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  FOREWORD


  THE FRENCH geographer and explorer Charles Huber (1847–84) achieved distinction through his two memorable expeditions in Arabia. The first, in 1880–81, was the subject of a detailed report, published in three issues of the Bulletin de la Société de Géographie in 1884 and 1885, under the title ‘Voyage dans l’Arabie centrale (1878–1882): Hamâd, Shammar, Qaçîm, Hedjâz’. The second, in 1883–84, which culminated in Huber’s tragic murder, is known only in the form of the bare data that he recorded in his notebooks, and which were published by the Société de Géographie in 1891 under the title Journal d’un voyage en Arabie (1883–1884).


  The present volume is primarily the first English translation of the ‘Voyage dans l’Arabie centrale’, the only connected exploration narrative that Huber ever wrote. But it is also much more than that, in two ways. First, it includes a methodical commentary on every matter in the text requiring clarification. Secondly, it offers the first-ever biography of Huber, with a particular focus on two aspects of the second expedition: the relationship with the German Semitist Julius Euting, who had joined forces with Huber, and the discovery and acquisition of the celebrated Taymā Stele.


  Were it not for a few recurrent allusions to these two latter topics in the scholarly literature, one might say that Charles Huber had sunk without trace. A few details aside, he is hardly mentioned at all by historians of 19th-century European exploration. Specialist articles devoted to him can be counted on the fingers of one hand, and tell us little about his life and travels. Although he was murdered in Arabia towards the end of an officially sponsored mission aimed at continuing the exploration of Arabia and acquiring ancient stone inscriptions, his memory was honoured neither by official recognition nor by obituaries in the press and specialist journals. The French Republic confined itself to funding a tomb in the non-Muslim cemetery at Ǧiddah, adorned with the terse inscription ‘Mort pour la science’, ‘Dead in the cause of science’.


  At odds with this neglect, Huber’s expeditions were innovative and rich in discoveries of all kinds. In geographical terms, he opened up hitherto completely unknown areas of central Arabia, identified the watershed between the Ḥiǧāz and Naǧd, and used instruments to establish the precise locations of the places he visited. His travels were productive in terms of antiquities too: national collections benefited from his acquisition of stone inscriptions of the first importance, most notably the famous Taymāʾ Stele preserved in the Louvre, inscribed in the Aramaic language and script and dating perhaps to 500 BC.


  In the end Huber’s tragic death, at the hands of his own guides in July 1884 when he was just thirty-six, a victim apparently of pure avarice, could have made him a martyr for science (like the Austrian Siegfried Langer, killed in Yemen in 1882), or even a romantic hero. He was destined to be neither.


  A few explanations can be offered for this intriguing descent into obscurity. Chief among them is undoubtedly Huber’s instinctive reluctance to thrust himself into the limelight, as his publications show. Unlike other explorers who were raconteurs skilled at seducing their extensive readerships with colourful accounts of their exploits, he leaves himself out of his own story, and almost never describes the innumerable difficulties and challenges that he had to surmount. If Arabia had become relatively easy of access since the Ottomans had extended their dominion over its coastal areas, their authority was reduced or non-existent in the interior, where a fierce conflict raged between two tribal chiefs. Moving around was thus extremely difficult and dangerous by reason of the climate, poverty, war and anarchy, to say nothing of undercurrents resulting from rivalries between European powers. Huber, however, has hardly anything to say about such obstacles. This is especially true of the notebooks of his second journey, which are a dry repository of factual data. But it is no less true of his narrative style in the ‘Voyage dans l’Arabie centrale’. Huber, in short, sought recognition above all else as a leading geographer and explorer among his fellow-professionals, and had no ambitions for literary success or public admiration.


  Another explanation as to why Huber was not as celebrated as he should have been is that he had committed various indiscretions in his youth, which inclined the authorities to treat him with a certain wariness. Finally, it is also probable that Huber, despite evidence that he could be sociable enough when required, was by nature a lone wolf.


  The primary source on Huber, an Alsatian who had opted for French nationality in 1871 on the annexation of Alsace-Lorraine by Germany, is of course the narrative of his first journey and the notes that he took during his second. But these are usefully complemented by the diary compiled by the German Semitist, Julius Euting, on his own journey of exploration in 1883–84, since for the major part of this venture Euting accompanied Huber, who possessed the topographical knowledge they needed but lacked Euting’s financial means and epigraphic expertise. Euting’s notes allow us to trace the progressive deterioration of the two men’s relationship, made all the more inevitable by the French authorities’ hostility to their association.


  At the same time there are numerous archive collections available, despite some having been destroyed in successive wars, notably in Strasbourg. These vast deposits have not yet been exploited to the full. A great merit of William Facey’s work is that it presents in translation a large number of unpublished documents, in particular those preserved in the Cabinet du Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum of the Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres. In this work, involving the decipherment of handwritten texts and the identification of individuals, he has benefited from the highly efficient help given him by Mme Maria Gorea, auxiliaire of the Académie, especially with the archives of the Cabinet du Corpus that have been digitized.


  Thanks to these new sources, the British scholar has been able to piece together the first-ever biography of Huber, a landmark event. Facey’s translation of Huber’s first expedition brings this work back into the spotlight after a long period of quasi-inaccessibility and as such is a most useful exercise. His translation is enriched by all the research required to clarify the text. This is embodied in notes explaining the topography, pinpointing locations and accurately establishing Huber’s Arabian itineraries. To give just one example of this project, Huber, who was not a philologist, transcribed Arabic place names in a very idiosyncratic fashion. It was thus necessary to identify the places and transliterate their spellings according to a proper system. Facey has successfully addressed this enormous task, the difficulty of which all specialists will recognize.


  Facey’s work makes a decisive contribution to the history of Arabian exploration and to many hitherto unknown aspects of Charles Huber’s life. On the more debatable issues such as the relationship between Huber and Euting, or the affair of the Taymāʾ Stele, he has marshalled all the available evidence and cautiously puts forward plausible interpretations, which will be susceptible to evolution as and when new documents come to light.


  Christian Julien Robin


  Member, Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres (Institut de France) Président de la Commission du Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum


  


  PREFACE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS


  CHARLES HUBER’S two journeys between 1880 and 1884 have ensured his place among the foremost Arabian explorers of the 19th century. Tragically, his early death supervened before he could set about publishing a wholly satisfactory account of either of them.


  Of the two, the second journey, undertaken in 1883–84 and cut short by his murder north of Ǧiddah, has been the more accessible, as it was published in book form in 1891 under the title Journal d’un voyage en Arabie (1883–1884). Even so, this was far from a coherent thematic narrative, being merely a faithful reproduction of his surviving diary notes and lists of observations. As such, it is a very useful document, but too dry and disconnected to merit publication in translation.


  The first journey, in 1880–81, is a different matter. Huber did publish this as a continuous narrative, albeit a hurried one that caused him various misgivings. This is the travelogue that is offered in translation here. It first appeared not as a monograph but serially, in successive issues of the Bulletin de la Société de Géographie in Paris (see Huber 1884a, 1884b and 1885a). Though the Société republished the parts together almost immediately in a single volume (Huber 1885b), neither version has been easily accessible to readers, and the latter monograph in particular seems to be all but unobtainable these days. Since then, Huber’s first Arabian journey has never to my knowledge been republished, with the exception of an Arabic translation in 2003 (Huber 2003).


  The lack of a proper, critical English edition of this highly significant journey has for long represented a gap in the literature on the exploration of Arabia. Covid-19 isolation during 2020 offered a golden opportunity to remedy this. We now have a fully annotated translation which, among other things, clearly identifies the places that he travelled through and the inscriptions that he recorded (for the latter, see Appendices 1 and 2). As almost nothing has ever been written about Huber himself, this is preceded by a substantial biographical introduction that takes the story up to his death in July 1884, and then focuses on the Franco-German imbroglio over the Taymāʾ Stele. Appendices 3–12 present a selection of correspondence relevant to Huber’s travels and, in some cases, to his character and friendships. Huber’s 1880–81 journey through the Nafūd desert to Naǧd, the Ḥiǧāz, and back to Damascus via north-east Arabia, Iraq and the Ḥamād, can now take its place as one of the significant landmarks of 19th-century travel alongside those of the other great 19th-century Arabian explorers.


  THE TRANSLATION: PRESENTATION OF HUBER’S TEXT


  The Translation presented here is of the articles first published serially in successive issues of the Bulletin de la Société de Géographie in 1884–85 (see Huber 1884a, 1884b and 1885a). The page numbers of the original articles are shown in the English text between square brackets, e.g. [305].


  A major difficulty in Huber’s travel writing is posed by his outdated and, to modern eyes, eccentric transliteration of Arabic names. Readers can be forgiven for being nonplussed by such nomenclature as El-Uscevuasce, Dheraghrath, Ešeqah,’Ašbîbïah and Āmâdzen̆, to take just five egregious examples. I have taken the bull by the horns and imposed a modern system of transliteration throughout the work, so presenting Arabic words and names in a correct and recognizable form – in these instances, as al-Washwāsh, Zarghaṭ, al-Shuqqah, al-Shibībiyyah, and Umm Ādhan.


  As I embarked on the translation I feared that many such names might defy identification. However, by dint of much poring over maps and the works of other travellers in the region who had taken the trouble to record names in a properly transliterated form – such as Doughty, Euting, Musil, Jaussen and Savignac, and al-Rāshid – it has happily been possible to identify very nearly all of them. In addition, the Bibliothèque nationale de France kindly provided me with a digital copy of Huber’s original handwritten manuscript of the 1880–81 journey, in the margin of which he had written an Arabic version of many of the names. Huber’s account of his 1883–84 journey (Huber 1891) has also been useful, as there too he recorded many spellings in Arabic script. I have also consulted the useful GeoNames website. Unfortunately I have not been able personally to consult the comprehensive Mawsūʿat ismāʾ al-amākin fī’l-Mamlakah al-ʿArabiyyah al-Suʿūdiyyah (The Encyclopaedia of Saudi Arabian Place Names), but I am very grateful to Dr Laïla Nehmé for her kindness in offering to check a number of items for me. In the rare instances where I have finally been unable to identify a correct spelling, I have retained Huber’s version and placed an asterisk in front, thus for example *Dheïeth ’Aïaš, *Ourdemy.


  Some sticklers for correct orthography, particularly Saudi Arabians from the regions through which Huber travelled, may wish to challenge some of my versions of Arabic names and words. For their sake, I have included Appendix 13, which sets out the transliteration system used followed by the full list of my spellings, each one matched to Huber’s own version.


  This translation is liberally supplied with explanatory footnotes, intended to make this the definitive edition of Huber’s journey. I hope that French readers too will find them a useful companion to Huber’s original text. A few footnotes by Huber himself, and by the editorial staff (‘La Rédaction’) at the Société de Géographie, appeared in the original articles; these are identified in our translation by (CH) and (The Editors). The vast majority, however, have been added by myself and Michael Macdonald; these are shown between square brackets [] and where appropriate attributed to (MCAM), or very occasionally to (MCAM/WF). Elsewhere, a few footnotes in Appendix 4 were kindly supplied by Prof. Maria Gorea, identified as (MG). Otherwise, all unattributed footnotes in the Translation and throughout the rest of the work are mine.


  I have thought it worth including extensive appendices, as they make available in translation much source material that is otherwise difficult of access to scholars. They are by no means comprehensive and are far from representing the full extent of the source material to which future researchers will need to gain access. For example, there is much further digging to be done in the archives of the Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres (AIBL) of the Institut de France to establish the full extent of correspondence between Huber and Ernest Renan. There are also discoveries yet to be made in the archives of the Ministère de l’Instruction publique et des Beaux-Arts, held in the national archives at Pierrefitte-sur-Seine, as well as in the archives of the Staatsbibliothek in Berlin (notably Nachlass Dillmann).
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  INTRODUCTION


  CHARLES HUBER
 FRANCE’S GREATEST ARABIAN EXPLORER


  IN THE FIVE YEARS from 1880 to 1884, the French-Alsatian geographer Charles Huber (1847–84) made two remarkable desert journeys, either one of which would have entitled him to the recognition he enjoys as one of the pioneering 19th-century explorers of Arabia.1


  Their chief importance lay in the wealth of new geographical information he was able to collect on a region that, despite its adjacency to the Fertile Crescent, had remained stubbornly inaccessible to Europeans. Their timing adds extra interest, for Huber embarked on them very shortly after the Arabian ordeal of Charles Doughty in 1876–78, and the more stately progress of Wilfrid and Lady Anne Blunt through some of the same territory in 1878–79. For much of Huber’s second great journey, in 1883–84, he was travelling with Julius Euting (1839–1913), the eminent German Semitist whose vivid account of his own part in it was not published until years later, in 1896 and 1914. Taken together, the disparate narratives of these five travellers shine a light of unprecedented clarity on social and political conditions in central Arabia over a very brief time span, during which the Second Saudi State, ruled from Riyadh, was being eclipsed by the Shammar tribal state centred on Ḥāʾil.


  Despite Huber’s great posthumous reputation, however, very little has been written about him. There has been no biography nor even, apparently, any obituaries. He spent more time in Arabia and covered more ground than any of the other 19th-century French travellers such as Maurice Tamisier, Charles Didier, Thomas-Joseph Arnaud and Joseph Halévy.2 In France his fame has rested mainly on his alleged discovery in 1880 of a celebrated ancient Aramaic inscription, the Taymāʾ Stele, during his first and solo Arabian journey in 1880–81 which is translated in this volume – a claim subjected to a critical examination below. The histories of Arabian exploration published in English give his travels due recognition, but the emphasis in these has been chiefly on his 1883–84 journey in the company of Euting.


  This relatively low profile has endured in part because Huber himself published little, having lost his life at the young age of thirty-six without fulfilling his potential as either explorer or writer. His first Arabian venture, from his departure from southern Syria in May 1880 to his arrival in Iraq nine months later, covered some 5,000 kilometres on camelback through the Great Nafūd, northern Naǧd and the northern Ḥiǧāz.3 This epic quest was the subject of the only continuous narrative that he ever published. It appeared just after his death, in the form of articles in three quarterly issues of the Bulletin de la Société de Géographie of 1884–85,4 which were then rapidly collated in monograph form by the Société in 1885.5 Apart from an Arabic translation published in 2003, the English translation presented here is the only subsequent republication of this highly significant document of Arabian exploration.


  By the time the first of these articles was being prepared for publication in 1884, Huber was on his second journey in Arabia. Unable to supervise their printing, he expresses misgivings in his surviving correspondence about their quality.6 His hesitancy was not unjustified, as they do indeed exhibit occasional inconsistency and signs of hurried composition. The narrative is plain and unadorned, with a narrow focus on geographical matters. Occasionally it breaks down into little more than disconnected jottings about the route and journey times. There are few sustained descriptions or reflections, and none of the comparing and contrasting that one might expect from a writer who had travelled in Syria and North Africa. In one passage, he excuses himself by promising to write at a later date about the history, customs and statistics of the places he passed through,7 but his murder on 29 July 1884 forestalled the production of any such work, which would undoubtedly have been of the utmost historical value.


  In no sense, therefore, is his narrative an example of the sensational literary travel-writing that was so popular with the 19th-century reading public. Huber’s style is undramatic and matter-of-fact, and he tends to leave himself out of his story. He evinces neither the taste for drama nor the literary pretensions of British travellers in Arabia such as Richard Burton, William Gifford Palgrave and Charles Doughty. As on any such journey, there were many moments of danger and narrow escapes from disaster, but Huber preferred not to dwell on such colourful misadventures. A single incident at Khaybar perfectly illustrates his impersonal approach. He ends a letter from there with an afterthought: ‘I only just managed to avoid being robbed by bedouin 200 metres from the gardens of Khaybar. Luckily I lost nothing. I killed one of my assailants and wounded another.’8 A British traveller such as Burton would have revelled in playing up this hair-raising confrontation. But Huber, despite a Burtonesque disregard for his own safety, makes no mention whatsoever of it in his published account presented here. Just occasionally, he does give us a tantalizing glimpse of the kind of travelogue that he was capable of writing, for example his vivid descriptions of dervishes in the last stages of thirst in the Wādī al-Sirḥān (p. 96), his first meeting with the Emir Muḥammad al-Rashīd on the edge of the Nafūd (pp. 131–4), or the brutal stage-management of his escort out of ʿUnayzah (pp. 173–4). In general, though, his sober reporting stands in striking contrast to two British works covering much the same ground at almost exactly the same time: Doughty’s Travels in Arabia Deserta and Lady Anne Blunt’s A Pilgrimage to Nejd. Huber’s writing entirely lacks the literary aspirations of Doughty’s extraordinary tale of tribulations in northern Arabia, just two years before his own explorations there. Nor is there much of the skilful narration that typifies the Blunts’ account of their 1878–79 trek through northern Arabia to Ḥāʾil. Yet, as his correspondence presented in the Appendices shows, he could be as fluent and expressive as a writer as he seems to have been in conversation.


  It is clear that Huber was consciously trying to mark himself out as a purely scientific explorer, and so to set his travelogue apart from the exaggerations and sensationalism in other Victorian bestsellers such as Palgrave’s Narrative of a Year’s Journey through Central and Eastern Arabia (1865). The British consul in Ǧiddah, Thomas Jago, an acquaintance from Syria days, referred to him as ‘Dr Huber, a French scientific gentleman’,9 a description that would surely have found favour with him. The coasts of Arabia had been more or less accurately charted by British maritime surveyors during the first half of the 19th century. With his sextant and barometer, Huber bravely extended this project into inland Arabia, a pioneering effort that was continued by his scientific successors such as Alois Musil and Harry St John Philby, and brought to completion by the meticulous mapmaking of the United States Geologic Survey (USGS) in the later 20th century. After Huber, the use of instruments in central Arabia became de rigueur among serious travellers, for example the Britons Douglas Carruthers, Gertrude Bell, Gerard Leachman and William Shakespear. For these reasons, Huber’s account, matter-of-fact and unpolished though it may be, has a status of its own, made all the more significant by being the sole sustained narrative ever published by one of Arabia’s great explorers.


  Particularly striking is the lack of any tone of supposed European superiority as Huber moves among the tribespeople of northern Arabia. This lack of cultural snobbery can perhaps best be explained by his working-class background, and is a quality he shares with other Arabian travellers of modest origin, such as Eldon Rutter and Alan Villiers. It stands in sharp contrast to the disdain and impatience that occasionally mar Euting’s colourful journal of the 1883–84 expedition. Huber’s fervent patriotism was never in doubt and he was always concerned to promote the political interests of France,10 but this does not seem to have translated into a personal feeling of superiority when dealing with Arabs, with whom his relations were refreshingly egalitarian. Inevitably, as a representative of a European country intent on discovering as much as he could about a little-known region of the Arab East, he is vulnerable to the charge of Orientalism, in the pejorative sense made fashionable by Edward Said:11 that he must somehow, in the very act of studying the East, be tainted by a European sense of supremacy and detachment, and unavoidably engaged in a project of appropriation, devaluation and subjugation – in short, of intellectual colonization. It is a universal truth that every observer approaches the object of study with a point of view and a set of prejudices. The salient question is whether these are fixed or, preferably, open to adjustment and evolution. Naturally a reader should be aware of such attitudes, especially if they are impervious to change, but it is also important to look beyond them and to take a nuanced view, since they may be far from the most interesting aspect of the travelogue in question. And in any case, not all travellers approach their subject with a fixed sense of superiority. Many are open to change, and many are actually respectful and even admiring of the so-called Other. To dismiss travel accounts solely on the grounds that their authors can only be guilty of colonial attitudes and cultural imperialism is to indulge in lazy determinism. It leaves no room to appreciate and explore the rich and varied range of authorial voices, for example, in an Arabian context, avowed anti-imperialists such as Wilfrid Scawen Blunt or Harry St John Philby. Likewise, to analyse Huber’s work solely as an expression of an Orientalist mindset would be a reductionist exercise blinding the reader to almost everything of value in his writing.


  Huber did not live to publish a connected account of his second great Arabian journey in 1883–84, about half of it made in Euting’s company, which covered at least 3,700 kilometres in northern Arabia, Naǧd and the Ḥiǧāz. His diaries and notebooks were saved, however, and the decision was taken by the Société de Géographie and the Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-lettres (AIBL) to publish them exactly as they were, without editorial expansion or improvement. This work was undertaken by three grandees of the French Orientalist and geographical establishment: Ernest Renan, Charles Barbier de Meynard and Charles Maunoir. The result, published in 1891 under the title Journal d’un voyage en Arabie (1883–1884), was intended only to be a faithful rendering of Huber’s notes and sketches and, while of exceptional value as the detailed record of his journey and observations, is very far from being a literary work of exploration.12


  Despite this patchy publication record, Huber’s achievement has always been acknowledged by other European travellers, and he was hailed by an Englishman, Harry St John Philby, as the ‘greatest of all French explorers of Arabia’.13 Philby with characteristic self-regard rated himself as the greatest of all,14 but held Huber in almost equal estimation. Both men were obsessive observers and compilers of detail, and the memorial to Huber in Ǧiddah funded by the French government – ‘Mort pour la science’– struck a chord of familiarity in the Englishman. With a fatuous pride smacking of narcissism, he seems to have genuinely believed that something of the great Arabian explorer’s spirit had passed into him at birth, when he wrote:


  
    In the little European cemetery at Jidda there is to be seen a massive block of granite, placed there by the French government in commemoration of the greatest of all French explorers of Arabia. And on that stone is recorded the startling fact that Charles Huber perished, at the hands of his Arab guides, in the service of science on 29th July, 1884. It was surely then no mere coincidence that I was born almost exactly nine months later, on 3rd April, 1885, to assume the mantle of the great Frenchman …15

  


  The story of Huber’s short life inevitably centres on his dedication to the scientific exploration of Arabia. But to fully understand what drove him, we also have to glean what little we can about his personality from his letters and other writings, and to take into account his background as a French patriot coming of age in Alsace during a time of Franco-German conflict. The latter was a formative experience that not only contributed much to his uneasy relationship with Julius Euting, but also created the personal and political context for the colourful affair of the Taymāʾ Stele. These are the themes that will be explored in what follows.


  


  FRENCH PATRIOT AND GEOGRAPHER


  Auguste Hugues Charles Huber was born on 19 December 1847 in Strasbourg, capital of Alsace, into very modest circumstances. His father Georges was a railwayman who had previously been a shoemaker, and his mother worked as a washerwoman.16 His father would be crushed to death between two train carriages in the mid-1870s, while his mother, to whom Charles was said to be devoted, lived until about 1887. He had two younger brothers, one of whom became a mechanic who later moved to Nancy in the French part of Lorraine, and a sister married to a German employed at the Strasbourg arsenal.17


  The young Huber underwent a Catholic education in Strasbourg, attending a municipal school in the Fossé des Tanneurs before going on to a school of Christian doctrine in the rue des Soeurs. Though wayward in his attendance, he was an inquisitive boy with a taste for science. When his working life began with a humdrum job as a clerk and bookkeeper at a bailiff’s, he used his wages to pursue courses in physics, chemistry and anatomy at the Strasbourg Academy. He was also helped by priests at the Trappist church in the rue Ste Elisabeth, where he was a regular congregant. He was clever, ambitious, and determined to transcend his social origins. Like many autodidacts, he felt that his freelance studies lacked direction and consistency, though they did lead him to acquire some medical expertise – a very useful skill for a prospective explorer.


  Though physically not especially prepossessing, he seems to have been a compelling companion who had no trouble finding ready listeners. This side of his character would come into play when he was seeking sponsorship for his journeys, and also on his Arabian travels when much tact and persuasiveness would be needed in his dealings with people along the way, from emirs to tribesmen. His efforts to drum up backing for his expeditions would demonstrate a knack for attracting influential people to his cause: prominent supporters included Xavier Charmes, paymaster at the Ministry of Public Education, Charles Adolphe Wurtz, a member of the Institut de France, Jean Louis de Quatrefages,18 chairman of the Musée d’histoire naturelle in Paris, and G.A. Le Bel, a businessman engaged in the extraction of oil from the Alsatian tar-sands.19 These and others were genuine supporters who were prepared to come to Huber’s defence against his detractors.


  By temperament enthusiastic and courageous to the point of recklessness, Huber pursued his projects with a single-minded zeal that could blind him to consequences and occasionally lure him into deceit to further his ends. Some of his youthful escapades had unwelcome outcomes. One friend spoke of unspecified romantic entanglements that ended badly,20 but more serious is evidence that in 1868 he was convicted of theft, for which he served six months in jail.21 The prison records were destroyed in the siege of Strasbourg, so we have no details of the charge, but one can speculate that the crime related to money and perhaps involved embezzlement. Later, in Algeria in 1874, he seems to have been a misfit in the government department to which he was attached and to have made an enemy there. As his friend G.A. Le Bel wrote: ‘As far as his position is concerned, he was probably not very well suited to it; his unusual penchant for adventure, and for anthropology and gynaecology, would be more than enough to explain how he came to leave his employment.’ Allegations of dishonesty, some untrue, tended to dog him throughout his short life, and a streak of self-pity sometimes showed itself in his claims that fate held a grudge against him. Self-aggrandizing though this may sound, it points to a pattern of tempting fate that can be recognized in the extreme risks that he took on his travels in Arabia, culminating in the tragic dénouement that cut them short.


  He was twenty-two in 1870 on the outbreak of the brief but brutal Franco-Prussian war. The French had opened hostilities in July of that year and their rapid defeat over the following six months came as an unexpected hammerblow to national pride. One of its major results, besides the occupation of Paris, was the annexation by the newly unified Germany of Alsace, which had been part of France since 1681. This war manifested ominous portents of the mechanized destruction that would lay waste swathes of Europe in the following century, including much-improved long-range artillery and military transport, and a new willingness to undermine enemy morale by terrorizing civilian targets. Strasbourg became one of the first victims of this barbarous descent into total war when, in August 1870, it was surrounded by German artillery and subjected to a prolonged bombardment that killed hundreds, made thousands homeless and reduced areas of the historic city to rubble. The world-famous Municipal Library, home to many priceless manuscripts and Renaissance printed books, was totally destroyed. An unspeakable humiliation had been inflicted on French-speaking Strasbourgeois such as the Huber family.22


  France had imposed universal conscription in 1870 and Huber would undoubtedly either have volunteered or been enlisted, though no evidence has yet come to light for his war service. However, it is known that he was wounded in the leg, and that he walked with a slight limp as a result. One of his friends commented that the war of 1870 made a franc-tireur or maverick of him, implying that it had reinforced Huber’s natural instinct to go his own way. But the choice of words is interesting, as it perhaps implies that Huber had joined Strasbourg’s francs-tireurs, a volunteer force of marksmen formed to serve as sharpshooters in the defensive works around the city.23 In early 1871, Huber went to live in Nancy, in Lorraine but outside the German sphere of control, and returned from there to Strasbourg towards the end of 1873.24


  In 1871, in the wake of the French defeat, the Treaty of Frankfurt reorganized the border territory by formally annexing to Germany the region of Alsace and the Moselle department of Lorraine. It imposed a deadline of 31 October 1872 by which the citizens of what was now to be known as Elsass-Lothringen were either to declare themselves loyal to France and leave the country, or else, should they choose to remain, to be regarded as German subjects. Despite dual citizenship not being an option, the Huber family chose to stay put, maintaining their residence in Strasbourg while defiantly refusing to renounce their French nationality. Like many Strasbourgeois, they clung to their identity with a fervour reflecting the trauma inflicted upon French national feeling generally. For a time, Huber himself seems to have been torn. Moving frequently between Strasbourg and Paris during the 1870s, he could be a Frenchman in France but this served to aggravate his difficulties with the German authorities when he returned to Alsace. His sister was married to a German at the Strasbourg arsenal, and there is some indication that while at home he did at one point opt for German nationality.25 In this he was no different from many French people returning to Alsace to resume their livelihoods who, in so doing, incurred the scorn of their own compatriots for being Frenchmen in France but Germans in Germany. Like many of them, Huber would have refused to relinquish his French nationality, in defiance of the German rules. This would continue to cause him problems, as it did for his brothers, who were imprisoned for doing their national service in France – perhaps the reason why one of them moved to Nancy. Whatever Huber’s reasons for compromising over his nationality, there is no question about his ardent French patriotism, which would soon come to have not just civil but also personal repercussions during his second journey in northern and central Arabia in 1883–84. In this, as will be seen, he became the ambivalent companion of the German scholar, Julius Euting. In 1871 Euting had chosen, with what to Huber and his fellow-countrymen would have seemed indecent haste, to make his career in Huber’s home city, a place that true French patriots now regarded as occupied territory.


  By 1874, Huber had added physical anthropology to his range of interests, espousing the late 19th-century obsession with classifying and measuring human populations that accompanied European colonization of the globe. As was typical of many Frenchmen with a sense of adventure and an urge to widen their horizons, he decided to go to Algeria. Arriving in January 1874, he found employment in the French administration, in the directorate-general of civil affairs.26 Here he was exposed for the first time to Arab society and the Arabic language, perhaps not yet suspecting the significance that this would one day hold for him. But, once again, he was dogged by scandal, and by questions over his nationality. There was perhaps another sexual entanglement, but graver still was ‘the affair of the Arab skulls that he tried to remove from a cemetery near Algiers and which had to be hushed up’.27 His employment lasted several months, during which he had ample opportunity for travel and anthropological research, and the mid-1870s seem to have been for him a time when his interests became focused not just on science but on Arab culture too. It was also a period during which another passion, book collecting, came to dominate his life.


  On Huber’s return to Strasbourg, conditions for a French patriot would have been far from welcoming, and he prudently opted for a life of quiet obscurity, supporting himself once more as an account-keeper. Meanwhile, already a voracious reader, he was quickly becoming an obsessive bibliophile. He began to amass an important collection of fine volumes, most of them relating to his beloved Alsace but many too on the Middle East, including some Arabic and Syriac manuscripts. His acquisitiveness was often compulsive. Even a sedate occupation such as book-collecting could stir the risk-taking side of his personality and he would sometimes commit himself to the purchase of books without actually being able to pay for them, hoping for the best in the devil-may-care style that would characterize his travels.


  During this time, his feelings led him to join Léon Gambetta’s Ligue d’Alsace, an anti-German organization urging Alsace-Lorrainers to retain their French citizenship – a move that served to exhaust the patience of the German authorities. It was now, in 1878, that he was expelled by them, and left Alsace once again. He headed for Paris, adopted a fake identity – first as M. Paul, then as M. Rémond – and secured a job at a chemical company at Nogent-le-Rotrou, south-west of the capital. No reasons are given for the adoption of these aliases, but one may surmise that his criminal record and problems over his nationality may have inspired a need to lie low for a time. Thus far, it is evident that his background had schooled him in a certain deviousness, to which he would continue to resort in pursuit of his ambitions, as occasion demanded.


  Meanwhile, it seems that he was carrying on with his studies in Arabic and anthropology. Even before 1878, he was beginning seriously to plan a feat of eastern travel that would make his name. His first prospectus is preserved in the archives of the Société de Géographie in Paris. It focuses on the Arab hinterlands of the Levant and Arabia, and sets out his aims and proposed modus operandi.28 Besides his plan to collect geographical data, he listed his objectives as being ‘to use every opportunity to inspect ruins and old monuments in order to describe them and copy the inscriptions’, to collect anthropological data, and to acquire manuscripts.29 He envisaged adopting a Muslim identity and living in Egypt before setting out, in order to remove all trace of European origin. He foresaw a major difficulty in the anthropological aspect of his task, which involved measuring the heads of suspicious Muslims, but thought he could overcome this if he made his measurements while performing minor surgery on them, as they would be unable to refuse! He planned to investigate the area around al-Madīnah to see whether ‘early Arabs’ of the tribes of ʿAws and Khazraj, contemporaries of the Prophet Muḥammad, were still living there. This first prospectus came to nothing, but he would very soon try again.


  


  HUBER’S FIRST JOURNEY IN ARABIA, 1880–81


  In 1878, just as the Englishman Charles Doughty was coming to the end of his eccentric Arabian odyssey, Huber dreamed up his next proposal. This time his plan was to undertake a geographical survey not only of Arabia but also of regions farther east, in Persia, Afghanistan, and even as far as Tibet.


  Huber’s prospectus for such an absurdly far-reaching enterprise, submitted to the Ministry of Public Education in Paris, was at best sketchy, at worst laughably unrealistic.30 In three short handwritten pages, he set out a hazily formulated plan for a journey that would take him south from Gaza through the Ḥiǧāz to Naǧrān and the Yemen. From there he would travel through southern Naǧd to al-Qaṣīm and Ǧabal Shammar, and thence to Iraq. From Baghdad he would head to Tehran and Khurasān and, should his health allow, continue from there to Kafiristan, Dardistan and Tibet. In addition to geographical data, he would collect information on languages, ethnography and natural history. He planned to take three years, and asked the ministry to cover just part of the cost, by awarding a grant of 8,000 francs – in today’s money, a little less than £20,000. He does not say where the rest of the money was coming from, which suggests that he intended to fund it from his own resources. He claimed to have the support of the various learned societies, and his letter includes a note recommending the project to the ministry by Charles Adolphe Wurtz, an eminent scientist from Alsace and member of the Institut de France. Possibly to Huber’s surprise, the Expeditions Committee of the ministry was quickly persuaded, and awarded him the 8,000 francs he had asked for.31


  Huber’s first travels in the Levant and northern Arabia would begin in early 1879 and end with his return to Damascus in December 1881 – a journey that represented a mere fraction of his original, over-ambitious proposal. It is not clear what prompted him to shift his attention from North Africa to Arabia. There is evidence that he knew nothing of the journeys of Doughty and the Blunts until after he had already set out,32 so it is possible that his interest was first kindled by the two most recent published accounts of Arabian travel, which both appeared in 1865: William Palgrave’s Narrative of a Year’s Journey through Central and Eastern Arabia (1862–63), and Carlo Guarmani’s Itinéraire de Jérusalem au Neged septentrional, published in the Bulletin de la Société de Géographie.33 Huber’s interest was not in Arabian horses, as Guarmani’s had been, but in mapping a region of which Europe had almost no geographical conception, a project of which Guarmani can also be said to have been a pioneer, albeit a lesser one.


  Huber began his mission by visiting Algiers again: he spent a month there to test his scientific instruments, on the grounds that the skies over Paris were continuously overcast.34 He was still there on 5 April 1879, when he presented himself to the directorate of the interior and, on the strength of his diplomatic passport, was given a free first-class passage to Tunis and whatever official publications he might find of use.35 He then seems to have gone back to France, as he was in Marseille again in mid-April 1879.36 As he tells it, he had various tasks to carry out at the Montsouris Observatory and the Museum of Natural History, and did not set out for the Levant until May.37


  Little did he know that his past was slowly catching up with him. On 12 April, the government in Algiers sent a letter to the minister in Paris alerting him to Huber’s criminal record, based on information received from Strasbourg. At least one of Huber’s friends, G.A. Le Bel, sprang to his defence, ascribing the claim to unfounded rumour-mongering, and the minister himself was incredulous enough to suspect that it might be a matter of mistaken identity, but further checks in officialdom would eventually substantiate the charge.38


  Meanwhile Huber, happily unaware, arrived in Lebanon towards the end of May. At the end of July he wrote confidently from Beirut to the minister telling him that he was studying Arabic in a madrasah in Lebanon, and also negotiating with tribes in the Syrian desert to provide him with guides and protection as far as al-Ǧawf. He had already started making collections of insects, fish fossils and geological samples, as well as twenty-five Maronite skulls to be sent to de Quatrefages in Paris. The French consul in Beirut did everything he could to dissuade him from pursuing his foolhardy venture into Arabia, but Huber carried on with his preparations in blithe disregard.39


  In an extraordinary piece of luck, he made the acquaintance of the Abbé Pierre Géraigiry. This man had been Palgrave’s companion Barakat on his journey through central and eastern Arabia in 1862–63, a feat that entitles him to an important place in the history of Arabian travel.40 He would have been a fount of first-hand information and advice on the perils and pitfalls of penetrating Naǧd. Most interestingly, he confirmed Huber in his skepticism of Palgrave’s reliability. Huber was hopeful that he had persuaded Géraigiry to write his own account of the journey to set the record straight. Alas, there is no evidence that the priest ever did so, but how tantalizing a thought it is that there may somewhere be a manuscript, lying unrecognized.41


  Huber seems to have stayed in Lebanon until the end of September, when at last he went to Damascus. At the end of October, he extolled the help given him by the French consul there, T. Gilbert, who had undertaken to put him in touch with the main tribal chiefs in the Syrian desert, as well as with Ibn Rashīd in Ḥāʾil. He was planning a trip to Palmyra, where he hoped to collect some more skulls from the ancient tombs. He sounded upbeat, but he soon ran into a succession of delays and difficulties which would have unnerved a less tenacious man. He was made to waste two and a half months fruitlessly roaming the desert purlieus between Damascus, Qaryatayn and Palmyra in anticipation of a promise of safe conduct to al-Ǧawf made by Saṭṭām ibn Shaʿlān, chief of the Ruwalah, which turned out to be empty. His only achievement was to reach Palmyra in November, as noted on the folding map at the end of this volume.42 The Druze uprising of 1879 was blocking the routes to the south through the Ḥawrān, and then he was further thwarted by the terrible winter of 1879–80, which blanketed the desert in two feet of snow and rendered the routes impassable for weeks. He fell ill with a fever, and took refuge in the convent of the Lazarite Fathers in Damascus, where he received medical care.43 It was not until early March 1880 that he was able to set out once more. This time he headed south for the camp of Muḥammad Ṭūkhī, one of the great shaykhs of the Wuld ʿAlī, who was looking after his camels and who had also offered him protection as far as al-Ǧawf. When he caught up with this shaykh at Ǧarash, the great Roman site east of the Jordan river, he found that his camels were sick or else too weak to march, and that they could not be replaced for at least a month. Visiting the Druze shaykhs in the Ḥawrān, he made arrangements to be supplied with camels and guides as soon as possible, and made his disconsolate way back to Damascus, cursing his ill-luck. When he received news from his Druze friends that the routes were now open and the animals ready, he finally set off for the third time from Damascus on 28 April 1880, only to find that the Banī Ṣakhr shaykh who had promised to provide the guides had gone back on his word. By this time, Huber could have claimed with justice that this seemingly malevolent concatenation of setbacks proved that the hand of fate was indeed against him. But he rose above it. Determined not to retreat to Damascus yet again, he now bravely decided to find his own guides. He went to Boṣra in the southern Ḥawrān, where he at last found two men prepared to accompany him. As they were ne’er-do-wells, outcasts from their tribe, he was risking his life, but he threw himself upon fortune. So far, through no fault of his own, he had been forced to squander eight months, almost 2,000 francs and the greater part of his gifts just to reach his starting point for Arabia.44


  That Arabia was at the core of his ambition is demonstrated by the fact that his travelogue does not begin until this point, as he leaves Boṣra: see the Translation, Part I, p. 88. The specifically Arabian part of his journey would occupy about nine months, from mid-May 1880 to February 1881.


  Seemingly still unaware, as he set off from Boṣra, of the vexation caused in Paris by the revelation of his criminal conviction, he made for the little oasis of Kāf (one of the ‘Salt Villages’, Qurayyāt al-Milḥ) at the northern end of the great depression known as Wādī al-Sirḥān, just inside present-day Saudi Arabia.45 Rightly judging that he would need powerful protection during his travels, he was aiming for Ḥāʾil, the political capital of northern Naǧd, where the Rashīdī dynasty held sway, having established itself in the 1830s as the paramount clan of the Shammar group of tribes. Such was the influence of its current emir, Muḥammad al-Rashīd, that he now had the backing of the Ottoman Turks in their manoeuvres to counter the encroachment of the British into the affairs of the Gulf shaykhdoms and the Red Sea. The expansion of Ḥāʾil’s power and influence in northern and central Arabia was coming at the expense of the Second Saudi State, centred on Riyadh to the south, where a damaging civil war had led to a shrinking sphere of influence.46


  From Kāf, Huber followed the Wādī al-Sirḥān to the oasis of al-Ǧawf and its chief settlement, Dūmat al-Ǧandal. From there he set off across the Great Nafūd, the formidable desert of towering pink sand dunes, by the wellworn route to the little oasis of Ǧubbah. Hearing that the Emir Muḥammad al-Rashīd was installed not far away at the wells of Umm al-Qulbān, Huber went there to meet him and then accompanied him to Ḥāʾil, which he reached on 13 June 1880. The emir, despite an avowed attachment to the Wahhābī creed, accorded Huber a gratifyingly warm reception. This can be taken in part as evidence of Huber’s magnetic ability to turn on the charm. But the emir too was politically astute, and alive to the possibilities of cultivating relations with outside powers other than his Ottoman allies. He was thus open to receiving foreign visitors, having welcomed Wilfrid and Lady Anne Blunt in similar fashion just eighteen months before. Huber on his side showed a desire to be helpful. He would later undertake to procure firearms for Ibn Rashīd, and even to explore diplomatic channels to bring about the return of the oasis of Khaybar, now under Ottoman occupation, to Rashīdī control.47 Having established the friendly relations with the emir and other members of the ruling family that were to stand him in good stead on both this and on the 1883–84 journey, Huber proceeded to use Ḥāʾil as a base for six pioneering forays around northern Naǧd and the northern Ḥiǧāz.48


  On 1 July, just as he was embarking on this programme of excursions, Huber sent, via Damascus, a 20-page report to the Minister of Public Education in Paris requesting an extension and an additional 15,000 francs, as well as some more instruments, so that he could extend his explorations into central and southern Arabia.49 The plea would fall on deaf ears, and Huber would remain in the dark as to why. No more support would be forthcoming. A terse ministerial note dated 7 October 1880 explains the new froideur:


  
    M. Huber had been recommended by the professors at the museum, who were unaware of his past. Later we received the proof, from the Ministry of Justice, that in 1869 [sic; 1868] M. Huber had served six months in jail for theft. The Expeditions Committee furthermore has found M. Huber’s first report to be pitiful.50

  


  Huber’s first excursion from Ḥāʾil was to nearby ʿUqdah, the little oasis close to Ḥāʾil in the rugged gorges of Ǧabal Aǧā.51 His second was to Ǧabal Sarrāʾ, a rich inscription site to the south-west of Ḥāʾil.52 Both of these were locations that he would later visit with Euting.53 The third trip was a wider exploration of Ǧabal Aǧā in the vicinity of Ḥāʾil.54 On 31 July 1880, he set out south-eastwards on a more dangerous venture outside Ibn Rashīd’s sphere of control to the reputedly fanatical territory of al-Qaṣīm, where he could not be assured of the emir’s protection.55 Visiting Buraydah and its environs (where he had been preceded in 1862 by Palgrave, in 1864 by Guarmani and in 1878 by Doughty), he met its emir, Ḥasan walad Muhannā, whose semisubjection to Ibn Rashīd was symbolized by the payment of a tax, and whom he and Euting would entertain in Ḥāʾil in January 1884.56 He then stayed for a while at ʿUnayzah, an independent town with a more cosmopolitan ambience which had also been visited by Guarmani. It was the place where Doughty had sought refuge in April–July 1878 and which features so vividly in his Travels in Arabia Deserta, though Huber could not yet know that.57 This excursion was followed in September by a fifth round-trip, to Ǧabal Ǧildiyyah east of Ḥāʾil, another rich source of ancient rock art and graffiti to which he would later take Euting.58


  In October, Huber was still living in hopes of receiving the funds and instruments he had requested in his letter of 1 July, and was planning to go to Ǧiddah to collect them on completion of his sixth round-trip from Ḥāʾil.59 The latter, by far the longest of his six excursions, would take about nine weeks. It is of particular relevance to the story of his later relations with Euting, as it took him westwards along the southern fringe of the Nafūd sands, via Ǧabal Mismāʾ and Ǧabal ʿIrnān, to Taymāʾ, Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ and al-ʿUlā in the northern Ḥijāz. He would revisit these places, all of vital significance for Aramaic and Ancient North Arabian epigraphy, with Euting in early 1884.60 Huber then returned via the forbidding basalt-strewn landscape of Khaybar and al-Ḥāʾiṭ, reaching Ḥāʾil on 1 January 1881. There he was met by a letter from the French consul in Ǧiddah that filled him with anxiety. Writing to the minister on 2 January 1881, he enquired:


  
    I am without news from the ministry, our consul in Ǧiddah not having handed to the messenger that I had sent to him before my departure for the west, a ministerial envelope in his possession, fearing that it would not reach me. But he does write that M. le Ministre has charged him to tell me to return to Paris on my arrival in Ǧiddah. So is my expedition to be terminated? And does the Expeditions Committee no longer wish to continue lending me its support? Yet I was sure of success and of being the first Christian to cross Arabia as such from side to side, and to do so not as an amateur like my predecessors, but as a professional explorer.61

  


  Unsure as to the cause of this withdrawal of ministerial favour, he included with this letter a second one reporting on his 64-day round-trip to Taymāʾ, Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ, al-ʿUlā, Khaybar and al-Ḥāʾiṭ.62 In this he made sure to highlight what he regarded as his major geographical discovery: the identification of a north–south line running from Taymāʾ to a range of extinct volcanoes in the Ḥarrat Khaybar centred on Raʾs al-Abyaḍ as the watershed of northern Arabia. He had established the extent of the granite uplift of Ǧabal Aǧā (also known as Ǧabal Shammar), made some interesting anthropological observations about the people of al-ʿUlā and Khaybar, and recorded many of the tomb inscriptions at Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ. Though he could not know it at the time, these discoveries would redeem his reputation in Paris and lead to his being taken seriously again.


  For now, short of funds but able to draw on a little money from his mother, he was anxious to head homewards. Heeding news from the desert that the route to Ǧiddah was infested by vengeful parties of ʿUtaybah and Hutaym tribesmen in the wake of raids by Ibn Rashīd, he took the prudent decision to go instead to Baghdad. Conveniently, the Persian Ḥajj caravan was preparing to leave Ḥāʾil on its way back to Iraq, and he decided to join it.


  Leaving on the 17th, the caravan followed a circuitous route round the southern edge of the Nafūd to join the Darb Zubaydah running northwards to Baghdad.63 After exploring ancient sites and taking part in British Museum archaeological investigations at Sippar in Babylonia, and also spending time at Ḥillah, the site of ancient Babylon,64 he made his eighth and final journey, from Baghdad to Damascus, later in the year. Having reached the latter on 14 December 1881,65 he returned to Paris via Egypt and Istanbul.66


  So ends the travelogue published here in translation. In it, Huber sticks to facts of objective exploration and observation. He was clearly uninterested in appealing to a wider readership, and a consequence of playing down anything that might lend his account a colourful tone of dangerous desert adventure is that he reveals almost nothing about himself. Nevertheless, such a lone ordeal could only have been brought to a successful conclusion by a confident and single-minded man of steely ambition and determination, not to mention resourcefulness and physical stamina. It is obvious that he combined courage and stoicism to a remarkable degree.67 Described by one contemporary as ‘quelque peu bizarre et misanthrope’, Huber was like many explorers in being a self-reliant loner who could declare that ‘il y a longtemps que je doute que l’homme ait été créé pour vivre en société’.68 But this represented only one side of this complex character. His letters to Dr Weisgerber, and the testimony of other friends such as A. Sauval, demonstrate not only that he was supremely determined to fulfil his ambitions and make a name for himself, but also that he was eloquent, persuasive and capable of warm reciprocal attachments.69


  As is clear from the letters he wrote during 1882 to Charles Maunoir at the Société de Géographie on completion of this journey, his interest in the region was first and foremost scientific, and focused on its geology, topography and mapping.70 Huber’s explorations and the scientific data he collected were recognized immediately by the French geographical establishment as a major contribution to knowledge. For the first time, it was possible to envisage the compilation of a credible map of northern Naǧd, building on Guarmani’s data. His most significant topographical discovery, the pinpointing of the watershed of northern Arabia in the Ḥarrat Khaybar, was new to science.71 Huber had also given rein to his interest in the written word, taking pains to record 146 inscriptions and graffiti en route.72 The results restored him to favour with the ministry and established his reputation as an explorer, winning him the gold medal of the Société de Géographie in Paris.73 Maunoir’s resounding endorsement was that ‘the publication of the results of this journey will show M. Huber to be a worthy emulator of Guarmani, Palgrave, Pelly, the Blunts, and Doughty’.74


  On this first Arabian venture, Huber made Arab friends and amassed experience and skills that would prove to be of great practical value when he returned in the company of Euting to many of the same places in 1883–84. The network of contacts that he had built up, and his familiarity with the landscape, language and culture of northern Arabia would inevitably place him, tacitly or otherwise, in a position of superior knowledge and authority to his German counterpart despite being the younger man by some eight years. Arguably too, and perhaps of even greater significance for his relationship with Euting, there was a psychological legacy of this first journey: it seems to have imbued him with a heightened sense of proprietary entitlement, on behalf of France,75 to all the discoveries that both of them would make on their joint expedition.


  


  A DENIABLE PARTNERSHIP WITH JULIUS EUTING, 1882–83


  Back home in Strasbourg in early 1882, Huber immediately set about writing up his travels, and submitted his report to the ministry on 27 March.76 He then relieved his frustration at having realized only a small part of his initial ambition by applying himself straight away to raising funds for a second expedition, not only to cover the same ground over again, but also if possible to extend his travels into central and south-western Arabia. His desire to return to Arabia was compounded by a concern that his longitude calculations might have been inaccurate,77 and by a wish to collect more precise records of ancient inscriptions by making paper squeezes.


  Encouraged by Charles Maunoir, he submitted his proposal for a second Arabian journey to Xavier Charmes at the Ministry of Public Education as soon as 11 May.78 His itinerary would once again begin at Damascus, from where he would proceed straight to the northern Ḥiǧāz, visiting Taymāʾ, Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ, al-ʿUlā and Khaybar. He would then go south to al-Madīnah before turning north-east towards Wadi Rimah and Ḥāʾil. Here he would avail himself of the Emir Muḥammad ibn Rashīd’s friendship to penetrate southwards into the settled districts of Naǧd, specifically al-Washm, al-Sudayr, Riyadh and al-Aflāǧ. He would go on from there to Wadi al-Dawāsir and Naǧrān, explore the ancient kingdoms of Yemen, and go east to Ḥaḍramawt. Crossing Mahra territory, he would reach Oman before following the Gulf coast back through eastern Arabia. His aim was to be the first scientific explorer of Arabia as a whole, and this time there was no talk of Persia or Tibet. In the covering letter addressed to Xavier Charmes he wrote:


  
    I have the honour to enclose for you my official request for the continuation of my mission to explore Arabia. I do not need to tell you that you can have every confidence in me for the success and sound results of the expedition. I shall perhaps appear presumptuous to some members of the [Expeditions] Committee for proposing my project to explore Naǧd, Naǧrān, Māʾrib and the Mahra country, but I am nonetheless very sure of my business. I have spent five years doing nothing but studying the [Arabian] Peninsula, I know all the literature on it almost by heart, and I can say that I am almost as familiar with it as I am with my own apartment. Besides, I do not need to plead my case before you, as you know what motivates me and that success must be mine, and that I could never be content with the empty glory of just crossing Arabia, but that I must bring back serious, precise and complete documentation.

  


  He was emboldened to make such a confident approach by the high regard in which he knew he was held by Charmes, who he was sure would promote his cause. The confidence extended to the scale of funding he requested: this time, no less than 35,000 francs over a period of two years – perhaps about £75,000 in today’s money. But there were other calls on the ministry budget and, while Charmes was warmly supportive, its response was frustratingly slow: Huber would have to wait until the following year for his grant, and then, disappointingly, it would be set at no more than 10,000 francs. In the meantime, he had to make do with a refund by the ministry of 2,900 francs, representing the overspend on his first expedition.79


  In Strasbourg, Huber was finding himself in challenging circumstances. During the summer and autumn of 1882, he was assailed by imputations of dishonesty of the kind that tended to follow him around. These dented his morale. The first was a false allegation that he owed money in Damascus to the Lazarite Fathers for accommodation and medical care during the bitter winter of 1879–80. As Huber had proof that the payment had been made, he was able to brush this aside. The second canard came from a Paris lawyer, by the unimprovable name of M. Bastard, claiming that a certain Huber, now resident in Larnaca, Cyprus, had stolen a valuable piece of furniture from his client in France. As Huber had no connection with Cyprus, he was easily able to dismiss this one as a case of mistaken identity. A third allegation, this time unspecified, was deemed serious enough to be made the subject of a ministry enquiry. Huber was naturally overwhelmed with anxiety that an unfavourable verdict would spell the end of his dream of exploration.80 Fortunately the matter was quickly resolved, and Charmes wrote a fulsome note to Huber reporting that the enquiry had completely cleared him and assuring him of the ministry’s continuing support.81


  More serious than these irritants were the restrictions under which Huber and his family were forced to live in Strasbourg. Residency and travel permits were hard to obtain, and he was required to report to the police every week. He describes to Maunoir how he was interrogated on his return from a visit to Paris. His two brothers had been imprisoned and fined for having performed their military service in France, his family’s property was under compulsory administration, and he was feeling it necessary to keep a low profile if he wanted to stay in Strasbourg while he prepared for his next Arabian expedition.82 On the positive side, his exploits in Arabia were causing a stir among scholars in France and Germany interested in the Middle East, and Julius Euting would have been immediately alerted to Huber’s return from there.


  Euting’s privileged background was very different from Huber’s.83 He was born on 11 July 1839 in the Swabian city of Stuttgart, at that time capital of the independent Kingdom of Württemberg. His father, a senior civil servant, was a prominent member of the Baden-Württemberg establishment. Unlike the Catholic Hubers, the Eutings were Protestants. Academically successful as a boy, Euting’s natural linguistic talent turned him towards the study of Arabic and ancient Near Eastern languages. From early on he nursed an ambition to travel in Arabia, but had to put it aside for lack of funds. In 1866, he secured his first academic appointment as librarian of his old Protestant seminary, moving two years later to Tübingen University Library. He was to remain a librarian for the whole of his career, but this proved no bar to extramural scholarly pursuits. A keen interest in Semitic epigraphy, a love of nature and a sense of adventure combined to make a traveller of him. Though he could not claim Huber’s level of fortitude when it came to pioneering exploration, he was physically fit and a passionate hiker despite being a heavy smoker.84 A great added advantage was his outstanding artistic talent. In 1869, he visited Sicily and then Tunis to study the Punic inscriptions of Carthage, which resulted in scholarly publications that have stood the test of time. In 1870, he went again to Sicily and then on to Greece, Asia Minor and Constantinople.


  Directly on conclusion of the Franco-Prussian war of 1870–71, Euting moved to Strasbourg to take up a post in Rohan Palace as under-librarian in the newly founded Kaiser-Wilhelms-Universität. Here he would quickly rise to senior librarian and then in 1900 to director. He was joined at the university in 1872 by the eminent Semitist Theodor Nöldeke (1836–1930), a man known for his Prussian nationalist leanings,85 with whom he established a warm lifelong friendship. In addition to his library duties, Euting took up a parallel appointment in 1880 as honorary professor in the Strasbourg philosophy faculty, where he was a popular and entertaining lecturer. His passion for epigraphy led to his becoming a leading authority on Phoenician, Punic, Aramaic, Nabataean, Syriac and Mandaic, and he also made occasional forays into Hebrew and Samaritan. His publication of the squeezes and copies he would make of the Nabataean inscriptions in Arabia during his journey with Huber in 1883–84 provided the first reliable records of the largest number of the tomb inscriptions then known at Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ, only some of which Doughty had been able to record.86


  Euting’s scholarly eminence is shown by the fact that his is the most cited name in the literature of Semitic epigraphy between ca. 1875 and 1920.87 In the course of his career, during which he was showered with academic honours, he associated with the élite of European Semitic studies, including Ernest Renan and Joseph Halévy in France. He was also friendly with Christiaan Snouck Hurgronje (1857–1936), the influential Dutch colonial adviser, student of Islam and scholar of Arabic and Indonesian languages, who had studied under Nöldeke in Strasbourg in 1881. Euting’s younger friend and former pupil, Enno Littmann (1875–1956), would succeed Nöldeke as Professor of Oriental Languages at Strasbourg in 1906.


  Not only did Euting’s social background and academic attainments stand in contrast to Huber’s, but his colourful personality and whimsical nature were also at variance with Huber’s earnest single-mindedness. Diminutive in stature and extrovert by temperament, Euting had an omnivorous curiosity and revelled in a wide range of interests. He was, to apply Isaiah Berlin’s famous distinction, a fox to Huber’s hedgehog. His many friends testified to his sociability, his boyish character and impish sense of humour, his love of storytelling and mimicry, his talent for entertaining children, and his penchant for idiosyncratic dress.


  By the time Huber returned to Strasbourg in early 1882, Euting’s early ambition to go to Arabia had already been rekindled by the news of Doughty’s travels there during 1876–78, in particular his discoveries at the great Nabataean site of Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ (ancient Ḥegrā). Doughty had been the first European to visit and report on this sensational site – modern Saudi Arabia’s counterpart to Jordan’s Petra – and to bring back squeezes and copies of many of the Nabataean inscriptions there.88 Having been cold-shouldered in London by the British Museum and the Royal Geographical Society, Doughty managed to interest German and French scholars in his discoveries, in particular Halévy and Renan. He was also persuaded by the prestigious German geographical journal Globus to publish the first articles about his travels in Arabia.89 It was thus German and French Orientalists who were the first to appreciate the significance of Doughty’s discoveries and, according to David Hogarth, it was Nöldeke who encouraged Euting to revive his plan for an expedition to Arabia.90


  So Huber’s return home to Strasbourg at the start of 1882 merely inflamed an existing desire in Euting to mount an Arabian expedition. The Frenchman’s familiarity with inscription sites and his working knowledge of everyday Naǧdī Arabic would have been irresistible to the German, whose Arabic was classical rather than colloquial. We do not know how they first met but, as they were both living in the same small city, it was all but inevitable that their paths would cross and that they would discuss their respective plans for Arabian investigations. Huber quickly found that Euting was eager to join forces. Euting had formulated a plan to travel through northern Arabia and revisit Doughty’s sites, and in May 1882, at exactly the time that Huber was applying for French support for his own expedition, he set about trying to find official German support for a joint effort. He records how he sought the permission of ‘His Highness’ (viz. King Karl of Württemberg) to recruit Huber’s services,91 and pressed ahead with raising funds. It is hard to believe that Euting would have made such approaches without Huber’s explicit agreement to work together. In his application to the Imperial Permanent Secretary in Berlin, von Hoffmann, he was open and notably upbeat about the proposed collaboration:


  
    For M. Huber’s aims and areas of expertise do not lie in the field of epigraphy: while he has no difficulty in recording and calculating the geographical location of a given place with the sextant and theodolite, or in making other scientific observations, he has no understanding of the inscriptions that he himself copied in inner Arabia. Since I on the other hand lack all expertise in the sciences, and e.g. can rely only on individually noted estimates in making maps, our aims in the course of our shared journey would not be in competition, but could rather, assuming goodwill, complement each other in the most welcome way.92

  


  Euting had initially estimated the cost at 12,000 marks, but soon revised it upwards.93 When this application to the central German government was rejected,94 he turned to the governor of Alsace-Lorraine, Edwin Freiherr von Manteuffel, who had been one of the successful German generals in the 1870–71 Franco-Prussian war, requesting financial support and two years’ paid leave from his employment as university professor. Von Manteuffel, who was known for his conciliatory instincts and no doubt welcomed an opportunity to support a Franco-German collaboration, duly obliged with a grant of 17,800 marks.95 King Karl of Württemberg himself made a lavish contribution in the form of firearms and other weapons to be distributed during the expedition as gifts, chiefly intended for the emir of Ḥāʾil. With sponsors such as this, Euting’s joint venture had the stamp of an official German expedition.96


  Huber meanwhile was finding Euting not only enthusiastic but positively useful, and at this stage there is no evidence of the antipathy that later came to mar their relationship. Euting records how Huber ‘once showed me in the diary of his first Arabian journey’ an ‘ancient Aramaic inscription’ which, he says, he dated for Huber for the latter’s report to the French Minister of Public Education.97 Euting also did the drawings of Khaybar, the calligraphic Arabic title and the transliteration chart for Huber’s large map of his first journey published in the Bulletin of the Société de Géographie in 1884 (Huber 1884b; see folding map at the end of this volume).98 Nöldeke was recommending to Huber that he and Euting should travel together.99 Further pressure on Huber may have come from Renan who, as a great admirer of German scholarship,100 was well known to Euting and his circle of German Semitists and would certainly have given such a collaboration his blessing and encouragement, particularly in view of Euting’s epigraphic expertise. Later, in April 1883, shortly before their departure together, Euting would help Huber to write Arabic letters to the Emir Muḥammad ibn Rashīd and other contacts in Ḥāʾil.101 In these, Huber was happy to advertise his intention to travel to Arabia with Euting and was entirely positive about it:


  
    I shall not leave for Naǧd on my own. My friend [viz. Julius Euting], who is a better man than I, will accompany me. He has spent his whole life studying everything to do with the Arabs and like me he loves them greatly.

  


  Thus, by April 1883, there was a firm plan for the two men to travel together. As Huber explained in an important letter to Ernest Renan at the AIBL dated 8 April 1883, the aims were specific: to refine and amplify his geographical data, and to make more epigraphic discoveries. Huber was open with Renan about collaborating with Euting, even stating that ‘un compagnon m’est indispensable’.102 In Huber’s mind there were strict conditions, however: Euting would have no official standing; he himself would be the superior partner as the representative of France; and in the division of spoils Euting would be entitled to just a single inscription. As he stated in the letter:103


  
    Having M. Euting as companion should pose no obstacle because, since for his part he has no official assignment, we had made special arrangements that completely protect my rights and as a consequence those of France, and it has been agreed that the Académie des Inscriptions [AIBL] in Paris will take exclusive delivery of all the squeezes, even in the case of my not receiving any financial aid.


    The same goes for the dressed stones bearing inscriptions that are at Taymāʾ, which I plan to remove and arrange to transport to France. M. Euting has only asked me for a single one for his personal collection. The others will come to the Académie.

  


  From Huber’s point of view, however, there was one problem. Instead of the 35,000 francs he had requested from the ministry, the decision had been taken to award him just 10,000. A further 5,000 francs awarded by the AIBL helped to soften the blow.104 Even so, these funds amounted in total to only about two-thirds of those awarded to Euting.105 To make matters worse, the ministry grant could not be made available immediately, and Huber would have to start the journey without it.


  Nonetheless, with funds agreed, both men were now ready to set forth. Ominously, Euting’s understanding of his status on the expedition did not accord with Huber’s, for he makes it clear in the preface to Vol. I of his published Tagbuch that Huber ‘had been my guest from Strasbourg onwards’.106 They left Strasbourg together on 22 May 1883, boarding a train for Marseille. That they were in Marseille together is proven by a letter to Euting in which Renan records that he had sent Huber 2,500 francs, half the AIBL subsidy, and that Huber had collected the money there – a fact that Huber apparently concealed from Euting.107


  This concealment is the first sign we have of any unease that Huber might have felt in relation to Euting. From Huber’s point of view, there were still unresolved issues. First, and in contrast to Euting, he was anxious about money. Not only had he been awarded one-third less than Euting’s grant, but so far he had only a fraction of the money in his hand. He would not receive the 10,000 francs due to him from the ministry until the end of August in Damascus. By that time he had been travelling with Euting for three months, entirely at the latter’s expense.108 Even subsequently, throughout the remainder of his time with Euting, he would continue to be dependent on the German’s more generous resources.


  The second problem for Huber was that while he had been open with his friends in Alsace and with Renan at the AIBL about his collaboration with Euting, he had been less than candid about it with his main sponsor, the Ministry of Public Education in Paris, and in particular with his chief supporter, Charles Maunoir at the Société de Géographie. When he had first reported to Maunoir some months previously that he was intending to travel with Euting, Maunoir had been vehemently against the idea of him co-operating with a German, and had strongly advised him to travel alone.109 Clearly, Huber was ignoring this admonition. But at the same time he did not want to jeopardize the support he was receiving from the ministry, at Maunoir’s recommendation. So from then on he seems to have decided that the best policy was just to keep quiet about his plan to travel with Euting. The price he paid was a constant anxiety that the ministry would find out, and withdraw its funding. And he appears to have prevailed on Euting to play the game, as will be seen.


  By 2 June, the two men were in Cairo, where they spent a week before leaving for Port Said. On 12 June they put in at Jaffa, and next day disembarked at Beirut. Then, back in France, a bombshell landed, in the form of an article in the Journal d’Alsace Lorraine publicizing Euting’s role in the expedition and implying that he was the prime mover and leader:110


  
    Professor Euting, accompanied by M. Charles Huber, has just set off via Marseille on a two-year journey of exploration in the Syrian and Arabian desert. Professor Euting, whose expertise is well known, has been long preparing himself for this expedition, for which the necessary resources have been granted by His Excellency the Governor (Général de Manteuffel, Governor of Alsace Lorraine), from the funds of Alsace Lorraine. His companion, M. Huber, is a Strasbourgeois who has studied medicine and natural sciences; having opted for France after the events of 1870, M. Huber has already made, at the expense of the French government, several journeys in Syria and North Africa.

  


  Maunoir, who until then had been genuinely in the dark about Euting, was incandescent:


  
    It emerges from this article that M. Huber would be in subordination to M. Euting, who is funded by the German authorities. There are three points in all this that pain me. First, that M. Huber, having himself been commissioned by the Ministry of Public Education, has set out with a German, whatever merits the latter may possess; secondly, that he is considered to be a subordinate of his travelling companion; and third that he forewarned nobody of this part of his plan. On this last point, M. Huber had indeed broached it with me a few months ago, but I had responded with the very formal advice that he should travel alone. Since then, he had not spoken with me again about his plans for a companion.

  


  Maunoir wrote Huber a stiff letter and instituted enquiries in Cairo and Damascus into the relationship between Huber and Euting. Meanwhile Huber quickly managed to mollify him by admitting that Euting was indeed present, but in the capacity not of collaborator but as an importunate hanger-on, who kept following him around and getting under his feet:


  
    Professor Euting is a great scholar, one of the best authorities on Semitic languages, but he is as much a wild enthusiast111 as a scholar, and before he suggested travelling with me to Arabia, a plan which he had long been contemplating but which grew much stronger on the news of my epigraphic discoveries in the Ḥiǧāz, he had already announced to the whole world that he would go with me. However, I had never offered him much hope, for the simple reason that I saw more advantage in it for him than for me, and when last January I spoke with you about it in Paris and you expressed your disapproval of it, I told him straight away on returning to my country, where he had come to find me, to contemplate it no further. … What I can affirm is that I have no closer relationship with him than with anyone else, that we are not travelling together and that, as a consequence, there can be no question of being travelling companions or of one being subordinate to the other.112

  


  A few days later, Huber was quick to confect some more outrage and disgust at the idea that he and Euting might be travelling together, and showed in doing so that he was not above deceiving even his close friend Weisgerber who, as it happened, was a member of the Société de Géographie and thus in potential contact with Maunoir: 113


  
    You will have seen, concerning Euting … that Maunoir had written to me on the subject and that I replied that there is no question and there has never been any question of an association between Euting and me, and that nothing is more ridiculous than to suppose that I, who have been appointed by the French government, should make myself subordinate to a German appointed by his government. Where would be the advantage, what benefit would there be for me? – I would understand if it were the other way round because I do not need anyone with whom to go to Arabia whereas anybody else would need me. I am surprised that this has not been taken into consideration and that Maunoir swallowed such a ridiculous story so easily. … On receiving his letter I was ready to have nothing more to do with the Ministry or Maunoir, and that is still not beyond the bounds of possibility. I shall take up again my initial idea of setting off on my own account.114

  


  The impression of Euting being merely an acquaintance and occasional nuisance was later corroborated by Gilbert, the French consul in Damascus who, surprisingly, was unable to observe any actual connection between the two men.115 By mid-July Maunoir had been completely won round by Huber’s display of injured innocence, and was committing himself once again to giving him all the help he needed. But Huber remained on edge, writing to Xavier Charmes, his paymaster at the education ministry, seeking reassurance that he believed the story!116 It does not seem to have occurred to Charmes that Huber might be protesting too much, and his suspicions appear not to have been aroused. At the end of August, the 10,000 francs duly arrived in Damascus, and Huber was able to relax somewhat.117


  It is clear that Huber, for both financial and political reasons, was desperate to avoid his journey being reported back to Paris as a joint venture with a German.118 The Franco-German duo meanwhile were touring around archaeological sites in Lebanon and Syria in an ostentatiously deniable kind of way. In Lebanon they spent three weeks making parallel but independent excursions until, on 6 July, they set off for Damascus. They then went on an archaeological tour of the Anti-Lebanon, returning five days later to the city, where they spent the following two weeks. All this time they took great pains not to associate with each other in public. Next, on 27 July, Euting set out on a twelve-day round trip to Palmyra, followed by Huber a day and a half later.119 Huber had been tasked by the AIBL with making a squeeze of the inscription embodying the Tax Law of Palmyra, a mission that he successfully accomplished.120


  This charade was designed to keep any suggestion of collaboration under wraps, or at least render it deniable. Euting willingly played his part in it, good-naturedly making allowances for Huber’s need to disown him in public, and airily describing it in letters to Nöldeke in Strasbourg. ‘In France,’ he wrote, ‘the current news is that Huber is playing a subordinate role in a big German expedition; he is asking me now not to let anything about him get out into the newspapers.’ Again, he asked Nöldeke not to ‘divulge publicly the news that I (just today) am off to Palmyra. I am not meeting up with Huber until tomorrow evening, as if by chance [my italics].’ In another letter he wrote that ‘Huber was not allowed to travel with me openly but just remained half a day behind me in Damascus.’ And, as they were on the point of leaving Damascus for Arabia, Euting told Nöldeke that ‘I shall (in order to keep up the pretence) go on the day after tomorrow, and in two days’ time he [Huber] will follow me and we shall then go to the south. Do not however put anything about our plan in the newspaper.’121


  In contrast to his protestations for French consumption about wanting nothing to do with Euting, Huber was concerned to claim the credit in other quarters for organizing their joint expedition into Arabia. He had not hesitated to advertise his association with Euting farther afield when it suited him to do so, for example in the letters sent to his contacts in northern Arabia in April 1883, not long before their departure.122 And on 3 September 1883 he wrote to Nöldeke from Damascus:


  
    I hope that Dr Euting will have passed on the greetings that I asked him to add to each of his letters, and that he will also have told you how busy I was with our preparations, for which I had sole responsibility.


    You will probably have been told of our trip to Palmyra and its results. It is there that M. Euting had his initiation to life in the desert, but still with a certain amount of comfort such as tents, a bed, good food, etc. He suffered a great deal from the heat and the fatigue of the forced marches, but what he found hardest to bear on this trip was the lack of sleep.123

  


  In the same letter to Nöldeke, Huber envisaged that he and Euting would both travel together as far as Ǧiddah: ‘We are going in the first instance as far as the Djouf [al-Ǧawf], and there we shall take the circumstances into consideration before going farther. In any case, we think we shall be at Djeddah [Ǧiddah] towards the end of the year.’124 What Huber would do next was still for him an open question. He did not regard himself as tied to Euting, and Euting’s own aim was confined to recording inscriptions all the way to Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ and al-ʿUlā, at which point he would be ready to leave Arabia. Huber, as we know, was nursing more far-flung ambitions. In various letters he was still stating his aim to travel right into Naǧd, via Sudayr, al-Washm, Sadūs, Riyadh and beyond as far as Wādī al-Dawāsir, and from there to Naǧrān and even into Yemen as far as Aden. As time went by, he would continually adjust his plans according to the availability of funds and the political situation in central Arabia.125 As will be seen, he was not destined to reach anywhere in Naǧd south of al-Qaṣīm. But it was a given that at some stage he and Euting would have to part company, and the most natural point for that to happen would be once they had reached Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ.


  Up to the start of the Arabian journey, Huber had had understandable practical reasons for appearing to shun Euting, regardless of any personal antipathy towards the German that might by then have been brewing. But now that he had made so convincing a case to his ministry sponsors that he was travelling on his own, he would have to maintain the pretence. At the very least, in the inevitable event that the news would at some stage leak out, he would have to minimize Euting’s presence. One medium over which he did have complete control was his diary. In his Journal d’un voyage en Arabie, (1883–1884), published posthumously in 1891, he took the extreme measure of omitting all mention of Euting: there is not a single hint that he was travelling with a European companion. We do not know how he planned to explain this once he was back in Europe. As things turned out, he would never be called upon to do so, because he was fated not to return: he would be murdered by his guides at Rabigh, north of Ǧiddah, on 29 July 1884, four months after he and Euting had parted company.


  But now, as they set off for Arabia, in addition to Huber’s need to wish Euting away for political reasons, there are signs that on a personal level too all was not well between the two men.126 Unfortunately for him, Huber was short of money again, having spent almost all of his 10,000 francs on expedition preparations. There was thus a strong financial incentive to stay with Euting, even though by now Huber might have been beginning to regret the association. Once their journey had begun, it is fairly clear that Huber felt little or no commitment to working together, as is shown by numerous instances in Euting’s account of the 1883–84 journey. Huber’s chagrin at having saddled himself with a fellow-traveller would culminate in his efforts at Ḥāʾil and later at al-ʿUlā to rid himself of Euting altogether, as described in what follows.


  


  THE 1883–84 JOINT ARABIAN ITINERARY


  Huber’s account of the expedition through northern Arabia, Journal d’un voyage en Arabie, (1883–1884) (Paris 1891), opens with a terse account of his own desert trip to Palmyra, a prelude to the great Arabian adventure that was to follow.127 The laconic recital of route data, lists of wells and other observations sets the tone for the remainder of the work. Brevity and discretion are the order of the day: the alert reader will begin to note the absence of any trace of Euting.


  Huber returned to Damascus on 9 August, while Euting set off on a trip to Maʿarrah and Baʿalbak, returning four days later. Euting then stayed in Damascus until 31 August, when at last the time came to embark on the journey into Arabia. It is at this point, as he mounts his horse for the first day’s march to Brāq, that he opens his published Tagbuch einer Reise in Inner-Arabien.128 Huber, in line with his game-plan of semi-detachment from Euting, did not leave Damascus with him. Ten days before, on 21 August, he had gone ahead to ʿUrmān in order to check the most recent news from Naǧd, which turned out to be far from auspicious for travellers because of ongoing Rashīdī–Saʿūdī raids and counter-raids. Even so, on his return to Damascus on the 27th, he went ahead regardless with final preparations and on 31 August, the day of Euting’s departure, he sent the baggage on to ʿUrmān with Maḥmūd, a man from Maʿān in today’s southern Jordan whom he had taken on as his assistant.129 He himself hung back until 4 September before setting off for Brāq, where Euting was waiting for him at the fort.130 Euting was perfectly happy to acknowledge Huber’s logistical efforts:


  
    M. Huber has had to complete all kinds of preparations for our trip to Inner Arabia. His plan was to send our luggage ahead (my luggage, actually) straight to ʿOrmān by camel and to collect me at Fort Brāq once all the arrangements had been completed.131

  


  Moving on to ʿUrmān, the party exchanged horses for camels and, on 7 September 1883, hurried to join a salt caravan making for Kāf, which they reached three days later. On 12 September their future guide, a Shammarī by the name of Ḥamūd al-Miqrād who had assisted Huber in 1880, arrived in Kāf from the south with two other men from Ḥāʾil. Huber already knew this man well from his previous journey.132 Now he had been assigned to meet up with Huber by the Emir Muḥammad al-Rashīd but had been sent out too late to escort them from Damascus. Though it was both Huber and Euting who had collaborated in writing to the emir from Paris telling him of their plans and proposing Ḥamūd as guide,133 Huber records that the party had been ‘tous envoyé par l’emir pour me chercher à Damas’, as if Euting did not exist – a further instance of the erasure of the German that Huber would maintain throughout his Journal.134 Ḥamūd al-Miqrād had other errands to perform in Damascus, and Huber decided to accompany him back there to see whether the firearms he had been awaiting had arrived,135 forcing Euting and Maḥmūd to kick their heels in Kāf for more than three weeks.


  Reunited, the party left Kāf on 3 October to make the journey along Wādī al-Sirḥān to the historic oasis of al-Ǧawf, reaching Dūmat al-Ǧandal on 9 October.136 Huber then went off on a lone reconnaissance of Sakākā, Qārā and al-Ṭuwayr while the saddle-sore Euting stayed in Dūmat al-Ǧandal as guest of Ibn Rashīd’s jovial and hospitable governor, Ǧawhar.137 On 14 October, the party embarked on Huber’s second crossing of the great Nafūd sand desert, along the route well worn by previous European travellers,138 and reached the little oasis of Ǧubbah on the 18th.139


  Ğabal Umm al-Silmān, which for millennia has sheltered Ǧubbah from the encroaching sands, provided Euting with his first taste of the richness of Arabia’s ancient rock art and inscription sites. He and Huber spent the day recording as much as they could of its prolific drawings and graffiti, but did so independently of each other – the detached mode of investigation that came to typify their entire journey together.140 This mode of proceeding could have had the advantage that for the most part they would not both have had to copy the same texts and would thus have been able to double their coverage. However, what actually happened was that in a very large number of cases they did copy the same texts, so that neither could claim the only record of a particular inscription – thus furnishing proof that by now both men were acting in a spirit of competition.


  Passing the village of Qanāʾ and the eastern end of Ǧabal Aǧā, they reached Ḥāʾil on 21 October just as the skies darkened and a prolonged period of torrential rainfall set in. While they met the local notables and waited for permission from the emir to proceed westwards to Taymāʾ and Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ, they set about exploring the locality, making a day trip to Ǧabal Samrāʾ (30 October) and two more extended joint excursions: first to ʿUqdah and the highest point of Ǧabal Aǧā (31 October – 3 November 1883); and then eastwards to Ǧildiyyah and Baqʿāʾ (9–16 November 1883). Ǧabal Ǧildiyyah, which Huber had visited in 1880, was confirmed as another rich source of ancient graffiti. As things turned out, they were to be detained in Ḥāʾil for more than three months until the emir, who was engaged in raiding and campaigning against Riyadh and its tribal allies, judged conditions safe enough for them to set out. Euting by this time was seething with impatience to move on. He and Huber were sharing a house but, although it is never explicitly stated, Euting’s diary conveys the impression that they preferred to avoid each other. After the trip to Ǧildiyyah and Baqʿāʾ,141 Euting spent much of the rest of the time in solo encounters with local people, going on solitary rambles outside the city, sketching, and making lone, daredevil attempts to find ibex among the crags of Ǧabal Aǧā. One would have expected two Europeans far from home to celebrate Christmas and New Year’s Day together, but this they contrived not to do. Huber’s Catholic background may have helped to intensify his alienation from the Protestant Euting, though this is nowhere mentioned.


  As January 1884 wore on, they were able to start preparations to leave the waterlogged town and, on the 23rd, Huber, Euting, their assistant Maḥmūd and guide Ḥaylān rode off on four camels south-westwards towards Ǧabal Aǧā and the village of Mawqaq. From there they first made an excursion south-eastwards to Ǧabal Sarrāʾ,142 the rich site of ancient graffiti visited by Huber in 1880, before retracing their steps and turning westwards to skirt the southern fringe of the Great Nafūd towards Taymāʾ. Having reached Ǧabal Mismāʾ, they followed a route parallel with and to the south of that followed by Huber in October–November 1880.143 Euting was of course chiefly intent on fulfilling his ambition to record the Nabataean inscriptions at Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ and the pre-Islamic inscriptions at Taymāʾ,144 but the discovery and recording of the five very rich sites of pre-Islamic inscriptions and graffiti in Ancient North Arabian scripts along this Ḥāʾil–Taymā leg of their journey was also a significant achievement of this joint expedition.


  They reached Taymāʾ on 15 February 1884. This oasis, mentioned in cuneiform inscriptions and the Bible, was already known to be of great antiquity. Taymāʾ had been visited by Wallin in 1848, Guarmani in 1864 and Doughty in 1877, and Huber himself had passed through it in November 1880,145 but Euting was the first professional Semitic epigraphist to visit it, and he made a number of important discoveries of Aramaic and Nabataean inscriptions. His story of how the celebrated Taymāʾ Stele was discovered, and an account of the imbroglio that ensued, are presented below.


  The two men left Taymāʾ on 21 February for a two-week return trip to Tabūk, arranged while they were in Ḥāʾil. This excursion was chiefly of interest to Huber for reasons of geography and mapping, and epigraphic discoveries were minimal. Returning to Taymāʾ on 6 March, they made preparations to depart for Euting’s main goal, Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ and al-ʿUlā, and left on the 13th, arriving two days later. Euting set about copying and making squeezes of many of the pre-Islamic inscriptions at al-ʿUlā and al-Khuraybah (ancient Dadan).


  Here they parted company, not once but twice: first at al-ʿUlā on 19 March 1884 and, for the last time, on 27 March at Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ. There, with Huber finally gone, Euting achieved his main goal when he managed to record almost all the Nabataean tomb inscriptions. His rapid publication of these in 1885146 would consolidate his reputation, and also annoy the French, who felt that Huber’s prior claim had been perfidiously pre-empted.147 On 30 March, his work done, Euting and four Balī tribesmen set off from al-ʿUlāʾ for the Red Sea coast at al-Waǧh, and on the first night out he very nearly came to the same sticky end at the hands of brigands as would befall Huber four months later. He was lucky to reach al-Waǧh in safety on 5 April 1884, his Arabian journey having covered some 1,750 kilometres. There, instead of going to Ǧiddah to collect his mail and meet up with Huber again,148 he boarded a dhow coasting northwards to al-Dumayghah before crossing the Red Sea to the Egyptian port of al-Quṣayr. From al-Quṣayr, a five-day journey on camelback brought him to the Nile at Qena, where he boarded a train to Cairo. By June he was in Jerusalem where, in fulfilment of Huber’s fears, he dispatched a letter on 12 June to Nöldeke containing his squeeze and transcription of the Taymāʾ Stele. His route home to Strasbourg, which he reached in August 1884, took him via Beirut and Smyrna to Athens and Patras and then through Italy.149


  


  HUBER AND EUTING: A FRAUGHT RELATIONSHIP


  Euting’s frightening experience on the way to al-Waǧh may help to explain his hurried departure from Arabia. However, his overriding desire was to get to work arranging the publication of the Taymāʾ Stele and the Nabataean inscriptions from Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ before the French could do so.150 There is no question that beneath Euting’s frequent expressions of friendship and concern for Huber, there ran an undercurrent of fierce competition.


  Nor can any discussion of the two men’s relationship sidestep the omission by Huber, in his Journal d’un voyage en Arabie (1883–1884) (Huber 1891), of even a hint at the existence of a European companion. This resolute effacement is all the more bizarre given the extent and detail of Huber’s journal, an unwieldy tome running to some 778 printed pages, as well as an Atlas of maps and sketches. Huber’s anxiety not to be publicly associated with Euting is not quite adequate on its own to explain why he so painstakingly avoided all mention of him in his private travel diary, because he must have known that the whole story would come out as soon as Euting returned to Europe. For this omission, therefore, additional personal and psychological reasons have to be sought.


  Granted, Huber’s Journal is a very different work from both Euting’s published Tagbuch and also the unpublished notebooks on which the Tagbuch is so closely based.151 Huber’s Journal, as published, purports to be a faithful rendering of his original notes with no editorial enhancement at all, and is as dry as dust by comparison with the anecdotal style of Euting’s diary. The reader has to negotiate multitudinous lists of compass bearings, barometric readings, local place names, word lists, topographical features, and the durations, no matter how short, of journey stages measured to the nearest minute. Just occasionally one is treated to a more extended account of local events: meetings with the Emir Muḥammad al-Rashīd, Ḥamūd al-ʿUbayd and other local notables are described, and Arab guides and companions such as Ḥamūd al-Miqrād crop up in the daily record. He records his bouts of sickness but otherwise there is almost no personal reaction, whether humorous or negative, to the unforeseen dangers, irritations, delays and comic reversals inherent in desert travel. It is a meticulous repository of data testifying to a courageous and self-disciplined author stoically fixated on his goals.152 In short, it is the opposite of Euting’s lively, coherent, personalized and sometimes emotional narrative. Its plain, factual and fastidious presentation would tempt the reader to accept it as the whole truth and nothing but the truth, were it not for the colossal omission by the Frenchman of any mention of his German counterpart.


  Having allowed himself to be drawn into a joint expedition, Huber maintained his deceptions about Euting’s participation to the end. From Ǧiddah on 6 July 1884, just three weeks before his murder, he wrote to his friend Weisgerber:


  
    You will be happy to hear that Euting succeeded in reaching the town of Ḥāʾil, but that once there I was able, with the help of the emir, to make him go off towards [le faire filer par] the west. He must have taken ship in al-Waǧh on the Red Sea. I knew he was intending to call in at Ǧiddah, to where he had his mail forwarded, but on my arrival here I found that he had not shown up. I was unable to prevent him reaching Ḥāʾil, any more than I could have prevented anyone else! Please could you pass this on to those entitled to know. But once arrived, I could do no more than send him onwards, and that was not easy to accomplish, as he was not commissioned by France and had very different means at his disposal from mine.153

  


  Huber’s wording is vague, doubtless by design: his use of the verbal phrase faire filer par (‘to make go off towards’) is clearly intended to convey the impression to his friend, and to people back in France, that he had not made the journey westwards from Ḥāʾil in the company of Euting. This is a blatant falsehood transcending mere omission: proof is provided by the adjacent graffiti signatures that the two men scratched on a rock at Ǧabal Mismāʾ, and in any case it is incontrovertibly clear from Euting’s diary that the two men travelled together from Ḥāʾil, via Taymāʾ, to Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ and al-ʿUlā. Huber must have resorted to the deceit in order to reinforce the fiction back home that he was travelling alone. If so, it was effective, as Renan for example still believed it in 1885 and would use it against Euting.154


  Huber’s lack of a collaborative streak and need to be in sole charge suited Euting up to a point, as he readily acquiesced in it where practical matters were concerned. Though he was perfectly happy to concede that he had handed over all travel arrangements to the Frenchman, however, that did not mean that he regarded himself as the subordinate partner in the enterprise. Euting makes his sense of seniority very clear from the start with this firm statement in the Preface to Vol. I of his Tagbuch:


  
    Even though he was travelling under official instructions from the French government, and had indeed been assigned various funds for this purpose, he [Huber] was nevertheless my guest from Strasbourg onwards (22 May 1883) until we parted amicably on 19 March 1884 at el-ʿÖla.155

  


  The absence of any proper written agreement between the two men setting out their respective roles, rights and responsibilities means that neither could claim seniority as the rightful expedition leader.156 The only clue we have relates to Huber’s conception of their formal relationship, as set out in the letter quoted above (p. 31) from Huber in Strasbourg to Ernest Renan on 8 April 1883, stating that Euting ‘has no official assignment’.157 Whether Euting would have agreed that he had no official assignment from his own government is a moot point: he had after all received ample support from official German sources. The other point to note is the confirmation that Euting would be entitled to a single inscription, as he would later claim. But there appears to have been no explicit agreement as to which of the two men was the expedition leader or senior partner.


  As events unfolded, it boiled down to personalities, and a complex picture emerges. In practice, Euting may have assumed his own precedence, but the tone of Huber’s Journal as well as various instances in Euting’s Tagbuch suggest that it was the confident and self-reliant Huber, with his command of colloquial Arabic, who was really the dominant personality. It was Huber who got on better with their bedouin guides and issued their instructions, who made the decisions as to when they should move on and by what route, and who took the lead in negotiations with local shaykhs and governors.158 In particular, Huber enjoyed much closer relations than Euting with the Emir Muḥammad al-Rashīd, on whose protection they depended on the entire route between al-Ǧawf and al-ʿUlā. He also got on very well with Ḥamūd al-ʿUbayd, the next most powerful figure in Ḥāʾil. Between the latter and Euting, by contrast, a festering mutual detestation developed. Huber, by his own account, was held in warm fraternal regard by the emir, who once told him: ‘You are one of us; we will protect you as we would ourselves; I have never heard anything but good about you; whenever you return you will be welcomed like my brother.’159 It is certainly the case that Huber spent much more time than Euting in the Qaṣr hobnobbing with the emir and his court, and seems to have felt free to call in there whenever he pleased without waiting to be summoned for an audience. Important matters such as desert politics and the safest routes were discussed with Huber rather than Euting, and Huber took the initiative in inviting distinguished guests, such as the emir of Buraydah, to their house.160 Even so, there is no sign that Euting was actually unpopular with the Emir Muḥammad, with whom he appears to have been on cordial enough terms and who, as will be seen below, was concerned to forewarn him of Huber’s machinations against him.


  The sociable and spontaneous Euting revelled in mixing with merchants, craftsmen and the general populace in Ḥāʾil, sketching people and places, dressing up and devising entertainments, while there are hints that the serious-minded Huber disapproved of Euting’s antics and confined himself to medical practice and data collection. Huber was careful to respect local manners and customs, and cultivated contacts that he thought would be useful.161 His only purely social relationship seems to have been with ʿAbdullah al-Muslimānī, an engaging Baghdadi Jew who had settled in Ḥāʾil and converted to Islam, with whom he had made friends on his first journey. Wisely enough, in view of Huber’s more diplomatic approach and nexus of useful contacts, Euting seems to have been content to defer to his companion in dealings with their Arab hosts.


  The trusting side of Euting’s nature predisposed him to maintain his faith in Huber even when the evidence that the Frenchman was trying to get rid of him seems obvious, at least to the reader of the published Tagbuch. Euting showed genuine concern for Huber’s wellbeing, and generously drew many graffiti and maps in Huber’s journals. He also deferred to Huber when it came to sharing out the inscriptions collected on the journey, insisting in retrospect on his claim to no more than a single item of his choice – this would turn out to be the Taymāʾ Stele – and raising no objection to Huber having all the others for France, as stipulated by the latter’s agreement with the AIBL.


  As against all such indications of apparent subordination to Huber, Euting was in much the stronger financial position. Euting’s sponsors, as seen above, had put up considerably more money than Huber’s. Furthermore, Huber’s ministry funds arrived only after the pair had reached Damascus; Euting had thus to foot all expenses between May and August 1883, as they made their way via Cairo and Beirut to Damascus and Palmyra.162 Even in Damascus, Huber was initially planning to take just half of the 10,000 francs due from the ministry, agreeing with Euting that the remainder would be made available only when they reached Ǧiddah, though in the event he was unable to arrange for the money to be sent there.163 Again, Euting brought along a large consignment of twenty-four valuable firearms, generously donated by King Karl of Württemberg, as gifts for the Emir Muḥammad, whereas Huber had little comparable largesse to dispense. What is certain is that Huber was plagued by worries about his lack of funds throughout his travels, and was, in a financial sense at least, Euting’s dependent on this expedition.


  Euting records various instances where Huber was not just acting independently of him but actively trying to place obstacles in his way, and even on two occasions to get rid of him. He was alerted to the first attempt, in Ḥāʾil on 21 January, by the emir himself, who seems to have felt uneasy that Huber was not playing fair:


  
    In the evening, the Emir summoned me via a slave, who expressly said that no one else should come along. He was alone in the reception hall with Ḥamūd al-ʿUbayd, Sulaymān and Ṣāliḥ al-Rakhīṣ. After the coffee had been prepared, … the chief began to explain that Huber was trying to reach el-Ḥegr and el-ʿÖla without me, and that I ought to be on my guard. … I replied to the chief, in a state of great agitation, that I could not understand what he meant. Thinking that I had not understood the sense of the Arabic words, Ḥamūd repeated or paraphrased what the chief had just said. I responded:


    ‘I have understood perfectly what you told me, but I cannot believe it! How could Huber possibly entertain such an idea? Have I not embarked on this whole trip with him with the sole aim of visiting those places? Has he not been my travelling companion, indeed my guest, from the very beginning? That’s how he’ll remain until the end!’


    The chief shrugged his shoulders. I left the castle in a bad temper.164

  


  On Euting’s return to their house, Huber, allegedly pale with trepidation, asked him what the chief had wanted. Euting, employing considerable delicacy, told him exactly what had been said but stressed that the Qaṣr would not succeed in sowing suspicion and discord between them. Either it was beyond him to suspect Huber of skulduggery, or else he was sending a subtle signal to the Frenchman that he knew precisely what he was up to.


  Having thus tried without success to prevent Euting journeying with him from Ḥāʾil to Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ and al-ʿUlā, Huber went on to hamper his efforts to make squeezes of inscriptions at al-ʿUlā by insisting that their eight-metre ladder be left at Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ.165 A further suspicion must be that Huber was planning to return to Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ before Euting, so that he could use the ladder to steal a march in recording the Nabataean inscriptions himself – as indeed turned out to be the case.


  Once they reached al-ʿUlā, Huber suddenly announced that Euting would not be able to return to Ḥāʾil, on the grounds that he would be persona non grata there.166 It was true that Euting was persona non grata with Ḥamūd al-ʿUbayd, but he had still been expecting to return to Ḥāʾil because the bulk of his luggage had been left there. The claim that he would not be able to return was very possibly spurious and, at such a distance from the Shammar capital, Huber must have calculated that Euting had no way of verifying it. If this was true, Euting asks, then why on earth had Huber not told him about it before, in Ḥāʾil? But he quickly accepted the situation, attributing it to his poor personal relations with Ḥamūd. He was either determined not to think the worst of his companion, or else he was not so sorry to part company. It would, after all, give him an early opportunity to return to Europe and see to the urgent publication of his finds.


  Huber next told Euting that he was planning to go via Khaybar and past al-Madīnah to Ǧiddah. He said that Euting should copy the Madāʾin Ṣāliḥ inscriptions, return to al-ʿUlā and then go on to al-Waǧh, from where he would be able to find a steamboat for Ǧiddah (where he would meet Huber again), or else return directly to Beirut via Suez; Huber himself would travel back from Ǧiddah to Ḥāʾil, and thence to Damascus via Iraq.167 Huber’s ensuing movements did not follow this plan, as will emerge below. He was prone to changing his plans at short notice in response to circumstances, but at this juncture one does wonder whether he was deliberately trying to obfuscate his intentions.
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