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INTRODUCTION

rThe Saudi-Yemeni War of 1934 should not be viewed
as simply a diépute over some parts of Asir, specifi;ally
Najran and Tihama, but should be seen in the larger terms :
of a final feckoning between two independent Arab'monarchs,
Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya, and their reépeétive supporters,
the British and the Italians. _Thé Saud family had risen
from Nejd and within the first thirty years of the twenbieth
century gained control of most of the Arabian Peninsula., The
¥ Hamided-Din family, which had ruled historic Yemen1 for
'6ver one %housand-years, was challenged by Ibn Saud's power.
Ibn Saud had pushed his frontiers to their limits téwards
'Trans-Jordan, Iraq, Kuwait and the Sheikhdoms of the Persian
Gulf and was limited in southward expansion by the Rub Al_
¥ Khali., Aside from claims to the Buraimi Oasis which were
established in the nineteenth cenfury, the only area in
which he had yet to make a final delimitation of his in-

fluence and borders was in.South-West Arabia. Thus two

1For a discussion on "historic Yemen" see Carol
Oman, South Western 4rabian Frontiers, A Study on Anglo-
Yemeni Relations in the Twentieth Century, unpublished
Masters thesis, American University of Beirut, 1969,




powerful families-not necessarily enemies and later the
best of friends-were désfined to have a confrontation to
end the uncertainty of their relations. Both the British,
who had become political supporters of Ibn Saud inét;ad

of Sherif Husein, and the Itaiians, who had had official
relations with the Hamid -Ad-Din family since 1900,° had
strategic and commercial intérests in the Red Sea area

and were, therefore, automatically involved in any dispute
between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya. Although they did not
enter into the confliét, they did render moral and, in

the case 6f the Italians, material support. DBoth sides
used the weight of their international influence to grant
legal opinions on the status of recognition and the
'legality of previous treaties and documents. However,
both sides, knowing & confrontation between themselves was
unthinkable and unwarranted, counselled peace to their
proteges and left them to settle their differences as they |

could.

In this thesis I will describe briefly in the

first chapter the rise of Ibn Saud, the :making of the Saudi

°Thomas I. Green, Italian Reiations With Yemen
1904-1912, unpublished Masters thesis, American University
of Beirut, 1967. See this thesis for an historic account
of Italian associations with South-West Arabia.




state and the British associatiop with Saudi Arabia; sec-
ondly, I will Briefly describe Imam Mohammed Yahya, the
-modern history of Yemen and Asir and the Italian connec-—
tion with tﬁese two.territéries, In the éecond chapter )
I will describe the origins of the 1934 conflict and the
British and Italian positions in the dispute. The third

chapter will tell of the resolution of the 1934 war.

The main source for this thesis has been Public

Record Office Documents: The Times and the Kitab Al Akhdar

have also been.basic sourées.v The wealth of detail and
analysis @nd the statement of the Italian position in the
British papers, however, made fhem-especially valuable with
which to work., Secondary sources have been used, basically,
only to build the historical framework on which I could

position my research on the Saudi-Yemeni confliqf itself.

I would like to thank Wadad Bachour for her help
in transiation and Cliff Wunderlich for his assistance in

proofreading.,




CHAPIER 1
THE RISE OF IBN SAUD AND IMAM YAHYA

IN THE ARABIAN PENINSULA

Ibn Saud

'Abdul-'Aziz ibn 'Abduf-Rahman al-Feisal al Sa'ud
was probébly born on December 2, 1880.3 He was an un-
usually active and exéeptional person eveﬁ in.childhood.4
He was not of an intellectual turn of mind but he was
Shrewd, possessed of a sense of humor, quick—witted and
a natural leader. His commanding physical presence — he
‘was é feet 3 inches tall - and his love of sports made him
popular. Hafez Wahba noted that he "combined extreme lack

of ostentation with magnetic charm aﬁd endearing person-

ality.5 As a military leader he was an expert equestrian,

3Sources conflict on the exact date of his birth.

.4These descriptions of Ibn Saud, as he will be

called from here on, and the following history are a syno-
psis from the following books: Ameen Rihani, Ibn Sa'oud of
Arabia, His People And His Land {(London: Constable &.Co. '
19287, pp.50-222; Sir Gilbert Falkingham Clayton, An Arabian
Diary, introduced and edited by Robert O. Collins (Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1969), pp 4-45; H..St. John
Philby, Sa'udi Arabia (London: Ernest Benn, 1955), pp 237-

325; Sheikh Hafiz Wahba, Arabian Days (London: Arthur Barker,
1964), pp.l01-176. - . _

PSheikh Hafiz Wahba, Arabian Days, p. 166.
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marksman and swordsman. However, he was not vain about
his accomplishments, norx vas he mean. "In war, of course,
he knew no halfway course, but in peaceiime he was un-
assuming, of mild disposition and kindly address,“with a
keen sense of humor and a great love of company."6 He
was abstemious and simple in his tastes. He would wake
early, read the Koran until the muezzin called the faithful
to morning pfayef, and then return home and read the Koran
some more. During the day he would hold council, and‘in the
evening he would go into the desert for dinner and recrea-
tion, He was generous to the point that he was unwise,
caring to conserve his resources only in the time of war.

« Perhaps it was his puritan. nature which made him so at-
tractive to the English who came in contact with him;
similarly, Ibn Saud was attracted to the English, especially

to Sir Perc& Cox and General Sir Gilbert Cla.yton.7

.In 1891 he fled with his father from Riyadh upon
its captﬁre by Mohammed Ibn Rashid, chief of the tribe
which was centered in,Hail, what is presently northern

rSaudiu Arabia. Young ibn Saud stayed a time in Bahrein,

then in Al Hasa, and efentually settled in Kuwait where
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«Sheikh Mubarak As_Sabah granted the Saud family asylum.
Here, Ibn Saud sat in the majlis of Sheikh Mubarak and
écquiréd a taste for politics, Mubarak was constantly
playing off the internatibnal fo#ers against each o£her,
and Ibn.Saud was later to become As deft in such maneuver;
if not as élever.8 Ibn Saud led his first attack at the
age of twenty on Riyédh and surrounded the citadel to which
the people had retreated. The Saudis had to withdraw, but
a second attempt on January-lﬁ, 1902, was successfulg From
this day on he built his kingdom - with Nejd as its base —
until he could push nﬁ further, until his was an indepen-
dent kingdom completely surrounded by British protected
countries and sheikhdoms except for his southwest border,

adjacent to the independent kingdom of Yemen.

The next six years saw frequent skirmishes with
the Shammar Rashidis, and in April 1906 'Abd al-'Aziz ibn
Rashid was killed and his army dispersed: At this time
Ibn Saud realized that he must consolidate his gains in

~ éastérn Arabia and that the lkhwan were the instrumentality

_ 8Sheikh Hafiz Wahba, The Island of the Arabs in
the Twentieth Century, as quoted by George Kheirallah,
Arabia Reborn (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1952), p. 75, states, "I personally feel that the silent
observant and respectful Abdul Aziz acquired more wisdom
and statecraft by attending his “father' Mubarak, than he
could have gained in any other school of diplomacy. But he
has never for a single moment lent himself to the tricky
ways of Mubarak, nor has he ever in his long career broken
faith with a single soul."




X for doing so. The Ikhwan, dr.Brethrep, were a revival of
Wahhabism and seemed to offer a central rallying force
to the Bedouins who, by nature, moved as individuals or
as tribes, By supporting the Ikhwan Ibn Saud was aSIe
to build a stable element in his kingdom,which increased
trade and commerce, filled the ranks of the army and curbed
Bedouin rivalries. Although Ibn Saud skillfully employed
the Ikhwan for his purposes, he eventually had to curtail
their strength because of their rebelliousness and un-
willingness to accept innovation. For the moment, however,
he had to balance the passions of an army that was composed
of traditional Bedouin, lkhwan soldiers marching under
their own flags, and citizen conscripts. Thg initial
Ikhwan settlement of Artawiya seeded many other similar
communities where the settled life of agriculture and
established homes replaced the life of the wandering tribe.
By the end of 1912, when the lIkhwan movement was firmly
éstablished, Ibn Saud was the‘sovereign of Najd from the
Wadi Dawasir province in thelsouth to the southern border
of Jabal Shammar in the north, and from the western fron-
tief of Al Hasa, under Turkish rule, to.theseastern frontier
of the Hejai, also under Turkish tutelage. He had no out-
let to the sea snd was rimmed by Turkish powér in Yemen,
Asir, Hejaz, and Syria and Iraq in the Jabal Shammar areas.

This Turkish encirclement would be exch@nged for an English




encirclement after World War I, but the Saudi kingdom -would
be more complete and the poteﬁtialiusurpers of Saudi power

from within would have been conquered.

Ibn Saud did not choose to eliminate his immediafq
enemy, the Rashid dynasty of Hail, Possibly he thought
his kingdom would suffer econbmically from the incorpora-
tion of Jabal Shammar at this time.9 In any case, in
February’l913, Ibn Saud left Riyadh and assembled his army
_ét the Al Khafs‘water—pools on the western edge of the
'Arma_platéau. To disguise his real plan, the attack of -
Al Hasa, he sent a raiding party to attack the Murra tribe,
The'evening of May 8, his troops surrounded the town of
ﬁufhuf, the capitai of Al Hasa, and scaled the walls. The
seﬁtfies,were,eliminatedﬁgﬁd_the,castle of Al Kut was
_ quixﬁly occupied. . The Turks locked themselves in the
Ibrahim Pasha mosqué but soon surrendered on promises -of
safe conduct to the coast. Ibn Saud quickly set up an ad-~
ministration for his new acqﬁisifion on the coast which
extended southward from Kuwait in the north to Qataer in
the south, and which made him an object.of British concera.

However, British concern was not so great that they would

H. St. John Philby, Sa'udi Arabia, p. 266.




overthrow their diplomatic commitments to Constantinople
in order to protect Ibn Saud from Turkish reprisals.

"Only a great war, not a desert Shéykh, could break the
iraditional and historical ties between London and éon-

stantinople."lo

The British had first initiated official relations
with the Saud tribe in 1865 when Colonel Lewis Pelly led
a mission_to.Riyadh to conclude a treaty which would
protect British subjects in Saudi territory and guarantee
peace to those tribes having treaty relations with the
British government. Between 1865 and 1911, the year in
which Captain,Shakespé&r had his first conversations with
Ibn Saud, the House of Saud was eclipsed by the Rashids
and weakened bf inter-family quarrelé. Before World War I
and after,Ibn Saud expanded his territories but was still
largely igﬁored by the British in favor of the Hashemites,
who appeafed as if they‘might unite all of Arabia under

their flag.

When Captain W.H.I. Shakespear of the Indian Civil
Service had met with Ibn Saud in 1911, he had not promised

Ibn Saud any help against the Turks. Similarly, when Captain

1oSir Gilbert Clayton, op. cit., p. 20.
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Shakespear came to Riyadh in 1913, he was not able to help
the King. Britain had alrgady begun her policy of dip-
lomatic manéuvering in the Arab world and enthusiastic
support of Sherif Husein. Britain and Turkey signed a
conventionHin July-1913 which determine& their respective:
spheres of influence along the Persian Gulf littoral., The
Persian Gulf Convention of 1913 was not ratified but was
the basis for the Anglo-Turkish Convention of 1914 which
was signed in March and ratified in June, This convention
demarcated the boundary between Aden and the Turkish pro-
vince of Yemen. The line continued to run "northeastward
across the Empty Quarter to the 20 degree nérth latitude
and proceed /ed/ along the parallel to its juncture with
the north south line of demarcation agreed upon in the un-
ratified Persian Gulf convention of 1913."11 The Turks,
via this Eonvention, signed away the wholé soufherﬁ and
southeastern expanse of the Arabian peninsula without being
in active control in these areas., Furthermore, the Turks
confirmed their sovereignty in Yemen; Asir and the Hejaza
Colonel W.G. Grey, Captain Shakespear's successor ih.Kuwait,
told Ibn Saud later in 1914 that the ﬁfitish Government

could not aid him in his fight agaihsf the Turks because
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they had already signed a treaty with the Turkish govern-

ment delimiting spheres of influence.

This was all to change so radically in a few
months, ﬁowever, for the Turkish government signed an
alliance with Germany making all the Turkish outposts in
Arabia a threat to the British positidnn Captain Shakes-
pear was again commissioned to meet with Ibn Saud, this
time in October 1914 at Khufaysah, the Wahhabi war camp,
He was successful in con%incing Ibn Saud not to follow
the Jibhad proclaimed by the Turkish government, mainly
because of Ibn Saud's dislike for Turkey's ally, Ibn Rashid.

4+ What was evén more im@ortant was tﬁat'Shérif Husein con-
sulted Ibn Saud about the Sublime Porte's declared jihad
and was convinced by Ibn Saud not to acéuiesce. Captain
Shakespear was unsuccéssfﬁl, however, in concluding a
treaty with Ibn Saud making him an ally. Strategically,

. the King's forces would have been able to attack Turkish

koutpbsts“in the Hejaz, Yemen and Asir to cut off e Turkish
advance down thréugh Syria towards Egypt br, to harass the
western flank of the British expeditionary force in Meso-
potamia. DBut, the advice of Captain Shakespear, Sir Percy
Cox - the Chief Political Officer to the Mesopotamian HKx-
peditionary Force - and H. St. John Philby, all representing

» the Persian Gulf or India Officé school, went unheeded in
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the stead of advice coming from Sir Gilbert Clayton, T.E.
Lawrence and their comrades who represented the Red Sea
or Arab Bureau of Cairo school. The professionals of
Cairo did not place much faith in the abilities or power
of Ibn Saud and picked Sherif Husein as their favorite in
the Arab Peninsula. Thus, while Husein and his forces,
under the guidance of T.E. Lawrenée, took an active part
in World Waf I, King Saud sat idle except for his one

. attack on the Rashids at Jirab which failed. In this
battle at Ji;ab, Captain ShakesPear lost his life, and the
Indian Office and Ibn Saud lost out to the Arab Bureau of

Cairo and Sherif Hﬁsein.

Sif Percy Cox had negotiated & ireaty of friend-
ship between Ibn Saud and the British at Darin near Al
Qétif in December 1915, but by‘the autumn of 1916 Ibn Saud
wﬁs greatiy disillusioned. Husein declared himself King
of the Arabs in October; he treated Ibn Saud as if he were
one of the fledgiing princes. Furthérmoré, Husein was re-
ceiving a much larger_stiyend.aﬁd.cqmmensurafe amounts of
attention from the British., This treatment.Ibn Saud thought
strange for a man who had beeh, until reecently, a Turkish
vassal; and a clash was inevitable between Ibn Saud and

Sherif Husein when Ibn Saud felt as he did..
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People think that we are receiving large sums of money
from the Inglaiz. But of a truth, they have only paid
small sums considering our services in their behal?.
What we have done for the Inglaiz during the war and
after no other Arab could do. And we will keep faith
with them, even through less and injury, so long as

they keep faith with us.... Be assured, ya Ustaz,

the Inglaiz are my debtors, But I make no claims. And
yet, sece what they have done to me - to Ibn Sa'oud

their friend and ally. They spin, and spin ~ spin nets
for me. They have surrounded me with enemies - set

up states which they are supporting against me. The
grey-haired one (King Husein) in Mecca, his son Abdullah
in Trans-Jordania, his other. son Faisal in Al Irag....
Ever since Faisal came to Al Iraq.the troubles. in
Shamiyah (where the Dhafir and some of the 'Amarat now
make their home) have not ceased.... And what is Ibn
Sa'oud the friend of the Inglaiz, in the eye of the
Sherif and his sons? He is a ruffian, an infidel, a
bandit, It is true, ya Ustaz, they have said all that -
they have. said more than that. Albeit, they 'ask me to
make war against the French in Syria. I will show you,12

The confrontation between Ibn Saud and Husein came

over the area of Turabah, about sé%entyafive miles to the
east of Al Ta'if, where the 'Utaybah tribe lived., During
World War I, Husein insisted that Ibn Saud give up all
dlaims‘on this territory, which, bj tha£ time, was under
Wahhabi influence due to the ﬁork of Nejdi missionaries.
Ibn Lu'ay, the emir of Al Dhurmah - one of the towns of

the ;Uiaybah tribal regionh— led revolts against Husein;

and ﬁﬁsein responded in kind. Ibn Saud let the British know

that.any further attacks on the"Utaybah, now Wahhabi, would

12

Ameen Rihani, Ibn Sa'oud of Arabia, pp, 61-62.




e

14

mean war. The British managed to discourage Husein until
the war was'ovei, but in 1919 Husein sought.Bfitish sup-
port for another attack on the‘area. Under the cha?rman—
ship of Lord Curzon, a special meeting was held in which _
the British decided to back Husein morally while dis.
courﬁging any action on Ibn Saud's part.l3 Ibn Saud, how-
ever, attacked Turabah and destr&yed the Sherifian army,

* and then decided he should withdraw to Riyadh - leaving a

garrison in control, in order to placate the British,

What had been to the master of the Saudi desert
a crescent of Turkish powver and threat before World War I
éhanged to British power during the war and Sherifian
threat with British underpinning after the war, The Turks
had been intérlopers and only wanted to control and ad-
minister the lands of the Arabian peninsula, and the British,
also interlopers, had wanted only to control the destiny of

the Arabs for geopolitical purposes; however, the Sherifians,

LBion Saud was informed that he would "/forfeit/
the goad will of the British Government and its nonthly
subsidy of &5,000" if he allowed these raids to continue,
H. St. John Philby, Sa'udi Arabia, p. 278. The King's
attack threw the British into a state of confusion and they
vere extremely fearful that Ibn Saud would attack Mecca and
Jidde in which there were 11,000 pilgrims who were British
subjects and could not, therefore, be abandoned.idlely. An
envoy was sent out to dissuade Ibn Saud from his machinations
and six crated airplanes were sent to Jidda to bomb the
Wahhabis if necessary. The envoy on arriving at General
Allenby's headquarters was informed that the King had returned

to Riyadh, :
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the denizens of Islam's holiest city, wanted to subjugate
the rest of the Arab éeople to their control. By the
spring of 1921 concern over the spreading influence. of

the Sherifi#n family convinced Ibn Saud he must attack

4+ Hail, the capital of the Rashidé, and subdue them once and

for all. Also in 1921 Churchill had convened a conference
-in Cairo to determine the future of the Middle East in
whiéh Feisal was made King of Iraq and. Abdullah - who was
marchiﬁg on Syria with the avowed purpose of attacking the
French -~ wgs;appeased with the amirate of Trans-Jordan.

If the Rashidi, who were in league with this surfounding
rim of Sherifian influence, were left within the heart of
Ibn Saud's desert empire, he would never be secure, On
Noveﬁberuz, 1921, he entered the city of Hail and the a-.

X mirate of Hail was ended.

The final confrontation with the Sherifs in Hejaz
was to w&it. Now that the Shammar territéry had been over-
whelmed, the borders between Saudi territory and Iraq,
Kuwait and Trans~Jordan would have to be delimite&. The

kﬁritish wanfed to‘impose firm ﬁprderé as in Western Eﬁrope,
but the vhole Bedouin tradition of migration,.water rights
and tribal solidarity opposed this notion, Nonetheless,
Sir Percy Cox with extreme diplomatic skill was able to

gain Ibn Saud's acceptanée of firm borders. But before Cox
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was able to complete the border agreements, Ibn Saud's
Ikhwaen and vassals were marching, sometimes at hlS
proddlng and sometimes not, north into the Wadi Slrhan
and Jauf districts of Jordan and west into the oases of

Khaybar and Tayma' on the HeJ&z border.

By the end of 1921 Cox had convinced Ibn Saud to
send a delegatlon to Baghdad to discuss the questlon of
frontiers, At this meetlng a border between Nejd and
Kuwait and a neutral zone were agreed upon as well as
the border between Nejd and Iraq, It was stipulated that
the Muntafiq, Dhafir and 'Amarat tribes would be part of
Iraq and that»%hehSoutherﬁ_Shammar-tribes would be part'
6f-Nejd.l.Ibn Saudhdeclarediinralidﬂthe signature of his
repfesentafiveé to this treaty, known as the Treaty of
Muhammara, because it had not provided for hiétoric grazing
rights of Nejdi tribes, The King, in turn, invited Cox to

t 'Uqair in the vinter of 1922-1923 where the Protocol. of
’Uqair vwas agreed upon., This protocol stipulated that "no
forts or permanent bulldlng should be constructed by elther

~/party/ within a certain distance of the frontier or in an
agreed-neutral zone" - in order that access to wells and
Pastures be assured-to both sides - and that the protocol

was to be read with the Treaty of Muhammara.14

YH. St. John Philby, Sa'udi Arabia, p. 284,
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The British did not intend to continue paying sub-
sidies forever to the Arab states and wanted the politics
of the Arabiean peninsula to bé more. stabilized before they
abandoned their fiqanciai leverage, Saudi borders with
Jordan were still in question and, of‘course, Ibn Saud :
still did not accept the Sherifians in the Hejéz. ‘Thus
the British proposed a conference in Kuwait for November
1923, The Saudis refused to come; Husein said he would
send deiegaies only if the Rashids were restored at Hail,
and Emir Abdullah refused to send delegates if his father
did not. ~Eventually, the conference convened on December 17,
1923, under the direction of Colonel S.G. Knox, Resident in
the Persian Gulf and previously Chief Judicial Officer in
Mesopotamia. Most of the time of the éonferencé was spent
discussing the movements of tribes over the Iraqi_Nejdi
border, the use of Iraq as a base of operatiéns against the
Ikhwan, and the right of Ibn Saud to collect taxes from and
exercise aﬁthority over tribes that had migrated over the
border into Iraq. Ibn Saud insisted that his authority to
rule the Shammar peéple transcended boundaries., The British
provoked Ibn Saud initially by demanding that he cede Al
Khurmah and Turabah to Husein in return for the Wadi Sirhan
Qnd Jauf areﬁs, areas which he already controlled since

1922; Ibn Saud was in no mood to make concessions to the
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Hashemites or to be excessively compliant for the sake of
the British., The British wanted the Saudi representa-—
tives at the conference to apologize for an 1khwan rep-
risal raid égainst the Mutayr tribe of Iraq.’ The Saudis
refused and the conference ended. The éoloniai Office,
not Colonel Knox, had been responsiﬁle for the unwise
directives which brought the conference to a premature

and unsuccessful close.

British diplomacy was still allied with the
Hashemités, but the Hashemites were beginning to appear
a bit lackluster. The reciprocal advantages which had
brought the two couhtries together during World War I
dissipated. Although Sherif Husein had revolted against
his sovereign, the Turkish gofernmggj, in favor of the
British during the war, he had not concluded a treaty with
the British Government. Furthermore, he refused to sign
the Treaty of Versailles,mleaving him out of the inter-
national recognition which might accrue from such action.
With T.E. Lawrence's encduragement, he demanded that the
British Go%ernmentmrecognize him as the leader of all Arabia,
desP1te British, French and Saudi claims that arose from the
war. Husein' s greatest mistake, however, was the assumptlon

of the callphate on March 7, 1924, after the Turkish National
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Assembly had passed a decree on March 3, 1924, abolishing
the institution of the caliphafe. When Husein assumed

the title "Prince of the. Faithful and Successor of the
Prophet," %élegrams of.coﬁgratulations’came in from the
Sherifian territories and it might have appeared super- -
ficially that an Arab nation was to be formed under Husein
of Mecca. However, the base.on which he stood was too shaky,

and Ibn Sau&‘was seeking redressment of wrongs.ls

15Sherif Husein wanted to form an Arab Empire, the
heart of which would be in Syria and Palestine and the back-
bone of which would be in the Arabian peninsula, If what
he said to Ameen Rihani is true, we can fault him for naivete
and harboring dillusions but not for sincerity. King Husein
continued "to speak of abdicating and to plead for a united
Arabia. The last time I went 4o the. Palace to take leave of
bim, he said to me. solemnly, with.his right hand on his beard:

'I do.not desire it (the leadership), I de .not desire it. Let

1._the.Ameers agree upon.a. leader and I-will resign, Let them

all agree to werk for a united Arabia, an Arab empire, and I
will withdraw, if they wish. 1 will even co~operate with
them, whether I am to follow or to be followed - I say, O
brillant one, I will co—operate with them, whether I am to
follow or be followed'" Ameen Rihani, Around The Coasts of
Arabia (London: Constable, 1930),pp. 118-119, 1In wvanting to
form an Arab Empire which, stemming from the Hejaz had to be
based oa the Arabian.Peninsula, we¢ can see that his inability
to come to terms with Ibn Saud was his downfall, "But this
political process is much like building the roof of. a house
before the foundation is laid; and the foundation, to be sure,
is not in Syria and Palestine, but in Nejd and Al Yaman and
Asir, The foundation is in making up with enemy Ameers: iand -putting
down rebellious tribes, If King Husein had been able to gain
them to his side and united them under his standard, his would
have been a power before which all the opposition in the north
would cease and all the colours of the political zones would
disappear. But his failure in Syria and Palestine left him
without any authority to speak of in the peninsula proper,"
Ibid., p. 117.
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He had been anxious for an understanding with the
Sherifian dynasty on honourable terms, and he had
counted on Great Britain to arrange it by the media-—
tion which she had Promised, The collapse of the
Conference of Kuwait spelled the bankruptey of British
diplomacy in Arabia and foreshadowed war; but it was
the assumption of the Califate by Husain that raised

throne.. And Husain himself, living in the clouds with
his extraordinary ambitions, not only neglected his
defences, but seemed to go deliberately out of his wvay
to demonstrate his unfitness to rule the Hejag, much
less the Arabian empire to which he aspired,l

Duringothe summer of 1924 Ibn Saud was Preparing
his army; He sent patrols along the border of Iraq and a
raiding parfy up into Trans-Jordan which demolished o ,
village before sustaining heévy losses itself, On September
3 Sultan Ibn Bijad, the leader of Ghatghat, led his Ikhwan
army to the cbnquest of Ta'if, Sharif 'Ali, in command of
the Hejazi troops, escapédbalongmthe road to Hada and
thouéands of fearful citizens followed. At Hada there was
a pitched battle and the Hejazi army was routed. Sultan
Ibn Bijad put Ta'if under-his strict control and restrained

his_ﬁen fromamﬁréering citizens with abandonJIT‘ The British

%4, St. John Philby, Arabia, p. 301,

17H, St. John Philby, Sa'wdie Arabia, p. 287. A
total of 300 people lost their lives including those who
died in the fighting at Hada,
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~sent Ibn Saud a cable objecting to what they thought was

a slaﬁghtér at Ta'if whereupon the King sent a directive

to Ibn Bijad teiling him not to advﬁnce until he arrived.

Before Ibn Saud arrived and entered Mecca on

DecemberVB, Sherif fusein was forced by popular will and

*by the advice of Sheikh Mohammed Al.Tawil, the Director

of Customs and Husein's principai ad?iser, {to aﬁdicate the

throne in favor of his son Ali. Sheikh Tawil thought that

this gesture of "house cleaning" - hovever distasteful -
might convince the European powérs to come to the aid of

the Hejazi Hashemites.l®

Ali assumed the throne but no
Eurqﬁean aid was forthcoming, not even from the British

who were reluctant to be committed to military ihtervention.

18Husein was not without merit. "Yet, for all the

defects of character, which had left no doubt of his un-
fitness for the throne that had come to him so unexpectedly
in his old age, it can scarcely be denied that he had some
qualities of greatness. Virtuous and clean-living beyond
challenge, frugal and thrifty even in the midst of plenty,
physically and intellectually indefatigable, he was gifted
with an intelligence far beyond the ordinary and he was the
very image of majesty. Ominum consensu capax imperii nise
imperasset, his virtues were neutralised and transmuted by an
egotistical meglomania to which there can surely be few
parallels in the annals of the world's worst tyrants." H., St.
John Philby, Arabia,pp. 307-308., "King Husein was the most
imposing personality among the Argb. kings of his time as well
as the oldest of them in age and the highest in religious

rank., He was also the most devious in his political methads,
the weakest in real authority, and the greatest in cares and
sorrows." Ameen Ribani, Around The Coasts of Arabia, p. 105.
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Ali and Sheikh Tawil tried to revive a treaty offered by
T.E. Lawrence.in 1921 to Husein, which Husein turned down
because it meant recognizing the British position in Pales-
tine and Ifaq. Realizing that Mecca wvas indefensible and
that he would have to stand against the Saudis alone, Ali

abandoned Mecca in favor of Jidda.

Ibn Saud soon conquered all the Hejaz except Jidda.
Then, he set about creating a new administration for the
area. The British decided the time was ripe to expel King
Husein from Akaba and then to occupy the Akaba-Ma'an ter-
fitories and annex them to Trans—Jordﬁn. 'Furtherﬁore, the
British felt that Ibn Saud was going to prevail in the
Arabian Penimsula and that the British should therefore
reach an understanding with him. A British delegation under
the chairmanship of General Sir Gilbert Clayton met with
Ibn Saud at.Bahra,llbcated between Mecca and Jidda. The
Treaties of Bahra and Hadda were the resﬁlts of these con-.
versations. The Treaty of Bahra established a system for
the preventioh of border raids between Iraqg and Nejd and a
means for dealing with any that might occur despite the pre-
cautions., The Treaty of Hadda defined the Trans-Jordan
border for the Ma'an-Akaba area and located the Wadi Sirhan

arega in Saudi Araﬁiao. The Bahra Treaty was, in effect, an
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appendix to the Treaty of Muhammara of May 5, 1922, and the
'Ugair Protocols of December 2, 1922, These conversations
at Bahra between General Clayton and Ibn Saud were most
sigﬁificant.for the good will they established for the first

time between the two governments.l9

The siege of Medina and Jidda, the last two strong-
holdé of‘Ali, continued, On December 5, 1925, Medina sur-
rendered; on December 19 Ali abdicated and sailed for Aden;
- and on December 23 Ibn Saud entered Jidda. During this
period he exerted gfeat effort to aliay the fears of the
Moslem leaders of the world over his competence to preserve
stability in the Hejaz and protect Moslem holy areas, and
on January 8, 1926, the peofle of Mecca proclaimed him
King of the Hejaz. The major countries of the world began
to recognize‘him as the head of the Hejaz: first the Soviet
Union follqwed shortly by Great Britain, France and Holland
and later Turkey, Belgium and Switzerland”and, in 1929,
kaermany. .italy waé the one EBuropean country conspicuously -
absent from granting recognition to Ibn Saud's Hejaz which
is understandable considering their Special'intérest in

Yemen,

194, St. John Philby, Arabia, p. 316.
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Feeling he had secured his conquest of the Hejaz,
Ibn Saud returned to Riyadh froﬁ which he had been absent
for two years, where he assured the Ikhwan that he had not
lost any éf his religious zeal. 1In ?ebruary 1927 the clans
of Nejd proclaimed him King of Nejd and its Dependencies
to coun£erba1ance his title of King of the Héjaz. His
father, 'Abdul Rahman ibn Feisai, preferred”that he assume
both tities, which he did. Five years later in September

v 1932 he took the title of King of the Kihgdom of Saudi:.

- Arabia. In 1934 the two month war between Saudi: Arabia
aﬁd Yemen followed the abortive discussions which Ibn Saud
had initiated in 1932 to settle his claim to Asir. Thus
Tbn Saud‘s‘borders were completely defined for all intents
and ﬁurp;ses by 1934 and would have been settled by 1932

had Imam Yahya been less intransigent.20

The British Government was anxious to conclude a
new treafy with Ibn Saud that would reflect the realities
6f his new status. Sir Gilbert Clayton, therefore, was
again dispatched to meet with the King to see if more comp-

lete agreements than the Treaties of Bahra and Hadda of 1925

7 20g5,udis Arabia's borders were stable after 1934 _

until the Buraimi Oasis_crisis of 1952-53. In 1965 the Saudi.

~ Arabian government officially recognized the Jordanian border,
giving up all claim to the Ma'an-Akaba territories which the
British had teken from Ibn Saud after removing Sherif Husein
from Akaba to Cyprus.
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could be concluded. The result was the 1927 Treaty of
~"Jidda, which has since that time been the basis of rela.

. tions between Britain and Saudi-. Arabia. The treaty re-
cognized the complete and absolute independence of Ibn
Saud's territories aéd nullified the 1915 Treaty ofr'Uqair.
By the 1927 treaty Ibn Saud agreed to the status guonadmi-
histrdtion of the Mé'an;Ak&ba territory by Trans-Jordan,
facilitating the pilgrimage of British subjects, cooperating
in the suppression of the slave'trade, and respecting
British treaties with Arab chiefs of the Persian Gulf. The
freéty was to be effective for seven years, but it was

renewed in 1934,

By 1930 the Hashemites were in power in Iraq and
Trans-Jordan by the graces of the British but had been
1 6us£ed‘from.the Hejaz and were not at all the dynamic power
that Ibn Seud was: thus we find H, St. John Philby—admit-

tedly'proNSaudi-séying in 1930;

The territories at present under British and French
mandates being excluded from consideration, it.is
difficult to envisage the future of Arabia otherwise
than under Wahhabi auspices, with the final consumma-—
.tion of its union under Wahhabi rule dependent on the
result of an almost inevitable and epoch-making con-
flict between Ibn Sa'ud and the ruler of the Yaman in
the near or not very.distant future. The ultimate
triumph of the former can scarcely be doubted in the
light of the lessons of the past quarter century; and
those who would peer into the future can but see the
Wahhabi King dominant, as none of his predecessors
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ever was, over the whole length and breath of the
Arabian peninsula, and wearing on his head the triple
diadem of Mecca, Riyadh and Sana, encircled by a
wreath of British aml European goodwill.Z2l

If Ibn Saud wanted to be crowned with the triplel
diadem of Mécca; Riyadh and Sen'a, the British could not.
help but be imvolved in the pageentry, Britain hed chosen
to play Arabian politics and had picked as her royal
favorite—one might say almost in spite of herself-Ibn Saud.
Although she had a long history of relations with‘Yemen,22
Sir Gilbert Clayton failed to secure a treaty of friend-

ship between the two countries in 1926 while Italy weas

2ly  st. John Philby, Arabia, p. 364. Khair ad-
Din Zorakli, a Syrian who worked for Ibn Saud, recounted
a story in an oral interview which demonstrates the extent
to which Philby wanted to see an Arabia united under Ibn
Saud: After e fierce fight in the mountains im which Emir
Feisal was successful, Imam Yahya sought help from King Fuad
of Egypt and got no response, whereupon the Imam sent a tele-
gram to Ibn Saud asking for peace. Abdullah.ibn al-Wazir,
who was in the Hejaz, and was representing the Imam was sum-
moned to the camp of Ibn Saud and informed of the conditions
of surrender, When an agreement was concluded, the four Pan-
Islamists who were present at the negotiations were informed
of the good news. Philby, who was at the entrance to the
tent heard the news and began to weep because he thought Ibn

Saud waes losing e golden opportunity in pulling his troops back

" from Yemen, Ibn Saud came over and told Philby that he was
a simple minded man., "I don't have enough men to govern my
country., How can I govern Yemen? The only one who can govern
Yemen is its own ruler.” :

22Harold Ingrams, The Yemen, Imams, Rulers and Revolu-
tions (London: John Murray, 1963), p.. 3, states, Britain was
involved in the.coffee trade from Mocha since 1609, Significant
British involvement in Yemen, however, did not start until the
middle of the nineteenth century., Italy's involvement - as a
nation state — in Yemen did not, of.course, start until much
later. -
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successful in doing so in 1927. Italian penetration of the
Red Sea area was increasing, and Benito Mussolini was ad-
vocating a stronger international-position for Italy.
Britain had to insure that passage through the Red Sea would
be unobstructed in order that her line of communication to
India be éecure; furthermore, she wanted to have influ-
ence over any areas that might prove to be o0il producing.

As British interests became more closely attached to Saudi:.
Arabia aend as Italian interests became more alligned with
Yemen, their involvement in the Saudi-Yemeni dispute became

inevitable,

Imam Yahya

While Ibn Saud could trace his linéage to the 1440's
to the village'of Dar'iya, located near the Persian Gulf, -

Imam Yahya ibn Mohémmedeamid.ad-Din‘could trace his fore-

bearers to the Himyarite‘kings who reigned from 115 B.C.
to' 500 A.D. and ruled an area which "extended deep into

the Arabian desert and reached the sﬁores of the Persian

Gulg, w23

The Minaean and Sabaen civilizations, glorious

23Tom Little, South Arabia, Arena of Conflict
(London: Pall Mall, 1968), p. 4.
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and advanced beyond any Mediterranean civilizations of their
time, preceded the Himyarite period. During the Minaean and
Sabaen period, from‘thé fourteenth cenfury B.C. to 115 B.C.,
the peoP1e‘of South-West Arabia were carryihg on trade in
frankincense, myrrh and spices with Egypt, Babylon, Persia
and Greece and were acting as an entrepot for fabrics, gold
and ivory coming from Africa, India and China, Advanced
means of communication, defense and organization were de-
veloped. Agriculiure and government were way beyond their
times., Around the second century A.D., Abyssinia and an-
cieﬁt Yemen came into conflict over the Indian Ocean trade,
and the Yemenis had to ward off an Abyssinian attack. Pos-
sibly at this time the Yemeni Empire or Kings of Himyar even

controlled territory in.Africa.24

- ‘During and after the Himyarite period many nations
and reliéions came and went from the area of Yemen: the
Jews, Christians, and Moslems and the Abyssinians, Persians
and Egyptians. Eventually, South-West Arabia was absorbed

by the empire of the Caliphs, During the tenth and eleventh

244. Faroughy, Yemen (New York: Orientalia, 1947),
P. 43, states.in a footnote: "The sabean kings at this time
were called 'Kings of Himyar'.. The Arabic root h.m.r. means
'red' and corresponds to the.word 'Erytrea' used by the
Greeks to designate Africa. It is, therefore, possible that
the Sabeans had actually enlarged their conquests to include
the Dark Continent."
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centuries the Fatimids ruled Yemen, and from 1175 to 1250
the Abbasids were sovereign in the area. In 1520 Yemen
came under the Turks and a Turkish Pasha ruled from San'a,
Al Mansur Billah al;Qasim, who is considered the first of
the line of the ﬁresent Imams, was elected Imam of the
Zeidis in 1597 and started a revolution—against the Turks
which in 1636 resulted in Yemeni independence.,. During the
sevenieenth and eighteenth centuries Imamic rule was not

challenged.

In 897 Yahya ibn Husein al-Rassi arrived in San'a
and converted the people to Zeidism, a sect of Shi'ism in
which the followers believe the Imam must warrant ﬁis posi-
tion and be elected to it by the.'Ulema. Zeidism prevailed
in the highlands while the pe0p1e—of the Tihama, the south-=
west coast of the Arabian Peninsula, remained orthodox
Shafe'is, This split between Sunni and Shi'ite citizens
vas sérious and continues up to this day. Tﬁe highland
Shi'ites looked to the Shi'ite Fatimid Calibhs in Egypt
vhile the Sheifi' lowlanders looked to the Suani Abbasid
Caliphs in Baghdad, who inherited the orthodox mantle from
the Ummayyads of Dgmascus in 750 A.D. It was only because
Turkish imperialism was so hated that Shi'ites and Sunnis

were able to unite under Al Qasim to expei the Turks.25

®>Harold Ingrams, op. cit., p. 44,
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Imam Mohemmed, the son of Qasim the Great, died in
1645 and‘was succeeded by a cousin who was able to increase
the lands under Zeidi rule. Opposition arose, however, and
by 1728 the authority of the Imam had greatly decreased,
Zeidi rule disappeared in what is now the Yafai and Aulaqi
country; .Lﬁhej and Dhala became independent with their own
governors,uand the Iﬁam'srbrother in Ta'iz became a rival.
Vithin thirty years the Zeidi Imams had lost control of
moest of the Sunni lowlands; of-the Tihama only Mocha was
under the Imam's control, but this control insured him of a
prOSperous‘traée and helped him to fetain his authority in
other areas., The Sherif of Abu Arish, the Imam of a part
of the territofy of Asir - a territary which is located
between the Hejaz and Yemen — insisted on being indepéndent

of the Imam and brought the Tihama under his sway.

When the Wahhabis invaded the Hejaz in 1803, Sherif
Hamud of Abu Arish joined forces with them and captured one
of Imam Ali's towns, The Wahhabis continued to harass the
Imam for teﬁ years, and at one time they even captured Mocha.
When Mohammed Ali, a vassal of the Turks, came to power in
Egypt, he sent his son Ibrahim %o defeat the Wahhabis., The
"Wahhabis were expelled énd the Zeidi Imam returned to poﬁer.

When Ibrahim evacuated Hodeida in April 1840, it was handed
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over to the Sherif of Abu Arish. "This division of the

Yemen by the Porte was the,harbingefiof all the subse--

quent ill feeling between the Turks and the Imam of Sena'.,."2®
In 1841 the Imem sought British aid in expeliing the Sherif

of Abu Arish from the Tihama. The British refused even |
thoﬁgh %héy were temptéd‘by his‘offer-pf the territory of

Zeila om the Somali coast.,

'Ali ;l-Mansur, a new Imam, continued the struggle,
and in 1848 the Sherif was capfured whereupon the Imam |
occupied Hodeida, Zabid and Beit-al Faqih, The Sherif's
army recaftured Zabid, and the Imam fled to Sanla whilé
the Tihama once again came under the Sherif's céntrdl. In
1849-the Turks sent an army under Tewfik Paéha which ex~
pelled thé.Sherif from Hodeidé.g7=:A treaty W& S coﬁcludede
with the Imam whereby he was bo govern the Zeidi highlands
under the‘authority of the Turks, The Zeidis were enraged

by the agreement and slaughtered the Turks when they came

26Hatold F. Jacob, Kings of Arabia (London: Mills
and Boon, 1923), p. 24, . . _

27For & good discussion of the historical conflict
between the Sherif of Mecca, the Sherif of Abu Arish (and
in recent times the Idrisi of Sabiya) and the Zeidi Imam
of San'a see: Harold F. Jacob, Ibid. Ameen Ribhani, Around
lhe Coasts of Arabia (London: Constable, 1930), p. 163,
states that Sherif Husein of the Abu Arish, whom Ibrahim
Pasha chose to rule. over the Asir when he withdrew in 1840,
"was a crafty and slippery Arab, with an ambition to rule
over all the Yamam and put the English out of Aden,"
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to San'a., The Turks, however, did retain a foothold on

the lowlands.

Thg Imamate was in a state of confusion for the next
several &earé. There was much intra-family quarreling as
well as qu&rrels.between Zeidi and Isma'ili, In 1855 Asiri
tribesmen attacked the Turks in the Tihama. 'Aidh ibn Mar'i
led 60,000 Asiris in 1856 against Ho&eida; hoﬁever, they
were intimidated by two East India‘Company ships which had
come to proteet British subjeéts and retreated. In 1871
when Hodeida was‘being attacked by Mohammed ibn 'Aidh, who
succeeded his father, the Turks dispatched Radif Pasha to
subjugate Asir. In 1872 theTurks again attacked San'a,
this time under the leadership of Ahmed Mukhtar Pasha, and
remained there until 1918, Turkish administrative systems
were established in Yemen, and the civil code replaced the
shari'a - an act which offended both Shafe'is and Zeidis.
The Turks appointed a vali to govern in Yemen and a mutas-

sarrif to govern in Asir.

When Mohammed ibn Yahya Hamid ad-Din, known as Al
Mansur, was elected Imam in-1891; 70,000 tribesmen rose up
against the Turks. In 1892 Ahmea Feidhi Pasha, the new zéli,
hed to fight his way from Hodeids to San'a. Husein Hilmi

Pasha, the wvali from 1897—1900, was much more lenient and
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conditions improved., In 1904 Imam Yahya came to power when
his father died and inmediately had to contend with Seyyid
Mohammed al-Hashim ad-Dahyani, the Zeidi Imam of Sada.
Intrigue bétﬁeen the two carried on for yéars while Imam
fahya.was leading the revolt against the Turks. In 1911
Izzet Pasha, the Turkish commanding generél, captﬁred San'a
and made an agreement with Imam Yahya which conceded the
Imam's demands and rendered.unncessary the committment of
60,060 Turkish troops in Yemen which were sorely needed for

the Turkish—Italian wvar of the same year.28

Furthermore, the Turks found their control of the
1itt§ralncontested by the'Idrisi, who had become more power-
ful than the Sherif of Abu‘Arish. These two houses fought
for the allegiance of the tribes of.Asir, but in the end the
"Iblisi" or devil, as the other Arabs of the peninsula called

29

him, prevailed.?” Whether the Sherifs of Abu Arish or the

8Geographical Handbook Series, Western Arabia and
The Red Sea, Great Britain, 1946, p. 288,

29Ameen Rihani, Around the Coasts of Arabia, p. 164,
states, "Openly and secretly, the Idrisis fought the Sherifs
of Abu Arish and finally triumphed. over them. They then
aroused_ the tribes, who had joined the Ahmadiyah cult, against
the Turks, and the struggle for supremacy continued for many
years., Meanvhile, they were enjoying the fruits of their
spiritual power, and this, together with the fortune they
had amassed, gave them the whip-hand over their enemids. It
also extended their influence to Egypt and the Sudan."
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Idrisi family of Sabiya were in control of Asir, the land
of Asir was a buffer state between three powerful conten-

ders for control of the jizirat al arabiyys, the Arabian

Peninsula: the Sherif of Mecca, Ibn Saud and Imaﬁ Yahya.
Jacob makes a general observationlthroughout his book tﬁat
the ﬁwo most important factors operative in the Arabian
Peninsula after World War I were the need for some great
Arab leader to fill the vacuum left by the retreating Turks
and the tribal and dynastic nature of the squabbles between
the Arab chieftains which would not allow them to submit

to eﬁch‘other. Thus, though there was the urge for unity,

a balance of powérs was the only option.30

The war with Turkey is over, and Turkish rule in
Arabia is dead, but serious ill-feeling is rife
amorgst the various Arab rulers who are fighting
over the carcass,

Husein'is up against. both.Ibn Sa'ud and the Idrisi.
The Imam is-opposing the Ydrisi, who snarls back his
defiance. Ibn Sa'ud would filch certain provinces in
'Asir, where the feeling is pro-Wahhabi and anti-
Idrisi. If any combination of Arabs were at all pos-
sible it would take the form of an alliance between
Hiesein and the Imam against the counter-claims of the
Amir of Nejd coupled with the Idrisi, who finds it
politic to agree with his powerful neighbor whiles in
the way with him., These alliances would only be short
1ivedoooo3l )

30See Harold ¥. Jacob, op. cit., for a discussion
of this point of view,

31bia., p. 227.
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The Idrisi movement began in Asir in 1837 when
Seyyid Ahmed ibn Idrisi died in Sabiye and his tomb became
a shrine. Ahmed ibn Idris was born near Fez in Morocco
around i785, pursued his studies there and began to teach.
He was sympathetic to the Sufism of the area and eventually
formed his own Sufi order known as the Ahmadiyah. Around
1805 he travelled to Mecca where he taught until 1835 when
he went scuth to Sabiye and found a home for his new order.
"He was ipdeed passionately sincere in every mood. As a
foor blind mortal being, he cried against the impenetra-

bility of the veils of God,">?

In 1911 Seyyid Mohammed ibn ‘'Ali al-Idrisi, a

grandson‘of Ahmed ibn Idris, rose im revolt égainst the

Turks, and the Sherif of Mecca aided the Porte in contrblling

33

the rebellion. The-Italians, who were fighting the Turk-

32Ameen Rihani, Around the Coasts of Arabia, p. 160.
33Ha.rold F. Jacob, p. 107, says, "It is easy to
understand. King Husein's rooted objection.to the Yemen up-
start Idrisi Saiyid., DBoth Husein and the Idrisi are of the
branch.of Hasan," Ameen Rihani, Ibid., pp. 184-185 gives a
very picturesque description of his meeting with Mohammed
Idris., "The inner sanctum of Ibn Idris is but another few
square yards Bf Allah's land, with the blue dome for a roof;
but the walls are high, and on one side is a door leading

to the harim, on the other, the door of his private mosque.

In the centre of this open space is a platform, a foot high,
spread with rugs and furnished on three sides with high diwans,
covered with clean belaced linen and divided with leaning pil-
lows. The Imap sat in the centre of this 'majlis', while a
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* Libya at the time, assumed that the Idrisi could have a |
iarge effect on the Senussis in North Africa because the
Idrisi had sprung from that cult. Thus, they gave the
Idrisi arms, money and ammunition, blockaded the ports of
the Red Sea which were controlled by the Turks and shelled
Hodeida and Sheikh Sa'id with little effect. In October,

1912, a peace treaty was signed between Turkey'and Italy.34

big black slave, standing behind him with a big fan of palm
leaf in his ‘hand, was fanning vigorously. Among those who
were present were his cousin Sayyid Senussi, the chief 'qadi!,
and a few others. The Imam stood up to receive us, kissing
Fadl'ud-Din on the cheek and giving me his hand, He then
pointed to the diwan opposite to his own and repeated the
words of welcome. I was more deeply impressed than when I

was first received by the Imam Yahya; but this was not

because of the ceremony and pomp; I was in the presence for
the first time, of a black pontiff and prince, a negro
sovereign who ruled a million Arabs, among them many thousand
descendants of the Prophet, This in itself produced in me a
mixed feeling; but gradually, as he spoke, I was drawn to the
man and my admiration was undivided. Sayyid Muhammed ibn Ali
ibn Muhammed ibn Ahmed ibn Idris, the mercy of Allah upon
them all, was a man of huge.proportions and a strangely
composite physiognomy. The only negroid features, besides
his colour, were his lips and perhaps his nose, which was not,
however, emphatically flat. His broad forehead and his graceful
hands might have been either Arian or Semitic, and the only
unpleasantness - an incongruity, considering his stuature and
station — was his piping voice. He always wore smoked glasses;
he sat cross-legged on the diwan; and he had a trick of empha-
sizing his words with an 'aha', which was not an improvement
upon his voice., But he spoke Arabic perfectly, with eloquence
and animation, and without an accent. Which was a compensa-
tion," '

34"The struggle between the Turk and the Idrisi 'rebel®
was watched. . by the Imam with unabated interest. The decline
of the Turks was manifest, and it was a matter of importance
to him that his rival's extermination should precede the exit
of the Turks. If the Turks did ultimately disappear, his own
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War broke out between Great Britain and Turkey on
November 5, 1914, and military operafions began almost
immediately in the Aden Protectorate. There weré 14,000
Turkish soldiers on the Sheikh Sa'id peninsula prepari;g
to attack the Aden Protectorate; éonsequently, the British
landed Indian troops who destroyed Turba fort and drove
the Turks inland., On the 14th and i5th of June, 1915, the
Turks mede an unsuccessful attempt to captufe Perim Island,
but they did manage to reoccupy Sheikh Sa'id. From June
through September there was skirmishing between the two
.forces, but evenfually the Turkish forces were obliged to

remain in Lahej until Turke& collapsed in 1918,

Imam Yahya felt that the Turkish attack on Aden
vas an iﬁfringment on his area of influence, but he remained

35

a loyal vassal of the Porte. However, the Imam was fearful

of committing troops to the war while the hosiile Idrisi lay
" plotting next door and gaining favor with the British, for

.had the Idrisi not also thrown in his lot with the Italians

extended rule in the Yemen would, he believed, follow as a
matter of course., That was good. His line of thoughts as
regards the Idrisi was expressed by him as follows: "If
the Turks are strong enough unaided to quash the Idrisi,

I have no concern in the melee; if they falter, I.will
espouse their cause," Harold F. Jacob, Ibid., p. 134.

35Harold Ingiamé, ODe éit., P- 62.
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in 1911? The Idrisi was persuaded by the British in May

1915 to sign a treaty of allisnce after which he: launched a
campaign against the Turks in the Tihama and captured theiya.
He also made a policyvof keeping the Imam from joining: the
allied ranks while telling the British how he, the Idrisi,

had aided the allied war effort while the Imam had ﬂot.

The Imam, surrounded by Turkish troops as he was, did fairly

, well to remain neutral, ‘"His service to us as a passive
spectator was no less valﬁable to our cause than the half-
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hearted activities of the Idrisi. The idrisi as well

as the Imam were aware that upon the deparfure of the Turks
there would be spoils, and the Imam must have felt frus-
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trated to find himself out-maneuvered by a parvenu.

364arold F. Jacob, op. cit., p. 180.

3THarold F. Jacob, Ibid., p. 178, states, "The
Idrisi throughout.the war was interested in preventing the
Imam from becoming our friend. With the Turks gone both
Arab rulers aspire to become the residuary legatees of his
goods. The Idrisi was the first to come in; if the Imam
" had followed.suit, the Idrisi's pickings would have been
propertionately smaller; hence his anxiety, and his policy
of estranging the Imam.

He even denied the Imam's claim to Hodeida, though
he admitted it was the key to Sana. At one time he asked us
to capture Hodeida, and when we declined to give the lie to
our fixed policy of self-effacement he suggested he should
himself take it!" Jacob wrote of the Imam, p. 1323, that he
"foresaw the decline of the Turks, and was preparing to suc-
ceed them. He started a political campaign of self-expan-—
sion, and his emissaries went everywhere to make smooth his
way. 'Apples fall to him who seeks them under the tree.'
The Imam's activities were considerably hampéred by the
activities of his rival, the Idrisi in the Tihama."
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But, what sort of a man was Imam Yahya, this king
who was one of the leading contendefé after World War I
for the leadership of Arabia? In comparison to Ibn Saud
there is very little descripfioﬁ of this man and his acti-
vities. 'He was of medium height, a bit heavy, of swarthy
compléxioh and bearded. He had a full face without it
being fat and was possessed of a warm smile and clumsy
ar't_,icula.‘bion° He appeared courteous but also obstinate
and tenacious.38 He was very aware of his lineage stem-
ming both from Tubbas of Himyar and the Prophet. Though he
had never seen the sea, or been out of his country; he was
highly respected in the Arab World of the 1920's for his
lineage, piety and religious knowledge, and eséecially for
his espusal of Arab independence. His country did not earn
the name "The Tibet of the Middle East" for nothing, for he
cut it off from outside influ;nces.in fear that new and

blasphemous trends might destroy the faith of the pe0ple.39

Ladislas Farago gave a very favorable picture of

the Imam as a powerful but just dictator whose "will,.,. is

3881r Gilbert Clayton, op. cit., pp. 227-228.

3Harold Ingrams, op. cit., p. 64.
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both the constitution and law of Yemen°”40 He reported
that "all who know him agree he is the élevefest monarch
in all Arabia" and that "he has won many battles,‘none
by forcé, all'by ingenioﬁs ruses.?4; He was au courant
and enjoyed, just as did Ibn Saud; to &iscuss internatidnal
politics. Buring the confroversies between Ibn Saud and
Imam Yahya éver Asir, there were instances in which Ibn

Saud responded to articles in The Times in the columns of

Umm Al Qura, an organ controlled by him., Imam Yahya, as

editor-in-chief of Al Imam, his own privaté newspaper,
likewise responded to ﬁorld eriticism of his kindgom. Imam
Yahya's favorite statesman was George Washington whose
maximh"In time of peace prepare for war" he often quoted.
He wasydeeply antagonistic to Christians and did not hes-
itate to express his dislike for the infidel. His command

of the Arabic language and his poetry were well'known. How-

ever, his modesty was also legend:

When a Syrian traveller asked him "How many of
the three million inhabitants of your.country do you
govern?" he replied with a modest smile? "A small
number,.very small!" The courtiers around.him were
embarrassed when the question was put, but welcoming
the opportunity for adulation, protested:

-

Oladislas Farago, The Riddle of Arabia (London:
Robert Hale, 1939), p. 167." )

41pia., p. 168.
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"Bvery one of the three million obeys the Imam!"

"No, no," His Majesty objected, and holding out.
his _hand with. fingers close to the palm; insisted,
"Just a handfulln"42

" Whereas - no European power had a long history of

« association with any of the various chieftains of Saudi .
Arabia (Hejaz and Nej&) prior to 1900, there were.a number
who had-been in association with Yemen since the 1500's,
namely, Portugal, Great Britain, Holland, and France.vTheir
interests were basically commercial although some missionary
work was carried on., Italians were few in this early period.
In the fifteenth century Lodovico de Varthema, about whom
very little is known, travelled in Yemen and is the first
European known to have explored the country. Renzo Manzoni
lived in Yemen from 1877-1880 and wrote what is considered
the best description of the country. Guiseppe Caprotti, a
trader, lived for thirty years in Sena and was the only
European then in the town. Marchese Gaetano Benzoni, a
famous Italian traveler and the son-in-law of Ferdinando
Martini; despatched to Mocha to recruit for the Italian army
in Somaliland, paired up with Herman Burchardt, a famous

traveler, in a journey to San'a.

421114,
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Italy's influence in the Red Sea was not felt until
after polltlcal unification in 1861 by which time Britain
had made herself predominant in the area., 1In 1799 Perim
Island was occupied for a few months by Indian lévy troops
who then pulled back to Aden and were weicomed‘by the 'Abdali
Sultan of Lahej. In 1802 Commodore Sir Home Popham was suc-
ceésful in‘concluding a commercial treat& with this sultan
although he had not been so fortunate in his attempts with
the Imam of San'a. In 1839 Aden was taken by a British
Indian force and plaéed under the administration of the
Bombay Presidency. With the opening in 1869 of the Suez
Canal trade was greatly increased between India, the Far
East and England, In 1878 Cyprus was acquired by Disraeli
and in 1882 the British occupied Egypt. The line of imperial
communication between Britain and India was secured. In 1915
a treaty was concluded between Britain and the Idrisi;‘and
although Sir Gilbert Clayton did not succeed inrconcluding
a treaty with Imam Yahya in 1926, his diplomatic mission
began the sPadé work which reéulted in the Treat of San'a of
1934 which, as far as Great Britain was conéerned, defined

the Southern Yemeni border.

Italy's expansion in the Red Sea and East Africa

did not Begiﬁkin earnest until after the French invasion of
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Tunisia in 1881, In 1882 Italy joined the Triple Alliance.
italian public opiﬁion was'anxious that Itaiy become &
ieading power and saw that spoils and influence had eluded
the motherland at the Congress of Berlin while Russia,‘the
victor in the Russo-Turkish War of 1878, Austria and Britain
hdd come avay strongef. But Italian public opinion had no
specific area of foreignvintérest sutside of Tunisia, and

it was only the French threat to Tunisia which caused Italy
to join the Tripie Alliance, The French, hoping to placate
the Italians, suggested that Italy occupy Tripolitania while
Britéin, in rivalry with France over colonies-in Africa,

suggested Italy establish herself im the Red Sea.

Pasquali Stanislao Mancini, Italian Minister of
Foreign Affairs, thought the British froposal made sense

‘and became & staunch advocate of Red Sea exXpansion:

You fear that our action in the Red Sea may distract
us from what you call the true and important objective
of Italian policy, which must be the Mediterranean,
But.why do you not recognize instead that in the Red
Sea, the nearest to the Mediterranean, we may find

the keys of the latter, the road which shall lead us
to an effective safeguarding against any new dis-
turbance of its balance.43 :

43Luig:i. Villari, The Expansion of Italy (London:
Faber and F&ber Ltd., 1930), p‘ 31.
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Mancini hoped that ultimately Italy, in agreement with

Great Britain, would be able to extend her sphere of influ-
ence from Eriirea through the Sudan and Darfur to Libya,
thus giving her a secure grip on two vital seas and the
southern Mediterranean coast. Further conventions and
agreements strengthened the Italian drive in this direc-
tion. In 1887 the Triple Alliance was renewed and a special
Italo—Gérman agreemént'was concluded by which Germany would
étand with Italy against further French expansion in North
Africe and which called for mainténance of the status quo

in the Near East. On the same day Italy concluded an agree-
ment with Austria which recognized the status quo in -the
Near East éhd stipulated it should not be modified without
prior consultation and agreement. The Italians also con-
cluded a special treaty with Great Britain in 1887 which
recognized British hegemony in Egypf and Italian interests

-in North Affica and specifically in Tripoiitania and Cyrfgica.

When the Triple Alliance was renewed in 1891, Germany recognized

the statué quo in North Africa and agreed that Tripolitania
and Cyrengica should go to Italy if there were ahy change in

their current status,

In 1869 the Italians occupied the Bay of Assab but
due to Bfitish, Turkish and Egyptian objecfion i1t was not

formally annexed until 1880. In the following years other
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areas of the Red Sea littoral and its uplands were occupied

and were amalgamated as the Colonia Eritrea or the Red Sea

Colony. Continuing battles with Abyssinia made coloniza-
tion difficﬁlt, and the defeat of Adua turned public opinion
against further promotion of Italian interests in the area,
By the turn of the century wﬂén Italy's economy had improved
and she had retreated from her eﬁrlief isolationist stance;
her interest was directed toward Libya. It was thélLibyan
War, possibly, which rekindled Italian interest in Eritrea
for the Italians saw how bravel& and efficiently the Eri~
trean soidiers performed in that war.44 The admipistration
of Eritrea wés streamiined, & railroad built and the port

of Massawah established to compete with Aden. Terrestrial
trade increased from 45,000,000 lire in 1921 to 127,000,000
in 1928 while sea trade increased from 96,000,000 to
289,000,000 lire,

While the Red Sea Colony was established to show
the flag and bring income from plantations and local trade,
it was not énvisaged at its inception as a center for Arabian
trade also. Mancini understood the potentialities of trade

with Arabia but his words went unheeded. It was not for a
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number of years that steps in this direction were taken,
Signor Ferdinando Martini, ex-Governor of Eritrea, was
the firét to establish relations with Yemen, which was at
that time under Turkish rule. He recruited Yemenis as
laborers and soldiers for service in Eritrea, resulting

in an elevation of Italian prestige in South-West Arabia.?’

Italy's ambitions were not requited by the spoils
of World War I. It was suggested that she might obtain,
Sheikh Sa‘id,-Kaméfan and Socotra but when Italy asked for
Jibuti atithe Peace Conference, Frénce refused. Later on
there were conve;sations abﬁut sharing control of the
Farsan and Kamaran Islands between Great Britain and Italy,
and Italy realized she must be satisfied with her commercial
status in the Red Sea and not hope to challenge Britain's
strategic dominance. Nonetheless, the British were no

longer able to assume the Red Sea was mare nostrum and that

British alliances and activities in Arabia would go un-
challenged. The Italians made strong diplomatic assaults
in Yemen and Saudi Arabia and also in Asir while retaining
their stronghold in Eritrea, and, whenever the various Arab

chieftains were displeased with Great Britain, they knew

4SGreat Britain, Geographical Handbook, Western
Arabia and The Red Sea, 1946.
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they could find a friend in Italy.*®

The Italians, as H.F, Jacob sees them, were succes-
sful colbnisis, an element which would keep the British

on their toes in the Red Sea,

. Their methods as ¢olonists are admirable. Their rule is
popular. Italians freely fraternise with the people.

» They have a way with them that commands success. 1In
many ways we might with advantage take a leaf from.
their book....

In the Red Sea the Italians might exert a civi-
lising influence, Here our own interests, perhaps,
do predominate, and some folk, jealous of our stance, -
have styled this sea as a British lake. The Persian
Gulf is another. The Italians and ourselves might
work in partnership in.the Red Sea.47

e o e A — e

Indeéd, it was the Italians who were successful in concluding
k a treaty with Yemen in 1926 while the Briti:sh, who were also
negotiating for a treaty with Yemen at the same time, went

away empty-handed.

Imam Yahya was a "clever old man capable of wei-

ghing up a situation in the light of what he knew of the

world, his Zeidi ideals and the capabilities of his country."48

46014 was Italy who first befriended the Idrisi
Sayyid of Sabia, who still looks occasionally for her assis-
tance; for his ports have for long years been in close touch
with the Italians ports in Africa of Assab and Massawa.,”
JB;COb, Q‘Eo Eﬂo, po 127-

47Ibid., pp. 126-127. Jacob also says, "Italian
policy, on.the contrary, has ever been constructive," and
concedes "the Italians are admirable colonists, and - with
insular pride I say it - they are second only to ourselves,"
Ibid., p. 130..
: 48

Harold Ingrams, op. cit., p. 22.
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'He envisaged his country as the successor to the Sabaen

Empire and the inheritor of the jewels of the Queen of

Sheba, as a land obliged and destined to regain its

irredenta and former position in the history of the Arabs.,

Thus

a natural rivalry arose between himself and the ambi—:

tious Ibn Saud. The Imam and Ibn Saud maneuvered for pre-

dominance in the Arabian Peninsula along with their res-

pective protectors, the Italians and the British, while a

chorus stood in the background foretelling dire troubles,

cheering their favorite king and watcﬁing the passing of

petty princes who lost out in the struggle for power in

Arabia,

5

To reach the root of the Imam's nature we must
glance at the chief facts of his.life. He has been
too often misrepresented. Man, says Emerson, is
explicable by nothing less than all his history.

I have been styled pro-Imam, while Lawrence was
pro-Hejaz, and Philby pro-Nejd, These twain are

- able to defend themselves. As to myself, the sponsor

of both treaties with the Idrisi, I like the man, but

I knew his limitations; and his value decreases, as

do Faisal's and Abdallah's, when these all transgress their
proper bounds. In the case of the Imam Yahya I am charged
with "preaching on behalf of my saint,” and that "'tis not
his glass but I that flatters him!" As a matter of fact
it is not the personality of the Imam I defend, although
no ruler of his House has for many long years shown such
capacity for an equitable and strong administration; but
it is the office I champion and his 1on§ lineage - in
other words, C'est la robe qu'on salue, %9

49Jacob, ops cit., p. 247.




CHAPTER II

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE DISPUTE AND ITS DENQUEMENT

From the Armistice of Mudros 1918 to the Succession of
Sayyid Hasan ibn Ali Al Tdrisi, 1926

In accordance with the Armistice of Mudros of 1918,
the Turks evacuated the Aden Protectorate; in December the
British occupied Hodeida with a garrison of Indian troops.
In August 1919 adherents of the Imam penetrated -into the
Tihama in an effort to take Hodeida but were repulsed by
édherents of the Idrisi. Ffiction between the Imam and
the Idrisi conbtinued until 1925 when the Imam was finally
successful in overrunning the Tihama and éeizing Hodeida,
Lohéiya and Medi. The British did not endear themselves to
the Imam by leaving Hodeida to the Idrisi when.they evacuated
the town on January 31, 1921; they should have realized that
with.the Imam's historic claim to the area and his greater
pover he woulé eventually overwhelm the Idrisi. In any éase,
the British precipitateness in bequeathiﬁg Hodeida to the .
Tdrisi led to six years of tribal warfare which resulted in
the decline of the Idrisis, whose power was greatest before

and just after World War I.

50
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Shortly after World War I Italian influence in world
affairs increased greatly, Feeling the allies slighted them
by the Treaty of Yersailles,-the Italians began to insist on
a policy of éxpansion, & policy which Mussolini later termed
"peaceful expansion." The ltalians were aware that they did
not Possess the mlght to push about Britain and France but
they knew they could embarrass end maneuver these more

Powerful countries into granting concessions. While the

"Imam was anticipating regaining the Tihama, the Italians

were trying to press their claims to the port of Fiume and
areas of the Dalmatian Coast, 1In November 1920, however,
the Italians concluded the Treaty of Rapallo with Yugoslavia
whlch recognized in perpetuity the independence of the Free
State of Fiume and the Dalmatlan Coast as Yugoslavian except

for the town of Zara.

When Mussolini became prime Minister in QOctober
1922, he ‘continued. to push for Italian control of the Adrlatlc
Sea and even hoped for control of the whole Mediterranean,
He disavowed the Italo-Greek Treaty of 1920 by which Italy
had surrendered the Dodecanese Islands to Greece, and by
the Treaty of Lausanne 1923 regazned Possession over these
1slands. Control of the Dodecanese would make the Italians
predominant in the eastern Mediterranean and providé a foot-

hold for the economic penetration of Anatolia,




H

52

Since the Idrisis revolted against Ibn Saud in 1932,
were aided and abetted by Imam Yahya, and were nominally
Sovereign in the area between Saudi Arabia and Yemen, we
should trace in some detail the vagaries and machlnatlons

of this family after the war,

The people of the Tihama, the iittoral area the-
Imam was'trying to recover; were traders and Shafei' s and
resented the control and taxation of upland Zeidi Yemenls-
they would have a preferred g Brltlsh or Turkish Pax which
insured peace and security of trade.l There was even a plan
at one time of making Mahmud Nedim Bey,.former Turkish Vali
of Yemen and bresent commander of +the Imam's troops, the
ruler of the Tihama area to keep the Tlhema from the control
of both the Imem and the Idrlsl.2 This scheme, however, was
never effected, and Mahmud NedimrBey remained faithful +to
the Imam and led the assaults on fhe Tihama. By the middle
of January 1921, the Imam had captured Hajjaila and was .
advancing on Bajil and Buraa, The Beni Mokatil tribe ang-
Sheikh Al Jaabir of Manakha with the people of Haragz and
Aitab were holdlng Hajjaila and Madwal against the Idrisi

forces. By the end of the month, the Idrisi had reoccupied

lThe Times, January 31, 1921,
°Ibia.
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Hajjaila and recovered part of Bilad al Taraf. The trade
route between the coast am the inland towns of Tibama

north of Hodeida remained unsafe.

When British troops withdrew in February from Hodeida,
the Idrisi brought peace to the town and announced the re—
opening of the road between Hodeida and Manakha, as the

result of an agreement between the Imam and himself, By

May, however, people were still not.uSing the road because

of constant skirmishing.

_ In March, Ibn Saud had come to Jizan in Asir where
his trip‘had been viewed as a meeting between allies against
the Imam and possibly even against . Sherif Husein.3 In August
Sayyid Mohammed ‘'Alawi Ass§kkaf, envoy of Sherif Husein, met
with the Idrisi to conclude an alliance., It was hoped that
the Imam ﬁould alsco joim this entente aftef he and the Idrisi
hgd settled their differences.4 This courting of the Idrisi
and the Imam by Ibn Saud and the Sherif of Mecca must be
viewed as part of the ongoing dynastic feud in Arabia in

which each house tried to insure and maximize its own posi-

tion. - It must be recalled that the idrisi was not alone in

31bid., May 12, 1921, At this time the first treaty
between Ibn Saud and the Idrisi was concluded, the text of
which remained unknown until the publication of the Kitab Al
Akhdar in 1934. See appendix for the text.

“Ipid., August 22, 1921.
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‘feeling threatened in 1921, for the Sherif of Mecca as well
as the Imam felt the encroaching power of Ibn Saud. Ibn
Saud inrtu;n was concerned over possible actions by the
Sherif of Mecca, Imam Yahya, the Idrisi and Feisal of Iraq.
The Imam's positién was jeopardized in that what was known
as Greater Yemen remained beyond his area of control. In
other words, Asir, Saudi Arabia, and the Aden Protectorate
were intruders into Greater Yemen and might, therefore, make
further incursions into his domain. As Jacob stated, "The
irredentism of the Imam of San'a is no less urgent than

that of Fascisti Italy."’

Temporary truces were negotiated between the Idrisi
and tht Imam. When the Imam was winning, some tribes in
his tefritory attacked the Idrisi; when the Imam was losing,
the tribes turned against him. Thus, allegiénce of the
tribes to one dynasty or the_othér was of paramount import-
ance in setiling the question of predominance and borders
in Arabia. In 1923 - the year in which Mussolini won a moral
viciory over the issue of Corfu - the Imam issued a call for

all Arabia to unite under him and recognize his suzerainty

5Harold F. Jacob, op. cit., p. T73.
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¥ while in return he would not interfere in their affairs.6
Mere declaration of allegiance by a tribe would take them

} out of one orbit into another, out from underneath the Idrisi

or Saudi wing and put them under the Imam's wing.7r

60p. cit., August 13, 1923.

7Harold Ingrams, op. cit., pp. 77-79 gives an excel-
lent perspective on the necessity of the Anglo-Saxon trans-—
cending his experience of authority and allegiance to under-
stand the Arab view of society: "On first acquaintance with
the Proteetorate it appeared to me a region in which anarchy
and sudden death prevailed, though as a traveller I soon
found that it was possible by a queer system of rules to get
from A to B without being bumped off on the way. Once one
could analyse this conclusion one saw that the impression of
'anarchy' resulted from thinking 'English' and not appreciating
the Arab.'system' behind it. A convenient compromise is to
call it 'the system of anarchy' but to understand it thoroughly
one must.divest oneself of 'BEnglish' thinking. I will try to
explain this briefly starting from the stand point that the
Arab approach probably represents a subconscious attempt to
reconcile the mystical concept of unity with the insistence
on the inalienable right to unfettered individualism. The
conflict of the two is of the essence of Arabism. The basis
of the system is that while the prior right is to complete in-
dividualism, survival must depend on the acceptance of several
concessions, e.g., that people must be able to get from A to B
or that they must be able to get food and water. Such conce-
ssions are an absolute minimum, subject always to the test of
strength, and regulated by the "Urf" or tribal law. The test
of strength means fighting, that results in death and. there-
fore creates a blood-feud: that can be regulated by the "Urf"
but a major factor in its effectiveness is agreement on arbit-
ration. How effectively agreement is reached depends on the
influence or strength of chiefs.

Thus one finds that the constitutional position of
chiefs is bound up basically with the "Urf" and effectively
with their strength and wisdom.... There are three types of
tribal chiefs in the Aden Protectorate: hereditary, appointed
suzerain (power originally acquired by conquest), and accepted
suzerain {due to his descent from the Prophet)..

Superimposed on this Arab system is the British con-
cept of the Treaty Chief. In Arab eyes the Treaty Chief is no
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The contest over the Tihama continued. Hodeida was
the principal prize for it controlled the trade of the area
and was & source of wealth., The merchants of Hodei@a did
not like the‘rule of the Idrisi because he had extracted
50,000 Maria Theresa dollﬁrs from them as a war contribution
in Septembér 1921. In November several Arab and Indian
merchants left Hodeida for Aden in order to avoid the
Idrisi's taxes. The sheikh of the Zaranik tribe, seeing
an opp&rtunity to advance his own paroéhial interests, opened
& port which charged lower customs dues and, therefore, sip-
honed off trade from Hodeida. The Idrisi mountéd a success-—

ful campaign to crush‘this upstartn‘

In March 1923 fighting between the Imam and the
Idrisi was resumed at Buras and Jebel Milhan where the Imamic
commander was captured'and many pfisoners_were taken by the

Idrisi.8 At this point, the Idrisi's position began to weaken

more than a chief of one of the three categories concerned
who has entered into a treaty of protection with the British,
He is not regabded by the people as thereby entitled to any
more constitutional authority than he would otherwise have,
but his alliance with the British comes under the heading of
an increase of that influence which makes his 'rule' more
effective."

SAmeen Rihani conveyed propousals from the Imam to
the British that the Imam would give up his claim to Dhala,
Shirib, Subbaiha and Ajoud in the Aden Protectorate if the
British ejected the Idrisi from Hodeida, Salif (noted for
its salt works) and Loheiya. The Imam was "inclined to
bargain and thus adopted the tactics which are recognized as
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because of internal dynastic quarrels following the acces-
sion to power of Emir Sayyid 'Ali ibn Mohammed upon the

9 In

death of his father, Emir Say&id Mohammed, in March.
April 1924 Sayyid Mustapha, a kinsman of Sayyid Ali, tried,
along with his two sons, to depose the new Idrisi in favor
of Emir Moﬁammed's brother, the Sayyid Hasaﬁo The revolt
was put down laréely by the Masareha and Abu Arish tribes;
the rebel Sayyid Mustapha sought refuge in Maravia, a holy
éity, with Sayyid Abdel Kader, Mansab of the Sunni Moslems
of the Tihama. Sayyid Abdel Kader, Sayyid Mustapha and
Mahmud Bey, who had been the last Turkish Vali of the Yemen,

teamed ﬁp against Emir Sayyid Ali énd captured Hodeida in

sound and efficacious in war or diplomacy, of striking in

one direction to compel the opponent to yield in another...."
He knew that "Zaidi soldiers wilt when they come down out of.
the mountains.on to the plain, In Upper Yemen soldiers
receive a daily ration of gqat while those on the Tihama can-
not...." The Imam also demanded as a second condition that
the British command no authority in the Protectorate and that
the princes rule autonomously. On these conditions the Imam
was willing to sign a treaty of friendship and trade. A few
months after these proposals were made, however, Emir Sayyid
Mohammed died, and the Imam knew he could gain his objectives
in the Tihama. Ameen Rihani, The Times, December 11, 1928,

9Ameen Rihani, Ibid., states, "A few months after,
however, the strong man /Emir Sayyid Mohammed/ of Asir died
and he was succeeded by his feeble-minded son /Emir Sayyid
'Ali ibn Mohammed/, who could not manage the affairs of a
tribe, much less a tottering state which was the prey of the
ambitions of his cousims, all intriguing for power,"
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April, but in October 1925 they were driven out of the city
by the Sayyid Ali's black MamiuksB The defeated Sayyid

- Mustapha and his iwo sons were thought to have taken refupge

at Kutai, about thirty miles inland from Hodeida, after éur—

renﬁering peacefully to the Idrisi.

Meanwhile, the Italians successfully concluded the
Treaty of Rome on Januafy 27, 1924 which gave them & much
ﬁo:e favorable position in Fiume. Italian expansion east-
ward continued., After 1924.Italy signed treaties of friend-
ship, conciliation and arbitration with Hungary, Turkey,
Greece, Austria, Rémania and Czechoslovakia, In i925 she
signed the Nettuno Convention with Yugoslavia‘#hich gave
Italians, in retu:nrfor certain commercial advantages in
Italy for the former, the right to buy land vithin thirty

miles of the Yugoslav frontier,

The Yemenis believed that Sayyid Ali had been in
collusioﬁ.with the Italians and had offered to'éstablish
an Italian Consulate at Hodeida if they would supply hinm

i 1

C s Py . . 0 . .
with arms and.ammunition to recover it. This action on

the part of the Idrisi was a direct threat to the Imam, who

101pia., October 30, 1924 and November 4, 1924.
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‘ felt Hodeida to be the natural outlet and port of his coun-

11

try. It was also believed that the Mansab Abdel Kader,

\ - | a former'enemy of the Imam, had been working for thé Imam.12
Although aided by the italians, the Idrisi was weakened by

| the plotters, Sayyid Mustapha, Mansab Abdel Kader and Mahmud
| Nedim Bey, and was losing his authority with certain tribes.

.2 After he allegedly dismissed the advisors of his father,

his sway in Abu Arish and Sabiya diminished.l? Sayyid Hadi

al Haig, the principal sheikh of the Wayidaf tribe, which
resided-in the area between Abu Arish and Hodeida, declared
on.February 7 he was against'the Idrisi. The Sherif of
Hazﬁi, one of the Idrisi's chief éommanderé, allegedly had
gone over to the side of the Imem and was in the field
opposing the Idrisi at Bajil.l4 Furthermore, the Idrisi was
short of money and ammunition andhcould %Ply rely on his

+ bodyguard of Mamluk slaves.'® With Hadi Al-Haig in possession
of Suk Sabl, only twenty miles inland from Médi, the latter

wvas expected to surrender soon. If Medi surrendered, the

a

i YMyarold F. Jacob, op. cite, p. 241, wrote, "Hodeida

Tr was not ours that.we should give it permanently to anyone;

nor did the Idrisi win this territory from the Turks in the war,
When the Peace Treaty with Turkey is signed and ratified, it
will be our first duty to eliminate the Idrisi from realms to
which the Imam alone has prescriptive title, Hodeida is the
leading port of San'a."

éo

1222. cit., January 6, 1925.

L1pid,
141pid,, March 10, 1925.

15Ibid., and January 6, 1925,

4 ‘..,fa
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i¢ Beni Marwan, the main tribe of the area, would go over to

; 1%, the Imam., There was now a concerted effort by many formerly

| loyal tribes to topple the Idrisi Sayyid Ali. On March 27,
“ 1925, the commandant of the Idrisi garrison at Hodeiaa
evacuated the town and left it temporarily in the charge

% ' " of ‘the Sheikh of the Aabsi tribe. The Idrisi troops boarded
J; dhows which fook them to Jizan.

After the loss of Hodeida, the Idrisi retreated
¥ ] : into the Asir where the Imam's men pursﬁed him, The Imam
stationed 30,000 men in the Bajil and Hodeida districts. The
Sheikhs of Zaranik entered Hbdeida, whﬁse new governor waé
Sayyid Abdel Kader, and deciared allegiance to the Imam. The
tribes around Buraa which had continually raided Zeidi terri-
n tory were subdued. By October the Imam's forcés had con-
; quered the Beni Nashr and advanced against Medi - a port
‘ about forty-two miles south of the Idrisi capital - in which
! the Beni Maswan tribe resided. By November the Imam had
l ? . taken Harad, located about fifty miles soufh of Abu Arish,
: the inland seat of the Idrisi. Nearly all the tribes of the
Li' Tihama had gone over to the Imam including the Beni Abs of
[ é vhich Sheikh Ibn Tavah was the leader. In December the Sayyid
| Ahmed Senussi; former Grand Sheikh of the Senussi Brotherhood,
*_came to Jizan accompanied by twenty Wahhabi subjects of Ibn

Saud to seek & settlement of the differences between the Imam
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and the Idrisi. Raghib Bey, the former Kaimakam of Hodeida
returned to Hodeida appafently to work on behalf of the
Imam; Bekir Bey arrived in Hodeida to repatriate the Turks

who still remained in Yemen.

Emir Mohammed ibn Ali, a Wahhabi, reigned from 1909
to 1923, and fought against the Sherif of Mecca in 1910,

who was then cooperating with the Turks against the Imam.

- In January 1926 Sayyid Hasan ibn Ali AL Idrisi succeeded

his nephew, the Emir Ali ibn Mohammed, who had been deposed,
In August the deposed Sayyid Ali ibn Mohammed sallied forth
from his sanctuafy in Aden and went to Mecca to request Ibn
Saud's aid against Sayyid Hasan ibn Ali. Sayyid Ali had’
been overthrown by seeking the aid of Ibn Saud against the
Imam because many tribes had felt that Saudi intervention
would curtail the independenée of the Idrisi and of Asir.16
Thus, it was evident that the Idrisi fémily was rent by
factions leaning either to Ibn Saud or Imam Yahya. In some
cases the predeliction was due to religion as in the case of
Emir Mohammed ibn Ali, and in other cases it appears to have

been due to economics, proximity or tribal allegiances and

feuds.

1612;@., August 16, 1926,
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From the succession of Hasan Idrisi and the conclusion
of the Saudi-Idrisi agreement of 1926 to the final annexa-
tion of Asir in 1930

The Italians were imn an embarrassing position while
the Idrisi and the Imam were fighting, for the Idrisi was
an aily of long staﬁding and ye% Italy desired trade rela—
tions with Yemen. When the Imam finally solidified his
pcsition.in Asir and brought-the ports of Tihama under
his control, the basis for sound Italian-Yemeni .economic
relations were established. In,Méy 1925 there were feelers
in the form of a Yemeni delegétion vigsiting Massawa in Eritrea
which returned with a wireless, Itélian doctors and aﬂ Italian
consul., In September 1926 & seven-man Italian mission,'headed
by Governor Gasparini of Asmara, visited Sana bringing an
airplane and automobile as presents for the Im#ma A treaty
of friendship and trade was signed which was valid for ten
years and which brought Italy to the side of Yemen in the
Saudi~-Yemeni border dispﬁte. The Imam no longer had to depend
on the port of Aden for transit trade because he had access
to the port of Massawa on very favorable terms.17 His inc-

lination was to reduce_the British influence in the-Protectorate

17Ibid., February 23, 1927.
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and harry the new Saudi presence in Asirol8

In October 1926 Idrisi Emir Hasan concluded a treaty
with Ibn Saud. According to this‘tréaty, known as the Treaty
of Meéca,‘the Idrisi. became Ibn Saud's vassai. Ibn Saud was
bound to proteét him against.foreignmand domestic aggression,
return a strip of land taken by his Wahhabi wvarriors, and
recognize him as an independent ruler. Emir Hasan in return
wﬁs to place his foreign relations, commercial and political,

under Ibn Saud's .a,egis.]'9

The British had always wanted control over the Farsan
Islands so that they could guarantee their line of communi-

cations in the Red Sea, and the recent Saudi investiture of

18Ha.rold F. Jacob, H. St. John Philby and Ameen Rihani

vere all against British foreign policy in the Arabian Penin-
sula. They seemed to feel that British poliecy lacked insight
into historical facts, used archaic methods to protect British
interests and somehow always ended up treating the Arab peoples
unfairly, In their eyes this unfair treatment and lack of his-
torical vision sowed the seeds of later calamities. Ameen
Rihani, The Times, December 11, 1928, in speaking about the
Protectorate and advocating that it be left to fend for itself
while the British hold Aden alone, argued: "The question of
whether the Protectorate will be safe if British protection

is withdrawn from them is, to say the least, amusing, When

the Turks marched on Aden-in 1915, it was the Arabs of the
Protectorate who held .them in check at Lahe}: the irony is
poignant. It is about time that the absolute me thod of the East
India Company of setting up 'independent' buffer states to pro-
tect British interests, be abandoned. The more honorable and
consistent policy would be to find the strong man there and con-
clude an alkiance with him. The strong man is Imam Yahya and he
is not unamenable, if certain concessions are made to favor his
political program,"

See appendix for the text of this treaty.
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Asir made the fulfillment of this aspiration all the easier
because of good British-Saudi relations. British-Yemeni
relations were at a standstill following Sir Gilbert
Clayton's abortive attempts to reaéh an agreement wgth the

Imam in 1926, 2°

Thus, the -British fell back on their good
relations with Ibn Saud, suzerain of a new fief, and the
Italians set about consolidating their special relationship .
with Imam Yahyaezl The ldrisis were now an insignificant

factor in Arabian poiitiés.zz

20sir Gilbert Claybons 191417, Director of Intel—
ligence in Egypt; 1916-17, B.G.G.S. Hejaz .Operations;.1917-
19, Chief Political Officer. of Egyptian Expeditionary Force;
1919-22, Advisor to Ministry of Interior, Egypt; 1922-25,
Chief Secretary, Government of Palestine; 1925-27, Special
Envoy to King of Hejaz and Nejd; 1928 until his death in 1929,
High Commissioner. of Iraq. ‘

2lp. 0. 406/59, Incl. in No. 14, Jidda: Report for
December, 1926. The Idrisis slipped into a calm and whiled
away their time., The Palestinian journalist von Weisl "...
spent 10 days at Jizan, and was welcomed, he says, in Idrisi
circles., There he found an atmosphere of confidence and even
bellicosity. He saw the ruling Idrisi Sayyid Hassan, and the
triumvirate who direct him: Sidi.Ahmed Shereef-el-Senussi, the
'Grand' Senussi; Jemal 'Pasha'-el-Gazi, a former Turkish offi-
cer of .Palestinian origin, whom von Weisl describes as having
been formerly an aide-de-camp to Enver Pasha, and whose tedium
he helped to wile away with long games of chess; and Sayyid
Mustafa-el-Idrisi. These personages were obviously convinced
that the clouds had passed from over Asir, now that they had
established relations with a powerful oil company, and that,
if there were to be any more rain, it would shower sovereigns,
They seem to feel, too, although they are aware that his in-
terest cannot be purely paternal, that they can rely, should the
worst come to the worst, on the protection of Ibn Saud. Indeed,
Jizan was in excellent spirits, and if the musical conceptions
of the Grand Senussi and his friends were more in harmony with
modern tastes, one could almost imagine Jizan echoing to the
refrain of the popular song to which discreet allusions is
made above.," '

22jieen Rihani, The Times, December 11, 1928.
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The British and Italians were most aware of the
possible.stréin and conffontation arising out of their fir-
4 mer commitments to the mutually hostile Ibn Saud and Imam
Iahya.23 Thefefore, they set out 4o clarify their posi-
_tions in Rome in Januvary 1927. Signor Gasparini noted that
the Imam's disliké of the Idrisi was understandable in view
of the Iérisi's relatively'late arrival to prominence and
his holding, in the Imam's eyes, of Yemeni territory.
Furthermore, the Imam's ;uspicion was only natural when he
was surrounded on-thrée sides by hostile elements. (The
“traditionally fecalcitrant-Zaraniklof Tihama as well'ﬁs the
tribesmen near the soufhern border were up in arms). Gaspa-
rini stated that the Adeni tribesmen were receiving muni-
tions from the Resideh£ and that the Idrisi was also re-
ceiving arms from British sources. The British replied that
the Imam was the aggressor in both céses-and should not comp-
lain if his enemies received a modicum of arms to defend them—
selves, The Italian representatives then inquired whether
the British iﬁtended to recognize the treaty between Ibn Saud

and the Idrisi, pointing out that to do so would only-aggravate

23p,0. 406/59, No. 1, Notes of Meetings held in the
Palazzo Chigi, communicated to Foreign Office by Sir G. Clayton,
January 17. "Sir Gilbert Clayton drew attention to an aspect
of the question which His Majesty's Government considered of
importance, namely, the danger that the conflict between the
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the tenous relations between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya and

complicate Italo-British relations.

There were long exchanges over the Farsan Islands
and the right of British or Italian concerns to exploit any
oil that might be found there. The Italians counselled an
"open-door" policy while the British were adamant in denying
ény other ﬁower the right to establish itself on these
islands. The Italians argued that if the British were to
adopt a more flexible policy in view of the Imam's "aspira-
tions," it might prevent Yemen from becoming-a sécufe and

remote-breeding ground for anti-British policyo24 The British

Imam Yahya and the Idrisi, possibly supported by Ibn Saud,

might lead to misunderstandings and difficulties between

the Italian and British Governments, in view of 'the fact that

the Italian Government had concluded a treaty of friendship

* . with.the Imam of the Yemen, while on the other hand, His

‘Majesty's Government were in treaty relations with the idrisi,

who was.at the present moment the possessor of the Farsan

Islands, to the status of which, indicated above, His Majesty's

Government attached great importance.”

24-Ibid., No. 4, Private Conversation between Signor
. Gasparini and Sir Gilbert Clayton at the Imistry of the Col-

onies, Rome, on the morning of January 15, 1927, Gasparini
",.. again emphasized the unfortunate effect which recogni-
tion of this treaty by His Majesty's Government would have
upon the Imam of the Yemen, and gave it as his opinion that it
would definitely alienate him from Great Britain and throw him
into the arms of various influences which were hostile to
British policy, and which were already seeking in him an ins-
trument of anti-British policy., He urged once more the neces-
sity of solving any outstanding questions between the British
and Italian Governments which might stand in the way of a
policy of full co-operation on parallel lines. He instanced




67

answered that it was impossible to say what they would do
if the entire situation in Arabie changed; as things stood
at the moment, the Farsan Islands belonged to the Idrisi

and Imam Yahyafs annexation of them was totally unaccept-

_able.

A muted but humorous exchange then took place about
the juridical status of Kamaran Island. This island, spar-
sely imhabited, was utilized by Holland and Great Britain
as a quarantine station. The Italians said they would
accept the juricial status‘guo-but would like.to have an
Italian doctor on the staff, The British replied that the
French would then ask for representation if the Italians
.éecured a position for one of their doctors., Thérefore,

the British avoided the guestion of Kamaran as much as possible?5

certain cases which had come to his notice of efforts by sub-
versive elements to establish an influence with the Imam;
notably the case of & mission which had recently proceeded
from Sanh to Constantinople and which had, as he was informed,
stopped at Jedda en route and held long conversations with the
Turkish representative there, in which M. Akhimof, the Soviet
representative, had taken part. He felt that it was impera-
tive to look ahead and to esteblish a solid front against
intrigues such as were only too evident in China and elsewhere,
and he regarded San'am as a very important centre in this res-

- pect." Signor Gasparini was most correct in noticing the struc-
tural.weaknesses the British were creating that would later be
used by natives and outsiders alike to remove the British pre-
sence. As often as not, this plotting would take place in
Aden and Cairo and then in Beirut, Riyadh and Damascus, and
only lastly in Sen'a. The elements who were to exploit the
British countermanding of history were more often than not in
exile or not Yemeni.

231pid., No. 3 and F.O0. 406/59, No. 13, Sir Austen
Chamberlain to Sir Gilbert Clayton, January 27, 1927.
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The British were content with the Rome Conversations
and felt that the Italians had understood their position.
The British went out of their vay to explain to the Italians
that they would defer recognition of the Saudi-Idrisi treaty
as long as they could, but, because they were pfesently nego-—
tiating with Ibn Saud for a new treaty, Ibn Saud would. push
them for its fecoénition. In any case, the British would
stay out of Arabian internal affairs. The British concept
of nonintervéntion, as we have seen, dia nof disavow the
right to support client sfatés and personnel as.they had
done in the case of the Idrisi and Adeni fréntiersmen who
had harrassed the Imam. The Italians, who also disclaimed
the interest or riéht of éntefing into internal Arabian
politics, had supported pro-Imamic triﬁes in Asir‘and later
on the Imam and all followvers against Ibn Sa.ud.26 Nonethe-
less, tﬁe British and Italians understéod each other and
aired any-aifferences between themselves in a manner that
- befitted drawing room behavior. The British even asked the

Italians to intercede on their behalf-with the Imam while

26Ibn Saud had advised the Imam to avoid entangle-
ments with Italy. "The Imam's relations with foreign powers
should be so conducted as to.cultivate the friendship of
Great Britain while avoiding any entanglements with weaker
powers. which might involve him in difficulties which would
affect the whole of Arabia." TF.O0. 406/59, Incl. in No. 44,
Record of conversations between Sir G. Clayton and Ibn Saud,
June 6, 19270
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the Italians continued to ask for equal commercial opport-

27

unities in the aresa.

The issues were serious, however, If the British
recognizéd the Saudi-Idrisi Treaty, the Treéty of Mecca,-_
Italian influence would not be able to péneirate‘any further
north. What is more, the Treaty spoke of the frontiers of

Asir being those "which wefe,‘at that date /1920/, subject
28

to the Idrisis." At that time, we will recall, the Idrisis

occupieé Hodeida - a gift from the thankful British., To the

Imam, therefore, the Mecca Treaty was the dropping of the

271pia., No. 16, Notes of a Meebting held at the
Palazzo Chigi on January 31, 1927 at 5:30p.m. Communicated
to the Foreign Office, February 7. The British even offered
the Italians the right to participate in. the Farsan Island
0oil concession, The Times, February 23, 1927, commented,
"The treaty between Italy and the Imam is in no sense ini-

- mical to British political interests, and if it has given

the Italians solid commercial advantages, they deserve the
rewards of enterprise and common sense," The Italian Under-
Secretary for the Colonies, Signor Cantalupo, commented in
the Corriere della Sera that Italy "... has only econonmic
and paclflc aims in Arabia and is ready to make any effort
which is necessary in order that the independent States of
Arabia may keep on good terms among both themselves and with
the Western Powers." Signor Cantalupo was further pleased
with the speech of Lord Lovat, the British Under—Secretary
for Colonial Affalrs, before the House of Lords in which
Lovat accepted Italy's declaration of peaceful and economic
intentions. The Tlmes, July 8, 1927.

28p,0. 406/59, No. 15, Acting Consul Mayers to Sir
Austen Chamberlain, January 19, 1927; Ibid., Incl. in No. 19,
Jedda Report for January 1927; also Amgen | Rihani, The Tlmes,
December 11, 1928.
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gauntlet. Ameen Rihani, a Syrian-American, Norman Mayers,
the Acting Consul in Jidda and Dr. Abdullah Bey Damlugi,
Saudi Director of Foréign Affaifs, all expreésed the feeling
that at that ﬁime, 192é to 1928, no altercaions would ae;upt
between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya; yet, they were aware of

the rivairy.which existed between these men and which would

errupt into warfare in 1934.

Perhaps the two protaganists were more balance@
in their assessment of the situation because they were
directly involved in the conflict and not viewing it from
the outside as the British and Italians were., These fwo
"chieftains knew théy were compefitors and that despite
their temporar;.agreements on borders their dynastic ambi-

tions would set them at loggerheads°29

Ibn Saud, in any case,
was too deliberate and cool to pursue an ambition where he
might appear to be in the wrong. He was prepared to wait
until circumstances did not prejudice him, Imam Yahya was

more prone to bluff and bluster and began to.object vocifer-

ously after Ibn Saud assumed control of Asir. His game of

29%,0. 406/59, Incl. in No. 19, Jedda Report for
January 1927. Despite the Mecca agreement which jave Ibn
Saud all territory pertaining to. the Idrisi in 1920, Ibn
Saud recognized his southern boundaries to be Wadi Mur, near
Loheiya, and that all territory to the south of Wadi Mur,
including Hodeida, belonged to the Imam,
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"bicker and barter" to better his position while expecting
Ibn Saud to hold to the status quo was an Arab form that
few Anglo-Saxons would have had the tempsrament to tolerate.
Ibn Saud had learned much from his association with fhe
British and came to understand the importance of the app- 7
earance of "on-paper" legality. On April 27, 1934, he

published the first installment of the Kitab Al Akhdar - or

Green Book — which contained a record of the negotiations
betweeh the Saudis and Yemenis over their border dispute.

Eventually, the complete text of the Kitab Al Akhdar was to

appear serially in the Umm Al Qura. The introduction to

the Kitab Al Akhdar is instructive: “As soon as our victor-

ious.army entered Yemen, the Imam suréendered and sent a
telegram to the King dated Apfil 12, and so the King at

once stopped the shameful fight. But we have shown to the
world the telegrams and false allegations the Imam sent

other Moslem Arab states, and for this reason.énly are we
publishing the Green Book so that ﬁhe world may know where
the truth is." Ibn Saud wes an ambitious man but did not
long for irredenfist territory as much as Imam Yahya. Perhaps
because of this, Imam Yahya was the provocéteuf and appeared

the coveter more fhan Ibn Saud.

In March 1927 rumors reached Ji:dda that agents had

penetratéd as far north as Kunfida in an effort to make
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friends for the Imam in the Tihama. Agents were also alle-
gedly in Asir where Idrisi Sayyid Hasan and Sayyid Mustapha
had settled their differences and Qere now making common
cause.against‘the Imam, Apparently agents had also ﬁeen
working in the areé of the Zahren and Ghamid tribes who
lived in the mountains between Turaba and the éea; because
of their‘propoganda the tribesmén asked their Emir to whom
- they should listen., The Emir, at that time living in Mecca,
advised theﬁ to remain loyal to Ibn Seaud, However, it was
reported that spokesmen from the.Ghamid and Beni Shahr
tribes had visited San'a. Ibn Saud, meanwhile, reiterated
his suPport for the Idiisi,‘allegedly sent provisions and
ammunition to Sabiyavﬁnd promised arms and men would be sent
after Ramadan;“ Reports had recently been received stating
that the Idrisi's men had taken Samita {northeast of Medi)
and that imamicvforces had taken Najran; While Ibn Saud was
away in Néjd and his return not expected until mid—April,
serious conflict did not occur. Already, however, possible

mediators for the Saudi-Yemeni conflict were being suggested?o

30p,0. 406/59, Incl. in No. 36, Jedda Report for March
1927. Norman Mayers described two such men: Mahmoud Nedim
Bey, the Turkish ex-Governor of Yemen and current adviser to
the Turkish mission at Jedda who was quite well versed on
Yemeni affairs and "... described as an unofficial Imamic agent
in the Hejaz"; and Sayyid Murghani-el-Idrisi who adhered to a
different policy than the Idrisi Sayyid Hasan or Sayyid Mustapha
and who "is not without followers in Asir."
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In June 1927 the Imam requested that Ibn Saud send
a delegafio# to San'a to discuss the border situation. The
Saudi delegation, cémposed of Sa'id ibn Abdel Aziz jibn
Musheit, Abdel Wahab ibn Mohammed ibﬁ Malha and Turki‘ibn
Mohammed ibn Madi, met with the Imam seventeen times. He
refused to aécept the Treaty of Mecca, saying that Asir wvas
Yemeni territory. Yah&a considered the Idrisis to be in-
terlopers, said they had no right tp relinquish their
~ sovereigniy to anybody but himself and declared that he
did not recognize the annexation of the land of Beni 'A'id
to Nejd. The Saudi delegation tried to exlain that the
Zeidis bad no claim on these territories, that Asir was the
pieée of land stretching from Makha to Zobeid to the Bajil
District in the mountains, and that Yahya had to give up
control of those parts he was still governing. The Yemeni
delegation was composed of Abdullah ibn Ahmad ib:n Al.Wazir,
Ahmad Hashem and Mohammed Haidar Al-Na'imi from Molaha' of
the Sabiya District. Al Wazir was unfluctuating in his
insistence that Asir and Tihama were Yemeni, and Al,ﬁa‘imi
reinforced this ﬁoint of view, -After fifteen meetingsﬁYahya
said that as long as no agreement had been reached, matters

31

‘should remain as they were. It vas obvious, then, that

-

31Kitab Al Akhdar, Chapter II and document 1,
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the Imam was overstating his case and was willing to settle

for the status quo if argument resulted in no gain.

The Saudi delegation returned to Mecca to report

on their'diséuséions in San'a. A new delegation composed

¢ of Mohammed ibn Dleem and Turki ibn Madi was sent in 1927
with instructioné to accepf the status quo and make final
delineations of the border. The Yemeni delegation was

o c&mposed_of Qadi Abdullah ibn Husein Al_Oman and Qadi
Abdel Karim Al-Mutahher, The Saudis commenced by reiter-
ating that since the Idrisi hed surrendered to Ibﬂ Saud,
Ibn Saud was bound to'protect'his land, The Yemenis like-
wise stated their earlier position that the Idrisi could
not give away what was not his. The Saudis countered that
Asir belonged either to Ibn Saud, to the Turks or to its
people; if this were undérstood,.there would be no problem,
The Yemenis tried to play on Saudi honor by answering that

4 Hasan ibn 'Ayed and Sherif Husein had requested Yahya's aid
but that hé did not help them because he wanted to heip Ibn
Saud; therefore, the Saudis should not believe Idrisi lies.
The Idrisis were intruders. The Saudis, steering closer to
the facts of the situvation, acknowledged that Yahya had the
right to claim Tihama (the littoral) but not Asir (the

mountainous areé) and said that Yahja should accept the fact
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that the Idrisi was not a vassal of Ibn Saud and move from
that point. The Saudis suggested that to the east and
north of Najr&n,‘the land should belong to Ibn Saud, and
that from Wa'ile to the south, the land should belong to
the Imam. Tﬁe_land from Ibn Subhan and south would ber
Yemeni while the territor& north of Ibn Subhan would be
under the jurisdiction of Asir. From Asir to Tihama the
bouﬁdaries were known, Furthermofe, the tribelwhich did
 not pay zakat to anybody belonged to Ibn Saud. 'Aru and
south belonged to Yemen and from there north belénged to
Asir.. The Tihama would be discussed as a separate issue;'
Medi was ieéognized as the border between the two govern-
ments.

The Yemenis replied that these proposals seemed ac-
qeptable.except for the delineations of Idrisi territory.
Yahya entered the conversations and suggésted, for a second
”time, that matters should remain as they were and that he
would dispatch a delegation to discuss matters further with
ibn Saud. This delegation would consist of Qadi Qasim Al.
|'Ara.bi, Qadi Mohammed ibn Mohammed Zebara, 'Abbas ibn Ahmad

ibn Ibrahim and Abdu;lﬁh ibn Ali ibn Mona' and twenty-six

othefs.32 1

32Ibid., document 3,




76

Turki fbn Madi then wrote to Ibn Saud saying that
the Imam did not want to make any agreement, that he always
turned the conversation to tangential areas, While not
inclined +to anj aggression at the moment, neither did he
want to agree on definite borders. Still, he insisted on
annulment of the Treaty of Mecca. After fifty-four days
of fruitless meetings, there was no excuse for his not’

33

sending a delegation back with the Saudis. On January 26,

1928, Yahya sent a letter to Ibn Saud saying that he could
not agree to Ibn Saud's demands because the land of the

Idrisis was his.

In July 1927 the Beni Marwan, adherents of the
Idrisi and pro-Saudi, captured Harad from the Zeidis and
set fire to Habl. Medi was also beseiged, many of its

34

merchants fleeing to Kamaran. On July 24 a Nejdi force

assembled at Taif was-dispatched to the Yemeni frontier.

331bid., document 4.

34The Times, July 18, 1927. Meanwhile, Ibn Saud was

having internal problems with two unruly Nejdi chiefs opposed
to his rule: Feisal Al.Darwish and Ibn Boujad. Al.Darwish
was encamped at Turba and Ibn Boujad.at Medina, but no inci-
dents had occured. Knowing the likes of the Bedouin chiefs,
Ibn Saud sent money, horses and camels to Ibn Boujad. Like
Imam Yahya, Ibn Saud was subject to internal pressures; how-
ever, it is more difficult to determine the effect these
pressures had on his views of Yemen and the Imam than it is
to determine the effect of internal pressures on the Imam's
view of Saudi Arabia and its King., See page 8cufthe text,
F.0. 406/60, No. 5, Consul, Jidda to Sir Austen Chamberlaln,
August 12, 1927,
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In August Ibn Saud continued to voice his concern
that the.Italians vere influencing the Imam and sending
him large'stores of arms and ammunition;35‘ The British
repliéd that they had no evidence of such Itélian activi-
ties and did not believe the Italians would contravene the |
Rome Protocols of 1927, Furtﬁermore, the Imam was frge to

purchase arms wherever he wished just as were the Sau&is.36

In the July Jidda Report it was claimed that three
Italian égent had been arrested in Asir: Jemal Pasha, a
Syrian officer who had served some years.with Ibn Saud and
then deserted to Yemen; and Mohammed Omar Dunkali and

Abdullah Suheil, both arrested for possessing documents

Ibid., No. 6, August 11, 1927. 1f the Italians
were not influencing the Imam, the Yemenis.were surely imp-
ressing the Italians. Dr., Cesano led a Yemeni Mission to Rome
so that these new Arab allies might see something of Roman
culture. "He said that in his opinion the only lasting imp-

. ression made on the mission was one of complete bewilderment.
 The Prince had never before seen the sea, a railway or even

a town. Dr., Cesano complained of his difficulties on cere-
monial occasions, especially of his inability to induce the
Royal guests to control their aebdominal and throat muscles
when dining in distinguished company. He complained that the
more earnest the lectures on deportment delivered by him, the
more eager the Yemenis were loudly to express in approved
oriental fashion their repletion and content., These expres—
sions of gratitude for their good fare were, I vas told, es-
pecially strong in the presence of His Majesty the King of
Italy." 1Ibid., Incl., in No. 15, Jedda Report,

36Ibid.,'N0. 7, Sir Austen Chamberlain to Consul
Stonehewer-Bird, August 16, 1927.v
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proving anti-Saudi activities. Recent disturbances in Asir
had allowed Ibn Saud to strengthen his hand there and the

fear of Italian penetration had subsided.37

The two proteges, Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya, continued
to compléin about each othér's behavior. In August the
Italian Ambassador in London called at the.Foreign Office
to explain that the Itélian Government may no longer be able
-to restrain the Imam due to Ibn Saud's provocations. The
Ambassador felt that Ibn Saud's dispétch.of a mission to
San'a was not done in'good faith but had the intent of gaining

timé so that he could arm himself, and that this dispatch of

& representative to Asir was é direct affront to the Imam

>TIbid., Incl. in No. 8, Jidda Report, July 1927.
It may be doubted. if F.H.W. Stonehewer-Bird really meant
"Italian agents" and fear of "Italian encroachment." He
must have meant.agents of the.Imam and Imamic encroachment.
Sometimes opponents have the tendency to identify an ally as
the aggressor. Ibid., No. 13, Sir Austen Chamberlain to Mr.

" Wingfield, September 1, 1927. The Italian Ambassador in London,
Signor Bordonaro, in a meeting at the Foreign Office, made re—
ference to British agents who were advancing Ibn Saud's interest
and asked for the names of these rersons. In reply he was re-
minded of the persistent activities of Italian agents and their
names were listed (those cited above). .Ibid., No. 26, Consul
Stonehewer-Bird to.Sir Austen Chamberlain, September 16, 1927,
Sayyid Murghani reported that the instability in Asir resulted
largely from misunderstanding between the tribal chiefs of Asir
and the Red Sea Petroleum Company, exploiting the petroleum
concession on the Farsan Islands. Sayyid Mustapha mediated
between the company and the chiefs and promised the chiefs that
the company would furnish them with arms., The Idrisi, who wanted
all the benefits to go to himself, was probably aware that Sayyid
Mustapha was not authorized by the company to make this conces-
sion of guns but was too weak to do anything about it. 1Ibn Saud
had offered to mediate, The tribal chiefs were more sympathetic

t+ to Ibn Saud than the Imam but would rather be independent of both.
They did not like the.strict Wahhabi doctrine.
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and preparatory to occupation of Asir. The Foreign Office
‘replied that they had received similar cbmplaints from Ibn
Saud about the Imam and the Italian Government and that as
‘far as they knew Ibn Saud had neither the intention nor the
capability of making war, vwhereas the Imam had been fully |
armed by Italian sources. What is moré, the Italian Ambas-
sador was told that éccording to the Treaty of Mecca, Ibn
Saud had every right to send a represéntatife.to Asir., The
Italians and British agreed to instruct their representa-
tives in Ji-dde and San'a to counsel patience to Ibn Saud

and Imam Yahya respéctively.BS

Ibn Saud in a letter to Consul Stonehewer—Bird
meintained that the Italians had been responsible for the
collapse of the July negotiations. He folt that he had set
out the terms forlagreement in & letter to the Imam and that
the Imam's reply had assented to ﬁhe terms, Sténehewer—Bird
felt‘thaé Ibn Saud read too much into the Imam's reply, that
the Imam was cordial and showed a readiness to-compromise.
Ibn Saud chose to share the Imam's letter with Stonehewer-—
Bird‘but not his reply to the Imém. Besides guns and ammu-

nition the Imam was receiving airplanes and canons for which

38Ibld., No. 11, Sir Victor Wellesley (for Secretary
of State) to Consul Stonehewer-Blrd August 31, 1927.
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he had neither money nor experts, Furthermore, Ibn Saud
. felt the Imem and Italians had concluded a secret agree-—
ment in addition t6 their trade and friendship treaty of
192-6.39 Ibn Saud had been assured by the Italians, however,

that no such agreement existed.,

In.1927_Ita1y ﬁitnessed troubles as she tried to
strengthén her pésition in the Mediterranean, Italian
' néfionalists had been eager to secure & protectdrate over
Albania since VWorld War I and had succeeded by the Treaty
of Tirana signed on November 27, 1926, TYugoslavia had had
designs oﬁ northern Albania since the war and now saw her
opportunities limited. A storm cloud hung over diplomatic
relations between the two countries until 1928 when there

wvas a rapprochement of sorts. The previous pact of friend-

~ ship expired in January 1929, hdwever, and was not renewed.

: 391b1d., No. 14, Consul Stonehewer-Bird to Sir Austen
- Chamberlain, August 28, 1927 and Ibid., Incl. 1 in No. 14,
Ibn Saud to Consul Stonehewer-Blrd Ibid., Incl., 2 in No. 14,
a letter from Imam Yahya to His Majesty King Abdul-Aziz Ibn
Abdul Rahman el Feisal is worth reading to understand the
mentality of Imam Yahya:

I am.in receipt of your letter of May 29, 1927 and
in reply.beg you to express my pleasure at your 1ntent10n to
conclude an agreement,

This was my will, and I would point out to you that
no one is against the conclusion of this agreement between
us except the Christians and their followers, who wish to stir
up strife between and weaken the Arab countries. May God forbid
that they will ever see anything but amity between us. I am
most desirous of concluding this agreement, and pray to God that
it may be brought about.

"I am content to obtain in my natural rights, and am



166

and would then proceed to Abha.201

Ibn Saud asked Yah&a to keep a close watch on the
larisi.2®2 e have learned lately that Abdel Wahab Idrisi
is inciting revolt in the mountains., We have captureara
letter from Ibn Gholfan, one of your men, which incites the
people of the plains and mountains to revolt. Abdel Wahab
Idrisi and your men are still calling the people to revolt
Against us. The Idrisis were supposed to have been banished

203

from this area, What is your reply?" Yahya answered

that he had taken all necessary measﬁres to stop.the acti- -

vities mentioned in decument 113.204

On January 28 Yahya sent a telegram to Ibn Saud
sayling Abdullah Al Vazir was oﬁ his way, Seif Al Islam had
summoned Abdullah Al Idrisi to his garrison and Ydhya had
ordered any man puﬁished wvho committed aggressive acts.zo5

~ Ibn Saud thanked Yahya for the steps he had taken to dec-

rease the tension; he said that on reading Yahya's telegrams

2O]"Ibid.., document 109. Yahya also asked Ibn Saud
to tell his men not to let their animals eat the harvest of
Asir. Ibn Saud replied {(document 110) that the Imam should
not listen to all the lies which were.reported to him, for
Ibn Saud had heard some rather wild stories about Yahya's men.
2021p3i4,, document 112, |
2031bid., document 113.
2041pid., document 114.

2051,id4., document 115.
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he was tempted to pull back all his army but at news of
atrocities at the border he called for a full alert. He
thought most of the misunderstanding between the two m@n—
archs was caused by the Idrisi.206_ In a telegram dated
February 18 Yahya accused Ibn Saud's men of massacring

some tribesmen who owed aliegiance-to Yahya. He asked Ibn
Saud to halt such malicious acts.%07 Ibn Saud‘replied that
ﬁo such massacres had taken place and ﬁardons had been

208

granted to all, Yahya cabled to Ibn Saud on Februafy 20

asking pardon for all those who had #orked againét.Saudi
Arabia and for the release of the prisoners at Jizan since

‘they had done nothing, 299

From the failure of the Conference of Abha to war

The Saudis did not answer this letter for they felt
the Imam‘had'gone too far in his demands. What had been
'agreéd upon in principle as the two delegations went into
the Abha conference was that the de facto border between

Asir and Yemen should be agreed upon by treaty, that the

206
207
208
209

Ibid., document 116,
lbid., document 120.
ibid., document 121,
Ibid., document 121, No. 2.
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Idrisi should be removed to Zobeid, and that Najran should
fossibly have some neutral stapus., The mutual recrimina-
tions and flattery on the part of the two monarchs conveyed
information and intentions as well as being st&listic. There
was a complicated relationship between the activities for |
which the kings were responsible and the activities for
which they claimed responsibility., At times both chief-
tains would be aware of and responsible for the seditious
acts of their subordinates and tribesmen and deny any know-
ledge of these activities; at other times they truly did
not know what their vassals were doing; and at other times,
still, they suspected their men of certain actions but did
not pursue the matter too deeply. The interaction of these
two men was a continual exchange of cant. It was by these
means eaéh king hoped to increase the size of his fief and
the number of his vassals, Ibn Saud was acting out of for-
wvard-moving intertia, ambition and a sense of mission in

the Arabian Peninsula; Imam Yahya was acting out of a deep

sense of Yemeni lineage; Zeidi patronymy and irredentism.

Italy was experiencing sad straits at home. Foreign
trade was declining, the depbession was still unsolved and
public works as a means of providing employment was no longer

working. Mussolini envisaged a foreign adventure as the
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210 This foreign

means of sglving his domestic concerns.
adventure was in Ethiopia and precipitated by the staged
border clash at Wal Wal on December 5>, 1934, However, we
should not overlook the Sauéi—Yemeni War of 1934 as a more
minor Italian excursion, Whereas their movements were
limited in South West Arabia by Britain, the Italians had

a free hand to do as they please& in Ethiopia; Thus Musso-

lini continued to do no more than support his aliy, the -

Imam, in his exaggerated claims to territory.

Colonel Reilly, who was in San'# at the end of 1933
and -the beginning of 1934 attempting to conclude a treaty
with the Imam over the border between Yemen and the Protec-
torate, ehcouraged the Imam to seek a peaceful settlement,
The Italians and the British, fearful of war, had cooperated
in ekerting influence on the Imam to pull back his troops
from the Beni Malik and 'Abadil territory, located in the

211

highlands of Tihamat Asir. The Beni Malik, 'Ahadil and

2108 opert Ergang, op. cit., p. 255.

21lp 0. 406/72, Incl. in No. 16, Note respecting
the Saudi-Yemeni situation, January 24, 1934. Sir:A. Ryan
expressed British faith in Ibn Saud and British awareness of
the type of politician Imam.Yahya was when he wrote: "I
said /speaking to Fuad Bey Hamza/ that for my part I had
been firm in the belief. that there would be no war if the
King could avoid it, and that all His Majesty's efforts were
directed towards an honourable settlement. I admitted that
the Imam was a very difficult person to negotiate with, I
expressed confidence that every effort would be made on the
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Al Fifi had become & major point of contention and it was

a sign of Ibn Ssud's patience that he was willing to pull

back from the area in the face of Imamic incursions vhen

he felt the territory to be his, Furthermore, he had
accepted the insult of having his Emirs in these areas
expelled by the tribes, Fuad Bey Hamza, in the course of

a &iscussion with Andrew Ryan,_traéed the border of Tihamat
Asir and Yemen "in'a sort of 'S' shape, starting eastward
from the sea, then running northward so as to leave the
Jebel Razih on the Yemeni side and Jebel Fifa on the Saudi
side further north; -then bending round agéin to the east,

He placed the 'Abadil and -the Beni Malik along this last
bend, that is to say north of the Jebel Fifa."?12 Surely,.

Saudi side to reach a satisfactory conclusion at Abha and
wished Fuad every success in his mission." Ibid., No. 16,

Sir A. Ryan to Sir Hohn Simon, January 27, 1934, Andrew

Ryan, after conversations with Sheikh Yusif Yasin, gave
expression to the difficulty of separating fact from fic-

tion regarding the territorial cleims of Ibn Saud and Imam
Yahya., "Sheikh Yusif was quite vague as regards dates, and
his information as to the distribution of tribes differed
somewhat from that given me by Fuad Bey Hamza. I gathered,
however, that the area affected comprised the two mountains
called Beni Malik and Raifa, and the tribes bearing those

names as well as others like the Abadil and Bil~Ghazi, Al Ardha
being apparently in the country of the Abadil, (The fact is
that neither Fuad Bey nor Sheikh Yusif have really precise in-~
formation, but it may be taken that the most salient features
of the disputed area are the two mountains names." Ibid., Incl.
in No. 35, Memorandum respecting the Saudi-Yemeni situation,
reported conversation between A, Ryan and Sheikh Yusif Yasin,
March 24, 1934,

2127434,

W
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seemed to take on a hue quite different from the previous

troop concentrations and alarms. Andrew Ryan said he was

awvare that this picture is not much umlike those

that were painted at earlier stages of the quarrel.

It is not so much the preparations themselves as

their sustained intensity and the consideration that
they cannot go on for ever that make me take a rather
gloomy view. What has impressed me most in the last
few days has been the emphasis with which the Minister
of Finance t0ld me, on the evening of the 1llth February,
that neither side expected the Abha Conference to suc-
ceed.2l4

Indeed, there was an initial contradiction and ambiguity
hovering over the Abha Conference for the Imam had consented
to participate while leaving his forces in the Beni Malik

and 'Abadil lands,

On Feﬁruary 17, 1934, the Yemeni delegation reached
Abha and'on'February 19 the first session began, the details
of which Fuad Bey Hamza reported to Ibn Saud., Abdullah ibn
Al VWazir made the foint that resolution of problems between
them was really quite simple because the Imam only wanted
peace; however, an agreement on the borders was yét to be
concluded. The Saudis thought the post 'Aru settlement of
1927 had delineated the borders. Al Wezir countered that

this settlement had outlined only a small portion of the

214Ibld., No. 23, Sir A. Ryan to Sir John Simon,
February 13, 1934, .
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border and that Asir, Tihama and Najran had been Yemeni in

past history, even before the advent of Islam., He made no

mention of the status of these areas since the aécendancy

of the Idrisi, Yahya, although he had ignored many Saudi

provocafions was especially hurt by Saudi annexation of
215

Asir and the Tannuma affair. He had accepted the Saudi

decision on 'Aru but stated that bther borders were still

open to discussion,

a

The Saudis asked if the previous telegram agreeing
to the méetihg also had twomeanings. If the Imam had not
been speaking on two levels, then it was the work of the
conference to agree on the preéent borders, leaving Najran
to be settled later. Al Wazir answered that there were no
borders between the two countries. The Saudis. replied that
the borders of the Tihama and Asir ekisted eveh before the
'Aru incident and that Najran was the present area of con-
éérn. Al VWazir insisted that "we have to discuss all the
216

borders." The Saudis felt fhey could not discuss something

that hadialready been fixed or else there would be no hope of

2151n a speech to notable pilgrims on March 22,
1934, Ibn Saud defended his right in Asir claiming he spent
200,000 to 250,000 riyals a year over and above the revenue
collected in the territory. Ibid., No. 40, Sir A, Ryan to
Sir John Simon, March 31, 1934.

216

Kitab Al Akhdar, document 124.
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peace., Al Wazir became angry and said that if the Saudi.
delegation did not wish to discuss the Idrisi territory,

he was for canceling the conference; if‘they'thought they
could expel the Yemenis from Najran, they were mistaken.

He considered the Saudi answer an insult. The Saudis calmed
Al Wazir down and humored him; they asked him to give his
opinion orally or in writing. Al Wazir refused, saying

the Saudis should advance their propositions first,

The Saudis stated that the purpose of the meeting
was to aéree'on the present borders in an international
treaty. Najran should be returned to its condition pre-
vious to the Yemeni invasion, Al Wazir, however, felt the
Najran affair had been decided upon by Ibn Saud and Yahya.
The Saudis pointed out that the two kinés had decided on the
Idrisi's borders only. Al Wazir asked to see the telegrams
in whiéh agreement had been reached. The Saudis produced
the telegram of December 28, 1933, Al Wazir said fhis saﬁe
telegram also delineated the borders of Najran. The Saudis
avowed that no telegram with such an agreement existed and
invited the Yemenis to produce it. Al Wazir requested a

recess while he looked for the telegram.217

2l71yp54a.
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Hamza sent a telegram to Ibn Saud on February 20
describing the stand of Abdullah Al Wazir: "Since he
entered Saudi land, he has been unfriendly and arrogant,
saying that the Imam has bought guns and ammunition—and
spreading the word that Ibn Saud had relinquished claim t6

Yam and Najran. Al Wazir was intransigent and definitely

'unfriendly during the session. I am asking for your ad-

218

vice.," Ibn Saud suggested his delegation should treat

Al Wazir as he vas treating them.219

The second session began on February 21 with Yemeni
pr0posalé concerning Najran, Najran; argued Al Wazir, had
belonged'to Yahya for the past thirty years.220 The inha-

bitants were Ismailis and therefore could not owe'allegiance

2181pid., document 125.
219Ibid., document 126,

?The pro-Ibn Saud, H. St. John Philby gave this

review of the Najran affair in a feature article for The
Times. "The Imam plaintively complains and claims at. recur-
ring intervals that the land of Yam belongs as.of right to
the Yemen because Yam (a. tribal confederation) originates
from the tribe of Hamdan.. .. .. .. . S :

Such an appeal to history might Justify the Jews in
claiming the land of Goshen, and has indeed been held to jus-
tify their claim to Palestine; but the practical issue, so
far as Najran is concerned, is not where its people came from-
originally, but who has been exercising effective control .
there in more recent times, It is certainly on record that
in 1918 the various branches of the Yam confederacy at Najran
were accustomed to bring their suits for settlement to the
Governor of Wadi Dawasir; and it is equally indisputable that
the turbulent population of the district divides its time
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10 Ibn Saud. Ibn Saud himself had agreed to this. Yahya
had never owned Najran, replied the Saudis, and the inha-
bitants of this area had owed allegiance to the Saudis
since time immémorial; only lately had the Imam claiméd
Najran. The people of Yam themselves had ofpoeed Yahya's
drive into the area and would still be doing so if Ibn Saud
had not calmed them, As for religion, the Saudis did not
care about the sect, only the fact that the people were
Moslems. They wanted the Yemenis to halt the useless talk
about religion, pull back their forces and agree on defi-
nite borders, The Yemeni delegation felt that if the point
of discussions was to agree oﬁ a withdrawving of Yemeni

troops from Najran only, this could have been done by orders

between serving as an entrepot of the coffee trade between
the Yemen and Nejd and raiding the Nejdi tribes on the
fringes of the Empty Quarter.

Finally it is a fact that their activities in the
latter direction attracted the attention of Riyadh as re-
cently as 1932, when a punitive force was sent down to impose
peace and order upon them. '

Najran was then effectively occupied, and the Wahhabi
commander only withdrew his troops after imposing satisfac-
tory conditions for the exercise by the tribal leaders of
local autonomy.

At that time not only did no question arise as re-
gards Wahabi jurisdiction in that area, but the Asir boundary
Commission had actually agreed in the usual vague fashion to
regard the dividing line between Yemeni and Nejdi sovereignty
as lying between the districts of Najran and Waila, the lat-
ter being held to fall under the jurisdiction of the Imam."
H. St. John Philby, The Times, "War Cloud in Arabia,"” April
16, 1934, . . .
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straight from San'a. Sorrow was all they knew: sorrow
because of the Tannuma affair which was still disputed,
sorrow because of the appropriation of Asir by Ibn Saud,
and sorrow because of the attack on Najran which hadilately
become a counter~attack after the ceding of this terri- |
tory to Yahya by Ibn Saud. The Tannuma affair, indicated
the Saudis once again; was not an issue for which Ibn Saud
should be responsible. According to internationalllaw, if
one enters a battlefield, he is considered a party in the
struggle and no compensation should be paid in case of in-
jufies received. The pilgrims had entered the scene of a
battle on their own volition. Contrary to international
law and in a spirit of compromise Ibn Saud offered to come
to some arrangement even though Najran was the subject of

discussion.

The third session, held on February 24, dealt with
the historical rights of each countfy to Najran. Al Wazir
had yet to produce a copy of the telegram by which Ibn Saud
allegedly gave Najran to Yahya. ‘

In the fourth session, held on February 26, the
Yemenis showed the telegrams which indicated Ibn Saud had
ceded Najran to the Yemenis. The Saudis expléinedrthat

thya,'by asking about Najran,'had-proved it was Saudi; Ibn

1
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Saud always said what he meent and at no time had he re-
linquished Najran to Yahya; meetings would have been un—
necessary if matters were as the Yemenis imagined them to
be; and Ibn Saud's previous telegram had reiterated’the
Saudi poéition oﬁ Najran which had not changed since the
San'a agreement of 1927. The Yemenis refused to accept
the neutrality of Najran. The Saudis said thet war or
peace depended on the Yemeni decision over Najran. The

Yemenis did not budge.

In the fifth sessioﬁ, held on March 1, Ibn Saud
repeated-the reasons for the conference. Al Wazir vanted
to avoid set borders: borders were not necessdry between
brothers. The Saudis answered that there was no need for
the meeting.if the Yemenis did not want to set fixed borders,
Al Wazir repeated the view that the border issue, the Idrisi
affair and the question of Najran had already been dealt
with., Similarly, he did not refrain from harping about the
Tannuma incident. Once again the Saudis pressed for an an-
swer to the question of Najran, and the Yemenis, responding

in a circuitous manner, asked for a recess.

The sixth and last session was convened on March 4.
Al Vazir noted that because they had not reached an agree-

ment on Najran, all previous understanding on the other three
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poeints was for nought. The Saudis observed that Ibn Saund

had been most patient with all of Yahya's aggressions which

could have been considered acts of war. Ibn Saud had said,

"eosand more than you hope for" in a teleéram'to the Imam,

ﬁhich had been interpreted by %he Yemenis, stated Al Wazif,
as a cediné of Yam to Yemen, The Saudis explained that the
Yemenis should not be so free in their interpretations and
read to them a long letter from Ibn Saud to the Saudi dele-
getion dated March 4: '

I have never said to Yahya that Najran was his.
I told him that I do not like to interfere in Najran
except to keep the peace there, as it is a part of
our land which 1 inherited from my forefathers. Again
Yahya asked me for details in this matter. I told
him that the only agreement between us was the one
concluded in 1927 between Ibn Dleem, Ibn Madi and the
Yemeni delegation and which says that. from Wa'ila and
south is Yemeni and from there north is mine.. There
are written documents between my forefathers and the
people of Najran to prove that Najran is ours., Until
recently no one ever interfered in the area of Najran
except the Saudis: not the Yemenis, not the Turks. On
the other hand, when Yahya fought the Zaranik he did
not ask my opinion because they are in his land. When
he turned to Yam he consulted me because these people
are considered ours. But I never expected his question
to have two meanings. . So I sent a delegation to San'a
to talk things over and you remember what happened to
it. Yahya asked me for some details, I told him that
what mattered were three points: fixed boundaries;
the Idrisi and his removal from the borders; and the
Najran question. He asked for more deteils, then
suggested a friendship treaty for twenty years and a
fixed border., I agreed to that, He asked about sending
the Idrisi to Zobeid and I agreed.. I suggested Najran
could be a neutral area between the two countries but
he never answered. When we had agreed on the first two
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points, he suggested that delegations from the two
countries meet and solve the third point. This is
proof that the Najran question was not over.and will
not be over until a proper compromise is reached.

So far Yahya has only succeeded in provoking us and

we have maintained our armies. Try for peace because
I hate war,221

The Yemenis had no answer to this letter and once again

said they wbuld not have come such a distance if they had
thought it was only to discuss the matter of Najran which
they considered solved, The Saudis said that such an an-
swer could lead to war. The Yemenis did not reply and the

meeting ended.

22122. cit., document 127.
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Hé : CHAPTER III

THE CONFRONTATION AND SETTLEMENT BETWEEN
" IBN SAUD AND IMAM YAHYA

. | On April 1, Ibn Saud cabled Imam Yahya saying the

 ?. facade of négotiatioﬁ byAdelegations.had worn thin and he
and the Imam were alone in the cockpit.1 The Imam in-
sisted on maintaining the recent presence he had acquired

in Najran and Yam by invasion because these lands were
Yemeni. Ibn Saud insisted that he had legal obligations,
through aéreements concluded with the peoplé of Najran and
. Yam by himself and his forefathers, to expel the Zeidi
armies. It was the easternmost portion of Asir-Najran and
Yam—then,-which eventually brought the Saudis and Yemenis

to blows., Ibn Saud wanted g formal observance of the status
guo in Tihamat Asir and Asir-as-Surat while the Imam did not;
the Imaﬁ wanted a formal ebservance of- the statué quo in
Najrﬁn and Yam while Ibn Saud did not. To dislodge the

1Ibid., document 146, After lengthy negotiations,
Great Britain concluded a treaty with Imam Yahya in February
1934 which was to delineate the border between the Aden Pro-
tectorate and Yemen. Although both men were alone as con-
cerned their negotiations, they both had had a taste of
British 'diplomacy. Imam Yahya, thinking King George should
taste the best of what the Yemenis had to. offer, sent him a
gift of two tons of Yemeni coffee which arrived in London
on February 7.
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Saudis in Tihamat Asir and Asir-as-Surat would be too dif-
ficult for the Imam. The Idrisi rebellion of 1932, which
Yahya had backed; provéd tﬁat. Therefore, Najran and Yam
wvere the areas.chosen by him in which he would press his

claims of irredenta.

Outstanding_tre&ties existed between the House of
Seud, its vassals and thé people of Yam and Najraﬁ which
Ibn Saud felt obliged to fulfill, Ibn Saud claimed that
8 treaty of protection and assistance had been concluded
between Saud the Great and the Peoplé of Najran and all Yam.
This Treaty remained in effect hntii Mohammed Ali entered
Arabia and the Saudi family suffered splits. The Treaty
had been renewed when the inhabitants of this area had

S
requested it of King Feisal, grandfather of Ibn Saud.2

The

~ Yamis were semi—éutqnomous and neither the Turks nor the
Yemenis had brought them under their power.‘ They had fought
with Mohammed Ali Al Idrisi against the Turks. As previously
detailed, Ibn Saud felt he was sovereign'in Najran and iam

according to his treaty concluded with the Idrisi inm 1920
and his negotiations with the Imam in 1927.: In 1931-32

2Ibid., document 152,
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Emir Abdel Aziz Ibn 'Askar of Abha, a vassal of Ibn Saud
had‘been invited‘by some Yamis to put down the rebellion

of Ibrahim Al Aslumi. On January 5, 1932 a treaty had

been signed by Ibn 'Askar and the Yami delegation, A second
agreement had been signed by the people of Najran and Yam :
and Emir Abdel Aziz ibn Musaid Ben Jilway in February 1933
after the quelling of the Idrisi'refolt. This agreement,
among other things, had stipulated that the people owed

their allegiance to Ibn Sa.ud.3

Fearing a possible Saudi invasion of Yemen, Yahya
became concerned about these agreements of 1931-32 and 1933
and asked Ibn Saud their contents. Ibn Saud declared he
 had no intention of inveding Yemen and would not threaten
any of the tribes owing allegiance to Yahya.4 In Yam and
Najran he requested only Badar, Wadi Habuna and Hadada which
were occupied by the Ikhwan since Decémber;5 Vadi Najran

proper would be neutralized or divided on the basis of the

3Ibidu, document 156,

4Ibid., document 160.

5F.0. 406/72, Incl., in No. 35, Memorandum respecting
the Saudi-Yemeni situation, Andrew Ryan reporting conversa-
tions with Sheikh Yusuf Yasin, March 24, 1934, "When Sheikh
Yusuf referred to a Saudi withdrawal from Najran, I said we
had understood that there were no Saudi forces in that area.
Sheikh Yusuf said that there had been forces from Wadi Dawasir
at the northern extremity of the valley. When the Yemeni for-
ces got to Habuna and saw Saudi forces in the neighborhood,
the Yemenis. retired."
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status gquo. The Imam was to continue to retain Wa'ila and
all territory.spufh of it, Tribal allegiances were used

by both monarchs as an argumént for rights to certain ter-
ritory; conﬁersely,‘tribes which resided in territory thopght
by either king to belohg to himself and which declared alle-
giance to the other monarch were branded as traitorous and
subverted by his oppoment. Confused tribal allegiances

were common in Najran.which made this area an ideal casus

belli,

The Saudi Government felt it had complete knowledge
of Yemeni military capabilities. In speaking.with a member
of Sir Andrew Ryan's staff, the Difector-General of Military
Organization said éhat the Imam had 12,000 regulars which
could go into battle immediétely and 13,000 regulars and
50,000 irregulars which could be mustered thereafter. He
felt the Saudi forces could break the Yemeni army within

two months.6

The Saudi army set out on March 20 {(and Emir Saud

set out on March 22) to recover the Fifa-Beni Malik territory

6Ibid., No. 35, Sir A. Ryan to Sir John Simon, March
25, 1934. 1t is interesting that the Director General's es-
timate of the necessary length of time. to crush the Yemeni
army proved to be more than generous: the whole campalign
took about one month,
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which was occupied by Abdel Wahhab Al Idrisi and Yemeni
forces. Sir Andrew Ryan suggested to Yusuf Yasin that
grappling with 80,000 Yemeni troops should be taken seriously.
" "Would it suif him (Ibn Saud) now to become involved in an
open and declared war, which would be the greatest in Arabia
since the Turks were driveﬁ ou‘b?"7 Ryan also asked Yesim if
Ibn Saud were not overlooking tﬁé offers from King Feisal,
King Ghazi, Prince Omar Toussoun and Hajj Ameeh Huséini,

the Grand Mufti of Jerusélem, to conciliate the &isPute.
Yasin replied that Ibn Saud did not trust the good inten-
tions of King Feisal and could not be sure that the other
personalifies were not also in league with the Imam. Be-
sides, said Yasin, the dispute had gone beyond the poiﬁt

of mediation,

While Emir Saud was trekkimg through the mountains

7Ibid., No. 42, Sir A, Ryan to Sir John Simon,
April 4, 1934, .

8Ibid. The Arab Union sent telegrams to both kings
requesting that they avoid war. Ibn Saud replied to Prince
Toussoun that he had attempted negotiations for ten months.
The Imam, professing peace, requested the Arab Union to send
a representative to accompany his envoy, Abdullah Abdel Aziz,
to Mecca in an attempt to find peace. The Arab Union ap-
pointed Dr. Abdel Hamid Said, a prominent Nationalist Deputy,
to this position and chose a committee to advise him. .The
Times, April 3, 1934, H. St. John Philby seemed to be in
his element now that his hero, .Ibn Saud was on the point of
promenading into Yemen, or so he thought. 1bid. A




o B g ow

\,

186

commanding the force which was based in Abha and Najran,

Emir Feisal was advancing along the Tihama; by the beginning
of Kpfil he had taken Bakem and the éurrounding district
which included such towns as Akabat Al Shatban - an import-
ant strategic position - Yobad and Bab Al Hadid. The cap—:
ture of Bakém vas important because it cut the line of ret-
reat of the Zeidi forces from Jebel Fifa and the Beni Malik
country.’ Emir Khelid ibn Mohammed, a nephew of Ibn Saud,
advanced on Najrﬁn and Saada. Meanwhile, Hamid Al Shuway'ir,
Prince of Jizan, attacked Haradh and occupied it. He was |
received by the inhabitants with enthusiasm, to whom he
granted a general pardon. Emir Mohammed was escorting

reserves from Nejd to the Tihama front.10

Shuway'ir's battle at Haradh was one of the few dif-
ficult batbles in this onemonth war. The fort of Haradh,
under the command of Al Seyany who was the Zeidi~cbmﬁander
in Tihama, contimued to resist. The Yemenis sent a force
undér the command of Abdel Rahman ibn Abbas, & relation of
Imam Yahya, to relieve the fort; it was defeated in the Wadi

Heran between Medi and Loyeiya by Saudi troops under the

9

The Times, April 11, 1934,
10 :

Ibid., April 6, 1934,
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command of Abbud who then advanced on Medi and assaulted
%\1t. By the middle of April the fort. was taken, The com=~

mander and garrison fled but were pursued and most of them

were killed.

Emir Saud gained complete control of Najran and the

mountains after very slow going in which he even had to

lower automobiles down sheer cliffs. He encamped at the
village of Mahd, the farthest limit of‘Najran on the Yemeni
side, ready to strike at Sa'da, the largest town in northern

Yemen, if given the orders.

In the middle of April, forces from the Wahhabi
stronghoid of Abu Arish and Jizan con#erged on the town of
Samita in preparation for crdssing the border and attacking
Medi., Medi fell on April 6, Loheiya on May 1 and Emir Feisal
swept into Hodeida on May 5; "While Hodeida might have of-
fered resisfance, the Yemeni civil and military administra-
tion pulled out on April 29-30. Local leaders assumed con-
trol and imposed emergency measurés. On the night of April
30 tribesmen and local ruffians looted government caches and
the treasury. Privaté~property, hbwever, was not touched.
Refugees arrived at Kamaran Island with news of the disorder
in Hodeida whereupon-the British decided to show the colors.

H.M;S. Penzance arrived on May 1. On May 2 a small landing




A party went ashore and on May 3 seven R.A.F. airplanes flew
over Hodeida. Italian ships arrived on Méy 3 and 4 and
landiﬁg parties; larger than those of the British and com-
posed of Eritrean soldiers, went ashore. When Feisal came
on May'S, he quickly took over administration of the town:
Unhappy with fhe Italian presence, he refused them the right

» to relieve their Pirst landing party with a 1qrger one., On
May 8 the H.M.S. Penzance.departed with her troops as H.M.S.
Enterprise.had relieved her of'duty. " The Enterﬁrise departed
on May 19 and the Italians reembarked their troops on May 10,
though the ships remained in.the harbor. Ibn Saud assured
the foreign powers that their nationals and interests would
not be harmed: "I assure you the government's mission will
be based on jﬁstiée and will insure every prétection toA

foreign residents in the occupied territories, who will be
' 11

treated on the same footing as all others.,"

The Shefi' tribesmeh-of the Tihama welcomed.Feisal
as a deliverer from Zeidi 0ppression'&nd many of the Imam's
soldiers went over to Feisal because of sure pay and éuppiies;
The Imam declared he had not been fighting with all his ef-

fort-because he was hopeful peaceful negotiations would

llNew York Times, May 5, 1934,
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prevail., Where he had conscripted omne in every ten tribes-
men before, he was now calling one in every three.12 Seif
Al Islam took up a position in Zobeid; thinking to stop
Feisal as he advanced from the coast into the mountains to
Beseige San'a., The Saudis, however, made no move to pene-
trate intd the mountains and were content to extend their

influence in Tihama as far south as Beit . al Faqih,

When Medi fell, the Imam requested an armistice.
Ibn Saud agreed on the condition that the Imam withdraw
his forces from Najran and the Beni Malif—Fifa areas, return
all hostages taken from Saudi térritory and surrender the
Idrisi and his lieutenants. Yahya sent a message to King
Fuad requesting his mediation between himself and Ibn'Saud.
Yahya declared that his intentions had always been‘peacéful
and that he had ordered his forces to evacuate "...all areas
under disPuté" in order to avoid war and bloodshed between
Moslems and in order to give the king "an opportunity to

) 13
come to his senses,"

A one month campaign had brought Saudi forces as

far as Hodeida and with one month more of serious fighting

12,pe cit., May 3, 1934.
Dipid., May 4, 1934.
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they probably could have taken San'a, but Ibn Saud vetoed
“such a move. Possibly he thought Saudi soldiers vould not
be so lucky in the Zeidi highlands as they had been in the
Tihama;l4 fossibly he feared the reaction of the Arab
World which was watching his every move at that moment and
whose representatives were in Saudi Arabia to mediate the
dispute; or possibly he feared intervention from both the
Italians and the British.l’> Although both the British and
italians had pledged they would not enter the dispute, there

was no assurance they would adhere to their positions.

Around May 12 Ibn Saud decided to stop all fighting
and resume negotiationé on. the strength of Yahya's consent
to comply with the three preliminary conditions.16 The Imam

was obliged to halt all operations by May 29 or Ibn Saud

14The Imam made an appearance before a War Council
held in San'a and delivered a moving speech in which he said:
"I am an old man of seventy, who throughout my life have
dearly loved peace. Ibn Saud is disturbing my last days."
After hearing the address, the Council decided unanimously
to defend San'a ",,.to the last drop of blood." Ibid., May 5,

1934, 45 . _ T |
F.0. 406/72, Incl. in No. 1, Jidda Report, May, 1923,

16New York Times, May 15, 1934, commented, that govern-
mental circles were.saying that Sir A. Ryan, British Minister
of Jidda, was instrumental in bringing about the armistice,
Officials denied he had taken any part in bringing the two
kings to the negotiating table. )
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would continue his advance. Later he extended this dead-
line ",.,.for a few days."l7 ﬁowever, on May 31 the Yemenis
from,ﬁajja we;e,reportedgto be threatening Zohra, twenty

miles east of Loheiya. It took & bit of time before the

Imam realized fhat he could not go back on his word in this
instance. On May 25 an Italian ship arrived at Mocha with
six million rounds of amﬁunition, rifles, machine guns and
stores, indicating that the Imam had been planning for a

18 On June j, however, three of the prin-

longer campaign.
cipal Idrisis who he had surrendered reached Hodeida. When
K Seyyid‘Abdel Wahhab Al Idrisi surrendered to Ibn Saud on
June 26 "the Seyyid addfessed the King as his father and.
besought.his forgiveness. The King’s reply magnanimoﬁsly

minimised the regrettable pést and ;ssured Abdel Wahhab of

his regard for all Arabs and the Idrisi family in particular."19

While Mussolini and Hitler were discussing the future

of Austria in Venice, the Arab peace brokers were conducting

v 1722. cit., Incl. in No. 1, Jidda Report, May, 1934.

l8Mr. Skaf, a Syrian by origin, lived for some time
in the Hejaz and in 1934 got into trouble for use of forged
seals in Yemen, for which he received s sentence of two years
in jail, It was thought that he might have been instrumental
in the failure of Yemeni troops to counter-attack when they
appeared fully prepared to do so. Possibly, at Saudi ini-
tiation, he issued orders with a forged seal of Imam Yahya
for Yemeni troops not to attack. ' F.0. 406/73, No. 39, Febru-

ary 193519
op. c¢it., No. 6, Sir A. Ryan to Sir John Simon,
July 3, 1934, ,




192

friendly sessions over future relations between Saudi Arabia
and Yemen in Ta'if. It was as though two people who had
been coveting‘sémethihg for a long time that was not really
of great importance to them realized they had much ;n com-—
mon. They looked at the surrounding Arab World and all the
changes taking place in it and decided they could be the
best friends; there was a place for the both of them in the

Arabian Peninsula.

Abdullah Al-Wazir represented the Imam. An Arab
{~ conciliation commission, composed of Hashim Pasha al 'Atasi
 of Syria, Mohammed 'Ali 'Alluba Pasha of Egypt, Hajj Ameen Al-
Huseini of Transjordan aﬁd Emir Shakib Arslan of-Lebanon
flayed only‘a small role at the negotiations,20 it #as
thought that they, especially Shakib Arslan, were.re5ponn
sible for lacing the treaty with the words "brotherhood" and

21

"netion," Mr. Philby was laudatory in the extreme of the

,% service fendered by Al-Wazir to the Imam and Yemen, He felt

20H. St. John Philby, The Times, "Arabian Truce,"
June 9, 1934. These delegates. were Pan Arabists and Pan.
Islamists. Turkey was fearful that some sort of union might
be formed at.this time between Iraq, Syria, Saudi Arabia and
Yemen with Ibn Saud as the ra'is. Turkey hed not felt threa-
tened by a divided Arabia or an Arabia which had failed to
appropriate the Caliphate (although Sherif Husein had attempted
to do so), but the Ta'if peace talks, smacking of Arab and
Islamic unity, unnerved her. New York Times, June 17, 1934,

?Lop. cit., No. 4, Sir A. Ryan to Sir John Simon,
June 27, 1934- '
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/ Al-Wazir had been realistic in his negotiations with Ibn
Saud and courageous in forthrightly representing the pre—
cariousness of the Yemeni vosition to the Imam. "Thg Imam,

ii it is true, hnd already agreed to conditions demanded By

l . the Wahhabi King, but he had not attempted to execute them;

X .'_ and it is to the Sayyid's credit that he persuaded his so-

vereign to face the- 1nev1table.“22

The peace treaty was concluded'on May 20, ratified

ﬁ on June 22 and published the next day simultaneously in Mececa,

23

San'a, Cairo and Damascus. "It is in European form and

i&, the pious fo?mulaé, which bave done so much to obscure Saudi-

» ' Yemeni relations in the past, have been reduced to a nin-

B “‘ imum."24 The treaty, entitled "Treaty of Islamic Friendship
and Arab Bfotherhood," aimed at-ﬁuniting tne Islamic Arab
nation and raising its condition and maintaining its prestige

y and independence” and acting as "a united front against sudden

mishaps and a solid structure to preserve the safety of the

. ;,'; Arab Penimsula,"
= 22

H. St, John Philby, The Tlmes, "Arabian Truce,"
June 9, 1934, . _ .

3For the text of the Treaty of Ta'if see British
Foreign Office papers, Eastern Affairs, Part XXXV, Incl, in
No. 13, July-December, 1934,

2423._cit.
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~Article four dealt with boundaries as clearly as
could be done in an unmapped area. Specific towns and 4ri-
bal names were detailed as the limits of territory. From
these descriﬁtions the border commission would draw an exact
border. Article four occasionally referred back to the
status quo Before April 1933 and to the 'Aru settlement of
1931. The border commission was able, hovever - after many
disagreéments over the Najran area - io settle on exact

25

borders. By February 1936 the commission had completed

its work.

Harboring political refugees was outlawed; disputes
were to be submitted to arbitration; aiding and abetiing
insurrectionary movements in the other's territory was for-
bidden; amnesty was granted to those wﬁo fought against
their sovereign; and communication and commerce were to be

promoted.

It was significant that the treaty addressed Yahya
as "His Majesty the King of Yemen," the first time the Saudis
had-granted him thatyappelation. In no way does the treaty
appear to have discriminated againét the Imam, except for

the initial provisions ending the state of war and settling

25F,0. 406/T4, No. 13, February 27, 1936.
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the borders. Tibamat Asir and Asir-as-Surat as well as
‘Najran were reéognized as Saudi; Tihema and Hodeida were
returned to Yemen. Arnold Toynbee, in viewiﬁg the Saudi-
Yemeni dispute and its conclusion by the Treaty of Ta'if,
wrote: - .

In spite of the fact that the Imam Yahya, who was
Ibn_Saud's adversary on this occasion, was only less
exasperating in his behaviour than the late King
Husayn of the Hijaz, the peace terms which the Wahhabi
victor imposed. in 1934 upon his defeated and discredited
Zaydi opponent breathed a spirit of moderation and con-
structive statesmanship which set an example to the
contemporary world beyond the limits of the broad do-
main of the Arabic language.

By August the tribesmen living -on the Saudi-Yemeni
border had returned to peaceful pursuits. Sir Andrew Ryan
in commenting on the termination of the war, wrote:

Thus ends the Saudi~Yemeni war, satisfactorily
though perhaps not gloriously for anyone concerned.
The great personages who have been least in the picture
during the final phase have been the eldest sons of the
two principals, 1t is hoped that they will inherit
the prudence of their fathers, in which case the peace
settlement should be an important factor im the poli-
tical stabilisation of Arabia, It may also prove to
have given a stimulus to the idea of Arab solidarity
against the rest of the world.27

Conclusion

Before Ibn Saud's stariling rise in the Arabian Pen- -

insula, the House of Saud had controlled only Nejd. In ‘1934

- 26Arnold J. Toynbee, Surve - of International Affairs,
1936 (Oxford University Press, 1937), DPp. 185~786. I

2TF,0. 406/72, No. 4, June 27, 1934.
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its dominions spread from the Persian Gulf in the East to
the Red Sea in the West and from Syria, Transjordan and
Iraq in the North to Yemen, the Rub al Khali and the sheikh-
doms in the Soufh. This vast territory-was acquired by
aggression against néighbors. Ibn Saud had not experienced
eggression against his lands until Imam Yahya laid claim to
parts of Asir as having belonged to his great grandfathers.
In 1926 when the Idrisi ceded his land to Ibn Saud, a rivalry
Began for control‘of this territory that léy between them

- Asir -~ a rivalry which had a unique urgency. Ibn Saud
was inbent on pushing his borders as far as he could end
was also keen to define his relationship with the bearer

of the Hamid Ad-Din standard, Imam Yahya.' Imam Yahya,.on

the other hand, ﬁas~eager to return Yemen to the position

- it once had in Arabia, This meant expulsion of the Turks
initially, the ousting of the British from Aden and the Had-

‘ramut and the curbing of Ibn Saud's. southward thrust.

The Turks and British as imperialists had never been
an implicit or explicit threat to the Hamid Ad-Din family;
Ibn Saud as a Moslem whose seat of stréngth was_nearby posed
far gredter dangers. He could undermine Yahya's power as an
Arab chieftain and usufp-his position as one of the. most

venerated Islamic leaders; he could even - with luck and
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determination - threaten the fastness of Zeidi Yemen. When
Ibn Saud ventured into the Hejaz on exploratory missions

in 1920, he made no move toﬁard the south: he was contgnt
to define his rélationship with the Idrisi. As long as the
Idrisi remained between Yemen and the Hejaz and independent -
- as the Idriéi himself hoped - there was no fiiction bet-
ween the Imam and Ibn Saud. When the buffer state was re-
moved by annexation according to the agreements of 1926 and
1930, both leaders felt threatened by the other, -The Imam
was aware of the repute of the Ikhwan, and likewise Ibn Saud
had heard of Yahya's great store of arms and the toughness

of the Zeid warrioé.

Ibn Saud sent representatives to San'e in 1927 +to
try to aéree on borders but the Imam refused to do s0. At-

tempts were made at talks in Mecca in 1928 to come to some

agreement but without avail, Uneasiness reigned from 1928

until 1931 when the 'Aru incident flared up. Ibn Saud de-
cided the Imam had had no malicious intent in his participa-~
tion in this affairs and awarded him Mount 'Aru; shortly
thereafter, the two monarchs concluded a tréaty of friend-

ship which Yahya signed with tongue in cheek.

In 1932 the Idrisis rebelled against Saudi control.

Yahya aided this revolt and thereby brought Saudi-Yemeni
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relations to the breaking point. There they remained for
the next year-and-a-half throughouf which time the Yemenis
were advancing on different parts of Asir. Talks between
Yemeni and Saudi delegations were endless and always ter-
minated without substantive accomplishment. Letters between
the two monarchs themselves were endless, but neither side
was willing to forgg claims he believed torbe Just, A final
and fruitless conference held at Abha in 1934 induced Ibn
Saud to use force. . The Imam's game of intransigence and

bluff was brought t0 a qﬁick end in & war where the Imam's

army proved to be ill-prepared.

The peace offered by Ibn Saud vas more than just
and, confrary to threatening the House of Hamid Ad -Din,
gave the first official Saudi recognition of Imam Yahya as

the King of Yemen. The effect of the Treaﬂy of Ta'if was

Yemeni renunciation of irredenta in Saudi territdry and the

confirming of the right and necessity of the Saudi and Hamid
Ad-Din dynasties to exist in the Arabian Peninsula, If
the& both were to be Islamic leaders, had renounced aﬁy
territorial claims in the other's domain and had recognized
the legitimacy of the other houée, they had a defined rela-

tionship and no need to quarrel,




APPENDIX

TREATY BETWEEN HIS MAJESTY THE KING SAUD AND

THE IDRISI, SIGNED AUGUST 31, 1920

In the name of God the Most Merciful, the Compas-
sionate.. Prayers and peace may be upon the Prophet of God.

May it be known to him who sees and reads this that
when” the Imam Abdul Aziz-bin-Abdurrahman-al- -Feysal, may God
protect him, ordered us to go to the Imam Muhammad~b1n—All~,
bin-Idris to conclude an agreement of particular Islamic
brotherhood and %o bring about union in the religion of God
and His Prophet, and to invite people to collaborate in good
deeds and piousness, to cause good manners to be carried out
and evils prohibited to strive in the Course of the Cause
of God and to endeavour to unite the hands against the enemies
of the religion. When we approached the above-mentioned Imam
he was glad and pleased to hear it. He liked it and he was
keen about collaboration in working for the welfare. It was,
therefore, decided by us and him to have an agreement of
brotherhood concluded between the two above-mentioned Imams
on the above-mentioned lines. Whereas there were in the
kingdom { +territory) of the Imam Muhammad-bin-Ali tribes and
cities in Yemen of those which were in the past belonging to
Al Saud, the Imam Abdul Aziz has left them for him because
of his des;relfor the welfare and collaboration in the same
and his good behaviour. It is, therefore, necessary, to
specify the tribes and to.distinguish them in order that each
one of them may undertake the duties commanded by God in res-
pect of the subjects under him. So the tribes of all Yam,
Wadaa and those which belong to them of Beni Jamaa, Sahar,
Sharif, Qahtan, Rufeyda and Ubeyda, including Beni Bishr, Beni
Talq, Shahran, Beni Shehr, Ghamid, Asir Ghamid, and. all "Qadha"
(privince) of Mahayel, including Beni Thua, people of Bareq .
and Tarqash, people of Ar Rish, and others who belong to them,
and all the tribes of Hali mentioned are all under the Imam
Abdul Aziz. Those belonging to the Imam Muhammad-bin-Ali-al-
Idrisi are Tihama, except what is mentioned above, and other
belongings in his possession. Rijal-al-Ma of Asir is his
own property. Neither party should interfere in affairs of
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the subjects of the other party. The tribes of the Surat,
Tihama, Yam and others mentioned above as belonging ito
Abdul Aziz-bin-Abdurrahman cover the villages and the
Bedouins in mountains and plain lands. They have to advise
and collaborate with each other, and to exert their end-
eavours in performing their duties commanded by God as to
what is necessary for the religion of Islam and in respect’
of their subjects. This has been issued, written and declared
by us, the representatives of the Imam, as we are acting on
his behalf, and by the Imam Mubammad-bin-Ali-bin-Idris, in
his presence and under his signature., This agreement and
covenant has been given by us and him. He who goes back on
his word will be violating his own promise. May God grant
us success, FPrayers and peace of God may be upon Muhammad,
his relatives and friends. '

16th Dhul Hijja, 1338 (3lst August, 1920).

(Seal.)
Muhammad-Bin-Ali—~Bin~Idris

Representatives of the Imam:

Abdullah-Bin-Muhammad-Ar-Rashid.
Nasir-Bin-Hamad-Al~Jarallah,
Feysal-Bin-Abdul Aziz-Al-Mubarak.




THE MECCA AGREEMENT
OF 1926 BETWEEN IBN SAUD AND THE IDRISI

Between the King of the Hejaz, Sultan of Nejd and
"its Dependencies, and the Imam Sayed-el-Hassan-bin-ali-el-
Idrisi., With a view to the unity of the. word, to the pre-
servation of the existence of the Arab countries, and to
the consolidation of relations between the princes of the
Arab peninsula, the following agreement has been reached
between His Majesty the King of the Hejaz, Sultan of Nejd
and its Dependencies, Abdul-Aziz-bin-Abdul-Rahman Al Faisal-
Al-Saud and his Lordship the Imam of Asir the Sayed-el-
Hassan-bin-Ali-el-Idrisi:— : :

ARTICLE 1

His Lordship the Imam, Sayed-el-Hassan-bin-Ali-el—
Idrisi, recognises by this agreement /the territories boun-
ded by?/ the ancient frontiers mentioned in the agreement
of the 10th Safar, 1339, made between the Sultan of Nejd
and the Imam, Sayed Mohammed-bin~Ali-el-Idrisi, and which
wvere, at. that date, subject to the Idrisis, as being under
the suzerainty of His Majesty the King of the Hejaz, Sultan
of Nejd and its Dependencies. . .

ARTICLE -2
The Imam of Asir méy not enter into political nego-
tiations.with any Government nor grant any economic concession
to any person except with the sanction of His Majesty the
. King of the Hejaz, Sultan of Nejd and its Dependencies.

ARTICLE 3

The Imam of Asir méj not declare war or make peace
except with the sanction of His Majesty the King of the Hejaz,
Sultan of Nejd and its Dependencies. : :

'ARTICLE 4

The Imam of Asir mé& ﬁot cede any part of the terri-—
tories of Asir defined in article 1.

ARTICLE 5

The King of the Hejaz, Sultan of Nejd and its Depen-
dencies, recognises the present Imam of Asir as ruler during
his lifetime of the territories defined in article 1, and
thereinafter (as ruler) whomsoever the Idrisis and the compe-
tent authorities of the Imamate may nominate.
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ARTICLE 6

The King of the Hejaz, Sultan of Nejd and its Depen-
dencies, .agrees that the internal administration of Asir,
the regulation of its tribal affairs, appointments, dis-
missals and so on, appertain to the rlghts of the Imem of
Asir provided such administration is in harmony with Sharia
law and justice, as is the case in the two Governments
/Nejd and He;&z*/

ARTICLE 7

The King of the Hejaz, Sultan of Nejd and its Depen-
dencies, . undertakes to defend from internal and external
aggression the territories of Asir as defined in article 1.
He will do so by agreement between the two conitracting
parties as circumstances and interest may necessitate.

ARTICLE 8

Both parties promlse to adhere to this agreement
and to carry out its obligations,

ARTICLE 9

This agreement will be effective after ratification
by the two high contracting parties.

ARTICLE 10

This agreement has been drawn up in Arabic in two
copies, of which one will be kept by each of the two con-
tracting parties.

This agreement will be known as the Mecca Agreement,

Signed on Rabi Akhar the 14th, 1345 (October 21,1926).
_ The King of the Hejaz, Sultan of
.Nejd and its Dependencies:
Abdul-Aziz-Bin-Abdul-Rahman-Al-Faisal-

Al-Saud,
The Imam of Asir:

El-Hassan-Bin-Ali-El-Idrisi.

In the presence of the writer
the Servant of Islam:
Ahmed-El1-Sherif-El-Senussi.
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN IBN SAUD AND
' THE IDRISI IN 1930

We, Abdul Aziz—bin—Abdurrahman—al-Faisal-al—Saud,
after perusing the treaty concluded between us and As Sayyid
Al-Hasan-al-Idrisi on the 22nd September, 1926, and after
perusing the decision of the Idrisi Legislative Council
approved by As Sayyid Al Hasan on the 9th October, 1930,
and after perusing the report made under the presidency of
our Son and Viceroy Faisal by the representative of our
Government and representatives of As Sayyid Al-Hasan-al~
= Idrisi, have issued our order as follows:-— .

f| ' ARTICLE 1

) ' We have approved the arrangement defined in the report
C signed by the representatives of our Government and those of
As Sayyid Al-Hasan-al-Idrisi on the 25th Jamad-ath-Thani, 1349
(16th November, 1930}, .and attached to this order and we have
K issued our order for.it to be confirmed and carried into effect.

ARTICLE 2

A Legislative Counéil—for the Idrisi Province shall be
constituted and its members elected by.the competent autho-
rities in the province.

ARTICLE 3

The Legislative Council of the Idrisi Province shall
be composed of five members, who must be of the natives of
the country and honest and upright.

ARTICLE 4

The Legislative Council shall be presided over by a
representative of the Amir, and the decisions of the council
shall not have effect unless they are approved by As Sayyid
Al~Hasan-al-Idrisi.

ARTICLE 5

The chiefs of the tribes shall be invited to parti-
cipate with the competent authorities in the election of the
members of the Legislative Council, from the villagers (i.e.,
not Bedouin) of_the province and those elected shall be
villagers. .
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ARTICLE 6

The duties of the Legislative Council are the con-
sideration of the interests of the country and such affairs
as will bring moral and material benefits and will lead to
securing peace in the interior, to improving commerce,
cultivation and education, provided that this will not cause
confusion to the interests of the neighbouring countries.

ARTICLE 7

The Amir shall consider the interests of the country,
the security of the roads, and arrest aggressors and those
who are fond of causing disturbance, whether they be citi-
zens or Bedouin.

ARTICLE 8

All judgments, puniéhments and restrictions shall be
applied by the Sharia Law.

ARTICLE 9

The Legislative Council shall have nothing to do
with diplomatic or foreign affairs. '

ARTICLE 10

The council shall have no right to object to any
action which the Amir takes to enforce the regulations in
vigout in the Hejaz and Nejd in respect of Beouin affairs
and without which peace cannot be secured.

ARTICLE 11

The council is entitled if it notices any infraction
by the Amir or the Director of Finance of ithe legal regula-
tions, to submit the matter to us or to our Viceroy in the
Hejaz under two conditions:-

(1) That it shall be signed by As Sayyid himself.
(2) That the criticism must be true and relating to
. actual facts.
ARTICLE 12

Our Viceroy shall fﬁtmour order into force.

Issued on the 20th November, 1930.
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Report

In view of the provisions of the Treaty of Mecca,
concluded on the 22nd September, 1926, between His Majesty
the King of the Hejaz and of Nejd and its Dependencies on'
the one side, and As Sayyid Al-Hasan-al-Idrisi on the other,
by which Saudian protection was. extended. to the Idrisi Pro-
vince, and in view of the fact that As Sayyid Al-Hasan-al-
Idrisi and his Legislative Council have abdicated the ad-
ministration of.all affairs to His Majesty the King of the
Hejaz and of Nejd and its Dependencies, according to an
official decision issued by the Idrisi Council and approved
by As Sayyid Al Hasan on the 9th October, 1930, and in view
of the fact that. His Majesty the King of the Hejaz and of
Nejd and its Dependencies has accepted this abdication, and
that His Majesty took upon himself the administration of all
affairs, besides the rights and the privileges to which His
Majesty is entitled in the Idrisi Province according to the
afore—-mentioned Treaty of Mecca.

The folléwing have assembled under the presidency
of His Royal Highness the Amir Faisal, His Majesty's Viceroy
on behalf of His Majesty's Government:-—. ;

Abdullah-al-Fadhl,

Fuad Hamza,

Yusuf. Yasin, and
Abdullah-as-Suleiman-al~Hamdan,

and the following on behalf of As Séyyid Al-Hasan-al-Idrisis-—

As Sayyid Al-Arabi-al~Idrisi,
Sheikh Mustafa-an-Nuaimi,

Qadhi Mohammed Ibrahim Mabjar,
Makki-bin-Yahya Zakari,
Mohammed-bin-Abdullah Ba Sahi, and
As Sayyid Hasan-bin-Zafer,

to lay down the rules of administration to be followed in the
Idrisi Province. The following articles have been agreed
upon:—
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ARTICLE 1

As Sayyid Al-Hasan-al-Idrisi shell remain as head
of the Idrisi Government, and all orders are to be issued
in his name on behalf of His Majesty the King in that pro-
vince. ‘ ]

ARTICLE 2

His Majesty the King will appoint an Amir for the
administration of affairs in the Idrisi Provimnce and for the
supervision of internal improvements, the security of peace
and order, and to give effect to the Sharia Laws there, in
accordance with the principle mentioned in the first article.

ARTICLE 3

There shall be a Legislative Council for the province
to assist the Amir, and its duties shall be to give the nece-
ssary advice to the Amir in everything concerning the admi-
nistration of the country.

ARTICLE 4

His Majesty the King shall appoint a Director of
Finance, and his duty shall be to organise the collection
of Government taxes and to make arrangements for the expen-
diture of such money to the general good in accordance with
the approved budget.

ARTICLE 5

- All c¢ivil and military officials, whether appointed
direct by His Majesty the King or by the local Governors and
Amirs, shall pay due regard to the position of As Sayyid Al-
Hasan-al-Idrisi in the country, and protect his prestige and
honour and those of his family in all respects.

ARTICLE 6

All decisions of the Legislative Council shall be
submitted to As Sayyid Al Hasan for his endorsement and
approval. They shall have. no value unless they bear his
endorsement and approval, and, in case of dispute between
the council and As Sayyid, the matter shall be referred to
His Majesty for solution,




207

ARTICLE 7
Detailed instructions will be given as to how the
Legislative Council is to be constituted, its members
appointed, and its work done. :

. Those present have unanimously signed this report .
this day, the 16th November, 1930.

FAISAL




ARU SETTLEMENT OF 1931

The representatives of the Government of His Majesty
the King.met those of the Imam Yahya on the 25th Jumada-ath-
Thani, 1350 (the 6th November, 1931), at a place called an-
Nadhir, near Mount Arw, which was the point in dispute
between the two sides. The representatives negotiated re-
garding the withdrawal of the Yamani troops from Mount Arw,
‘which the latter had occupied as far as the original /sic/
frontier line, but they could not arrive at a settlement
acceptable to both parties owing to insistence of the Yamani
representatives or remaining in the places captured by the
Yamani troops at Arw and to the refusal of the representa-
tives of the Government of His Majesty the King to surrender
that region of the mountain as it is within the limits of
the Idrisi territory. When matters between the representa~
tives had reached a deadlock and each party had referred the
matter to its Govermment, telegraphic messages were exchanged
between His Majesty the King end the Imam Yehya, with the
result that the latter requested His Majesty the King to ar-
bitrate in the dispute and to settle it in whatever manner
His Majesty thought fit., Wherefore, His Majesty, who wished
the dispute to be settled by peaceful means, and bloodshed
avoided, and who desired to see co-operation prevailing
amongst the Arabs, could not but telegraph to His Highness
the Imam his judgment against himself (Ibn Saud), namely,
the surrender of Mount Arw to the Yemen. in settlement of the
difficulty. His Highness the Imam telegraphed in reply,
accepting that judgment, Both parties then gave instructionms
to their representatives to consider other minor matters con-
cerning frontier questions and the determination of the alle-
giance to one side or the other of tribes residing (on the
frontier) between the two countries. The difficulty is, there-
fore, settled in this way, and strong friendly relations have
been established between His Majesty the King and His Highness
the Imam Yahia on firm foundations, please God Almighty.

Dated, Sha'ban 4, 1350
- {(December 14, 1931)
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TREATY OF FRIENDSHIP BETWEEN
YEMEN AND SAUDI ARABIA IN 1932

We publish in this issue the text of the treaty
concluded between the Kingdom of the Hejaz, Nejd and its
Dependencies on the one side and the Yemen on the other,
which the representatives of both parties signed at Abu
'Arish on the 5th day of Shaban, 1350 (the 15th December,
1931), and the ratification of which has been mentioned in
the previous issue.

Treaty of Friendship and "Bon-Voisinage" between
"the Kingdom of the Hejaz, and of Nejd and its

Dependencies and the Yemen

In compliance with the commands of His Highness the
Imam-al-Aadham (the greatest Imam), Yahya-bin-Muhammed
Hamiduddin, and His Majesty the great King Abdul Aziz-bin-
Abdurrahman—al-Feisal—al—Saud, we have assembled on behalf
of the two Kings with a view to the conclusion of an agree—
ment between the two Governments under the articles men-
tioned hereinafter,

ARTICLE 1

Both countries shall ﬁaintain friendship and good
neighbourliness, strengthen the bonds of amity, and not
permit in their territory any activity prejudicial to the
other (side). ‘

. ARTICLE 2

Each Government shall hand over (to the other) at

the request of his Government any criminal, whether political

or non-political, who shall commit a crime after (the conclu-
sion of? this agreement.
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ARTICLE 3

Each country shall treat the subjects of the other
residing in their territories in accordance with the Sharia
laws in all respects. :

ARTICLE 4

Each country shall guarantee and give full Sharia
rights to the subjects of the other. Any difficulty which
the Amirs and officials are unable to settle shall be re-
ferred to the King and the Imam.

ARTICLE 5

Each country shall refuse admittance (into its terri-
- tories) to any fugitive, great or small, employed /? by his
Government/ or not employed, who is seeking to escape from
obedience to his country. Such a person shall be returned
to his own country at once,

ARTICLE 6

In the event of a éﬁbject of either Government caus-
ing an incident in the other country, he shall be tried by
the courts within whose jurisdiction the incident arose.

ARTICLE 7

Amirs and officials /? of either country/ shall not
interfere with the subjects (of the other country) in such
& manner as to cause disturbance and to bring about a mis-—
understanding between the two countries.

ARTICLE 8

In the event of a subject of one of the Governments
residing in the territories of the other being required by
his own Government, after (the conclusion of) this agree-—
ment, he shall immediately. be sent to his Government.

This is what has been agreed upon between the rep—
resentatives of His Highness the Imam and His Majesty the
King Abdul Aziz-bin-Abdurrahman-al Feisal-al-Saud, The ex—
ecution of these eight articles is subject to agreement and
ratification by the two great Kings. The above has been
written in duplicate, one copy. having been given to each
party, on this 5th day of Shaban, 1330 (the 15th December, 1931).
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