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Cotte thise a pour but de prébiaer 1a nature des relations
entre Sokoto ct_lea émirails dans l@ dix—ncuvléme aiécle. Elle a |
trait en partioui;ér 3 la question de l'autorite de Sokoto, c'est~
é~dire, son abilité d'influencer et de diriger les affaires des
miratc. la fagen de procédor a consiuté ca 1'examination de cor—
', "¢‘§h!iﬁ' aroits que ponsedalt vokoto; et qui plxcaient bokoto dans
nne,ﬁosition nupcrieure vis-A-vis les émirata. In dclaireissant

les points forts «t les fuibletses de la position deASokbto, cet
" oeuvre va ei.iayer de clarifier lc¢ probléme de l'autorité pour

~ , Taire nieux comprendre le procecsus gouvernemental dans le cali-

fat dc Sokoto,.




.

4
3

N

N . - - . v %
s . \’i
: b
\ )
R
. . v
. - ! Y hJ

ABSTRACT

Authors Mcholas M. Hann. L

™+tle nf The-ls: Sakoto-Tmirate Relationsg'lﬂoﬂ-IOOB: An Analysis.

Department: Tclamic Studies, MeGill University,

Ngrree: . M.A,

This thesls §Is5 concerned with ascertalning the nature'or
novntn-ﬂmirntn relalions 1in the ntnPteenth century, and pays
particular attention to the question of Sokoto's authority, or
t1c ability to influence and determine the direction of emirate
arfatrs nver whtcﬁ 1t supporcedly had dominion. The metnodoiogy
employed Lo achieve such an end has been the examination, in as
far 2~ waﬁlpowsible, nf certain prern(atives which Sokoto pos- \
sessed ‘and which placed 1t in 1t5 ascendan® posltion vis-h-vis

ol wea?nowno" nf Sokoto's pocltion and defininp t

s §uhnr4 na ¢ emirate compunents. By elucidating the strengths
le limita-

.

tiorg on ttr power to.influence and contrnl certain aspecta of -
emir:?b affalrs, this investigation attempts to place the prob-

- &

lenm of authnrity in a clearcer perspective and provide &fbettef B

= 4

unuerffandinm of governmental procegses and‘procedures in the "3
Sokoto Calinhnte. ' .; “ ,
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. 4
?h i Por theftransliperfkion of. Hauaq—?ulahi pqpper'numen and
Q, . ' Hanap teras, the Gdski Ksynteﬁ‘hqs bceqiﬁtiilzed (rorﬁthe
' oraliclzed cquivalrntq;of prnper'nameﬁ oonsult'tab{e in,Appen-
& dices). Otherwise, wyéh a,oQUpic of nxcnptions. the Inastitute
% o nf Tslamic Studlns‘iéransliternﬁion sy"tcm has been employed
‘ thraurhout, Such efceptiojr are the uze of thﬁ ancllcized form
u;/ of certalr Arable terms (‘.”. Caliph for Xhalifgh, V%zier for ,'*ﬁ
{: / Yazir, and omiri%nr amir), and'the retention of anthors! trans<
: /’ 1ileral 1M nysYoms wﬂen,pau ares are diror(ly qunfod j
‘ ; / . . /’ )
qurine the conrse of this' thesls certaln Journa}s and  *
reference wnrk.-; have been ahhﬁcv!ated as'f,ollouw:
'vv)/\‘- - Pulletin of the School of Oriental and African
‘ ”'fmﬂes., ' _ \
. ' Jﬁi - Journal of Lthe African Soc}etx. i _
; /&N:n - Jnu}nalvof Lhe Mistorical s&clegy of Nigeria, L
;L ' : /1 ?I? - hneyclapedia of Isl&m; NP& Edltion. . '
" ;o ‘ - J | Co

T

[/ At times, certaln Fnglish, Arable, and Hausa terms are

4

folloved vy ﬁarenthisiied remarks, 1n1t£ated by“either tA' or

£
=
.
\

'iI', the former-dcnotinp that Araiic translation or equivaient
Is followigr, and the latter, the Hauea. ;!
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The Fulani JihEd, 1natigated by mean dan Fodio in
~resulted 1in the enta.blishment of a form of péliticah .

| organization’ tqQF had n\yer previously existed in Hausa- -

¥ land - the Caliphate. This framework not only included

; emirates in rggions T?ﬁi)poﬁéessed a'prior acquaintance-
rovernment. ‘such as the pre-Fulani Hausa States and terri-

tories detached frnm the Bornu empire, but also emirates

. carved out qf primarily pagan1zed regions that had pre-

viously possessed only rudimentary forms of p611t1c31

»
4

organizat fon.

-
A}

'//#/M/,Q-\\\\;IEE intention of this dissertation is to examine

o and analyze the nature of the relationship. that existed
. between Sokoto, repregéntipg the apex of the Fulani
| ; . w
3 pglity under the office of Caliep, and the various emirate

components that comprised the Caliphate.

!
1

In ,essenge, Sokoto's suzerainty over the emirates
was reflected by three major prarogativea that it pos

1l
-sessed: (1) 1ts power over the appointment and deposi-~

JUYTET R R A T R T e
s e LTS TRS : - B

tion of emirs and certain other high-ranking officials

RN
it

in’ the emirates- (2) 1ts right of arbitration in inter-

BE,
i
&

act tribute (H. Gaisun, Gandu), military laviea .

<!




| ’ , . v | | . B Lv:\,“
(A. maddEd), and regular journeys of realtv rrvm the con-

stituent members of the Caliphate.

- '
s RS
. .il‘
t
[

: As representative of the major points of inter-':

5“ “action between Sokoto and the emirates, these enumerated
- powers are utilized as a basis with which to cpndﬁcﬁ such
O‘n study. The more important and controversial appointment,
deposition, and arbitration 1ssues, together with changes
and fluctuations 1n tribute, military levies, and sub-
mission visits, dre depicted and analyZed to provide an
effective measure or barometer of the extent and effec-
tiveness of Soﬁoto'a power and control over 1ts’emirapes,

considered both regionally and over the lifespan of the -
-

Caliphate,

7

g ' ‘ " .
Theorectically, Sokoto's suzerainty extended over
Gwandu and its subordinate emlirates of Gurma, Yauri,

\

'Nupe. Ilorin,/Pateggi, Lafiagl , Agaie, and Lapal. In

i pract&ce, however, Usman dan Fodio's administrative divi-
z.! . sion of the Fulani empire between his brother, Abdullaﬁi,
b | and his son, Muhammadu Bello, created two bepd&aﬁe pali-‘.
tical bodies, even though the paramount position of N
Sokoto was always recognized by Owandu., This study, there-
fore, 18 only concarned with that part of the Fulani em-

pire diﬁectly within Sokotot's Juridiction; the emirates

<G

& onr
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of Katsina, Kano, Zaria, Kazaure,. Daur&, Kontagora, H+dejia,

Katagum, Missau. Jema'are, Gombe, duri, Ba.uchi and Adamawa

(Yolﬁ)%

N R n
-]

. e /

The histories of tho Sokoto emirates are, howevFr,
far from complete, especially with reggrd to aspects un-
der consideration in this ijssertation ( e.g. appointments,

dismissals, disputes ). As a result, :_ has become necesw

sary to dolefe certain emirates f consideration

( Kon}agora, Kazaure, Bauchl. ra, and Jema'are ). Regard-
less of these deficiencies, h ever, there sti11l éfistg
sufflicient material available to proQide & more than satis-
ractor& study of the dyndmics.of Sokoto-emirate JelatQOﬁaf
The first chxpter of the theais 18 concerned with the
istatic! charac eristics of Sokoto's relations with its

subordinate mirates, .and 1nvolves a brief study of the

politicaland administrativd apparatus established by

Sokote” to control and superviae 1t8 emirate components.

)
Because appointmant, deposition, and arbitratiod

A
{ssues are often inextricabiy*gnterwovnn, it &s neces«

| sary to consider such aspects together rathar than-aa

separate'entities The sacond oﬂuptcr, thcreroro, conciderl ‘

the more important appointment, depoaitiong and arbitration

[/ 4
\ ' L i . . . ]
® g > . 5 ™
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1ncidenmi'in the emirates of Katsina, Kano, and Zaria,

; ‘ which represent those emirates that arose from the pre-
Fulani_Hausa States. These states are also~re§resentatfve
o - of _fhose emi;ate; over-which Sokoto exerted a fairly”con-
sidérable derree of influence and control. A slm;lar modus
oEerggdi is emﬁloyed in the “following chapter, which is
oonberned with those emirates lovated in the north-east of
; ' fhc Sokoto Callphate and which were created out of’ thq
f tgrm?tories capt.ured from the Bornu empire ( Katagum,
llade.jia, and Missau ), and thoke emirhtes situated ini the
east and south-east of ‘the Caliphate and constructed from
primarily paran oreas ( Adamava, Gombe, and Murl ). These
emiretés, as distinct from those emirgtes examiped°1n Ehe
v ’ previouas chapter,’ arc generally representative of states

which'possessed a relatively g¢reater degree of independence

from_Sokoto,

»
' 5 ~

s g o

A"Finally, in the fourth chap“er, the question of .
tribute, submission visits, and military levies is ékamined,
but, in this rerard , all the emirates under the Sokoto

it
b ‘ ; .
¥
K heremony are ~onsidered together . --
%i N —ndnn, ' °

T s
~

1. rf B.J. Dudley, Parties and Politics in Northern . .
Niceria (London:. %5585 P. 55; R.A. Adeleye, Power .
nng DTolomacy in Northern Nireria 1804-1006 (Fondon: - &
‘l('v‘rl). ppc ()1‘0 o y) -
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The‘politiqél and adm%nistrative‘ﬁachinery constfuc-
ted by Sokoto to control and supervise its emirates was
in a continuous staté of development and refinemeént
“hrouignout The nineteenth century. Usman dan Fodio,

essentially disinterested in governmental problems, never-

theless provided the community with the barest essentials

of Muslim political organization. Relying on offices con-

doned by medieval Muslim Jurists, and rejecting mahy of
the pre-Fulani Hausa titled positions, he supplied Ehe
rudiments on whichiater developments ei»vex'e based. So long
as’ the nascent community was.involved first in self-
presérvat{on and then in rapid expansion, these limited
and ill-defined offices Eufficed: However, it was left to
Muhammadu Bello (1817-37), the real architect of the poli-
tical and administrative éystem, and Aliyu Babba (1842.
59) to provide the Sokoto empire with the machinery of
goﬁernment that was to lnsémzn its essence througﬁout the
remainder of the"Caljphate, and, Yith various modifica-
tions, through much of the colonial period. Bello synthe-

v . .
sized the nebulous and’rudjmentary government, implemented

by Usman and by now clearly ill-suited to the needs of the

esgényially consolidated empire, with aspects of the tra-

$ . .
ditional Hausa system that would not conflict with the

original raison d'Btre of the jihid, namely, among others,

the abolitioA of forms of government that were conty
c .
to the Sharl ah. Bello's. initiatives, however, were
/

-
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3 ' essentially directed to the improvement of governmental
N organizationrin met ropolitan Sokoto. It wé:/}eft to
Aliyu Babbha to refine Bello's designs so ag to include
the imperial network/in addition to the Sokoto hinter-

land. i

. Usman dan FéHio's Kitdb al-Farq, one of the major

political treatises for the Fulani mujZhidiin, laid out
t- Ty, ]

the basic rra@éwork of;movéfnment. Based on late
- “AbbAsid sources for the SharICahl: it decried the be-
haviour &;d government of the Hausa klngdims and called
for the creation 6f ministers of government who would
Fuide the community within the SharTCah. Besides the
office of khalTfah, which he considered ;Z/De obligatory
upon the ummah, he demanded the establishment of umarf'

in each of the provinces, the wazfr, the 9542' the chief

of police (A. whlT al-shurtah), the tax péllector

QA. 5aCT) and the 1m§g.gDuring his own lifetime, Usman
made every effort to comply with @he theosy that he had
espoused, and it appears that, with minor exceptions,
no other offices of state were created, at least not -

3 L
within metropolitan Sokoto. According to Johnston, ..
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Shehu had always set his face against courts,
hierarchies, and titles, all of which he re-
garded as earthly vanities, and so duripng his

* lifetime the machinery through which the ‘Sule-
tanate was admiﬂasteq&d and the Empire governed ;
remained rudimentary. = Y

a




" lay respo

P{ibr to the fall of Alkalawa, that witnessed the
defeat of the Gobirawa Hause and the flrm establishment

of the Sokoto mujEhidlin, little effort had been made to

‘create an effective apparatus to supervise the varjous
niwwir/emirs that had been appointed by Sokoto. Whilst,
ain the early years of the Jih&d (180“—8)‘ Sokoto had

‘been overly concerned with lts own survival, the various

emirs had acted in almost complete independence and °
i{solation from Sokoto. -Alkalawa's capture in 1808-9,
however, relieved much of the pressure from self-

prescrvation, and provided Usman with the opportunity to

" establlsh _a more orranized administrative system.

The direction that his initiatives took was the
administ.rative division of the Caliphate between his

brother, Abdullahi, and son, Muhammadu Bello, both of

.whom had becn his chief helpers, or Viziers, until

thisrtime. Thg division, whose date it seems is uncer-

g .
tain , gave Guandu and the West to Abdullahli and the East,

’ e
centred on Sogkoto town, to Bello. Within Bello's pqrtfolio
- k‘
bility for the supervision of the emirates °
atsina, Kano, Daura, Baughi, Gombe, Katagum, Bornu,

Zaria, Hadejia, and Adamawa,

At the accession of Muhammadu Bello as Sarkin

" Musulmi (A. AmTr al Mu'minTp) in 1817, Usman's rudimentary

e

e
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s, framework had lost its useéfulness, and & more sophisti- -

" cated system had become necessary to cope with the grow-
-

tng problems of govermment, Bellb's reforms,'hdwever. d1d

not have an immediate effect on the apparatus of {imperial
atfatrs. Rather, his contribution iay in the improved
administ ration of metropolitan Sokoto. Yet’,” it was the
pattern of rovernment which he established for Sokoto's
domestic front that was later adopted by the Caliph -
Aliyw Babba to look after Sokoto's egterhai nrrﬁ1i§

(1.e. the emirates that co&prised.fhe callphaté)."Under 1
Bello, emirate affairs were st1l1ll entrusted in their

, entlrety,to the of'fice of the Vtzieréte and 1ts house-
] )

hold . No other officer of state h&d, as yet, responsibie

“$

11ty in this direction.
To mecet fhe needs of a more cdhplgx system of
Fovernment, Bello relied heﬁvily on the traditional pre-
Fulani Hausa political organization. To assist him in
gavernment, Bello adopteé the pre-Fulani offigea of
Galadima, Ubandoma, Magajdin Rafi and Magajin Garigx
Together, with the Vizier, Alkali (A. gi¢T) and Amfr

al-Jaysh, positions which had been 1ns£ﬁtpted ?y Usman
dan Fodlo, they formed an informal Council of State on
wh{ch t?ﬁ Caliph ocecaslionally relied for advice and ,
counsel . For territorial administration, Bello

adopted other titled offices, such as Sarkin Sudan ,

L 2
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.vision . As a naault, thc'retponuibilttteh or the v

QU

Sarkin Zamfara, pnd‘Sarktn Kebbi, and placed them in

- ] 11
st.rateric riblts and on fiefs throughout Sokoto province .,

To control and supervise these resident fiefholders
he utilized the kofa system, and the court ministers ﬁé

had created, the Ubandoma, Qaladima, Maga jin Rafi and

and Magaiin Gari, were given the necgssgry tasks of
supervision. These ministers comprised the kofa, the
"door" or 1link between the Caliph at the apex of the axﬂ-a
tem and the flefholders. Thelr functions wore essentially
political. and administrative gn nature. In their polltioal
énpacity; they were expected to inform the Caliph’ of
events and affajrs within the fiefs over whicﬁ ihey'had
charge, and to relay instructions from the Caliph to the
rcape;tive fiefholders. In rerard to thegg,;dmlniatra-

tive functions,. they were obliged to coylect énd check

the Lrtbuto ardl tax from the fiefs wh h constituted
12

their aphere of authority . As Johnéton explains,
In the districts it gawc/the vassal a friend
at Court whom he could/consult and on whose. .
influence he could « At headquarters it
provided the Sultan with a- aourcefof infor-
mation and advice on each of his fiefs, and
-an officer of state to whom all mtstera of
routine could safely be delegated

ya » | .
. / .
-, The Caliph Aliyd Babba (1842-59) was responalbln
for brigginp about the regularization of emirate uuper-
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. Murd emtrate

charge of Kano, 7aria, Adammm. Combey Hadefia, Katagum,

> .
\ .ok . - L

Vizier were curtailed by divesting him of some of his u

. 15
emirates and trmsrerrihg' them to other state officlals - ,

The Magajin Rafi- was given responsibi Iit;y f'or the emirates
10 .

of Bauchl ,.the Galadima for Katsina,  Taura and Kagzaure

17. whilst the Ubandoma was riven charre: of -

emirates

Kont,agnram. an cmirate that came into existence in 1859, ,

sgu'kin Rabah, a new titled position créated in the 1840¢%g

‘ﬂt.h responquuity for one of the rib&gs in the Sokoto
hihtcrldndm, was pmvided wlth supervisory pmters over

p 'l‘he V\zier, ho\mver, still rotaincd the

) \
bulk of the emirntes ﬂi’thfn his port;f‘oiio. being 1et‘t in

” .
Hissan and Jema'are”). In addition, the Vizier alao re-
tained the power of gencral supervision over the eastern o
emi rates not direotly'\mder his chamea?. In effect , the

kofa system, Initially adopted by Muhammadu Bello for

-domest.tc.purposes, was also made?t.he “basls of government

in Sokoto's dealingsuwithtphe em&;mtes under ita supor-

vision. As Last further e lama,

The c:\uph relied for the auparvislon of the

Fmirs on his councillors....Although the . .

councillors held office longer t the } o
18, .-.and, &8 sons or nephews earlier .

counc}llors, were educated to theif work, T

ne of the administration depended on

the Jersonality of the Amtr al-mu'minTn: .

hisfdecision was abaolute.asnd the counnil-

were only his agents, g! .
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A *To .gld in the effective exézutton of his burden-.
[ d .
é /' s0 tasks, the Vizier delegated many of his responsibili-

ties Yo his household officials, all of whom, it appears, °

vere relatives. The most senior of the officials of the
Vizieral ouschold, the deputy Vizier and penerally next

in line for

the Vizterate, was Lh? Dangaladima?u. Hls .

_ofricial resppusibilities included the role of inter-

‘mediary between the Vizier and the Emir of Kano?s. The

next most-important offices were Pilléd by the Sarkin

\Enda» responq1b1e ‘for Zaria?®

, and then by the Wali, the
int_rmediary to Gombe emirate‘7. Other more distant

L
ref3t1 es filled the positions as 1ntermed1arie§ to the

remainihﬁ mirates and, like the offices of Danpaladima,

Sarkin Fada dd Wali, were hereditary within the families
of the Initinl ;tle-holders. The Maﬁagi vas given re-

sponsibllity for K nkum?g, the Sarkin Rafi for

nadejiaﬁq, the? aladi for MjssauS(, and the Vombail '

\\\ {fér Adamawajl. Although he Vizieral household.officiu}s

Vizier's officials as simplh\messengexjs. ’2

N
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The Galadima, with Ehe emirates of Katsina, Kazaure
and Daura within his Juriédicgion, was the second most
important Sokoto officisl with regard to emirate affairs
after LheaV5zier As a result, he, too, delerated respon-
sibility for oupervision to other officials, usually £ rom
his own household. As Hull explains, the Galadima "rarely
visited Katsina and delegated responsibilities to his
eldest son, who carried the title Dan Maliki. The latter
spent several months each year in Katsina and saw:to 1%

V that Sokoto's share of the revonue was collected and -

A
safely transferred to the treasury of the Sarkin

Musulmi™, 22 ,
The mechanics of the kofa éystem employed by

oSokoto fon:jto dealings with the emirates functiooed in
n similar manner to the way in which it operated in
met rop tan Sokoto. The court official responsible for
an emirate performed similar tasks to those he conducted
in his supervision of some local fief or Iﬁé_i He kept

/ the Caliph informed of developments 1n»the emirate;
relayed any caliphal messanes or orders to the emir, col-
lected tribute that was owed Sokoto, made sure that the
emtr and his entourage made thei; regular visits of
obeihance. anhd that the necessary troops were supplied ﬁar

military activity 1n the Caliph's service. For those

¥
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state officials who possessed more than one-emirate to K

.“.::?’*i'_’ b
-

.. supervise, delegation of authority was usually neéessaryr

The intermediary (H.-jekada) of the minister commonly

.-

resided several months annuelly in the,emirate, usually
, R

at the emir's expense, and performed the functions that

usually accrued to the court official, the kofa repre-

sentative.

kY

T

TR L
.
-
.
a
*
.




1

L

-y

L

% .

i, s LY
5.‘;,%,?5 3({_5
se'e
L.
a
s
’

cf. Last,

FOOTNOTES

M. Hiskett, "mtgg al—Fag% A work on the Habd Kingdoms
Attributed o n dan Fodio", BSOAS, XXIII (1960),
p. 578. cf, idem,” "An Islamic Tra on of Reform in

the West®¥n Judin from the Sixteenth to the Eighteenﬁh’~

ICentury"; BSOAS, XXV (19 2), p. 592.

Hiskett, "Kitéb al-Fawrq", pp. 566-570.
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M. Last, The Sokoto Calighate (London: 1967), p. 57.°

cf. H4A,S. Jonnston, e lani §¥Eire of Sokoto
. Apa rom the officlals cited

Tondon: 196¢),p. 93

by Usman in Kitdb al-Farg, Johnston's list includes
a Treasurer | H. ';rﬂ_a!aaz i, a Captain-General ( H.
Sarkin Y z ki ) and a constabie ( H. Yari ). ;

-~ »,

Johnston,

Ny

Sokéto, p. 93.

The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 40,

'-?
S.J. Hogben, An Introduetion to the Histo

States of Northern eria adan: 3
E.J. Arnett, Gazetteer ol Sokoto Province ( London:

1972 ), p. 303 m storical and Cultyral °
Conditiens of Political COrruption among the Hausa",

Com arative Studies in Society and History, 6(1961!)
E73° W, HIskett, TazyIn aI-Warg,_E!f { %&dan- 1963 ),

p. 16; W.E.N. Kensda €, andu,

of the Islamic
'p'

aftef the capture Alkalawa in 1808-9. On the other hand,
' Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 41; Adeleye, Northern

Nigeria, p. 040, E w. 5’6 III, The Golden Trade of the.

0o0Trs l‘Jondon- ) 3 unwick,

eenth Century Jihads in J.F.A.. AJa i and I. Espie

(eds.), A 'rnousand Years of West Atrican History  ( New
-York: 19 » P » place tne date © vision at

1812,
¢f. A. Mischlich, "Contributions to the History of
e Hausa states”, JAS, 4(16), 1905, p, lsoo, wno atatel

that 1t was 1817.
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that the administrative separation occurred immediately
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LT Sokoto Caliphate in the darly 1850's, the Vizier was N
Ty responsible for the emirate of Hammaruwa (Muri). ,)-
Therefore, it should be safe to conclude that this. L
emirate was probably transferred to the charge of oy
the Sarkin Rabah in the last years of Aliyu Babba's \
reten. T P
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Chapter II

-

APPOTNTMENTS, DEPOSITIONS, AND ARBLTRATIONS (1) :

THF, FMIRATES OF KATSINA, KANO, AND ZARIA

( THE_HAUSA EMIRATES ) 7
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KATSINA

Initially, Sokoto1 Tound 1t neceWfsary to prant

three flags for the conquest of Hausa Katsina. The A
1leutenants (A. nuwwlb) selected by Sokoto to lead the
JihBd represented the leadership of the three most power-
Ml and Influential Fulani groups rgsident in Katsinazs g | '
Umaru Dumyawa, chief of the Sullibawa Fulani in the nofth |
and northwest; Umaru Dallajl from a poor but ipfluential
_scholar/pastoralist Fulani clan centred at Yandbto in
south-central Katsina; and Na Alha%} ( succeeded in the ' <&
course of the jihZd by his son Mamman Dikko ), another -
ﬁious scholar from'a Fulanl grouﬁ'in the west-central
region n??Katsina.p During the course of the jihBd, and
. in order to- expedite a more speedy conclusion to the

hostilities, it became necessary to appoint further

flapbearers. One further major flag was conferred, in

addition to several minor ones, granted, In the maln, to

"an assortment of pefty Fulani leaders, especially in the '

IR0 D TR Sy e v T
5 d

TEASA

soutcfof Katsina where Hausa resistance was strong.

In the;period 1807-1812, fgllbwing the successful
completion of the jihid, Katcina possessed no single ‘
leader: rather, the emirate was administered as three
saparate political entities. Each of the th}ée major

nuwwlb - Umaru Dallaji, Umaru Dumyiwa, and Mamman Dikko - ° p
1 , . ) : &
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had partitioned Katsina along the lines of their per-

ny
o
o Sl e el

e '*‘.w-zifﬁs:

s ta

sonal conquests, and had proceeded to rule their respec-

ttve divisions independently of each other.u ¢ |

. . / . -
i

The danper to Fulani supremacy in katsina threatened

by such divided leadershlp, éspeciaily from the still-

active Hausa diehards, ﬁo§ed Muhammadu Bello, now the

Vizfor responsible for the East, to té;minate such ﬁ state

nf affairs In 181?.5 The leadership impasse was broken .

with the appointment of Umaru Dallajl as the first emir

- l of Katsina. To prevent serious opposition from the other
nuwwlib passed over by such an appointmen£,6 lo createq
what, In effect, were mini-.emirates within the emirate of
Katsina, Although each of these licutenants were eipected
Lo accept the local leadership of the:Katsina emir, they

were, nevertheless, granted conslderable pg1v11eses, and

§~ were made responsible for thelr actions directly to the

.
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Sokoto Caliph. As Hull explains,

...each received an aristocratic title and

was assured that he and his successors would

forever be among the kingmakers of Katsina

and that he-would be installed and deposed not §

hy the emir but by the Sarkin Musulmi through

his personal representative, the Galadiman

Sokoto. Moreover, they were extended the pri-

vilepge of control over revenue collection in , :
. . theIF fiefs, and their .tax bill was hencgforth R

stated separately from that of the Emir, "3
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| The position of the Katsina emir ;as rugtheq\WQakenod

by\Sokoté's interferénce into the judicial ;nd military
spherés of Katsina's administration, spheres that were
usually the exclusive preserve J% the emir. The Alkali
(A‘.ggg;). the head of the judiclary, was only to bYe ap-

. w . .
pointed and dismissed by Sokoto. Furthermore, since thg
Alkall and his judicial network were prdbided by Sokoto
with independent means of ‘support ( in the Sorm of fiefs
srattef&d throughout Katain!'ﬁ,‘they were able to con-
duct their’affairs independently of the Katsina emir aﬁd
other potential pressure groupé.g Thggpref&gative to ap-
point the supreme~?111tary commander ;as sinilarly
usurped by Sokoto, Qﬁﬂfﬁaa awarded by the Caliph to one
of his flagbearers’’ who had: been accorded ext raordinary
concessions, anq; as thus directlxyresponsible to ¢
Sokoto. The effect of these appointments was to divorce
both the military and judicial spheres of goverﬁment irqm
the emir, and zpéf'them in officials who were entirely
dependent on Sokoto. . . |

From SOkoto"s standpoint, the new arrangement

was undpubtedly welcomed., It left the Emir in

a weak (enough position to prevent tiim*from

challenging the hegemony of the Sarkin Musulmi;

and the speclal relationship worked out with

the major fiefholders gave the Sarkin Musulmi

a degree ?r control over administration in the.
Fmirate.l

-~

. The effectivenesa of the !'Sokota Plan' as a mans )
i ! ° L 3

of c'ntrolling Katsina politics became evident in the
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events that resulted in’the deposition of the second

By AR Y

Katsina emir, Sidiku, in 1844.1° Following the defeat of )

13 *

the Hausa exiles of Maradi, ~ Sidiku attempted to expand .

and broaden his power base by annexiﬁg those territorive
in Katsina that had supported the Maradi Hausa in the’war.lu
His ruthlessness, coupled with the fact that his shnexa-

tions were Iin areas of Katsina that constituted the ‘fief's

=4
o

of the ngor.f‘ierholders,l5 caused considerable qonater-
natg?n amonrst bdth the territo;lal magnates in Katsina
andlthé Caliph, Aliyu Babba. KAtpina's electoral coune
cil, an ;rnan'thnt was composed of these fiefholders.
demanded ihat Sokoto replace Sidiku with a new emir.16
Sokoto, realizing the danger. to its continued pre-
emiﬁencé in the emirate posed by Sidiku and his centrali-
zing pélicy, quickly complied to these demands. Sidiku .
was promptly dismissed Yrom the emirship and was replaced

by -his elder brother, Muhamman Bello. .
The Sidiku incident clearly indicated the futility
aﬁd relattve uselessness of the Kats}na emir's position.

Any expansionary policy pursued by the Katsind emirs would ' )

be met with vrgorpus oppo}ition from the fiefholders and ‘ R

.

v
-8
(3
¥

the Sokoto Caliph, both of whom would have much tc lose
by such a policy. Without the necessary military authority,
which remained in the hands of one of these fiefholders

4

and, ultimately, Sokoto, effective action ?g the emir was
¢ ; ’ ' .
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ext remely difficult.

x - - i
During, the remainder of the nineteenth century, no

2

further dismissals of Katsina's suégequent emirsl? occur-
red, a factor that is probably indicative of the smooth-
running relations petween éokoto and the emirate of Katsina,
a relationship that refleéted one of overlord and vassal,

The .dynamics of Sokoto-Katsina relations in the nineteenth

2

century are aptly summarized by Huli, who states that

For Katsina, the connection with its overlord
Soleto, was a mixed blessing. Shaikh CUthman
and his son and successor, Muhammad Belo, had’
imposed.on the Emirate an effective system of
checks and balances. The powers of the suc-
cessive Katsina emirs were circumscribed not
only by the ultimate authority, the Sarkin
Musulmi, but through those aristocrats who re-
ceived their cqpmissions directly from Sokoto,
This situation produced a condition of depen- °
"\\\ dence and helped to ensure continuing loyalty
and cordial relations between the two states.
Successive emirs of Katsina also received
their commissions of office from the Sarkin
Musulmi, who lent legitimacy and strength to
their positions vis-aevis certain titled local
"aristocrats. By the same token, however, those
latter officlals cherished their own-connection,
or special relationship, with Sokoto and used
v. it as a shield against attempts by emirs to 8
- _vhittle away their authority and prerogatives.l

———
2

v Because of intense rivalries between the leading
4 nuwwEb in Katsina, Sokoto was successful in imposing on
the Katsina Fulani a political and administrative settle-

" ment that obviously favoured Sokoto to the detriment of a
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strong:Katsina. On the one hand, the imposition of the
'Sokoto- formula' no doubt benefited the stability -of Y
Katsina. The volatile situation induced by the rivalries
hetween the major glggg lfeytenants was sufficiently-
brourht under control by Sokoto. Such a settlement did,
however, possess éertain d1§advantages and drawbacks for '
the Katsina Fulani. Geographic Katsina no-longer became
an effective and viable political unit. Rather, the
emirate became, in actual fact, a confederation of smaller‘
political units, whose ieaders owed allegiance directly to

the Sokotoe- Caliph. Central leadership in Katsina, centred’.

in the office of emir, became no more than one of a primus

inter pares.lq As Johnston explains, "This solution had

‘the effect of circumscribing the power of the Emirs of

Katsina and consequently their rule never became as auto-

"QO.QIn the realm

cratic as those of some of the other Emirs
of Zokoto-Katsina relations the result of such a formula
was the almost complete d?minance of Sokoto in Katsina

affairs. Sokoto !eld the whip hand, and Katsina had to be

content with no more. than a subservient role.
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When news of the jih&d in Gobir reached the Kano
Fulani, ‘he ieaderS’pf the.varigus territorial Fulani
nroupé selected Dan Zabuwa/%f the Danejawa as their lea-
der and representatica in Ehe mission whose objective was
to secure, a flag from the Shehu with which 3 conduct the
Kano Qiggg.z The flag and sanction were obtained, but
ban Zabuwa was not given the overéll rﬂlitary leadership

which he desired. According to Gowers’, "... no single

leader was appointed by the Shehu, and the revolt was
consequently carrfed out by a series of more or less in-
dcpendengwand unco-ordinated"enterprlsesf.which extended
over a year."PQ The Sﬁghu did not confe? the supreme
military command on Dan Zabuwa, ostensibly at least, be-
cause he feared that rivalries'and dissensions would

break ou% amongst the other Fulani clan leaders if such an
honour weas hccorded him.e3 Instead, at a meeting of Fulani
1ea[i:s called by the Shéhu and presided over by Muhammadu
Bello at Birnin Gada (Zamfara) in c. 1805-6, the leader-

ship of Kano was confér:@d upon Sulaimanu of the Mundubawa

,( or Modibawa ), a pious scholdr.gh .

3 °

The information Burrounding this incident suggests
that Sulaimanu's appointment was an attempt by Sokoto to
sain solld ‘control over Kano, an important state by .
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. virtue of its far-reaching commercial connections, right %
3 : ¥
from the Jihfd's inception, His relative social insigni- ' 5%

ficance would have made control by Sokoto that more :

£

realfzable. As a minor fi&ur; ¥n Kano Fulani societyes, ‘ _ﬁ
he would have need ta depeqd on Sokoto to lend authority ;
and provide backing to his position as an eftectlve.‘ |
countemeipght Lo the Fulan? ‘aristocrats'! passed over-ny
such an nﬁpointment. Furthermore, his concern with

scholarly pursuits, rather than day-to-day administrgtiou

6

and governmental gffairsQ » would have made it improbable

that Kano-could be welded into a position strong enough

to counter Snkoto's influence.

Whilst the jihAd was being.waged in Kano, Sulaimanu's
overall leadership wan accepted by the other Fulani leaders,
but as soon as hostilities were concluded they took steps
.0 hove Sulaimanu ousted from his prominent position, and

[

! one of thelir number selected ags emir of Kano in his stead.

A deputation, representing the leadership of the five

-, |

most influential Fulani groups in Kano, arrived in Gwandu

ke

in e, 1808-09 to effect such a move”. As Johnston explains, (

...the attempt failed because Shehu confirmed

Bello's carlier choice and invested the unso-

phisticated and relatively youthful Sulimanu

with the insignia of an Emir. To consolidate . '
" his authority still rurthgréaha also gave N

him a daughter in marriage s ' Co
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Ushan's reaffirmation of Sulaimanu as emir or Auno ula
not solve the leadership problem. The following year v
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in an fncident that c.la'arly demonstrated Bﬁlfimgnu'a
dependonce on Sokoto ( as was no doubt intended ), .
Sulaimanu was compelled to seek Sokoto's help and back-

Ang to quell a serious quarrel that had arisgn between ' .
himeelf and Muhammadu Dabo?q, leader of the Dambazawa ﬂ
Fulani and one of the five principal leaders in Kano (
that had carlier attempted to have Sulaimanu dismissed
£rom his office,

On the death of Sulaimanu in 1819, the leader-
ship problem again became acute. Rather than selecting

. ghe senior mombar of -the ruling family to succeed as .

-

emir ( an-wits the usual practice in moat emirates ), the
Sokoto Caiiph. Mubammadu Bello, instead appainted Ibrahim
Dabo, leader of the Sullubawa Fulani and one of the prin-
cipal Fulani groups that had opposed Sulaimanu's appoint.-

menr The designation of Ibrahim Dabo as succaedi
emir did not necessarily reflect a capitutation by Sokoto

to the demands of the tive major nuwwkb that one of their

number bhe appointe@oemi;.,During'Sulaimanu's stormy ten-

ure in office, Mallam Jemo, then leader of the Sullubaws,

had acted aa'Sulaipahu'a cﬁiht councillor and friend, - , s
Upon Jemo's death, this position had then been taken over )
by his nephew and ;hc new leader bf the Bullubwzg.

Ibrahim Dabo.”” Because of the Sullubawa's closeﬁgiloéi-uw ;
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ation with Sula;manu's'administration, the choice of Dabo
was no doubt seen by Bello as a continuation of the state.

31

of éffqirs in Kano”", and continued Sokoto control over g

the emirate as had beén thé case when Sulaimanu had been. .
emir, ‘ 1//// e . )
- The secord Kano emir, Ibrahim Dabo, quickly em-
~  barked upon a»policy of strengtheéning his position vis- -
A-vis both the'major Fulani groups in Kano emirate and =+
Sokoto.- By ]822)nis position in Kano proper was essentially
- unchallené;d follcw;ng a period of successful consolida- |

52 he only serious opposition to Ibrahim's centira-

éion
lizing policy came from a privileged fiefholdenr located
on the no;thern extremities of Kano emirate, Dan Tunku
who, because of his services in the ﬂausaland“jégggéa
. had been granted a flag by the Shehu and had been given
a personal*fier~greateé'from the emirates of Kano, Kat- )
sina, and Daura3u ’ban Tunku's position -was aimilar to -

that enjoyed by the maJor nuwwkd and fiefholders in

-

Katsina emirate. Like them, he paid hamage directly to
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Sokoto, who possessed the right to appoint and dismiss

Kazaure'335

chiefs, but xazuurq”had to acknowledge the Mﬁ/’/,//,;/
leadership of the Kano emir 1n internal mltter336 ) f i
Whilst Sulaimanu:was emir of Kano this arrangement prbv;d~‘° ‘

- to be sgtiafactory."'rhe lack of strong eontui control, N !;a
generally cmmctegstié of his emirship, worked to the o |
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kly independent course of action, The accesaion of Ibrahim e 5

~ did possess grounds for such an intrusion. The special arrange-
" ment accorded Dan Tunku by the Shehu, although iiikdefined39*

9

=

advantage of Dan Tunku who was able to purasue a rjlative-

o
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Dabe brought improved adminiatration and;increased central
control, and Kano-Kazaure rélatidns became severely aégravated.
Dan Tunku rejected Dabo's demands for personal é]\najnnoe and
tne Kano emir replaced Dan Tunku as chief of the Kazaure ter-
ritory by a loyal vasaal from the Dambazawa Fulani gnoup37
Dan Tunku refused to be ousted from his posiﬁion, ‘and there
followed five ycars of protracted, intemittent, and incon-
clusive warfare (1819-24), The failure of either party to
achieve its roal - independonce for one, strong controlhfor
the other ~ necessitated & call for arbitration. The matter
wag submitted to the Sokoto Caliph who, whilst acting in

his capacity as the ultimate court-of appeal within the
Fulani polity, was'ngked to render a decision with regard to
éhe dispute. According to Johnston, " Bello found in favour
of Dan Tunku and reaffirmed his independence of the Emir of
Kaﬁo. Kazaurc was thereby recognized as a separate Emirate " s
and 1ts boundaries were déharca;ed ".BP'NO doubt Ibrahim -
Dabo's f%trusion into the process of dismissing Kazaure's » o
chiefs, a prerogative that belonged excluai;ery to Sogggpi s J
by virtue of the 1n1t1a1ﬂagreement between Dan Tunku and the
Shehu, formed one of the main reasons for Sokoto's decision

to grant Kazaure independence of Kano. Ibrahim Dabo, however,

did demand that the Ka:auro chier submit to the Iocal lea~
derahip of the Kano emir. His rafu-al to aivn perlonll
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alleglance to the emir conatituted a rahallious aot, an aet

DT
PO

that, urually rosultaen in nabngibtnn from offioae, Thrahim

taba, however, attemptad Lo onst, Dan 'funku without any refers

ey

niva Lo Sokala, Thie tadependent courne of action, ceupled

o

with Thrahim Daha'e {nereansd Inflasneces and suthority which

B

centd have ponpibhly porned a danger Lo fulure relations hee

tweann Kano amd tHokotn (In Lhe HetHe Lr Lheaatenting the' doml =

¢ ~ nant, porition epjayed by Hokota under Haulaimanu'a emlrship),
we pre pr@ﬁnhtn factors that pronded Hoknte into granting

»~

‘ Kazaure 1ta emlvate ntatus, Ny delaching Kamhgrn Larritpry
U pom Knnn!; npheore of Htfl\lrﬁlu‘n.; Hokolo placred A cheel on
¢ the luvrnﬂniuuly Initepandent.ambivied Kano eml e by offactivee
¢ v ')v Innhent nge H\r; gonn af hl‘ﬂ Anthnrtty,
N it te ta ment toned aboul, the appolntmentn of Knno's
4 Coltowing two amira, Uaman (1666 and AbdulTaht (THYH-
- ‘HA), However, Y1 appears Lhal it wan customery for Lthe Kano
' onlectoral counctl, compnted of the Kane alan Inndnrﬂ“”. Lo
nyhmil nevaral names of poAntbla candldaten to llokoto rfor .

1

the 1atter'n rlnul'dav\nlnu. An A result, Nokotn wan abla

Lo rxerl congiderabla Influanes fn the detarmination of

' v

Kannjn)hmirn."’ In view of thin, thepafors, the,elevation
. of both Usman and Abdullahi to the emiranip was. probably the

diroect renult af dokoto's Influence in the appointment pro-

cown, In other uorﬂn{ both were flakata'a candidates for the

emirship, and hnth owad thelr appointmants to fokoto,
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éé‘ X fokoto's preponderant influence in the detemination of .
E : o 9
; Kano'a omlrn wan clearly exemplified in the appointment. of ﬁ

Muhammadu Bello (1884%-0%) nn succomaor to Abdullahi, In the

1tat of four candidaten éuhmittnd to Hokoto for conatdora-

Llon by the Kano electoral body, the two mosal aerfoun cone
fl tendars for tha.smieanip wore Yunuf, the son of Abdullahi,
nnd MnhnmmAZN Bello, the birother of the late vmlr"j.
Apparontly, tLhe Snknég Caliph favoured Yusuf for the amir-
nhip ( and who wan uppainntly also the Kano vhotvo“" ). but
wnnedlnnundnd f rom dnn!ndutlna\hlm emir by the Sokoto Viziaer,
who povnnnnliy Maltked Yunuruﬁ. Tnntead, Mehammadu Bello
win appointed omir of Kano to auccead Abdullant, \n denirna-
tion Lthat was ncceopted without opporition by the Kano

o

Fulant | ' '

kven thouph Lokoto eaxerted a falr dopree of influence
and control over the appointments of Kano's emirn, there
were 1imita Lo such cont.rol., According to Adeleyo,

While the langer inntruments of law enforcement
1ike the Umar®' and their offircials woere duty-
. bound to ATBcharge the authority delegated to
= them by the Caliph, the Caliph, as :Lthe aupreme
ingt rument. of the enforcement of the law, was
oqually duty-bourid to keop within the limits im-
poaecd on him by the law. If he was unjuat or o
flouted usages sanctioned by custom, he rir?ed -
forfelting thn obedlence of hin subjects, 40 -

The Caliph's hppointment of Tukur as emir of Kano in 1893
to Wmucceed Muhammadu Bello constituted one such action cone

sidered unjust hy the Kano populace, many of whom refused
) : ’ .

- 14
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© to render continued obedience to Sokoto, Thia designation, ’é
one whare the Caliph clearly overstepped the 1imits of his K

authority to manipulate “the aslection of Kano's emirs, re- .-
aulted In the Kano Civil War (1803-5), an incident that did
much to damage Sokoto'n authority, b?fh within Kano and the
emi rates goderally,

Following the-doath of %ho amir Mﬁhnmmndu\nello in
1030 5, KnQQ‘ rlectoral counclil informed the Sokoto Vizier,
tnen preasent in Kano, that their preference for emir was
Yuauf', the son of tne previous emir, Ahdullnhl."Y Further-
more, they warned the Vizier that should Yusut' be bypassed
ngain for the cmirnﬁtp, hoantilitiea would likely break out

in Knnn.‘l“4 ™is information was relayed by the Vizier to

- e

the Caliph Avdurrahman, who discarded tnelr requesat and,
Inntead, appointed Tukur, Muhammadu Bello's son, to suc-
- ceed an emlr. There has heen much speculation as to why thé

Caliph selected Tukur over Yuaufuq, eapeciallf in the light

TN

of the warning given by the electoral body and in view of

% | P S e g
AR A

Yusuf's earller rejection in 1883 when his uncle, Muhammadu

Bello, had been made emir. Last contends that

S S
=7,

One issue was probably Sokoto's control; another
was wnether or not tge somewhat rorceful sons ...
of a previous Bmir, “Abdulldni, should taxe over .
the fmarate, The Caliph had refused to appoint s
one of them partly for personal reasons and partly, o
presumably, hecause he would have even less control :
over Kano unless-he had as Emir a man who would de-
pend on Yokoto for ggpport againat the ubiquitous
sons ot “Abdullfni - : N
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Tne turbanning ot Tukur as emir caused Yusuf to raise

the Tlag of revolt. ‘As a result, the Sarkin Musulmi,\Abdur-

rahman, ordered the various emirates to. boycott Yusuf in

his strurele with Tukur.51 In this rerard the emirs. aqui-

eaced, and expreased verbal support for the Caliph's act;pns.s

The omira'sympathies, however.-senerally lay with Yusuf
and hls cause, d%d. because of this, Yusuf made overtures
to many of them for military did.SB Such support, however,
wans never forthcoming. As Adeleye so aptly .oxplains,
While 1t was ocasy to fight in support of the
Caliph wnen his causé was docidedly Just, the
niok 'of rising in arms against his authority-
by allyling with rebels against him ( no matter
how justified the rebellion ) seems to have
been congidered too great to be worth taking. .
In thim lipght ohly can the practical heutrality 5“
of most emirates in the Tukur affair be explained.
At a result, Yusuf looked to, and received, support from, -
Gumal, Damagaram, end the Ningl, longtime enemies of the

Sokoto caliphate.55

When Tukur was forﬁed to seek refuge in Katsina
Follow;pg a‘nerious military reversal at the hands of Aliyu
Babbn’sl the Caliph ordered the eastern emirs to support
Tukur-with military levies. This call for aid, however, was
generally ignored by the emirs who cited a variety of ex-.
cuses to avoid the general summons.>? Before éhe Caliph
could act upon this gan;;al diaoquience; Tukur,wag suddenly

captured hnd executad_in 1895. The train of events immedi-
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ately following the war remains somewhat -speculative.
According to Adeleye, Aliyu Babba's messengers were received
by the Caliph Abdurrahman, who accepted his apologies for

his rebelliousness, granted higba full pardon, and installed
58

him as the emir of Kano to succeed Tukur. Smith contends
that, sigég Kano was too important an emirate to be lost
toathe'Caiiphate, the Sokoto Caliph quickly pardogeq Altyu
Babba and sent his Vizier to turban the successful rebel
as the new Kano emi}. In turn, Aliyu Babba rééip;ocated
Sokoto's gestures of conciliation by establishing normal
relations-with Sokoto and, although pursuing his own in-
terests, "...regularly brought forces to assist the Sultan
in the latter's wars ".59 Last mentions some kind of recén-
ciliation between Kano and Sokoto, but also adds that Aliyu
Babba reduced Kano's tribute to the imperial treasury in
Sokoto. B Gowirs, on the other handt contends that the Kano
populace refused to allow the Sokoto Vizier to entef Kano
city to turban Aliyu Babba as emir, thus rejecting Sokoto's
suzerainty.61 The latter point of view is supported by 3,

{ Hogﬁen and Kirk-Greéne, who state further that Aliyu ﬁabba
did not perform the customary fealty journey to Sokots un-

t1l1 just before the British conguest of Kano in 1903.?2

3 ]
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Be what may, Sokoto's’ authority over Ka.no: emirate, and .. }
its prestige throughout the Caliphate, were 'certainljy )tar-
nished by the Caliph's handling of the entire incident, right
from his initial® appointment of Tukur over Yusuf until the
conclusion of hostilities between the various warring partiea. ‘

. As AZleleye explains, 1

The fallure of Sokoto to suppress YlUsut's revolt
demonstrated the powerlessness of the Caliph to |
enforce a whim considered unpopular and unjust by
the emirates, To succeed in Kano he needed active
military aid from the emirates. This he falled to
get. The Ylsut' revolt succeeded because the Caliph's
cause won no deep sympathies or support #hd by their
do-nothing attitude or half-hearted military assis-

. tance gg the beqf, the emirates tacitly supported
Yl-.lsuf. v, . { "

.

N ’ , Unlike Katsina, where the position of tbé emir was N

4

AN
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-]
made to resemble that of a primus inter parss vis-a-vis

the major muwib/riefholders, 'no attempt was made by Sokoto
to duplicate such a‘stn..\cture in Kar;o except, perhaps, with
. Athe case of kazaure), even though siir;)ia,r prej-conditiona, such
as the existence of strong Fulani grouwp rivalries, pre\;ailed:
oy Instead, Sokoto appointed an emir (Sulaimanu) who was both
loyal and relatix;ely incompetant administratively, thus making
it highly improbable that Kano could have been welded into a
position so as to chja.llenge Sokotoja.nd its attempt to effec-~
tivel} gonarbl the emir;l.té. The subsequent appaintment of Ibrahim
. Dabo was probably 1n1tia.11g_ intended by Sokoﬁb 1;6 result in cone

{
:
E’b tinued Kano subservience to.the caliphal power. Ibrahim Dabo .
. . M ! N\

E

Y p , \
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. —~. proved to be an extremely capable e.mir. He all.but obliter-
ated competition to the emirship from Fulani clans othér
than his own ( the \Sullubawq‘r), and succgssfully centralized
the Kano administration into his own hands. An opportunity '
for Sokoto to check Ibrahim Dabo's growing authority was
¢ provided by the inability of the latter to deal with a cri-
sis precipitated ‘by the attempted {!efection of ‘one of his"
‘f'iefholders, Dan Tunku of Kazaure. However, even though
the extent of the Kano emir's authority was effectiyely re-
duced'by, the severance of Kazaure from his ponfolfo, Soké)to
was ne!ver.a.ble to exert as much control over Kano as it
displayed with regard to the emirate ofzxataina. In part,
. | this was a reflection of Igrahim Dabo! s successful ;efforts
" to improve th; emir's position ( 1t became,ain effect, more
autocratic ), and to reduce much of the opposition to the
emirship ( especially from the other Fulani clans ), As a
regult, the Kgmo emirs were generally always able to enjoy
¢ greater independence of Sokoto ( relative to ,Katsina‘emir-
ate ), a condition which was dprimaruy’ due to the fact that
interference by Sokoto was less possible. s v

<

However, in the realm of the selection of Kano's emirs\,

PR

' Sokoto always displayed consid’era.ble influence. The -regular

rm e

»

practice, adopted by the Kano electoral council, of submite

ting several candidates to Sokoto for.the latter's selection
2o . i ’ )
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gave Sokoto considerable latitude in determining the iﬁ-

\
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pointments of Kano's emirs ( u;g. Muhammadu Bello, 1883 ).
However, in its appointment of Tukur to the emirship 1n

1893, Sokoto overstepped the parameters of its authority.

The reé&fﬁ was the effective disappearance of any real au=-

‘thority exerted by/Sokotd with regard to the’ selection of

future emirs; henceforth, Sokoto*had to be content with -
only nominal acceptance of 1its sdzerainty by the Kano emirs.6“
However, 1t should be mentioned that had the Sokoto Caliph ‘

desirnated Yusuf instead of Tukur as emir ( and thus avoided

. the civil_war and ensuing loss of g;gstige ) Sokoto would

'8t111 probably have lost some of its influence in Kano

emirate, Yusuf appears to have displayed a rather contemp-

tuous attitudé toward and general disregard for the caliphal

65. and his appointment tosthe emir- -

authofity in the past
ship may well have opened the door for Yusuf to remove com-
pletely all vestiges of Sokoto's influence and control in

the emlrate.66
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ijallam z:lusa, 0. Mallava Fulanl of relative insignifi.
cance in Zaria®?, was awarded the flag of leadership in
c. 180868 by the Shehu for it;he conquest of Hausa Zaria
(Zazzau). Both his scholarly attributes and his military
exploits in the Gobir _J_i_r_u_n_d_ constituted the bases for-‘his
appointment as th‘e Zaria _,11_13;5_9 leader®?, This appointment,
however, was met with much resentment f,rom_thg leaders of
the established Fulani clans in Zaria, and especially from
Yamus;. of the }}oma.wa Fulani, who appealed to the Shehu to
at least be rranted sanction and a flag for the conquest of
southern Zaria. The Shehu dissuaded ?mm%sa' from this request,
and, instead, persuaded him to act as Musa's chief lieu-v
tenantr’. Last states that " The appointment. of MUsZ cor-
responded with the Shaikh's policy of giving emirates to
individual learned men rather than to clan leadé,;a whose
dedication to the principles of the Jih#d might be compro- :
mised and whose appointment might have alienated other

clang " .71

LA

death in 1821, the .Zaria Fulani were successful in their
ability to influence the selectién of the succeeding emir.
As a result, Zaria obtained an emir it desired, rather than

™

Because they displayed a united front folldwing Musa's

?Kﬁ:ﬁ}_: Y. e
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one which had heen dictated to it from above (1.e. Sokoto),

a8 had hecn the.case with the appointment of Mallam Musa.

Yamusa wan the unanimous cholce of Zaria's electoral body
\
as the successor to the emirship of Zaria, a cholce that
! .
clearly reflected the domlnant position he had attained

amongat the Zaria Fulani after serving so ably as Musa's

_chief lieutenant in the subjuration of Zaria, Sokoto accepted

the rait accompli and reco;ﬁﬁized Yamuse as the ruler of

Zaria, even though it made no attempt to turban him in his

of' i ce.?p

_-——
7

The succession problem created by the death of Yamusa
In 183} regained for Sokoto the initiative and authority
to appeint Zarja's emirs, a prerogative it had temporarily .
lost 1in 1871 when 1t had quictly aquiesced to the demands of
7zaria's electoral college. The re-emergence of Fulani clan
rivalries, briefly suppressed in 1821, proved to be the
inst rument \(vy.which Sokoto was able to regain this initia-
tive, an 1nitiativé&z‘hich it did not relinquish until the
18901s, : » ‘

v

o

Zaria's electoral council had no wish to nominate
Yamusa's son, Hamada, &s successor to the vacant emirship
because it fearsd that his appointment would create a pre-

cedent of wun’il;lnealism, and thus aggravatoc clan tensions.

1 .
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On the other hand, it had no desire to suggest Musa's son,
' S1di Abdulkadiri, since 1t thought that he too would only )

zexacerbaté rivalries and tensions between the émupa. The
T _ only remaining candidate that the electoral body could -‘;‘:

seriously consider was Abdulkarim of the Katsinawa Fulani

group. However, to push this cholce in the face of the oppo-

si tic;n Dthat' it w.ould nccossgrilremate from both the Mallawa

and the Bornowoa ( as supporters of Sidi Abdulkadiri and

Hamada regpect_ively ). the backivng and intervention of

Sokoto wa.s\L required. It therefore invited the Wazirl Sokoto, .

a3 the offielal intermediary (kofa) between Zaria and -

s -°  Sokoto, to come to Zarla to install Abdulkarim as emir to
succeed Yamusa’’, According to Smith, " By this decision
ultimate powers of appolnting the rulgrs of Zaria were thus

‘}Xansferrcd to the Sultan of Sokoto ..."T" uUnlike Yamusa."s
designation which was conducted with minimal external in-

e fluence from Sokot;o,‘ ‘no) future appointment to Zaria's emir-

‘ ship was made. by Zaria's eléétéral body without at.least
obtaining Sokoto's sanction. Sokoto's appointment of Abdul-
karim was also accompanied by other intrusions into Zaria's
affairs. Zaria's “authoﬁt‘y over its vassal states was effec-
tively reduced, its tribute to Sokoto Qaa increased, and,

" from this time, the Sokoto Vizier demanded tribute for him-
self (H. bani, bani -'give me, give me"‘), in (addition to that

which Zaria normally supplied to the Caliph's tmstiryf.” 5
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;?é continuation of the emirship within tne one dynasty
Bo

With Abdulkarim's death in 1046, the electoral body
proposed to Sokoto that the Bornawa, Hamada, should be ele-
vated to the emirsnip, a proposal which Sokoto accepted.
Although Hamada-died shortly thereafter, his reign was
nevcrﬁﬁeless ~haracterired by an obvious attempt t; liberate
Zaria t'rom Sokoto's increasing 1nf1ﬁence by providing the
emirate with some semblance of autonomy. To minimize the
Caliph's influence he refused to be turbanned in his office
by Sokoto, and "... stressed his selection by the electors
of Zazzau as thé condition which legitimized his rule."70
His premature death robbed Zaria of 4 major driving force
towards seff-determinﬁﬁion. ahd, instead, his exit gave

Sokoto the oppbrtunlty to reassert 1ts authority.

Again fearful to allow S1di Aodulkadiri to become
emi;. the electors at Zaria recémmenaed to Sokoto that
Mommon séni, Hamada's haIf-broth;r, be designated emir.
It'was>fe1t tnat, since Hamada had ruled such a short time,

rnava) woula not overly exacerbate clan jealousies, )
However, to prevent Sidi's oppoaition from becoming too(
vociferous, especially since he had previously beep Qgggpd‘
over for the emirship, the electoral college again needed
the support of Soxéto to 1mplément such a decisiqn.77
Sokoto accepted the récoumenu@tion, and the Oppdrtunity it
ultimately provided to augment its influence over zaris,
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and the Wazirli Sokoto was duly dispatched to turban Mommon

Sani as Hamada's successor.
»

Upon thé death of Mommon Sani in 1660,78 the Zaria *
electors tinally recommended Sidi Abdulkadiri for the va-
. :

- | 5
.cant emirship, a recommendation to which Sokoto complied. .

His appointment, however, was primarily due to the abgence
of any serious contenders at that particular time. The .main
choices were Sidi Abdulkadiri and his brother Abubakar

", .. since the Bornawa were now ineligible due to successive

appointments of Hamada and Mommon Sani to the throne, while

the Katsinawa were weak and leaderless ",'J Foliaw%ng his

selection as Zaria emir, Sidl embarked on an 1ntensi§e,and

conspicuous programme to eliminate all vestiges of Zaria's

dependence on, and subordination to Sokoto. Besides pursu-
8

N he refused to give
81

ing an independent course of action,

thé'épkoto Vizier his customary bani, bani, and would not

permit the Sokoto Vizier to enter Zaria city to turban him
a8 the new emir, maintaining that he had inherited the of=
fice. As Smith explains, " If this was not a repudiation
of - allegiance to Sokoto, it was certainiy a clear declara~
tion of Zazzau's internal autonomy, and an equally'cloar‘ ‘
denial of the Sultan's authority in future elections of
Zaria's rulers ".82 In view of Sidi's moves towards auto-
nomy, thé/c;lnh was co:pal;ed to summon the Zaria emir to

Sokoto to answer for his actions. Sidi went ms ordered, and
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L]




| “
. N ". LY

| ]
! | o
o * \
L

_Was dopoud.w the same year as his accession. B According .
to'Last, "...the deposition...demoristrated the authority
of Sokoto, which otherwise might be thought to have sufe
fered from the cohtinued success of Bukhari in’ HadeJia ".85

-~

i~

Following Sidi's deposition, Sokoto decided to -

point his puccessor to the emirship without rceourae to -

the Zaria electoral cdéuncil which had tndinon&lly nup-
plieq the recommendations. 'rgm. the vacant position, the
Ca.liph chose Abduaallami (Audusallami) from the Suliban

' Fulani dynasty, Smith contends that

.« .Audusallami's selection was governed by two
factors: Sokoto needed a weak king (sic) in
Zaria through whom they could recover the influ=-
ence lost to Sidi; Becondly, in order to suppress
- the theory of dynastic succession and. gont cal
autonomy expressed by Sidi, Sokoto wanted a king

whose lincage had not yet held the ggmna. Audu- a

sallami fulfilled these conditions.
P‘urt;f{;i'more. Sokoto took the. oppor&unity to egttend its in-
fluence over Zaria by demanding, and obtaining, a say in the

distribution of certain offices beneath that of t:ho,,emir.87

In a meeting of the Zaria eYectors in 186)88 to de-
cide Abdusallami's successor, the Bornawa Abd\;lithi was .
recc;mei\dod to Sokoto since he wis the most qualified can~
didate at. that time for the emirship. The recommendation :
was accepted by the Caliph, who then dispatched the Visier
. to turban i:hg new smir, and to relay the mtpt{"s order that
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the office of Wombai be filled by the Mallawa candidate,
Abubakar, thus making him eligible for future consideration
as emir.% As Sidf Abdulkadirl and Hamada had done before
him, Abdullahi attempted té pursue a ;ourse of action inde-
pendent of Sokoto. However, whilst on a fealty-journey to .
Sokotoé in c. 1873, he was quickly deposed, ostensibly "...for
disobeying the Caliph's order to withdraw from his attack on

 Keffi " 99

!

As it had done previously after the dismissal of Sidi
Abdulkadiri in 1869, Bokoto bypassed Zaria's electoral bgdy
4
in choosing Abdullahi’s successor, and its choiéde for the va-
cant emirship was the Mallawa, Abubakar, who had been the
Womba! during Abdullahi's emirship. Sokoto qualified this ap-
pointment by instructing Abubakar to appoint the Katsinawa,
Sambd. to the office of Wemﬁéi, which had been made vacant by
his own elevation to the emirship. '
By thisﬂhppointment Sokoto sought to qualify -
Katsinawa candidates for the succession in or-
. der to maintaln the tridynastic system. At the
same time Sokoto wished to weaken the kingsBip

at Zaria and to discourage further claims for
autonomy.?

’ 153

A
Following the death of Abubakar in c. 1874, the Bornawa
Fulani, Abdullahi, was re-appointed emir of Zarla by the-new
Sokoto Caliph, Abubakar b. Bello, who felt that his previous

.removal from the emirship had been conducted ".,.without due
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processes of tnﬁblaw ".9? With his re-appointment, Abdullahi

was ordered to retain both the Mallawa Dan Galadima and the

Katsinawa Wombal in theirl‘off‘ices.q3 The decision to re-ap-
point Abdullahi, one which was made without the traditional
recourse to the electoral bn&y. had serious tepercussions on
Zaria's internal affairs. When Abdullahi attempted to recoup
the propérty that had been confiscated from him at the time

of his dismissal from the e%irship in c. 1873, Ali, the

brother of the late emir Abubakar, and one of the recipients

of the confiscation, raised, the flag. of revolt. To resolve

‘the impasse Abdullahi appealed to > Sokoto, who directed the’
Kano emir to mediate the dispute. Eventually Ali was per-
suaded to abandon the revolt, a sélution that was only achie-
ved after Al had been promised: (1) a pardon for his rebel-
liousness; (?) the emirship of Zaria after Abdullahi; and .
(3) that he did nét have to return Abdullahi's concubines.
Abdullahi, however, became increasingly annoyed aé his inabjili-
ty to regain his lost prbperty,'and displayed his displeasure
towards Sokoto by refusing to conduct the annual fealty-journey
to Sokoto, even thoughlhe’tookvcare tq forward the tribute.gu
For a while this disobedient act was tolerated by Sokoto, but
when the Caliph responsible for Abdullahi's reinstatement
died, and was replaced by a figure whoé had earlier supported
his deposition,95 such a flagrant -breach of allegiance was
not tolerated. " On the ‘grounds that his refusal -to attend at
the Sultan's coust'was tantamount to disloyalty, Abdullahi
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was peremptorily summoned to Sokoto and for the*;bcond time

depoaed."q6

In accordance with the earlier agreement, the emirship
of Zaria was then otfered to Al{\ But because All was already
on his deathbed, The Sokoto Calip? inst ructed the Zaria elec-
tors to submit recommendations tor the vacant emirship, in-
cluding a candtd;te from each of the dynasties along with,
its personal preference.°7 The candidates were, however, ex-
pected to appear in person in Sokoto, where theglew emir was
to be turbanndd, and on conditions léid down by the Caliph.
zaria's electoral body complied with these demands, and, upon

its suggestion, the Katsinawa, Sambo, was appointed the Zaria

eﬁir. The conditions laid down by Sokoto upon this appoint-

ment demanded that the top-ranking offices of Wombal, Madaki,

and Dan Galadima be filled by Sokoto's personal nominees.98

But by reserving the ‘right to designate 1its own candidates to

these three important offices, Sokoto reduced the effective-
ness of the Zaria emir's role to govern, to such an extent
that what essentially occurred was.the collapse of the enp&re
governmental process in Zaria., Pollowing complaints about‘
Sambo's inability to derend the state of Zaria in the race
of inrosds vy the Ningi, Maradi, and Abuja, the IC;.liph was
compelled to dlsmiss Sambo from the emirship.qg As Smith
explains, ;

Sambo's deposition was.popular in Zaria; but
‘hislfailure was ultimately dug to the condi-
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tions in which he had baen appointod He had

been placed in charge ot an administration de-
*iborately constructed by Sokoto so as to weaken

thae kingship and increase its own ascendancy. . -
From ‘his accession tho king's admiqbﬁtration waa

disun!ted and poiltically divided,-
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As. 1t had done at the time of Sambo's accession, the

@

Caliph again requestoed the Zaria electors to nominate can-

d1datns, and, from tne liat submitted, the Bornawa candidate,

EPRTLY. - e

Yoro. was denipnatad emir nf Zaria in 1800 to succeed Sambo.

e
7 s g

Ta prevent a repeut or the governmental failure that had oc-

!

curred under Sambo, Sokoto released the bffices of Madaki

. ana Dnn giladima from its control, ana permitted the emir

Lo appolint whomsoavér he wished to these ponitions., Sokoto,
however, atill rolained the right Lo f11l the office of

. ‘ Wombal, In this manner, Sokoto hoped to strengthen the au-
thority and position of the Zarla emir, hut not angugh to

: challonse Sokoto's anscendancy In the emirate 101

Following Yoro's death in 1897 Zaria's electoral coun-
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c11, controlled by the lausa Galadima, Sulaimanu, who hoped

to rule Zaria emirate de facto if not de jure, submitted a

neries of candidaten from whom Méiammadu, blind with age,

deaf and dumb, was really the only candidate that could be
selected, In view of Muhammadu's disabilities which would

have made it impossible fér him to rovern, - the Galadima, as "i

admintatrator of the capital and depulty emir, héd much to ° o
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gain hy such an appointment, No doubt 3okoto approved the

‘choice of Muhammadu because, as de facto ruler, the Hausa

Galadima would have rggutred the aupporé off Sokoto to main-

tain hia pontitlon In view of the certaln opposition that / ‘
would come rroﬁ'the Fulani clane . An a renult, Sokoto would ’
have heen in n good position to dictate certain policies, and .
further Inecreane lts influance over the emirate, in return. |
for to backifg, Zaria's Fulani, realizing the nature of the
Ontgd!ma'n plans, burled thelr rivalries in support of Yoro's
son, Kwauaﬁ (MuhammadﬁaLaWal). The fSokoto Vizier, who had

come Lo Zaria to turban Muhammadu as emir, was forced to ca-
pitulate to the damands of the Fulanl on the threat that force
would be utilized, it neceasary, to attain their poals (i.e.

the elavation of Kwasau to the emirship). As a result, Kwasau
wan turbanned ann:n nucéanaor. rather than Muhammadu, the
rholce of both the Galadima and SOkoto.lon Jokoto obtained
fomo fecompenne.from the fact that, altﬁough it had been
compellaed to cede to 16ca1 Zaria prassures In the matter of
the appointment to the vacant emirship, it was nevertheless
nuccessful in retaining its prerogative ‘of ﬂilling the of-

f'{ ce of WOmhai.163 \ n

For much of the nineteentR century, Sokoto exerted cone
siderable contrel over Zaria, not only with reference to the
appointment.: and depéaition of its emirs, but also with regefd
to cer%gin other high-rankinn_gﬂrices beneath that of the emir

( such as the Wombai, the Madaki, and the Dan Oaladima ). Thg;"
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Inat rument. through which it was able to effact such control
and authorttylin 7aria was the exintence of Fulaﬁi clan ri-
valriea, the presence of which permitted Sckoto to 1ﬁcrepae

ftn influence over Lhe emirate throughout the cantury.‘To pre- - -

vent any trend towards untlineal abanlutism ( and a possible

challenrre to flokoto's ascendancy in. the emirate ), go&oto
rotated the emirship between thn’varlogn competing Fulaﬁi
clana. Furthermore, Sokoto continually dictated to the ‘Zaria
emirs as to how ve?tain sentor pnaitloﬁn within the Zaria
pnlrtic’werpﬂto he filled. In most casen, such high-ranking
offices were filled by mcmbaracor opposing Fulani groups.
Thic not only had the effect of weakening ﬁhe omirship still
further ( and 1ts opportunity to threaten Sokote's pre-
eminence ), but also of quallfying opposing Fulani clan meme
bers for future conaideration by Sokoto for the emirship.
Tn this reapect, Sokoto Qggra&atod Fulani élan rivalries in
the emirate to suit its own ends, namely cnntinueq_dominance
over Zariata affairs. o ‘
.~1

The auccession crisis thatareaultod féom the death
of the emir Yero in 1807 - as did ”?‘( Kano erdsis of 1893 .
herora it - seriously impaired the proftige and auzhoritv

of nnkoto. The accession .of KwaapuJ

foricad upon Sokoto by the
Zaria Fulani who, for once, had laid aside theirfdirforcncei
t to the eﬁ&rahip

( rather than Muhammadu, the tool of Sok to and. the Huulu : o

and united to erroct Kvasau's appointme
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Galadima ). brought to ah end Sokoto's unchallenged domi- 3
nance in the emirate, a dominance that had been made poasible \ v
’ ‘ by the exploitation of Zaria's clan rivalries. ' ’
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FOOTNOTES

At this stage, c. 1805-6, Sokoto.did not yet exist.
'Sokoto' has been employed here to denote the central
authority which, during the period 1404-1808, was con-
tihually on the move. . : ’

cf. Hull, "Katsina", pp, 88-9; Johnston, Sokoto, pp. 62-3;
B.G. Hartin, "Muhammed Bello's Usil al=SIy¥sa", in D,F,
McCall and 'N.R, Bennett (eds.), Aspects of West African
Izlam, vol. 5, Boston Univers tx P%Eera on Al rica (Boston:

, p. 63; Hopben an -greeno, rates, p. 169.
See further Hull, "Katsina", p. 90,

Ibid,, pp. 93-4,

T It i interesting to note that Hull 18 the only author
to make mention of pogt~Jjih#d problems in Katsina,
Johnston, Sckoto, p. 63; W.F, Cowers, Gazetteer of Kano °
Province (Tondon: 1972), p. 19: Hogben and Klrk-Urcene,

8, p. 170, merely state that Umaru-Dallaji was
appointed emir immediately after the defeat of the Kat-
Sine Hausa in c. 1806-7. Smith, "Corruption", p. 174,
makes mention of leadership rivalijies and disputes, but
only for the Jjih&d period (1805-7)% ,

Hull, "Katsina", p. oh,

Smith, "Corruption"™, p. 174, mentions that his appointment
was due to his scholarly background. On the other hand,
Hull, "Katsina", p. 89, cites his .earlier participa-
tion in the jihBd in Gobir and his friendship with Bello
as reasons for hls appointment, '

Johnston, Sokoto, p. 6h.

Hull, "Katsina", p. OU.

_ cf. Johnston, Sokoto, p. 6li; Hogben and Kirk-Greene,

" Tmirates, p. 1695 M, Crowder, A Short History of Ni-
eria (New York: 1966), p. 1017 Umaru Dumyawa was given
he title of Sarkin Sullubawa, with :responsibility for
the north-east Katsina marches. Mamman Dikko tvas appoin-
ted warden of the western marches with the title of
Yandakke.. Hogben and Kirk-Oreene cite the- Maradi of Kurfi,
the Danrl of Yantumaki, the Gatarl of Umadau, the Dan

Yahi~ o' Runiya, .and the Sarkin Fulani of Yan Rundau &s
TItTes of other privileped I'lel'holders.

Hull "Ka?sina". p. 92.
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11.

12,

1").

1,

14,

16,

18,

19,

20,

Ibid,

31diku, the second son of Umaru Dallaji, had been appoin-
ted the noecond emir of Katasina in 1835 by Sokoto in pre-
farence to his elder hrother, Muhamman Bello, " on ac-
count of the former's learning and piety "( Hogben and
Kirk-Greene, Fmirates, p. 170 ), n

Following their defeat hy the Fulani, the Katsina Hausae
exiles had established themseclves to the north of
Fulani Katsina in Maradi. Their major preoccupation
throurhout the nineteenth century was tho raconquest of
Katasina from the Fulani,

Mfull, "Kntaina", p. 06, : 4

The direct’lon of Sfdiku'a annexations was the west, rop-
resonting tha Clef of Na Alhajits successors, and the
northern districts around Ruma, directly within the
Jurizdintion of Umaru Dumyara's family. é See furthar
Mi1d, "Katsina", p. 96; Horben and Kirk«OGreene, Fmir-
nten, pp. 170-1)¢

~

Hull, "Katsinn", p. 96,
~f. Aeloye, Northern Nigeria, p. 81, who atates that
fie was removed ... for charges of oppression levied
. napainst. him by his subjects". Hogben and Kirk-Grecne,
. 171,-attribute his deposition to the faet that
! nldiku had become so sclf-satinfied and oppressive

L) . (XT3
.~

the third nson of Umarp Dallaji. His briefl relgn was fol-
lowed b% Torahim (1870-82), the son of Muhamman Bello.,
Musa (1880-87). the fourth son of Umaru Dallajl fol-
lowed Ibrahim, whilst Musa was succceded by Abubakar
(1887-190l1), the son of Ibrahim,

“Muhamman Bello.wvas addfzeaed‘hy Ahmadu Rufa'i (1860),
b o

Hull. "Katsina", p. 100%

of, Hombhen and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 1705 Hull,
"Katsina™, pp. OH, 100, T

Johnston, Sokoto, p. 64. ' : .
of. llorhen and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 169,
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1.

3.

oL,

26.

27-

28,

9.
30,
1.
32.
33.

o

Hogben and Kirk-Greene, BEwirates, p. 197; O. aﬁd c.L.

Temple, Notes On The Tribes, Provinces, Emirates and
States o e No ern Provinces o eria ndon: .
T96%), P. %T'B’—'f] ;1%'." .E ;ac%:'he%_ ,: "I‘L‘;e gc: :ch :a.;%on of Hausa-
land 1000-190&,(London: 1969),'p. I, aEI cite 18304-5
o5 the date of this mission,. cf. Gowers, Kano, p. 11,

who places the date at c. 1807,

. Gowers, Kano, p. 11,

Ifogben andJKirk-Greene, Fmirates, p. 197; Gowers, Kano,
" p. 12, ) .

M. Last, " A Solution to the Problems of Dynastic Chrono-
1cgy in 19th, Century Zaria and Kano ", JHSN, III(1966),
p. U464; Johnston, Sokoto, pp. 67-8; Crowder, Nigeria,

p. 99. No other autThor makes mention of- this particu-

lar meeting.

Last, "Chronology", p. 464, mentions that Sulaimanu was
a seholar in the following of Dan Zabuwa. On the other
hand, Gowers, Kano, p. 12, states that Sulaimanu was a
servant of Dan Zdbuwa.

cf. Johnston, Sokoto, p. 68.

Ivlid,. -

Ibid. | ‘
cl. Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 198; Gowers,
Rano, p. 12; Temple, Notes, p. 408; Adeleye, Northern
Niceria, p. 57, all oI whom refer to this partIcular
meeting as that when Sulaimanu was first appointed.

Johnston, Sokoto, p. 68.-

Hogben and Kirk-Grelene, Emirates, p. 198.

J \
That Ibrghim Dabo was recommended to Bello by Sulaimanu

( Homben and Kirk-Oreene, Emirates, p. 198 ) lends
credence to this belief.

See further Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 198.

Dan Tdnku had defeated a coalition of Hausa forces from
Katsina .and Daura, and thus prevented them from aiding

" the’ Hausa Sarki (chief)-of Kano in his attempt to put
down the FUIAGnl uprising.(Johnston, Sokoto, pp. 61,66).
.Furthermore, he also helped establish a Fulahi regime
in Daura (Ibid., p.’ 178). ‘
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” 34, Hogben and Kirk-Oreene, Emirates, p, 472; Temple,
£ Notes, p. 481,

. . ) ]

E 35. Being the name of Dan Tunku's 1‘191’.

3A. Horben and Klrk-Oreene, Fmirates, p. 472; Temple, Notes,
Py 431; Johnston, Secko Sokoto, p. .

37. Johnston, Sokoto, p. 179.
cf . Horben and Kirk-(lreene, Pmi ra.tee, pp. U72-3;

Temple, Nogea, p. 481.
' 38, Johnston, Sokoto, p. 179.

39, Ibid., p. 173,

0. J.N. Paden, The Influsnce of Relipgious Elites on Poli-~
tical Culture and ’Uommun!.'E"' Integration In Kano, Ni-

geria, unpublishe . theals (HATverd: , P. 486.

Easd

41, Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 97.
f. Peden, Kane, p. 006. “

W2, ¢f. Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 97.

, #3. Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 97.

i, Hopmhen and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 202, .
5, Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 97. :

<f. Horben ana‘ﬂ}ﬁ'-'ur'e'ene, Emiretes, p. 202,
46, Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p.:94. ’ T

47. Johnston, Sokoto, p. 222; Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 98.

I " 48, Johnston, Sokoto, p. PP2.

¥
[

vy

4a, A variety of reasons have been cited 'to explain the se-
lection of Tukur. One contention is that he was awarded
. the cmiyship because of the Caliph's gratitude to Tukur
tor saving the Sokoto forces f'rom defeat before Argungu
Kebbi), in which he displayed outstanding bravery -
\ Hoghen and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 203; Aaeleye,
- Northern Nigeria, p. 99; 1ow, Border States, p. 3093
, ~Johnston, Sokoto, p. 722; mt‘.“mo‘ﬁ'o"" hate
: S pp. 134-5 7. Tast and Low ( locatlons cited abave ) -
mention further that the Calipn had been bribed for
several years by means of large gifts and tributes
from the emir Muhammadu Bello, who had desirea the emir-
ship to be passed to his son Tukur. ( cf. Adeleys,
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uoghem mgeru. P. 99). Gowers, Kano, p. 13, cites
. urvs promise to capture Ismaili, the Sarki of Ar-
/" gungu, as the prime reason for his appointment.

50. . Last, "“Aspects of Aaministration and Dissent in
Hauﬂaland 1810-1968", Africa, XL (197U), p. 349n.

51, ‘Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 135; Adeleye, Northern

Nireria, p. 100,

!

52, Adeleye, Northern Nigerla, p. 100,

4
- b
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53. Low, Border States, pp. 311-2; Johnaton, .Sokoto, p. 223.

54, Adeleye, Northern Nigeria; P. 100,

86, Low, Border States, p. 309; Adeleye, Northern Nigeria,
p. 101,

56. Yusuf's younger brother who succeeded to the leadership

of the rebel forces following Yusuf's sudden death
in 18ak,

]

57. Johnston, SokotoE P. 225; Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emir- i

ates, p - Last, The Sokoto Lalighate= p. 130.
chnumm,mnpm gea,m , who maintains

_That the order of gencral swmmons was given by the
Vizier.

58. Adeleyc, Northern Niéeriaﬁ p. 102,

50. Sml:hh,f "Corruption", pP. 183.4,

60. Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 136, Last does, however,
state a e drop 1n tribute may have been caused by
- - agpossihle shortage of revenue generally in Kano fol=

lowing t
Bbl.Gowers, Kano, p. 14. - ' :

62. Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 204,

63. Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 102. p
cf. Last] The Baﬁoeo EEiinhate, P. 136

64. cf. Paden, Kano, p. 486, ‘

@.&emﬂMrmawunwmunMpﬁmp.W.
66. cf. Last, "Administration and Dinaent", p. 349n.
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73,
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74,
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76.
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78.

70,
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! 67.

.  cdeath
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‘It appears that he came to Zaria as a religious teacher

only a few years prior to the Gobir jihBd (M,G. Smith,
Government in Zazzau 1800-1950 (London: 1960), p. 138;
. Johnston, Soikota, p. . o

Modern Scholarship has placed the date oft this appoint-
ment at *1878 ( H,F.C. Smith, "The Dynastic Chronolegy
of Fulani Zaria', JHSN,II (1961), p. 280; Last,
"Chronolory", p. UBHY.
of . M.G. Smith, Zazzau, passim; Johnaton, Sokoto, p.
70, both of whom place the date at 18045,

See further Last, "Chronology", p. 466,

M.G. Smith, Zagzau, p. 138. '
¢f. Hopben and Kirk-Greene, Fmirates, p. 220,

Last, "Chronology", p. U466,
cf. M,G, Smith, Zazzau, p. 148,

gﬁl M.G. Smith, Zazzau, p. 151; Hogben and Kirk-Greene,
Fmirates, p, 222, )

v

M.G, Smith, Zazzau, p. 151. °

&

See further Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emi}ates, P. 223;'
M.G. Smith, Zazgzau, p. 154, -

M.G, Smith, Zazzau, p. 155. '
Ibid., pp. 155-6. ‘.

Ibid., p. 159; E.J. Arnett, Gazetteer of Zaria Province
ndon: 1972), p. 10, both give a3 the dJdate

p. 224, give the date 1853,

. 4

M.G. Smith, Zazzau, p. 159. e

~f‘“‘“““-~89fcha§5§£x_to cuat&mary practice, Sidi didenot appoint
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anyone clan, the Mallawa, to high office,
Furthermore, he reduce
to that of a fief in order to broaden:his *

base, and created. the office of Vizier in Zaris, "...
to show Sokoto that the government of Zaria had an

equal and independent status " (M,G, Smith Ztaa% P.
12 ( ’ 3

3). For further detalls, consult M.G. Smith, Zazzau,

pp 1] 150"63 .

[4

Mommon Sani. Hogben and Kirk-Creene, Emirates, -

s _vassal state
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' 81. M.G.-Smith, Zazzau, L_pp. 1634,
82, Ibid., p. 164,

83. oStensibly ...for acts of misgovernment and insubordi-
nation " ( Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 80 ).

84, Horben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 236, plneeé the
date of deposition at I85>; Eist The Sokoto Caliphate,
p. 160, cites 1854 as the dismissdI date; Adeleye,

* Northern Nigeria, p. 80, gives 1855. L
85. Last, The Soltoto caliphate, p. 160. §

86. M.G, Smith, Zazzau, p. 167.
cf. l_logb;m'iﬁhﬂ'Kirk-Greene. Emirates, pp. 224-5.

87. M.G, Smithi‘Zg*zan, p. 167.

88. 1857 1s plven as the daté of death for Abdusallami by
Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 225. - .

RO, M.G. Smith, Za%zau, p.-169.

' Q0. gdeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 80. .
- Because“ZE?Tﬁ?ﬁ“Vﬁ£§31'ht&te. Keffi, had ‘been late in }
sending its tribute to Zaria, Abdullahi had ‘deemed it

| necessary to attack the state to exact the overdue
amount. On appeals from the Keffi chief, Sokoto had :
- thrice ordered Abdullahi to abstain from attacki B .
Kef'fi, but he ignored these orders, stating that "...

CT Zaria's dealings with its vassals were not Sokoto's
: - affair " (M.G. Smith, Zazzau, p. 171 ). Adeleye gives
1870 as the date of thIs deposition, as does Last, The °

w Sokoto Caliphate, p. 165,
~l'. Horbon and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, pp. 225-6, who
‘ - Tte 1471 as the dismissal dote, whereas M. G Smith,©

Zazzau, p. 171, gives 1873. :
9l1. M.G Smith, Zazrag. P. 172,
92, Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 80.

L 03, M.G. Smith, Zazzeu, p. 176.
W

L= o, For detells surrounding the issues of Abdullahi's re~

g _apnointment,- his clash with Ali, and his deposition,

consult M.G.,Smith, Zazzau, pp. 174-8; Hogben and Kirk-
Greene, Dmirates, pp. T
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KATAGUM
In 1807 dokoto conferred upon Mallam Ibrahim Zakl, an ‘

i

nx~puptl of the Shehu Unman don iodl o

nnd landar of Lhe
-
wentera Fulant tn Bornu’ , who had been ongaged nomn time in .
2
hont1le confrontation with the Bornu nuthoritien’, a flag and

n commtanton to launch the JinRd 1n the Shira nnd Tarhena re-

-~

plong of the Bornu emplre, regtonn which, follewing thelr con-

Kl
L]

quent. and consolidation, worn to constitute the emirate ot
Kntapum. Znki's dentrnntlion’ s Gokoto's ni'th for Kntagum fnl-
lowed upon cimllar appointmentns to other W1rnu-bnnod~Fu1anl
Fesnuade rn -‘lm"|ru Ffor Hnde jta (o, 1895) and Gwanl Mukhtar for
Bovbu kast (o, 1””“)“ = nll of whom Journeyed to Jokolo
ftto toltett nnd recntve thelr comminnlonn,

informat fon survounding the appotntment. of Sulaimanu
( Timan Adandayn ) to nucceed [branim Zakl an emiv upon the
Int.tarty deatn tn 1811 remains obnecure, but 1L appoars that
Hokoto merely ratitied Kntajgum's cholee for o reannor, Appa-

rently, Sulaimanu, the younger brother of vnki, "... was the

only candtdate whoar name wa' nubmitted by tne Kntgpum authori-

)

tinn tor eonsldoration by tne sultan "7 Twe yoarsd later how-

i’

aver, in a move that ostennibly looked an though 1{ had been
Inttlalea by Nokoto, the caliph took it upon nimself to de-

pone Sulaimanu from the Katarum emirship "ewing t.n his ine

- . 4
5
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nbility to ru\a."ﬁ The apparent cause for his dismissal from

oftlne had been twn nerioun revolta that had ocourred 4n ,

X

s
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Kntneum whilat Malaimanu and his entourage ware vislittneg S0

.
1 e

roten,” Following tne gupprennion of the necontd revolt, and

P
by

.

wnllat the omtr Sulalmanu wans #t111 at Snkotn, the Snkoto

I 43 dawie ol

Vizior, then In Katapum clity, "...nnhnounced at a public gather .

v
’ i

e the Sultan's derinion to repince him (Sulaimany) with Dnn

o

. ¢ - 3
‘ Kauwn, whom he thetreupon invented an rmt e Dan Kauwa, the ‘
nepnew of Thrahim anlz wnn by PAr Lhe mont, Important and in-

v

» Fluent tal Fulant lender in Katagum at thal time by ripght of .

hin nn£1t1nn nn Ynkt ' chiter Tteutenant tn the Katapum dlhﬂd.

{ Ot enntibly, the deponttion of Suln!mnﬁ:?pnd the aubne-
' ' quent appointment of Dan Kauwa nugpeent tnnat Sokoto had playedd

n dominant role tn the entlire ineident. Two factorn, nowever,
£

Indfeate thnt Sokoto may well ‘have been playing n ncene that

RN

had been Initinted and directed by loeral Kntapum interent

Trroups, In the fflent place, Sulatmanu'n ddaminnal, nllowed

¥

' by Dan Kauwn's denfpnation without, recourne o any local Kata-

pum body, gericrated 1itt)e oppnnitinnn, t.hun lmﬁly]ng that..

A e i Lt BT
14

other partfen may well have had connlvance in the proceedings,
ﬂnnnndly.'ninvn nuiéimnnu wan anbaent from Kntagum during the
Lroubles he could have hardly been held veaponaible for them,
Admittedly, the nascent emirate of Katapum was barely consoli-
dnted at thic timet’: thus, his very abaence may well have been

the cnune of his dismisnal. On the othar hand, Sulajmanu was

Py
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performing a duty that was oblipgatory upon all emirs, namely

Y

the performance of tha annunl tealty-journey to Sokoto.

-

.
3 - 5
é X

In tne relent?nn nf the next, three Kntagum epi}m -
Abdurrahman, (1846-51), Kadlr (1851-08), and Mamman Ha.ji (18682
96) - Sokoto wielded relatively little influence, Its role was
onsnnhln11y 1imited Lo one of passive arceptance and con- J
f1rmation of' Lthe candidate recommended to 1t"hynthe Katapum
clreloral body,

At -the death of Dan Kauwa in 184G, the Katapum elec-
tarnl body, menting for the tirast time, nominated nn}y'one
pernon for the vacant emlrahip:Ibrahim Zaki's son, Abdurran-
man'! who, an Sarkin shira!” during Dan Kauwa's emirship, was
the mont elipible candidate for the emtvranip, However, since
the Kntapum electoral council referred thelr nomination to
Sokoto tor approval, a prnvcdeﬁt wag created whereby it was K

Expnofod that, A11 future nnminatlons'prOponpd by Katagum'sn

1

e T II

rlectaral council would be rnrwardgd to Sokoto for ultimate

conf{rmation and npprovalllﬂ

7
T

AL Abdurranman's deatn in 1851, the Kalagum electoral
rouncil submitted four names to Sokoto tor conatderatton.
two bginw the sonn of Lbrahim Zaki (ismaila, Yusgfa),’one the
gon of Abhdurranman (Ahmadu Jatau), and one of Dan Kauwa

1

(kadir). " As Low explains,

e s B
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In’'an apparent effort to avoid a potential
imhbalance of power (or at worst a civil war)
betwaen the two royal houses of the Lawanawa,

+  Waziri Hamji 18 sald to nave written Sarkin
Gaidau Kaar's name above the other tnree in
thae ~ouncil letter addrasned teo the Sulﬁan. and,
in his, own private messape to Wazirin HoRoto,
to nave ntateg explicitly nis preference for

;1 Kadr. Both of these practivnu ware followga by

. the Waziri of Katagum aguring-the remainder ot

< the ventury. K Vo
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In selecting the emir to nucceed Kadir upon'nia death
In 1168, the electoral councl) again nubmittnd,fo&fdnames for
constderation, three being the sons of Dan Kauwa (Hnjt, “
Alharcaan and Ahuyakar), whilst the fourth was Ahmadu Jatau,
son of Agﬁurrahm&nw n?d;nnﬂ of the nominees at the time of
Kadir's nselection, As ﬁc héd done previgunly, the Katagum Vi~
zier %nrnrmﬁd fiokotn that HaJjl was his personal preﬁerence
at the new emir, even thoueh the\electornl nounci]'pad been
sharply divided with regard to Kadir's sugcessor, Although

the Caliph also fayoured Hafi, theg Sokoto Vizier prefetrad

y

. ¢ 5
Alhnnnan1 and took snteps to expedite his appointment tio the

o’ . |
nmirnh!p. nln endeavor, however, wan thwartad when his letter

' nppn1ntinr Alhassan was apprehanded en route by the emir of

I
Knnn:'? When the Caliph was informed of his Vizier(s action
an -

he dispatched his own personal representative, rather t

- ¢

the Mapa jin Wazirin, the regul@? intermediary to.xataguF. to -

o b SRR S

" turban Ha,jl as the ncew’ Katapgum emir‘.l-8 ‘ \»

Follnwjnp the death of Ha11 in 1896, Sokoto moved awuy

from 1ts previous role of pagsivity in the selection procaas .
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and attempted to |place ita own personal preference in the

A W b
e ‘ Y
.

emirnhip, Pocniblly In an attempt to profif from the divi-

nton that ~xisted in Katapum's alectoral council over the

)
chot~re of fiafita .uvnaqnorl v Snkoto rejected the Katapum

Vizterta pereonnl (cholce of Abdulkadiri rrom amonpnt the

20
four candidatens mybmitted to Sokoto , in favour of Abubakar,

anotheyr of Lhe nubmitted nomineess, Howevear, when the Mugndin

Wnzirin arrived in Katapum to relay the Caliph'n qortaton
and Lo Install Abubséar as Haji'a nuceannor, tha Katagum

MY

aneral d1nordﬂr"} Tow ntaten that

populace reacted with

"Probably -mindful of oventn which had follewed on similar clr-

cimstancens nat. Knno threelyears before, the Sultan diapatched
ders to have Abdulkadir turbanned

hin Wazirt In person with

na omir tnetend,, "7
-

publfe opinton In Katagum, war qualifiad by 3okoto's demand

This appointment, or capitulation to

that Usman be Inatalled as Sarkin Shira (. and honce helr-

apparent) and Abubakar in the next mont fmportant office of

~ 4

sarkin Azare.”  Theso subaidiary ‘appolntments were a clear ine

dieation to nll that, althourh {t had bcen denied authorﬂiy

in Abdulkadirita selection, Sokoto wan Lo have more 1nr1uence‘r,
in determining Katagum's futurd emirs,

s Not lonr after this appointment debacle,  Sokoto obe

[ tatned an. opportunity to divest Abdulkadiri of the Katagum
emivaship. Acting on,complaints levied by the four most senior

chiefs in Kntarum that Abdulkadiri and his son, Muhammadu, had

‘e Ta T gl
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et ed nﬂprﬁﬂanﬁjy.'ﬁhﬂ Caliph nrdnrld Abhdulkadirt to come
tb Sekoln, Fanring 9iaminsAl from of fioe 10 he want, té flokoto,
Ailkeadirt inntend diapatehed a Yapree p{FL affaring aconma
panted by a subntitute Lo explaln hie cana, Whan ha refusad to
pg following n ancand nuﬁknnn. Lhe caliph ardered Lha Kat.agum
pruvlnntnf ;hlvrn to ".ooenorg Abduikadt r and until further
nob e Lo 'rm;nm Yoriman Chinnde Muhammadu jnfrfa an Che Wak11d
(renvensnt ative of) Lhe fmltan in Kntnﬂum."?“ Another fastor
that, may have contributad to hig dlamlianal may have heeon |
muﬁnknd\rl'ﬂ_tnnhlllty Lo provant. teade halween Hlaunnland

nnd Rornu pannd oy thfnuph hin ﬂmirntn.ﬁb In any avent,, fokaoto'n
removal of Abdulkadirl and nppnlnﬁhﬁnt af Mihammnadu Baf'fa an
1nLvr1m lnndnr'nﬁFFhu\::,EQ::%hnrn veld rugnlvwd in Kntqaum.
for "with Cew excoptionn,, the residont rlefholdern aprand "0

However, vhatover capttal Sokolo may hava gainaed by Abdul -

Fadtrei'n Ydeponttiont Lo tnerensn 1Ln own fufluenee aver

Knt.agram wnn toon lonl. when, nuddenly, the Caliph rercindead

" hin deetnton, Apparently for no other reapon fhan the larpe

rirt of baoty he recelved from Abdulkadir! whan the latter

had defeat.ed Sarkin Gamawa ( who had attempted to profit Crom

- thn 1ﬁndnrnhlp vacuum producod by the dlnmlnnul of Abdulkadirt

Lo tnkn ovar the emirahip for hlmnalr ). the Caliph ",,.

announced that. Abdnlkadir ‘had been pardoned, and sgshould he ra-

©

neknowledrad Emir by all the disnident Sarakuna®,” '
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Within the context of“4emir appéintments, Sokoto's in-
fluence onver Katapum emirate was gener&lly minimal, In most
emir appointments Sokoto‘was restricted toysimple confirma-
tion of the cﬁoices put forward by the Katagum elegtoral body:
Sulaimanu in 1814, Abdurrahman in 1846, Kadir in 1851, and
Haji 1n 1808, Only following Haji's death in 1696 Aid Sokoto
attempt to assert any kind of‘authofity in determining suc-
cession té the emirship, but was soon compélled to relinquish
its own nominece (Abubak:}d in favour of the Katagu& choice
(Ahdulkadiri), That Sokoto was able to‘fill the next two of-
fices belew the emirship with its own candidates at this time
was, perhaps, indicative of its growing autﬁority. When con-
sidered In toto, however, Sokoto's authority, with regard to

its abtlity t6 decide the suéccssion to the Katagum emirship,

must be constidered as somewhat circumscribed,

The extent of ‘Sokbto's authority with regard to the
dismissals of Katarum's emirs was not that much greater than
was 1ts influence over.appointments. Abdulkadiri's tempof;ry
dismissal f'rom the emirship was brought about by Sokoto in re-

sponse to a demand by the principal Katagum chiefs for his re-

moval, whereas Sulaimanu's deposition in 1816, whilst appea}ing
to have bheen engincered hy\§2523311535, ngvertheless, again

probably cnacted in response to local demands. )
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HADEJ IA
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Upon recelving news of the Shehu's ;_gﬁ_tg_g in Hauaaland;
Umaru, then leader of the Fulani in the lladejia rﬁgionBo,
dispatched his brother Sambo Digimsa to "...seek authority from
Shaikh Usuman to conqder Auyo and its Hhalf-dozen or so neigh=-
boring petty Habhe dépendencies. Sambo returned with a fiag',’ ‘
certain other insignia of of‘fice, and a commigsion designating
Umaru the Shaikh's lieutenant (A. nB'ibun) in the jih&d againat
all local linbe sarskuna' 3lyhen Umaru died shortly thereafter
(c. 1808), the flag and the emirship (which had not been gran-

2

téd Urma.'z'u)3 were conf‘erred by Sokoto_yupon Sambo Digimsa, a
decision that no doudbt reflected the dominant position that
Sambo had enjoyed as Umaru's chief lieutenant in the Hadejie
Jih@d. Neither of Hac}‘ejia's first two sarakuna (chiefs) --
Umaru and Sambo Digimsa -- had engaged in scholarly pursuits
prior to the JihAd; rathe®, both had been nomadic Fulani lea-
ders whose knowledge of Islam, let alone adherence to thg
Shehu's reform 1deas, was, it seems, somewhat suapect.3‘3 As
such, their appointments represented departures from Sokoto's
usual practice of appointing scholars to the emfl.rahips of those
states that fell within the Sokoto polity.
. /

In c. 1815 Sambo abdicated and, with the approval of the

LCaliph Aliyu Babba, turbanned his son Oarko as Hadejia's next

emir, F‘urthemore, he elevated another son, Abdulkadiri, to the




orficd of phiroma, an indication ;:ha.t he was to succeed Garko |
as emir. As was intended, Abdulkadiri succeeded to the emir- X
ship upon Garko's death in 1847, buﬁ when he died a few months

later, Sambg .reassumed the emirship until his own death in

‘18148:3“,Wh1 st Sokoto may have lacked any degree of influence
beyond that of confirmation of Hadejia's appointments during
Sambo's lifetime, it did attempt to réctify the deficiency once

| . Sambo had departed the political arena. Instead of confirming

Sambo's choice -- as had been\its earliei' practice -- of Ahmadu
- for emir, Soxoto took édvantage of his departure to turban its
own candidate, Buhari, another of Sambo's sons, as Hadejia's
new emir, Low states that
According to a contemporary.chronicler and intimate
of the Sokoto court, Buhari's claim to the succes-
\% sion was supported by Sultan Aliyu's Waziri, who de-
splte Sambo's implied wish, preferred Buhari in vir-
tue of the latter's having sent him over the years a
number of valuable presents. In the event, Sultan

, Aliyu sanctioned the selection of l?.uho.ri3 and he was

. duly installed at Hadejia by the Waziri, 5

It was in respo'nae 'tge charges levelled by both his fellow -
emirs?® and the Hadejia populac337, that Sokoto summoned Buhari
in c. 1851 to.reply to the allegations, a move that obviously
intended his removal rrom office. His continual refusal %o obey

Sokoto's summons38 ultimately resulted in an armed expedition,

. !
comprised of contingents from Kano and Katagum under the lea-

PR o e SR T SRR TR T e e

dership of the Sokoto Vizier, being dispatched to Hadejia to

effect\a forcible dismissal ot Buhari from the emirship. In the

face of this military initiative, Buhari vacated Hadejia, where-
. » ' l L

»
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upon the Sokoto iizforl otticiulli proclaimed Buhari's deposi-
tion from the emirship and appointed his brother, Anmadu, emiyr

e ‘*'4%?3’
-

in his élaca. The following year (c. 1852), however, Buhari re-

) entered the Caliphate, defeated a combined force sent against
.,‘ ' him, executed ‘the emir Anmedu and reclaimed Hadejia emirate for
himself.”” He had now ""...opvenly defied the Sultan and repudi«

ated Hadejia's allegiance to Sokoto..." .ho

To replace Ahmadu, Sokoto turbanned another o\f Sambo's
(sons, Tukur, as Hadejia's new emir. Howev;ar, although ‘the de
Jure emir, Tukur never challenged Buiari for de facto control
of Han.de.’jla. "béing content rather to remain in nearby Katagum _
and Jema'are emirates whilst Buhari was alive .l Sokoto made
one more attempt 'to defeat Buhari and reintegrate Hadejia with

the balipho.te. but a combined torce, composed of levias from

nearly cvery emirate, was decipively defeated in 1853 by -Buhm's.u2

vwho, for the next ten years, was free to conduct his affairs in

. complete independence of Sokoto.‘w

Following Buhari's death in c. 1863, the emirship passed
to his son, Umaru, who was proclaimed emir by his father's
chief slaves .tm Accoraing to Low, " On aqé;:unt ‘of the broafc-
away from Sokoto, Sultan Ahmadu Atiku was not officially noti-

" f1ed of Buhari's death, nor was he involved in ‘l;no selection
or turbanning or Umaru; but ne sent a congratulatory message,
aﬂé Hadejia returned to the Caliphate " .145 Unaru's a.pp&int- | )

N
. . -

' Ve na ; s
RN - . Yo Tt e v @ e et AHID Y TR

e

£
.

f

S
£

Y et

>
DS < U



g
&

W%‘.‘
LN

s e A
w 7
- e is 4

ey IT

PR

‘poaition,

69 -
ment, r\owever.raltpough accepted as a fait accompli by Sokoto,
was challenged by Dunari's two biqtnara. Haru and cniroﬁu
Serkio (sarkiyo), who made every attempt to undermine Umaru's
4o Tnelr efforts proved ultimately aucceqarﬁl for in

1005 liaru convinced the Hadejia court that Umaru should be dae

posea becaune he had "eee displayed public evidence of mental

derpngement“.“v Alpnough the court recognized Haru éa Umaruts
successor, liaru was urwilling to assume the emirship until his
position had been rutifieé by Sokoto. This was clearly a wise
decision on Haru's part conaidonng the fact §Enat Unaru's de-
povition nad been engineered witnout Sokoto's sanction, and
any usurpation of the emirship would likely have been met with
atrenuoup objections from Sokoto and possible military inter-
vention. Tn a move designed to solve the succession problem,

Sokoto instructed liaru "... to bring all.the Hadejis manya-

sarakunh to an impending conference of all the emirﬁ".“e Tukur

nlsoiatten@ed this conference with his entourage, but his bid
for the-emirship was rejected by the Caliph bacause of the
cowardice he had displayed when he had refused to contend with
Buhari for physical control of Hadedia following the former's

Ve e B

-

¥

[_

earlier appointment to the emirahip on Ahmadu's death in ¢, 1852,°

Instead, the Hadejia emirate was, awarded to Harn, and his son,

Muhammadu, waas appointed Sarkin ﬂarna.ug Low mentions that Hnru

wae npyointed the new Hadedin emir because of the loyalty he-

had: dieplayed tcwards Sokoto after he ‘had ousted Umaru but had
refused to take tha emirship without the Caliph'a authority.

54
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Furthermore, MuhAmmadu was given the important office of Sarkin

Marna because tha Caliph wished “.,, to ensure that on Haru's

-

death ... there would follow a short, politically undisturbed:

interregnum, and the acéesnion of another obedient and experi-
%

enced ruler" 50 ’ "

L
G
[

Upon Haru's death in 1885, the emirship of Hadejia
pas:;ed to Muhammadu (1885-1966), but his appointment was not
. ) | ? .
secured without some difficulty. Throughout Haru's reign

-
A
:
.
i
)
‘
.
,

“
s

Muhammadu had had to contend with the aspirations of his brother,

Abubnkar, who ignoring the special honour accorded his brother
Muhammadu by the Caliph, had continually Jockeyed with him for

‘position with recard to the upcoming suecession. Even though

he held seniority over Abubakar, and held the added advu.ntagb

of being Sokoto's ndminee for the emirship, it was necessary

<

N
for Muhammadu to seize the royalﬁl:ce prior to Abubakar bve-
b

fore the: emirship wacs finaily securtg within his gmsp.51
As exemplified, Sokoto's influence over Hadejia's ap-
pointments and depositi‘or;s was rether restricted, and, 1:;ke'
Katagum, its role was essentlally limited to one of cohfim-
tion of local decisions., Unlike most other emirates, Hadejia

‘pogsessed no formal electoral couneil 'tp decide succession to

the"emimh;p, the lack of wméh v;u attributg.)ﬁle, "in part, to
the absence of a ugu-d'efinéd,'-hierarchicazl system of central
administration in Hadejia during the ninetcenth century.52 In

’
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the enrly part, the succession in lladejia was dominated by the

/ pernsonallty of Sombs Digimea, the true founding father of the
rmirate, and, uﬁtilhhtn death 1n 1948, Sokotnt's {nfluance was

: restricted to ultimate c?nfirmatinn of hin dncinidnn with re-

. s pard Lo the nmjfhh}p: hin nw; abdication and denipgnation of

anrko 1n 1845, tha appéintment of Ahdulk;dir; in 1847, ond his

nwn rubsequent. reinntatemont the nome year. Hin death, however,

opened the wny for Sakoto tn denipmate 1tr own candidate .

" (Buharl) rather than Sambn's cholee (Ahmadu), a move no doubt -

raci1itoted hy the absende of n strong 1oenl fipure,

-~ -

f" ‘ ’ Puhari e de Jure dinminsal from ladejlata emirchip wan

n direcl, result of complaintg lovied to the Caliph, nand did ‘

_‘ﬁnt!vnnﬁtltuhe n move 1nitintod by Noknto, That Buhari wan SO

e o, X
2

rucennnful in hie defe8tion from the Caliphate ( and subnoquent

N

Independance of Nokotn. ) thara can be no rdoubt, ‘Yot the on- R

-
1}

w’

tire Bubart tnefdent rhould not Be over-cxapeardatfed in itn }m-

T R PN
e

portmmee an an arpurgnt to demonstrate a collapse 1n. Sokoto's -

taT sy
PP
@

agthority to command ohadienen fromgitn emirrs gonerally. As

T W

0 . ‘e
-

' | ‘ Adninyn no aplly explning,

<

o Va .
. Tho revolt is sipnificdnt...not only because 1t
folled (it fhiled in® the senme that 1t pernibted
A ' . an the revolt of one man. rather than that of an
, emirnte, It did not become a pépular movement withe
. in the ‘caliphate apainst the Caliph.)_but avon-more:
nno hocomne the isolgtlon of Bukhlirl and the combi- p
natinn of other emirates against him demenstrated -
* the cohenion of the Caliphato. The Pukh3rf rebellion
" rhown further that as long as the, Caliph exercised ,
“ hin authority Justly he wag aspured of the unania T
moufi support of his emirs, 3 . ' “ .

t . . e % - . '
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Sokoto diq manage to attain some inittative in the
selection process folldving the deposition of- Umaru in 1865
"in thé appdintmenté of Haru and Muhammadu. Yet this influence
should nnt be nver-estimated., Since, both were popular choices

in Hadejin, fnkoto's role was 1ittle more than one of con-

Cirmation,

5




* e R

PR

e TR T g e

-

_73

, MIJCAU
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The ereation of Minpsou omirate in ¢, 1831 rosulted df-
rectly from an arblt.ratinn decinion handed down by thé‘ﬂokoto
Galiph, Muhammadu Belln, 1nlnnnWor tno Bn inter-omirnte disputd
between the emlrs, Yakubu of Bauchi and ban Kauwa of Katagum,o"
The cnune of the altercatinn had bheen the ffabo town of Missau
which had been captured by them Jjointly in 18?‘,‘nnd to wﬁich
anch ¢lnimed pénnonnton. The Caliph, howovar, dqcldcd that
noithor emlr involved in the dinspute should take ponasension
ol the town In quontion, Inntéad, hg avardnd 1t to Gwani

Mukhtar's son, Mamman Manga, who became Minnsu'n. first emir

7;th the t1tle of Jarkin Bornu.5® . . -

Nerause Minpau'n territory an too nmall to contain
Mamman Mangats connsiderable following (which was located in,
many of the emfraten that formed the cantern frontier of the
Snkntn‘0n11phnte),56 Mghammadu‘nalio alno granted the Misnau
emir.and hin ruccensorn certain oxtra-territorial riéhtgﬁover

his people locnted outnide Missau emirate, Whilst the emirs of

. / (
57 were

thane emirates
invested by Sokoto with ultimate ripghts over allo-
cation of farm and grazing londn within each town's.:
. precinctn,. adjudication of all disputes arising
from this, and collection of taxesn on the use of
such lands (together with zakat and craft taxes),.
Misrau retained full authority ower the appointment
- and ‘deposition of local chiefs, provision of publid
+ works and military defense, and other forms 6f taxa- *
| tlon, including Kudin gini (fines. derived from the
' sottlerents. of pu ich involved physical in=-

» .
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\ Jury), kudin gadn (o? rnbnn ndnt denbh dulien),

nnl -« What yacomn For Tho morl, prafiLnabln
nf all rnurren of ravonun nmppu Lhe Iotinba Bornu
-~ Jonpgall, or eattle tithe,

A pauctty of dInfamation exicla currounding Lha nppointe
ments of Mirnatn emdrs and no nn o evnluanllon of Jakolo'n ine
fluernce in thin contoxt bacamen sxbromaly dlfricult, From whet
wo know, nlluMlnnnu'k omirn were Inntalled in thelr officen
by noma Nokobo offleinl, wﬁnthnr the Hekotn Vizier or the
Jgkﬁﬂé,hq Thorefgnra, 1t can he nafely asrumad that nil appoint=
ment.s were-mado with ot loant tha conflrmation ana knowlndge

of the Sokoto caliphn, One deponttion in recorded, that nf the

~omf v tinman 1n 1862, but the oxnet caune of hin disminsal: ree

1¢)

mainn nemewhat speculative,” What io certein in that his re-

moval from of fice win pfﬁcipit&tcd by an appeal from the Minsau
populanra ko the caliph, nnqunnﬁinp hin deponition, According to

Freomantln, " Thay (the Minsau people) nent to nurkin‘Muﬂnelmi

/

to dnpénn Umnan Lhrough Allu Galadima ani%in Jokonto, and

Nokotn Jekada, 'Thin yan done, and nl)i, the bent known of the

, \ f ’
Mesrnun chionf'n s e cooded '" "‘- ~

l’\

¢

[N

. 1t appearns thot thrre unq nnlv onn inntunco whaere anoto,'
Lhrnurh 1ts own Initintive, nynrrnn nome authority over Miosau,

and the inntrument that 1t utflirnd to ‘affect nuch n move wao

' the eancellation of Minsau'n extra-tnrritorinl privilogaa in

e, 1&86. Such a decision wpao precipitaxed by Mamman Manga's

rofpnal to perform the annu fealty-Journqy to Sakotoée, a
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'pr1vllopcn,(’ whnroan T.ow ntntnn that Kano, Hudojia and Katagum

Y

rofunal that wan conditioped by Mamman Manga's fear that he
wouTd he deponed 1T ho want.("s Inﬁgoad,‘ﬁa dibbatched his \
younitnr brothor an Minnau'n Ghin?ary to fokoto, The Caliph ro-
funed to nceopt Lhin nubatitution, and informed tho emira of

thone entraten 1n which Mlnnau posnonned axtra-territorial

righte and privileges that they wc;o frao to nxﬁrclno'nuch

rigrhtn Lhnmnn1ven.“hlmvcntunlly“Mnmmnn Manga reconeiled him-

ne1r with nnknb$, nnd Minnau'n th?n-torrttnrinl privilogon

ware reotored, T 10 diffilcult, howavay,rto meanure the’rgle

and- effactivonenn that tha cancallation of Minnau'n preroga-

tivea had in rorw1nn tho rdoaloitrnnt ;mir to nook amands with'
!ho Caliph, brnnmantln oonfondn thut Kutapum wan the only emir- .
nto Lo ohny the Caliph's ordor to asnsume contrnl over Minngu's
all tonk control of Mlanau'n nxtra-territorial rtghtn follow-

inp fho Caliph'n odlet, Bauchl being the only emirate to’ ab~ o
an{n.“G Connidering the fact that Minqng'n.cnnce pions con= ™
ntituted falirly lucerative revenue sources, it would\be plausi- .
Sln to repard Iow's contention as the more accurate. As such,

’

the Lons of considerablo revenuo causaed by the cancellation

14

ofsitn extra-territorial privileges wan no doubt a prime fac-..

tor in compelling, thq Missau emir to géek the Caliph's phrdon;67 3

(4

)

During Mamman Manga's emirship (1886-1900) " Sokote was
twice callad upon to render decisions in disputes that ﬁad
ariacn botween Missau on the one hand; and the émirates of
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Katagum and.Gombe on the other, With regard to the Mispaus

Katagrum dimpute (e, 189%5), the cauns had boon the rofusal of

!

a Minnau ~hief in Katagum, the Sarkin Isawn, ta nuhmit te

. Mamaan Hanga rollowing the latter's pardon by the Caliph unq

the rontoration nf Mnsau'n pr1v110nnn.‘nncnuno of the nﬂrﬁéun
flrhting that, followed betwoen MinmAw (nupported by Kano) %pd
Kntarum forcen, Sokoto mavad to’tnrm1nnto't?n nltereation, and
1nzued an nngnr to faji, emir of Knénnum, ﬁhat hn.wlthdraw

from tho dizpute between the Sarkin. Inewa and hin overlord,

68

the Minrau enlr, Tbn rnecond incldent, tﬁn“Minaau-OGmba dif-
pute (r. ¥9821900) wan the rasult of MAmhan~Mnnpn'n inter=_
foerence into the internal nffatrs of Gnmbo omi rate in which the
.1n~au nmir rided withztho Gombe Gnladlmu in hin ravolt azuinst
"mnru, tho ermir of Gombe, Whan Sokoto wnn anknd to urbitrato
the djnputn {t ordercd Mango to rofrain from hin uotivittes,
and commandpd the Gomhe omir tn ¢grant his Galadima e pardon Kor
hin rwbnllinurnonr. An wan the cane in the Kntagum-Missau dise- |
put@e Sokoto was promptly oboyed, Manga 1mmed;gtoly withdyew

°

and the. Galadima was reconciled with tho Gombe emir, Umaru.69
e Gy . ) )

a
1)

. Tge npeciallarrungemcng created by Sekoto for Midsau o
emirate -- the prant of extra-territorial rights in cértain |
neiphbﬁrinr emirates -- olcarlyoprbviﬁed Gokoto with é'relad. R
tively poworful waepon with ‘Which to menipulate Mialau gfrairs.
As wuch, ‘any 'independont - tourse of action taken by the Missau

emira.,and which wdaa not acceptablq.to Sokoto, coild rolgtivaly

. . ‘ . - L3
" o B
. \ ! -
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> easlly be checked by the/threat of cancellation of such pri-

vilepea, privileges that most emirs (in emirates where such

rirhts were located) would nave been only tao happy to obtain
t'or themselves. Such was the case when Mamman Manga attempted
to steer a couine unacceptable to Soxoto, end where the can~ .
/ ' cellation of Missau's special concessions appears to nave been
a méJor factor in forcing the recaicitraht émir to make amends
'with SQ%Lto. Although 1t 1s not possible to provide a more
comprehensive evaluation of Sokoto's 1nf1uence over Missau
Kdue to the lack of material surrounding the appointment of
Missau'sg ém;rq), it éan still safel{ be surmised that Sokotg's
autho Y in Missau emirate was stronger than in other castern
A . . emirat, s)'whereﬁtucniz peculiar formuls (i.c. extra-territori-

al cohcessions) was not evident.
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ADAMAWA (YOT.A)

lircAure tnere wan “,.. a general denlre amongst the

Fulnni to throw off tne pagan yoke"/?, a deaire franned by news

nf' the Shehu's Jibfid in "nus&lnnd, Adamn “,,. pernuaded the
varioun clann to combine ‘and foilqw the crusading example of
Soknto", [ Hin proposal was accepted and a delegation, conain-
ting of the local Fulani leaders, wan dispatched in ¢, 1300
o fiokoto to secure the Shehu'n sanction tor a jihAd in what
‘wne later to constitute Adamdwa (or Yola) emirate. Usman dan
A ~ Fodin nén?errcd the r'lag upon the Holarbe‘clan chief, Ardo
Borongn, whn naa been nominated leader ror the 1orthéom1ng L
Qiﬂﬂﬂ by the delepates in tn; d;putntlon to Sokoto, Iln return,

"the prant of the t'lag and the commission wnhich it slgnir;ed

TR PR STR IS ST, -
, .
—

were conditionnl upon the sending of a-yéarly deputation to

Sokoto with a regular quota of mlaves",’” , .

[

+
,
F‘v
o

¢ |

Before the delegation returnen ?P Adamawa the, Shchu was
called upon th divest Arao Boronga of thp londershib in the
PAcmmnwa Jlﬁgh when Adama reported tn him, that the Fulani chief,
huving secured the- flag, had no intention of performing the
requi red annual fealpy-Journey.73 Instead, the leadership wag-“
conf‘erre;i upon Adnmo;. a member of the small ‘Fulani Ba clan, &n
\K\ ex-pupil of tke hehu, and the leadihg apiritualiat in thz de~
lepgation, His appointmant however.'waa_gballenged by the .
leaders of the more powerful Fulani clans like the Wolarbe and

- b
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the J11lapn, nnd 1t became neceasary for tha Shehu to inter-

*Y
. w b3 .
e

FETRNG

/ vena in ordar to uphold the nuthnrity-nf Adnmn.7u Furthr~~\

more, the Shehn alero provided Adama with detachments of Sokoto
Fulnni and Hauag troopn with wh{chnto vara the Jiﬁgémtn Adama
nwn,V“ n move no doubt eonditioned by a danirs on the part of

Uaman dan ilodlo to ntrengthon AMama's hand againot the other

moara populour and powerful leocal Fulani, clans,

* ’
¢

Cent.r! fural tendencien became Pvidnnt during Adamn's
emi rship when Sokoto wan twlece cnlled upon th anawer repional
demandn f;r independence of Adama at Yola, In the firnt inatance,
Jiddn, the governor of Rei, attempted to convince two minor
rovarnorn %n Yola to withdraw their allegiance from Adama and
, | to acknewledre him as their suzerain, Furthermore, he din- .
L . pateched a deputation to Sokéto "eeo with a larpe present Sf
rlaven nand a requent.for the recognition of hin indepepd;nce
of Yola".7ﬁ_Thié application for-fndependent status was re=
;: ~Jected by the Caliph who' upheld the authority éf Adema an

egentative in the Adnmawa region by demanding L

Jokoto'n nole repr

b v & ’ ’
- that Jidda return ‘?s allegiance to the Ynla emir, Although-

£

the order waa:promptly obeyed, tge incident was sobn followed
b& a civil,wuf hetween Adama and Jidda, the feault;of which was .
the gg‘ggggé independence of,Rbi,*"ﬁh; aﬁgcesgiyé chiefs of' ‘.
which pevertheléeg continued to faéognizo fhe sﬁlrixgal lea-
, dership of the Emirsfof Yola and to fnrnish'in nofmglégeara ; '"g
nearly the whole of the annual tribute payable by Yola to

\. ¢
. . s
. i » .
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fAoakota", 17 ol 'n bid ropr indopandenna was followed by a aimi«
T ler attempl, by Ardo Amadu, the énvarnnr of (hambn, in 1842, ‘
Inntand of nphj1dfnn tha authnrity nff Adamn, an it had donae
ptovinunly whan Jidida pnﬂ damandad nnvnréipnty for Rei, the
Aokola Cnliph ALTku pranted Lha Chambn fovernor n neparnte [log
of“affien, n decinlon that, wan ancaplad without rasistancea by .
’ Adnmn wha Lhen, 1t neome, prepared to nbdicote hin officé.7ﬂ
’ ' The doath nf 1hn ealiph Atiku, hnwevor, coupled with plean
f'rom hin vannal nhinrn to rematn 1n of'fiece, Induced Adama to
summon Lhe racaleitrant governor of Chnmbn‘who, naaning tﬁnt ha
how 1ncked Heknto aupport and that the fulani wore united be=
L , ﬁinﬁ Adnmn,‘ﬁid publie Qbe1nuﬂae to the emir Adama, and tﬁen

1oft far Sokoto to return hin flag and commianion, ) N

With ropard to the nppointmant nf Adnﬁnwa'é'nmirn,
€.
Sokato'n role wan as. 1imited an 1t had bhoen in the emirates of
Kntagum and nudnjin.’Mvnn though Adama had genarally demon=

alrated eonnldarable loyalty and nubsarvience to Sokoto during

-

hin'omlrnhip, hn naver ceded Sokoto the brerogative of daci- .
’”*ﬂ\np the ruccoesninn to Adamawa'sn emirahip. Adama's succenssors ‘
an emirs of Yole=- Lawal (1848-72), Umaru Handa (187?-00), and
/ubn1ru (1800—1901) «= Wore all sons of Adama. whane auccaaaion |

o ~ to the emirnhip had beon decided by Kdama prior to hip death.ao Y

©

s

" Only once was this succession order challenged when,
following thﬁ death of Lawal in 1872, another of Adama's.

) N
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’ und 100 nluvnn to tho Yor1mn Iya of Yola.

81
nann, lanidi, nought the emfrship for himsolf and, knowing
that, he Jnaked nurficient nupport in Adamawn Lo nuccoad an a
vandidnte, he appanled to Nakeatn to uphold hias elaim, !loketo
favaured framldn ovar tha nltnrnnt%“nhnicn of Umaru flanda, and
relnyed itn rocommendation to the Yoln fulanl who, hn\vmvnr,s

rnjovﬂpn tha candidncoy of Hamtdu and Sokoto'n authority Lo de«

clde nucensaton Lo the amd rehip In Adnmnwn, An Adnloye nxplnainn,

The 1oeal aloectorn net anide the CRliph'n recom-
mnndntlnn but apparontly averted strained relationn
. wlth Dakoke by explaining Lhe proundn of their nctfon
Lo thn (nliph == that nuccrnnion in Adamawa Bnd benn
fixod hy Modlbn Adam In hin ]i ? in tho order of
. Tawnl, “tnar Sanda and Zubetr, .

A

Ponsi My becnune Lt had boan dented autharity In the
ralection pracn&n rollewing Tawalls donth, loknte dacided
ngnlnnh”ﬁhn emir Sanda in the i1ntra-amirate dlnputolth@t_haa

anrnrrnd to the Caliph for arbitration, The caune of the éin;
pute - hind ﬁnnn n domand hy tha thén provineial rovernor of Rei
rfor Lhe roturn of territnary that hnd haon confincatad earlier.
by Adnma at the timo of tHn elvil war hotwoen the Ynla emir

‘nnd Jiddn, tha pnvornor nr Rei at that time..whon the cane wan

roferrod to Nokotn, fha Onllph orderod tho vonriavntad tarri-

hnr!cn to he returnod to tho EOVanor of Rel "o, In return

. for prnnnntn nf 1,000 alaven to Janda, 1,000 nlaven to Sokoto,
llnr

» ’ -

foknto'n impotence in tha selection process of Yola's
emirs was clearly demonstratod when, following the doaﬁh'of

&
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fSanda in 1800, the succession passed to his brother Zubairu,

CEy

a candidate that Sokto did ﬁct épprqve of, yot whose elevation
to thq\gptrnhip {; was apparently unable/fo prevent, According
to Yirk-Greene, "It was...nald that the Sultan of Sokoto had
been o dinpleaJ;d by th; accesnion of ﬂhe apileptic Zubeiru
that he had nent, for his coronation, alblnck gown and turban

ingtead of the white ones traditional for a r?yal 1nvent1turo"183

It would appear that 1nitia11y Soknto's authority over
Adamawq emirate wan quite conniderublg.ban nnnendancy no doubt
atirthutahla tn the plety and Qhe relatively vulnernble'posi-.
tion ar {tu firnt emir, Adama. Adnma'n wank ponikion Qin-ﬁ-vﬂn
the mont powerful Pulani leaders of Yola nocessitated his re-
1iance on Sakoto for support for his ponition against their.
challgnger to hips authority. In thin repard, Sokoto's influence
wig demonntrated on two occanions during Adamd's“emirship. In -
the firvst cann, 1t chose to support Adama by ioJecting Rei'sn
appeal for tndnpendence and successfully ordering 1tn governor
to return hin alleptance to the Yola emir. In the neoond in-
ntance, the' decision (1ndependenc§ for the governor of cgambaj
wbnq.ngatnst~Adéma, but 1t was initially dboy&ﬁ without'proéent
by éhe emir, ?rom'thia point, however, Sbkoto'a authority‘aﬁ-
pears to wane., Firstly, Adama succeanfully reasserted his au-
thority over the rucalcitrant governor of Chamba upon the doa@hf
of the latter's benefactor, -the caliph Atiku, Then he fixed tLe '

‘order of succession to.the Adaqgwa emirwhip amongst three of
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of his asons, Lawal, Umaru Sanda and Zubairu, and thus relega-

ted Sokoto to a somawhat background position in t;;a reégrﬂ. o
Hokoln marde oniy vne attemptuto'challonne tﬁia,nuccoaaion\or-
der (vhen it supported liamidu over Umaru Sanda ‘in 187??, but
‘ita attompt’ to reannort its tarnished nuthority ultimately
falled in thc face of strong Yola opposition to Sokoto's in-

-~ s

terference, ) : .
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- On the strong recommendation of Yﬂkuhueu, the future emir

-
.
~
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e :a:xfzhi ‘( 17rlkohv), the Shiehu Uaman dan Fodio designated Buba
Yoro, hin ono<time’ diseiple, as fSokoto's na'lb for the Gongola,
~ 7 barin replon, a region that wan lator ;\o conatjt,\'xto‘ the emir- -
/ ‘ ato of Gombe, Thie éppointmcnt (c.bmoh), ane “of ‘the firat con- ‘J .
fforred by the Shehu, was qualified with the stipulation that '
/ he wan not to launch the.Gombe Jih&d until no orddéred by the
/ Jhehu,: Buba’ Yere, however, did not ablde by these inntruct,iopu
/.‘ = and initinted t“hos_,u_h_a_ d to tho éast Gongola soon after hin ar- “
r1vn1 back in Gombe, The Shehu reacted to this hreach of the
. nririnnl arroemant by ox‘dorinp Buba Yero to yithdmw from hin
. arcan of conquosnt, which were then tmnsﬁ%rred to the juris-
) dictton of Adama, Lhe e\mlr of Admnawn (Ynln.) 85 o 'y

L]

-«
¢ .

In 1841 Buba Yero ahdicated in favour nt‘“hi'n eldest son, |,
Sulaimanu (.“n'xlo). w;;ho had held the ponition of Yerima (and '

hence hcti‘-uppurent) during his father's emirship, From 211

0 evidence, uﬂkntO'ﬁ role 1in the:transafer of the emirahin frof L
z" - father to son seems to have vbeen limited to one of post facto . v
3 o, codf‘.lmat.tqn." The Caliph merely dispatched the Walin Sokoto, .
H ‘ -Gombe's official intl;emed;uiry (j_e:l_c_q.__q_g._) with '.',Joko‘?.o, to turban .
Suiaimanu os emir.'% In contiast to this was SO!coto"n dismis- '«-:

«aal of Sul ima.nu and his subsequent re-nppd.ntmont some. three I
yeam later in c, 1844, _both being conducted withom; sthﬂ con= "
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‘nivance'of the Gombe populace. The incident wasAprecipiﬁated

‘when Sulaimanu withneld the annual tribute that was due Sokoto,
An action fhat resultod in the Caliph issulng a summons to )
Sulaimanu ton come to Sokoto. But Sulaimanu, correctly reading
the summ;ns as a move to dismiss him from his otffice, refﬁsed
to acqulesce to the Calipn's demand, The Caliph fhen disp&tghed \

. ‘a letter to'the Gombe people notifying them that Sokoto no .
longer considered Sulaimanu io be the de jure emir of Gombe, o

‘Thq-Gombe offictlals, out of deference to the Sokoto prociama-
tion (and out of fea? of the conseéuences‘should such an edict
be ignored), pressured Sulajmanu- to aéquieqce to the summons
and meet with the’ Caliph. 87 As Low explains, "Unable to mar-
~§na1 adequate support t'rom his officials, tne Emir finally went
to Sokoto, where he aistinguished himself in battle with Sarkin
Gobir eand was forgiveén his dereliction by the Sultan", 8y

/

-
3

Wnen Sulaimanu died shortly thereafter on his return to\
Gombe from his meeting with the Caliph, Sokoto made the sub- o
. sequent appointment of Muhammadu: Kwairanga to succeed H.h
brother as Gombe's emir without recourse to nominatio ap- \k
’ proval from any official body in Gombe Tha Calipn's designa-
& ‘ tion, however, was not‘met with any overt opposition, pttd}ri-
| 1y because Kwairanga's claim to the emirship, vis-d-vis the

_ claims of the other candidates (especially trrom his elder é

. E

brother, Mallam Buba), was by far the strongest by virtue of 3

’ his distinguished record in-the Gombe JihZd and because he ' g

A J ) L4




had held the. all important office of Yegima under Sulaimanu,

a position to which he had:bden elevated by his father, Buba

- : »
{ Yero, upon the latter's abdication from the emirship in 1841 .89

;‘ T Ln the succession ot Kwairanga's four sons ta”tpb emir-
ship of Gombe Z- Zailani (1882-88), Hass&n“(ié88-§§), Tukur

_ ‘ (1895-98) and Umaru (1898-1922) -- Sokotb‘exerted,minimal in-

: \ ~ fluence, Ratl;xe;r, erfective control in deciding the succession

to the Gombe emirship was now wielded by the local Gombe elec-

. ¥

" toral body, a body composed of the moqt senior central admini-
strative officials in Gombe,?0
+
This electoral councll, congregating ror'the first time
at Kwairanga's death in 1ov2, elected Zailani, the Yerima

during his t'ather's emirsnip, to succeed Muhammadu Kwairanga

P

as Gombe's .emir, Tukur, Kwairanga's fAVOurlte sdﬁgl, then resi-

dent in Sokoto at the time of Kwairanga's death, holicited“ .
the Caliph for support in his own personal bid for the emifiﬁ.

L . ship. The Caliph approved the cholice of Tukur, but when Tukur

: ‘ arrived back in Gombe armed withlthe‘Caliph's official letter -

" appointing him emir, he round that the electoral council's

nominée, Zailani, had already assuhed control or the emirship -
and had appointed his brother Ha.asa.n to the of‘f:lce )sf the
Yerima, 92 According to low, Tuknr'was persuaded to accept this . "

. fal¥'accompli, and informed the Sulta.n that in view or Zailani's

seniority in age and pclitlcal rank he anould be accorﬁed
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A\ N . :
first claim to the otfice, Waz{;in Sokoto then pent a ford&;
-announcement to Gombe Abba of the Su;tan's choice of Zailani“.93

In Gombe's subgequenp emirship ;ppoint@ents fio }urther
friction beéween Sokoto and Gombe is recorded. Sokoté aphears

. to have reaceded into the bhckground, 1ﬁp role bgipg merely to
turban the igcal Gombe nominee to the emirship. Since-Zaillani

was killed in battle™ and an immediate successor to the emir-

4

ship was necessary, theré was no time for an official‘meeting

of the electoral body to deliberate a worthy successor, In-
 d
stead, thoRWalin Sokoto immediately turbanned Hassan, the
/
Yerima and -therefore Zailani's cholce for the emirship, 'as the
——‘-—-—-q

new Gombe emir on the fiqld of battle.95%9§ Hassan's death in
' “ 1?65, the electoral council selected Tukur, the Yerima during
' during Hassan's emirship, and he was duly turbanned to his

. office by Sokoto's representative to Gombe, the Walin Sokoto.96
| ; Finally, at a meeting of thé electoral body to decide Tukur's

. successor in 1898, the manya-sarakuna selected Umaru, the ex-'

Yerima, over another brother,. the Yerima Jaﬂo.?7

-

0 .
- - .
With regard to the appointments of its emirs Gombe's

7

relations with Sokoto wef%, in most ingtances, markedly simi-

lar to thbee of the other castern emirates, To a' great extent

-ﬁwmq‘me:‘ < ‘ﬁf"f"ﬂ' .
-

. s
it controlled such appointmentaﬂ'Sokoto';\&osition being es~

(0
Y

4 y
sentially one of confirmation and legalization. In all.cases

* but.orie ( when Sokoto attempted to influence the successidn by
N . | :
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$ ) appointing s owh caﬁndida.{:e, Tukur, in 1882, vut fayled in .
w . 1ts ‘endeavor )» it simply turbanned the nominee ot‘ sither the
‘preceding emir (liassan, 1888), or of the Gombe. electoral ‘coun-

cil (Zauani, 1882; Tukur, ° 1895; Umaru,1898)

L4
o

Al
4 N L ! 1)

Only one deposition was recorded (Sulaimanu, 1844), and
L in_this case Sokoto seems to have wielded quite some influence
oC'\unlike most emiy disﬁissals c%ducted by Sokoto in t}}e ".
eastern emirates, it removed Sulaimanu from the emirship
through 1ts own initiative rather than as a result ofxs‘ome

’

local appea.l. o - . .
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MURT . . .
Prior to 18 creatibn as an emirdte in 1833, Muri consti-
- P . tuted ihe southern rbgions of Gombe emirate. It was declared
' " politically séparate from Gombe emirate by the Caliph, Muhammadu
Bello, in response to an appeal for 1ndependence'by the domi-
nant Fulani group in Muri, the Fulanin Kiri, following the exe-
cution of Hammag‘ﬂuwa98'and,hia eldest son, Bose, by the Gombe
emir, Buba Yero, ostensibly " ..0n the.pretext that they were
ﬁschéming for fhe secession of Muri from Gombe".99 Much épecu-
létion,vhuwcver, exists as to the true grounds for the execu-
tion of Hamman Ruwa and Bose, both ostensibly loyal vassals
of the Gombe emir. As a result, a fairiy coésidé;able divergence
of opinion has beén produced, Hogben and Kirk-Greene relate
that Buba Ye;p desired Gombe's succession for his son, Kwairanga, g
- but feared that, on his death, {ﬂ..the people would choose
Hamman Ruwa, the natural heir“.loo Adeleye, on the other hand,
attributes the executions to "...the ambition of Buba Yero to °
\aintain Muri's succession in his own direct 11ne“1°1 whilat
Low speculates that Hamman Ruwa was seeking the' Gomba succes-
. sién for his son, Bose,102 Be what may, the Caliph Jﬁﬁged that
| | Buba Yero was the guiity party and granted the deputation of
ﬁ _ . Fulanin Kiri a r1ag'%% to mark Muri's indeperience of Gombe.

surviving san of Hamman Ruwa, but Hamman was spon compeileg to
ralinquiah the emirahip to his younger brothe15 Ibrahim, oh "g
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e aocount of tﬁe public opinion in fav#ur of the 1atter.1°”
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~ Material gurroundlng subsequent appointments to Muri'a'.
nmiraﬁip 14 unfortuhately brief, Ibrahim wae doposed briafly

.1n 1836 rnr insanity, during which his brother, namman (Bokoto'a“

[oqjginal appointee), ncted‘aa regent , ﬂnon Iorahim gog@ined
his sanity a while later he was permitted to resume the enif- '
chip but, when he was again afflicted with insanity in 1048,
hg wan removed from his of?ice for good j:
in hia}plnce as the new emir.io5 The Muri Fulapi_became dis-
iilusioned‘wdth Hamman as their emin in 1861 and requested that
Sokotd depose him, and replace him with hia rival, Hamadu, the
ron of Bone.lpﬁ nocording tq Fremantle, "o reasons are given
for his deporal, one, that he was mad and cared for nothing
but pleasure and -the company of his wives, and the other, that
" the Fulani were annoyod at htﬂ behaviour at Gassol, Sarkin“
Raba, the ookoto envoy;iigokadu') opportunately arrived and
gave his sanction to the appointment of Hamadu."1°7 On the
death of Hamadu ‘in 1869, Sokoto 1ntervened in. ‘the appointmont
process and "...dixocted that Abubakar, a son-of Hamman Ruwa,
_should Rk appointed emir". 198 The Murt pqpulace redected |
Sokoto's c&ndigfte and demanded that Hamman's son, Bur%a, be
tﬁrbanned theznew omir,log a demand to which Sokoto acquioncod.
' Burba also went insane and had to be removed from the emirship
in 1873,110 and Abubakar, Sokoto's original nominee to succeed

Hamadu in 1869, was turbanned the new emir to succeed him,

R -
g - . N N - ‘c

<
d Hamman waa~turbannad
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-When Aiubakdi died seven months 1&tor%éihe enirship passed -
‘o his’ apn. Muhamnadu Nye (1873-96), {:ho. in turn, was sue- .
.. ceeded by his'aon, Hassan (1897-1 907)

l

Prom all cvidence 1% appeang that Sokoto possesaed 11t~
tle 1nf1uencé in both the appoinbmenta and dismissals of Muri's

'emira. The succeasful reJectig? of Sokoto's nominee for Muri's

firs t. emir (Hammaa) by the Mum popdlace in favour of '1ts own
cand;date (Ibrahim) attests éo the weakness of 80koto'n posi=-
tion with regard to contro}%}ng the succession to the emir-
Ship. In~all caseaf’Sokoto had to be content merely in turban-
ning Murli's nominees. for the emirship, Only on one occasion
did Sokoto challenge Muri's right to select its owh emirs. In
that instance, however; its choice for,the emirship (Abubakar)

was succeasfyully refected in favour of the locally-picked can-

|

didate (Burpg). , . , /
/ .

, ' . _
. Four deﬁpsitions for ghree-pmirs are recorded, but nqne

appear to have been engineeréd by Sokoto without the conni-

vance of thé Muri people; rather, each was conducted by Sokoto
\
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1, Low,sBorder Sta.tes, P.. 158, g : C v‘,“
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3, For further iriformation regardihg the confrontation between
the Fulani and the Bornu authorities, consult Brenner,

Bornu, pp. ?8ff.; Y. Urvoy, Histoire de 1l'Empire du
Bornou (Paris: 19119), pp. 98= é Johnaton, §Eafo', PP. T6=T.
L, UrVoy, Bornou, p. 1QQ. ) - ,
5. Low, Bordar States, p. 162.

3

cf. J M, Frema A Histary .of the Region COmprising
The KatagmnoDlviaion of Kano Province » JAS, X(1911),,

p. 315. ° - . ‘

7. The first was 1ed by an important Fulani chief who was alded
in his endeavour by the emir of Hadejia, The second, and -
the more serious of the revolts, was instigated by Tushim, a
labe (pagan Hausa) chief, For further details,: consult!

- Low, Border States, pp. 162-3; Hogben and Kirchreene,
, Emirates, p. 470,

8. Low, Barder States, ps 163.

9. cf. Low, Border-States, pp. 163-4. |

10, cf. Low, Border States, p. 164,

11. Low, Border States, p. 259.

12. The importance of this office 1s recogniqed by Hogben and
Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 478, who state that the Sarkin
Shira was ",..recognized as the most Importmt subordinate
office in the emirate -« indeed, in some respects it seems
almost to have formed a separate unit." . .

13. Low, Border Sta.tea, p..259.
.14, Ibvid., pp. 263-4, “
' 15, Ibid., p. 264, - - oL
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16. Paaaibly because he was married to a aister of Alhassan ',
N(Law, Border States, p. 268)., a ‘ :

— %‘f - :‘g ‘
Q

fo

WIS TR

" 17. low, Borddr States, p. 268, mentions that the "emir of
Kenn'V: daUFNter ves murried to Haji, Hence the Kano emir's
vested.interest in iaji may have been thoyreazon for. the
- apprehension of the Sokoto Vizier's lette

T,
.
>

' 18, For further detalls surroundin HaJi'n appointment, consult - !
S Loy, Border States, pp. 267-8.

-y w1 e

19, The electoral body was evenly divided between Abdulkadiri ;
and Abubakar, four (the Waziri, Alkali, Makama and Madaki)
favouring tho former, and four (The Galadima, Liman,

Wombal and Maidala) the latter (Low, Dorder gtates,

P .
cf.. Fremantle, "Katagum", X, p. 420, \ !

20, (1) Abubakar, son of Dan Kauwe and brother of the recently-
decgaged emir, Haji;: (2) Abdulkadiri, son of Haji and the
Sarkin Shira: (3) Muhammadu Baffa, grandson of Dan Kauwa;
and (¥ Urman, tha son of Abdurrahman (Low, Border States,

pp. 283-l.)

”l., For further details surrounding the incidents leading to o
Abdulkadiri's appointment, cénocult Low, Border:‘States,

pp. 280=4, \
R .
“ Low, Border States, p. 284,

‘23, Ibid., Pp. 284-5: J.M., Fremantle, "Katagum", X, pp. 420-1;
. Wogben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. 480,

< 24, Low, Border States, p. 288.

cf, Nopben and Kirk-Greene, Fmirates, pp. 480-1,

3 _ ) Tor further information conceéTning the events leading to

; ~ ' bdulkadiri's 'dismissal!, consult Low, Border States, .
: gé. 0854 Hogben and Kirk-oreene, Emiyates, p. :

. , #5. To prevent Rabeh from obtaining arms and supplies from

Hausaland that could be used in a possible attack upon

the Sokoto Caliphate, the Caliph had ordered the Katagum

emir to seal off all trade with Bornu (cf. Low,. Border w
¥ States, pp. 285-7 Hogben and Kirk-Greene, EmiruEeE, "

LB T
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5; < p. 00, , ; ' i
26, Tow, PBorder sutea, pe 288, - ' ~ \ .,
27. logben and Kirx-areene. Emirates,. p. #81, Low, Border Stutes, ‘;

D. 291. - . . &;
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28. cf, Low, Border States, pp. 288-91; Hogben and Kirk- ;

Gl‘eene, !'oiiEraEesy Pe ll 1. . . ~ . g

»

29, Low, Border Stages, P. 291.

30. In c. 1890 Umaru had obtained the title of Sarkin Fulanin
Hadejia from the then chief of HadeJla (Brenner, Bornu,
P. 51};' Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Bmirates, p. 485.,)"

31, Low, Border States, p. 189.

v

)

32, Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. 30,

3%. cf. Low, Norder States, p. 190.

34; See further Low, Border States, p. 192; Gowers, Kano, P
22; Hogben 'and KITk-Ureene, Bmirates, p. 4385, :

35. Low, Border States, p. 193.. .
cf .. KdecIeye, Northern Nigeria, pp. 61, 95.

36. Buhari, with armed help from the Shehu of Bornu, had. con-
ducted régular raiding expeditions into the territories
of his brother emirs (Low, Border States, pp. 194-T;
Hogben and Kirk-Greene, Emirates, p. #080).

37. Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p. bl. Although Adcleye does not
claborate the nature of the complaints thorc can be no

doubt that he 1is referring to Nalara's assassination. ¢
Nalara, Buhari's cousin and one of the prime contenders
torfhe emirship at the death of Sambo, was executed on
orders from Buhari when he feared that Nalara would de-
velop into too dangerous a rival. For further details,

consult Iow, Border States, p. 197; Fremantle, "Katagum",
X, p. 404; Johnston, Bokoto, p. 151, ’ .

\

38, After first rejecting the summons to go to Sokoto, Buhari
had then refused to meet the Sokoto Vizier in Katagum
city, atter the latter location had been chosen as an
alternate site to conduect the 'consultations'.

. i [}

39. For further details surrounding Buhari's deposition, c¢on=
sul}ar.cm, Border States, pp. 1lysff.; Johnston, Sokoto,
pc 2- * .’ )

40. Hogben and Kirk-Greent, Emirates, p. 488, , 4

b1, Fremantle, "xatagum", X, p. 405; chers; Kano, p. 22, - -
§>. Low, Border States, pp. 20l-3. ( . _ _
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" 43, Johnston, Sokoéo, p. 183; Low, BRorder Staﬁeg. p. 203,

46, ef. iaw, Rorder States, pp. 295ff.
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4y, Tow, Border Ctates, p. 208, : : - )
45, Ivid., pp. *58-9. , )
—af., Lezt, The Jokoto Zaliphate, f' 160, who contends that
Radejla only returned E% Eﬁa Taliphate after Haru had -
succossfully ousted Buharlt!s son, Umaru, from the emir-
ship (1865). ) : %

’
[

~

-

)‘7. IDOW, Border StateS. Pe 2980

18, 1vid., p. Z00. ' .

49, For further details surrounding Haru's appointment, sde ’
Low, Border States, pp. 299-301.

-

50. » Border States, p. 301.

é

51. cf. Low, Border States, pp. 305-T.

' 52, cf. Low, Dorder States; pp. 190-1,

55. Adeleye, Northern Nigerias, p. 95, Statements within paran~ _
theses ctonstItute ﬁaEIeye'a quallfying footnote,

- Sy ef. Adeleye, Northern Nigeria, p, 30, .who :sees thwcreation

~of Missau resulting from-& disputg between Katagum and the
emir 6f Gombe, Buba Yero (rather than Bauchi),

55. In ¢, 1806, Gwanl Mukhtar had been granted a flag and com-

" mission for the conquest of Bormu East by the Shehu Usman
dan Fodio, However, both he and his son, Mamman Manga ,
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For further information surrounding this incident, cone g
‘sult Fremantle, "Katagum"j. X, p. 399; Johnston, Sokotg!

- P. 79; Backwell, Hausaland, p. 5; Temple, Notes, Dp. 3
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ef, FremanEIe,/ﬁkahggum", X, p. 400, According to Fre-
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61. ?remantle, "Kathgum", X, p. 409,
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° 2790 -
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¢ . his subjects, and appeared in general to be moving toward
4 open rebellion," ’ . -

. . o
64, Low, Border States, p. 279! Fremantle, "Katagum",X, pp. 418- "'
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who "...were seizing his main source of state revenue."
(Low, Border States, Pe 280)
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Bai-'der ﬁates, pp. -23 Frmntie, "Katagum",
p. ay that it was the emir of Kano
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of the Sarkin Isawa. Furthermore, neither make mention
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69. Adoleye, Northem Migoris, pp. g&g - n

’ cf. Low, ates, pp. 2 ’
70. C.0. li%geod, Gazetteer of Yola vaince (London: 1972). *
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s 78. In actual faét, Adama prepared to retire on the pilgrimage

to Mccea, & move that was tantamount to abdication, con- ~
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!

14
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. cf. Temple, Notes, p. s F.H. Ruxton, "Notes on the
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108, Kirkigreena, Adamawa, p. 156.'Sec also Fremantle, Muri,
Pe. . ! ' . v

109, Kirk-Greene, Adamawa, p. 156,
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?esides the aspécts previously discussed -- the right ﬁd
S ' ) o
appoint and dismisg the emirs in the emirates thaxnjgppriaed

the Sokoto Callphate, 4 the pover to arbitrate in/inter- and

1ntga-eh1rate disputeg -~ Sokoto's theoretical ascendggcy over

the emirates was‘fu% her in evidence bytthe presence of ceftain
additional prerogatives that it possessed., The emirs were éxﬂec-
ted to express thel subser&lence tq the calliphal power in

) ' - o [
Soketo by the repular fulfillment or execution of three major

oblle tions: (1) the remittance of tribute to the imperial trea~

sury,” commonly referred to as "well-known and covenanted gifts"l

(A. al-HaoBy3 al-maCliimat al-maChiidat); (2) the performance of
annual fealty-Jjourneys to the éaliphal courp;‘and (3).phe fur-
nishment of military levies upon request. These obligation;:
were, in fact, usually closely 1n§e;-connect§d.

’ If in good health and free of serious threat of ine
vasion from the d&r al-hardb, an emir was ,.. expec-
ted to appear, affgr the autumn harvest, at a con-
ference of all the emirs held annually in the Sokoto
area, accompanied by his own chief war¥ior/adminis-
trative officials., It was on this occasion that he
brought the required gifts and took part, with his en-
tourage, in whatever campaigns the Sultan had pro-
Jected that year, Such royal assemblies provided the
emirs a chance for renewal in person of ‘their re-
ligious and political vows of homage (H. chaffa) to
the Sultan, who then conferred on them a much-coveted
blessing %n his capacity of im@im and Commander of. the
Faithful, -

]
In an anelysis .of thesce factors (submission visits, mili-
tary levies, and tribute) two distinct phases can be discerned,

The first phace, from the inception of the Sokoto polity in-

1804 untfl the death of the Caliph Ma'azu in 1881, was generally
N ’ Q
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representative of strong‘central control over the emirate com-
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ponents, whilst the second phase, from the accession of the
T

“aliph Umaru in 1881 until the-eclipse of the Sokoto Caliphate

S S

£s ‘an indeperdent political organ 1n 1903, witnessed a gradual
s E but noticeable decline in Sokoto's authority.
ql . »

Frqm all evideAcé avallable It appears that the first
rhase witnessed few exceptions when the annual submission visit
to Sokoto was not ‘dutifully performed by the various emirs.3
dnly one breacg of this obligation‘is reccorded, that of the
emir Abdullahl of Zaria, @ breach that uyltimately led to his
dismissal from the emirship in c. 1881. It would appear further
that those émirs gyoge emirates were located far from the call-
phal court were probably exempted from making annual pilgri-
maées t6 Sokoto because of the great geographical dlatanceg in-
‘volved. For example, Adama of Adamawa (Yola), whose emirship

_.ﬁPunned‘hz years, made only 11 fealty-journeys to Sokoto
Again, there were some 1nstancesiwhen Sokoto grented speclal
dispensations of non-attendance to certégn emirs for one reason .
orother, such as age, ill-health, etc. In this context, the )
emir of Hadejia, Haru, wos granted\gn exemption in 1865 from
naking further journeys to Sokoto by the Caliph because of his p
.age. Instead, tho Caliph asked that his eldest son, Muhammadu,
perform this obligation in his place,
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The furnishment of military contingenta went hand in hemd

with the perromanee of the annual fealty-dourneya These levies,

{undcr the command ,of their rcpresentative emirs, were employed

P

" by the Caliph as he saw fit, Although information surrounding

the Cal:lplir.' campaiens is somewhat scarce, what seems to be cer-

tain 15 that such contingents were utiliscd by Sokoto practically

every yecar at- the time or “the submission visits.0 Beyond this #

reéegular ennual furnishment, the first phaner also witnessed several

<

instances where the Sokoto Caliphs ilssued special summonses for
military contingents to meet some cmorgency. or other, 'I‘he Co.liph
'uharmadp~-Bello (X817-37) made three such demands, 7 the Culiphs
Atiku (1857-47) and Aliyu Babba (1842-59) twice ordered their

emirs to supply forces in similar clrcmnstancen,8 and the Cailph

Abubakar Atiku (1873-77) made one such request for martial aid.? -

/

To all such sommongses the emirs a.ppegr to have readily complied,
From the acce:;éign of the Caliph Umé.ru in 1881 1t appea‘ra7
that the obligation of the annual fealty-journeys to ,Soko‘i:o‘
ma;-kedly degencrated. Instead, submission visits became bicnnial
and triennial eventa.lo As a result, autumn campaigning in the
service of the Caliph, .traditionally performad in conjunction
with the “ealty-doﬁmey, practically ceaaed.n In order to ob=-
tain the necessary military manpower with which to flighf their
enemies, the Caliphs Umaru (1881-91) ,a.n'd Avdurrshman (1891-
1901/2) found 1t necessary to ;'esqrt tmore and more to issuing
generdl owmmonses to the eastarn emirs whenover the situation

1]

;-
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a.,t'-oae. Tt in rocorded that Unaru summoned the omtrs overy year

Q

.of his roirn and launched expeditions (gonerally unsuccensfully)

againct hio onemien ot Sabon Birni, Arqungu and Madarumfa,l2
wherars Abdurrahman made demands for military aid on f‘iv&oc
carions 1? TL 1n interenting to note thnt vihorons pmvioualy
tho emirs had renerally commo.nded thelr own military contin-
pents In person, 1t appoars tho.t, auring this phaqe. thay slowly
abanrloned such n rractice nnd, instead, entrusted the como.nda
of their forcer to thelr pona or nonfor officiala. For examplo,
when the Caliph Abdurrahman summoned the emirs for p campaigrh
arainnt Amu'ﬂr,u in c, 1892, only the omirs of Bauchi and Katsina
appoared 1n person to lead their troops. Tha Kano-and Adamawa
contingente were led by tho Gmirs! ‘sons, whilst the force from
7aria vag commanded by the }_I_a_._g_a.}'c_;.m Coupled \d,th the gfowing
a‘ndenco of the omirs on the Caliphs' campaigns was a ‘general

mmillingnem on the part of thene conscripted 1evd es to fight

on the Caliphs' behalf. Sych a’lack of pugnacity may well ho.va
boen a contrihuting factor to the number of unsuccessful cam-
paings waged by Umaru, It is rocorded that to the summons of

c. 1802 (the Argunga eampaign) the emira had sent contingenta
only with reluctancel5 and, as Last contends, when 1t came time
to meet the enemy in babtle, .only the ll(anomforce showed any in.
terest in rightin{;. The othor fortes refrained from exerting
themselves in the conflict t{ago{use they expected th’a:t e share -

_of the booty vould be givan to them,16 This general reluctance
v
' to serve the Caliph militarily reached a head in ¢. 1895 when

!
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L the omlrs refused to reapond to the summons issued by Abdurrah- -
* .} man that they dinpatch troops to tho aid of the beleaguerad :
oenmir-nf Kano, l‘u\cux, who mm enraged in a ntrug,ple with the
rebel, Aliyu Babba,

4 .
' .
¢
Lo I

‘ “Pribute, on the other hand, tonded‘to incroase stéadily
throughout the nineteenth century, and ‘certainly offset much
' 'r;f"the weo.keni.n;{ of authority Sokoto experienced by.tho dege-
neration of the other two obligationc, the annual- fealty-
Journeys and their associated furnishment of military levien;
. ) " 4
Under Usman dan Fodlo (1804-17), Muhammadu Bello (1817~
37) and Atiku (1837-42), the tribute paid by the emirates to
Sokoto was no doubt relatively small and insignificant, and
. probably resombled a gift or present rather than a burdensome
obliration, In this regard Lant is probahly correct when he
stpten: '
. ‘ Only tex syrplus to the needs of the province need
be sent;to tho capital: consequently the revenue
Lo sent was somgwhat of a voluntary contribution.. Non-
& N gayment. however, vwas a sign that relations were
£ rokon; the size of the contribution was of little

<, -
i . * impo ce, reflecti;?g the atutun of the giver, not
of the fArft itselfl.

maintaing that Bello reruaod to accept tﬂ.«-

" bute from the emiratus "ese ruling that ea.ch should be céhtvent
with his own."18 such a contention » however, 13 not supporﬂed
by Clapperton, an English traveller-axplorer to Northem mgiu-u ;
in the 1820's, who reported that tridute was boina sent to- \ :

1
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Sokoto by Kano, -Adamawa, Bauéhi, Zoria, Hadojia.( Katagum and

'
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Kat.eino.,19 or by the same author elsewhore whm'el he ntates that B
the firnt two_chmirs of Zaris, Mallam Muna (1808-21) and Yt;.muba
(1821-24), both sent tribute to Sokoto.”? Altho ‘{r,h there are i

fow fiures to illuntrate Last's contention, hij

{

view 18, nevera- .
thelesn, renerslly supported by Hoghen and 'Kirk-LGrééno who, with “

reference to Katsinae emirate, maintain that "Formerly an annual

tribute used to R pald to the Galadima of Sokoto representing

the Sarkin HMusulmi "I‘hisu was originally of amall value; it\was
accepted ns a proaent and a portion was remitted to the donors".?l’
Clearly, the remittance of part of tho trivute to the donom

does provide somo foundation for Smith's misplaced contention.
However, wlmt; becomes clear is tndt tribute, however small it

may have boen,ﬂ was .certainly always expected annually by‘ Sokoto ,

-

from the emirates under its supervision,

The nemi-voluntary basis of tribute pawant, generally tT
charactoriutic oi‘ the Caliphates of Usman, Bello and Atiku, was

‘superceded by a more arganized and onerous system instituted by

the Caliph Aliyu Babba (1B42-59), under whom Sokoto's demands
for revenue roce sharply.22 To meet Sokoto's requirements, the
various em’n found it necessary to widen the base of revenue

within their emirates and, in consequence, Aliyu's caliphate

witnessed a (eneral systematization of occupational taxes in

mdst’ ot; the emimtq;s.a As a 'result od Aliyu's exhortations, )
the revahue acquired by Sokoto through tribute from the emir- g
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ates increased sharply.gh

- .

v As noted previously, the accession of the Caliph Umaru

" in 1881 saw the gradual abandonment of the annuel fea.lty-;four-

ney and autumn campalgning. It also ushered in a period of fur-

" ther demands by Sokoto for more tribute from the emirates. Under (

Umarw, a Caliph who, apparently, dld not share the ‘austerity of
some of the previous Caliphs,25 most of the emirs were called
upon to remit éonsider&bly more tribute.td Sokoto thein they had

" done i{x the pza.st:.a6 Such demands appear to have been met by a.

majority of the emirs who, besides paying the,additional tridbute
demanded by Sokoto,”7 had also volunterily increased the value
of their presents which they dispatiched to Sokoto, an increase ;-

.conditioned by their growing absence from the annual submission

visit and autunin campailgning.”® In come cases Umaru's {iema;nds
for more tribute became oppressive and certalnly contributed to
a worsenﬂ.n‘f Sokoto-emirate rolations. With regard to Katsina
emirate, Hogben and Kirk-Greene mention that ".,. the tribute
had become a levy eﬁracted from unwilling payers, an imposi-
tion thﬁt quickly destroyed the close perscnal relations that

had carlier existed' between Katcina ‘and Sokoto."ag

<)
Barth calculated that the total value of revenue due .

Sokoto from tribute sent by the emirates in the 1850's amounted :
to c.£°o 000, >0 Lugard, ¢iting figures in the late 1890'8. 2
placed the value of tridute ot c. ,{25,000 A Lugard's figure, A

(
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h;wever, probably represents an amount lower than that which'
usually accmod_."tg- Sokoto in the igst two decades of the nine- /
teen;:h century bééause Kano emiratey following the civﬂ’\ur )
(14u3-5),. reduced the amount of tribute that it sent to’Sckota.>2
Since Fano's tribute was the prineipal source of revenue tor
Sokoto throughout the nineteenth century, 33 such a cutback in /
tribute may well have distorted the rigures quite considerably.
However, cven taking fnis into account. it appears that Sokoto's -
tribute did not increase as muich, or was as widespread, as some >
authors have suggested. Certainly not all the emirates seem to
have acqufescéd to the pressures of Sol:oto for more tribdute.

2N

Adamave, cmirate, t‘or cxamnle, was sending the game tri‘bute to

) Sokoto in the 1590':3 as 1t haad dorw in the 1850'6.3"' Furtharv-

more, Kontagora emirate, which seems to have had a apecia.l re-

lationship with Sokoto, pald no tribute whatever to the imperial

3

treasury.35
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Ade1e§M?LNorthern Nigeria, p. 84.
gg.a~ggf, The Sonnto .aliphate, p. 105,

Low, Border States, pp, 48-9,

Tor example, the emirs of Zaria regularly performed the
annual fealty-journey to Sokoto (M,G, Smith, Zazzau, p.
76), as did the emirs of Katagum up until 14 TemAntle,
'Katagun",X, p. 416; cf. Low, Border States, p, 271),
whilst Sambo Digimsa, the emir of Radejla (1805-&5, 1848)
is purported to have performed this obligation annually

- throughout his emirship (Low, Border States, p. 191).

Johnston, Sokoto, p. 178; Kirk-Greene, Adamawa, p. 136; Hog=- .
ben and Kirk-Oreene, Emirates, p. & . . :
ef. Vicars-Boyld, "YoIa™, p. 82, ‘who contends that Adama
only .made 9 journeys to Sokoto,

Low, Border States, p. 301.

Apparcently the Caliph Bello, often accompanied By the emirs,
made expeditions against his enemies practically every

year of his reigh (E.J. Arnett, "Hlstory of Jokots", p. 31,

in idem, The Rise of the Sokoto Fulani (Kano: 1922)), .the
Calliph Atiku made yearly eXpeditlons ' (Last, The Sokoto

Caliphate, p. 82), whilst Aliyu Babba is sald to have con=
ducted 20 campaigns in’a reign of 17 years® (Ibid., p. 85).

In c¢. 1826, Bello ordered the eésterﬁ emirs to mobilize their
forces to meet the danger posed by the lnvasion of the

“

Caliphate from the east by al-Kanemi of Bornu (see further

Johnston, Sokoto, pp. 119ff.). In ¢. 1835, he twice sum~
moned the emIrs, the first to meet the threat posed by
the Katsinawa, Gobirawa and Tuaregs, -4 campaign in which
the majority of the emirs were present (Ibid., pp. 130-

13, whilst in the second instance, Bello ordered the emirs _
o

Kano, Hadeji®, Katagum, Missau and Jema'are to send
.contingents to attack Abdullahi, a Habe exile of Shira,
opgrgting in Katagum (see further, Low, Border States, pp.
17 Eand ® 09

The Caliph Atiku éummoned the eastern emirs iﬁoc. 1840 to

L

asgist him in an expedition against the Gobirawa and Kat- .

sinawa (Johnston, Sokoto, p. 1&72, and again in c, 1841.2
for o campaign angSEE'Tsibiri, he capital of the

Gobirava (Ibid., p. 148; Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p.

82),- an expedition which was atfendsd by all Ege ekstern -

emirs, excegt Yaqubu of Bauchi, who, because of his advane
ad_eent\Qie son 1n'hia g}aco (Last, The Sckoto

ced years,

b
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'I‘T\‘é'%'Ia Iph Aliyu Babba, faced with the Buhari revolt s BUMe

. moned forces from the emirates of Kano, Katagum, Missau -

Q . and Jema'are in c. 1852 (Low, Border States, p. 200), and
the following year summoned contingents Irom practically

ﬁV;ry)emirate‘(ibid., p. 201; Fremantle, "Katagun", pp.
100=T) » -, ’

PR ¥

: 9. The Caliph summoned the eastern emirs for an expedition -
o against the Katsinawa and Gobirawa (Arnett, "History of
- Sokoto", p. 34, in idem, The Rise of the Sokoto Fulani).

Ve

10, Low, Border Stntes, R 48n, In actual fact, Low states.that

) the annual visits "... were reduced to bi- and triannual
events", It 18 obvious that the author intends to mean
bi- and triennial events, !

o + ef, Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 124; Fremantle, "Katagum",
. P. 418, Umaru Senda, the %\Ir,of Adamawa from 1872 to 1890,
. * is purported to have made only two fealty-Jjourneys to

Sokoto (Vicars Boyle, "Yola", p. 86). '

11, Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 124,

12, Arnett, Sokoto, p. 34; Arnett, "History of Sokoto', p. 34,
in idem, The Rise of the Sokoto Fulani; Hogben and Kirk-
( Greene, Emlrates, p. B07.

s cf, Last, The sokoto Caliphate; 4, who mentions that

Unaru conducted only three oxpeditions, in c. 1881, c.
. 1886, and ¢, 1889,

13. Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 129. - ‘

9

4

14, Johnston, Sokoto, p. 220. _
cf. Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 129, who maintains that
&Il the eastern emirs were present 4t this campaign,
15. Johnston, Sokoto, p. 220, ’ X
B} '16. Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p, 129, / \

. 17. Ibid., p. 105, : T , -
. cl'. Johnston, Sokoto, p. 176. p 'S

18. M.G, Smith, "Corruption",. p. 174. .

19. H. Clapperton, Journal of .a Second Expedition (London:
7" "1966), p. pie HEnnL o1 8 Jecond Pxpedition

20\ M.G. Smith, Zazzau, p. 1146: )
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21, Hogben and Kirk-Greene, mirutes, Pe. 173,

ee. I‘or example, it was during Al:l.yu Babba's Caliphate that
demands vvere made on Zaria for it to increase its ahare

of tribute to Sokoto (M.G. Smith, Zarzau, p. 154). Fur- _

*fzer"nre, Parth, a German traveller-exn!orer to orthem
igeria in the 1850'3, mentions that pressure was being
exerted by Golkoto on Katsina to increase its annual tri-

bute to the imper:lal treasury (Kirk-Greene,, Barth's Travels

in Nigeria, p. 241). -

23. M.G. Smith, "Corruption", p. 177. ,
cf. 1dem. Zazzau, p. 157. :

ok, M.G. Smith, "Corruption®, p. 177. | -
25, Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p. 125. :

26. Ipid.; Fremantle, "Katagum", p. #18. B

?7. For example, Kano emirate, during the emirship of: Muhmadu
Bello, was ordered to ihAcrease its share of the tribute

-
SN

L Ly

due to Sokoto in c. 1886-93 by 5 million cowries, a figure

that represented an increase in tribute of apptgpdmtely
33 (see further Adeleye, Rorthern Nigeria, p. 85n.)

28. Tast, The Sokoto Ca.liphate, . 128; Low, Border Statea,

p. 48n.
‘i{ogben and Kirk-Gfeene, EE’ rates, p. 1735. )
‘Barth, Travels, vol. 3, p. 117.

(.

n

[y—

30

31. F.D. fugard, "Memo, No. 5 -=- Taxation",” in NoFthern lugierian

Iands Committee (Londan: 1910), P. 114,

32, *In the eanyly 1890'5, Kano's tribute amourited to-100 horses,

15,000 gowns, 10,000 turbans and a va.rlety of miscellaneous

articles .(Johnston, SOI(oto, P. 176, C.H, Robinson, Hausa-
a.nd (Londons ;18 i.o “P. 105; C.K. Heek, The Norther%
ndon¢

es of Nigeria ( 1971), vol. 1, p. ﬁ, After
. The oIv1T vwar, Kano reduced 1t o 100 horses 1,000

» gowns (Johnston, Sokoto, p. 176 ). Such a reduction clearly

indicates a considerable cutback.

33, ef, Clapperton, Journal of a Second Expedition, pp. 21563
Lugard, "Memo s Do mo

)
\

34 .4In the 1890's, Adamawa's tribute amounted to c. 2,000 slaves

per annum (Johnston, Sokoto. P. 176; Robinson, -Hausaland,
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% g p. 105; Msek, Northern Tribes, vol. 1, p. 298), a figure’
F * which is identIcal to that glven in the 1850's (A,.G.B,
g and H,J, Fisher, Slave and Muslim Socliety &n Africa . .
! (London: 1970), p.'IEI;» ’ .
cf, J,0, Anenc, International RBoundaries of Nipgeria 1885-
1960 {London: 1970),p. ©Gt, and lockler-Ferryman, ) ‘
, IMreria, p: 161, both of whom cite 10,000 slaves as
Kfamaia's annual tribute. '
. ' 35. Lugard, "Memo", p. 127. o
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The purpose of this disertation has been to examine and

analyze Soknto's reclations with its emirate components. The

svépe has bren restricted .o an analysis of certain preroga-

“dwen tipt Eovmto_poasessed“ ﬁreropatives ﬁhat were established
. S by Seketo nt the Calliphated s incnptibn and which represented as-
pects of 1ts aseendancy over the emlrates., A resirictibn of this
type has, of course, 1imited the comprehensiveness of such a
atudy since mthdi polnhs of InLernrtion between Lhe Callphad
autpgrlty and the emirates have been ‘deleted from consideration.
Ropardless of the narrow perapective which has been utilized
In this sfnﬁy with which to view Sokoto-oﬁirate relations, this
study does, nevertheless, roveal Beveral important factg about
the nature nft the felutinnship that existnd hetween Sokoto and

b

{ta constititant. em! rates.

The precnding analysis suggests that Sokoto's authority
Aver 1ts emlrates was to asome extent dependent. upon the de-

- pree of inter-clan rivalry (in the ;ensé of competition for the.
emirship) that existed within the emirates, In iaria, Sokoto
manared to attain an ascendancy unparallelled in any other emif-
ate, Such an ascendancy was achieved throuéh the effective ex-
ploitation of Fulani clan riéalries which were strongest and
most evident In this partlcular emirate. It, rotated the emir- -
ship belwean the compeﬁing dynasties and thus preventeé any
-trend towards absolutism from ever developing that could have
challenpged Sokoto's domiﬁant position in the emirate. By claime
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ing, and obtaining, the prerogative to fill certatp high-ranking
offices with its own appointees, it both maintained (by weaken-
fnn 'he emirchip cti11 further) and perpetuated (hy qualifying ‘
athers for ‘he emirship in the future) this ascendancy. Sokoto
also exerted considerable influence over the em1rateqof Katsina.
Paut., unlike in Zaria, it established th/emirship in oniy one

of the emirate's Fulani lineapes. To achieve its dominant posi-
tion it created a decentralized, or federalist-type, structgre

wherehby each major Fulanl clan leader was made responsible di-

re>tly to Sokoto rather than to the Katsina emir, with the res

sult. that the emirship was considerably emasculated. Like their -

acinterparts in Zaria, these privileged Fulani clan leaders,
who were also responsible for selecting Katsina's emirs, acted
as an efrpcflv; counterweight ko the.emlrs for they prevented,
these emirs from autocratizing the emirship to the detriment of
thetr ;wn (nnd hence Snketo's) pnsitions, In Kano emirate, how-
ever, Sokotn's influence Wae never as extensive as it was in
Zaria and Katsina. This lesqened authority, following an initial
period of strong ascendancy (e. 14°5-19), was attributable in '
rart to thecsecond Kano emir, Ibrahim Dabo, who elimlnai%d c
retition for the emirchip outside that of his own lineage and
thus removed the very factor on nﬁich Sokoto dependad for the
maznﬁenéﬁce and augmentation of {its authority, namely the~ex§
pl?itaginn of {nter-clan rivalry. Instead, SAkoto attempted to
exploit intra-clan rivalry in an effort to augment its dimini-

=hed authority over the cmirate. For a while it sgain exerted

.
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considerable influence over Kano when, during the emirships of
Muhammadu Bello (1883-93) and his son Tukur (1H93.06), 1t suce
cessfully played off two segments of the ruling clan‘. and forced
these two emirs (whose claims to the emirship were relatively
kweak) to rely on Sokoto for support to their positions against
the stronger ;laims‘or Abdullahi's immediate lineage. In return
for this suppprt Sokoto was able té elicit considerable conces-
sions from the Kano emirs, Such aeccndaqcy. howevvf. was short-
lived and, yith the exception of appointments to thd emi rship

in which lq nearly always displa&ed a‘relntively greater degree

of authority, SQkotb's influence over Kano emirate wds generally

limtted. “ : / g

s, Ih the eastern emirates, on the pther hand, a ditreroné
demographic picture prevailed. With the exception of Adamawa
emlrate.'only Qbe Fulani ¢group competed for the emirship in each
of these states, Tnterference by Sokoto, therefore, along the
same lines as it displayed in the Hausa emirates (1.e, the ex-
ploitation of inter-clan rivalries) was not possible. As a re-
sult, .Sokoto exerted conslderabiy iéag influence over the af-
fajirs of these emirates. espeéially in regards to the appoint-
ment adﬁ deposition§ of their emirs.! With regard to apppint-
ments to the emirships, égkoto's role was restricted in most
fnstances to mere conrimation of nominees referred to it by
local e}ectoral'hodles. In essence, bherefo}e. it simply piaced
a cloak of lepality over, or rubber-stamped. decisions that were

{ ,
made by the em{rates themselves without reference to any exter-
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nal hody (1.e. Sokoto). In the context of emir dismissals)

\ -
Sokoto arted in response Lo’ local complaints levied against

their emirs., rather than as Mmoves initiated by tt.2 Furt“ermore,

_Tolly:iine ‘he ramoval of emirs from their oft'ices, 3okoto never

loored heyond'tho deposed emirs! immediate linecaresn for suc-

cessora, Tnatead, it eilther Lurbanned the most influential re- .

latives of the dismissed cmirs t§ the vacant positions.3 or
else confirmed the appointees of the elentor&! councils in the
emirates rrom:errwzﬁ,.'4 Such behaviour indicates that Sokoto was‘
clearly llmiteq in 1ts ability gb influence any qyggintment tQ\
the castern emirships. It.almply lacked the means‘by which it

; .

could cont.rol the zuccession.

~-

The pertod 18K1.1M03 Witneszed a marked depeneration in

the fulfillment of two obligations which €ach emir was expected

to observe repulairly, namely the performance of the annual fealty-

Journey and itsliiﬁpciated cpunterpart. the furnishment of mili:
tary levies. To touitcract the long of influence from this quars
ter, Sokoto attemptgd to aﬁtment its own_authority elsewhere,
As such. 1t purposely altempted to pursue a much more active

role In the internal affairs of its emirafes than it had dis-

played in the pust.5 Such increased intertcrence was especially

evident in the realm of emir appointments. The appointments of
Muharaadn Jello (187) and Tukur (1893) to the Kano emirship
vere non~erted eff-rls 2n the part ot Sokouto to. tnrthe 1ts
asceniancy over Kano emirate. By hLoth appointments it Q@lce ree

Jected the wundlducy of the loca11y~ravourad Ynauf.xﬁga more
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than- once had demonstrated his independence in his dealings
with th» caliphal power. Ultimately éoﬁoto failed to maint;in
its {nrluence over the emlra?e; Aliyuy Babba's successful reQ%lt
.. a"ainst‘the‘ﬂokqto eppointee did much éo'damaée Sokoto's pres-
tire and autharity./;i\katagum emi rate, Sokotb unsuccessfully
a£tempted to 111 the vacant emirship in 1096 with its own 0
candidate when it directed the Katagum populace 1o accept Abu-
bakar ra%he; than Ahdulkadiri, the cholce of Katagum's Vizieér
and ‘electoral body. This intrusion into the selection process s
~of Ketaguwh's emirs represented a radical departure from Sokoto's
usual poI;by which, until that time, had simply been one of
o - turbann!ng Katagum!s nomlnees to the emirship. Although thwarted
T rom Ltu Ilntention of 1nf1uenc1ng the appointment to the emir-
ship. it was, nevertheless, successful in filling two senior
offices be?eath the emirship with its own nominees. Likewise:
¢ | in the emirate of Zarta Sokoto's increaéed intrusion into its
internal affairs was felt. Tis demands that Sambo (c¢. 1931-90)

s

»[111 three seniotr offices with Sokoto.appointees so weakened
the Zarlﬁ sdministration and the office of emir that itnbpcame
v necessary “or Sokoto to remove Sambo from the emirship when his
.posifion became untenable and to strengthen the Zaria emirship.

y ‘ Apain. at Yero's death+in 1997, Sokoto sought to increase its .

4 e

~ control over the emirate by calling for the appointment of a

seriously physlc&llyahnndicagped iﬁdividual who, because of his

A
By
.
Bl
B

7 ' e -
ks afflictinns  would be forced to hand over power to his Hausa

’l’ deputy, who, in turn, would have to rely heavily on Sokoto for 8
- v ’ - e’

a

nF T
~
-

(3
b
A
o2
i

d . » k)
. ; -
A . . . ° I




TR

k 1
3
A

)

support in dealing with the other Fulani clans in Zaria, Thif

wag considered too éreat an intrusion by the 7aria Fulani who

rejeéfed.ﬁokoto's right to select Zaria's emirs by forcing the
7nlipn's represeniative, the lokoto Viziet, to turban their

own candidnt e, Rwasau, itnstcead.
2 | .
-

A measure of aﬁy political entify's effectiveness to
rule, or hbe authoritative, is its ability to use forcé, or the
threat. of force, to'maintain its poﬁition vis-d-vis its con;
stituent., suvordinate elements. Sokoto poé;essed no standing
army which'tt could mobilize, gr on which it could rely, in
support ol 1its position in 1ts dealings with the various emir-
ute;. Rather, whether to deal with external enemies or internal
problems (such as recalcitr;nt emirs), Sokoto was dependent for
military support upon't:e varioug emirs who were obliged to
furnffh contingents on demand. The rgsult of this was that, at
such timcst Sokoto was capable of commanding considerable ror-
ces.ﬁ This féctor. the abllity to draw upon such a vast reser-
VOir of- armed support, was certalnly o;e factor that worked to
Sokoto's advanﬁﬁ&e ln‘tts're;atlons with the emirs. It no doubt
octed as a 6e%errent to emirs who congfqylated pursuing indef
pendent ﬁolicies. and of'ten compelled mdny an emig to-tdllow.a,
policy of compliance with Sokoto's wighes on the threat ?hat’

such r force could and would be mobilized. against them if the

~situation demanded.” On the other hand., Sokoto's reliance on

the emirates for the furnishment of military forces fo upholg

-
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‘as 'the princ¢ipal architect of the Sokoto polity, appear to have -

| emtratea '8 recorded. and most decisions handéd down by Sokoto

118
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its authority also constituted a source of weakness, for it
. : v \

made the Caliphs overly depéndent upon the good”ﬁraces of the

o
-

emirs, ' hnau*h 'nntanaaes vere vare where Amirs refused +o, re-
arge? santi el vy rﬂgh :,nmonsesﬁfor mi?i'nry suspart  such

‘ases wére. n@norhe1csn: nn' nnkvnwn.OEIf a5 at times 1ike

these 'hat Snkoto'r‘nuth6r1ty vas most hranht into quesgion

In nne—noﬁée 1t ronlad he 9ruueh.jh§t the omirs ncted a8 a
lagsely-kn‘* *n'erést\ﬁrpnw. Ir thé Calinhst /actions were con-
sldered by them *o e {inst ‘or necessary for the defence of their

b IREE R !nﬂer;stnq, then‘Sokoto was assured of conflnued mili- “
tary support: from the emirs. If, however, Sokoto's policiés
constituted serious threats to their self-interests, then such ’

sunport was l4kely to be mpfe'dffficult to elteit 3" /

Another determinant of Sqﬁoto's authority and influence
over itg emirates was the esteem or rerard with which the |
Caliphs were held by the yariéus emiry. Sokoto's first two ;
h§ilphs. Usmen dan Fodio and Muhammadu Bello,, the former as in-
sttpato} of the Fulani Jihdd and pe?orm movement and the latter
Heen held in hirh repard by the emirs, and i1t ¥as during their
caliphates ‘hat Sokoto's authority attained 1ts apogea. During

this pertod: (1°nh-‘57\ 1ittle friction hetween Sokoto and its

with referenck to emirate affairs were accepte:;ﬁ;ﬁ seems, with
little opposition by the paréies concernea.ii th the eyception
LD N ’
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of Aliyu Bahba (1R4P-59), Succeeding Caliphs wérg~men"6f less®r

P

ability and prestise whose relations with the emirates d14 much
{6 eontri%ute E9 8 state of steady decline in Sokoto's authority
ﬁnd nrestire vis=a-vis 1té'em1rates. 2 dézltne that reached

a nadir during the calip)né"frs"éswf Umaru (L$81-71) and Abdur-
rahman (1301-1001/2). This deterioration was.influenced to a
certain exten% by a series of intrusions conducted by éokoto
into emirate affairs, particularly with repard to emirship ap-

pointmentql . each of which was considered to be unwarranted

'interference by the Caliphs into arveas of respohsibility ;d-

Judred to be outqide Sokoto's 1urisd1ction, and which gradually
eroded ,okoto's influence from the high level that it attained

" .4n the early period to a point where' Sokoto found ‘1t difficult

to command aﬁ& authority whatever beyond that which accrued to

1t as ep{r1+ua1 leader of the Muslim community 1n that region,

a position the Caliphs claimed by virtue of their descent from’

Usman dgn Fodio,




FOOTNOTRS . .| E
. €
! 1. Mlssau emirate presented an exceptional case. Becauss of °
~ . ttc curious administrative orpanization e. the pre- ’

- sence of certain extraterritorial privil zes) it was al-
ways vvlnerable to control by 3okoto on the threat that
such lucrative ripghts would bhe cancelled if it did not.
Such a situation occurred in c. 1886 dhen the Caliph can-
celled these concessions because of thd Missau emir's
(Mamman Manga) independent policiesa and refusal to come
to Sokoto.

B ARACTET. LB 6T : I
- * atur
B
q

"2

. Buhari (Hadejie. c. 1851); Umaru (Hadejia. c. 1R865); Uaman
(Missau, 1H62): Tbrahim (Muri, 1848): Hamman (Muri, 1R61);
and Burpa (Muri, 1H73). The removal of Sulaimanu from

, . Katagum's emirship in 1416 constitutes the only case at

o~ variance. But even Sulaimanu's dismissal could be argued

as having arisen out of local demands for his removal

(swme - furtnnr. Katagum, Cuapter 7). ‘

- . D e.a.qgﬁn Kauwa (Katagum, 1816); Muhammadufxwairanga (Gombe,
1!

L, e.g. Haru (Hadeifa, c. 1065): Hamadu (Muri, 1861). " , i

5. uuch a view is also held by Last, The Sokoto Caliphate, p.
174, who states that "The 1oosaning ol tles, wEIcn had
begun before CUmar, was compensated by Spkoto's greater
interrerence in the domestic polities of the emirates, as,
for example, in Zaria where the continual imhalance and
v rivalry of the tri-dynastic system had begun to require:
. , "an outside stablliser. In Kano, too, tue new Emir, Muham-
, mady Bello o. ibrahim, proved most amenabie to Sokoto
. vishes " i
. {
. 6. The army sent hy the Caliph Aliyu Babba in ¢, lo53 to-deal
. with Buhari of Hadejia ‘consisted ot 20,"0 horse alone,
consisting of levies frum practically every emirate in .
tne Caliphate (Low, Border States, n, 7N1),

1

)

S 7. ¢.f.. Sulaimanu (Gombe, 1641); S1a1 Aodulkadirt (Zarts, 1860); i
and Haru (Hadejia, ¢, 18 5) ) : ﬁ {

1

. R, e,u. the emirs' rerusal-to send troops to the aid of Tukur.
. in.his strurgle with Aliyu Babba after tney-had been. ao
ordered hy the Caliph (¢. lu9%).

f I

MR TR T T
¥ i .

.

.
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9. For example, the cmirs readily complied with summonaes in
: ¢. 1852 to deal with Buhari who, following his own depo-
sition from Hadejia'g emirship, had not only usurped tire
emirship after he had killed the new emir, tut was regu-
lerly ~s5ndunting ralding expedltlions in the territories of
the eantern emirates,

T

d

17, F»or axample, the emirs no doubt aaw in Tukur's appointment to
the Kano emirship in 1893 a threat to thelr own positions,
Their refusal, therefore, to supply troops in support of
Tukur in ¢, 1305 can be seen a5 not only a display of soli-

. darjty with the claims of the house of Yusuf, whom they
. felt. had been chedted out of the emirship, but .also as an
- attempt to end, or show disapproval of, the Calliphts ine '
reased Interference into emirate affairs, -

11. For example, three major inter- and intra-emirate disputes
ware referred to Sokote for arbitration during \this period,
‘and, in all cases, Sokoto's decisipns were adheyred to by

the relevant parties. In c. 1824 Kazaure was severed from

*Kano, 4nd conatituted into a separate emirate, Missau emir-

ate was created in c. 1831 arising out of the disphte Ye-

. tween Katagum and Bauchi emirates, and Murl was granted

{ndependent® status of Gombe in 1833 after its governor,

Hamman Ruwa, was Judged to have heen unjustly executed by

Buba Yero, the emir of Gombe., Certain emirship appoint-

ments provide further examples of Sokoto's ascendancy in

this period, eapecially initial appointments to various
emirates, such as Sulaimanu (Kano, c¢. 1805) and Mallanm

Mysa (Zaria, 1808), - : v ‘

- -

: 17. Por example, the Adamawa cmirship-appointment, 1872 (when
. Sokoto backed the candidacy o6f Hamidu over Umaru Sanda,
; the local nominee); Muvri, 1873.;Abubakar over Burba);

; Gombe, 1HA2 (Tukur over Zailani); Kano, 1893 (Tukur over
Yusuf); and Katsagum, 1P06 (Abubakar over Abdulkadiri).

&
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Mundubawa (Modibawa) Fulani

1

»
(1) Sulaimanu
(13n5-19)

Sullubawa Fulani

. I
(?) Ibrahim Dabo
(1819-46)

A

- (2) Usman
= (18h6-55)

(4) AdeilaHi

!

(5) Muhlmmadu

(1855-83%) Bello
(1883-93)
>
(7) Aliyu Bahba (6) Tukur
(1895-1903) (1893-95)
4
.
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Mallawa Fulani ‘ ~ Katainawa Fulani
(1) Mallam Musa (3) Abdulkarim
(18308.21) . (1834-46)
- (& . -
L ‘ . ] .
(6) S1d1 Abdulkadiri’  (9) Abubakar (10) Sambo ]
] (1879 (1873-Th) (1878-90)
" i

/

Rornawa Fulani
-~ »

, (?) Yamusa
(1871-34)
(4) Hamada (5) Mamm;L Sani
© o (10h6) o v (1846-60)

N

(%) Abdullahi

51)(136%-73) \ (
11) (1R74-78) . Sulibawa Fulani
’ . (7) Abdusallami
(1860-63)
(11) Yero .
(1890-07) . )
' r
J

(17) Kwasau
(1807-1002)
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1) Umaru 2) Sambo i

(1) (1805-08) (@) 2 1808-45).

" (1848)
o ® ’
(3\-Gark; gh Ahduf#adiri (5) Buhari - (6) Ahmadu (E%H&!
(1846-7) (1847.19) slmm-slg 1851- éasu
- (185°-63)%
o h |
| 7) Umaru 9) Muhammadu
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# Tukur, another of Sambo'a sons, was the de jure emir during .
Buharl's second t.enura as !!adediu'e chief, i
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- a8 (Yola) Emirate
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(1) Modibbo Adama “ -
(1806-48) K
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V- o . Appendix U o
Hausa/Fulani « Arabic Proper Names . b
s Conversion Tables ’ o .
- Hausa/Fulant | : - Arabic o
2 Hamidu :  CAbd al-jamrd ¢
Ej & Abdulkarim CAbd al-Karfm . B
“ © Abdullahi ' CAbd Al1%h ¢
| Abdulkadiri - SAnd al-gRabr {é
Abd‘ﬁgrahman : . CAbd al-Rehmin
- Abdusallami * . CAbd al-Salkm
. Abubakar T AbT Bakr ,
‘ Ahﬁna‘du, mna.flu ' Ahmad
) Al1, Aliyu’ , CALY
Buhari ~ BukhR T
Haji, -Alhatf | al-HE4
Hassan, Alhansan Hasan
| Thrahim . IbrEhTm
Temalla - IsmiCT2 |
. Muhnrr;;nadu, Muhamman, Mamman, Mubammad
- Hamman, Hamado, Hmdu .
Mus ° ‘ \ MUbZ
Kadir e Qfgir |
) Sulaimanu : S Sulaymén |
Attehiru ‘ . al-TEhir 'V
é Umaru : ’ o - "’Um;r R
2 Usman o B "U‘bhﬁn ‘
Yusuf (-&,-w) . - Yﬁiuf‘ - T
Zubsiru - . '~ rZuW"x“_ﬁl AT
R . q SR S s
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Appendix 5 ' R

| ' . GLOSSARY -
- of Hausa, Ful!hi and Arabic terms and titles,

L Alvalt, .
f ‘ Judge. (Equivalent to the Arable, al-QE(T),

!

< N |

Ardo, \
A Fulani title, ofteq conferred. upon & clan head.

]

T Bani, Ranl. ) g
y : TTTerdlly, 'rive me, give me'. Alsgo used to describe the
compulsory tribute payments made by the Fmirs of Zaria to the
Sokoto Viziers, payments which were made in addition to the
normal tribute aupa&ied by Zaria to the Sokoto treasury.

'
-]

Chiroma, b :
fornu title and official position, adopted by the Hausa
and Farlani, and normally conferred upnn memhers of the ru-
ling familien, esnecially the helr-apparent (e.g. HadeJia
emirate), >

© Danpraladima, \ .
A t1tled office whose functions varied from emirate to
emirate, In Sokoto, this position was filled by the intery
mediary to §ano emirate. ’ ' .

1

~

/

Gaisua, Gninuwﬁ. !
oo TiTerally, 'nreetings', but also used to mean gifts (often
" ' compulsory) given by subordinates to superiors, and tribute,

; *© (Galadima. ’
Bornu titled position adopted throughout Hausaland, but
. whnge functions varied from emirate to emirate. In- Sokoto,
. the Galadima was the second most important administrative
‘ of ficIal alter the Viaier, '

. N ,
Al -

Gandu. ' .
. «Tax; tribute, household compound. ‘ . o

1] 2 1;'
Generally uscd by‘the Fulani to describe all non+Fulénis,

but also used to:mean non-Muslim Hausa peoples as opposed
| , to Muslim Hausas, '

Habé.

D o

t
4w

L 4

%. Jekada, ‘ : ;o
P essanger who acted as the intermediary between an absent
¢ . fl{ef=-holder or kof'a representative, usually resident in the - @
.- | sapitalfand the I'lef or émirate, o
'k:} i o



D

Kofa, - :

Literally, 'doorway' or 'doorhole', but also used to mean
an intermediary between one person n.nd a.nother more influ- .
ential cr powerful , _ : N

H
4

V,rdin Varcce, N
MEEEY sr=1 “a» on the ‘aming community, sqmetimes equated
with mu “rar¥j. -

Ma. laki, Madawal-i. ~
An Tmportant titled official position, whose functtons
varied from emirate to emirate. However, it was usually con-
ferred upon the head of the cavalry.

Mara fi. )
A Hausa tit{ejn Sokotw Magaji was the Jekada to the
thsum

emirate of Ka

\ - - Ll
H

Magajin Gari.
K ofTicial position found .in Sokoto, Kdno and Katsina.
Usually means 'mayor' (hence Magajin Gari Kano- = mayor’of

Kano city).

|

’

Magrajin Rafi. . b - )
~ A Litled position., in Sokotu th&s official was the kofa' '’
to Baucni emirate. ) ’

Mallam.
Teacher. A courtesy title conferred by tne Haug& upon °
any man of learnimg (equivalent to the Arabic, allim).
> ) » . -———---—u-—— ;r\

© Man _l&-saraku'\a o

. 1
Tmportant chiefs. B 54

NE'1b, pl. NuwwEb, ‘ ’
Repre! e»nEa‘Eive, agent, delegate, deputy, 11eutenam;.

o

hibﬁ; '
A fortified location. i yd
Tmir, chXel [oT) (e.c. S in Shira = chief of Shi!'a'
Sarkin Isawa .= chief of Isawa.).

1

Sarkin Pada. Vo . -

TIterally meaning 'chief of the palace'. In most cases
this titled position perlormed such functions, but in Soketo
this office was filled by a member of the Vizieral Household

ponrihle for ¢ \m supervision of Zarih emirate.

i

@

Sarkin Musulmi. ' .
evally, ‘chief of the Muslims'. Title accorded the . |
Sokoto "alifphs ( equiva.lant to. the Amhic. An!r n-m,'mg . ,%

J

« . . ’
» ‘ ¢
J
- . B . N * ! o7 v , . N o »‘4.‘ -A?
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Sarkin Rafi, .
K tTlled office. In Sokoto, this pnsition was filled by
the Jekada to Hadejia emlrate.

[

v

Shehu, . o
Heuza/Konurl equivealent for the Aratic, Shaﬁkh. In the

Snznto Zeliphate, this title was reserved for Usman dan Fodio,

Y
o

Unandoma., : ;
Hauca titled position. In Sokoto, the Ubandoma was the
"6fficial intermediary to Kontagora emirate.’ :

a

. . 9

An officlal position which, in Soikoto, had responsibility
for the supervision of Gombe emirate.

Walli.

t

i
Vazirt.

Vizier (equivalent to the Arabic, WazTr).
" Womtai, % . .1 ‘
A Titled pnqifion In_ Sokoto, the Wombai was the jekada
to Adampwa emirate. : A
Zakke, .

Islamic tithe (equivalent to the' Arabilc, zak&t).

e
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