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not forget that it was also the great
achievement of the modern state to bring
basic security to nomadic society. When
Marceau Gast (Gast: Call for papers to
the conference on the nomads and the
state, Lucca, Ttaly, April 1995) holds that
nomads have to defend themselves
against the state, we should also remind
ourselves that one essential accomplish-
ment of the state is to defend the nomads
against the nomads.

Exactly this is the great achievement
of the colonial state: to provide basic se-
curity even in regions as remote as the
Libyan Desert, to grant a freedom of
movement unimaginable in previous
centuries and to relieve nomadic society
from the pressure of endemic violence.

But in the begmnmg all was violence,
The birth of the state is accompanied by
violence, as Trutz v. Trotha so lucidly
shows in his recently published book
about the colonial state (v. Trotha 1994:
32). The state organisation has an over-
whelming potential for violence that far
surpasses the potentials of other political
organisations. Certainly the colonial state
in its conquering phase was no excep-
tion, as can be judged from the report-
edly more than 10,000 dead after the bat-
tle of Karari (Daly 1986: 2). But then, on
the other hand, the state has a potential
to confine violence to its own use and,
moreover, to restrain itself to the legally
ordered uses of keeping a non violent

_ social order.
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This is a chance, however, and by no
means a necessary development, as the
history of the century-old state organisa-
tionin the region under consideration so
amply illustrates. None of the earlier
states in the region, including the Turco-
Egyptian colonial state, had been able to
achieve such a degree of monopolisation
of violence and self restriction in its use,
which in itself should be taken as an im-
portant indicator for the modernity of a
state. It is doubtful whether in the more
traditional states like the Funj and Fur
Sultanates such a concept even existed.

Archival data presented in this contri-
bution has been collected intermittently
during an extended period of time since
1980 in an effort to understand the his-
torical evolution of the political system in
the course of doing social anthropologi-
cal field studies with the Hawawir and
the Kawahla in Northern Kordofan. Po-
litically, the twenty years following
World War I and the final inclusion of
Dafur into the Anglo-Egyptian Sudan in
1916 have to be considered as the deci-
sive formative period. During this period
the foundations of the later political
structure were laid in the course of colo-
nial pacification and institution building.

It should be noted that the story about
violence and pacification on the follow-
ing pages is told largely from the angle
of colonial documents from archives in-
side and outside the Sudan, with the ex-
ception of part 5 (“The organisation of
raiding”). It is thus neither a balanced
account - because the Kordofanian
voices are not represented ~ nor does it
follow established procedure in social
anthropology - for it does not start from
local concepts. Still, the reflections that
led to the following presentation were
provoked by local representations of

.Northern Kordofan history. In Northern
Kordofan the 19" century and the time
before the twenties is remembered as a
time of violence and lawlessness., A

74

phrase  like Inspector  Hargly
MacMichael’s “west of Sodiri [today thy
capital of the new Sodiri Province] thy
only law and only boundary was the
sword”, could well have been uttered |
any informant talking about the time
before the twenties. Local memory thyg
makes a sharp distinction between the
time before colonial pacification whep
“everybody killed everybody else” anq
“the strong ate the weak” and the time of
“the trustworthy judges”. Especially the
western savannahs live in local memory
as “the land of fear” before the era of co.
lonial pacification. The main aim of this
contribution is to analyse the state of vig.
lence on the edge of the state in the Nile
Valley (parts 2-4) and to account for this
process of colonial pacification (parts 5-
7). The argument is built around the en-
forcement of the state’s monopoly of
power and the limitation of its own use
of violence. But it is never assumed that
the state of violence reigning in the west-
ern savannahs represents a pristine
manifestation of indigenous culture, On
the contrary, violence “as usual” is
treated in the framework of longlasting
relations between nomads and the state,
Thus, the greatest outburst of violence
was set into motion by the approaching
colonial state itself. But it was also tamed
by the state when it developed beyond
the capacities of the nomad’s political
institutions. This points to the colonial
state’s marked capacity for pacification
by introducing its law and building po-
litical institutions to defend the rule of
law.

A subordinate aim of this contribu-
tion consists in an effort to record events
of a largely unknown North Kordofan
past. This meant a deliberate decision to
include much documentary evidence
which in turn led to a dense and some-
how enumerate presentation. Thus, read-
ers who are interested in the argument
and not in Kordofan events are advised
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savannahs west of the Nile were con-
quered in a series of nomadic raids,
counterraids, and local rebellions fos-
tered by the High Command of the
Anglo-Egyptian army. After the occupa-
tion of Dongola and Ed Debba in the
winter of 1896, bands of warriors from
the Kababish, Sawarab, arid Hawawir
nomads were the first to side with the
Anglo-Egyptian forces and receive mod-
ern arms to fight the Mahdists. Local re-
bellions against the Mahdist state and
raids on loyal tribes who pastured their
animals behind a screen of Mahdist out-
posts running from Safia to Gabra and
Omdurman became fiercer the clearer
the defeat of the Mahdist armies on the
main battle sites in the Nile Valley could
be judged from the perspective of the
savannahs.
Warfare in the savannahs followed a
certain pattern of ethnic soldiering al-
ready well established in the 18" century.
Northern Kordofan was part of a deep
frontier® around and between states -
within the reach of neighbouring states
but never effectively controlled, not even
by the Turco-Egyptian rule in the Sudan
which came closest to a modern state.
Yet, as far back as can be judged from
historical records, the nomads have been
drawn into the politics of neighbouring
states. During the time of competition for
hegemony between the Funj Sultanate in
the Nile Valley (1501-1820) and the Keira
Sultanate of Darfur (1650-1876 and 1899-
1916) the nomads were already enlisted
as allies in the conflicts between the rival
powers, as well as in internal conflicts,
and in police actions against other no-
mads beyond the reach of state control
(Browne 1801: 177, 252; Bruce 1790: 520).
During the era of Mamluk government
in Dongola the nomads of the Bayuda
Desert watched the western deserts
against nomadic intruders. And at the
time of the Turco-Egyptian invasion of
Kordofan in 1821 the Kababish sided
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with the invasion army, while the Nuba
of Haraza, the Bani Jarar, the Hamar and
other nomads of central Kordofan were
on the side of the Darfurian government
- in El Obeid.

Of course, violence in the frontier so-
-ciety was by no means restricted to eth-
nic soldiering only. Watfare and raiding
between different groups in their own
interest were also rampant (Frantz 1979).
Sometimes, nomadic groups like the 19t
century Awlad Sulayman were pushed
into an outburst of violence by the ap-
proaching state, sometimes, nomadic
groups rose in rebellion against the state,
the Tuareg rebellion of 1916/7 being a
case in point. In all cases violence mainly
took the form of raiding. We should be
aware of the fact that states and seem-
ingly stateless societies coexisted in this
region since Pharaonic times. And what-
ever the exact nature of their relation-
ships, violence was shaped by the prox-
imity of the state and cannot be under-
stood as a pristine manifestation of indig-
enous cultures, although it is sometimes
as difficult to assess the exact impact of
the state as it is to draw a sharp line be-
tween ethnic soldiering in the interest of
a state and nomads fighting in their own
interests. For it should in no way be as-
sumed that nomadic groups played the
part of tribal levies with the aim to sup-
port the state. They were in the game on
their own accounts: to raid other no-
mads, to occupy grazing lands and wells,
to loot animals, and to capture slaves. To
be on the winning side in 1821, for in-
stance, meant for the Kababish access to
the rich grazing grounds in eastern
Kordofan and control of the strategically
important wells at Kajmar. From 1840
onwards Kababish and Hawawir were
incited by the Turco-Egyptian govern-
ment to raid Bani Jarar, Hamar,
Zayadiyya, and other nomads from the
fringes of Darfur with a view to control-
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ling the caravan trade to Egypt (Parkyng i
1850: 254 and 259; Colston, n.y.: 250
Malte-Brun 1863: 64-66). The same pat-
tern was repeated during the Mahdiyy,
except that the Kababish and Hawawi,
were on the losing side this time. The
Khalifa Abdullahi outlawed them ang
urged their old enemies, Bani Jarar ang
other nomads of central Kordofan, tq
plunder them in the desert west of

‘Dongola to where they had been forceq

to retreat (Wingate 1968: 338/9). When,
finally the Anglo-Egyptian invasion
army arrived at Dongola in 1896, the
Kababish and Hawawir were eager to
seize the opportunity to settle old ac.
counts in the shadow of the victorious
invasion army in the Nile Valley.

The nomadic style is clearly discern.
ible in the military operations in the
western savannahs. Warfare consisted
basically of raiding and counterraiding.
With the defeat of Amir Mahmud’s army
on one of the main battle grounds near
Atbara in April 1898, Kordofan fell into
the state of anarchy described by military
intelligence. Kababish and Hawawir
raided camels of the Zayadiyya, the
Hamar, the Shanabla, and the Bani Jarar
which had been concentrated near
Omdurman (SIR 58). Early in 1898 rebel-
lious Missairiyya looted the Mahdist gar-
rison at En Nahud, the garrison of Bara
had already withdrawn to Omdurman
(SIR 58). The Nuba of Haraza and even
the Qirai‘at near Omdurman revolted; in
May 1898 the tribes of Darfur were in
open rebellion (SIR 59). Some months
later the Mahdist Amir of Kordofan, al-
Khatim Musa, retreated with his troops
to the garrison of El Obeid ceding the
savannahs completely to nomadic war-
fare (SIR 60). After the battle of Karari
various Baqgara groups fled from the
battlefield to their homelands in south-
ern Kordofan and Darfur plundering
and looting on their way through central
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where they had been evacuated or fled
(SIR 71). Their often contradicting claims
which sometimes were rooted in an era
as far back as the Funj Sultanate, lead to
serious bloodshed. In April 1907
Kababish attacked and killed Zaghawa at
Kajmar and destroyed their irrigated gar-
dens and wells (SIR 153; SIR 157). Their
conflict about the well-field at Kajmar
dates back to the Turco-Egyptian inva-
sion of 1821, when, in the aftermath of
the invasion, the Kababish had defeated
the Zaghawa, the latter then fighting on
the side of Darfur (Robinson Papers 616/
136). During the same time, in 1906 and
1907, fighting occurred between
Kawahla and Kababish, again at Kajmar
(Beck 1988: 57), and again in December
1907, this time between Majanin and
Shanabla (SIR 164). In June 1912
Kababish and Hawawir fought over the
ownership of the wells at Safia (SIR 216;
SIR 217). Kitchener’s promise of security
had still not come true.

Although the Anglo-Egyptian Gov-
ernment did not stay idle in the face of
frontier violence, its initial efforts aiming
at pacification were effective only insofar
as they succeeded to shift the turbulent
frontier slowly away from the Nile and
the centres of administration to the virtu-
ally uncontrollable west and north of the
savannahs. The Governor of Kordofan
resided in E1 Obeid, one Inspector for the
Western District was stationed at En
Nahud, another one for the administra-
tion of Northern Kordofan at Bara. A
company of Camel Corps, about 120
men, was garrisoned at Bara, a second
company in the provincial capital. The
savannah and desert regions of Northern
Kordofan and Dongola were simply too
vast to control effectively. Violence
moved with the frontier.

The Inspector of Northern Kordofan
tried to administer his largely uncon-
trolled district in a properly nomadic
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style trekking amazing distances. Inspec-
tor Harold MacMichael, for instance,
travelled more than 1,600 km on camel in
the first quarter of 1909 alone
(MacMichael Diaries 616/ 137). Only
when he happened to be near the place
of ethnic violence did he sometimes find
- a chance for successful police action, as
in February 1907 when, on trek near the
wells of Sodiri, Kababish reported a raid
and a murder committed by nearby Kaja
(MacMichael Diaries 585/5%. As early as
1901 the first police post was established
near Foga, the last village inside
Kordofan on the road to Darfur (Lampen
Papers 731/6/1-14% SIR 101). North of
Foga lay an administrative no man’s land
up to Ed Debba on the Nile in Dongola
Province. Only occasionally flag-show-
ing patrols passed through the area, in
1901 at the occasion of a boundary de-
marcation to Darfur (SIR 82; SIR 89), and
again in 1903 to stop fighting between
Kababish and Kaja (SIR 103; SIR 111).

These flag-showing patrols were thought

to offer some protection in the frontier
area, but the population probably
viewed them rather as extremely violent
raids, since it transpired later that during
the 1901 patrol the officer in command
had simply ordered the burning of the
Kaja villages near the border and that
during the 1903 patrol the same Kaja
were forcefully moved to the vicinity of
the Foga police post (SIR 159). The first
temporary police post in the Libyan
Desert was established during the winter
0f 1905/ 6 at the wells of Matassi, some 70
km west of the Nile, by order of the Gov-
ernor of Dongola Province after alarming
news of raids from the west had reached
the Nile. In February 1907 a second post
occupied the wells of El Atrun to grant
the salt caravans secure access to the
salines and to intercept raiding parties
that used the wells on their way through

the Libyan Desert. Only one month later, .

news reached Dongola that the patrol
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had lost its way in a sand storm. Twemy_ 3_
two of the patrol were dead, the surviy. .
ing were rescued and the post abap.
doned (SIR 154). The desert itself had
defeated state control. :

Violence as usual -
raiding on the western frontier
until 1906 /710

As we know from the testimony of early
European travellers, raiding ang
counterraiding in the Libyan Desert were
normal affairs during the nineteenth cep.
tury. Colston who met the Kababish and
Hawawir near the wells of El Ain in 1875,
for instance, noted in his travel account,
“ils disent qu’ils souffrent beaucoup des
incursions des Bédouins-voleurs qui
viennent de Darfur et font jusqu’a vin
jours de marche; ils nomment ces brig-
ands:  Ziadixas, Hommours et
Bennigarrar.” (Colston n.y.: 250; see also
Parkyns 1850: 254, 259; and Malte-Brun
1863: 64-66) -

The first recorded raid from the west
in this century took place in October 1901
when a raiding party of Zayadiyya from
Darfur, obviously sent by the Darfur Sul-
tanona police action against the Bidayat
of Ennedi, suddenly appeared in the
Wadi El Milk near the wells of Bajariyya.
They were attacked by Muwalka
Hawawir and withdraw to the west after
heavy losses (SIR 87). In 1903 and 1904
Bidayat nomads again raided the
Kababish near Dongola capturing a total
of 116 camels during four raids (SIR 147;
NPH 878; Sudan Governument 1907). In
1905, the year of the Matassi post, no
raids from the west were recorded. But in
the following year 1906, the Dongola
Kababish lost 35 camels during two sepa-
rate raids from the west. These small
raids of the early century fitted neatly -
into the well established pattern of small -
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te of generalized warfare between the
10mads in the huge area from the Nile to
arfur, Fezzan, and Wadai.

The early attempts of Government at
cification were inconclusive. As early
1901, the Inspector General, Rudolf
ron Slatin Pasha, had cautioned the
Cababish and Hawawir against the con-

epa- quences of raiding. A letter to the Gov-
mall rnor General, Reginald Wingate, from
2atly March 1901 reads: “ At Karima I found all
mall he Hawawir and Kababish Sheikhs

p _
awir from Dongola and Kordofan
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waiting and gave them the hell of a dress-
ing in your name. All the raiders have to
be brought in and will be tried and pun-
ished.” (Wingate Papers 282/3/159) In
fact, nobody was punished nor even
were suspected raiders brought to court,
only in 1906, the year in which the Gov-
ernor of Dongola established the post at
Matassi, some of the Umm Mattu
Kababish and Hawawir who had carried
out the raid against the Zaghawa were
found and forced to pay compensation to
the Zaghawa, the money being handed
over to Sultan Ali Dinar of Darfur and
from him to the aggrieved Zaghawa
(SOD 1912).

+

Large scale raiding -
a social structure saturated with
violence

During the winter of 1907/8 the Sudan
Government had laid a chain of mounted
posts around the western savannahs
from Matassi near Dongola to El Atrun,
Umm Sunaita in the Wadi El Milk, and
Sodiriin the Darfur borderland. But raid-
ing intensified in spite of government
action. A small raiding party of Hawawir
and Umm Mattu Kababish returned suc-
cessfully from the west in January 1908
(SIR 164). A second raid at the same time,
involving more than a- hundred
Hawawir and Kababish, led far to the
north into Wadi Mourdi against the
Quran and the Tuareg who had recently
immigrated to the area (SIR 163; SOD
1913). A third raid developed out of a
hunting party. A group of twenty
Hawawir and fourteen Kababish had
gone hunting to the Taiqa Plateau where
some of their camels were stolen. They
followed the tracks of the thieves for ten
days west to the wells of Gouro Gouroin
Ennedi where they were attacked and
forced to retreat with heavy losses (SOD
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1913). In January Sultan Ali Dinar sent
back two Dongola Hawawir who had
been taken prisoners while attacking the
Tuareg and who had later been surren-
dered to the Sultan when a party of the
Tuareg immigrated to Darfur (SIR 164).

In March of 1908 the Governor of
Dongola again severely warned
Hawawir and Kababish Jeaders of the
consequences of the raids. But already in
August of the same year a party of
Dongola Kababish killed a group of
Bidayat and captured their camels at the
salines of El Atrun. After news had
reached Dongola, the Governor sum-
moned Shaikh Fadl al-Mula Rakha, Head
Shaikh of all Dongola Kababish, and
during the interrogation it turned out
that Shaikh Fadl al-Mula had not only
been informed of the raid, but that he
had even received some of the raided
camels (SIR 164; Sudan Government
1909).

In the year 1910 several large
counterraids came from northern Wadai
which itself was in a chaotic state due to
the French advance. Early in 1910 a large
Bidayat party raided 250 Hawawir cam-
els west of Dongola (Intel 2-45-38213).
Two months later two large raiding par-
ties, 150 and 250 western nomads respec-
tively, reached Northern Kordofan and
northern Darfur via the Midob hills.
News of the raids arouse the whole fron-
tier area to a state of extreme excitement
(MacMichael Diaries 27.5.1910, 585/8).
The Sudan Government sent a detach-
ment of Camel Corps who were able to
keep the main bodies of the raiding par-
ties over in Darfur, but proved unable to
prevent nearly daily attacks on Kordofan
herds by enterprising small scouting par-
ties (Intel 2-45-382; SIR 198; SOD 1910).
And they were also unable to prevent a
400 men strong counterraid of Hawawir
and Kababish from collecting practlcally
under their eyes near Bajariyya in the
Wadi El Milk. In the course of this raid
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the participating Hawawir alone Iooteq
120 Bidayat camels and recovered half o
their camels which had previously tha
year been raided by the Bidayat nea;
Dongola. In winter 1910/11 the cameg]
market in Omdurman was reported]y
swamped by camels carrying Bidayat
brands (Intel 2-45-382; SOD 1911).

The pattern of large scale raiding was
fully developed by 1910/11. Raiding anq
counterraiding reached a climax of unre.
stricted violence. In August 1911, near
Abu Fas at the Darfur border, a party of
Midoeb killed the men of a Kababish cara.
van carrying grain from the Kaja hills, in
spite of a company of Camel Corps pa-
trolling nearby (SOD 1911; SIR 205). In
September and October several smal|
raiding parties of Midob and Zaghawa
killed five Awaida Kababish and raided
fifty of their camels (SOD 1911). The raids
became more violent and more frequent.
In October a group of Atawiyya
Kababish entered the Midob hills where
they killed several Midob herdsmen and
drove away 862 of their sheep (SOD
1912). Encouraged by this success, a sec-
ond Kababish raiding party set out im-
mediately to Midob and came back with
6,100 sheep after killing several Midob
shepherds (SOD 1911; Intel 2-45-383). In
November a small raiding party of
Dongola Kababish and Hawawir again
looted camels in the western desert (Intel
2-45-383). Later that year, a joint raiding
party of 150 to 200 Kababish and
Hawawir met five Qurfan in Ennedi.
Three of them were shot on sight, the re-
maining two were tortured and forced to
lead the raiders to an encampment of
Tuareg which was found undefended
owing to the fact that at the same time the
Tuareg had set out on araid east. Finally,
the raiding party turned to Wadai to raid
Awlad Sulayman and Quran (SOD
1913). Early in 1912 Kababish from
Dongola Province attacked and looted a
big caravan west of Wadi Hawar which
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the main forces entered the
Jeaving twenty-five dead, thirteen
aptives, 500 camels, and their
skins. Amir Jum‘a later released
»f the captives and even gave them
sto carry their water supply which
s one of the very rare gestures of
ir'this otherwise relentless warfare.
aves of the Kordofan nomads, in-
g eight Bidayat who had been ab-
d in previous raids, and their cam-
re confiscated (SIR 211; SOD 1912;
-45-838). While seventy of the raid-
turned to Wadai with the captured
, the main body looted Kababish
{sin the Wadi Magqrur and later in-
_ ed the Midob hills (SOD 1913).

> ie escaped Kababish and Hawawir
“ | ggled to reach their wells in Dongola
Kordofan Provinces after the en-
nter at El Atrun, several of them per-
d from thirst on the way. Not later
n February 1912, a large counterraid
Awlad Howal and Atawiyya
ababish, as well as Khamasin Hawawir,
ut to the west. They raided in the
lidob hills, but were later engaged in a
erce battle by Zaghawa and pursuing
idob near Furawiyya in Zaghawa
uritry. Some forty of the raiders went

ar

éd arms and ammunition for
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further west till they reached the Bahr al-
Ghazal region where they took to raiding
the herds of local nomads, “Mena
Menal?”, “Gaawa”, “Mirrat”, “Fezzan”,
and Qurtan (Intel 2-45-383; SIR 214; SOD
1912). |
Again in April 1912, Kababish and
Hawawir fought Zayadiyya in retalia-
tion for the El Atrun incident loosing
twelve men and capturing a number of
camels (SIR 213). In December a group of
twenty-nine Hawawir and Kababish was
nearly annihilated by a raiding party
from the west near El Atrun, only three
of them reached the police post at
Matassi (SIR 222). In May 1913, again
near El Atrun, all men of a large
Hawawir salt caravan were killed and
their camels taken (SIR 226). Finally, in
December 1913, two Hawawir and two
Midob who had ostensibly gone hunting,
but more probably scouting, to the area
south of El Atrun were intercepted by a
party of Bidayat and tortured for infor-
mation. On learning that the Sudan Gov-
ernment had established posts at
Marghumi (Dongola Province), El Ain
(on the border of Dongola and Kordofan
Provinces), and Umm Sunaita (Kordofan
Province), the Bidayat party turned to
raid into Darfur (SIR 233; Intel 2-45-394).

In a letter of protest, dated 1912 and
addressed to the Governor of Kordofan,
Sultan Ali Dinar enumerated losses of the
nomads under his authority, namely
Zayadiyya, Midob, part of the Zaghawa,
and some Bidayat. According to his list,
11,000 sheep had been robbed, mainly
from the Midob, in the twelve years since
the turn of the century by Kordofan no-
mads, 1,500 heads of cattle and an equal
number of camels (SOD 1912). On the
other side, the Kababish lost 1,650 cam-
els and thirty men alone during the years
1910-1912-(SOD 1912).

In the years after 1913, raiding from
the west lost momentum. Although raids
did occur between 1914 and 1916, they
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became much smaller in scale. In April
1914 a Bidayat raiding party captured
eighty camels and two Kababish herds-
men in the desert west of Dongola (SIR
237), in January 1915 a group of 18
Bidayat kidnapped six Kababish children
and drove off 15 camels (SIR 247). In
October 1915 a small group of Bidayat
tried to capture a slave and 16 camels
near Dongola but was repulsed by
alerted Kababish (SIR 255), and in Janu-
ary 1916 another Bidayat raiding party
appeared near Dongola and even man-
aged to steal the camels of the Matassi
post (SIR 258).

These were all rather small raids fol-
lowing the pre 1907 raiding pattern. Vari-
ous reasons account for the lack of large
raids from the west during 1914 to 1916.
First, government action to protect the
Sudanese nomads had intensified. But
probably more important were the
changes in the larger political context of
the frontier.

The organisation of raiding®

The small raids before 1907 differed from
the large raids which became the domi-
nant manifestation of frontier violence
after that date in a number of features,
first of which, quite simply, was the
number of participants. Whereas the
small raiding parties usually consisted of
less than a dozen, although in some cases
up to fifteen or at the most twenty par-
ticipants, the large raiding parties after
1907 mustered several hundred mem-
bers. Sometimes large raiding parties
split up in smaller raiding parties or they
sent scouting parties which at times
acted quite independently as raiding
parties,

Conditioned by the strength of the
raiding parties, different stratagems were
used. Small groups compensated their
lack of strength through swiftness and
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secrecy. They suddenly appeared frop, }
nowhere after long marches through thy §
Libyan Desert, where they kept hidiny
until they discovered an easy prey, us,. |
ally a lone herdsman pasturing his cap,. |
els far away from his fellows or a herd of §
camels grazing unattended. Ideally, , }
small raiding party in the early year -
confined itself to stealing. When they me;
with determined resistance they pre.
terred rather to retreat to the desert thay, §
to engage in battle, although when cor. |
nered, they did not hesitate to kill. It jg
significant that during nine reporteq
raids between 1901 and 1907 only sevep
Dongola tribesmen were killed and foyr
wounded, and in the majority of the
early raids there were no human casual-
ties at all. Raiders were interested in cam-
els, not in killing, But killing, though it
was by no means ruled out, was clearly
subordinate to capturing camels. Before
the robbed found time to mount resist-
ance, sometimes before they even noted
that they had been robbed, the raiding
party had already disappeared into the
desert. During later raids, when raiding
and counterraiding had already inflicted
a number of casualties on either side, a
growing number of raiders participated
with the explicit aim of revenging the
death of a relative and, being ignorant of
the family relationships on the other side,
tried to kill at least somebody, whom-
soever. The longer the raiding lasted, the
fewer were the restrictions on the use of
violence. This was probably also due to
the spread of more effective arms, since
in the early raids the raiders, especially
those from the west, were mainly armed
with spears. Only from 1910 did bolt
breech action rifles, imported by way of
Kufra, come into use in the west.

If small raids depended largely on
swiftness and surprise attacks, the suc-
cess of the later large raids was due to
their superiority in numbers. They did, in
fact, exploit the surprise effect, but their




size made it difficult to conceal
movements. On the other hand,
vere not forced to hide, since they
-were able to overcome resistance.
e raiding party typically invaded
n territory in superior force, stayed
» for some time looting as many ani-
sithey could get hold of, and, after
ing, lefta broad trail of death and
riiction. Large raiding parties usu-
d not confine themselves to raid-
imals, but also killed or abducted
se who were not able to hide. Ad-
ative sources state that by 1912
rawir and Kababish had killed more
00 and abducted 500 men, women
children from the population subject
e Darfur Sultan, not counting the
alties of Tuareg, Qurfan, Awlad
layman and others outside of Sultan
uthority (SOD 1912).
mall raids captured a dozen or
ity, in exceptionally successful cases
of sixty camels. Large raiding par-
looted ten times that number, 830
: els of the Kababish in 1910, 250
idi bish camels in the Wadi Maqrur in
00 Hawawir and Kababish camels
El Atrun in 1912, 700 camels of the
yatand Qurcan in 1916. Small raid-
arties had to confine themselves to
apture camels in the interest of swift-
‘hereas large raiding parties with

ho: -ushing superiority could also loot
1t and even sheep, 270 heads of
tse b cattle in 1906, 6,100 Midob sheep
ue: inter 1911/12, After a small raid, in-

tial nomadic households might well
uined, but during a large raid a

1T le area was normally reduced to pri-
ion, if the victims did not succeed in
ay eting their animals or looting some-

Ise, with the obvious effect of in-
énsifying and further spreading vio-

: ‘small raiding party required a cer-
id, 1 amount of planning, if only to maxi-
its chances to survive the 900 km
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journey across of the Libyan Desert be-
tween the Nile and the Ennedi moun-
tains. Surprisingly often, however, later
small raids originated from spontaneous
decisions in a climate of generalized vio-
lence. A salt caravan took the opportu-
nity to attack another salt caravan, a
group of nomads had originally gone
hunting gazelle or collecting herbs when,
by chance, they met other nomads whom
they considered an easy prey. More often
than not, an angry pursuit party evolved
into a raiding party when, after losing
track or otherwise being unable to recap-
ture their animals, it turned to indis-
criminate looting just to avoid returning
home with empty hands, thereby draw-
ing more and more groups into the vio-
lent cycle of raiding and counterraiding.
The large raids required several months,
even years, of planning and recruiting
men. The Kababish/Hawawir raid in
winter 1910 took three months for the
raiders to gather, the joint Tuareg/
Bidayat/ Awlad Sulayman raid of 1911
required more than one year of organisa-
tion.

Besides being in itself a consequence
of earlier small-scale raiding through the
unrestricted proliferation of raiding and
counterraiding, large-scale raiding built
in several other ways on earlier small
raids, namely when problems of leader-
ship and information about formerly
unknown areas are considered. The Iead-
ers of the large raiding parties were vet-
erans of earlier small raids, among the
Dongola Kababish Isawi Salim, Shaikh of
the Dar Hamid Kababish, and Ahmad
Abu Zimam who had already been a
leader of the Sirajab Kababish levies on
the side of the Anglo-Egyptian army in
1898. Among the Kordofan Kababish
several outstanding leaders emerged:
Hasan Mirair, whose brother Ali Mirair
had already commanded Mahdist raids
of Awlad Aun Kababish against the
Hawawir; al-Hajjan Ali Musa (Sirajab
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Kababish of Kordofan); Abdalla Sughri
(Atawiyya Kababish); Ali Balla (Nurab
Kababish); and the most relentless leader
of raids, Umm Badda Abu Ghuraida of
the Awlad Tuwal Kababish who was
locked into an old blood revenge with
the nomads of the west. Among the
Hawawir a number of families produced
leaders for the raiding parties: Adam
Himaida, Shaikh of the Muwalka
Hawawir, whose father, Adam Kardam,
had served as an Amir during the
Mahdiyya, commanded several raids to
the west between 1901 and 1916; Nur
Farah (Hararin Hawawir) was the leader
of a number of raids from 1908 to 1912,
in which year he was killed on a raid by
western nomads. His brother, Satad
Farah, was killed while taking part in

another raid one year later. Muhammad

Abdalla (Fazzarab Hawawir), Ali Ibaid
(Khamasin Hawawir), and Shaikh Nimr
Hassan, son of the Hawawir Head
Shaikh, Hassan Khalifa, whom he suc-
ceeded after the latter’s death, also led
several raids. But Shaikh Jabir Taqqa,
Shaikh of the Khamasin Hawawir,
proved by far the most important com-
mander in raids. He had already been
Amirin the Mahdiyya, his father, Ahmad
Taqqa, had been Shaikh of the Khamasin
and one of the most powerful men of the
Hawawir during the Turco-Egyptian
eral®, Two of Shaikh Jabir’s brothers,
Kabjan Taqga and Muhammad Sughri
Taqqa, as well as his nephew,
Muhammad Sharif Kabjan, were killed
while raiding.

The leaders in raids were driven by
motives that clearly went far beyond cap-
turing camels. Typically, they had been
victims of earlier raids, in some cases
they felt a personal duty for blood re-
venge. But their most important motives
‘were certainly more of a political nature.
Leaders of successful raids gained enor-
mous prestige, their names acquired a
charismatic ring in nomadic society. Asa
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rule, they were men of influence in thej, |
tribes well before the raids to the weg -
started. Already in the Mahdiyya and i,
the Turco-Egyptian era, some of thej;
families had produced leaders of way
They perfectly incarnated a violey
knightly ethos which played a prominen;
role for the legitimisation of power ip
those highly competitive times of begin.
ning centralisation of power in the no.
madic tribes. One prerequisite for a big
for power in those insecure days was that
the contender could provide security to
his followers and promise material gaing
(Beck 1989). If a Hawawir raiding leader,
for instance, proved able to mobilise 10(
or 150 participants for a raiding party -
out of a total of less than 650 households
- and came back east with slaves and
camels, this was a clear demonstration of
his power and bolstered his claims in the
fierce competition for political leader-
ship.

Experience from former raids was
essential for leadership. It was even more
s0 for guides. Although raiding parties
did usually not hesitate to venture deep
into totally unknown regions, in the
Libyan Desert an experienced guide
could prove even more important than
an experienced leader. Sometimes, as
during the first raids, raiding parties just
followed the tracks of raiders from the
other side. Sometimes, guides could be
procured from neighbouring groups by
offering an incentive. Midob and
Zaghawa, due to their geographical po-
sition in the middle of the frontier area,
seem to have been especially active as
guides, Ignorance could at times even be
compensated by violence, as in the case
of raiders who kidnapped natives of the
country and forced them to describe its
topography or even lead the raiders. In |
later raids, at least, there was no shortage
of guides who could rely on experience
gained during earlier raids.

The logic inherent to unchecked raid-




ically increased the area of
nce. The network of raiding
argest extension when, in the
peoples as remote from each
Tuareg, Awlad Sulayman,
nd Hawawir, were drawn into
Je system of raiding. In the east,
| to the river Nile and to places
distance of no more than 200 km
Ybeid. To the west, Hawawirand
h reached Wadi Mourdi and
orth of Ennedi and, in 1912,
e Bahr al-Ghazal region of Kanem
st of Lake Chad, covering a dis-
more than 1,200 km, or 35 days
¢l,-from the Nile.
Jonger the raids went unchecked
mer a tradition of violence evolved
he first small raids to the large
nvolving generalized violence all
he huge frontier region. As the
s for violence changed, so did its
In the beginning, during the
aids, the motive was to carry off
, taking advantage of the favour of
yment in a relatively sober, prag-
ay. When blood revenge entered
-ene, the motives changed as did the
of violence. Raiders set out deter-
to kill and devastate. Spreading
et an automatism of killing on sight
motion, as the fight at El Atrun in
jllustrated for the first time. In the

collectively, as ethnic hate came to
lirected against an enemy defined as
tential slave and a bloodthirsty ani-
Raiders and killers became glori-
1, their warrior ethos set a pattern
rthy of emulation by others. Finally,
olesale massacres of camps, including
men and children, took place.

The literature about nomads is full of
gations that raiding among them fol-
’s a certain code of honour which
erves to restrain violence. Accordingly,
illing is supposedly limited to self de-
ce, only slaves and animals are cap-
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tured, women and children are left un-
touched, free men are later released
against ransom. But nothing of that kind
happened in the raids under considera-
tion. Women and children were abducted
and enslaved, people were tortured to
lead the raiders to their herds, humans
were killed at random or left wounded in
the desert dying without water or cam-
els for transport. Generally, violence be-
came unconstrained.

One precondition for the develop-
ment of rules of conduct in raiding which
could have served to restrain violence
was severely lacking, namely communi-
cation between the different peoples in-
volved. Although the nomads of the
frontier area had developed broadly
similar lifestyles, and internally disposed
of means of conflict containment similar
to each other, there was no communica-
tion between them and no channels for
negotiation. Where the leading men of a
tribe could sit down together to negoti-
ate, like inside Northern Kordofan, peace
could be restored after a fight, or at least
an escalation of violence prevented, by
payments of compensation, reciprocal
exchange of captured tribesmen, and
blood money. Even between friendly
groups raids have been known to occur,
but violence was highly unlikely to esca-
late. Where cross-cutting ties resulting
from marriage, trading relations, khuwa
(ritual brotherhood) relationships, or
neighbourhood involving habitual con-
tacts between different tribes were dense,
occasional raids would not provoke out-
right warfare. However, during the first
decades of the century contacts between
the more remote enemies in the frontier
area were indeed restricted to raiding
each other. Lacking communication
proved to be one of the biggest problems,
although there were occasional attempts.
Amir Jum©a had released his captives af-
ter the battle of El Atrun with the offer to
negotiate secure access to the salines.
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After a Kababish raid on Midob in Octo-
ber 1910, Malik Jami¢ al-Khair of the
Shelota Midob had sent envoys to Shaikh
Ali at-Tom, the paramount Shaikh of the
Kordofan Kababish. Near the camp of
Shaikh Ali, however, they were captured
by Kababish. Ali Balla, one of the
Kababish leaders in raiding, immediately
shot one of the envoys, the remaining
ones were detained and robbed of their
possessions (SOD 1912). Incidents like
these obviously did much to deter fur-
ther attempts at negotiation. Since 1912,
several Kordofan families, including
those of Shaikh Jabir Tagga and Umm
Badda Abu Ghuraida, tried in vain to
establish communication with Bidayat
and Qurfan to effect the release of cap-
tured relatives. On several occasions the
" services of Midob and Zaghawa middle-
men and even of wandering Fallata fakis
were tried (NPH 1913).

Much later, during the era of Native
Administration, tribal leaders were usu-
ally called upon to restrain fighting
tribesmen and press for negotiations af-
ter violent conflicts had occurred. In
those early days, however, tribal heads
were as often not interested in restrain-
ing violence, as they were unable to do
so. In a good many cases they benefitted
themselves from raiding, very often they
used raiding to support their authority,
and sometimes they may have sensed the
"ambiguous attitude of many government
officials towards raiding. But basically,
even if they tried, tribal leaders in
Kordofan and Dongola after the turn of
the century were in no position to force
their followers to abstain from raids.
Raiding clearly outgrew the possibilities
of the nomads’ political organisation; it
went out of control.

Govémment action before Woyy
War I - the quest for control

In the years around 1910 the structure
administration in the western savannah
was still rudimentary. Bara in the east i
the Province, where one company ¢
Camel Corps was stationed, remaingy
administrative headquarters of Norther, |
Kordofan District. Two more mounteg §
companies were garrisoned at El Obeiq }
although for long stretches of time they

were on duty in the unruly Nuba Moun.

tains. The whole Province of Kordofap

with a population of roughly three quar.

ters of a million in 1912/3 including the

Nuba Mountains (Balamoan 1981: 104)

disposed of a police force of 280 mounted

and 200 policemen on foot. The Depart-
ment for the Suppression of Slavery had

a further 70 mounted and 27 men on foot
who, on occasion, also did normal police
work. The Province of Dongola could
only dispose of 57 mounted and 102 po-
licemen on foot (SIR 199, Appendix).
These troops were considered enough for
occasional flag-showing treks, to sup-
press small local rebellions in a concen-
trated effort, or to establish a temporary
post, but they were hardly enough to be
present all over the two Provinces. De-
tachments of company size would suc-
ceed in keeping large raiding parties at
bay through their sheer presence, like in
1910, when a large raid of western no-
mads turned into Darfur instead of in-
vading Kordofan after learning of the
presence of Camel Corps, or likein 1912/
3, when a Bidayat raiding party turned
back near El Atrun because of the posts
at Umm Sunaita and Marghumi. But in
1910, when a big raiding party of
Kordofan and Dongola nomads gathered
at Bajariyya unnoticed, it became also
clear that troops could only have a paci-
fying effect, when they were directly on
the spot. What happened even some
hours distant was likely to escape their




ntion if the local population did not
sely cooperate.

ring the large raids early in 1910,
sudan Government had proved un-
y‘protect her nomads. In order to

d arms from the government, as in
ay 1910 the Kababish and in June the
SOD 1910). Government officials
d:themselves in a dilemma. Disar-
ent and restriction of violent self
were part-of their program of paci-
ion.-But this meant that on the other
| their promises of protection had to
iifilled. The alternative to handing
weapons was stronger administra-
esence, permanent posts instead of
_lonal flag-showing patrols and tem-
1g'4 ‘posts. A strong permanent post,
ever, required much more than a
lé patrol in terms of food and shel-
Where grain was available locally, for
nce in the Kaja hills, the post was too
te to be of much use; where it made
¢,in the areas of the nomads, no
was to be found. Food had to be
°d from Bara. To transport the grain
temporary post at Umm Sunaita
13 alone, 243 pack camels were
, whereas the post itself consisted
y 65 soldiers, half a company, and
mad scouts (SOD 1913). The con-
of direct administration, so effec-
practised in the Nile Valley, was

I NE y not applicable to the savannahs
.of ottt creating huge financial prob-
of th

‘prevent raids from the west, the
n Government tried to press Sultan
inar to restrain the raiders. But the
‘relentless raiders, Bidayat and
n, were outside the Sultan’s sphere
thority. They even raided into
. And even if the Sultan would
wielded enough authority over the
ds within his Sultanate - he was
usly faced with much the same
lems as the Anglo-Egyptian Govern-

nd themselves, the tribal leaders de-
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ment - it is doubtful whether he would
have used his full power to restrain his
nomads, given the attacks of outside no-
mads and his deteriorating relations with
the Anglo-Egyptian Government. When
the Sudanese Government became aware
of the fact that Sultan Ali Dinar had no
authority over the Bidayat and Qur¢an,
let alone the Tuareg and Awlad
Sulayman, government officials even
tried to get into touch with Ahmad ash-
Sharif as-Sanusi at Kufra, also to no avail
(NPH 1913; SIR 224). World War I finally
interrupted these largely futile efforts.
The Sudan Government was neither
able to create peaceful conditions which
would render violent self help obsolete,
nor was it able to restrain her nomads
forcefully from self help. In all the years
between the turn of the century and
World War I, only two cases of restitution
or compensation after a raid have been
recorded, one in winter 1906, when the
Inspector General forced raiders from the
Umm Mattu Kababish to pay compensa-
tion to the Zaghawa, and the other, when
Sultan Ali Dinar sent two captured
Hawawir raiders back after they had
been handed over to himby Tuareg. One
incident in 1912 seems typical of the Su-
dan Government’s failure to control her
nomads. After it had transpired that cam-
els raided in the west had appeared in
Hawawir herds, a police patrol was sent
to the Hawawir grazing area with an or-
der to confiscate the camels. When the
patrol arrived at the camp of the
Hawawir Head Shaikh, they were
treated as guests and the looted camels
were even proudly pointed out to them.
But when they tried to get them handed
over, the demand was first met with sur-
prise and then with a flat refusal. When
the police tried to confiscate the camels
by force they were threatened by gather-
ing tribesmen, and when they were
about fo leave without the camels, the
sergeant was even forced to accept some
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money as a bribe to keep him silent. Back
in Bara he reported to his superiors but
there the matter ended (NPH 1912). The
administration did not even try to assert
its authority.

This strange reluctance of the Sudan
Government to assert its authority by
force may partly be explained by military
weakness, Another, though related rea-
son arose certainly from the ambiguous
attitude of same high ranking officials,
clearly discernible in Kordofan, less soin
Dongola, who felt the dilemma of not
being able to protect their nomads. Ac-
cordingly, they tended to turn a blind eye
on their raiding, assuming that, eventu-
ally, their nomads took as much as they
lost. But basically, government officials
found themselves in a much deeper and
more pragmatic dilemma. To uphold at
least a semblance of government, they
found themselves dependent on tribal
leaders. Without their cooperation gov-
ernment in the vast savannah areas
would have been next to impossible. In
July 1907 the Inspector wrote about the
Kababish in his “Report on Bara Dis-
trict”: “The greater part of the tribe is a
wild uncurbed mass that have never
been brought into touch with the Gov-
ernment.” (SIR 159)

In the early days of nomadic admin-
istration, given the weak concentration of
power within nomadic society, adminis-
tration depended very much on complex
negotiations between government offi-
cials and tribal leaders. Tribal leaders, in
turn, saw themselves forced to conces-
sions at the demands of government of-
ficials in order to stay in office, but they
were also dependent on the consent of
their followers, which at times meant
protecting them from government de-
mands. The balance was by no means
easy, but, as arule, tribal leaders in a con-
flict of loyalties found it easier to put off

government demands than to force un-

willing tribesmen. In the end, govern-
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ment was all-powerful, as it had so vjy.
idly demonstrated in the showdown 5 §
Karari, but for the moment it was £, 1
away and getting the support of the,
tribesmen in these days of internal cop.
petition for leadership was of first impor.
tance for tribal leaders. As late as 1915
the Governor of Dongola wrote on thé
subject of the “unruliness” of the
Hawawir: “The Omda [Head Shaikh)
and Shaikhs realizing that this province
does not possess the necessary staff fo;
controlling the tribe, treat all instructions
with indifference.” (CivSec 66-12-1041)
And experience confirmed the triba]
leaders’ policies. Shaikh Jabir Taqqa, 3
notorious leader of raids, remained
Shaikh of the Khamasin Hawawir, al-
though convicted for highway robbery in
Dongola in 1912 and wanted from that
province since then (CivSec 66-12-104),
Inspite of the Inspector General’s fre-
quent threats to dismiss the Head
Shaikhs of the Kababish, Shaikh Ali at-
Tom, and of the Hawawir, Shaikh Hassan
Khalifa, both stayed in power and were
even awarded robes of honour, although
both were known to be informed of at
least the larger raids and even to share in
the spoils. Government officials were
only too conscious of the danger of a to-
tal breakdown of the nomad administra-

“ tion in case the most prominent leaders

would withdraw their cooperation. Only
one case of dismissal of a Shaikh for raid-
ing activities is recorded for the whole
time up to World War I, and that turned
out to be self-defeating for the govern-
ment. In 1909 Shaikh Fadl al-Mula
Rakha, Head Shaikh of the Dongola
Kababish, was dismissed after it had
come to the notice of the Governor in
Dongola that Shaikh Fadl al-Mula had
concealed a raid of his Arabs. And even
Shaikh Fadl al-Mula had to be reinstated
in 1911, after his successor, Shaikh Isawi
Salim, had proved inefficient because he
commanded much less support from his




on than Fadl al-Mula, and was
oyen more active in raiding.

1912 it had become obvious to all
ent officials concerned that their
ely light administrative methods
notlead to efficient control in the
jer region and that occasional pa-
Wly; with administrative headquar-
remote from the nomads’ grazing
s Bara, would not succeed to guar-
ublic security. After a heavy fight
1913 between Kababish and
awir about the wells at Safia, an In-
specially for the nomads was
d in the middle of their dry season
g area with a view to closer ad-
stration and suppressing violence
216;SIR 217). Although World War
the following staff shortage led to
ithdrawal after several months, the
ng of an Inspector especially to the
s marked the true start of a No-
Administration and also the start of
Ali us pacification. The government
Jas determined to continue her firm
‘ se’ of closer control after World

international context

st years preceding World War |, raids
ade he Kordofan nomads had spread to
‘a huge area. The whole frontier
it on 'between the Nile in the east and
vhol rench advance to the west was af-
AITEC d. From Kanem the Awlad

an participated in this interre-

Mul ated system of raiding, from Ennedi the
ngol _Bidayat (Bile or Billi), also Tubu and
t had ndiscriminately called Qurcan by
\or in rabs. From even further afar Tuareg,
2 had rinally from Air and Damergou, and
gharba from Fezzan and Kufra took
itated t: Salt caravans from Upper Egypt
Isaw were drawn into the raiding network, if
Lse he y-as victims. The tribes from the
m hi thern fringes of Darfur, Zayadiyya,
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Zaghawa, and Midob were also part of
the raiding system. Living along the big
roads, that the raiding parties took on
their way east or west, they were prob-
ably the most affected. If a raiding party
was not able to reach its original aim, its
members often resigned themselves to
looting the Midob and Zaghawa instead.
Sometimes they were raided twice by a
single raiding party, once on its outward
way and a second time on its way back,
sometimes they were raided by the origi-
nal raiders and a second time by the pur-
suing party.

During the first twenty years of the
century, the whole frontier region west of
the Nile was in a turbulent state of
change largely induced by the outside
advance of the colonial powers. As early
as 1840 Awlad Sulayman had started to
migrate from the Tripolitanean hinter-
land to Kanem and Borku where they
succeeded in creating a predatory domi-
nance. The decline of agriculture in nine-
teenth century Borku has been attributed
to their presence (Fuchs 1961: 209). Even
areas not directly affected by the powers
sensed the gathering clouds of invasion.,
Bands of western nomads having been
dislodged far away in the west carried
violence in a chain reaction further east.

To the west, Northern Kordofan bor-
dered on the semi independent Sultanate
of Darfur. The old Sultanate, founded
around 1650, had been annexed to the
Turco-Egyptian Sudan in 1876 and fell to
the Mahdist state when the last Gover-
nor, Rudolf von Slatin, surrendered to-
wards the end of 1883. At the time of the
battle of Karari, a certain Ali Dinar, a de-
scendant of the Fur Sultans who had
been a member of the Khalifa’s body-
guard, took advantage of the Mahdist
state’s crumbling in the west to revive the
Sultanate. In a determined action he
marched to El Fasher, arrested the
Mahdist Amir in the palace and declared
himself Sultan. The Sudanese Govern-
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ment had at first favoured another pre-
tender, but he turned out to be no match
for Sultan Ali. Reluctantly, the Sudan
Government acknowledged Ali Dinar in
1900 as the semi-independent, though
tributary Sultan of Darfur and in May
1901 appointed him Governor (SIR 85).
As can be judged from this undecided
action, the attitude of the Sudan Govern-
ment towards Darfur was highly am-
biguous. Sometimes Sultan Ali was
treated as an autonomous ruler, some-
times as a subject of the Khartoum gov-
ernment. During his first years Sultan Al
himself was not certain of his status, but
by 1910 he had in fact asserted his inde-
pendence. As early as 1899 he started
campaigns of submission into the no-
madic frontier: the Bani Halba campaign
in 1900, the campaigns against the
Ma‘aliya, Rizaigat, and Kaja in 1901,
against Zaghawa and Masalit (Lampen
Papers 731/671-14). The campaigns
against Hamar and Kaja whom he
treated as subjects of Darfur, but who
considered themselves as belonging to
Kordofan and, accordingly, asked the
Governor of Kordofan for protection, led
to the first conflicts with the Khartoum
Government. During the course of a
boundary demarcation in June 1901 be-
tween Kordofan and Darfur, Sultan Ali
was forced to cede considerable areas to
Kordofan. In November 1901 a Darfurian
cavalry detachment was only prevented
from crossing the border in the course of
a retaliatory attack against Kaja and
Kababish raiders by a force of Camel
Corps near Foga (SIR 104; Lampen Pa-
pers 731/6/1-14).

In the north Sultan Ali’s domain had
badly defined borders with the
Sanusiyya brotherhood’s sphere of influ-
ence, and in the west a hardly better de-
- fined border with Wadai and the French
sphere of influence. The exact boundary

between Darfur and Wadai, then part of-

the French A .E.F.,, was demarcated as late
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as 1921 (Grossard 1925). Until 1912 there
were faint attempts to extend Turkig,
rule from the Libyan hinterland to Tibeg;
and Ennedi (Ciammaichella 1987: 114 /
20). In that year Italian troops invadeq
Cyrenaica to establish an Italian colgy,
in Libya against the fierce resistance of 1
the Sanusi brotherhood whose followey, |
had eventually to retreat south to Kufy, |
and well beyond into Ennedi on the gq |
caravan route leading to Wadai. At th,
same time the followers of the Sanusi
saw themselves driven back by the a4.
vance of French forces from south anq
west. After the battle of Bir Alalj i,
Kanem in 1902, a series of battles be.
tween French troops and their Iocal allieg
and the Sanusi leaders with their follow.
ers, mainly Awlad Sulayman and Tuare
began which finally ended in the French
conquest of Kanem and Wadai.

After the occupation of Abéché, the
capital of Wadai in 1909, several thou-
sand Awlad Sulayman and Tuareg, who
had migrated from Kanem and even as
far away as Damergou and Air (Chapelle
1982: 137), took refuge in the large fron-
tier area north of Darfur and Ennedi
which was for some years to come the
only region completely outside of state
control. Under their Sanusi leader, Si
Salih al-Kiraimi, they drove the whole
area into an outburst of violence. Si Salih
organized raids into Darfur and against
the nomads subject to French rule. In
1911 it was reported that in the course of
only four years 800 natives had been
killed and 3,000 camels raided (Bruel
1930: 54). Si Salih’s followers were re-
cruited from local Bidayat and Quran
tribesmen as well as from immigrated
Awlad Sulayman and Tuareg. These
were the Tuareg whom the Hawawir
raided in 1908, When Kordofan raiders
came back in 1911, the Tuareg had al-
ready taken refuge from French attacks
into Darfur where they were received by
Sultan Ali Dinar and settled in the vicin-




bkabiyya (SOD 1913; SIR 225;
» Chapelle 1982: 137). In the win-
011/2 they all combined forces for
ge raid on El Atrun and Wadi
In 1914 French troops occupied
nd Tibesti. The Tuareg, under
ader Kawsan, withdrew to Fezzan
orces with the Sanusi troops there
: 11973: 55-57).
‘th tan Ali apprehensively watched
nch advance. After the French oc-

nu i of Wadai several armed con-

» sver the possession of the small
ath Sultanates Masalit, Qimr, and
Ala between Wadai and Darfur oc-
tles b fter 1910 relations between the

and the Khartoum Government
__ om bad to worse, mainly because
Tuare vernment seemed unwilling to
aids of Kordofan nomads into
‘and was unable to give guaran-
ainst a further French advance
¢fur. The outbreak of World War

B W nd Sultan Ali as an ally of the
sven. slamic Front organized by Turkey
hape st England and France. In 1914 the
e f ish Sultan had declared the Holy
Enne n October of the same year Sidi
me i ad ash-Sharif as-Sanusi followed

his declaration of Holy War against
“hristian powets in the Eastern Sa-
England, France, and Italy. In the
1916 the whole Eastern Sahara be-
n Ennedi and the Air mountains
: n'a state of revolt (Bourgeot 1978).
ursed e same year Sultan Ali declared his
igainst the Khartoum Government.
! ith the French occupation of Wadai
ere It he following incidents on the west-
orders of Darfur, the need to protect
in’s sphere of influence was felt to be
pressing in Khartoum. Governor
neral Reginald Wingate tried to post-

aider ‘the outright occupation of Darfur,
lad a fter 1915 invasion was felt to be in-
itacks ble in Khartoum. When the Sultan

lared war, the military preparations
Kordofan were already nearly com-
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pleted (Daly 1986:172-174). By the end of
1915 troops from Wad Medani, Bara, and
El Obeid were already concentrated at En
Nahud near the Darfur border (SIR 250).
The administration tried to recruit the
nomads of the frontier region as irregu-
lars. The old pattern of ethnic soldiering
of nomads on the side of the state was to
be repeated again. In September 1915 the
Rizaigat received arms, towards the end
of the same year the Kababish were
handed out 200 rifles (Daly 1986: 178}, in
February 1916 weapons were also issued
to the Kawahla (SIR 259). Shortly before
the invasion, the Governor of Dongola
recruited 150 Hawawir irregulars to oc-
cupy El Atrun and intercept arms con-
voys from the north (SIR 262). Although
raiding was explicitly forbidden in the
instructions to the Hawawir leader,
Shaikh Nimr Hasan, a messenger sent
with further instructions after the party
had left Dongola found El Atrun de-
serted, the Hawawir party having al-
ready left for a raid into Ennedi (Dakhlia
112-10-72).

~ On May 22, 1916, the Khartoum
troops won the decisive battle against Ali
Dinar’s army some distance east of El
Fasher. The Sultan fled to the Fur moun-
tains but was finally hunted down and
killed early in November (SIR 268). As
had been the case twenty years earlier,
the Hawawir and Kababish took the in-
vasion as a great occasion for raiding. A
group of Kababish marched to Midob
where they raided Midob herds near
Shakhakha on May 19. Three days later
they already looted the Berti south of
Midob (SIR 263; Lampen Papers 731/6/
1-14). In June the Kababish again raided
in Zaghawa country (SIR 264).

What had happened in Kordofan af-
ter the collapse of Mahdist rule was re-
enacted in northern Darfur after the col-
lapse of Sultan Ali’s authority. Every-
body set out raiding. In September 1916
a Qurcan raid into Midob was reported
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(SIR 266), early in November a raiding
party of 300 Quran and Bidayat looted
the Berti and then fell on the Mahamid
Umm Jalul. After killing ten men and
carrying off 500 camels they ventured
. further south to kill fifty men and drive
- away 3,500 cattle near Abyad. In the
course of the latter raid fifty women and
children were also kidnapped (SIR 268).

All this happened while the Anglo-Egyp-

tian invasion army was nearby. At the
very same time of the Bidayat/Quran
raid, November 1916, a raiding party of
Kababish and Hawawir reached Ennedi
which they found unprotected. They
looted 700 camels, abducted a large
number of persons and freed Hawawir
and Kababish tribesmen held slaves after
previous raids of western nomads (Intel
2-6-29).

Towards the end of 1916 the com-
manding officer of the Khartoum troops
organized a large action of pacification
against the inhabitants of Darfur’s north-
ern border region in cooperation with
French troops from Wadai. According to
plans, a French column would march to
Ennedi to bar Bidayat and Quran from
withdrawing to the west, whereas the
Kababish would occupy the wells of Bao,
and the Hawawir were ordered to march
towards Bidi from EI Atrun (SIR 269;
CivSec 66-12-104). But even before all
troops had been deployed, the Hawawir
party had again entered Ennedi and
raided the Gaeda Qurfan near Gouro
Gouro (Dakhlia 112-10-72).

These were the last large raids to the
west, The Anglo-Egyptian Sudan had
incorporated Darfur. Thus, the possibil-
ity to exploit the turbulent frontier situ-
ation came to an end for the Kordofan
nomads. The state was to extend its au-
thority deeper into the frontier area with
an aim to finally cover the whole region.
After World War I the Government was
firmly determined to resume the task of
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pacification interrupted by the war apq
the Darfur campaign. -

Native Administration - a fragils
pacification

After the Darfur campaign a massive
westward migration of the Kordofay
nomads took place. The whole area be.
tween Wadi El Milk and the Darfur bo,.
der which had been excellent, though
highly insecure, rainy season pastures
became an area of dry season pasture,
The nomads started to dig permanent
wells, at Umm Badir they even dammed
a temporary wadi, thereby creating an
artificial lake which eventually became
dry season watering place for tens of
thousands of animals during the late
twenties and early thirties. Pacification
opened up the west and enabled the
Kordofan nomads to escape from the
congested areas between Safia,
Omdurman and Kajmar (Beck 1988: 104),
Colonisation of these new pasturing ar-
eas to the west relieved eastern Kordofan
and the areas near the Nile of much pres-
sure and overgrazing.

During the years immediately follow-
ing World War I, the foundations fora
long period of security and hitherto un-
known welfare were laid in Northern
Kordofan. During the twenties the Kaja
and Nuba of the Haraza group of hills
began their movements of downhill mi-
gration. The first traders were able to set-
tle permanently in the safety of the devel-
oping small villages. Export of camels
started on a large scale by way of the now
secure desert trails to Egypt where they
found a ready market. These were the
founding years in Northern Kordofan
(Beck 1992).

All these developments built on the
rapid expansion of public security fol-




the successful implementation of
ative Administration Scheme, a
it efficient structure of adminis-
the spirit of Indirect Rule.
ally, powerful tribal leaders
ed, and thus changed the social
> re of nomadic society from a
competitive political system 0
zed leadership. The key to ad-
{rative success lay in the converg-
terests of the emerging leaders and
ministration. Administrative offi-
would support a loyal tribal leader
yarious privileges and means of
to enhance his position in his
ribal leaders were established as
.ge_s-.and empowered to assess and
~t taxes, and they were granted al-
neces to maintain a body of armed
wers for enforcement of their au-
v, as long as they were willing to
perate and to comply with adminis-
e orders.
lready in 1917 an Inspector with
v mounted policemen was posted at
ells of Sodiri resuming the task of
edecessor at Safia which had been
erripted by the war. Towards the end
20 the Inspector could report to the
tnor of Kordofan, “crime is now a
ity among the Kababish and the tribe
n absolutely clean sheet as regards
yduction of persons wanted.” There
however, “still a very considerable
ffic in slaves, the Kababish acting the
tof ready buyers rather than as actual
lictors.” 18
orthern Kordofan was on its way to
al pacification, although peace and
urity were still in a fragile state related
the success of Indirect Rule and the
ntainment of conflicts within the politi-
institutions of the Native Administra-
n Scheme. In the year 1925, an open
r between Kawahla and Kababish
out the possession of Umm Badir
oke out (Beck 1988: 96). There were
o violent clashes between Hawawir
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and Kababish, Kababish and Midob,
Zayadiyya and Kawahla. The difference
to former ethnic violence lay in the fact
that these conflicts were not allowed to
escalate further. In 1922 peace was made
between Kababish and Midob, in 1926
the conflict between Kababish and
Kawahla, the roots of which went back to
the Kajmar clashes of 1907 and even to
the Mahdiyya, was settled after negotia-
tions and payments of compensation or-
ganized by the administration (SMIR
333). _
To be sure, Northern Kordofan
should in no way be considered a para-
dise of everlasting peace after 1920. Cer-
tainly, animal theft and murder did not
stop altogether. But the habitual recourse
to violence came to an end. The time of
large raids and counterraids was defi-
nitely over. Armed self help, formerly the
only option to find redress, was sup-

ressed and punished, as one incident
typical of the changing situation may il-
Tustrate. In 1922 two cattle thieves were
caught by some Kawahla tribesmen near
the Darfur border. One was shot imme-
diately, the other died while being
whipped. Ten years previously the ad-
ministration would hardly have taken
notice, but in 1922 the killers were taken
to court and convicted for murder (SMIR
339). In the 1923 rainy season thieves
from Midob stole some 50 Kawahla cam-
els. Before the Kawahla found time to
mount a retaliatory raid into Midob
country, the administration stepped in
and separated neighbouring Kawahla
and Midob camps, thus preventing vio-
Jence from escalating (SMIR 350). By the
end of the year, the District Commis-
sioner of Northern Kordofan (the succes-
sor of the Inspector in the administrative
structure) carried out a large scale inves-
tigation in the Midob hills in the course
of which the thieves were tried and 76
stolen camels produced which were
‘eventually handed back to their rightful
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owners (SMIR 353). In successful admin-
istrative actions like these — taking of-
fenders to court, restitution of stolen ani-
mals - the administration forced its way
to the final pacification of the region.

Pacification meant disarmament and
‘policing the area. But it was probably
more important to institutionalize chan-
nels for the settlement of conflicts be-
tween the tribes, including a wide range
of matters from grazing and watering
rights to stray or stolen animals. From
the thirties onwards, conflicts between
the tribes became confined to the institu-
tional framework of the Native Admin-
istration, Tribal leaders had acquired
enough power to restrain conflicting par-
ties from fighting and were themselves
deeply entangled in a wide network of
reciprocal obligations and common inter-
ests. Tribal courts, intertribal diplomacy
and peaceful negotiations served to keep
conflicts at a low level. Even a system of
restitution of stolen or stray animals
evolved contributing to the pacification
of nomadic society. In the 1930s, regular
meetings between tribal leaders of neigh-
bouring provinces were held, in the for-
ties and early fifties the administrations
even organized yearly meetings between
tribal leaders from Kordofan, Darfur and
Chad.

The last raids

After World War I no raid from Kordofan
into Chad was reported, although some
smaller raids in the other direction, from
Ennedi to Dongola, occurred. The most
difficult area to control was the Libyan
Desert with the salines of El Atrun and
the border area to the French A.E.F. The
Ennedi mountains were still ‘a largely
uncontrolled refuge for “banditism” as

raiding came to be defined in the course

of time. In 1920 and 1921 small parties of
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Qur‘an raided camels west of Dongyl,
(SMIR 323), further raids by western no.
mads occurred in 1923 and 1926 (SMiR
344; NPH 878). The last Qurcan raid in
Dongola Province was reported as late as
1931 (Lea 645/9%%). But these were igq,
lated affairs that could be dealt with by
normal police action. Most importantly,
they provoked neither counterraids t,
the west nor an outbreak of generalizeq
raiding.

EI Atrun proved the most vulnerable
point. In 1926 an Egyptian salt caravap
was attacked near El Atrun, the mep
killed and one hundred camels carrieq
off west (NPH 879), and in 1931 another
salt caravan from Dongola was again
raided by Quran. The Sudan Govern.
ment sent a motorized detachment of the
newly created Sudan Defence Force with
light aircraft support to dislodge the
raiders who, on the approach of the
airplanes, fled west (Scoones 1982), This
was the last raid on El Atrun.

The new outbreak of violence in the
Libyan Desert was largely provoked by
the Italian advance against the Sanusi
brotherhood in Libya. By 1931 Italian
troops had occupied Kufra, followers of
the Sanusi had fled south where they
combined forces with Bidayat and
Quran to occupy the otherwise uninhab-
ited small oasis of Nukhaila and from
there committed raids on salt caravans
(Bagnold 1987: 239). Toward the end of

~ the twenties, French troops finally suc-

ceeded in occupying the Ennedi moun-
tains and to start pacification across the
border. In the course of their operations,
the most famous leader of Qurtan raids
in Ennedi, Aramai Gongoi, was killed
(NPH 879; Chapelle 1982: 337), With the
Italian occupation of Kufra and the
French occupation of Ennedi the last re-
gion in the Eastern Sahara came under
state control. Thus the whole frontier re-
gion became incorporated and covered
by states.




hough animal theft and smaller
lashes at the border between
d Sudan, where nomads from
ibes meet in winter to pasture
amels after plentiful rainy seasons,
mpletely stopped, meetings be-
tribal leaders, police patrols or-
{ cooperatively by the administra-
f the two countries, and agree-
;bout the use of pasture and wells
the border did much to pacify the
1951, for instance, Kordofan no-
rere granted “laissez passers” to
re 1,000 herds of camels across the
nd were allowed the use of
t and Quran wells inside Chad
s'a clear indicator for the gener-
aceful relations that had devel-
etween the former enemies (NK
.22%). In 1956 a group of Kababish
men was even reported to have
found pasturing their camels on
territory (NK 66.B.2.].6).

return from the depths of the his-

Irecords to the surface of the more

al argument about the nomads and

ate, in the forties, when Native Ad-

tration was fully developed, North-

Kordofan had changed drastically

the condition of generalized vio-

e characteristic of the turbulent fron-

in the first two decades of the cen-

iry. The former frontier was firmly in-

orated into the state and largely

e end o fied. In the state’s successtul effort to
fHY suc opolize the use of violence, society
L moui een tamed to the rules of law. The
ross th tual resort to violence had come to

rations

mr aid n a final evaluation of the relation-
s kille between the nomads and the state,
Vith th

n changed not only the means and
ys of pursuing politics. Certainly, no-

ndence. Certainly, the state forced its
ws and its administration upon no-
adic society. There is no doubt that
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there were losers in this process, namely
the former warriors who ended up as
outlaws. However, it is debatable
whether ordinary nomads lost much.
They lost part of their independence, but
they were also released from the-depend-
ency on warrior classes. They lost their
slaves (in the end), but they were also
relieved from the threat of becoming en-
slaved themselves, and they had to pay
taxes {although they were taxed lightly).
But pacification also changed the whole
quality of daily life. It opened up safe
grazing areas and trade routes; it pro-
vided the foundation for economic de-
velopment; and it relieved society from
the pressure of endemic violence.

In fact, it may be argued that the no-
mads’ political organisation had been
unable to restrain violence. In order to
keep the argument from slipping into a
comfortable legitimisation of colonial
domination, however, it should also be
remembered that the condition of vio-
lence on the edge of the state had been
largely, but by no means wholly, induced
by the state itself.

Notes

(1) The English version of the document
(Proclamation of Sirdar [Commander in
Chief of the Egyptian Army] to Sheikhs
of Kordofan and Darfur; SIR 60, Appen-
dix 97) uses the Arabic termaman. Aman
in this context means the declaration of
peace which goes with submission, a
promise of security for the population
consenting to the new government
which also includes an amnesty for acts
committed during war. The correlate for
the grant of aman on the side of the con-
quered is formal submission, bai‘a.

(2) Sudan Intelligence Reports, from No

318 (January 1921) Sudan Monthly Intel-

ligence Reports, SMIR, available in Su-
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dan Archives, Durham, and in Maktab
as-Sudan, Khartoum.

(3) Ferguson and Whitehead (1992) call
the area continuously affected by the
proximity of the state, but not under state
administration, the “tribal zone”. Al-
though this term captures well the proc-
esses of tribal formation, Lattimore’s
(1951) and Galbraith’s (1959) concept of
“frontier” is preferred in this account.
(4) Cairo Intelligence Reports, National
Records Office, Khartoum.

(5) Wingate Papers, Sudan Archives,
University of Durham.

(6) Robinson Papers, Sudan Archives,
University of Durham.

(7) MacMichael Diaries 1909, April, Su-
dan Archives, Durham University.

(8) MacMichael Diaries, 10.2.1909, Sudan
Archives, Durham University.

(9) The papers of the first Governor of
Darfur, G. D. Lampen, deposited in the
Sudan Archives, Durham University.
(10) Readers with no particular interest
in Kordofan history en détail might find
the following enumeration of raids and
counterraids tiring to read. In fact, the
~ decision to include seemingly repetitive
documentary evidence has largely been
taken because, in spite of the heroic ef-
forts of the National Records Office in the
Sudan to preserve the rich national her-
itage of historic documents, some of the
more remote archives where relevant
documents are deposited will definitely
not stand the ravages of time and cli-
mate. The pressed reader is advised to
skip parts 3 and 4.

(11) NPH stands for Extracts from North-
ern Province Handbook, Administrative
Documents in Sodiri NK 66.E.5, Rela-
tions with Darfur, pp. 878 and 879, to be
cited as NPH with page number.

(12) SOD stands for a bundle of docu-
ments, 25 pages in all, found in the ad-
ministrative offices at Sodiri in 1983, ob-
viously part of a larger body of docu-

ments that deal with relations between’
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Northern District Kordofan and th,
Darfur Sultanate in the years 1910
1914. The title page and several othe,
pages were missing, most of the page
were in a very bad state of preservatioy,
Photos are in the possession of the ay.
thor. Here cited as SOD with year.

(13) Intel stands for Intelligence Reports,
National Records Office Khartoum.
(149 The ,Mena Mena” are Nachtigal’s
~Minneminne” (according to I
Rouvreur a Tubu name for Awlag
Sulayman (Le Rouvreur, 1989: 299))
whose raids he witnessed in 1871 while
on his way from Kanem to Borky
(Nachtigal, 1980: vol 2, 352).

(15) This part builds partly on informa-
tion received from the late Salim al-
Qiwair during interviews in summer
1983. Salim, born shortly before 1900,
participated in Hawawir raids to the
west in 1916.

(16) Rudolf von Slatin, who shared
Ahmad’s food in the Omdurman
Mahdist prison, described him as a
Grand Shaikh of the Hawawir and as
having been imprisoned for loyalty to the
Turkish government (v. Slatin, 1896: 335
and 338).

(17) CivSec stands for documents from
the Civil Secretary’s office, according to
the classification of the National Records
Office Khartoum.

(18) Dar Kababish 1917-1920, Inspector
Sodiri to Governor Kordofan, 13.11.1920,
Document in Sodiri Administrative
Council, 5.C.R. 16-5.

(19) C. A.E. Lea, Trek Journals, 8.3.1931-
27.5.1931, Sudan Archives 645/9, Dur-
ham University.

(20) Documents in Archives of Bara
Council. |
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Résumé

Cette étude reconsidére la notion trés ré-
pandue que les nomades sont victimes
des processus de la formation de 1'Etat.
S’appuyant sur du matériel historique
relevant d"une période critique pendant
I'établissement de 1’Etat colonial anglo-
égyptien dans 1’Ouest-Soudanais,
Vauteur démontre que ce fut plutst ’Etat
qui imposa l'ordre et apporta la sécurité
dans une région déchirée par la violence
endémique. Le monopole de la violence
exercé par 'Etat ainsi que le fait qu'il se
limita & s’en servir uniquement dans le
cadre légal devraient étre considérés
comme 1'accomplissement majeur de
I'Etat moderne africain. Les nomades du
Kordofan ont nettement profité de ce
processus.
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Resumen

Esta contribucion testea la creencia muy

. divulgada que los nomaédes son las vic-

timas del proceso de formacién estatal,
Empleando material histérico de una
época crucial en el establecimiento del
Estado colonial anglo-egipcio en el
Sudan occidental se argumenta que el
Estado tuvo éxito para imponer seguri-
dad y 6rden en una frontera azotada por
violencia endémica. La monopolizacién
de la violencia por el Estado y sus
proprias restricciones para disminuir el
uso de la violencia dentro del marco le-
gal deberfan ser vistas como el logro
esencial del Estado moderno en el Afri-
ca. Y en este proceso los némades del
norte de Kordofdn estuvieron claramen-
te en el lado ganador.

Dr. Kurt Beck, University of Bayreuth, Lehrstuhl fitr Ethnologie, Germany
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