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AN ABSTRACT OF THE THESIS OF Farouk M, Taufik for the

Master of Arts in History presented May 15,1973,

Title: Historv of Al-Hijaz (1520~1632)

APPROVED BY MEMBERS OF THE THESIS COMMITTEE:

dJ @/ Mandaville , Chairman

Ji#f Heath

Nouri Al-Khaledy L

This thesis is an attempt to put together the history of Al-Hijaz,
and to present a description of the political situation during the
period from the year 1520 through the year 1632, The period starts
three years after the submission of Sharif Barakat IT of Mecca to the
new Islamic power, the Ottomans. And it concludes with the restor-
ation of order in Mecca in 1632,

In deciding‘to select this tovic, I was inspired by the lack of
a complete history of the Holy lands during the period, the importance
of the period, and the fact that most authors who dealt with the area,
during or after the period, took sides either with the Ottomans or the
Ashrafs of Mecca,

In looking for sources, I was unfortunate because I could not
find any Ottoman Famman of the period, but I think the other sources,

primary and secondary, helped me a lot, and without hesitation I could



recommend some of them to any interested student of the area or the
period:

A) Primary sources: 1) Manayih Al-Karam Fi Akhbar Makkah Wa

Wullat Al-Haram by Taj Al-Din Al-Khatib; 2) Smitt Al-Nojoum Al-'Awali

Fi Anba' Al-Awa'il Wa Al-Tawali by Abdulmalik Al-Makki, and 3) Tarikh

Makkah by Ahmad Al-Siba'i, Although this is not a primary source, the
valuable information contained in it qualifies it to be on the same
level as the above two.

B) Secondary sources: 1) The Ottoman Turks and the Arabs by

George Stripline; 2) Rulers of Mecca by Gerald De Gaury, and 3) The

Portucuese of the S, Arabian Coast by Robert Serjeant.

The conclusions of this thesis could be summarized by the follow-
ing:

A) The continuous attempts by the Ashrafs of Mecca to establish
a kingdom by sending expeditions into areas that the Ottomans were less
interested in,

B) The unwise Ottoman and local administrations of the area which
did not help to develop or improve conditions of Al-Hijaz.

£) The constant use of the word Islam by many figures in order to
achieve their goals.

D) The important role that the Ottomans played in clearing the
Red Sea,

E) The weak Ottoman policy in the Persian Gulf and the Indian
Ocean, which left the S. Arabian coast an easy target for European
nations later.

F) Finally, the role of the Ashrafs in causing disturbances by
the constant fighting among themselves which led to casualties and

foreign intervention.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTTON

This thesis is an attempt to put together the history of Al-Hijaz
from the year'1520 to 1632, in a chronological order. 'The paper covers
| Al-Hijaz since thelsharif of Mecca, Barakat‘II, declared his léyalty to
the Ottomans after their conquest of Egypt in 151?,Aup to the yeaf 1632,
when Shérif Zéid took over the Sharifate in Mecca.

The writer of this thesis became interested in attempting to write
a history of Al-Hijaz because of the following factors: -

A) The books that were wrltten about Aléﬁigaz fell into the fol-
lowing categories: 1) books that dealt only with geography; 2) books
that deséribed religious sites an& rites or ceremonies; 3) books that
dealt with the politicai situation; 4) very few books that tried to
give a compléte piqture by treating all‘éspects of life, and 5) non-
Arabic books whichkdealt with Al-Hijaz in their éﬁtempts to discuss
the Qttoman Empire, but did'ndt go'info enoughAdétail because at the‘
time of their writing, the interest was directed toward the Ottoman West,
rather than the Ottoman East,

B) The Arab lands were passing through thelr dark ages. This was
due to the following factors: 1) the non-Arab rulers, whose main
interest was to keep thelr thrones as long as possible without paying

~attention to their subjects conditions; 2) the Europeans attempts,
represented first by the Portuguese, to stop‘the advances of the Islamic

forces, and to strangle them, by every available means, and 3) the new



masters, ihe Ottomans, also forgot about their Arab subjects and vpaid
more attention f.o their European and Persian frontiers, and thus con~
tribuﬁed heavily to the _setback of the Arabic and islamic civiliza-
tions. |

* In my attempts to find good 'primary soﬁrces, T was fortunate to
find a few handwritten soﬁrces that were either written during the
period, ér some years after it; However, I could not find cért,aih
other primary sources that were mentioned in some of the books., I was
unable to find in Saudi Arabia any Ottoman Faman (decrees) that dealt
with Al-Hijaz during the period. In most of the sources, primary or
‘secondary, the authors used Famman of later periods as _models for the
earlier ones.,

In discussing the sources, there are some sources that are worth
mentioning and describing, such as: 1) Tarikh Makkah by Ahmad Al-Siba'i,
Although it is not a primary sourc;e, it is one of the leading printed
books that treated the subject complef-ely by giving the reader a clear,
but ﬁot detailed political, historical, economical, social and religious
‘ picture. 'I'hé book was supported by a valuable lvist of primary souz;ces. :

2) Manayih Al-Karam_fi Akhbar Makkah Wa_tullat Al-Haram by Taj

1

A1-Din Al-Khatib, It is one of the leading primary sources which deals
with Mecca since the early time, and ends in the yéar 1125 H, the year
in which the author died. The book, which is unprinted, goes into de-
‘tvail discuséing the sixteenth and seven}teenth, éentury political picture

in Mecca.

3) Smitt Al-Nojoum Al-"Awali fi Anba' Al-Awa'il Wa Al-Tawali by
Abdulmalik Al -Makki. . It is one of the leading printed primary sources

that deals with the history of Mecca, and goes into more detail than the



book by Taj Al-Din Al-Khatib,

u) The Ottoman Turks and the Arabs by George Stripling. It is one

of the leading non-Arabic books that deals with the Ottomans and Arab
lands, including Al-Hijaz. - The book.deals also with commerce and the
struggle in the Red Sea and uses some of the primary soﬁrces that are
‘mentloned in the bibliography of this thesis,

. 5) The Portuguese of the S, Arabian Coast by Robert Serjeant It

deals with the Portuguese activities in the East, as well as in the Red
Sea., And it gives a good description of the_Portuguese attack on Jeddaﬁ.
which he quoted from the Chronology of AIQHaddrami.

6) Rulers of Mecca by Gerald De Gaury. The author presents to the

reader the history of Mecca fr?m its foundation up to the year 1881, It
alsovihéludes pictures of some of the local customs and rites, Thpe
author's bibiiography_included some Arabic pfimary sources which he

used by having a certain Arab employee at the British Embassy in Baghdad
translate them into English. The author showed an unfavorable attitude
toward the Turks, but this attitude could be the result of the fact that
the author fought the Turks during World War I, as a Bfitish officer.

In reading this paper, the reader will‘findvit mostly dealing with
the history of Mecca and Medina, because the history of Al-Hijaz is so
much tied to the history of the two holiest cities of Islam, As is men~
tioned before, the thesis is an attempt to put together the internal
hisﬁbry of Al-Hijéz, and it will also treat the Portuguese threat in
the Red Sea’du:ing the eérly part of the period, - The paper will include

some maps and illustrations that are needed to clarify the subject.



CHAPTER II
AL-HIJAZ
I. GEOGRAPHY

| '.Al-Hijaz oécupies most of the western part of the present Kingdom
of Saudi Arabia. It runs along the eastern coast of the Red Sea. Al-
‘Hijaz consists of.‘two zones, a coastal plain,rand a mountaih area which
are ‘sepaz"at.ed by the steep westem siopes of the mounﬁains.

The Arab geograpﬁers differed on where the name "Al;Hijaz" ¢a.rne
from, but the most reasonable theory is the one that states that the
name comes from ’ché Arabic word "Hajiz", which means barrier, Judging
from its ‘geographical' poistion; Al-Hijaz is éctually a barriezf between
Syria ana Yemen, and between the Red Sea and the Highlands of Nejd.

Al -Hijaz is the spiritual céntér for all 'Musli_ms in the world bé—
cause 1t was the home of Prophet Mohamad. It is where he was bom,
where he received the revelation from God, and where he was buried.b It

also contains the two holiest cities of Islam, Mecca and Medina.
IT. PEOPLE

| . Most of its population are of the Sunni division. I was unable to
find any infomation' concerning the number of the population of Al-Hijaz
during the per.iod.we are concerned with. Although it may be possible
to get the needed infoz;nation from the tax records, unfortunately it was

impossible for me because they are located in Istanbul, Turkey.
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The population was divided into two groups, the city people and the
tribemeh. The ci‘ﬁy people were settled in esfablished' towns and took
| up such professions as merchants, carpenters, and other small profes-
“sions. The tribesmen were the majority, and more influentual., All
through the history of the Arabs, we see the tribeé associated with the
political pattem of each Arab country. However, they had their own |
pdlitical pattem which continued up to the present time, They were al- |
ways. sources of trouble, and paid loyalty only to their Shaykhs. They
would revolt if their inﬁerests clashed with that of the mler, or if
the ruler stopped or delayed their traditional payments, which were used
to keep them quiet and under control., Their revolts caused casualties
in lives and properties to the city population, and most important to
- the pilgrims. ‘Moré thanv half of the tribes of Al-Hijaz are. related to

~ the big and important tribe of Harb or its allies.

ITI. TMPORTANT TOWNS

Mecca (Makkah) is located on the steep western slopes of thevmoun-
tain;.s in a narrow and deep vailey. The hills and mountains around it
provided Mecca with natural protection. This city was the birﬁhplace
of Prophet Mohamad, -and it contains the »GreatvMos'que and the sacred Al-
Ka'ba., A Turkish i‘ortréss is locéted on the Mountain of Qubais, During
the period of this p,aper', Mecca was the center of power in Al-Hijaz, be- |

cause the Sharif resided in it.

Medina (Madinah) is the second holiest city in Islam because it
'coi;tain's the grave of the Prophet and his mosque, Medina served as the
capital of the Prophet and his first three cusscssors, In 1539, the

Ottoman Sultan Suliman (the Magnificent) ordered the building of its



wall to orotect it from trlbal attacks.

‘Jeddah was established by the Caliph 'Uthman! in 647 AD, and soon
became the port oflMecca. Within Jeddah, there is a grave believed to
be the grave of Eve, the mother of ail hﬁman beings.

Taif is one of the oldest towns in the Arabian Peninsula. It was
the.héadquarters for the amies of Al-Hijaz governments. The Ottomans
built its wall in 1799, and used to Jail some of their political prison-
érs, such as the famous Medhat Pasha, in its fortress.

Yunbu' is the natﬁral port of Medina, and it was from it that in
1200, Sharif Qitadah Bin Idris led an amy to occupy Mecca, aﬁd to
 establish the second Emirate of Al—Aéhraf. In 1666, a group of its
Ashrafs left for Morocco to establish thé present rulihg dynéstj. Dur-
 ing the period we are conéernedeith, rebellious Ashrafs would leave

Mecca to take refuge in Yunbu',

;'Abdul-Qudus Al-Ansari Tarikh Jeddsh (Jeddah, Saudi Arabia:
1382 H), p. 7.



GIAPTER TII
HISTORTCAL BACKGROUND
' I. THE PERTOD FROM 610-1200 AD

Before 610, the Arabian Peninsula never enjoyed having a strong‘
united government. But by the year 632, when Prophet Mohamad died, the
Arabian Peninsula was united under the control of ‘the Prophe’g.. His
death was followed by a civil war,ignitevd by tribal ambitions, but the
first Ortﬁodox Cali_ﬁhz, Abti-Bakr, succeeded in restoring law énd order,

Under the first three Orthodox Calihs, Abu-Bakr, 'Omar and
'Uthman, who kept Medina as a capital, the Muslims conquered a vast
area, which. brought great wealth back to Al-Hijaz. But those conquests
caused AL-Hijaz to lose its best men. The disturbances toward the end
of 'Uthman's period led to his murder, and the new Caliph, 'Ali, felt
that Kufa in Iraq would be a safer capital for his struggle against the
' Umayads in Syria.l A few years later, 'Ali was killed and the Umayad |
Mﬁ*éwiyah was proclaimeq as the new Caliph in Damascus in 660 AD. By
changing the capital from Medina to Kufa, and later to Darﬁascus, Al-Hi jaz
lost its political power and kept its religious influence only,

‘This was a period of no significant political and commercial im-
pdrtance, and of increased isolation and disorder in kAl-Hijaz’. Mecca
énjoyed sanctity, but had to depend on ’chev annual pilgrimage for its
prosperity, and on Egypt for its food suppliés. Medina was less sacred,

but was involved in a rivalry with Mecca, because it waé nearer to the



‘capitals, Damascus, Baghdad. and Cairo. This made it a n;ore suitable
residence for the Caliph's governor than Mecéa.
© Mecca be‘cameythe ceﬁterr‘ for ieaming, and the retreat of discon-

tentedmén who did not like the Umayads secular goverrment. In 692, the
Umayad General Al-Hajaj besieged Mecéa; and bombarded Al-XKa'ba, using
catapults. The coming of 'Abbasids brought more préstige to Mecca and
Medina because of the religious policy of the new dynasty. The 'Abbasids
‘sent more money and separate governors to Mecca and Medfma;. however, re-
volts continued.

| 'Ali's descendants,‘ who were nuinerous, and who had great influence
in Mecca, Medina and Yunbu', were opposed to any authority, but theirs,
but thev could no£ agree among themselves, They were favored by the
beduins because they were the 'descendants of H\;sayn and Hasan, thé grand -~
sons of Prophet: Mohamad. -As the caliphate declined, their power in-
creased. Their policy was to pla:} off the Calipvhates’ against éach
other, and to have good relatipns with ihe rulers of Yemen., The Hasanids
who were descendants of 'Al,i'vs‘ son Al-Hasan, | took control of Mecca,
while the Husaynids, the descendanis of 'Ali's second son, Al-Hasayn,
were in control of Medina.

In 930, the Shi'i Qaramittah sacked Mecca and carrievd at&ay the
sacred Black Stone, which they returned in 950. 1In 950, the Hasanid
Shai'if Ja'far Al-Mousawi attacked Mecca, established the first Sharifid
E}nirite andvkeptvgoo‘d relations with the Fatimids. In 1011, Ja'far's
~ son Abu AlFutuh? had a auarrel with the fanatic Fatimid Caliph Al-Hakim,
| so he declared himself a Caliph, but later he and his successors‘ de- .

- %pumad Al-Siba'i, Tarikh Makkah (Mecca, Saudi Arabia: 1372 H),
n. 209, a ' o
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O

clared their loyalty to the ' Abbasid Calivhate,

o Since 1061, a strueple between the Mousawids and ,tﬁe Husa}mids'
‘ Al-Fa.tikis led to the seiéure of Al-Ka'ba's treasufeé by the Shlaibis,
‘the hereditary keépers of Alaxa'ba?s keys. This led to the interven-
tion of the Yemen ruler, 'Ali Al-Sulaihid, who_appointea Abu-Hashim
Muhamad as the new Sharif. After Abu Hashim's death,A the Ashrafs
stAmggled among themselves, which led to disorder, plundering the pii-
grims, imposing heavy taxes on pilgrims whose mlefs could not protect
them, and the looting of Mecca by the tr'ibe» of Hudhail, .

Tn 1174, the Ayoubid Turan visited Mecca and appointed a Hasanid
to the Sharifate of Mecca, and replaced‘tbe Zaidi Shi'i rite with the
Sunni Shafi'i. | |

To 'sunmiarize, this was ; period in ﬁhich Al-Hijaz er;joyc»d stabil-
ity dur_:'mg the first forty years, but suffered from continuous revoltis,
either“oy the Ashrafs or thé trib;as, during the rest of the period, It
was a period‘that saw interventions by outsiders, either to calm things
down, or to impose their own men as the Sharifs. lHowever, the different
Calivhates continued _sending money énd supplies to the'péople of Mecca
‘ and;Med.ina. By having the Sharifs declare their loyalty to them and
mention their names as proté'ctors of Islam in Al'-Khuttba, a réligious
speech preceeding the Friday prayer, and at the end of it, the sneakér

thanks the ruler and calls upon God to help him,
II. THE PERIOD FROM 1200-1520
In the year 1200, the Ashrafs of Yunbu', led by Qitada, who was

bid., n. 211.



10
‘disnleased with the Dolicy of his relatives in Mecca, attacked Mecca and
establiéhed the sgcond Sharifid Emirite. At ihe beginning he had good
reiations with both the 'Abbasids and Ayoubids, but later he caused
trouble with the 'Abﬁasids. In thé &ear 1212, Qitada did not receive
the Ayoubid Caliph Al-'Adil well, which made Al-'Adil angry at Qitada.
TIn Al-Hijaz itself, Qitada extended his rule over the whole area
except for Medina whose Husaynids ruler refused to submit, and fought
Qitada several times. The historians® differed on whether Qitada won
Medina, but it seeﬁs that he did not since the.Husaynids'continued to -
ele Medina fqr Several years'after Qitada's death, whicﬁ came at the
'hands’of his son Hasan in the year 1220. |
Hasan faced trouble from his brother Ragih, who conspired with the
’Abbasids, bu£ Haéan defeated the ’Abbaéids and his brothér who fled to
the,Aybubid ruler of Yémen,_Mas'oud. In‘1221, Mas'oud attacked Mecca,
éacked it and appointed one of hié genérals‘as the governor; Hasan fled
.to the desert.and tried to recover Mecca the folloﬁﬁng year. - But he |
»failed and fled to Baghdad, where he died; |
'; From 1222 until 1249, Mecca was the victim of continued war be-
tween the Avoubids of Yemen, andithe Ayoubids of Egypt. During that
period, ihe‘rule in Mecca ch+nged eight thneé, and with the change of
rule, the govemors changed, and the population suffered the most, In
1225, the Husaynid Qasiﬁ of Medina tried to recover Mecca, but he could
not, : | | |
In 1250, the‘Mamluks deposed the Ayoubids in Egypt. In 1258,

Mbgols led by Hulagu, took Baghdad and destroyed the 'Abbasids theré.



1.1
The Mémlﬁks'invited the rem&ining 'Abbasids to Cairo to gaih more reli-
gious influence. In Mecca, Qitada's descendants kept fighting amone
themselves, wﬁile the Huéayhids controlled Medina.

-+ In 1254, the Shafif of Mecca was Ghanim, the grandson of Qitada.
But his rule did not last long because his cousin Idris and Sharif Abu
Noumi I, attacked Mecca and ruledvitltogether..‘lh 1257, Abu Noumi . I
became the s§1e ruler, after he had a quarrel with his uncle, Idrié,
who fled the.city'and‘kepf bothering him until he was killed.

Iﬁ 1260, the Mamluk Sultan Baibars made‘the pilgrhnage to Mecca,
and decided to leave the Aihi;emal affairs of Al-Hijaz in' the hands of
Abu Noumi I, because of his fimness. quever, his long period (1254~
1301) was marked with wars with the'rulérs of Medina, who in 1284 forced
him to 1éave Mecca, But he,suQCeeded’in regaining control of the city
after a Shortkperiod. He élso imposed high taxes on the pilgrims;vit
is reported that he asked for thir&y dirhams from each pilgrim. His
wars with the rulers of Medina caused his relation with the,Mamiuks.to
become  bad, so in 1291, he declared loyalty to the Yemeni ruler, and
started mentioning his hame in Al-Khuttba until he died in 1301,

Following his death, his sons £0ught among themselves until his |
grandson 'Ajlan finally took control of the Sharifate in 1346,'and ruled
until 1375. However, his period was marked by poliiigal unrests, which
bothered the Mamluk Sultan, who swore io exterminate all of the Ashrafs.”
He introduced‘the system of appointing hiS'son:and the future successor
as a co-regeﬁt, “noping that. this move could help to avoid family strug-

gle before or after his death.

STbid., p. 215.
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His successor, Hasan, tried succesSfuliy to extend his rule ovér
all of Al-Hijaz, but had to try to avoid c}ausing the interference of
his Mamluk master in Egypt; In 1425, the Mamluks took charge of the
custdms in Jeddah,’and maintained a smali garrison at Mecca. The ap-
poihtmenté of his successors had to be confirmed by the Mamluk Sultans.
The period of Mohamad Bin Barakat I (1455-1496) was a period of stabil-
ity because of his stfdng personality, and his ability to deal fimly
with the tribes, o |
In its tum, the stability caﬁsed prosperity;ih‘Al-Hijéz. .After'
his death, the Mamluk Sultan Kaitby appointed his son, Barakat IT, as
the new Shérif. But soon B?rakat ITI faced opposition from his brothers
Haza' and Ahamad Al-Jazani, who succeeded in forcing Barakat to 1eavé
Mecca. Barakat IT stayed in Jeddaﬁ, and returned to Mecca with Amir
Al-Haj Al-Masri (the prince, or thé leader of the Egyptian pilgrims),
He'exiléa his brother Haza' to Yunbu', but the latter gathered an army,
defeated Bérékat who had to flee to Al-Laith, | |
When Haza' died, Barakat retumed to Mecca in time to receive
from the Mamluk Sultan the Khul'ah (a éloak given by thé‘Sultan,to con-
firm the Sharif's appointment)., Barakat had to accompany the Egyptian
pilgrims to Yunbu' because his brother Al-Jazani.looted the Syrian pil-
grﬁﬁs; The war continued_between the two brothers, aﬁd Mecca changed
hands between them,
In 1502, an Egyptian force arrived and forced Al-Jazani to leave
Mecca to his brother Barakat., However, Barakat hesitated to receive
the Egyptian commander, who arrested Barakat. .The éommander took a
bribe from Al-Jazahi‘in order to support his rule in Mecca,‘and Béfakat

was taken to Egypt in chains,



13

Upon his arrival in Egypt, he was welcomed and supported by the
'Ulama tﬁere, until 1503 when he heard the newé of Al-Jazani's assassi-
‘ nation. He set out for Mecca, and the new Sharif, his brother Humaiddah,
fled the city when he heard of Barakaﬁ's advance, Barakat proclaimed
himself the ruler ‘of Al-Hijaz, and appointed his brother Kaitby and son
'A1i as the co-governors of Mecca,

At that time, the Muslims faced a new danger, represented by the
Port;uguese, who were threatening the Muslims'! control of the Red Sea,
- The threat and the struggle that followed will be dealt with in a
separate chapter later. .

The threat to Jeddah forced the Mamluk Sultan Al-Ghouri to order
the buiiding_of a fleet in Suez in 1506, The Ottoman Sultan Bayazid
sent wood and men to helb in bt;ilding the fleet. Later thav fleet was
" sent into the Red Sea to counter the Po;rtuguese threat. The Coxixmander
Husayn Al-Kurdi arrived in Jéddah, ‘and decided to build a wall to pro-

tect it. He ordered every able man to work, and ordéred the demolish-~
ing of mény houses to use their materials in building the wall., The
wall was finished in less than a year, but the Portuguese main attack
did not come until 1541, |

| In 1 517, the Ottomans, who became the strongest Islamic power
at that‘ timé, were led 'by Sultan Salim I. He defeated the Mamluks,
conquered Syria and Egypt, and declared Al-Hijaz as part of the Ottoman
Empire. Sharif Barakat IT did not hesitate to éend his son Abu Noumi IT
to Egypt, to declare his loyalty to the new master. Sultan Salim I
received him well and confirmed his position in Al-Hijaz with the
Sharif 's acknowledgment of the Ottoman supremacy. ,

Sharif Barakat ordered the mentioning of the name of the Ottoman
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Sultan in Al-Khutbah, and tricked the Mamluk Commander Husayn Al-Kurdi
into coming. to Mecca. He executed hi_m, but some _of the Mamluks fled to‘
Yemen, whex;é Ath;ey caused same trouble for the Ottomans. Sultaﬁ Salim I

sent Husayn Al-Runi (Al-Rais) as his representative in Jeddah.


http:Sultan.1n

CHAPTER IV

THE OTTOMAN AIMINISTRATION
STXTEENTH CENTURY

.Aécording to the regulations of the Muslim sta‘cé, the Ol;tbman
Sultan was the absolute ruler,‘ and was limited only bj reiigious tenets,
Té administer his huge empire, the Sultan ﬁas assisted by the men in
his Diwan (cabinet), who bore the title of Pasha, and who were headed
by a Grand Vizir (Prime Minister). The treasm of the émpire was left
in charge of the two Defteniarfa (treasurers) of Rumelia and Anatolia,
| aided in the Arab lands b& one‘o‘i‘ vthe lower rank residing at Aleppo. .
Thé judicial system was headed by the two Kazieskers of Melia and
Anatolia, who received appealé and appointed' all judges. The local
judges of cities and towns were called Kadis, while the judges of vil-
1agés were called Na'ibs, and the local authority controlled their
appointments., The law was enforced by Muhiasibs, who were given soldiers
to do s‘o.  -

The administration of the state‘was organiied in a militéry
fashion, and rested on a system that resembled European feudalism, with
the exception that "in the Turkish plan homage was not pledged"é. The
sons of the vassals were not pemmitted to'inhe:;it .their fathers' hold-
ings, except undér certain conditioné. The administrators rose through

‘the military ranks to hold administrative positions.

6George Stripling, The Ottoman Turks and the Arabs (Illinois, USA:

1942), p. 60, o ‘
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I. THE GENERAL OTTQMAN ADMINISTRATION OF PROVINCES

Upon conquering a province, the Ottoman amy would move in, and
with it came land registrars who wo;xld’ coﬁnt the towns and villages in
that province. They divided them into fiefs in the following way:

1) small fiefs for the fighting soldeirs; 2) a number of large fiefs
for the princes and generals, and 3) a number of large fiefs for the
Sultan. However, fhe system of fiefs was not used in Egypt and Al-Hijaz,

"This system did not mean that the vassal would be the owner of
all lands and villages in his fief"?, but he had the right to collect
taxes from the owners in his fief. He also had to be ready to answer
the Sultan's call for military‘campaigns by preparing an amy whose
numb_er of soldlers wa$ determined the following was: one‘ soldier for
each 5,000 Akce. So in the fief production was 10,000 Akce, it would
have to prepare two soldiers. |

The fiefs were divided into the following‘: 1) Timar: ’small

fief whose production was less than 20,000 Akce. 2) Za'amat:
larger than the Timar and its production was between 20,000~
100,000 Akce. 3) Khas: A larger fief whose production was
more than 100,000 Akce.8 .

The provinces were divided politically and militarily into "Iyalat"
- with each "Iyalah" divided into "Alwiyét" or "Sar;jaks" and. each "L’iwa".
had a number of Timars and Za'amats. Each "Tyalah" was ‘mled' by a
' Pasha cdlled "Bikr Biki", which means the Bek of Al-Bakawat, And his

military rank was "Mir Miran", whic means Amir ul-Umara. Each "Liwa"

7satti' Al-Husari, Al-Bilad Al-'Arabiya Wa Al-Dowleh Al-
'Uthmaniyah ( Beirut, Lebanon: 1965), p. 29. o

®Ibid., p. 2.
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waslmlec.i by a Bek called "Si.njak Bek", which means Bek Liwa, and his
mili;cary rank was "Mir Liwa", which means Amir Liwa.

" The Ottomans left the political and military powers of the pro-
vinces in the hands of the govemor who was assisted by judges to ad-
- ministrate justice, and a treaaurer to take charge 6£ taxes and other:

financial i\mx_ﬁtions.

Lo Geherally, the tﬁbes were left out of the administrative arranvge-
ments, With few exceptions, tribes were given fiefs to control and from
#hom to collect,taxes, The tribes were administrated through their
Shaykhs aﬁd f’rinces, whose authorities the Porte recognized. Each
Shaykh had to get tﬁe APorte‘s approval upon taking over in his tribe.

"The population of the following areas &ere not asked to ’sérve in .
the azﬁyu (1) Constantiﬁople, (2)'Crete, (3) i$1ands of the Mediter-
ranean Sea, (4) Tripoli, (5) Yewen, (6) Al-Hijaz."9

II., THE OTTQMAN POLTICY IN ARAB LANDS

The Ottoman Sultans did not rule or administrate the Arab lands
directly, but thejr appointed a Wali for each province (Wilayah), except
- for Al-Hijaz, which was treated differently becaus‘e of its sensitive
religious position. TheV’Walis had unl:'!mited‘authbrity :m theiz" pro-
vinces, and were only interested in being on good tems‘ with the Sultan
and the high o‘fi‘i.c‘ials in Constantinople. | |

The term of each Wali was one year, after which the Wali could be
dismis’sed and retumed to his home town, appointed 1.:ov another office, or

his temm renewed. The short term did not help td improve the conditions

91bid., p. 251
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of the nrovince, since the Wali's interest would be to get:richer before
his tem expired, or he was dismissed by the Sultan.

" Each Wali had a court consisting of 'Ulama, high judge, treasurer,
nobels and the amy officers. The latter group interfered a.lot in the
affairs of the province, causing disturbances, and sometimes revolting
against the Wali, |

lThe Ottoman policy was never to interfere in tﬁe peorle's life and
customs, unlessbit‘waé necessary, and as long as.the gubjects stayed
loyal to the Sultan and paid the taxes.

; It is no doubt that the Ottoman's policy had two sides. It helped
the Arabs to keep their nationality and social and economic customs. It
also gave freédom for each pr?fessional group to arrange and protect its
interests; The policy‘also 1iﬁited the function of the provincial gov-
ermment to collecting taxes and protecting‘the provinces, and never
?aid attention to other government functions such as'education, economy,
commerce and health. The Ottoman's policy of isolating the provinces
from influence by the ideas of the BEuropean Renaissance forced the sub-

jects many‘yeafs backward, -
ITT. THE OTTOMAN ADMINISTRATION OF AL-HIJAZ

AlQHijaz enjoyed greater autonomy than the other conquered Arab
lands under the Ottomans, who upon defeating the Mamluks in 1517 re-
ceived the Sharif of Mecca's acceptance of théir superiority, and in re-.
turn, the Ott&man Sultan Salim I kept him in his office and oromised to

keep the,Sharifate in his family,

Politics in Al-Hijaz During the period we are concerned with, four
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grouns with dii‘férent interests played a role in detemining the ‘r,lno'li‘cics
‘of Al-Hijaz.

Sharif of Mecca, a Hasanide, was conéidered the ruler of all of -
Al-Hijaz, with the seat of his Sharifate in Mecca, and with Medina under
his rule. After the death of a Sharif, the Ashrafs would elect a Sharif
to assume thé resoonsibilities and the new Sharif had to write to the
 Sultan to ‘ge;t- his Khul'a and Faman of approval, which was to bé read
 publicly in the Great Mosaue, |

The Shafif had to pleése and ‘serve the interests of some grouvs
such as the Ottoman officials, the Shaykhs of the tribes, and the Ash-
rafs., In attempting to do so, some Aéhrafs were forced out by one of
the groups, or by an alliance of two of them. In his attempts to secure
his position, the Sharif of Mecca, as well as some of the influential
Ashrafs had their owﬂ ammies of slaves recruited mostly from Africa.

At the beginning, the Sharif enjoyed a free hand in dealing with
the affairs of his Sharifate, and had only to deal with two Turkish
officials, a judee and Muhtasib, He also enjoyed great income from re-
ceiving half of the custom dues of the port of Jeddaﬁ, but cénstant
collision over the mentioned customs forced the Sultan to appoint a
Turk to the new office of Shaykh Al-Harm Al-Makki, nfnich worséned rela-
tioﬁs nore, Howéver, “the Otfoman Sultans‘ tried to improve their rela-—
tions with the Sharif and sometimes ruled in favor of the Sharif in his
disputes with Turkish officials. | '

Sharif Q_fkjggg_i_n.a_, a Husaynid,‘was confirmed in his avpointment
' by the Shafif_. of Mecca., » However, both Sharifs had nominal .authority in

Medina, because "the real authority was in the hands of Shaykh Haram
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Al-Madani, who was supposedly a Turkish 'Alim,"10

'Tbgﬁjggkighugggigig;gl.interest was to assert the Turkish author-
itv, and to check the auﬁhority of the Charif. Among £he i@portant
Turkish of ficials were: 1) Wali of Jeddah, the first Ottoman official
to be appointed in_AlnHijaz, and "he résided in Jeddah which became the
seat ér "Tyalat Al-Habash"!!, which included some ports on the African
Coast, sﬁch as Musawa' and Sawakin. The Ottomans estimated the oroduc -
tion of Iyalat'Al-Habash at‘180,000 Akcey, and made Jeddah the base fram
which expeditions were sent to Yemen and beyond; The Turkish Wali re-
ceived his orders from the Wali of Egypt, and was. assisted by the
:»Shérif of Mecca's representative who had nominal authority,
2) Shaykh Al-Haram AléMgkki,'was the post created when{disputes in-
| creased between the Sharif and the Wali of Jeddah, The official was
suoposed to be a Turkish 'Aiim who resided in Jeddah. The Shaykh's'job
was to be a spy on the Sharif, and to write directly to the Porte.

3) Shaykh Al-Haram Al-Madani was a Turkish 'Alim, who was actually
the réal‘governor of Medina, and contacted the Sultan directly. He was
supposed to be over sixty-three years‘old, and his salary was equal tb_
that of the Grand Vizir.'? Shaykh Al-Haram Al-Madani held a meeting

every Friday to discuss’problems.13

' 4) Both judges of Mecca and Medina were supposed to be Turkish,

10Ahand Al-Khiyard, 'Umara' Al-Madinah Was Hukamah Min“Ahd Al-
Nowbouwah Hatta Al-Youm (Medina, Saudi Arabia: 1962), p. 19.

11Al--HuSari, QELJQQEL,-p. 239.
120 Xniyari, op. cit., p. 20,
131bsd., p. 20. |
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They served one year vterms, after which .they' would be meved.
| '5) The Muhtasib had to be Turkish ‘The job of this efficial was
to enforce Justa.ce and to serve as a treasurer.

' 6) Other Turkish officials of less importance were the T‘U.I‘leh
’ Arepresentatlves who assisted'the Shariffs representatives in small -
~towns, ‘

The day-to-day confrontation between the local. Ashrafs and the
T-urkish officials led to bdistur‘bencves and disorders which will be dis-
cussed in‘ the chapter dealing with the chronology of the Ashrafs of
Mecea, | |
and contained, The tmbes, however, were hard to control and please.
Generally, the tribes c‘onsider thencelves free men, and refused to
receghize any authority. The Ottomans did not assign fiefs to the
tribes of Al-Hijaz, as they did with some tribes :m Syria and Iraq.
However, the tribes of Al-Hijaz had already established their own areas
oi" intere‘st earlier. They had control of the commercial routes, as well
as the pilgrimége routes., Because of this control, and their contin-
uous riads, the authority, Sharifite< or Turkish, lconcluded agreements
with them to keep order, and te use their manpewe‘r »in militaryncam-‘
paigns.. The Ottomans and the Sharifs tried to please the tribes with

payments, supplies and exemption from taxes,

Government in Al-Hijaz (Sixteenth Century) As was shown above, the two .

main authorities in Al-Hijaz were the Sharif of Mecca and the Turkish
- officials, and both exercised ~thei.r authority in the towns only while

the tribes were in control of ‘the desert and land routes,
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The functions of the government of Al-Hijaz were as foilows:
1) Pilerimage, the main function, and the most important. It was for
the government to protect the pilgrims during fhe pilgrimage season, to
make it easy‘for thén to perform their religious duties and to prbiide
‘them ﬁith the needed supplies of food and water. The most difficult
pért was to protect the pilgrims outside of towns from tribal attacks.
In.order'to do so, the government assigned guards to each pilgrimage
caravan, ahd éstablished military posts on the pilgrimage routes,

2) Law‘and order, disturbanceés and disorders occured in towns
eithef by.avcrﬁninal accident, or a fight between the slaves or men of
some Sharifs., In the case of fights amoné the‘Ashrafs' men, "the Sharif
of Mecca usually decided the punishment.either by executing some of the
participants or expelling the éccuéed Sharif to some areas such as |
Jizan or Yunbu'.“1u | |

In the case of criminal acts, the Turkish judges administered the
Justice, ordered the punishment, and ordered the Muhtasib to carry oﬁt
the punishment. | | |

There is no record of an exisfance of a city police, exceﬁt

for the Sharif's men who would tour the town. In keeping order
at night, it is reported that the people of each section of the
town organized guards called "Wajaks" to guard against theives
and criminals.1%u

In order to keep order outside of towns, the gévernmenf had to deal
with the tough tribes, and the only way to punish them was either to |

master enough troops or to wait until the sumer when the tribesvusually

settle in their areas of control. In order to protect the towns, walls

”14Al-81bali, op._cit., p. 279.

151b4d., p. 280.
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were built, suc‘:h“abs the wall of Médina, which Sultan Suliman ordered to
be built in 1532. Tt was completed in 1543. |
3) Health, education and welfare are the responsibilities of a
~modern, or any responsible, gove‘rmnent, it is ciear. However, the gov-
ernment of Al-Hijaz played a small role, if any, in this area, However,
this was the way earlier and 1a£er goverrments acted, until the twen-
' tieth century. |
‘ There ié no record of hospitals or.any governmental activities in. |
the field of hehlth, But records show that the Ottomans established a
miiitarfy' hospital in Jizan toward the end of the seventeenth century.
The annuall pilgrimage season was, and still is, a season of diseases be-
cause o’f the diseases cafriéd to the Holy lands by the pilgrims. The
only mediciin.e was the one presc.;ribed by the beduins, or the seif-called
_phySicians, which did not help to im‘prove‘the health situation, "It is.
Areported that & knee disease appea‘tr’ed in Mececa in 1629.-'1630, and ﬁade
' some peoplga unable to stand or tvo walk, and the local physicians pre-
scribed lemon ljuice as a medicine for it."”é
There is no record of any kind of a modern school system, but
records show that "every mosque, large and small, had a primary or
feé.(i.:i.rig school where iaupils studied reéding, wri‘l‘:ing, Arabic and the
Koran.""?

"Some local Shaykhs established small schools called ‘kuttab’

which taught the same. su‘bjects and other subjects, such as grammar,

16144, p. 252.

175

ydney Fisher, The Middle East (New York, New York, USA: 1966),
b. 214, | - ‘
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poetfy and religious éubjects."18 The four sects of the Sunni division--
Hanafi, Hanbali, Maliki and SHafi'i-- had regular meetings that ﬁere
held in thé Great Mosque in Mecca, and the Prophet's Mosque in Medina
to téaéh’religious subjects. | |

‘In the area of welfare, tﬁe government played a greéter role than
‘in the drUQS'of hcélﬁh and education, Regular supplies were sent fo the
- people of‘Meccé and Medina, and money was:sent to be distributed among
the poor. The Ottémans‘paiduattention to the problem of water in Mecca,

so wate: was dug frpm‘nearby wells and springs. In 1543, Sultan Suliman.

- Al1-Qanuni (the Magnificent) 6rdered the renewal of the Prbphet's losque
in Médina.' In 15?5,.Sul£an Selim iI ordered the fenewal of the Great
Mosque in Mecca. ‘In 1630, the~hard rain caused damages'to Al-Ka'ba, so
Sultan Murad IV ordered the rebuilding of it. o

To support, supply and finange the poeple of Mécca and lMedina,
there were two kinds of Wagf. 1)Awqaf Al-Haramin: These were prbpér~
ties in Egypt, as well as in other areas, that were made Awgaf by the
Ottoman Sultan, and from its incomes, the people of the two holy cities
were'supported‘with goods and money. 2) Awgaf Ahliyah: These were
properties that were made Awgaf by some wealthy péople to serve the
same purpose;‘ . | |

L) Defense was significant since the Ottomans paid great atten~
tion ta protecting the Holy lands, especiéliy with the presence of the
Portugﬁese threat, which will be dealt with in a later chapter. A par-
rison was stationed in Jeddah, and much later in Mecca and Medina. The

Ottoman fleet was very active and succeeded in clearing the Red Sea

18

Stay~Puely
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from the ?ortugueso. The Sharif was able to gather a large amy by cal-
ling for Jihad when the Portuguese threétened.Jgddgﬁ in 1541,

5) Economy was based on import, Because of climatic‘reaéons,
Al-Hijaz is not, and was not, known for its agricultural production.
It aiways had to import its basic éupplies from the outside, Mecca de-
nendéd comnletely on food supplies from Egypt, while Medina was able to
satisfy the need of its populaiion by its own agricultural production.
After the Ottomans succeeded in making thevRed Sea an Ottoman Lake, they
tried to encourage trade through Jeddah by openihg tﬁe port to'Euroneén
ships, on the condition that the shins never pass Jeddsh, even if they
carried goods for Egypt, and insisted on carrying those goods on shins
owned by Muslims only.

| The sources of the revenue were the pilgrims, the customs of the

port in Jeddah, and the taxes, Unfortunately; T was not able to locate
any records in Arabia, T was also unable to find any budget of Al-Hijaz
during’theAperiod. However, the budget of Egypt of 1596-1597 pfofided

me with a long list of interesting articles that concern Al-Hijaz.

FROM THE BUDGET OF EGYPT 1596-159719

The Purpose | ' | Amount of

Paras

1. For the poor of Mecca and Medina - 350, 24
2, For the expenditures of Mecca and Medina 1,731,253
3. For the customary payment to nrovide for éxpendi- 400, 000

tures of the leader of the Holy Pilgrimage (1005 H)

stantord Shaw, The Budget of Ottoman Eeypt (Paris, France:
1968), vbo. 154=-169, ,



10,

11,

12,

14,

The Purpose

For the customary pavment to the messencer who brings
the news of tho pilgrim's departure from the Mount of

“VYArafat

For the customary payment to provide for the banquet

of ‘the leader of the Holy Pilgrimage when he comes
to Birket-ul Hac (1005 H)

bFor the equirment needed to guard the pilgrims while they

go and come at Birket-ul Hac, provided by Za'im of Cairo

For the hire of camels to carry the money sent to
Abdul-Halim Efendi, judge of Medina

For the hire of camels to carry the wheat sent as alms
and the money for the people of the Holy Cities

For the hire of measures of the wheat sent as alns'by
the Sultan :

For the offering sent to Sharif Hasan, Emir of Mecca
For the hire of camels to carry the money sent to
Sayid Rakim, Emir of Yunbu', from Cairo to the port
of Suez '

For the hire of camels:along the road of the'Holy Pil -
grimage in the name of the Evlad~-i Azm (tribe) for the
yvears 1005 1006 H

For the customary payment to the guides along the road of
the Holy Pilgrimage

For the payment of freight on the ship Gulgani under

. the captainship of Mehmet Reis

15..

16.

17Q

18.

For the price of wheat and barley for the Arab iribes
along the road of the Holy Pllgrlmage, for the year
1005 H -

For the customary payment to the emin and scribe in
charge of taklnp the money to the people of the Holy
Cities (Emln -i Surre and Katib-i Surre)

For the price of bowls for the lamps in the sacred place
of - WorShin :

For the pension of 'Ahdul Karim Semhude, who is Khatlb
(preacher at Friday prayer) of Medina

26

Amount of
Paras

1,800
14,000

1, 600-
1,645
320,210
I, 000
2,400
4,800

374, 1252

580
13,400

20, 500
2,000

1,205

3,166
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20.

21,

22.

23.

"The Purpose

For the hire of a taildr to sew the skins of the sable
robe sent to Sharif Hasan, Emir of Mecca

For the customary payment of the Commander (Serdar)
of the men of Gonullus and Tufenkcian-i Suwari Corps
and others (who guard the pilgrimage) at the time of
the pilgrims departure

For the supplies and foods for the poor and indigent
(living) along the road of the Holy Pllgrnnage, set
aside by ordor of the governor of Egypt

For the pension of the commanders of the sweepers

in Mecca

For the customary payment for Sharifs at the port of

. Jeddah

24,

25.
26.
27,

28,

For the customary pavment to provide provisions for
the new ship assigned to carry the loads of the leader
of the Pilgrimage to Jeddah

For supplies for the chlef of the sweepers in the
Prophet's Mosque

For the hire of camels to transport candles for the

~ Holy Cities and to transport the Holy Curtain

For equipment needed to arrange the well at the fort
Wejh on the road of the Pilgrimage

For the customary payment to the Ashrafs of Bani

" Husayn in Medina and for Beduins to keep security

29.
30,

31,

32,

of the road of the pilgrimage, and for the learned and
the orphans in the Holy Cities

For the customary payment to the tribe charged with
keeping security at the well of the fort of Wejh

For the price of bees' wax to be sent to the Holy

Cities

For the freight costs for the wheat alms sent by the

~Sultan and for the rations for the people of Mecca

(for the year 1003 H)

For’the tailor to sew the cloth and robés for the Beduins

along the road of the Holy Pilgrimage

27

Amount of
Paras

ol

5,000

12,3€0

23,760
40O

2 600

2,870
4,305
2,000

197,225

1,000
6, 560

3,075

1,652
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The P\irpose Amount of
: Paras
33, For suoplies for the tent Beduins along the road of the 1,310

Holy Pilgrimage :

The above articles of the budget  0£ Egypt ‘show s;)mething of what
the Ottoman govorm ent ns~d to send to Al-Hijaz, and it shows the vast
interest given to the people of Mecca and Medina, and to keeping order
on the roads of the pilgrimage. As .it was indicated in the budget, most

of the articles were paid or sent customarily.



CHAPTER V

THE RULERS OF AL-HIJAZ
 1520-1632

The reader of this chapter on the rulers of Al-Hijaz during 1520-
(.1632 will notice that it is a chronology of the Ashrafs of Mecca. The
reason for that is that the Ottqmaﬁ Sultahs appoinfed ﬁhem as rulers of
Al-Hijaz; with the exception of Jeddah, and they used Mécca.as their

residence and seat of government.
I. SHARIF BARAKAT IT (1496-1502, 1503-1524)

lWhen the Ottoman Sultan Selim I (The Grim) conquered Egypt in
1517, Sharif Barakat II was the Sharif of Mecca for twenty-one years,
disrupted only for a shoft period. After entering Cairo, "Sultan
Selim I freed some Meccan nobles who were imprisoned by the Mémluk
Sultan’Al-Gﬁouri earlier"20 and "“as ﬁlanning to send an amy to the
‘Arabian Peninsula to expel the Mamluks from Al-Hijaz and Yemen"2! and
to occupy Mecca and Mediha'so he could claim the title "Hami Al-Haramin®
or the Defender of the Two Mosques. But a Meccan judgé named Salah

Al-Din Bin Zuhairah22, whovwas freed bylsﬁltan Selim I from Al-Ghouri's

20y ohamad Anis, Al-Dowleh Al'Uthmaniyal da Al-Mushrig Al-'Arabi

1514-1914 (Calro Egypt: 1923), p. 127

21ps'ad Ttlas, Tarikh Al-Urmah A1-'Arabiyah (Belrut ‘Lebanon:
1963), p. 131.

Qutb Al-Din Al-Hanafl Tarikh Makkah (Mecca Saudi Arabia:
1950), p. 241



jaii, told the Sultan that Sharif Barakat‘II would be glad tovdeclare-
| his loyalty to thev Otteman Sultah, and the judge asked 'the Sultan _'to
write to the Sharif. _

Sharif Barakat II heard the news of‘the fall of the Mamluks and
-received a letter from the victorious Ottoman.Sultan, and another let-
ter from.the Judge advising him to join the Ottomans aﬁdlte seﬁd his
son Abu-Noumi II to the Ottoman Sultan‘in Caire. | |

Sharif Barakat sent his thirteen year old son, Abu-Noumi II,'to‘
Cairo "wﬁere he was well received and well treated by Sultan Selim i,
and was sent back to Mecca-es the co-ruler with his father."3 Sultan
Selim I ordered that "half of the income of Mecca and Jeddah be paid
_to the two Sharifs every year'. 2k

- Sharlf Barakat II receléed an order from Sultan Selim I to kill
tﬁe Mamluk COmmander in Jeddah, Husayn Al-Kurdi, because of his ill-
treatment of the population of Jeddah while building the Wall of |
Jeddah. "Sharif Barakat tricked Al-Kurdi into coming to Mecca where

he was captured and sent back to Jeddah where he was drowned in the '

sea. n25

30

When the Ottoman representative arrived in Jeddah he found a large

number of ammed ships and an arsenal of ams which were left behind by
the Mamluks. His mission was to expel the reméining Mamluks who fled
to Yemen, so he decided to follow them., He obtained permission from

the Wali of Egypt, and also a promise of assistance from Sharif

23Tbid., p. 241.

%123 A1-Dini Al-Xhatib, Manayih Al-Karam Fi Akhbar Makkah Wa
Wullat Al-Haram (Mecca, Saudi Arabia: 1125 H), p. 5.

?5Anis, op. cit,, p.'127;
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Barakat II. The Wali of Egypt appointed the merchant Al-Khawaja Qasim
Al-Sharwani to the post of Wali of Jeddah. '

Sharif Barakat II maintained good relatlons with the Ottomans. In

' 1520 he recemved Al Mahmal Al-Masri led by the Turkish Commander Nusllh
Bek, who after settling down, distributed among the people of Mecca,
money and goods which were given aﬁay‘by Sultan Selim I. After the con-
clusion of the‘PiIgrhnage ceremonies in Mecca, Muslih Bek left for
Medina to déstribute the same things among the populatiqn of Medina,

In 1520, Sultan Selim I died and was succeeded by his son Sultan
Sulimaﬁ‘Al;Qanuni (The Magnificent). Upon hering the news, Shafif
Barakat IT sent a message to Sultan Suliman expressing his sorrow for
Selim's death, and congratulét%ng Suliman, The Sultan replied by con=-
firmming Barakat IT and his son Abu-Noumi IT in their posts in Al-Hijaz.
in 1524, Sharif Barakat IT died and was‘buried in Mecca, He died
after fuling Mecca as a sole ruler and co-ruler with his father, bro-

thers and son for fifty-three years,
II. SHARIF ABU-NOUMI .II (1524-1566)

After the death of Barakat II, the Ashrafs of Mecca eiected his
son Abu-Noumi II, who was the co-ruler, to succeea his father ﬁo the
Sharifate. The new Sharif "sent a message to the Otﬁoman, Sultan
Suliman, informing him of his father's death and his election and the
Sultan replied by confiming his election", 26 |

| Sharif Abu-Nouml IT is considered the great grandfather of the

Banu Barakat ‘branch of the Ashrafs,

426A1~-Kha_tib, op. cit., p. 6.
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He limited the succession to the Sharifate of Mecca in his
line of family. He also set up regulations for the relations
between his descendants and punishments if -someone of them
broke out the regulations,Z27
His regime was known for its‘stability because he was firm and fearcd
“byAtﬁe tribesmen and respected by the Ottomans, In’ruliné Al-Hijaz,
"Sharif Abu-Noumi IT used as his co-rulers, one at a time, two of his
sons’-- Ahmad and Hasan!.28 Before the period of Abu-Nouni II, the
Sharif of Mecca used to send his men to call upon the pilgrims to re-
turn to their‘countries after the end of the pilgrimage ceremonies, but
AbuéNoumi II changed this policy and manyipilgrims decided to stay in
Mecca instead of going back tQ their home cotnﬁries,iwhich‘resulted in
the increase of the pépulation of Mecéa. The  reason fbr the change of
policy could be that Abu-Noumi” thought that those pilgrims who stayed
wounld help the economic life by establishing trade ties with their
home lands,
The firsf conffontaticn between the Ottoﬁans and the local people
took place less than two years after Abu-Noumi IT took over. In 1526
Salman Reis29 landed in Jeddah with four thousand Turkish soldiers on
their way to Yémen. Affér landing, the soldiers began robbing the peo-
ple,‘qausing disturbances and demanding more supplies, which caused
prices to rise, Some of the soldiers left for Mecéa where they forced
people from théir houses. This angefed the Beduins because the éxpelled
owners were originally.Beduins. The tribesmen began attacking and kill-

ing the soldiers outside of the towns..‘Abu-Noumi interfered and pre-

27)1-5iba'ty, op. cit., pp. 238-239.
?%bm.,p.2$

2941 KXnatib, op. cit., p. 56.
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vented the Beduins from killing thé‘soldiers. The peopie of Mecca com-
~plained to a certain Shaykh named Mohamad Bin 'irak3°; who called the
leaders of the soldiers to the Great Mosqueiand demanded an explahation :
of ﬁﬁeir behavior., Tﬁe leaders claimed that they were going to leave
after the Pilgrimage season. “The Shaykh ordered them to leave lMocea to
Mina, and tovexeCute the soldiers causing the trouble. Then Commander
ASalmaﬁ‘Réis tookAfor himself the dues of the custom of Jeddah, which was.
reported to be "90,000 golden dinars in that year",;_31 |
| During this period of disturbances, two uncles of Sharif Abu-

_ Nouni IT rebelled against his rule and sought the cooperation of Salman

" Reis, who refused. Abu-Noumi IT sent a snall expedition to arrest them,
but a certain commander named gouhar Ai-Maghrib132 mediated and thé re-
bellion:ended peacefully. The Sharif did not make the pilgrimage that
yeaf, instead he kept a watchful eye to prevent fighting between the
Beduins and Salman's forces. When the Pilgrimage ceremonies concluded,
the Turkish forces left for Yémen;“This period of disturbance "was long
afterward remembered and called the 'year of Salman', the name of t.hé

Turkish Commander."33

In 1537-1538, Abu-Noumi II led his amy into Jizan, south of Al-

Hijaz, occupied it and appointed his own ruler.3* But in the following

Prbig., p. 5.

'1bid., . 8.

P1bid., p. 58.

33Gerald De Gaury, Rulers of Mecca (London, Great Britain: 1951)
D. 128.‘.‘ ’ »

'«34A1-Khatib, on. cit., p. 59.
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vear, 1539, the Turkish Commander Suliman Pasha Al-Xhadim nassed throush
Jizan, r('avtuminﬂ from Yemen and forced the Sharif's renresentative out,
and anpointed a Turkish ruler. Al-Khadim and his troops camped in Jedd:_i‘n
and stayed waliting for the Pilgrimage season., During their stay, Al-
Khadim and his forces behaved badly and showed little réspec’t, for the
Holy City. After the conclusion of Pilgrimage ceremonies, Al'-f{hadim
and his forces left for Istanbul, and with them went Ahu-Noumi's son
Ahmad who was well received by Sultan Suliman, and was appointed as
a co-ruler with his father. Later Ahmad died, and the other son, Hasan,
served as a co-ruler with Abu-Noumi II. |
In the year 1541, the Portuguese attacks increased in the Red Sea,
but failed to land at Jeddah because of its strong walls and defenderé,
although they
succeeded in landing at a small port called Abu Al-Dawa'ir
near Jeddah, Abu-Noumi IT left the Pilgrimage and called
for Jihad (Holy War) among the people who answered in great
. numbers, After aming them, he led them to Abu Al-Dawa'ir
and succeeded in expelling the Portuguese., Sultan Suliman
reacted to the news by sending more bounty and confirmed
the Sharif's right of half the custom dues of Jeddah.35
In 1550, the Turkish "Amir Al-Haj" Mahmoud Pasha arrived in Mecca
to lead the Pilgrims.
Because he was not well received by Abu-Noumi TT a few
years earlier, he started disturbances and called for the
dethroning of Abu-Noumi. Fighting broke out between the
Turkish forces and Abu-Noumi's in Mina, The Beduins took
advantage of the situation and began attacking the pilegrims
which disturbed the Pilgrimage Ceremonies, Abu-Noumi led
his for%gs and defeated the Beduins and the Turkish
forces, : ,

35Tvid., op. 69-70.

3641-siba't, ov, cit., pp. 239-240,
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It’,'is‘not clear how Sultan Suliman received the true facts of the inci-
dent, but it could be assumed that either the Turkish judgé in Mecea
or Shaykh Al-Haram Al-Makki reported to the Sultan. As a result it is
reported that "the Sultan wrote to Sharif Abu-Noumi apologizing for
Mahmoud Pasha's behavior and indicated that the Pasha was punlshed w37
In 1552, the Sharif of Medina, Mani', stopped customary payments

to some Ashrafs and tribes of the area around Medina, which made them
angry and they decided to force the continuation of the payments. It
is reported that

they waited until the pilgrims from Medina reached a small

‘village called Al-Firaish on their way to Mecca and engaged

them in a battle called the "Wagi'at of Al-Firaish." The

Midinise included the Turkish Judge of Medina and Shaykh

Al -Harem Al-Madani who mediated and promised the restora-

tion of their payments. The outlaws let the Medinese con~

tinue to Mecca where they informed the Sharif of the in-

cident., The Sharif sent strong guards to protect them on

their way back to Medina, 38

Regarding the mentioned incidents, it can-be noticed clearly that

all of them occurred during the Pilgrimage season when Mecca usually
would be overcrowded and it would be difficult to keep law and order.
The religious duty of performming the pilgrimage was used by the Turks
as a reason to stay and create problems in Mecca by seizing supplies
or attacking people's properties. Howéver, not ali Turkish forces be-
haved this way, Same behaved well ahd showed greater respect to the
.Holy'places. Such forces as the forces led by Sinan Pasha in 1569 were

among these,

Besides trying to keep matters under control, Sharif Abu-Noumi IT

1044, p. 20,

38Ahmad Al-Baradi'i, Al-Madinah Al-Munawarah 'Tbr Al-Tarikh Al-
Islami (Belrut Iebanon: 1972), pp. 126-127.
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éeirote& his tlme to imprév»ing ’;,he condiﬁi.ons in Mecca by building alms-
houses, pilgriin Khans, schools and courts, and water channels between
the hills and Mecca. In order to do that he was greatly helped by the
Sultan's bquhty and his right to half of the custom dues of Jeddah,
" "The Sharif's reputation for sanctity and good work grew and his style
became the 'Star of Religion' or Najm Ai—Dih".39

- In 1566, becausé of old age and bad health, Sharif Abu-Noumi IT
asked the Sultan's pemi‘ssion“tol retire from his office and to appoint
his' son Hasan,. then co-ruler, to become the Sharif., The ‘Szltan agreed -
and Abu-Nouni IT devoted his time to religious studies, His son, how-
" ever, continued seeking his advice until Abu-Noumi;II died in the year |
';1 584, and was burigd in Mecca. |

IIT. SHARIF HASAN (1566-1602)

In 1566 Abu-Noumi II asked the Ot"boman Sultan Suliman to repiace‘ -
him with: his sén Hasan and the Sultan agreed. Sharif Hasan received
the customary Knil'a Al-Sultaniyah and the letter of confirmation was
read in the Great Mosque, as ﬁas thé custom,

| Sharif Hasan's period was considered an extension of Abu-Noumi's.
It was a period of stability and there is no fec;rd of disturbénces_
such as the ones during Abu-Noumi's period, He showed a fimmness in
dealing with the Beduins‘ and it is reported that. the Beduins, because of
th‘e‘ir' fear Qf Hasan "would swear falsely by’anyone or an&thing except

the name of Sharif Hasan. nk0

39De Ggury, op cit., p. 131,
borpia., p. 32.
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waes‘rer,f Sharif Hasan was very stem with the Ashrafs who were try-
ing to gain ﬁ*om their social position in the Meccén society. It is
also repo‘rted that_becaﬁse‘ of the established law and order, "com-
mercia_.l‘ caravans traveled without being accompanied by a guvard."LH

In the year 1580, Sharif Hasan led his amy of 10,000 men into the
Highlands of Nejd and besieged Mi'kal in Ne;jdl"2 After a long success-
ful expedition, he(returned wealthier and accompanied by some captured |
chiefs, He ‘Vkep;t the capﬁured chiefs in his jail for a year and re-
leased ‘"t.hem after they paid the money he wante{i. He also appdihted
Mohanad Bin Al-Fadd1*3 as their Amir (prince of chief). The Ottomans
did 'not-interfe‘zfe or oppose the Sharif's expédition in Nejd, but con-
tinued to oppose any Sharif's. advarices into Jizan south of Taif without
any g:.ven reason except that the Ottomans felt that they could control
the coastal area but not the trlbal—controlled inland areas,

As it became the custom of the Ashrafs, Sharif Hasan tried to
gain recognition of his eldest son Mas'oud as his co-partner :m ruling
‘Mecca, but Hasan"s brother, Thagabah, opposed such a move because he
wanted the position for himself, The problem was solved when fhe two,
Mas'oud and Thagabah, died and Sharif Hasan reéeived cénfimétion from
the Sultan to appoint his son Abu-Talib as the cb-fuler.

Iﬁ the year 1581, Sharif Hasan led hi$ aimy info Nejd because the
local chiefs broke down earlier agreements. He succeeded in defeating

them and entered such towns and fortresses as Al-Kharj, Al-Badi', Al-

41Al-Siba'i, OE' Ci't_o, p-' 242-
z"%bid-, p’ 2430

¥3rpid,, p. 243.
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Saiﬁiyah and Al-Amamiyah and appointed his own men to rule them. ' "When
his spies informed him that the Bani Kﬁalid tribe of Al-Hasa was pre-.
pariﬁg to fight him, he marched to meet them midway between Nejd and
Al-Hasa and defeéted them.“44 Sharif_Haéan also participated in other
expeditions to other areas either to »punish a chief or to éxpand his
Sharifate. |

In the year 1585, the keeper of Al-Ka'ba's key, Abdul-Wahid Al-’
Sh;i'ib‘i45 opened Al-Ka'ba for the pilgrims and when he ‘Wanted to close
it he did not find the golden key. The gates of the Great Mosque were
ordered to be éloséd and the people‘were searched, but with no result.
A few months later "Sinan Pasha, Governor of Yemen found‘the key with
~a Persian in Yemen, ordered him to be killed and retuxned’the’key to
,itévkeeper.“aé The Persianfé»actioﬁ could be the result of the exist-
ing bad relation between the Sunni Ottoman and the Shi'i Safavids of
Persia, |

In the year 1601, Sharif Hasan appointed 'Abdul-Rahman Bin 'Atiq

Al-Haddramiu7‘as his vizir. There is no record of any vizir before the

)

period‘of Sharif Hasan, so it could be assumed £hat he established this

office, copying the Ottoman system to show that his position was equal
to that of the Ottoman Sultans. His vizir, Al-Haddrami, did not prove

44Abdu1malik Al-Makki, Smitt Al-Nojoum Al~'Awali Fi Anba' Al-Awa'l

Wa_Al-Tawali (Cairo, Egypt: no date),‘p. 370. .
45)1-5iba'i, op. cit., p. 243. |
%A1 -Khatib, op. cit., p. 114.
¥7p1-Makki, op cit., p. 382.



to have the qualities and the characteristics of the important office

he occupied. Al-Haddrami was unfair in treating the people and became
busy in gettiné wealthier by using forged documents to take over £he :
inheritanees of dead people. The subjects could not complain to the
Sharif Hasan because the Sharif was under the :.nfluence of his vizir,

In 1602 Sharif Hasan left Mecca on his way to another expedit:.on in
Nejd, but he died in Nejd, and his body was brought back to Mecca to be |

buried.
IV. SHARIF ABU-TALIB (1602-1604)

When his father Hasan died, Abu-Talib was in Nejd. But he arrived
in Mecca the same day the body'of his father arfived'. The first thing
that he did after taking over was to arrest his father's vizir, Al-
Haddrami, to try him for the criminal acts he committed._ "Al-Haddrami
cormitted suicide in jail and the people stoned him until his body was
buried under stones. k8

Abu-Talib's reign was a short one and he tried to make the people
forget Al-Haddramil's acts which blackened the hist.oryof his father's
rule. Because of Al-Haddrami's story, Abu;Talib never trusted his

vizir and dealt with his subjects directly. He treated the outlaws witn
firmness and became known for his justice. In the year 1604, when fxe
was leading an expedition in the area of Bisha, Abu-Talib died and his
body was sent back to Mecca fof burial.

V. SHARIF IDRIS (1604-1624)
When Abu-Talib died in 1604 he did not leave any son to succeed

“8)1-sibati, op. cit., p. 245.
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him; and tﬁe "recprds do nof show tha't he had a co-parther in ruling the
V Sharifate. To solvé the problem in the customary way, the Ashrafs of
'Me'ccé met and ele'ot'ed Sharif Tdris, the son of Hasan, to succeed his
- brother Abu-'raliia. The Ashrafs also selected Idris' brother Fuhaid,
and nephew Muhisin to act as co-rulers with Idris. The results of the
election were sent to the Sultans who replied by seﬁdi.ng 'che letter of
conf:.mation and the custcmary Khil'a Al-Sultaniyah,

A The new Shamf was a strong one and had a large personal amy oi‘
_slaves and Beduins, but his brother Fuhaid had the same strength and
soon occasional flghtﬁng broke out between the two groups. Earlier,
Sharif Idris disagreed with his nephew Muhsin, so the 1a£ter left Mecca -
- for Yemen. Both brothers tried to put their men in the important
_ pos:.tlons such as the position of Al-Mufta." L9 They continued flghtlng,
and dlsagreernents between the two brothers influenced Sharlf Idris to
ask his nephew to come back as his co-vartner. The retufn of Muhsin
angered Fuhaid who left to Turkey where he died in 1612-1613,

After establishing his own control in Mecca, Sharif Idris star;tedv
sending and leading. expeditions :'LntQ the Highla'nds of Nejd. It is also
reported that "his armies reached near Al-Hasa, where the Turkish Wali‘
invited thém to accept his hospitality, but they‘declined and fe-
turmed, 150

Back in Mecca, the Ashrafs became dissatisfied with Sharif Idris!
rule for the following reasons: | |

1. Disagreements between Idris and Muhsin.

%Lbj-_d_- . ‘ po 21'3'70

Orpig,, p. 247,
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2. TIdris' disrespect for Muhsin's epinicn.

3.' The increased demands of Idris! slaves.

L, The unfairness of Idris' vizir Ahmad Bin Ybunis;
As é result of the dissatisfaction, the Ashrafs 1ed by Sharif Ahmad
declared a revolt to depose Idris and appoint Muhsin, and fighting
broke out in the sﬁreets of Mecca, The position of Sharif Idris became
endangered because of the defeat of his men. However, he did not shew
signs of aecepting the Ashrafs' demands, but "his sister persuaded hinm
to eccept'and'he agreed to leave Mecca in two months."5! He left'Mecca-
for a place near the Mount of Shamar in»Nejd, where he died two months
later in 1624 |

The revolt of the Ashrafs of Mecca was the first recorded of its
kind during the Derlod which led to the.fall of a Sharlf As it was in-
dicated, the reasons were to gain more personal-advantages by stopping
;the groWihg'influence and strength of Tdris. The leader of the fevolt,
Sharif Ahmad was é very‘ambitious man whose aim wasvto_gaiﬁ the position
- for himself, which he did later. The incident also shows the importanf

role of the Sharif's slaves to keep him in ﬁower or the ovposite,
VI. SHARIF MUHSIN (1624-1628)

| ;Wheh Sharif Idris accepted fhe demands to step down from the
-Sherifates the Ashrafs of Mecca Sent a letter to the Porte asking that
the appOJntment of Muh51n be confimed and the Porte’ agreed by sendlng .
the letter of conflrmatmon and Al-khil'a,

During the three years of his relgn, Sharif Muh51n was under the

51Ibmd., p. 248,
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influence of the leader of the revolt,:Sharif Ahmad, who took controlvof
the gOVernmentdand used Muhsin to aohieve his'goals; Bui_the other
Ashrafs wamed Muhsin of Ahmad's intentions dso Muhsin'took controliof-'
the government business which led to diuagreement w1th Ahmad |

In 1627—1628 the new Governor DeSignate of Yemen, Ahmad Pasha,
. arrived in Jeddah, Because one of his ships with his personal luggage
"1n it was wrecked on a reef near Jeddah and sunk in deep water, the
~Pasha sent a message to Sharif Muhsin asking him to.send two divers to
_‘recover his luggage. lAfter several days of diving "nothing was récov-
’ered-and Ahmad Pasha believed that Sharif Muhsin had ordered the diver§"l
- not to recover the Pashafs luggage so the Pashavhanged the Sharif’s “
| representatives in Jeddah ‘"52 It is also reported that Sharif Ahmad

arrived in Jeddah at the time and was thought to have p01soned the

v.fPasha 's mind In any case, the Pasha "arrested and executed both the

lGovernor of Jeddah ‘and the messenger between him and the Sharif of

' Mecca "53 This was the first such 1ncident of this kind and it showed

'm.'the weakness of Sharif MuhSin and the beginring of the decline of the

Sharifate s influence.

Sharif Ahmad wanted toiiake more advantage from the Pasha's anger.
| and asked the ‘Pasha for money and troops to depose Muhsin and the Pasha
agreed ~Suddenly the Pasha died in Jeddah but Ahmad declared hnnself
| a Sharif in Jeddah and led Turkish trooos to attack Muhsin in-Mecca.

_ Sharif'Muh51n left Mecea with an. army'to meet Ahmad's army; "but upon :

hearing the news of an upriSing in Mecca led by Sharif Mas oud, the son

| ?%tbid.-,- b, 249,

~ 53pe Gaury, op. cit., p. 133.
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of Tdris, "™ Muhsin decided to retum to Mecca, Muhsin's forces engaged
Mas'oud's forces in Mecca, and Muhsin's men deserted him, so he fled to

Yemen where he died in San'a in 1628, I

| VII. SHARIF AHMAD (1628-1629) |
After the defeat of Sharif Muhsin's forces, Sharif Ahmad entered
Mecca with his'Turkish forces and decla‘red himself the Sharif of Mecca,
He sent a letter to the Ottoman Sultan infomming him of the changes and
' the Sultan replied by confiming him in the office. o
‘The new Sharif's 'poliey v}as to gain personal revenge from Sharif
‘Muhsin by imprisoning, exiling and killing the supporters of Muhsin in
.Mecca. One of the Meccan personalit:.es that Ahmad tortured in his jail
was the Mufti of Fecca Shaykh ’Abdul-Rahman Al-Murshldi It is re-
“ported that Shar:Lf Ahmad t.ortured the Mufti because the
“Mufti unreasonably prevented hlS (Ahmad's) marriage to one
Sultana Bint 'Ali Shihab. and, moreover, during the ceremony
of her marriage to another had referred to Ahmad as.a devil:
lastly, that Ahmad had found beneath a cushian on his
predecessor s couch a Fatwa agamst him by the Mufti. 55
‘After a long torture in Ahmad's Jjail, and because oi‘ the news of t.he near
' arrival of Anir AlHaj, Atmad ordered his men to strangle the Muftd.
| Armad's policy disturbed the peace in the desert where the tribes-
 men took advantage of the week government ahd began attack:’mg‘ caravans
: and cutting inla.nd.rou’ces. In Mecca i't.self the soldiers of Ahmad at-

"~ tacked people s houses, including the houses of some: Ashrafs and some of -

, t‘ne soldlers entered the Great Mosque with their shoes., A'l'. the same time,

54A1-Siba'i, op, cit.,»p.' 249, ;
55De Gaury, op, c;t.; p. 133."
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Sharif Ahmad tumed against some of his suppo‘rters'and began torturing
them, which frightened Sharii‘ Mas'oud, who earlier had helped Ahm&d to
dethrone Muhsin.- ‘ ‘

The news of the ’dislt,urbances'.reached vthe Porte, which ordered the
newly appointed Governor of Yemen, Qunsowh Pasha’®, who was on his way
toYemen, to siop at Mecca and puniah Sharif Ahmad for the murder of
the Mufti.’ The Pasha reached ﬁecca, zﬁreﬁending that he came to make
the Pﬂgrimage, and camped outside vof Mecca, where he was joineid by
Sharif Mas'oud, who feared for his 1ife from Ahmad. After the conclu-

- sion of the Pﬁlgrimage Ceremonies, Sharif Ahmad went to the Pasha's’
camp to pay his respect to the Pasha, and the Pasha persuaded him to

| enter one of his tents to play chess57 where the Pasha's soldlers
caught him. When the news of his arrest reached .Ahmad's men, they re~ ‘
 volted and fighting broke out between them and the Pasha's amy. To
stop the fighting, the Pasha ordered Amad to be beheaded, and he

~showed ‘,the'head to Ahmad's men, who then‘surzfende:ed. '
| VITI. SHARIF MAS'OUD (1629) -

Vhile the i‘ight‘ing was going on be’eween Ahmad's men and the Paaha'e,
Mas'oud retumed fo Mecea, ﬁoek control of it, and declared hi::;self the
new Sharif He was a weak’ and peace-minded Sharif, ‘and Qunsowh Pasha |

'took advantage of that and punished some Meccans and took over their
| propert:.es. The demands of his amy caused prices to rise and goods to

- disappear in Meoca. The Pasha also "put his hands on the eustom dues

B1pid,, p. 133.
510sd., p. 135,



of Jeddah and added all of it to the Ottoman treasury, and thus prevented.
the Sha.rj.f from a much needed income" 58 Sharif Mas' oud's reigq was a " |
short one, and he died in early 1629.

CIX. SHAR[F 'ABDULLAH (1629-1630)

After ﬁhe death ‘nyMas‘oud, the Ashrafs of¢ Mecca met and elééted
the old Sharif 'Abdullah Bin Hasan to the Sharifate. The elected Sharif
,_rei.used to acc ept at first, but be then agreed in o;'der tqprevenft a war

~of succession, and the Ottoman Sulté.n confimedhié 'eleétion in the cus-
' tomary way. His reign Wasi marked by a stabilijy .'tldat was neéded after
a period of bloodshed and diéturbancés. The new Sharif stayed in office

for one year, and then decided to ret:tre in favor of his son Muhamad

: 'm.th Zaid Bﬁn Muhsin as his co-ruler.
X. SHARTF MUHAMADV(163O-1631)‘ ,

When the Ot'boman Sultan replied by confirming Sharif 'Abdullah'
plan of appointing Muhamad and Zaid as co-rulers 'Abdulla’n ret:.red and
tumed the Shar:.fa‘be over to them. The new Sharif ‘Muhamad . ordered the
' name of his father to be mentioned in the Khuttba59 In 1630, "the
peopla of "che town of Ta:\.f revolted and killed their Sharif"éo 80 .
Sharif Zaid (co-ruler) led an amy which attacked Talf‘and put down the
revolt. i _ ‘ ‘ o R

The two co-nilers cooperatgd with 'éach, Qt;helr_,v which bothered some

58M-Siba 'i, op, cit., P 262
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Cof the A'shrafs ~who thaugﬁt that Z'aid had. no right to be a do-iuléf.
“'I‘hey tried to turn ‘*Iuhamad against Zaid to. dismiss him and appoint one
of his bro‘bhers instead but “Sharif Muhamad refused which cost h:lm the
‘loydlty of some of the Ashrafs such as Nami Bin 'Abdul-Muttalib

M that time, the Ottomans were badly defested in Yemen, and the |
remaining Turks fled Yemen to the north, When Nami heard of their ar- o
rivgi in Qunfudhah, he left Mecca for Qunfudhah, where he succeéded in
. persuading the vsdldiers. to join him in'aﬁtacking Mécca. The soldi‘érs |
marched until they were a few miles from Mecca, and sent to the Sharif
. ofu'Melcca that théy should be permitted to enter Mecca, But ‘&he S}‘marifw

‘ref\:sed The soldlers marched into Mecca and engaged the army of the

Turkish Sinjuk of Jedclal'x61 and the Meccan army, led by the two co-rulers o

in a battle which became known as Waq:L at A1~Jalaliyah 'The fall of
Shdrif Muhamad in the battle led to the retreat of his amiy, dnd to .
the fall of xeccafinto the hands of the Turkish soldiers and Nami.
At the same time, the co-ruler Sharif Zaid fled to the village of

Badr and later to Medina where he began prepa;fatiéns to regain Mecca.
~ XT. SHARTF NAMI (1631-1632)

Nami entered Mecca with the Turkish soldiers, proclaimed himself

~ the Sharif of Mecca and aPPOinted hisv cousin ‘Abdul-Aziz Bin Idris,

o as the cé-m’ler In the meant:.me hlS friends the Turkish soldiers

looted Mecca seized food suppl:.es ‘and it is reported

between them raped every virgin and every bpy in the city,
those of gentle birt.h’being the first to be selzed by the

61pe Gaury, op. cit,, p. 138.
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lustie.r soldiers of lower grades, For a week ihey continued

foreibly to make the young of both sexes dmng2 so with

greater facility to indulge their wantonness,

~ The tribes took advantage of the situation and began to revolt
and 1ooted the caravans on the way to Mecca, ~Meanwhile, "Sharif Nami
asked the Sinjuk of Jeddah Dollar Agha to surrender'the port, but he
refused."®3 Nami sent his Co-ruler 'Abdul-Aziz with an amy which en-
tered Jeddah, looted the houses and the stores, arrested Dollar Agha

E and axpeJ_'Led him from Jeddah after torturing him,
XIT, SHARIF ZAID (1632-1667) V

At the same ’C:‘une Zaid in Medina sent his cousiﬁ with a report to
the Govemor of Egypt a.nd asked for help to regam Mecca. 'I'he‘ report
was sent to Sultan Murad IV, who ordered troops to be sent to ass:.st
- Zaid, whom the Sultan appo:m'bed as"hhe ngw Shar:.f. Sharif Zaid re-

' ceived Al-knil'a Al-Sultaniyah in Medina and proceded to Yunbu' to lead
the Vo;b‘c‘.oman forces sent rrom Egyp’c | :

| Nami heard ‘bhe news. of the com:mg troops, so he sent some men to |
scout the troops but the troops captured a.nd ki].'l.ed ‘some of them and
the rest retu:med to Mecca and wamed Nami. As & result oi‘ their warn-
ing, Nami left Mecca w:Lth h:.s Turkish frlends i‘or Taraba, A lo,cal . ‘
Sharif, Abmad Bin Katadah’, took control of Mecca_ and sent a message to
~Sharif Zaid declaring Mecc'a én.open city, and w;ecoming the neﬁ .Shari.f.
The following day, Zald entered Mecea. - V

After the end of that year's pilgrimage season, Sharn.f Zaxd sent

624g. 519,
63A1 '

-Siba'i, g, t., p. 255.
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ah.ézmy'to‘Taraba.  The anﬁy‘besieged Taraﬁa for a Whiie; captured Nami
and his brother, and brought them to ﬁecca. Aftéf.interrogating them,
‘ﬁhe”@ﬁlama gave a fatwa that the execution of Nami and his brother was
© pemitted, so the Sharif ordered both of them to be hanged."6¥

.In»this‘paper we are not coﬁceined with the period df Sharif Zaid,
}who ruled; until 1667, His period was a period of stability, and he suc- -
ceeded in controlling theftribésmen because of his finnness andvtﬁe
Tufki§h_troops‘that were undef his command to establiéh,léw and order.
He also.lsuccéedled' in getting the approval of the Ottoman Sultan for re-
tuming to the Sharif the right %o half the fcustgm dues of Jeddah, which

Qunsowh Pasha cancelled earlier.

BY . Lol

Srad., p. 256,



CHAPTER VI

STRUGGLE FOR SUPREMACY IN THE RED SEA
 SIXTEENTH CENTURY -

I. HISTORICAL BACKGRCUND BEFORE THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY

Fér nearly a:thousahd years, the Muslims contrblléd the overland
and sea trade between the Orient and Europe. Muslim-controlled sﬁips
“loaded with . nroducts sailed from the Orient to the south of the Persian
Gulf, and from there some ships sailed into the\Persian Gulf up to Basra
in Iraq, where Droducts were transported on land to Syria, to be ex~ '

, changed for products of the Mlddle East and of Europe. Some ships
salled through the Gulf of\A@en 1nto‘the Red sfa, and unloaded either‘
'in~Aden Jeddah or Suéz; 'Producté unloaded in Aden'or Jeddéh would be
“exchanged there or carrled overland to Syria to be exchanged there. |
fThe Droducts unloaded in Suez would be carried on camels to Alexandraa
B where they'were -exchanged, ' The trade between the Mlddle East and
"Europe was controlled by the Venetians. - ‘
The Muslim traders faced many difficulties such as:. 1):The winds
. ~in the sea, whlch controlled the salllng and the loadlng or unloadlng
pmﬂs | | ' . R
- - 2) The custom dues that the traders had to pay at each Dort at
 which they stopped : ‘ ' | | |
3) The Bedulns who forced their own fees fbr letting the products

‘pass overlard,

‘Toward the end of the fifteenth century, the importance of the
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‘overland routes was reduced because of the i‘ollow:mg reasons: 1) The - |
Fenml’c.y between the Mamluks oi‘ Egy‘pt and the Safavﬁs in Persia., .The
continued threats of the Safav:a.ds dlsturbed the land rout.es from Basra
to Syrla. |

2) The weakness of the Mamluks, which gave the Beduins a chance
to demand more money. A' .‘

‘ | The Muslim 'braders i‘aced the greatest threat 1n their monopoly in
1#98 when '@:’ne Portuguese Vasco da Gama succeeded in reach:n.ng India by
the route of the Cape of eood Hope. And within a decade, the Portu-
| guese took control of most of the trade that the Muslims controlled for
a long tnme. The easy sea trade route by the Cape of Good Hope "per-
,ml’cted the Portuguese to sell the goods cheaper than the Muslim
.traders "65 A ‘

The rlvalry of the Muslz.ms and 'the Portuguese for the trade of the
Orient was. not the only reason for the vunfrieudly relat:n.ons between |
them. Other impor‘ban‘b‘ reasone'i were: 1) 'ohe:ir different religions; ‘
2) the Portuguese hate for the Arabs who ruled them i‘or a long time;
3) the fall of Constantinople into ‘the hands of the Muslms in 1453,
and 4) the war waged aga:mst the ’Wusllms in North Ai‘rn.ca by Spa:.n andv
Portugal. . o i

II. THE RED SEA IN THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY

In the year 1500, the Portuguese destroyed the ships of some
Muslim merchants at the port of Calcutta. The following year, the King
of Por'tugal decided to prevent the Muel:ims from gettiug spices from

655, Alafahasini and ¥. Sharif, Dirasat Tarikhiyah £i A1 Al-dahddah
~ Al-'Arabiyeh Al-Hadithah (Cairo, E@p‘tzv no date) P. 190




o Ihdie by either paying the [Indians-'more for: theilz'"go'Ods, or:by"d‘estroying‘ .
' Muslin ships. In 1502, Portuguese ships seized the port of Kilva on the
eastem ooaet of Africa’, and in 1503, another Portuguese fleet was sent
to block the entrance} of the Red Sea to all Muslizﬁ ehips.

These acts of wer were challenges that the then defenders of Islah,
the Memluks were faoed with, But they were in no goocl‘ position at that
vtime to answer because of the ‘following 'reas'onsr 1) the Mamluke ‘were
" soldiers not s'ailb.ors-; 2) the Maniluks did lnot have the needed wood to
: build a fleet; 3) the need to import the other needed materials and |
engineers, and Ly the exzsting ships. of Muslim merchants were no match '
for the ‘Por'tugueses.v Because of the above reasons, the Mamluks made no |
attempt to bulld a fleet

&,

'J.‘he success of the Portuguese not only led to hostilitles with the
Muslims, but also led to the shift of power and wealth from the European
vcoontlries‘on the Mediterranean Sea- to the Western Euro’pean' countries."
The shift affected the ‘Venetians and the Itali‘an‘s which forced them to
a:.d the Muslims in the early stages of the struggle, "by supply:lng the
Mamluks with- wood and engineers.,' n66

o The Portuguese asked thevVenetians to transfer their business from
.Egybt to Lisbon, but ‘the 'Venetians found that such a transi‘er ﬁould be
disastrousv',v so they refused. Instead they asked the Mamluk Sultan to -
incite the IndiaoMuslims and to reduce the dues pei.d in Egypt. The Sul-

tan refused, and sent a messenger to Rome to "threaten ‘he would destroy

the Holy places in Jemsalem,"67 if the Portuguese continued to threaten

66Al Ansari, op, cit., p. 127

675 k. Admiralty, Westem Arabia and the Red Sea (London, Great
Britain. 191:6) P. 258 , ,
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Muslim ships, In 150k, the Venetians advised the Mamluk Sultan to dig
"a canal from the Mediterranean to the Red Sea."®8 Such a canal would
havé reducéd the value of the Portuguese controlled Cape of Good Hope
route, but the project never was done, although there are reports
that some digging was. going on in later times, The inability of the
Mamluk ‘Sultan to answer the Portuguese's threaﬁs forced the Venetians
'fo withdraw their help gradually. |
© In 1505, the Portuguese sailed into the Red Sea and came up to

Jeddah, the port of Mecca; but made no aft_empt to attack it. This in-
cident.aiamed the Mamluk Sultan Al-Ghouri that the holiest I'slamic nart
was in dangef, and so was .his own prestige as the protector of Islam,
Al-Chduri ordered a fleet to be built, and fhe Venetians supplied him
with the needed wood. At the same time, the Portuguese occupied some
Amportant islands and ports in the Indian Ocean, and tr‘;ed to take Aden,
but failed because of its strong defenses_. g _ o o |

In 1507, the new Mamluk fleet sailed to Jéddah under the command
of the new Governor of Jeddah, Husayn Al-Kurdi, who upon arrival at Jed-
dah built strong fortifications and a strong pmtecting’ wall., The Mam=-
luk's fleet sailed to India and defeated the Portﬁguese fleet in the Port -
of Chaul in 1508, But the Mamluks were badly Eee;ten by the Pof‘tugﬁese in
the battle of Diu in 1509. | |

Al-Ghouri decided to build another fleet, but tbe Venetians re-
fused to supvly him with wood because fthey wex;e thinll(:‘mg of establish-
ing a new land trade routs t‘nfough Persia and Turkey. "6_9 S0 he tumedv

toward the Ottomans "who supplied him with the needed wood as well as -

%®roi., ». 258,

69Anis,v op._cit., p. 121,
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300_ ‘.c’a'nnons. n70 .

In 1509, the Ethiopian Enpress svent "a messenger to India to sug-~
-g'estA to the Portu'gﬁese King's viceroy there an alliance against the |
MuSléuns."w ‘The Ethiopians needed a strong ally to help them against
| the Muslim states in Abyssinia who wére aided by the Mamluks as well as
by the Ashrafs of Mecca. The Ethiopian messenger gave the Portuguese

infomét;ion about the eastemn coast of the Red Sea and retumed hame with
a Portuguese diplomatic- delegation.

In 1 509, Albuquerque became the Govemor of Portuguese territories
:Ln 1ndia and decided to take advantage of the new infommation obtained
to penetrate the Red Sea since the Mémluks had no fleet to defend it -

then, To get the Portuguese King s approval of such an expedition he

| pointed out that: 1) the Muslim Indianswere depending on the Mamluks to
heip them expel the Portuguese; 2) the Muslim Shah of Bi;;abour in India
helped thé Mamluks after their defeat in the battle of Diu, and 3) the
imbortanée of occupying Aden to close the eritrance of the Red Sea
against Musl:m ships." _

In 1513, Albuquerque attacked Aden but failed to take it, so he
penetrated the Red Sea in an attempt to réaéh Jeddah, but he could not
because of the winds. Instead he occupied the Iéland of Kamarén and at-
tacked Adenaggin without suécess, so he sailed back to India,

In 1515, the new Mamluk fleet sailed from Suez under the Turkish
commander Salman Al-Rais, with ‘orders to »at’c;ac}‘: thé Portuguese posses-~

sions in India. In Jeddah, the Govemor Al-Kurdi took over the duties

701bid,, p. 121,

Mustafa Salim, AL-Fath AL='Uthmani Al-Awal Lg-xaman (Cairo,
Egypt: 1969), p. 68.



of the‘coman'der of the expedition, aﬁd decided to use the fleet to
- establish defenses by occupying important islands in the Red Sea and
ports on the Yemeni coast. The fleet i‘ailéd to take Aden, but succeeded
in taking the Island of Kamaran and fortified it.

In 1 517, the new Portuguese Governor, Lopo Soares, led a naval
expedition which attacked Aden and forced its ruler to sutmit, but in-
stead of landing in Aden, he sailed into the Red Sea and made the first
serious vPor’bug‘uese attempt to attack Jeddah, .Soares' adverrture was
described in an interesting way in the chronology of Al-Haddrami, from
which I quote because it gives an :’Ldéa. about the style of Muslim his-

torians:

Year 923 H (AD 1517): In this year the Franks, God curse

" them, came from India to the port of Aden with thirty sail-
‘ing vessels, consisting of grabs and galliots, making demon- .
- strations of aid to the people of Aden against the Egyptians,
.and they destroyed nothing in the harbour. A party of them
cme ashore, then the Emir Mardjan met them on the coast and
sent a splendid banquet to them at their ships. They demand-
ed ship-captains (Rubbanin) to go with them to Jeddah, and
the Emir Mardjan gave them a number of ship-captains, Syrians
against the will of the (said) captains, All this is (indeed)
enough (to show) the wickedness of the Franks. They then
went on to Jeddah and moored in its harbour, but the Emir
Salman was there at the head of an ammy of Turks and others.
They had learned of his (the Frank's) coming to Jeddah and
were ready to engage them. However, not one of the Franks
landed on the coast at Jeddah; on the contrary, the BEmir -
Salman sought them out in a grabe or two. When he got within.
range of them, he fired at them with his guns, destroying two.
or three out of their ships. Then the gunner (Madafi'i)
put something in the powder (barut) so that the gun went out
of the actions, and the fire burned part of the grabe where
Salman was; it is said that the gunner was a Christian serv-
‘ing with Salman, but Salman executed the gunner and returned
.to Jeddah safe and sound, The Franks removed (tarafa') from
the port of Jeddah, returming in the direction of the Yemen.

~ Then Salman or one of his men followed them in a grabe to the
vicinity of Luhaiyah (Loheia). Then they saved from the’

" Franks a grabe containing a numver of Franks whom they brought
back to Jeddah; then they set out with them to the Sultan,
the Lord of the Rum, Some of the Franks went to the port of
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,Adan;‘and the BEmir Mardjan rpave them wator’thét they re-
cmnimd, and ransomed some. of the prisoners from them,
Thon they returned, unsuccessful, to Hurmmuz, may God
“abandon them.” ' -

In 1517, the Ottomans defeated the Mamluks, and as a result,
lfhey became involved in the struggle in fhe‘Red Séa. However, they
‘were not active‘at the beginning beéause:‘ 1) theyfweze bﬁsy'on 6thér
: froﬁtiers:»Z) their nominal control of the Yemeni coast, which was
impbrtant in.forming a defense against the ?ortuguese, and 3) their
main fleet was located in the Mediterranéan Sea,

In 1519, at the request of Sharif Barakat IT, "the Governor of
Eeypt sent a small fleet"’> which was stationed in Jeddah, while prep-
“arations started in Suez to build a fleet. During the 1517-1520 per-
iod, the Portuguese paid more -attention to extending their control
in the Pérsian Gulf area, but they continued to send expeditions
into the Red Sea to delay Ottoman'navai‘prepar;tiqns to gain supremacy
in thé Red Sea.” In 152Q, a fleet led by De Sequeira enterediihe
'Red Sea to land a diplomatic mission on the Ethiopian coast. After
1anding the mission, he sailed to‘attack Jeddah, but the winds and the
military readiness in Jeddah'forced him to change his mind and retum
to India. | |

In 1523, another expedition was sent to brihg back the Portuguese
mission in Ethiopia, and on its way back it stoppedlat Aden where thé
local Emir, who was reluctant to submit to Ottoman rule, "told Eiter

da Silveira that he would pay tribute if helped against the Turks; a

?2pranslated by Robert Serjeant, The Portuguese of the S, Arabian

Coast (London, Great Britain: 1963), pp. 50-51.

73Aﬁis, op, cit., p. 120,
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o ship was left there to exact toll in the straits, but the Sheikh impris~ |
" oned the crew, "™ '
~ In 1526-1527,.the Ottomans sent a fleet to occupy Yemen, but
B upon arriving in YEmen, a struggle for power took place between the
leaders. This struggle caused a delay in the achievement of this
goal. " When the cooperation between. the Portuguese and the Ethiopians :
 threatened the Red Sea, the Turkish Commander Mastafa Birim satled to .
~ the Island of Kamaran, fortified it, and sailed on to Aden in 1529. |
He besieged Aden, buf was defeated by the combined Adani-Portuguese
forces, He left Adeh.‘and:succeeded in'reaching Iﬁdia, where Ee
"'helped the localJShah fo defend Diu,‘whee the Porﬁaguese forces attacked
it in 1531, | - . : '
In 1538, a ‘large Ottoman fleet, under the command of Sulaiman
"Pasha AL-hadin, sailed from Suez on its way to India. The Commander
fortified thekYemeni coasts and the Island of Kamaran. Then he sailed
to Aden 'which.he took oy‘force. He hanged its Emir and burned the
town, - The Ottoman fleet left Aden and went to Diu, which 1t failed to
take‘after a long.siege._.The fleet.:eturped‘aftervsuffering a defeat
‘at the hands of the Portuguese. o 'l.. o |
In 1541 the last Portuguese expedition to the Red Sea 1eft Goa
under the 1eadership of Estevao da Gama, He landed troops at Musawa'
and sailedAto aftack Jeddah,'where_he‘succeeded:in'landing some of his
'men‘ai Abu Al-Dwa'irt south of Jeddah But the then Sharif Abu-Noumi II
- called for a Jihad (Crusade) and led a large amy which forced the Port-

uguese to depart. After his unsuccessful.attack-on Jeddah, da Gama

" \aniralty, op, cit., p. 260,
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‘sailed as far as Tur, on the Gulf of Suez, but he did not meet the Otto-
man fleet and returned to India.

In 1547, the Ottoman navigator P1r1 Rais led a fleet whlch re-
captured Aden, where an Arab Shaykh had‘rebelled and asked for Portu-
"vvuese help. In 555& Piri Rais sailed again fram’sﬁez to expel thé

-Portuguese from the Per81an Gulf, but his expedltions suffered heavy

~ losses, and he was blamed for the losses and executed, The withdrawal

of the<P6rtuguese'frcmtthe Red Sea helped the Ottomans to strengthen
their positions there, gnd when a religious éivil'war broke out in
Ethiopia, the Ottomans seized fhe;opportunitybaﬁd took Musava' and
Sawakin in 1557. The Ottdmansisigﬁed a treaty with "Empefor Fasilidés
of Ethiopia who agreed to close Ethiopian ﬁorts to ‘the Portuguese,"?5

| . Since the 1550’5, the Ottoman control of the Red Sea was fimly

- established, and Muslmm shlps carrylng pilgrmns and goods were able to .
reach Jeddah and'Suez inspite of the presence of the Portuguese in the
: Indiap Ocean.ﬂ The Portuguese concentrated their attention on the Per-
sién Gulf area and India where they started'faclng cqppetltlon from.
other Nésfern European péwers; With the disappearance,qf the Portu~ -
guese thfeat, the Ottomansjrelaxed their-préparaﬁions and lost ihtereSt
inkthe Indian Ocean. | ;

" In the iate sixteenth centure,.thé Bfitish became active in the
Eastemn trades against the Portuguese aﬁd.ﬁutch. -In 1608, a British
fleet of the East India company, under.ihe,¢om$and of walliam Keeling,
,‘was‘érdered to reach Aden to estabiisﬁuazféqtory‘tﬁere, but thegvfléet

gave up at Socotra and did not reach Aden. ,Aften@making the Red Sea

75mnis, op. ecit., p. 131.
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an Ottoman I.éke', and because of preesure from European powers, British, -
French ete., ‘the Ottomans ‘agreed to let E\xropeen ehips' sail ‘inﬁo- tifxe |
Red Sea only up to?eddah, where they were to unload. their 4ca‘rgo,~ even
if it was for Egypt. The ’cergvo bou‘hd‘for Egypt was to be carried “ox.z
- ships owneci and menhed by Muslims." The Ottomans "rei‘used pemissi.on
'i‘or European ships to land at Suez, and transfer its passengers over=-
land to Alexandria in Eeypt. "75

-There is no, record of how the Ottomans enforced thesev regulations,
because the Ottoman" fleef was :no“t strong enough:to_ stop abombined
l E\lropear; 'flee‘ft".‘. L‘Bat_ it could ’be‘. a.esumed that the Earop‘ea..nA interest,
. especially the‘British 'was not'directedttoward the Red Sea at that
i,t:z.me which pem:.tted the Ottomans to se’c up these regulatlons. ‘Wl'rlen

 the British became more :.n*berested in. the Red See, they did not hesi-‘

“tate to attack Aden and occupy it in the early n:meteenth century.

76Mi-Mahasini and Sharif, op. cit., p. 196,



CHAPTER VII

o " THE CONCLUSTQN
. L_ooking back at the period that lasted for 112 years, and through
' w‘nich _tl;ze Holy lands of Islam paésed thr‘ougﬁ experiences, some of which
:rweré pleasing oﬁes but most of which were unhappy ones; - Al-Hijaz, a1l
. through history was ’che target of any new Islamic dynasty because of
| its religioust importance. AEveryi dynasty was only mterested in gaining
the title Hami Al-Haremin ('?rotector of the two Mosques), and having
the names_ofiithe ruler mentioned in Al-Khutba, The holder of the title
nqtonl'y gained the léyalty #nd respect'of his Muslim subjecft.s, but also
the respect’of the Muslims in areas that were not under his control,
| The pre-Ot’c.oman dynas‘b:.es dld no‘c pay much attention to a strong
defense of the Arabn.an Peninsula, and records show only small garrlsons
stationed here and there. If those dynastles whose kings or sultans
were not Arabs, thought and managed to control the whole Peninsula and .
: establlshed strong forts, the Musl:un world would have been able 'bo keep |
control of the trade and to stop the Poz'huguese threa‘b and other j |
European threa‘bs which followed it later. .

In the case of the Ottomans their 1nterest in the Middle East
resulted from the successml Hungarian resistance which halted the
Ottoman advances in Eastern and Central Europe, besides the rising
Safavid threats in Persia. | Helped by the’ wealme'ss of the I:Iamiﬁks,, the

Ottomans overran the Mamluk'é Kingdom and quickly acquired the title of
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the Protector of Tslam, as a result of the submission of the local ruler
of Mecca, 7 ‘ | | |

The Ottoman administration did not help to improve oonditions of |
- the Holy lands. By leaving matters v‘bo the local rulers, the Ottomans did
not help to bring stability, because of the struggle for power among the
members of the Ashrafs, ’l‘he Ottomans did not spend enough to improve |
the intemal conditions, and the amount they spent was used for reli-
gious reasons‘ to li.i‘t.tne presf.ige of 'b'no‘Sultan, or to pay local lead- |
ers orAtribes that the Ottomans g‘.‘ailed completei& to control only tem-_
porarily. | | | '
| When t‘ne Crttomans interi‘ered they interi‘ered to strengthen their
position, not to mpmve condn.tlons in the area. The period was full of .
‘terrible incidents in which Turkish generals_ and- soldiers aoteo :m a
; ‘,f_diotast;eml way 'thnt only showed oisrespect for the Holy places and its-
© local and superior rulers. The irvegularity and the disrespect showed
" the weak regulations that controlled the Ottoman armies at that time.

I do not think that only the Ottomans could be blamed for that
bad situntion: the loca_'l. rulers should éhare a part o: t‘no blame, As
it was shown'in the chaptervon the ‘locél rulers, i:hey personally enjoyed
‘ohé vre‘venues coming i‘rom the Ottoman Snltan a.nd’i‘rom the cuéﬁon dues of
'Jeddah Everyone was interested in keeping himself in power and in 1n- '

reasi.ng his revenue by ralding nearby areas. The unwise tradit:.onal

system that each Sharif was:to have hisi. own amy of slaves d:.d not help
to establish order, instead‘it caused disorders and‘ bloodshed vWe saw
" how the ambit:.ons of Sharif Ahmad 1ed to the fall of two Sharifs and tho.
losing of innocent paople‘s lives,

During most of the period the Ottomans opposed Sharif’s expan-
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sion- into the area south of Al-Hijaz. but did not interfere against ex=~

peditions into Nejd. This policy served the Ottomans enabling them to

' control the important and easily defended coastal area, while the dif-

ficult task of controlling the desert was left to the hshrafs. At that
 same tixhe, the Ashrai‘s actions could’ be considered as attempts to
establish a dynasty in the Arabian Peninsula, as well as to increase
:their own income, _ A
| As for the defense of the Holy lands against foreign powers, the
Ottamans stationed small troops in Jeddah, and if 1t were not for the
| stfong fortifications of Jeddah built earlier, the Portuguese would
| have suceeeded in rea‘ching‘ the two Holy Cities. The ‘Ottoma.ns i‘ollowed
the same bolicy of not trying .to eontrol the 'whole Arabian Peninsula,
although at that time a greatelr. dangerl,‘ .'represented by the Portuguese,. :
‘ existed o | R
| But I do not think that anyone, or at least myself can deny the A
. important role the Ottomans played to pmtect the .Holy lands when the
danger arose, Althou’gh they employed a small power of theirs., they
succeeded in ending the Portuguese. 'l'hreat' but' they did not try to showb
' v'enough force to stop the European threats 4n the ‘South Arabian Coast
and the Pers:Lan Gulf area, |
The Holy lands contimued to sui‘féf from the same_' conditions of
misuses of authorities by ,lo'_c‘avl( x"‘ulesrs, from tribal‘ i‘aids and from bad
behavior of Turkish officials, which:helped to;:keep it in an unstable
condition for a,lor'xg'period.. '. o A o
Wi th the ceming of the present Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the Holy
- lands began to en;;oy a stability that they did not enjoy since the early
period of »Ikslam. For the first time the inhabitants began to enjoy



62

having a responsible govemment whose interest is not to raise its pres=-

" tige in the eyes of the Muslims, bu'b also to impmve the over all con-

ditions, The :mcreased a.nd continuous activities of theSaudi ‘govern-~
;A,“_‘_'ment helped to establish Iaw and to improve the econom:Lc educational o
and social aspects of li.f.'e in the Holy lands. .‘ S |
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