposed and collected?6

Bahrayn and Qatar

i o f c:
By 1836, the al-Khalifah rulers, though nominal tributaries of the
Su‘:xd?ta, had reached the c11max~(if their expansion by possessing Qatar

peninsula, Sayhat and Dammam on and Tarut and Darin Islands off, the Qatif

coast, besides the archipelago of Bahrayn. Baprayn was much alarmed by the

Egyptian progress in Najd. The British were eager to dominate it but their

struggle with other European powers, the Turks, Persia, China and, to crown
/
all, the ext:ernal dangers to and the final wars in and around India did not

b
©
©
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i: permit them to open another front here. The lﬂéﬂ of ‘Uman had done his best
. since 1783 to rule Bahrayn. He ha@ lately offered Mubammad ‘Ali to congquer
.~ it for him. We are unaware .of the latter's response to this but it positively
.did not find favour with the British. He then sought British ac;or& to occﬁpy
it for their”sake. To add to this; ‘Abd*AllEgzs own maladminisfration and
his sons' extortions even from the 3ritish agents and merchants resulted in
& a British expedition in I834 to seek reparaci?ns. There was an Abu %abi-

supborted Huwaylah revolggdn Qatar in 1836 besides piracies in 1837 on the

Qatif coast. The Egyptian danger and the British anxiety and manoeuvres made

matters even worse. ‘Abd Allah, howeveg, succeeded in early I839 to enter into
an offensive and defensive alliance with Abu %abi whic; obliged the Huwaylah
Arabs to take asylum elsewherez7

CIe appears that eastern Arabia figured in Muhammad ¢Ali's thoughts
/{(j* since long, though he was preoccupied by the Greek revolt. The British hoped
he would settle for Greek tribute and a Syrian Pashalic for Ibrahim, rather
than pressing for exterminating the Greeks. The Austrian Commissioner's advice
to Muhammad ‘A1l in April 1833 attempted to-divert his energies” to establish

a kingdom extending from Nubia in-the south to Syria in the north with the .

Persian Gulf and the right bank of Euphrates river forming its eastern
& }

border.” This in the Commissioner's view éﬁuld be accomplished through
negotiations with the tribal chiefs of Baghdad and of the Euphrates rig%t
bank areas, and of Arabia and the Imam of ‘Uman. He further stressed that
the British would be at a loss to oppose or ftusttate such a plsn78
Huhammad ‘Ali s iaterests in the plan were highlighted by the end of
the year when he sent one Syyed Khalid Effendi with measages to the‘lEﬂE of

5Um3n, the prince governor of Shiyiz aid the Shaykhs of the Banl Ka‘b and

Muntafiq tribes of the Iower ¢Iraq, claiming that the Porte Mad conferred . -
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u‘ﬁon’ Muhamad ‘Ali the government of Baghdad and all areas on the west coagt

, of the Persian Gulf and that the Pasha of Baghdad had consented to it. It

».1

was said to take effect from the end of I250 A. H.( April I835). When ask
about this by Campbell, the British Copsul General at Caliro, Mul.xamad ‘A i
avoided a direct answer and told him that the people of ‘Iraq h;.d become very
restive under _Turk/iah rule and had approached his Syriran governor to o cup/y

¢Iraq as well?9 Bahrayn and the Straits of Hormuz are the two places
P * ' i

which relatively small forces can control both sides and<#jl navigation of

-

the Gulf. Consequently, Musxanﬁad A1l gent Khalid and Khurshid one after the

other to eastern Arabia~to subdue it by negotiations or else by force.
b
1Y

Bahrayni-Egyptian Negotiations for Peace and British Reactions

o

T It appears that, soon a“f\ger the Khurah?i.d-Faysal accord of ;Ianuary 1838,
Khurshid took steps to execute M‘agammad tAll's orders to subdue Bahrayn. He

gsent Muhamad Effendl who succeeded 1in Jpersuading the Bahrayn ruler to submit.

174

|We are at a loss to trace the initial communications between the parties,

but the following support our propositibn: -
(a) On May 2I, 1838, Muhammad ‘All assured Campbell that the whole of Arabia
+ 3 .

had yielded to him and that Faysal was willing to jdin hands in reducing

&

¢Agir and Basrah. Only four days latex_', the Pastéa told ‘the British and'French

o

! Consuls that he intended to declare himself indEpeﬁdent of the Sultan?o

(b) Khurshid assured Muhamad ¢Ali that the“LBahrayn ruler had earlier under-
taken to become the Egyptian vassal. This lett:e:? of April 7, 1839, recounted
*Abd Allah's refusal to submit on Muhdmmad Effendi s visit of January 1839.,

(e " . 1839...These demands much alarmed Shaikh Abdoolla, who evaded
’ 82

I . . ) ’
compliance with them, as well as those previously made for tribute...
' » ‘
(d) Khurshid's letter to ‘Abd Allah of the 20th Jamada I, 1254 (July~I1838):
AN g Lt

o
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- We have received your letter of the end of Safar 1224(sic), informing
us of what had taken place between you and Muhammad Efendi \regardins‘
Su‘ud, Turki and Fayeél, and that you and Tugkl agreed to pay 3000
dollars for the Zakat of Al-Bahrein. It is not & question of money at
all, and we are quite agreeable to your offer. The money is needed
only for _repairs and public works. As regards Ehe\Persian and English,
they. had nothing to do with our agreement. As to Sayyid ibn Sulcau the
Imam of Mascat, he is a friend of Efendlna and when he has been in-

v

formed of our agreemeng with you he will not interfere. You need not .
worry dt all about this. Muhammad Efendl our deputy will make the
necessary ag;eeménts§3 ‘
This estalblishe's that ‘\Abd Ahllah was contacteﬁ at the latest by Safar 1254
(April 1838), exactly one year before ‘Abd Allah- signed the treaty of 23
Safar IZSS(Hay 7, .1839). Five factors might have contributed to this- -delay:
(a) Intervening revival of the Khurshid-l"aygal hostilitiea, -
(b5 Khurshid might have been too much bre—occupied to send his erivoy again,
(c) The Toute to Bal?:;yn was <in lenemy’“hands and thus unsaf“e,
(d) ¢Abd Allah might have set the Najd conquest a condition precedent to his
submisaion, or (e) ‘Abd Allah might have suc:umbed to;Bagthd‘ and British
pr;asauré against his submigsion, as pointed out in- the above letter.

Rhalid Effendl's visiti and subsequgn: Egyptian march in Najd had
alarmed the British re/presentativea at Baghdad and Abushahr . They informed
their government that the Egyptians were about to cross thé peninsula to
occupy Bahrayn. Wi.thout waiting for government. 1natruccions Hennell, the
Abuahahr Reaident:, hautenad to the coastal chiefs and Bahrayn to sound them
out. ‘Abd Allgh, who was much alarmed, asked ;Hennell for a firm assurance
to aid and defend "Bat.u:ayln in case of an Egyptian attack, On Heanell's
evagive reply, ¢Abd ‘Allah stressed nending'a member of hila family to wait on

Khurshid. On Hennell's ’respopge to use his own best judgement and wisdom,
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©Abd Allah lost all hope of British support®’

. / A B
. ’./ Because of the renewed war with Faysal, the resultant ingecurity of
A

e Bat_u:ayn-route and the preoccupation of Khurshid and Rif‘at " in Najd, it
appears that Khurshid could not send his letter of July 1838 t‘; ¢ Abd ’Allah,
of whos.e submissian\ he was certain. Before sending Mul.'nam;ad Effend'i;. with the
treaty for ‘Abd Allah's signatures, Khurshid sent his physiciarf, Artén, to

inform Hennell that Khurshid intended to reduce Bal}r‘ayn', explaining:

Many traders are connected with the English and that a great part are
agents of British merchants, I have considered it my duty to communicate
...lin order that these merchants may be made aware... not wishihg that...
they should sustain any loss... I hope that from the moment chis Island
submits... many more advani:ages will be derived by these merchants and
the English government itself.85 r

/

On the fall of Dilam, Muhammad Effendi set out with a contingent, took
possession of al-Hasa, visited ¢Ugayr and Qatif, collected necessary data and

sailed to Bahrayn in January I839. It will be in order to quote.from him:-+ -

Item 5. We stayed in the Island for seven days and I knew for certain
that a representative of the commander appointed by the Sizah of Persia
in Bandar AbG Shir had visited the Igland and also a repr'esentative from
Baghdad carrying messages for ‘Abdallah ibn'Al.unad to perguade him not to
come to an agreement with us.I .saw these representatives myself, and I
asked ‘Abdallih and his clan Bani ‘Utba, whether they were under the

L g'overnment: of Najd before and they admitted that they had been. They ad-
mitted tHat they had-been under the rule of Su‘ud, ‘Abdallah, Turkl and
Faysal, but they said that those were Arabs like themselves and that up .
to ;:hat day they had not come under any non-Arab rule. They said that
they had ;1waya been independent, that the sea separated them from us
and that with their ships they would be able to fight us.

}_Esn_i.g 1 saw ‘in Bahrein many criminals who were in Al Has@a before, among
them were ¢Umar ibn.‘Ufays.En, and the former gm)rernor oé Qatif, Mui}amd

,‘ibn Saif Al ‘Ajj;jf., and tﬁ;’e adherents of Faysal, cotalli;zg.between 300
and 400 who had éacaped earlier...
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Item 7. ...Its subjection.to our rule will put an end to all the mis-

deeds. It will also help to revive the ports of Al gias: and Qa_:-:'tf."rhis,

in its turn, (will) benefit and profit&the Egyptian civil and military
86 -

interests in Najd. )

t

*Abd Allah is said to have tried to buy off Mut_:ammad with a sum of ,$ M.T.
13,000, failing which he declared himself a Persian subject and refused to
yleld to Egyptian 'da;mands comprisifx_g retutn of T;r:zt Islands, Dammam and other
Qat:?.f coast areas, all fugitives /gnd properties of ‘the mainland and the. !
despatch of ¢Abd Allah's sons to Khurshid. Failing in his B_at‘xrayn misaion,
Mul.zamad returned to Qas:'if, sent 'his report to Khurshid and set out on the
fourth leg o/f his missiod of ;:urchasing graig and prov;.sions for the army§7
Transmitting the report to Cairo, Khurshid stressed the neessity of
capturing Ba\l_xrayn.once more on' the grounds of setting at rest the intrigues
of Bagﬁdi'génd the fugitives and using Lt as the port of al-l:lasa and Qat.:'ifgs
pontrary to the alarm of British officers in the Gulf, Campbell at

Cairo ( allegedly on Muhammad ‘Ali's assurance not to extend his influence

farther east) asserted to Londor that Muhammad Ali's word could not be

doubted. Lord .Palmerston was therefore constrained to reprimand and direct
Campbell to ascertain the Pasha's plans and to seek a cléar; explanation ;about
the fears expressed b); tpe Gulf Residents and tI:o interdict him from any
further advance. This letter appdre:uxtlyrprompted Muhanmad <A1l to direct
Khursh‘ici to abandon the plans of capturing Bal'xrayn by himselfh and leave the
matte;:' in Khalid's hands who would manoeuvre ‘subn:issiou according to Mul.xamad
‘Ali's. initial 1nstructior}s§9 However, by the time of the receipt of these
instructions, Balcarayn had finaliy yielded.

The government of India approved the directions of Boml;ay government

to Hennell " to exert his influence to check further encroachment”, and

" ingtructed to apprise Maitland, the commander-in-chief of the Indian Navy

' 14
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(t already visiting the Gulf, of the situation. Furthermore: -
; [

The admiral was authorized strongly to use his influence to deter them :
_from such an attempt, and in the event of their persisting in their I s
designs, and the government of Bahrein inviting or calling for his §

‘ éasistance, to afford that government every encouragement to resistance i ﬁ
° and all support short of placing himself in actual cnlliaion with the
Egyptian authorities. l
The Government of India would not, in the absence of specific
instructiona from time(sic) authorize more decisive measures, felt
satisfied that the expression of wishes of the British commander and the
.exhibition of naval strength would for the moment have all the effect
which could be desired in regard to the Islann of Bahrein.....
The Governor General was not disposed at”the time to enter into any
new engagements with the chief of Bahrein; but in the event of such
engagement being tendered the Admiral was desired soFar to encourage his

} praposals as to trdnsmit them for the consideration and orders of the
Government of India.

Transmitting the above instructions of March I3, 1839, the government of .

Bombay complemented ‘them on April I, by directing Henneil " to, strongly remons-

trate with the Egyptian commander against preserving in his designs ".90

Hennell was already trying his best to check Khurshid's advance . In

reply to Khurshid's letter, Hennell advised him that any hostile action would

3 probahly be viewed with qoncern*’that Bahrayn was a signatory of the General ?
Treaty of Peace of 1820,that he needed time to receive Bombay instructions and

that in the case of an attack on Bshrayn, Khurshid should warn him well in

T

advance to enable Hennell to send the Gulf squadron for the protection of life

and property of Btitiah subjects there?I :

Learning of Palmerston 8 letter to Campbell to remonstrate with Muhammad

‘All, the Governor General upheld his previoun directtona and addéd:

In the event howaver of the chief of Bahrein having, as Capt. Hennel .
anticipates, claimed our interposition and offered to place the Island

o '
.
:
'




punder Brit;iah protection, the Governor General will authorize Sir Fred-
“rick Maitlandﬁ,nto assure him of the temporary protection of Her Majesty's
squadron in the Gulf and to gntiymte‘ to Khorshed Pasha !;hat’he has done
80 'and that it will be incumbent on that General to abstain from further
military proceedings till both officers shall have time to rece.ivep orders
from their respective governments....If it should fail and Khorshed Pasha
should persist in his design, Admiral Maitland will be justified in

declaring that ‘the'Egypt’ia;"x General, if he attempts to cross over to the.

Island of Bahrein, must hold himself responsible for commencing hosti-
lities against the British government whose officers are empowered to

‘ defend!ﬂahrein against his invasion... After this declaration the Admiral
must exercise his discretion as to the most expedient method to be .
adopted for the defence of csahrein?

- It may be pointed out- here that: the Indian 1nstructions of March and April,

{

o

cited above, were toq late and perhaps L?adequate for Bahrayn.

¢Abd Allgh -expressed anxiety about an apprehended Egyptian—Masan'i'
attack in Méy 1837; but h%eceived little support during the next two years.
The British. government was perhaps confused about the prevailing situation
and was indecisive about which alt:ert;at:ive would best suit its interests in
view of the important and delicate 1ntermlat:iona!1 'sit;uation, which was its
first concérn. It was in fact a very difficult time for the British governi
ment; but for petty Balu‘ayn, with s0 many claimants, it was too mich, ‘Abd
Allah's promise«»'ibou/t April 1838, tO)ay tribut;, ‘%o the new Najd rulers was
withdrawn due to pregsure from Bag}!dad, the British and Persians. In view of
jn/ imminent dange;\ qf attack from the ngareag auc} seéemingly thekstrougest
and more resolute péwer in the area, the Egypcnns,hnak}i-'ayn could not;. wait *
indefin;tely. Three mo;xtba had further elapsed. since ‘Abd Allah’sought a
definite British pledge for support. Hennell was still without clear orders

!

axcept " to exert his influence'". Before the Indian-instructions could
. - N ” R ©

reach Hennell, ‘Abd Allih had made his final decision.

- . /




After delivering Hmme]‘.l'zzl reply fc;r Khurahid at Qagif insMarch 1839,
;Iennell,'skassisgant, Edmunds, sailed to Bak.ujayn. He surprisingly “found O‘Ab‘d
Allah unperturbed, claiming that he~cou1d resigt the Egyptians for a year,
though he wished the British to stop Khurshid's further advance. ‘Abd Allah added
that he did "noat: want to ally himself with the Egyptians who wanted Bal_xrayn'
as a base for their expansion to,‘Iraq but, to buy peace, he had offere(d then; '
a trifling a;:nual Epribute of § 3,000. Similarly, before receiving the Indian
letters, Maii:lana’ s’:ressed an early demonstration of Bri.tisl{ might, since
his fleet hqd to leave the area fof’ reprovisioning by the end ‘of April.
Consequently on April 22, Mai.‘t:land ;m: met on board his fléet off Bahrayn by
‘Abd Allah's two sons, who informed him of ©Abd All-ah's. absence in Qatar and

of there being no new developmenfs after Edmunds' visit a month earlier; also,

there was no app.rehenaiton of fresh -Egyptian ‘demands. Maitland noticed. that
D]

"

Bahrayn had taken no defence measures?3
a"’"/{' 7 - /

The Egyptian-Bahrayn Treaty of 1839

2

“re

One is led to an inescapable concll.usr:lon by ;:hesg ttvouirisit:s that, some
o time after Huk.ﬁ;nad's‘dap‘arture in January; but bffore Edmunds' visit of Hrarchh
sAbd Allah had recongidered the rebvurcuasions of rejecting Egyptian Supremacy
and the advisability of patchlﬁé things with Khuréhid and that soon ‘af;tar
the removal of Baghdadi and other pressure, he might: hw{sent his sons, as

\
degired, to.wait on Khurshid and to offer thetr lllegi&nce to the new Najd .

rulers.It is'also possible that ‘Abd Allah had himself gone to see Khurshid

)
Vf’

at the time of Haicland s vigit off Bahrayn.
In any event, as aodn-vu‘ Muhamd Effendi taturned after his purchues
R ( he was ordered to ptoceed t:c Bahrlyn. Hhether convincod by the force.of

Muhanmad's arguments or forced by the 1ncontrov¢rl;iblc dmudo and invincible“"*'

!
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atleast for him, strength of the Egyptians. ‘Abd Allah finally\ gubmitted to
the latter alleging that the British were non-Muslims while the Persians were

= . J
Rafidis. Peace was thus established and a formal Treaty was signed b}v ¢ Abd
—1

Allah on May 7, 1839(23 Safar 1255) when he was handed down the part already

‘signed by Khurshid. It had the following main clauses /

I.

2.

3.

\

Shaykh ‘Abd Allah b. Ahmad, the Shaykh of Bahrayn agrees to pay an annual
tribute (Zakat) to the government of Najd.
He agrees to be a friend of Muhammad ‘Ali's friends and enemy to his enemies.

He would give Muhamad *Ali's army every aid to facilitate the transport

of soldiets in the case of any Egyptian expedition to places such as ‘Uman
or Basrah, by supplying transport ships. , o
) ' “

4. 1f any of Hul-mmd sAli's subjects, fugitive from justice or escaping from
government payments, fled to Bat.u:ayn, h{e would return “ them to Najd, and
,,' that the Egyptianas wouid do the same in the case of the Bal‘arayn subjects.
' 5. An Egyptian agent ;4111 reside in Bal.u:ayn to exe;:ute Muk_xamad ¢All's ordera?l"

Almost simultaneously, f‘Ab:\Allih wrote Ehurshid a letter as follows:

I have receivg your letter you sent: by Muhamad Efendi.....I harewith [
declare that pesce has ‘been escablished between ts through uuhamd :
Efendi, your rep_resentative. We agree that your enemies are out enemies,
your friends are our friends, and that ‘you would do for us what we would
- do for you. We shall pay you the Zakit as mentioned in the paper which
. we signed, in exchange for t:h}e plp;r which we received, aigned by your
name. : ) '

t
Khurshid soon informed Hennell of the 'L‘ruty- Be viafted Bahrayn, met “Ahd.
Allnh satisfied himself of the fact and asked him cha cause of his " 5o
readily ucc,opting':he supremacy of Muhamsad ¢AliY. 1};""\ was a long dtdcussion

with arguments, counter arguments and 4ven wariiings, about which it is not

0ecessary to elaborate here. A part of his report to aoigbay {s as follows:
' ' ¥

.
™
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The impression I have received from this interview :Ls,‘ that Shaik
Abdoolah} being now advanced in years is unwilling to be placed in anﬁt
situation calling for active and personal exert:iop, and that to avoid
this he is ptepaxj'e?l to.make considerable sacrifices. He is evidently
overawed by the almost invariable success which has hitherto attended
the itrigues and military operations of:Khorshed Pasha.... I am inclined
to think he is doubtful whether the English could cope with the Pagha
prosperously by 1and' however, superior they may be by sea...

-+« In concluding the subject of Bahrein I have only to observe that
the tone of my converaqtion and the terror of my- protest have made 7
Shaik Abdoolah aware that I congider he has placed himself in a somewhat
ambiguous position with reference ‘to us. It must however remain for the
government to decide whether it is-advisable to detach him altogether
from the Egypt:ians by giving him the written pledge of protection he asks

It t:hus appears that Hennell tried to justify or excuse the.-Shaykh's action
to some ‘extent.- ¢Abd Allah had, however, to pay the price of this submission.
" The éouibility of his being displaced by a more favourably .disposed Shaikh
was discussed with equanimity by the[Secret Comnittee of the Directors of the’
i East India Company”. A struggle of discontented members of his tribe, which
was aided by the British who also permitted *Isa b. Tarff of Huwaylah tribe
and Bishr b. nahmah al-Jalahimah to join and-help the opponents of ‘Abd Allah,

the
culminated in “Abd Allah's expulsion and/rise to power of Hut'mnnad b. Khali-

fah, the former's grand nephew, in April 184397
After the Khurshid-¢Abd Allah T:aflcy of 1839, the Nu‘aym tribe of
Qat_:ar refused to pay Zakat to Bahrayn ipﬂ early 1840. To subdue them as well
as 'their kin of Buraymi, an Egyptian expedition was sent from Hufuf. It was
éaining ground whe\n the murder of Hul.umd Efflendi, the 3overn‘or of al-l}asi, '

necessitated its recall pr:eml:ur«aly?‘8

96
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Kuwazt

Khurshid's missior(n demanded complete submisgion of Arabila, a necg\ssary

corrollery of which was Baghdad with Kuwayt as its land and sea route.
Kuwa;\rt and Ba{nrgyn h;d considﬁrable and well- e;uigxd naval fleets besides
good ‘defencive and offencive points, provisions and facilities. With a hold
over them, the Egyptians could control not only the Gulf /area but also the
trade ant.1 traffic of east and west. Kuwayt families, who had relatives in
Zubayr and Bagrhh, could further serve as conduits to help secure not only
rec\onnaisaance but also the submission of the area. Certain Bat'srah elements
were rendering military services to the Egyptiams. Onexuul:\amad Xgh; al-
Muradi of Basrah with I,000 fighting men was eager to join Khurshid but, due

\

to transport problems, arrived at Kuwayt with seventy men, and joined Muhammad

-

e ' / -
Effendi in purchasing grain and provisions. Shaykh Jabir of Ruwdyt refused

to compl;‘r’/i t:ﬁ'e Bagrhh demand to repatriate‘ them. After the pur;haaes they
a::companied Muhammad to Tharmadah and joined Khurshid's az-my?9

The British viewed that the real functions of Khurshid's agent at
Kuwayt were political, rather than provisioning, and that he was given a
distinctive honour and a geat bes;.de~ the Amir, in his court. The ;Ag_i:r_ had
always been very courteous and friendi!.y with the Briéiah. However in 1839,
vhen Edmunds came to sound him out agalft'iét the Egyptians and to arrange a
British ma‘il ro:xte across the desert tJ}ﬂediter:;anean, he was shown a marked
discourtesy by the failure to return the British vessél's salute. He was not
taken care of for three days. When at last an interview was granted, Edmunds
met with further' discourtesy, n'eglect and estrangement. Edmunds attril;ul:ed
this unusual conduct to Jabir's " believing Muhammad «A11 'to be‘the greatest

potentiate dn ea:tt;". Agreeing with Edmunds' report, Hennell observed:

SRATT S
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Shaik Jabir, ,1ike the ruler of Bahrein, appears completely overawed by
the extra-ordinary succeds attending Mahemed Ally's: measures. and |
evidently possesses but a very inadequate idea of the power of Great
Britain..... If any one of l:,ﬁe chiefs of this Gulf ‘deserves more than
another to be deprived of the advantage of our protectibn, it is the
Shaik of Bahrein.

These views and recommendations were approved by the Irdia government and

the Court of Directors at London¥oo

Trucial ‘Uman

K

[
\ .
In order to stop hostilities during the pearl season, Hennell arranged

the Maritime Trucé of 1835 among the Trucial chiefs .and*a Restrictive Line,
1;1 1836, within whicli no warfare t;a/s permissible. Then in 1838-9 the British
securgd from them the tr«eé;:ies for the Suppression of the slave trade, under
which the British had the right to detain, search, séize énd confisca\]té
vessels and the property involved?OIThua the Bricish\ influence in the reéion\
during this period was growing steadily. ,v - -

After the fall of Dilam, Khurshid lost oo time in taking control of-

- ©

the ‘Uman coast. In March I836 Faysal had sent Sa‘d b. Mutlaq to reduce
Buraymi and guhir. He joined Faygal in the Najd war, after which he surrendered
to Khurshid who comia;ioned him to ‘Uman. Sailing from Qa!':?.f with I50 troops
he arrived at éhif'iqah_in March 1839. Sult.:in b. §aqar welcomed and provided

him with a fort for his army and a respectable quarter for his residence. °

_Sa‘d's mission was to reconquer Buraymi from the Nutaym tribe. Rulers of Abu

- - : Q > ’ , J\ /
Zabi and Shariqah promised him help, each eager to become more favoured by

the new masters, the Egyptians. With Sa‘d's eatf:abliahmgnt on the ¢Uman
! N B

coast, the British became more anxious to see the end of the Egyptian rule in

esgtern Arabia. Muhammad ‘A1l had assured Campbell that: the expedition would
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- and within India, with an added altercation with China, demanded many more

_ with the Turks. It had expressed its inability to aid Tndia. 103 '
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not extend to the Gulf coast. The latter tried in vain to alley London's
fears. His co/uu(:erparta at Baghdad and Abﬁshahr, on the other hand, were ’
assuring their government that the Egyptians were " abéut to cross the
peninsula'". On the report of the Abﬁshahz_-,nesident to Bombay about the threat
to Ballnrayn and ‘Uman, he was advised in Jf’;'bruary 1839 to exert his influence

to check further encroachments. When the news of Sa‘d's arrival at Shﬁriqah —1

P £

reached Abushahr, Maitland was already visiting the Gulf. Without waiting
for Bombay's instructions Hennell persuaded Maitland to tour the area with
Edmunds to exhibit British might to the Trucial chiefs, each of whom solemnly

undertook to oppose and severe connections with Sa‘d:go2

A three way struggle was going on. Thel English and the Egyptians.were

trying to appease each other while endeavouring to win the chiefs, each of
. . . "8
whom was equally eager to placate and win the favours of these pbwers%f'rhe

A

chiefs were overawed and more inclined towards Egypt but made efforts nof_to

offend Em British. Sultan's act of welcoming Sa‘d was dictated by internal
1 .

& o -

politics as well, that is, not allowing the Abu z_abi ruler, his foremost
R /
enemy, to win Sa‘d's favour. But to Maitland Sultan expressed his dismay on

Sa‘d's arrival. We have already recounted the. instructions of ‘the government
of India to Hennell and Ha'itland regarding cij}region. The line of action-

adopted by the Governor General was necessitated l?y the constrained world

i

situation. The British commitments and ventures in Afghanistan, Persia, Aden,

troops, vesulsland financial resources than which the India government could

;

actually muster. and sustain. CO'naequencI.y Auckiand could not venture another
’ %,
front in the Gulf on B relatively lesser matter. As for the London g nment,

it was much involved in the Eqropean struggle for supremacy, insAmerica and °
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(] , Though Sa‘d failed to subdue the Nu‘aym of Buraymi, despite Sultan's
support and mediation, Maitland's visi:: left little effect on the coast
- el
itself. By the end of June 1839, Hennell learnt of the continued coastal

support to Sa®d who was claiming himself not only an agent of Khalid b. Su‘ud

f"bu also an appointed governoxr for the ‘Uman coast and Buraymi having no
: ntention to depart. Hennell wag further alarmed and feared Bahrayn's fate

~ . )
for the coast. Hennell sailed on the modern armed steamer, "Hugh Lindsay", ——

to Bai}rayn, as statedgln the Bat.xrayn account above. He then visited Abu ?abi
on July I, 1839. Its chief, Khalifah, denied any connect;rion with Sa‘d rand
gaw; a w;::ltten pledge to resist any Egyptian move and to remain under British
influence. Hennell received similar pledges from Dubay and Um al-Qaywayn on
his visits. At Shariqah Hennell Iearnt of Khurshid 8 recent. message promiaing

- early Najd re,inforcementa to Sa‘d and of Sultan a staunch support to Sac‘d.

At Ras al-Khaymah on July 3, 1839, however, Sultan stressed on Sa‘d's intimate

connections with Khallfah and his own apprehensions of some Sa‘ d-Khalifah
: (g intrigue against him. He showed an intercepted letter from Khalifah to Sa‘d )
promising opeuly . to place Abu Zabi resources at Sa‘d's disposal. On

B
Sultan 8 requeat, Hennell gave Sultan a written order to expel Sa‘d and an-

B

other on his own addressed to Sa‘d directing him to depart from the coast
X 1
" and to stop interfering v%th\tly/uﬁ“aym who had allegedly come ‘}mder British

proteci:ﬁn. Sultan's pledge, as those of other chiefs, had added clauses nota‘.

to enter into any agreement or negotiations with any other power without

British congsent and to consider the friends and foes of the British as his
. - @ 9 - ) . :
“at, awn-‘%ultah was given in return a verbal promise of a supply of arms in case

of -dny confrontation with the Egyptians. A written pledge was made conditional

on Sa‘d's depar:u:e. In hie report 4o Bombay government Hennell remarked:

Q

' I feel 'quite assured that Shaik Sultan b. Suggur at the present

- P !
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moment is sincere in the professions énd promises he has made to me,

and I think it likely he will take immediate steps to induce Sued bin

Mootluk to quit his territory, in which object, aided as he will be by

the support and wishes of the Shaiks of the neighbouring districts, he will

probably be successful. But the character -of the Joasmee chief 18 so

hollow and faithless, and at the same timé’\, so vacillating that it would

not very much surpfise me to find him again changing his 1ntent§ong and P°1i_°Y'
Howéver ‘this may be, I ent‘ertain everylhope that I have succeeded in’

giving a check; at least for the present, to the intrigues of Sued bin

Mootluk,...,by having infused confidence and courage into those disposed

to uphold their connexion with the British.... I consider it however Exy
dutylto explicitly lay before the government miy opiniom that this favdur-
able reaction is not likely to be permanen't,\upless suppo;:ted by firm
®  and decided measures by the Indian and Home authorities. The report of
Ibrahim Pagha being successful in his impending conflict with the Sultan
- the arrival of reinforcements in Oman either by land or sea from -~
Khorshed Pasha or the return of Sued bin Mooiluk(supposing him now
removed) with a larger and better equiped body of troops- all or any
one of these not improbable contingencies\ would be sufficient to turn
the scale, and give the final blow to ourualready unsettl§ influence
in these parts. Previously... it was my opinion, as expressed in a late
communication to the Hon'ble the Secret Committee, that the only effec- 5
tual check to the encroachments of Mahomed Ally, in this direction, could
be given by H.M.'s ministers making serious and peremptory femonstrances
to Cairo. I am, however, inclined now to think that this alone will not
8 . be sufficient, unless some demonstration be likewise made by the Indian
o in this gide.... I would most respectfully suggeat for consideration that
in the event of Shaik Sultan bin Suggur not removing Sued bin Mootluk
voluntarily,... he should be forced to expel him, and supported by our
naval and military means ... The naval force in the Gulf should be ‘
sufficiently increased ... and at the same time to keep two vessels of
var druising off the Arabian G;:ast until the present crisis be past. In
the event of Sued bin Mootluk's return to Katif and Khorshed Pasha again
preparing to despatch him by sea, with a larger force to the coast of
' . Omad, authority should be gives to blockade that port as well as thops
" of Ajeer and Lohat. ...... If', these measures were authorized, and at fh)e

R
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. same time an explécit: Antimation given to MahoridxA\lly by H.M.'s govern-
. ment that he would be held responsible for any>

arigse from cari‘yiug them into operation; iv/ I vég&re to think, at once
put an end to the temporizing policy he has'so long successfully pursued,
an by compelling him to issue peremptory orders for the withdrawal of
hi troops and agents ... and thus:establish the influence and reputation
of |Great Britain in this part of the world....Iol*

At Masq t the Imam told Hennell of having received a letter from Sa‘d with

- ~(}
Khurshldls letter aaking t:he Imam to extend every assistance to Sa‘d who

w

2
-was described therein as Khurshid'g governor for the *Umin coast and Buraymi.
These effoprts of Hennell did not achieve much because soon after that Ab;x Zabi
a‘tta:ckegi u‘aym. Shariqah and Dubay likewise did not abide by their commit-

ments. However, Hennell's action was strongly endorsed but his reciuests for

military and naval aid, naval increase or: cruiaes were refused due to the
inability then of the government to afford while hia promises to Bur%mi and

Sultan were disapproved?o,s

In éarly August 1839, Sa‘d sailed with his troops to ‘Uqayr ostensibly

to return with more reinforcements. Sultan is said to have assured Sa‘d of

% «

joining him Jand‘placing all Sultan's resources at Sa‘d's disposal upon his
return with reinforcements. It is also said that Sa‘d was distrusted and kept

under survillance although he remained in constant contact with the coastal
chiefs. Many intercepted letters pointed to his promise to return with a new

army. Another 1z(l.elrt:t:eu: from the Shariqah chief to Sa‘d cogdemned the Nu‘aym.

Some letters from Khdlid and Khurshid were a}so intercepted. Landing at

‘Uqayr, Sa‘d procaeded straight to Khursh'id, and was well r:oaceivrecl.]:o6

/
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‘al-Hamall as governor while ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Mani‘ succeeded ‘Isa b. ‘Ali,
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Egyptian Withdrawal from Eastern Arabia
3 - -

r \

A change in th? Egyptian position was to begin unexpectedly and
April /
suddenly, for in/ 1840 Khurshid received instructions from Egypt to return
immediately with most of his army. His anxiety and amazement were great for ~

he had been 1at:e1y begging for permission to march on ‘Iraq. Once more he

begged his master ‘to review his orders and grant him leave to stay in Arabia
and capture ‘Imq. Nevertheless, he hastened to appoinc Bamad b/Mubarik the
Huraymala chief, as governor of al-Hasa instead ofguhammad Effendi. A year

after Khurshid's departuré, however, Khalid b. Su‘ud replaced Hamad by Musa

éince deceased, as head of treésury, perhaps, to win Bani Khalid support, as ,

both incumbents wére Banl Khalid chiefsl®’ ‘ . [

Reverting to the recall order, Khurshid began the process of withdraw-

-

ing his troops from their positions in eastern Arabia. He ordered them, in

yi

the first instance, to regroup at Tharmadah, carrying with them the stores,

A

provisions, camels and horses. He ﬁqniaitioued more camels and horses from

Arab chiefs for theltransport. Eastern Arabia, being the farthest possession,
was evacuated first and immediately'. In May 1840, he marched with some of g:t:e
troops lco Shananah wh”ue the remainder joined him in mid-July. He summoned .
Khﬁlﬂ.id there for a final meeting in August, soon after which he left for Cairo.

A total of 8oco Egypcians with 20 at Tharmdah were left in eastern Arabla and
Najd to support Khalid. The last act that the Egyptians performed beforn their

departure from al-Hasa was the execution of Barghash al-‘Uray‘ir, believed

to be the killer off{{uhamld Effendl.ms Khuraiﬁd, expaci:ad four Egyptian

milicary‘v';sséls full of military stores, provisions and reinforcements from
A : !

the Red Sea on the al-Hasa coast. Eventually only one ill-supplied Kuwayt 0

8
/ . h
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Ghunchah, with ammunition, arrived in November 1839 with " news of 18-20
vessels carrying men and arms to follow'". mg'I'his sudden change in Muhamﬁd
‘Ali's plans was necegsitated by the European pressure which, along with
other reasons of recall, we propose to study in' the next chapt;er.
~Kha11d b. Su¢ ud who wag left in charge of Najd and eastern Arabia,,
visitéd AI-Hasa coast in October IBQI oatenaibly to send an expedition to
" “Uman. New trouble in Najd, however, obliged him to haaten to Riyad which
was threatened by his couuin, ¢Abd Allah b. Thanayyan. By the end of 1841
Khalid was finany gpelled from Riyac.l-wj;gh his Ryptian army. The al-!.laaa
chiefs were already negotiating peace with ‘Abd Allah. So he arrived at
Qat.:'if. It seems that Khalid attributed the estrangement of the chiefs and
the people to his foreign army. Under the pretext of bringing aid for anpther
offensive, ‘Kh;\llid deserted his Egyptian troops and sought refuge at Dammam
with its govetnor, Shaykh Mubirik Bahi'ayn ruler's son. On Khalid's visit
with the ruler at Khor llaun, he wasg aasuud help to recover Qat:l.f After
1nitia1 successes in al—Hasa and Qatif Mubarik's army was £}hally repulsed. v
Khalid then left for Kuwayt and lal:er to Makkah where he died%m
i It would be advantageous to note British reaction to the Egyptian

withdrawal from east&rn Arabia:
) . N .

Just when; the blockade of Katif and Ojeef,’ held by the Egyptian troops,
begap seriously to be contemplated by the British government, intelligence
was. rec&tveq ( May I1840) ‘thac' lahsa had bsen evacuated, and that the
main body of Egyptian troops had actmilly left Najd; which being corro=
borated by the declaration shortly before wade by Mahomed Alf.....-
, rendered the adoption of this measure un-necessary. The grossly oppressive
-+ and extortionate conduct of the Pasha and his agané: further afforded a
‘ pﬁunblo resgon for tha belief that the Egyptilns no longer contemplated
‘the pemnncnt occupation of Arabia.’ i1
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CHAPTER 1V !

REASONS FOR THE REC&LL OF THE EXPEDITION

o

~ 1
f

W - v

Different writers have given severﬁl reaaona to explain why the
Egyptian expadition was finally withdrawn from eastern Arabia. Since we ‘do -

<

not find ourselves in tot:al agreement with some of these reaaons, it is our
intention to discuss them here and then to see which of them seem most valid
and plausible. We will suggest more cogent reasons towards the end of the
chapter-,It will be useful to divide the\ easona into two groups: o
A. Mediace or General and B. Immediate or Pirect - +

1

A. GENERAL REASONS

1. Adm&giscraci\re and Economic Problems

For the recall of the first Egyptian expedition to eastern Arabia,

Capt. Sadleir has given the following reasons T

'J:‘he Pacha appears to have found that his troops were too widely extended;
that the difficulty of keeping open extended communications in a country
which is for the most part a desert would require a large force, to mee:
the ,Axpenua of which the révenues are insufﬁicient, and that little
dependence could be placed on the fidelity of the Bedouin tribes.

If these problems conczibucad to t:he recall of. 1818-]:9 expedition, they could

as well contribute to that of 1836-40, bccauu the troops continued to be

©

as widely extended, the comuic&tions as difficult and thc local resources
/

, . 7 v —
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as ingufficient. Had this been the case, Mul}&nmad ¢All would never have
wagted his ene£§iea; resources and, ;:roops a second time after his own !_iijaz
experience. Hence in our view these facto;‘s did not contributé to any recal11.
His arm;r did meet with local hostility and increasing audacity of maréuding
“Bedouins during the early bperiod; but many tribes were pacified by the time
the Egyptians reached eastern Arabia. The Bani Khalid and the Sayasib of al-
}}as; joined Ibrah'itm and Khurshid even in their Najd wars. The Bani Khalid,
Bal3rayn and the ‘Uman coast chiefs were not consenting parties to submission.
Once the Su\"ﬂdi power was broken, mont.of the tribes, as well as some of the
Su‘udi princes joined tl"ne Egyptians. Moreover, a military expedition pre-
supposes problems of local ho_stility; a_acrifices a;xd risks, before any gaina.
This one was not mounted for economic gains bgt ﬁo]:itico—re‘l-igious reagsons.

Lorimer has given some additional reasons which are ,“ follmvs:2

a. i(hurshid expe:cted four armed vessels full of military atore; from the Red
sea but received iny one Kuwayt boat bringing a single cargo.

b. It became clear to Muhamfad ¢41i that the British would not permit the
reduction of ml}rayn, perhaps his main object in the Gulf. )

¢. Muhammad ¢‘All regarded Khurshid's successes with jealousy and dislike.

d. The blockade of Qat.:’if, ‘Uqayr and Sayhat was being-seriously contemplated
by the British gov;;;mnt. ,

Since some sort of administrative queations are 1nvol.ve§ in the first three,

we will discuss them under this sub-head.:

As for the expected a;:rival.gf four armed vessels with military Qtozqa
on the a1~l}asi coast, we would point out that they were needed for Khurshid's
’mar‘ch on "ZI:.:Zq or to tha-south.He had no problems in eastarn Arabia, the
whole of which submitted without any use of force soon after the fall of Najd,

ro I - .
It appears that Muhammad ‘Ali changed his plans to conquer ¢Iraq under the

- ]
o

.
L )
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Eennell'p. request to the Bombay Government to permit blockade of these ports

! -

altfred gituation. Besidga this, Bal.n:ayn undertook to put its navgl fleet
in the Egyptian service in the event of an attack on ¢ Iraq or ‘Um:m.B So
there was no need of the diminished supplies to compel recall.

As for the second ground, ‘the signing of the treaty/ with Bak.u:ayn
makes this ground infructuous. The British then had no better t:;.cloe to
Bal.u'ayn. Khu;:sh'i'd was recalled in May 1-840,a year after the treaty.

v / -
Coming to Muhammad €Ali's alleged jealousy and dislike towards Khurshid,

‘we would pd]]’d.nt out that Khurshid was well aware of his master's plans

of reducing not only eastern Arabia but-$ Iraq as well. He was entrusted with
the task because of Mul‘mmad ‘Ali's faith in him and we‘find ne hint of
iiiminish;.ng confidence in him. The zeal and astuteness with which he
accomplished. the conqueét of eastern Arabia bear witness to 1t{." In any event -
Mut}amnd ‘A}i was at uber:g to replace him by another general. Lorimer's ’
assumption may be based on the apparent contradiction of Mqu «Ali's

assurance to Campbell of non-interference in areas of British interest,

while Khurshid marched i:; just au’éh areas. However, this cin readily be S

explained as part of Egypt's temporizing poliéy. But in our view, the lack.
of or delay in reaching explicit directions of Muhammad ‘a1l overrisdiag the

initial orders might have kept. Khurshid as much anxious to subdue%ole of
!

eastern Arabia and ‘Iraq as Ibrahim in. Syria to possess all Turkish areas

as soon as possible. _ . . \

{

2. Contemplated Blockade of Qatif, Sayhat end ‘Ugayr- - .

»

The claim that the British planned a blockade of east Arabian ports

is baseless and unfounded. The only-hint that can be traced _in” contained in

-

b~ -

(T4
s




A e R ypa B TR AT WO H A AT 4 R —

“74

A

( ‘, in the event of Sa'd b. Mut‘zlaq's deéarture from and later return with more

) .reinfotcemence and naval force to the ¢Uman ::oaqc. ﬁe have reproduced this

) and other r;queats of Hennell in th? last chapter? During th1§ period the
7 Court of Directors at London directed the Indian Government |

to follow a cautious but determined policy in cobncir:cti.ng the Egypthh {
designs in the Persian Gulf without coming ... to serious aggressive
;3\ . ' measures...

While the Secret Committee observed, " Preservation of these places. ... (we)

a

leave to your discretion,.. . to adopt measures... from your, meang...".o

The Governor General on his part avencually inflé‘rud the Bombay governor on

By e e

January 13, 1840, " Due to ocher engagemenu of Indian Navy in Indiln Seas
] L}

more naval aid from the British Navy will be necessary for apncial service i !

in the Persian Gulf..." Pinally it should be stated that all of Heanell's

5 e SRR

requests vere turned down, as Auckland and Maitland indicated their inability !

!

to help Hennell. The Governor observed, " ... with ogr'preun“c m- ve

o

T

must rast quiet".i Similarly the British Poreign office #‘{:ned its Bngh}l.i'd

3 . : : @ o - ¥ by

; Resident not to promise aid to Baghdad in the eveat of Egyptian attack since
the British had no means. Only a protest agiinat the Egyptian occupat‘ion was

authorized: It may be stated that the Indiar Navy fleet had seiled in

Jm et i . ’ , ~ , »
-~ November, 1839 to the Far East due to the breakdm of sxno-nricuh relations.

Ag for the local strength, there wore only two :ull chuh for gun:ding

. Khauj and Abushahr, Hennell had requut:od for two norn vuuh for Iocal
stntion duties but failedz ' . : - R

1#} i R v - \ ) b

3. Muhsmead ‘Ali's Rupture with the Sultan /

Py ]
A e 4 . . v

For the first twenty yan, inspite of his ubitious for Syria, ‘
O Huhmd ‘ALl sctupulously obeyed tho cm of the Sult;lu in ubnr-tmg -

s Vid 5 . N ~
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( } the Holy Cities, reducing Arabia aad the Sudan and suppressing the Greek

R Rt I S

.
.

«

. revolts. Mubamad ‘A1l was enchanted.by the military strength and naval

i3

\ ‘ m’ptenpcﬁ of England and Prance and strove to ally himgelf with both or
either of them. The latter howev‘er& did not eye‘his G;eék expedition with
satisfaction. He was therefore lured to neutrality in the Greek war when
N T

«

the Greek rab‘elae, despite outside aid, were almost crushed. De:pitgyﬁultan"a

SAGRAETIRLSTICR 4 phene s
., \
N
.

reputed ordera to deal a final blow to the Greeks and che grant of exclusive
control of chn wu, Huhumd ‘Au s mny /and navy deployed there remained ,
innctive for over ;uo yurs ,This. mudted in the . indqbendenuc‘ut !kn:en? T

'I’hough his. ruptura vith the Sultan was not yet apparent, he hnd CR

Al -
S 9 A LR W
<+

altudy become a pzppct in Btitich and French hands. He wu almost: involved

in an attack on Barbary. Afriu by the French vhen the Brit:ish unsed dhngcra X

Pl

to thair India routu and in Huhu-ld sA1i's buconing a French atooso-\'fha
Brituh vere nho tuplved to umtlin Aa wnk Turkish empire inetead ok

letting it be apportioned by Bgypt, Hussia, Aulttil and Frlnct and endu:xcring

- M&
their Asian intarucs. He was therefore lud to march on Syria, in Occéber

- -

1831. Ibrahim cnptured Acre, Dmscuo, l!ou, Aleppo and chllp plu, [in

S T B A

< succeum Jqu 1832. He advocated march on Istmbul; Lbut his fat!,aer dis-

‘ag"reed 1n’ the hope of European spo;uorcd recogaition of his autonomy. This
was a clear rupturu vith the Sultan. However néither the’ bbliigerents nor -
the E opeans were happy De facto he was a ruler, s _jure he wn a vassal

or rather a trni.tot, liabla to be routed and oxecuted vhenever the Sultan AR
9 In htc caduvou: to buy kictah and

or\the big powers could or.wished:

he copverted himsalf: fzon ylu mbcrator of ‘Holy Cities and
,,aa-

,pllla: of the Enpire to a rebel, a usurper and m cnemy of t;hc entire nunlin

. world. 'I'hu had°to affect his futun c@rcerg L - A
./ -1t uhould be rémmbcud chat whth xhurnhi.d wu pushing hip foxcu

Lo
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1 Ruuian po:c, would cluke the status quo in Europn, ‘and could result l.n
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eagtward in Arabia to z:each the ahorés f the Persian\ Gulf, ‘Ibrahim was in
control <;f Syriz; and Asia Minor. The Sultan's mere existance was“therefore
at aFlke. Though this is not the place to discuss the European intervention
on behalf of the Sultan against uut.mp{ad “All in Asia Midor and Syria, it
became evidently clear to the ‘laltter that he had‘been subjected to a ‘

conspiracy which aimed at his downfall. He had therefore to take the hard

decision of pulling his forces out of Arabia before losing them.
/ ,

iy

ey
4. Gonflict of British and Egyptian Interests A
Ny { . f ’ 1\.

1 The paramount British ambition had constantly been professed since{ *

the Elizabethan era/'to be the greatéu: tradixig nation, which dependéd-on its

political supremacy and the smooth flow of trade. Its’trade route to India

via the Cape of Good Hope involved ai:o’ut five months. A second route through

Alexandria, Suez and ‘Mokha was shorter and eagier, while the Anciunt route

h Syrias, ‘Iraq and the Peuinn Gulf was the shoftut. It couid also

§ to control Turki‘sh and Egyptian tnfluences and the Russian march to the
A, eapacilily to India. The British were thcrgfore axplo;'ipg the

navigability of the Euphrates river for a regular steamer service. .

»

i

For their expansionist designs the British had to use the same
diplomacy in the Turkish Empire which they had been resolutely using in
India #ifice the I8th c-ntni'ir, that is, playing off one loaai ruler against

the other to fnciliutc British take over at the opportune time. Any dis~

meaberment of "_the Sick Man of Burope", before ridding British rivals,
rééqld ooly éonvcrt the A&:uué Sea ‘ini:o sn Austrian lake .and Istanbul into

mum Br:l.t:i.lh Suu nna Euphtlm rout.u tp Indif Bwovs: t‘hu: ;udden
bk .




Rl o PR

et TR v

s R & S ke L A

3

YPTRREIC

f
o

change took place with the rise of Muhammad ¢All, who attached as. much

a Q

importapce to these routes. It thus seemed likely that the British and
Egyptian ii'f’tgresta in the area would, clash. He also apprehended British

. 4‘) .
occupation of the Euphrates region and a drastic fall of his revenues with

i
[

the.disuse of t:he‘Red Sea route. He therefore employed tactics to frustrate
British designs. \

» Asother sharper clash occured in the Yaman when the revolt of some
Albanian offlcers ( headed by Turkl Bilmez) culminated in the Egyptian
expcdit’j:on of 1833-40. This amounted to a direct threat to Brltishl trade and
navigation and placed Egypt 1n a stronger position to control Bab al-Mandab
at the southern end of the Red Sea. It may be recalled that the defcated
rapels took asylum in a British warship in I834, and that not too much later
the British, denpice Egyptian protests, occupiéd Aden on January 18, 183910
Each of them was trying t:o placate the other, while remaining wary. However,
the British mcdelit: very clear to Muhammad ‘All that the Red Sea and ,thc Gulf
were a concern of England alone while the Syrian -question involved all gﬁ:e/at
powcrn:frlt thus became clear that t:he British want:d to reduce Huha;mad
‘Ali's presence not only in eastern Arabla and the Gulf but -also in the Red
Sea and aouthern Arabia. Thia added to the ﬁreuure on him to recall his army.

- -
a

v

5. " I11 Timed Moves Ac anied by Unfortunate Events "

-

Dodwall goas 1nt;o some detail to suggest Muhammad ‘Ali 8 alliance with

.Indic, Pcrs:l.a, Russias, the Sgltcn and France cgunst England oatenai:bly t:o

*li.beu:a Ehc nuum wotld ‘as follcw-n

At sbout the same time Bruish

K ralatiqna with l’crsia had been :ttained to the point; of collision, which did

L% s

not t:l;kg‘pl,laca dug to tlic former's 1nab£1§,ty*t9 - apars fcrcn for an outright -

.o N . f - q
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( \ war. Dodwell points out that Persia contemplated in I835 sending an envoy

to Cairo. In I838 a member dfylﬁrsién Istanbul embassy vigsited Cairg and a

!P r}

3 year later it was allegedly sending 50 students there, while a messenger .with
valuable gifts for the Pasha arrived in 1840. This allegedIy coincided with

Russian influence in Persia and the Persian attack on Afghanistan, then under

By I SARRIPRES?
F

British influence, necessitating a British expedition _to occupy Khanij Island
lgent on the .
in 1838. 'l‘wo Indian Muslims, reportedly / Mughal Emperor's behalf to oust

e

& Sy

the British from India, visited Ruaaia, Istanbul and arrived at Alexandria

i

1

' in I835-6. One of them, Hahmud disappeared after betng'been at Cairo, while
| '
the other Husayn rying very important political papers, chose to stay
s s w ’ / 4] ’
with the British Vice Consul there. A letter in Turkish to Muhammad °All and
nuihy letters in Persian to various Indian chiefs from the Porte were dia-

covered in his baggage. 'i'hese even’ts, in' our <v1ew, provided good excuses to -

”»~

\
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stage an attack, but not sound reasons. ' '

b

Dodwell's claim to Muhammad ¢Ali's intention of joiﬁing Russia by

)

b R

capturing Syria and the proposed war on ‘Iriq cannot stand up to scrutiny. 3

" Had t:hia been the caae,} Rugsia and France would have joinad Egypt at t:he

/

height of its conquests in Arabia, Syria and Aaia Minor in 1839, and the

A ide Lot e

Pagha would not have stopped JIbrahim at “the gates of conatantinople. As a

. matter ’of fact the reverse 1s true since Russia and France joined hands with
Britain in every action concerning war and p"ence .Betw'een him and the Sultanﬂ. '
It should alao be noted that lon'g‘ before the Syrian waf .and Ehe Turco- ;
' Egyp_t:idn ruptuz;e, the iut_rd aqd‘?&quy of the Paal;a /l:éwnrd,a the * pig

headéd Sultan” and the " ass like Vazirs" had been well known since 1820.%°

Their alliance at the péak of: the héstilities is inconceivable. o




. . -

(‘ - 6. Failure to Pressure the British .and the Sultan

! / _ A8 discussed fn chapter II, Muhaumad ‘All's motives lay in

(a) aggra&dizeipendt’ and expansionisﬁ:, (5) maximizing his autonomy and

(¢) neutralizing the Btitisl;,manace. Hul.u\mad ‘A1 expaéded hi_s front’ier”s

. as far as he could. If he hadg not toppled the Sultan, it could have been' for
E strategic reasons. As for his autonomy, he-was still endeavouring to get

recognition from the Sultan and from the big powers, especially England of

>
- e

whose military and naval pmfer he was well aware. Whether he really hoped

ey
°

to arrest the_ﬁfitish expangion 18 an open question. All we are sure of {is
; c

that he seems to have always sought British friendship, for which the ‘British
had imposed two conditions,.namely, (a) their relations. with the Sultan
must be severely”stx;ained,‘ if not absolutely broken and (b) the Pasha mu it

'/’haVe some clear and substantial advantage to offer or wit:hhold.m

-

T SRR TR N

%

Evidently Mut.mmad <A1 wéa unsuccessful in winning the B\riti.sy an;itfr_
even by his inactivity in"th; Greek war and consequent treachery to his i
master. He failed Iikewisdfgain autonomy even. by conquering sxrié and pnrta L
of Asia Minor. Failing in his motives by diract meana, the Pagha might have
used pressure taetics. His efforts to fzustrate Euphratea navigation and his
conquects of Arabia and the Yamln were all in very sensitive aréas of British
¥ - l interests. His control of tha Persian Gulf and the Red sag would have been

could
La substantial advéntage which the’ Puhl/offer or wiz:hholdf from the Britiah.

We huve alte‘udy ucn the Br:l.t:inh anxiety aver‘ the Egyptim‘advance tomda,

®

eastern Anbi.a Hh;tever the real motive behind Muhqmd ‘Ali's ‘expeditions
. ’ .
in tha Red -Sea and-tha !'aruan Gulf regionsi“t’rhe d.ncereats of t:wo appareut

ﬁtiendn canidad. Tlga ngt rewlt: was that Bruuhvamity bgma the ve;.'y

4,

faccor in f:ustruti.ng hiq p].ana and in chs ulth:m:e teun of his ltmy

0¥ n,iw: - "‘-
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B. IMMEDIATE CAUSES T

-
Apprehending a British attack on Egypt in I8I5, Muhammad ‘Ali had

expressed his sentiments to Burckharat:, _the Brir.isﬁ traveller, that

M Great fish swallow the small ". Accordir;“g to the Pasha, Egypt was then

@ P

necessary to thg British for supplying corn ‘to galta and Gibralter. He also
observed that he was the friend of the English and that great meéamight
exchaﬁge compliments while possessing little s:lnce"r:i.t:y.]:5 Although this
was not ghe~ case then, it was by 1840, It was not only Egypt's corn on which
- the British had an eyé,_bl;t other more important factorg’such ag its’
” geographicﬂi position on the India route and its wealth. The British could .
uot_— endui:e the sight of any strong power which may clsbst:ruct cheir\i:osition
in India. Thus xti\a British had bacon;e one of ,t‘he most immediate causes

/nemaitating the Egyptian withdrawal. We will soon see this aspect.

I. Muhammad ‘Al1's Declaration of Independence

?
i
. 4

, P ’
One 'of the lmmediate causes lies in yuhamad ¢Al1's declaration of
his ’i‘n.depeﬁdenca. It may be useful to expand on this. Prima facie, Egyptian
autonomy looks’qore beneficial for the European expansionists who could

i
manipulate a divided empire more effectively. The danger that Palmerston .

L

sensed ip it was the péuibiliw of the Adriittc Sea becoming an Austrian .
ldke and Istanbul a Ruassian port. 'i'hg uhcerttinit:y of the mode, amount and
baneficiarias of the spoils intrigued these poﬂvcrs. Englmd, being farthest

gnd mch prefoccupiad elsewhere, had to be the grucut loser, though it

wiahed the lian a share, Autonomy, though tt times encouraged by Britain,

‘ mnt to che pmra the creatiqn of a strong state wtthi,n t’ha Ottomn areas

to rap;ace " ' the swk mn at Butope ", They wnrc therefou unwﬂung 0

- Lo - M v ‘
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accept an independent Egypt under Mu@amad Ali and tended to unite by the

T
{-».. %

late I830's in st‘f)ping such an action, if necessary, by milit&y force. This
ﬁ) o . is what exactly happened when Mul:namad ¢All at last made his formal

J t
declaration of independence from the Sultan on May 25, 1838.]:6 ’

2. Dangete at Home

w;m@?;”?ﬁv%%‘—h S TR a e T e i S

This declaration was fraught with dangers to the five European powers

who would forfeit areas of Asia and Africa in Muhammad *Al1's possession. By

oy

3 - suffering his succession to the Turkish Empire their in:er%’sta were in

3 jeopardy. Any area escap’ing his domination ﬂcould give rise to war .for

: apportiouing it among the‘pwers. Hi*utonomy was also apt to be'fo*llorwed by -
: his interference in British spheres of interest in the Red Sea, the Persian

% Gulf, the Euphrates region and ﬁ;Joamibly the Mediterranean. He could also stop
¢ Russian descent to the south, endanger Frencﬁ influence in Barbary Africa

— and elsewhere. In short it could deprive them of most of tﬂurkish Empite
and occasion tl{e renaisaancle of the East. Consequently, the five powers found
i;n Mul‘mmmad ¢Ali a common enemy. They sank their mutual diffe;encea, hatreds
and personal p;efer'ence‘s“ to join hands i'n eliminating their Levéntine rival

from the world political scene.

France vas a little sympathetic to and favoured a limited recqbgnition

of his autonony. Britain and Austria stood firm against his independence.
Rusésia and Prussia were looking for cheir own best interents and opportunities.
g may be in order to atate here that the Europelﬁ merchantzs in tho garea were

ond {n- prnin for Muhamad ‘Al'i's puceful and just administration. ’rhaw "o

- ;wanted to see: him independant, mintnining all his pouau:tons and pourbly




\_/ ) ~ % {
b, 82 7
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( the merchants, and had to crush any possible upsurge of the East. Consequently.
: their stimulations and provocations led to the Nazib battle of June 24, I839

which, despite the Powers ' general aid couéled with Prussian .military
personnel 1n. the Turkish arr;:y, culminated in the smaﬁing of the ‘i‘urkiah‘
attack and =I,rahfm s capture of all Turkish armaments and provisions.7 -

/ ' This was immediately followed hy Sultan Mshmud's death on July I, 1839.

and the succession of his ]':6 };ear old son. ¢Abd al-Majid. Also, the Turlﬁish' =
3} y .

fleet deserted the Empire and sailed to Alexandria due to the comander's
apprehensions of treachery by il}e Grand Vazir. uuhamad ¢Ali's suspension
of march.and t:hé anxiet:y of the belligerenta for rapprochement btought about

a compromige, but this was, against: the Powers' interests and designs.

united Bur pean fleet arrived at Constantinople while the Austrian ambassador

manoeuvred / a joint note obl:!.'ging the Porte to stop any action with'ou,;:‘ the

DA A

. - allies' confurrence. Muhannad ‘Al was also warned of naval, coercive meagures.  °

&

d ¢AlT, now 70, under tremendous mental strain, had already

nf ’*\\ . .
/ reached the climax of his expansion. He had turned down every argument of /

his able son, 'Ibrih.Im"a M the lion of the brave whose counsel hath"always’”*“ — -
proved fo tunate " regarding an early declaration of hia independence and
a march on Iastanbul to force recognition or a later honourable treaty. The
J B British ministry at London and its officers in the Eas: had become totally
hostile even to a friendiy move of the Pasha. Palmerston'ss " nervous-

; : “)
P / irritability " and " highly virulent Russiophobia" were'adding to the already .

, gllias

'z

4

E co;ubunl:i e situation. Enghnd manoeuvred the exeluaion of France fram the
E reaty of July, IBIC) under which Muhamnd ‘Ali had 't:o accepc, wi:hin
{

10 &aya; his heredn:ary ..Paahalic :Ln Egypt and a life tenure for Syru, to
forfeit he lat:ter if accepted in ,s:he ‘next tan days whila ‘on hi.a rejection

l‘
t:a be bl ckadtd by r;he joint comnd. Much befara that th@ English pressura

_ e

“
o
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for Egyptian withdrawal from the Yaman and eastern Arabia had been

- redoubled. The Pasha was still holding his head high, was calm and in good
o spirits but the time for the " great f to swallow the small " had arrived.

] -
.Another British manceuvre, Gampbell's transfer in December- 1839,

further annayed and intimidated the Pasha. Campbell, a realistic, intelli-

gent, and well-mannered Bonsul ~wag a close watcher -of the Pasha sihce I833,
and was the only British officer who had a cautious admiration for the Pasha.
He would criticise the Pagha with due severity, but his petsuasive speech,

his commanding presange, conciliating manners and his sound and just judge-

L] -

‘ment bad made him & personal friend of Mubammad ‘Ali. The British now wanted

another type of man " to show 'a stiff uppér lip to the Pasha ". So, Campbell

was replaced by Ho&ges, a hot tempered, blustéring and quarrelsome Conanl%8

The trouble with whiéh we are most ponééfned culminated in February .

$ 9

1840 when Hodges, in the Pasha’ s court, utgnd the Turkish naval officers,

who had deserted to Egypt with Turkish fleet, to rally round their Sultan.
&

This annoyed the Pasha who vowed to _shoot cha firsc desertes. Hodges

1mmed1ate1y warned him not to carxry his orders 1nto effect. Thia proved the

last blow on the Paaha's festraint and pa:ience. Hodges'! challenge was real

< S

, because on.Lis posting in October 1839 Palmerston had briefed Hodges to

report the numbar and efficiency of Egypttan troops and the strength of the

British naval force essential to capturn Ale:mndriaIg

K

Mnhahm&d~‘Adi-could aot run the risk of endangefing Egypt. for the sake

of otha: areas. ,80, he utderad, on,ﬁbbruaxy 17, 1840, the immediate racai}

Yo

of che bulk of his Yamun army and che ra;sing of‘naw forcea. Sbon a camp of

P

36,060 d%gﬁ;plinad‘lnd ordgrly mqn wya fa:m@d at eentrally locatud Damunhur, o
8&0 th&

7=

T

Paaha £aund it f

;
"
St
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| (; , Wise and judicious also gé recall the bulk of his disciplined and trusted

army and ab1¢ Generals including Khurshid from central and eastern Arabia

- - / T .
in order to marshall his energies and resources in Egypt for any eventuality.
- ~ N ¢ “ - -

‘The/ recall order was a great shock for Khurshid at a time when he was set

for a march on ‘Iraq. Unaware of the situation at home, he urged Muhamiad
N . J ¢

1

A1l once more to review his orders and to accord him °pe;m;.ssi9§_f0t y

o ' 1

further donqueat.zo At last he'left hie camp at Shananah on Sept:'embcrﬂ 30,

S ) 1840, on his way to Egypt. .
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CHAPTER V

SURMARY AND CONCLUSION

x B

] - s !
‘ .

H

-

1

During the early years of the ninetgenth centyry the Su‘udi expansion

in Arabis had reached its climax. The Su‘udis captured Makkah and Madinah,
the holiest places in Islam, in I803-4 and stopped Ottoman, Persian and most '
other non=Wahhabi Muslims from performing annual pilgrimage: t;hérm They were

plundering and threatening Turkish pouessiona”of ‘1r§q and Syria and had

' ! !
eliminated the recital of the Turkish Sultan's name in Friday sermons through-
. 1

)

ot . out their expanding realm, thus challeaging and striking at the root of the

e DT e LA R S RS T T S LR 3y e 5o 0y O
-

% .
Z ek
v

N . , Ottoman authority. F&iling in his efforts to punish and stop the Su‘udis.
§ ' through his Pashas of ‘Iraq and Syria, ‘Sultan Mahmid II ordered Muhammad A1l

Pasha of Egypt in 1809 to grive away the Wahhabis from the Holy Cities, to

' recover the Hijaz from them and to restore Ottoman prestige.

3

and ™ 1813 restored the pilgrimage and the recital of t:he Sultlu s name
there. Navert:helesa, the continued Su‘udl resistance in the reglon
neacessitated Muhamad ‘AlI'a own arrival {n t:he H:LJE:. During 1813-15,

Muhn\nn\ ‘ALl reduced the areas of Su‘udi inﬁ}.ucnca south oﬂ Makhh to
b submisaion while Tusun marched to the no:th and ia the Quim. A shortlived

truc.a was concludad aboit June 1815 at at~Raaa be:wqoa I'uaun and the Su‘ udl
RS Sy

ruler, ‘Ahd~’Alluh b Su‘ud, under whi.uh ‘Ahd Auah concad,cd e niju and ﬁ B
his ann@m" :q tht ‘Sult&ﬁ md Tuann ndmi.ttad ‘Ahd Alhh's rntd ovar thn . ( i .

.
A n‘& + .
- ,l‘\"& ;r i\’"*
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/
areas still under him. Muhammad ‘Ali and Tusun returned to Cairo by the end

of June I8I5, soon after which fresh disturbances in the north and south - .

of Hijaz obliged the Sultan to imstruct Muhammad ¢Ali to smash completely

W

>

the Su‘ydi power.

This part of the expedition was entrusted to Ibrahim, another son

'

of Muhammad ‘A1i, whose steady march during 1816-I8 from Madinah to Dir‘Iysh

" won him the submission of Su¢udi opponents and supporters one by one. The

siege of Dir¢ Iyah, ‘the Su‘udl capital, was strongly contested for six months,
during which Ibrahinm eaut:“lisheci 1iaison with ‘Iraq and eastern Arabia and
reduced the adjoining Su*udl area;. The overwhe'lmingl ﬁgyptian power,

continued rai;forcements from Egypt gnd “Irioq and the intensity oi' the

attacks on the Beaieged disheu:,tened t:i;e tribes and chiefs auppdrting the
failing Su‘udi cahse. By the t:ime of *Abd Allah's aurrendcr in September

1818, most of these chiefs and Su udI princes had joined Ibrahim while the .
rest had madé good their escapes in ‘diffnrant directions. Bani Khalid, the -
pre-Su‘udi rulers of eastern Ar;bia, had nho joined Ibrahim in the siege

to avenge the Su‘udis and restore their rule in al—uau and Qat.If‘ The

Egyptian influence on the " 'L‘rucial ‘ﬂnﬁn " was also 1introduced with the

rutoration of Sultan b. Saqar at Shariqah and Linjah in I8I4 with the

connborat:f.pn of Mi:iumd ‘Al and the ruler of 'Muqit. Kmy;t a}:tod as a

conduit. for supplies from ¢Iraq- to.Dir*Iyah but Bahrayn escaped Ibrahin's

°at:t:cntion. Au Suudl fort::tﬁcnt:ionl in ccntul Arabi.a including Dir¢Iyah

. —wcté dﬁl!:royed to obviata my pouibil:lty"' of Su‘udi tuurgcnce;. Aft:ar

nubu-hing his aupxmcy in Nujd and uttu:n Arabia, Ibuhiin appo:l.nted
xmmm ofﬂcers m Najd‘ and uqf khnud cli:hﬁa m al.-nuu and Qadf.
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—————the Banl Khalid-rulers succumbed to the Su‘adi resurgence under Turki by

Khnlid, J.al:e in 1836, to act as new Egypt:inn ruler after Fuyul's rout and

~and princes among Khalid and Payul facilitated Fayul'c atudy wit:hdranl . y

" without confrontation before the admg_tng Bgyptian army from Quim to al=
< 1ndec:l|:kvc hostilities that ensued obligod Muhamad ‘Aﬂ to und fresh

. . Paysal by apportioning northern and southern Najd to Khalid und)hyg;l

'payment and’ t:hc uac.ucion of the truty wote delayed for about a. yut due to ~ \\ 1

‘ ¢u1m1uesd iu the Esyptian conquast: o£ the whnh of Nnjd and daporta:ion of

i e . - J R i
AR - - - ,

This attempt of indirect rule.over eastern Arabia proved futile as
‘ :
1830. Moreover, during the fourth decade of the nineteenth century, Muhanoiad
‘Ali's expansionist designs had taken new meanings. He cast away the Ottmnl
vassalage, conquered Syria, marched into Asia Minor and sent his armies to
the Yaman. Eastern Arabia and ‘Ir;q” were his next targets to compléte

a mutation of the Turkigh Empgfa into & new and strong Egyptian Empire

the failure of measures to bring Faysal b. Turki, che then ruler of Najd an

ea-tern Arabia, under Egyptian control, Mubammad ‘A1l p:lcked Fayul'a ¢ousin

to accompany his army under the command of Isma‘¢il Bey . O

'rhe dread of the Egyptian army and the division of Su‘ udi mpporters

Hau and Khnlid's occupation of- Riyl,d by May I837. An Egyptian repul.“ in

Hawtah-!hriq, however, encnuragnd hyul to march buck ot R:lyad. The

reinforcements under Khurahid. Arriving in Najd, Rhurshid soon pacified
. . 1 ¢ I

!

respectively. Khurshid then sent, his @ssistant, Muhammad Rif*at Effendl, to |
Balp:&yn to secure its subaission. Though' the Bpt.lrnynb Fuler readily 'conaengiii . ‘
to pay to Khilid the tribute previously agreed with I'ayui, yet tho'ict:ual

the resumption of fighting . bthna Khurnhid and Fuyul in June 1838 which
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‘ During this period the British influence in the Persian Gulf regiom

I was 1ncreasing. ¢Iraq and eaﬂe{n Arabia Iay on theiz dinct: route to India .
and carried paramount: importance fot fren flgn of trldq and cmi\atim.
| However, their involvemedt in :hc Far Bnt:, Imdia and olulharc did-mot , . .
pexmit them to send reinforcmqea to .bolster Lhc spirits of thc chi.ofn of -
Trucial ¢ Uman and Bahxayn or to stop the Egyptian advance. mough Mnyn
backed out of its esrlier urdertaking to pay l:r:lbnts and submit to the. N
ngypt:im for sme cine, yet on the failuke of (the British mthoritia to -
pladge British mpport in- t:he omt: of an xgypcm attack on Blhrayn and the ,, ’
Trucial cmt, their chiefl had no alurutiva but to auccmb t:o the lmtun .
preuurn. After a futile attempt to resist in Jmnry 91839 lhhnyn finnuy
yie ded and mcutcd & treaty of puce('ith Khalid in early &y 1839, ; -
. ihvit:ing Brit:lnh protests. Khurqhid also un: Sad b. lﬁltl«, & former d i

-
,Sn‘ndi governor m ‘Unsn, with ISO troops u his governor for T:uciuly‘m

. and Buraymf. With his arrival in !hrch-wril 1839, the éouul chlufl )

acknowledged !metqn mpr-ncy, oud«mring c: the u- ti.u tn phcat- .
the Brf‘hah to nvo:ld Brituk m;h and cemtcuovu. Kmnyt n:tondgd cvcry 7

help and coopcratiog to the: xgypcuu during the m up.ditim. its rulcr

showed & marked diacourtesy and sstrangement tmrd[: the Bruiah c,i.aury e

->

' who vuitod Kuwayt . in 1839 to lound out the ruhr minn: the" ci.m.f .

ron The local’ m:lttlh prouuu on thc Bsypeuu: nnd the loayehiofs

ftilod to arrest the Emcuu influence th-rc. N-vert:hclqn, thn ihtcnu P
nmm prmﬁumd unmmu and combined xutopun act::lonn asninnt. x;ypc »
:l.tulf ubugcd Mnhnuud ‘Aﬂ. to ozdct xhurlhidJ !:o atopl 'Y f;%rth«r mi‘ch oh
1839, and t:ao wi:wm wtth ehq bum oﬁ she m fgm ll&jd tnd

‘J!.r

‘tm, hﬂn

v v
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Khalid, who was left behind with 800 Egyptian troops, could not
maintain his position for long. He was visiting al-l_lasi in Oc;tober 1841,
when he learnt of the march of his cousin, ‘Abd Allah b. Thumayyan, on giyag".
He hastened to its defence,— was e:;pelled from there and returned to Hufﬁf;
where he met a cold reception. He then arrived at Qa_t::if, got rid -of his.
Egyptian troops and sc,et out for Damn:am‘lto enlist Bat_:rayn support. After
initial successes, his Bal}rgyn?. supporters were repulsed. Thus by the epd of
1841 the Egyptian rule over eastern Arabia finally came to an end; almost
coincidently with the active career of Mul.xanmad ¢Ali, though he ruled Egypt
for about another decade. Thus the Egyptian ekxpedition to Arabia is almost
co-extensive and concomitant with the rise and fall of Muk.xauinad ‘Al.f..{

'I:hough we have to some extent differed from‘Dodwell'er; emphagis on

Muhammad ‘Al.i's intrigues against.the British interests, Dodwell has rightly

and judiciously related the life and active career of Muhammad ‘Ali-, his
"‘ -

relations with the British and French governments, and the manoeuvres adopted

to bring his active life to a close., In our view, Dodwell will always be

reckoned an important authority on his active career, expeditions and wars

.

in general and the Anglo-Egyptian relations during the period in particular.

Since the east Arabian expedition is a small part of the whole work, the book
Ly

L]

does not provide us with many details. Dodwell admits that the British govern-

ment could not ad;quacely credit the Paaha's'services during his active career .

However, soon after his downfall their mutual relations notably improved and

o

in 1843 the gé(?é'i'gment resolved to send the Pasha a- steamboat as a token
of national gratitude. The East India Company presented him with a
gilver fountail?it The Queen sent him her portrait set with brilliants.
secsceserevss And what is his claim to our rememberance 7 On my title
page I have set a phrase of his own, compariag his work with that of

(“) . Rg Ty own countrymen fin India. : "
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Dodwell's work is unique in/depicting Muhammad ¢Ali's active career
N - * 4

. and relations with European Powers especially the British, similarly Batrik's
~

Ph. D. fhesis igs unique i; constructing the account of Mu?ammad ‘gli's
campaign to Arabia from éhe Poyal Eéyptian Archives. Though lgfer writers,
prominent among‘whom is Abu‘Hakima, have taken great pains i; sifting and
studying the Arcﬁives records for constitvting the histories of different
areas, yet “Batrik will perhaps always be recksned a fore-runner‘in that
endeavour. Also, Batrik's original research at the British Foreign Office
and India Office libraries is as great and complete. Since his thesis has
mainly been constituted from the intergovernmental letters, it confines itself
to the end results of the wars rather thgn going into m;fe deta;}s.

ﬂ In depicting and describing mihute and Eodplete details of the Su‘ udi-
Egyptian wars in Najd and eastérn Arabia and the Egyptian adminigtration we
must credit Ibn Bishr for providing us with the complete account. Being a
Wahhabi chroni'cler, we do not find him much conqerne& ~wit:h events in which
the‘Sp‘ﬁdis were not indolvéd. We algo find in him pro-Su‘udi sentiments

against the Egyptian administratior and personnel. To him any non-Arab tax

or officer is cruel, harsh and unjustified.

o 1

-3 W B

sy L

LRI

PRV

w“‘fm‘ RGN T S D i



14
L

e}

» ﬂ y
/ ] y
i
© ¢ @
. 91 %
v
":{l # y
G \ ‘ FOOTNOTES '
. ' o o
Chagter I .
) IArnold Wilson, The Persian Gulf,  ( London, I928),‘p. 1.
2 1

‘Ibid. pp. 2-3; Ju B, Kelly, Brifain and the Persian Gulf, 1795-1880,
) (Oxford 1968), PP. I1-188" s

4 W

Ibid., D. Hawley, The Trucial States, ( London, 1970), pp. 7, 17-23.

4Ibid.; R.B. Winder, Saudi Arabia in the Nineteenth Century,' ( New

York, 1965), pp. 29-3I; J. Philﬁ?,.Sa‘udi Arabia, ( Lopndon, 1955), pp. 25,83.

5Ibi.d. '

6

A. M. Abu Hakima, History of Eastern Arabia, (.Beirut, 1965), pp- 38-
"42; °U. Ibn Bishr, ‘Unwan al-Majd £i Ta'rikh Najd, ( Riyad, I388), V. I, p. 24;
% $. H. Longrigg, Four Centuries of Modern Iragq, ( Oxford, 1925), p. 25.

"Aby Hakima, op. cit., pp. 49-54, 57, 65;J. G. Lorimer, Gazetteer of
the Persian Gulf, ’Oman, and Central Arabia, ( Calcutta, 1915), Vel. I, p.
p. 100l; Bombay Selections - Selections from the Records of Bombay Government,
Vol. XXIV - New Series, ( Bombay, I856), p. 362.

8Abu ﬁakima, op. cit., pp. 54-57; 145-7; Lorimer, op. cit., pp. 1007,
1073. For a different version please see, R. Hewins, A Golden Dream, ( London,
1963) pp. I3-20, 74, 85, 91.

Jabu Hakima, op. cit., pp. 63-8; Bombay Selections, p. 362.

IoAbu Hakima, op. ciE., p. II5; Lorimer, op. cit., p. 634.

/

I sbu Bakims, op. cit., pp. T16-7; Relly, op. cite, pp. 26-7.

/ s IZWinder, . cit., p. 3I; Lorimer, op. cit., pp. 423, 790, 843,948;
T~ —Ibrahim Ibn ‘Isa, Ta'rikh Ba‘d al-Hawadith, ( Riyad, I386/1966), p- 134;
X Zamil al-Raahid " A Study of Su‘udi Relations with Eastern Arabia and ‘Uman

& ( 1800-1871)", Ph. D. thesia, McGill University, 1979, p. I01;
/ Bombay Selections, V.XXIV, pp. 434, 368.
13

Lorimer, op. cit., pp. 79I, 843, 948; al-Rashid, op. cit., p. I02.
- Muhammad al-Nabhani, Al-Tuhfah al-Nabhaniyah, . ( Cairo, I342), p. I36.
(;3 < 14Kelly, op. cit., p. 17; Béﬁbqy Selections, p. 300; Wilson, op.cit., i
pp. 199 et seq. ’ " \




.

”/oE.cit., pp. 160, 169;

92

- !

L

ISLorimer, op. cit., pp. 638-49; C. U. Aitchison, A Collection of

Treaties, Engagements and Sanads Relating to India and Neighbouring Countries,
Vol. XI iDelhi 1973), pp. 198, 239; Bombay Selections, pp. 462 3.

T6gelly, op.cit., p. 46; Philby, op.citi, p. 33; Abu Hakima, op.cit.,
pp. 127-8; Abu Hakima, (ed. ), Lam"al-sﬁfhéb, (Beirut, I967), pp. 7-33.
17 §

Winder, op.cit., pp. 8,9; Philip Hitti, History of the Arabs, (London, -

1943), pp. 399, 689; W.C. Smith Islam in Modern History, (New York, 1957),p.42.

18\bu Hakima, op. cit., p. I127; Lam' al-Shihab, pp. 60-66.

194bu Hakima, op.cit., pp. 133-6; Lam' al-Shihab, pp. I55-61; For more
details, please see, Husayn Ibn Ghannam, Rawdat al-Afkar wa al-Afham, Cairo,
1368), Vol. 2, pp. I58-9; Ibn® Bishr, op. cit:, pp. 83-5.

20Abu Hakima, op.cit., pp. 138-9; Ibn Ghannam, op.cit., pp. 188-90

Ibn Bishr, op.cit., pp. 88-100.

e A e i =

21 p- I65.
22Bombay Selections,.p. 429; 'Wilson, op.cit., p. I%7; Lorimer, op.cit.,
p. 197; Kelly, og.cit., pp. 99-I0I; Winder, op.cit., p. 6.
23
Ibid.

24Hewina, °E' cit., p. 97. .

25Grand Vazir to Muhammad ‘Ali, I2th Safar, 1224 A.H. (1809 A.D.), R.E.A.
doc. I3: quoted by A.H. Batrik " Turkish ind Egyptian Rule in Arabia ( 18I0 -
I841)", Ph. D. Thesis, London Univerqity, 1947, pp. 82, 88.

T 26Longrigg, op. cit., pp. 24, 25, 40; Batrik, op. cit., pp. I2-3.

Abu Hakima, op. cit., pp. I40-4I; Lam‘ al-Shihab,

; Lorimer, op. cit., pp- 947-8 635-6.

27Henny Dodwell, The Founder of Modern Egypt, (Cambridge, 1931), pp. 7-II.
281p1d., pp. 13-20. "

29Lorimer, op.cit., pp. I-39, 836; Abu Hakima, og.éit., pp. 27-9; Wilson,
Aitchison, op. cit., Vol. XIII, p. I.

Lorimer, op.cit,, pp. 40-I33; Wilson, op.cit., pp. 158-189.

2Wilson, op.cit., pp. 163, I78; Bombay Selections, pp. 248 et seq.;
Aitchison, op. cit., Vol XIII, pp. &, QI-ZE:E%T. XTI, pp. 287-8, 269, 198.
33Bombay Selectiona, pp.57; 58.
. 34Mal_'::alm quot:ea/b/y A. Faroughy, The Bahrein Islands, (New York, I95I),
p. 79. ’ .
!

Chapter II

Ipodwell, op. cif., p. 43; P. Holt, E

pt and the Fertile Crescent, I1519-
1922: A Political History, ( London, 1966), p. 179.
2

J. L, Burckhardt, Netes on the Bedouins and Wahabys, (London, I831)
Vol. II, pp. 207, 218.

3
- Ibid., pp. 327, 335; Lorimer, op.cit., pp. 190, 1068; Ibn Bishr op.cit.
PP. 7, 34-3: Jean Raymond, 170 i 3

Mémoire Sux 1 Origine des Wahab 8, ( Le Caire, 1925)
p. I5; M. al-Dimashqi, Ta' rIkh HawEhiE% al-Sham wa Libnaa, p. I7-

31pia.

-

B T T T A LI C RN » -~ 2 waeam el

ﬂ .



93

TN T WY R

4Dimasth op.cit., p; 46; Lammens, La_Syrie, (Beyrouth, . I92¥), V. 2, p.136.
5Al Rashid op.cit., pp. 75, 105; Longrigg, og.cic.k p. 213; Lorimer,
eltey D 1057, H.J. Brydges, An Account o5f His Majesty's Mission to the
Court of Persia, 1807-I8II,#0 which is appended a brief History of the Wahauby,
( London, 1834), Vol. II, p. I7, 12.

6Abu Hakima, " An Ottoman Expedition to Eastern Arabia in I798" A paper
pregsented at the I85th meeting of the American Oriental Society on April 24,
1975; p- 3; Ibn_Bishr, op.cit., p. I32; Rasul Kirkukli, Dawhat al-Wuzara', Ir.
by Muss Kazim Nur, (Beirut, 1963), p. 204. ’ .

i

7Longrigg, op. cit., p. 2I4.

. 8Brydges, op.cit., pp. 3, 23-7; Kirkuk1i, op.cit., p.205; Holt, op.cit.,
p- 173; Lorimer, op.cit,, p. 1059; Burckhardt, op.cit., p. I84.
J

9For more details please see: Burckhardt, op.cit., pp. 337 gk _seq.; Batrik,
op.cit., p. 78; Playfair, Arabia, p. 128; Harris, Journey, p. 63.

IoDimasth, op.cit., p. 45; Lammens, op.cit., p. 136; Hewins, op.cit.,p.98.

IIS. Gﬂorbal, The Beg,nning of the Egyptian Queatioh and the Rise of -
Muhammad ‘Ali, (Londom, 1928), p. 227. J

zPlease see page 25 - below. . ;bage 200 above.

14

Grand Vazlr to Muhammad All, I2 Safar 1224 (18 4.D.)R.E.A., doc. I3.

Dodwell, op.cit., p. 39. /

5Muhammad ¢Ali to Grand Vazir, 3 Rajab 1225 A.H.(Aug. 4, I8I0) & 20 Rabi?&
1226 A, H.(Apr. 4, 1811), R.E.A. A. doc. I8 & 4I, reg. I: quoted by Batrik,op.cit.,
ppo 87"8- ¥

© I7Ghorbal op.cit., p. 279. 18Dodwell, op.cit., pp. 4I, 63. i

I35

Déhorbal, op.cit., p. 280.
2oMuhammad ‘Ali to Grand thir, Ist Muharram 1223 A.H.(Feb. 28, 1808)R E. A&. f
doc. 2, reg. I: quoted by Batrik, op.cit., p. 89. :

IDodwell op.cit., p. 83.

ZMuhammad ‘Al1i to Najlb Efendi, 27 Shawwal 1225 (Nov. 25, I8IO)R.E. R.E.A.,
doc. 54, tfeg. I, quoted by Batrik, .cit., p.90; Dodwell, op.cit., p. . 39.

%,
i
23 |
Dodwell, gp.cit,, p- 39. ) §
AMu ammad ‘A1I to Grand VQsir, 5 Shawwal I225(Nov. 3,I8I0) R.E.A. E.A. doc. )
48 reg. I, Also the letter at Note 22 above.
i
|

2SGrand Vazir to Muhammad'*All, 3 Muharram 1226 (Jan, 29 I8I1) R.E.A.,
doc. 3, reg. 2, quoted by Batrik, "op.cit.; p. 93; Dimashqi, E.cit., p. 45.

2 Muhammad ¢A11 to Grand Vazir, I3 & 26 Rabi¢ I, 1227(March 27 & Apr. I9,
1812) R.E.A. doc. 7, reg. 2 & doc. 63, reg. I, quoted by Batrik, op.cit.,p. 94

27 hammad <A1 to Grand Vazir, 21 Sha‘ban & 5 Shawwal I228( Aug. I9 &
Oct. I, I8I3)R.E.A. doc. 118, 122, reg. I, quoted by Batrik, op.cit., p. 95.

b
¢
i
28Grand Vazlr to Mubammad ¢All, 4 Dhul Qi‘dah 1228(0ct. 29, I813) R.E.A. ;

doc, II reg. 16, quoted by Batrik, R.Cit., p. 96.

-+ S ‘




EANCIT R v
'
1

JR——

SRR I s

R IR R T g A ey Jent

.29,

doc.

doc.

8,r.
30

Dodwell, op.cit., p. 62.

32,
33

3.
39

Ibid‘, p. 72-

Dodwell, op.cit., p. 67.
37

94

\

34

Ibid., p- 46.
Ibid., po. 39, 113, 128.

2
- d! -

Muhammad ¢Ali to Grand Vazir,-I5 sgfar 1231(Jan. 16; I8I6)R.E.A. Doc. 4,
reg.'3; Najib Efend] to Mohammad ¢All, I7 Rabi¢ I, I23I(Feb. I6, 18I6) R. R.E.A.

4, quoted by Battik, op. cit., ps 97.

L]

SIIbid., p. 66.

“Ibid., p. 67; Burckhardt, Nubia, p. XCIII & Notes, V. 2, p. 220.

—31p1d., p. 64.
38

Ibid., p. 55.

Ibid., p. 60; Sadleir, .Diary, (Bombay,1866), pp. 76, 45, 7I.

40Dodwell,

op.cit., p. 58.

/

43
1ibid., p. 61. .

“Zyuhammad A1l to Ahmad Yakan, 27 Shawwal.1238(July TI, 1823) R.E.A.

282,°'r. 7, quoted'by'Batrik -op.cit., p.193.

43

Burckhardt, Notes, p. 338.

45

Pleagse see pagé I9 above.-

7 Dodwell, op.cit., p. 108.

49

BaE/ik 0 .cit., pp. 197, 183.
31 Sadleir, Diary, pp. 63, 66, 85.

53

. aaAbu

46

*y
.

Hakima, op.cit."paper"” p. 6.

Batrik op.cit., pp. 137, I84.

48

Abu Hakima, Ta tikh, V.2, part I,p. 14{.

50
52

Abu Hakima, History, p. 40.
Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. 204.
Saldhana, Precis of Egyptian Conquest of Naid and RKatif and Hasa Coast

and their Intrigues in the Persian Qulf - The Britisﬁriolicy and Operations,

ISBE-IEﬁZ;'( Simla, 1904),

54Dodwell
56

op.cit., p. 138.
Khurshid to Muhammad ‘A1i, 9 Dhul Hijjah 1254(Feb. 23, 1839)R.E.A.,

Article 399, p. 223.

55

Batrik, op.cit., p. IL88.

doc. 137, r. 287; Alsg of April 4 1839 in Campbell's F.O. 78/374

57

Chapter III

- .

ILormer, Op.cit., p.7189.

3

5Burckhardt,

Burcknardtr, Notes, Vol. 2

s p. 220.

J

Batrik, op. cit., pp.284, 189.

2Batrik, op. cit., p. 85.

“1bid.;

Loriwer, op. cit., p. 1070.

cit., p. 222; Muhammad ¢A11 to Grand Vazir, Ist Ramdan

BEEA,

I1226(Sept. I9, I8II)R.E.A. doc. 72 r.'I, cited by Batrik, op.cit., p.I100:

6Mohammad <A1l to Grand Vazir, 9 Sha‘ban I226(Aug. .29, I8II)& Tusun to

Mqummaa ‘Eli, 15 Sha‘ban 1226 (Sept. &4, ISII) R.E.A. doc. 20 & 4, ©. I, cited

by ‘Batrik, op.cit., pp. 100 & 102; Iba Bishr, op. p. cit., p. 157; Burckhardt,
op.cit., p. 224.

7Burckhardc, op.cit., p. 225; Lorimer, op.cit., p. 1070.
8Burckhardt, op. cit., p. 226; Batrik, op. cit., p. I0I.

9Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. I57; Burckhardt, o

Burckhardt,

eit., p. 1071,

.cit., p. 237;
IIBurckhardt, op.cit., p. 240;

.cit., p. 230; Dodwell og.cit.,

Batrik, op. eit., p. 104
Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. IGO;ILorimer, op.

v

R R

S it B SRR N

SN RPN T




’ - © I A

O ' 12y orimer, op.cit., p. 1080; Burckhardt, op.cit., p.,244; Btyrfi, op.cit.;’

, p. 107, quoting Mustafa Bey to Muhammad ‘All, IS Muharram 1228.

3Ibn Bishr, og.cit s PP 161-4 Burckhardt, op.cit., p 2485 Batrik,
‘AlI

op. cit., p. 108, quoting Najib Efendl to Muhamma 20 Jamada I, 1228 [
(May 21,1813) R. E R.E.A. doc. I30, r. 3; Lorimer; op. cit., p- 1083?8

I4Lorimer, op.cit., p. I90; Dodwell, op.cit., . 4, ,’ %
5Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. I65; Burckhardt, g.ci;ﬁ,fp. 251, Batrik, p. 109

IGBatrik, op.cit., pp. II0-8; Ibn Bishr,/ op.cit., p. 165; Dodwell, _2_ .
eit., p. 44; Burckhardt, opleit., pp. 255-267.

uhanmad <A1l to Bab{b Efendi, 2 Safar 1229 24, 1814) R.E.A. doc.y*-
II3, r. 6, .cited by Batrik op,cit., p. 1I7.

ISDodwell, op.cit., p.AS; Batrik, op.cit., -pp. I19-25..

2v
Burcknardt, op.cit., pp. 336, 348; Batrik, op.cit.s p. I29 Abu Hakima,
ga rikh al-Kuwayt, Vol. 2, part, I, (Kuwayt, 1393/19735, p- 37.

Tgatrik, op.cit.; pp. 134-7; Burckhardt, op. cit., pp. 300, 338-352;
Lorimer, op.cit., p. 1085;.Ibn Bish®, op.cit., p. I186.
2ZBurckhardt:, op.cit., p. 356; Abu Hakima, op.cit., pp. 36-8; Batrik,
. op. ¢it., p. I39; Lorimer, op. cit., p._ I085. ’
3Ibn Bishr, op.cit.. p. 188; Lorimer,vog. -cit., pp. I9I 1086;
Lam* al-Shihab, pp. 120-122; Abu Hakima, op. cit., p. 38.
Batrik op.cit., p. 140 Philby, op.cit., p. I33; Sadleir, 1arz,p -118~

25Ibn Bishr, op.cit., pp. 190-2; Philby, op.-cit., pp. 134-6; Lorimer,
op. cit., pp. I91, I086. . ) U

26Ibn Bishr, op.cit., pp. I193-6; Philby, op. cit., p/ 136.

Ibid.

27Ibn Bishr, op. e¢it., pp. I96-2II; Philby, s, Pp. 138-145
Lorimer, op.¢it., pp. 1087-9; Hewins, 08-9. .
; B
28Ibid.; Batrik, op.cit., p. 143; Winder, op. cit., pp. 7, I6. ”
29Batrik, op. cit., p. I45. B , .

30Lorimer, op. cit., p. 1087; Ibn Bishr, op. cit., p. 204.
3 Abu Hakima, " Ottoman Expedition'- Paper of April 24, 1975, p. 6.°
3zIbn Bighr, op. cit., pp. 21I, 2I4,

Bpnilby, op. cit., p. 148; Winder, op.cit., pp. 29, 5I; Lorimer, op-cit.,
p. 949; Kelly, o op.cit., p. I40; Sadleir, Diary, pp. 26, 28.

3a8ad1eir, Diary, pp. 22, 33, 37, 4I; Ibn Bishr, op. cit., p. 215.

33 Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. 2I9; Sadleir, iarz, pp. 28, 44; Lorlmer, op-.
cit., p. 949; Palgrave, Narrative, Vol. 2, p. I&47.

/
385ad1eir, op. cit., pp. 72, 29, 45; Philby, op. cit., p. 149.

T e et Sk Sk R B Aevonrg St ot o . e

J 37Batrig, .cit., p- 150, quoting Muhammad: ‘A1l to Ahmad Pasha. ]
( ) 3:;bn Bishr, op. cit., pp. 219-2I. 3gsadleir, Diar s P22,
' Ibid., pp. 64~5. o ,




96

. 5 . ‘
42éadleir, Diarz; PP 54-&9; Lorimer, op.cit., -pp. 207, 953,
43Ibn Bighr, op.cit. , Vol. 2, pp. 35-7; Philby, op.cit., pp. 162-3

44Ibn Bishr) ap.cit. ; pp- 48-5I; Philby, op.cit., p. 167; Lorimer,

X op.cit., p. 955.
sBatg;k,\og.cit., p- I93. - i
46Lorimer, op.cit., pp. 846-8; Bombay Selectioms pp. 79, 84.
a7Ke11y, Britain, p. 26; Lorimer, op.cit., pp. 789-92, 85I, Y51; Bombay

' Selections, p. 142; Abu:.Hakima, Ta rikh, Vol. 2, part I, p. 50.
AL A L " | y

4 Sadleir, Diary, p. 25. 2 ,
. S8y . ;
b .
25

bu Hakima, op.cit., pp. 60-66; Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. 27; Phil
p+ I60L; Lorimer, oE.Zit. 952; Bombay Selections pp. 85, 376,
SIIbn Bishr, op. cit., PP 48-51, 69 Philby, op.cit., pp, 166-8; Lorimer,

op. cits, pp. 207, 856- - "y
2Bombay Selections, p. 384.
53Ibn Biahr, o .cit., Vol. I, p. 205; Al—Raahid, op.cit., p. 2I2.

5‘*]an Bishr, ‘than, Vol. 2, p. 38; Lorimer, oE.cit ,» p. I008; Abu Hakima,
Ta'rikh, Vol.2, part I, pp. 94-107; Philby, op.cit., p. 1633 Hewins, pp.I16,86.

55Lorimer, op.cit., pp. 445, 65I; Miles, Countries, p. 3I4; Hawley,

op.cit:, p. 165, Bombay Sqgections, p. 435, -
56Al Rashid,, op.cit., p. I143; 136; Lorimer, op.cit., pp. 658, 670, 949.
et .

57A1-Rashi}r op.cit., p. I44; Memorial, Vol. I, p. I43.
SBLorimer, op.cit., pp. 207, 687, I096. 5933_1_4_._
60Keily, oE:cit., p- 163; Bombay Selections, pp. 57, 30I, 362.
6IPalgrave, op.cit., p. 62; Batrik, op.cit., p.I76; Philby, op.cit., p.I50.
Philbx;\og.cit s p. 138; Batrik, op.cit., p: I79.

63Lorimer, op.cit., p.956; Ibm Bishr, op.cit., p.68; Hewins, op. cit , II3.
) 64Batrik, op.cit., p.180; Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. 69; Philby, op.cit., I75.
T 6SIbncBighr, op.cit., pgi_Zfo; Philby, bg.cit., pp. 175 f£f.

®%1bn Bishr, op.cit.,/p. 77; Winder, op.cit., pp. III-IIS. ‘ i‘f

}

cit.,

B - U

-

§
i
%
g
x
A\
¥

7Lorimer, op.cit., H. I097; Ibn Bishr, op.cit., pp. 80-84; Batrik, op.

cit., p. 18I; Winder, op.cit., pp. II7-I120; Kelly, oE.cit , p- 290.
68

Batrik, oa.cit pe. I81, I87. {
69Abu Hakima} op.cit.f p. 125. :
70Abu Hakima, op.cit., E 258; Batrik, op.cit., p. 273 (Items I1-2) .

T Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. hﬁ :
// 72Ibn Bishr, op.cit., pp-. éé 7; Lorimer, op.cit., pm957. 73Ibid.

i Loy o 5

7410 Bishr, op gt ; p=-86.
Z31p14., p. 86. o Tb5p4. .




TP

».

97

§
& 77 griger, op.cit., pp. 210, 857-6I, 956; Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. 69.
78 ’ c

Dodwell, op.cot., p. 83. - ) )

79Kelly, op.cit., p. 276. . ’
. 80pi4., p. 292; Dodwell, op.cit., p. I71. . ;
« 8Tpbu Hakima, op.cit., p, 136

82Bombay gelections, p. 387. °
' “saBatrik op.cit., p. 279.
84];.orzlmer, \E.cit., p. . 862.

SSBatrik, op.cit., pp. 284, I9I.

8bu Hakima, op.cit., pp. I3I, 258; Trams. by: Bdtrik, op. cit., p. 273.

' 8:’I(ell.y, op.cit., p. 303. |
88Abu Hakima, op.cit., p. 136. .
, 89Salclham;, Precis of Egyptian Conquest,ﬁArt .369, p. 20%; Kelly, op.cit.,
) p- 302; Abu 'Hakima, op.cit., p. 137. . i .

9C)Sa\ldhama g.cit., Art. 370-375, p. 202.
elly, op.cit., p. 304, o

T 925 41dhana, o op.cit., Art. 388, p. 206. .
"¥elly, op.cit., pp. 29I, 305, 3I3. - )
9433!::‘11: op.cit., p. I97(quoted here); Abu Hakima, op.cit., p. I38. - .

b{i Allah to Khurshid, 23 Safar, WS quoted by Batrik, op.cit., p.278.

Saldhana, op.cit., Art 389, p. 207. »

97Lor1mef, op.cit., pp. 866-8; Saldhana, op.cit: . 39, p. 22I.
Saldhana, op.ocit., # 398; Llorimer, op.cit., pps 795, 958; Kelly, Britain, 328

99Abu Hakima, op.cit., p. I55. " -

IooSa].cll'mna, E.C!:t. # 390-91, p. 213; Lorimer, op.ci it., p. I0Q9.
Lorimer, og.cit:., pp..695, 70I. -

10 2Kelly, cit., p. 313; Bombay Selections, p. 335 Saldhana, op.cit., Art.
369-375, p‘E. 201-2; Lorimer, op.cit., p. 702.

Ibid.; Kelly, op.cit., p. 327.

Saldhana, op.cit., Art. 389, .p. 207. - ' i
Ibid.; Lorimer, op.cit., p. 703; Winder, op.cit., p. 129 Hawley,op.cit., 158 ?
IosLorimer, op.cit., p. 705; Kelly, op.cit., p. 327; Saldhana, op.cit., # 400 " J

96

.

¥

it S 7 et AN £+ N -

i - 103
P (T
165

107Ibn Bishr, ipg.cit., pp. 89-9I; Philby, op.cit., p. 183.
108 ' )
Ibid. ‘ i
(' , Izgsaldhbna, op.cit., Art. 402, 399, p. 223; Lorimer, oE.cit;., p. 958.
P

\/L‘ Ibn Bishr, op.cit., p. 96; Philby, op.cit., p. 1I89; Lorimer, op.cit., p.958 ‘
‘ 11 |

i

Saldhana, op,cit., Are. 401, p. 222;

]




o

.
~ [
( ‘

“

Chapter 1V — : .

Sadleir, Diary, p-. 44.
Lorimer, op.cit., p. 958
Abu Hakima, Ta'rikh, Vol. 2, part I, p. 138, clause 3.
See pages 44 ff. :

page 67 of the thesis(abové}

Saldhana, Precisg of Egyptian Conquest, Art. 392-3; Kelly, op.cit.,
pp- 3I4-318, 328. ) ‘

A U W

"1bid. : : ,

®podvell, pp.cit., pp. 88-93. ‘

%Ibid., pp. 102, III, II5-7. . /
Iu“" -

Ibid 'Ibid., pp. 134-8, I4I, 149-I5I; Batrik, op.cit., pp. 23I-4.
Ibid.

2Dodwell, op.cit., p. I43.
135212;’ pP. 93.

Ié;gig;, pp. 77, 138. . . S
IsBurckbafdt, Travels, .Vol. I, pp. I33, I44.

I18hodwell, op.cit., pp. 133, I7I-4. '

L

18

Ibid., pp. 46, 175-182; Batrik, op.cit., p. 2350

D odvell, op.cit., p. I85; Batrik, op.cit., p. 233 footnote.
20

Batrik, op.cit., pp._249-50.§ )

a

Chapter V

¢ -

IDodwell, og.cit.,‘pp; 260, 263.

3

R

S

pe

o Bermnss o v b

I7s




Bl

[

H

%KW.-.M% e
=

4.

* For very tomplete genealogies of the Su*

APPENDIX 1

/ : . - %
Abbreviated Genealogy of the House of Su‘und

'

{(Numbers and capitalisatfons/indicate the rulers)

"

i 7
. Su*ud
I. MUHAMMAD . Mushari Thugayyan
' 1725-1765 k ;
2. ‘ABD AL-‘AZIzZ Abd Al13h ¢Abd al-Ra?man Ibrahim
1765-1803
3. sy‘lp 6. TURKI 7. MUSHART, Thunayyan
{
1803-1814 1824-1834 1834
\, . ' ' . ‘ =
' " - ‘*] ) J
‘ABD ALLAH  5.MUSHART 9.KHALID '

B. FAYSAL

1814- W- 20 1837-1841  1834-1838

(Also, II. 1843-65)

'

L 3

ad femily'plque see

> /
Philby, Arabian Jubilee, pp. 250-265; and Winder, Saudi Arabia, p. 279.

10.¢ABD, ALLAH

184I-1843

/
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