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given Saudis no aid or comfort, expressed hope UK wld avoid any
action leading to conflict opposing forces Buraimi, suggested SAG
action in moving people into Buraimi possibly based SAG concern
UK activity there (final para London Embtel 1458 rptd Jidda 97)
and SAG belief UK not intending resume boundary conf (para 5
London Embtel 1458). Dept expressed hope UK FonOff might see
way clear inform SAG now its willingness resume conf as measure
soften Saudi attitude.
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* Document 1474,

No. 1477
TBGA00/59-2050: Telegram

The Chargé in Saudi Arabia (Abbey) to the Department of State !

BECRET Jippa, September 20, 1952—5 p. m.

168. Brit Chargé spent several days in Riyadh discussing Brit
Buraimi note of protest ? with King and Yussuf Yassin. He report-
ed discussions involved with SAG remaining firm. He has referred
entire matter back to' London.

Yesterday, Act FonMin asked me to call and he read pnraphrnse
of long oral reply given by King to Chargé. 3 Main points were:
SAG never considered Buraimi subj negotiations for reasons:

1. No Trucial Coast sheik has either actual or treaty jurisdiction
in Buraimi, consequently HMG can not object to SAG action. -

2. Documentation sent b]i Brit to King after treaty of Jidda 4 did
not state any Buraimi sheik as bound to Brit by convenant or pact.

3. Traditional ties with Saud family.

4. Buraimi not mentioned at London, discussions or Dammam
Conf consequently Buraimi absolute concern of SAG.

§. In spite of foregoing, Brit sent Wilton to Buraimi and did not
recognize SAG protests and consequently sssumed a right which it

-

1RepenudtoLondonandDhahrﬁn

‘hwwuftheBnhshnotemtrmmttedtotheDepanmmtofSuteum
enclosurs to despatch 87 from Jidda, Sept. 22, pot printed. (T86A.00/9-2252)

1 An Boglish trapslation ofthapamphrmoftheng’smImplywastmb—
ted to the Department an an enclosore to despatch 87. (T86A.00/9-2252)

* For the text of the Tresty of Jidda betwean the United Kingdom and King Ibn
Sawd of the Hejaz and of Nejd and its Dependencies, May 20, 1927, see British Cmd.
2951, Treaty Series No. 25 (1927). Also for text and historical commentary and cita-
tiona to treaties of renewal in 1936 and (M3, see J. C. Hurewitz, Diplomacy in the

and Middls East, A Documeniary Record: Volume I, I.?I.i-lﬁﬁ‘mew Yorl;,D
Van Noatrand Cnmmny Ing., 1956), pp. 143-150.
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