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EARLY FOREIGN PENETRATION IN THE HOLY LAND DURING THE 
LATE OTTOMAN PERIOD: THE ROLE OF BRITAIN 

 

Khalid EL-AWAISI*, Emine YİĞİT** 

ABSTRACT: Western foreign interest in controlling the Holy Land throughout 
history has been successful in several occasions, such as the crusades and the 
British occupation in the twentieth century. However modern interest in 
occupying this land started practically with Napoleon’s occupation of Egypt 
and with his failed attempt to occupy the Holy Land, during which he called 
for the ‘restoration’ of Jews to Palestine. His campaign had two long-term 
consequences, it instigated British interest mingled with the idea of “Jewish 
Restoration” to Palestine in preparation for the Second Coming of Christ.  
Evangelical Christian groups were the first to promote the idea of an official 
political representation, which led to the opening of a British consulate in 
Jerusalem, during the occupation of Muhammad Ali Pasha.  Other Western 
powers followed suit, with the aim of consolidating their influence and 
penetrating the region. The British were able to consolidate their influence 
and penetration of the region through initially establishing a consulate in 
Jerusalem and followed by many steps until occupying the Holy Land in the fall 
of 1917 and assessing in establishing a Zionist client-state that would serve 
western interest in the region.  
 

KEYWORDS: Britain, European, Imperialism, Zionism, Christian-Zionism, 
Foreign Consulates, Palestine. 

INTRODUCTION 
The French attempt at occupying the Holy Land in the late 18th century was a 
turning point in the history of the region as a whole.  This occupation not only 
affected the Ottomans, but also worried the British, as its commercial routes in its 
eastern colonies were under threat, putting it at risk of losing its political 
superiority.  For this reason, England did not leave the Ottomans alone in their 
fight against France, but helped pervade the existence of the Ottomans in this 
region for another century.  This instigated in the British mind, for the first time 
since the crusades, the idea of bringing the Holy Land under its control once again. 
British penetration started with evangelical Protestant groups, who had little to 
no representation in the region.  Thus, both politically and religiously, the Jews 
were a tool for Britain to gain a foothold in the region.  Missionary groups, for 
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religious reasons, wanted to both convert the Jews and take them back to this 
land in preparation for the second coming of Christ.  Meanwhile, the political 
establishment saw that advocating the protection of the Jews would be their way 
in, just as France and Russia protected other minorities.  Britain was only one of 
many Western players competing for control over the Holy Land in order to 
increase their influence and penetration (Owen 1981: 83; Buzpınar 2003: 108). 

Britain capitalised on its influence over the Ottomans for political gains, 
especially after supporting them against the French and Muhammad Ali Pasha.  It 
was able to establish a British consulate in Jerusalem (1838) and this was their first 
political step in creating a strong foothold in the region.  This was swiftly matched 
by other Western powers.  However, Britain was ahead in developing the idea of 
a buffer or client state that would preserve its colonial interests.  Britain lobbied 
the Ottomans to allow Jewish immigrants to settle in Palestine, and through its 
consulate, extended protection to Jews in the region.  Britain’s scheme was not 
approved by the Ottomans, and although Palmerston was adamant to fulfil this 
project, he was not successful. However, he did manage to lay the foundations 
for subsequent measures.  Britain continued to take a number of steps in this 
direction in the nineteenth century and was eventually able to occupy the Holy 
Land at the turn of the century.  During its occupation or mandate over Palestine, 
Britain continued to push its scheme forward, and after preparing the Zionists, it 
handed Palestine over to them to act as a client state, which would continue 
Western imperialist and colonialist ideals.  This paper will therefore investigate 
this early interest and the way Western powers, and particularly Britain, were 
successful in penetrating and imposing their influence in the region during the late 
Ottoman period. In doing so, it will set the historical background for the creation 
of the Zionist state in the Holy Land. 

EARLY FOREIGN INTEREST IN ISLAMICJERUSALEM UNTIL 1840 
The seventeenth and eighteenth centuries saw major changes in Europe with the 
rise of new Western powers spreading their imperialist reach across the world.  
This, together with the decline of the Ottoman Empire politically and 
economically, as well as the reduction of its territorial spread, was capitalised on 
by Western powers to increase their influence. The weakness of the Ottomans 
and their increased dependence on foreign military intervention thus was taken 
advantage of. Western powers exploited Ottoman domestic affairs through 
intervention in its affairs and sought to establish direct links with minorities living 
within Ottoman territories (Al-Kayyali 1990: 22-24). The Capitulations signed with 
the Ottoman Empire in the sixteenth century was to become a tool for foreign 
penetration in the Holy Land and a way to assert their influences.  Indeed, Russia 
extended its reach under the pretext of protecting Orthodox Christians, with 
France doing the same through protecting the Roman Catholics and so on 
(Friedman 1986: 281-282).  France and Russia, in this respect, were more powerful 
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in comparison to Britain, which did not at the time, have any minority to protect 
and assert its influence.  

The Holy Land or Islamicjerusalem since the late Ayyubid period remained 
under Muslim control until 1917. Yet the dream of reconquering the Holy Land 
never vanished from European minds. Christopher Columbus was determined to 
“save” Jerusalem from the Muslims, embedded with an apocalyptic belief of the 
“Second Coming” of Christ as a precondition together with the conversion of all 
people to Christianity (Delaney 2006: 261).  However, European powers did not 
gain enough strength to attempt this until the late 18th century, starting with 
Napoleon’s 1798 expedition into the East. Napoleon attempted to gain allies by 
stirring up anti-Ottoman sentiments.  He even went further and invited Jews, 
while encamped at Acre, to reclaim Palestine and re-establish ancient Jerusalem. 
He claimed that they are the “Rightful heirs of Palestine”, appealing to them that 
their “political existence as a nation among nations” needed to be restored (Dowty 
2014). Although there was no rally of Muslim support against the Ottomans, nor 
was there a visible Jewish response to Napoleon’s call to restore Jews into 
Palestine, only a few decades later, the situation became more viable for such a 
vision to become a reality (Dowty 2014:4; El-Awaisi 2019: 13). Napoleon’s 
expedition had reignited memories of the crusades, which was reflected in the 
growth of orientalism in Europe (Hillenbrand 2004: 202), as well as in arousing 
British official interest in Palestine (Kayyali 1990: 22). 

Foreign relations between the Ottomans and the French were affected 
unfavourably after their campaigns in Egypt and Palestine. Britain was 
instrumental in reducing French influence by allying with the Ottomans since the 
French presence threatened its colonial influence in Asia (Buzpınar 2003: 107).  
The British military involvement later lead to their increased interest in Palestine, 
both strategically and religiously.  In the early nineteenth century, Britain aimed 
to gain a stronger presence in the region. Yet with no minorities to protect, Britain 
emulated French and Russian tactics in the region through establishing 
connections with minorities.  It used the Jews in Palestine, the Druzes in Lebanon 
and the new Protestant churches as its way in.  Behind the idea of protecting 
religious minorities “lay the major political and strategic interest” (Al-Kayyali 
1990:23-24). These minorities were generally happy with such backing, as it gave 
them more leeway against the Ottomans. Britain, through its support of 
Protestant missionaries, closely connected with the idea of the ‘restoration’ of 
Jews to Palestine as a prelude to the return of the Messiah, was now gaining a 
foothold in the region.  British institutions were established with the idea of 
converting Jews to Christianity and taking them to Palestine, such as the Church 
Missionary Society (CMS) in 1799 and the London Society for Promoting 
Christianity Amongst the Jews or the London Jews Society (LJS) in 1809. The latter 
had an influential role in Syria during this period and established a Palestine Fund 
in 1825 to encourage its activity (Talbot 2013; Buzpınar 2003: 109).  These efforts 
were important in terms of the potential future presence of Britain in the region.  
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Britain also benefited from its position as allies of the Ottomans in terms of 
dominating trade in the region (Owen 1981: 83-84). A gradual penetration was 
initiated, and besides trade, missionary activities were also underway, followed 
by the establishment of a consulate, as well as archaeological and cartographical 
work, most of which was funded by the British Government (Bar-Yosef 2005: 2-3). 

Since 1824, missionaries believed that it was necessary to have a British 
consul in Jerusalem; both Rev. W.B. Lewis and Rev. John Nicolayson considered it 
essential to establish an official presence in the city.  These opinions did not 
however go further than the limited circles of missionary groups (Perry 2003:29). 
There are no records of official requests to the British Government on this issue.  
However, mentions continued to be made of this in missionary literature until the 
British government decided to establish the consulate, news of which was 
rejoiced by these groups. However, the extent of their influence over this decision 
is rather vague, as this was not well-documented until after the decision was made 
to establish the consulate. 

The occupation of Jerusalem, Palestine and Syria in 1831 by Muhammad Ali 
Pasha under the command of his son Ibrahim Pasha, as well as the liberal climate 
created for non-Muslims, helped foster more foreign influence within the region. 
Capitalising on the bad relationships between Muhammad Ali Pasha and the 
Ottoman Empire, foreign powers were able to strengthen their foothold in the 
region. His rule gave hope to Western powers, as his son Ibrahim Pasha, the new 
governor of the region, abolished restrictions on Christians, Jews and foreign 
inhabitants.  With these actions, he was hoping for Western support to gain 
independence from the Ottomans.  There were demands for the establishment of 
missionaries and churches in the region, which would not have been possible 
earlier (Buzpınar2003:110,111; Satış 2013:211).  Rev. John Nicolayson had come to 
the region on 3 January 1826 determined to establish a permanent seat in the Holy 
City for the Church of England.  This was not possible until 1833, following the 
Egyptian Occupation.  Nicolayson states: “only when the Egyptian forces headed 
by Ibrahim Pasha first entered Palestine…. the Permanent Protestant mission in 
Jerusalem proper could first be founded only in 1833” (Carmel 1986:111; Buzpınar 
2003:111). 

British Protestants freely engaged in missionary activities in the period of 
the Egyptian rule.  The idea of a consulate was proposed a few times, as well as 
the establishment of a Protestant church.  Before the end of Egyptian rule, Britain 
founded the first foreign diplomatic mission in Jerusalem in 1838 (Abu Manneh, 
1990:9). With the consulate, Britain was in a stronger position than other foreign 
powers. Protestant missionary activities were also strengthened reciprocatively 
across the whole of Syria with the support of the British Consulate in Jerusalem.  
The inauguration of the Suez Canal and the subsequent British occupation of 
Egypt was an important turning point for the British strategic penetration of the 
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Holy Land and the occupation of Palestine at the beginning of the twentieth 
century (Bar-Yosef 2005: 2-3).  

FOREIGN CONSULATES IN JERUSALEM 
Prior to the Egyptian occupation of Syria, some Europeans and foreigners would 
come to the region but were unable to establish themselves there.  However, the 
Capitulation between France and the Ottomans granted France the right to 
appoint consuls in the cities under Ottoman control.  France thus appointed its 
first consul, Jean Lempereur, in Jerusalem in 1623. It was the outcome of lengthy 
negotiations between the French Ambassador and the Porte.  However, this was 
short-lived, as it is alleged that the consul had supported the rebellion of the Druze 
Amir of Lebanon, Fakhr al-Din, and were presumably going to deliver the city of 
Jerusalem to him (Ze’evi 1996:21-22, 165; Avci 2004: 63). Based on these 
accusations, the consul was arrested and deported merely a year later (Ze’evi 
1996: 63). It is argued that the reason for this failure was the fear of the local 
Muslim community in Jerusalem of a renewed crusade, which was recorded in a 
petition written to Sultan Mustafa I by notables and inhabitants of Jerusalem. In 
it, they stated; “If the [French] consul is allowed to reside here… it will cause a great 
corruption, especially as our city is the focus of attention of the infidels, may God 
destroy them all… and we fear to be occupied as a result of this as has had happened 
in previous eras” (Salhieh 2006:97). Successors of the first French consul did not 
have much luck either: Sébastien de Brémond (1699–1700) and Jean de Blacas 
(1713–1714) stayed in their positions for under one year in the Holy City (Mochon 
1996: 932). Thus, foreign consuls could not establish themselves in Jerusalem 
prior to the Egyptian occupation. Influence was asserted through Catholic and 
Greek Convents, protected by France and Russia, within the city. This continued 
to be the case until the armies of Muhammad Ali Pasha came to the region, 
prompting Western powers to consider establishing consulates in Jerusalem 
(Eliav 1997: 16, 114).  

Under the reign of Muhammad Ali Pasha, Bayt al-Maqdis was opened up to 
foreign powers through the establishment of consulates, as well as permitting 
missionary activities in the region. Muslim inhabitants would not have had a say 
this time round, as the rule of Muhammad Ali Pasha and his son was seen as a 
period of injustice against the local population, while conversely, a period of 
‘tolerance’ to non-Muslims and foreigners. His oppressive policies against 
Muslims caused rebellions against his rule in the region of Islamicjerusalem. Many 
of the inhabitants saw the actions of Muhammad Ali Pasha as that of a Christian 
ruler and not a Muslim one.  It is reported that many would say in this period that 
“the country had become Christianised and the rule of Islam has ended”, as is 
recorded by Konstantin Bazili, in his history of Ottoman Syria and Palestine (Ilhami 
2016: 10).  There were a number of revolts in 1830s against his rule by the local 
population, but it is argued that they were more proto-nationalist revolts by the 
fellahin who happened to be overwhelmingly Muslim.  In any case, the actions of 
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Muhammad Ali Pasha can be interpreted in his efforts to win over European 
powers to his side. In contrast Europeans, and particularly the British, wanted to 
exploit the situation to their advantage, politically, economically and 
demographically.   

European powers, with their conflicting interests, desired to expand their 
influence in the region through not only extending their control over religious 
communities, but also by creating a political presence.  Britain was the first to do 
so in 1838 and other countries followed suit and began to establish consulates in 
Jerusalem in subsequent years. Prussia founded a consulate in 1842 (Satış 
2013:208), France and Sardinia in 1843, Austria in 1847, Spain in 1854. America 
followed suit in 1856 and Russia 1857 (Scholch 1990:229; Avci 2004:64). These 
consulates claimed that they were established to both observe and protect the 
rights of Christians and Jews in the region (Satış 2013:187,208; Leest 2008:35-36). 
Rivalry was apparent between these foreign powers (Eliav 1997: 17). Alphonse 
d'Alonzo, former attaché to the Consulate General of France in Jerusalem, wrote 
in 1901 that Russian and French Consuls were "irreconcilable rivals" (D'Alonzo 1901: 
110). 

THE ROLE OF MISSIONARIES IN ESTABLISHING THE BRITISH CONSULATE 
The idea of establishing an official British presence was first proposed by 
missionary groups.  Rev. W.B. Lewis, who had travelled to Palestine in 1824, 
emphasises “the necessity of having a resident [British] consul in the Holy City” in a 
letter written in 21 June 1825 (Talbot 2013:45; Madox 1834:357-360) This was also 
the position of the Danish Rev. John Nicolayson (Crombe 1998:45-46) put in 
writing on 23 May 1825 by Dr George Dalton in which he mentions that this issue 
was communicated earlier (Jewish Expositor 1826:76). This was published in The 
Jewish Expositor and Friend of Israel in 1826, but acknowledging that the decision 
rests with the British government.  Dalton expands on the issue following his visit 
to Jerusalem, and in his observations he includes the proposal for the 
appointment of a British Consul in the Holy City (Perry 2003:29; Jewish Expositor 
1826:76).  He tries to make the case for having the consul in Jerusalem and that it 
is worthy of serious consideration, then resting the case with the British 
government (Jewish Expositor 1826:76).  However, there was no record of this 
being communicated to the British Government, as these proposals, as Perry 
argues, were limited to the audience of The Jewish Expositor (Perry 2003: 29).  

Missionary groups found it relatively easier to operate under the liberal 
Egyptian rule during which they were able to secure a strong foothold into the 
region; this served their ambitions much more easily in later years.  One of their 
aims was to spread British missionaries amongst the Jews with the aim of 
converting them to Christianity in preparation for the second coming of Christ.  
Protestant missionary activities however didn’t succeed amongst the Jews in the 
region.  They requested the establishment of a Protestant Church in 1833 and 
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continued to press for a consulate to give diplomatic support for their activities 
(Buzpınar 2003:111). 

Official correspondence does not make it clear if there was any evangelical 
influence on the matter of establishing the consulate, and thus their level of 
influence on the decision-making is not clear.  However, this continued to be on 
the agenda of the London Jews Society.  It took over a decade before the British 
establishment was interested in establishing a consulate in Jerusalem through the 
insistence of Britain’s Consul-General in Syria. No record of evangelical or 
missionary influences is found until after a decision was made by the Foreign 
Office to establish a consulate, after which these groups claimed credit for this 
accomplishment. However, this idea did originate from evangelists associated 
with the London Jews Society.  It is likely that it would have reached officials 
within the British establishment well before they took the decision on creating a 
consulate and may have been in the back of their minds during the process. Thus, 
to negate their role completely would be inaccurate. 

Indeed, the action taken by Syria’s Consul-General, John William Perry 
Farren, in 1834 to appoint an agent in Jerusalem before consulting London may 
have been due to missionary influence and the change in the political climate.  
Farren, in making this decision, argues that one of the reasons for needing a 
consular agent is having two British families in Jerusalem. He does not mention 
them in his letter, but Verete states that the first was the family of the missionary 
Nicolayson and the second was a Jewish family.  The evangelist influence could 
have also been behind the suggestion by Niven Moore, the British Consul in Beirut, 
that Nicolayson would be a perfect candidate for the British Consul in the city. 

It has been argued that family relations between the Foreign Secretary of 
Britain, Palmerston (Levine 2003:47), and his evangelical stepson-in-law, Lord 
Shaftesbury, may have been a factor in the decision-making.  Verete argues that 
Palmerston’s decision occurred two years before Shaftsbury wrote about it in his 
diary. Thus, to negate any influence may not be accurate, as relations between 
Palmerston and Shaftesbury may have started before they became relatives 
through marriage to a mother and her daughter. Also, arguments that Palmerston 
was influenced by Shaftesbury’s well-known ideas about Jews and Palestine at 
this early stage is possible. Shaftesbury writes about himself that he has always 
been “an Evangelical of the Evangelicals” (Tibawi 1961:34). Additionally, 
evangelists had been pushing for this issue a decade earlier, but only bearing fruit 
with Palmerston the second time he was in office as Foreign Secretary.   

Still, Verete argues, due to a lack of evidence in official documents, that this 
decision was purely a political one based on a second letter of Farren to 
Palmerston on the increasing influence of Russia and France in Jerusalem and 
Palestine.  It was therefore political reasons that were the driving factor for the 
establishment of the consulate (Verete 1970:330), and not because of the Jews or 
missionary activity. Fear may also have been involved, with this fear seemingly 
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justified, as in April 1840 the Russian Consul of Beirut openly told Russian pilgrims 
in Jerusalem that he anticipated a time when Palestine would be under Russian 
administration. Additionally, following the Ottomans regaining control of 
Jerusalem, the Russian Consul in Beirut came to Jerusalem with a firman from the 
Ottomans “constituting him also consul in Jerusalem and its dependencies” and 
tightened Russia control over Jews through appointing a vakeel or a 
representative (Friedman 1968:28; Tibawi 1961: 43). Young wrote of these 
developments to Palmerston (Tibawi 1961:43), who ordered Young to act “in the 
same manner” as the Russian consul had acted over Russian Jews. Yet Friedman 
argues that this idea did not originate in Palmerston’s mind. Rather, it originated 
in evangelical circles (Friedman 1968:28-29). Moreover, Russia’s influence was 
stronger in other places and Britain did not pay as much attention there.  
Moreover, the examples given by Verete do not correspond with any reason why 
Palmerston would accept the establishment of a consulate in Jerusalem.  The 
dealing of Palmerston with the issue of a consulate in Jerusalem was strikingly 
different from appointing consuls elsewhere in Syria, where commercial 
considerations were taken into account, however, here none of these were even 
considered. 

Verete’s conclusion that nothing in official correspondence relates to the 
Jewish problem or the Jewish Return is accurate (Verete 1970:326-327, 334-335).  
However, these may have been communicated verbally and were in Palmerston’s 
mind while taking the decision for several reasons. This possibility cannot be 
entirely dismissed, especially since Shaftesbury writes explicitly that he was the 
one who influenced Palmerston to arrive at this decision. However, again, there 
is no compelling recorded evidence (Verete 1961:336; Tibawi 1975). It could be 
argued that the establishment of the consulate was due to several reasons: both 
political and to appease evangelical groups, not forgetting the religious 
symbolism of Jerusalem in the British mind.  Even if the reason behind the 
establishment was purely part of a political power struggle, it was something the 
missionaries wanted and benefited from greatly. Missionaries were keen on a 
consulate to give diplomatic cover for their missionary activities (Buzpınar 2003: 
111-112). 

Besides their idea of restoring the Jews to Palestine, the establishment of 
the Protestant Church in the Holy Land was of equal importance to such groups.  
Palmerston agreed in early March 1837 to intervene with Ottoman and Egyptian 
authorities to have a Protestant Church built in Jerusalem as requested by the 
London Jews Society (Verete 1970: 344). Col. Campbell gives another reason for 
the need to establish a consulate, namely inter-Christian conflict.  He writes to 
Palmerston that if a Protestant Chapel was to be established in Jerusalem, then a 
consular agent must be present due to Christian sectarian differences, and not 
because of the Muslims or Jews. He states: 
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Moreover, the examples given by Verete do not correspond with any reason why 
Palmerston would accept the establishment of a consulate in Jerusalem.  The 
dealing of Palmerston with the issue of a consulate in Jerusalem was strikingly 
different from appointing consuls elsewhere in Syria, where commercial 
considerations were taken into account, however, here none of these were even 
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Verete’s conclusion that nothing in official correspondence relates to the 
Jewish problem or the Jewish Return is accurate (Verete 1970:326-327, 334-335).  
However, these may have been communicated verbally and were in Palmerston’s 
mind while taking the decision for several reasons. This possibility cannot be 
entirely dismissed, especially since Shaftesbury writes explicitly that he was the 
one who influenced Palmerston to arrive at this decision. However, again, there 
is no compelling recorded evidence (Verete 1961:336; Tibawi 1975). It could be 
argued that the establishment of the consulate was due to several reasons: both 
political and to appease evangelical groups, not forgetting the religious 
symbolism of Jerusalem in the British mind.  Even if the reason behind the 
establishment was purely part of a political power struggle, it was something the 
missionaries wanted and benefited from greatly. Missionaries were keen on a 
consulate to give diplomatic cover for their missionary activities (Buzpınar 2003: 
111-112). 

Besides their idea of restoring the Jews to Palestine, the establishment of 
the Protestant Church in the Holy Land was of equal importance to such groups.  
Palmerston agreed in early March 1837 to intervene with Ottoman and Egyptian 
authorities to have a Protestant Church built in Jerusalem as requested by the 
London Jews Society (Verete 1970: 344). Col. Campbell gives another reason for 
the need to establish a consulate, namely inter-Christian conflict.  He writes to 
Palmerston that if a Protestant Chapel was to be established in Jerusalem, then a 
consular agent must be present due to Christian sectarian differences, and not 
because of the Muslims or Jews. He states: 

     
 

 

It appears to me the appointment of a British Consular Agent there will be a 
matter of necessity to ensure a proper respect and support to the clergyman 
and other deservants of that chapel - as from what I know of the spirit of 
religious disputes in Jerusalem, the Protestant establishment, which I trust to 
see formed there, will meet with every possible opposition, not on the part of 
the Turks, but that of the Catholic, Greek and Armenian convents and their 
inmates (Verete 1970: 341-342). 

Thus, the establishment of the Protestant Church was linked with that of the 
consulate.  Yet, amongst the aims of this church was to push for local Jewish 
conversion into Christianity as well as the restoration of Jews, in serving the 
ideology of the second coming of Christ.  Shaftesbury is quite blatant on this point 
and sees it as all part of divine providence.  Shaftesbury records in his diary, 
concerning Young’s appointment as consul in Jerusalem on 29 September 1838: 

Took leave this morning of Young, who has just been appointed Her Majesty's 
Vice-Consul at Jerusalem! He will sail in a day or two for the Holy Land. If this is 
duly considered, what a wonderful event is this! The ancient city of the people 
of God is about to resume a place among the nations, and England is the first of 
Gentile Kingdoms that ceases 'to tread her down' (Hodder 1887: 233; Verete 
1970: 316). 

Furthermore, Shaftesbury saw Palmerston as the hand of God in supporting the 
Jews, and he is quoted as saying in 1840, that “Palmerston has already been chosen 
by God to be an instrument of good to His ancient people” (Hodder 1887: 310; 
Finlayson 2004: 114). 

Missionaries were enthralled with the idea of the settling of a British consul 
in Jerusalem as it would undoubtedly strengthen their work (Joseph 1995: 48). 
Indeed, they were the first to encourage an official British presence and rejoiced 
and hailed the arrival of Young in Jerusalem as an important event. Following the 
success of establishing the consulate, Shaftesbury, on behalf of missionary 
groups, kept pressing and did influence Palmerston on a number of issues related 
to the migration and protection of Jews.  Thus, due to the lobbying of the London 
Jews Society, the remit of the consul was extended to bear the protection of Jews 
(Tibawi 1961:33). Missionaries, as Tibawi argues, were the main promoters of the 
project of the consulate and they could not have found anyone more enthusiastic 
than Shaftesbury to influence Palmerston on this matter (Tibawi 1961:34). 
Shaftesbury even wrote to Palmerston, following verbal discussions with him, a 
detailed scheme for settling the Jews in Palestine under Ottoman control. 
Although this was not realised, Shaftesbury did not give up on his attempts, and 
neither did the evangelical groups, and both continued to push their ideas 
forward with the British government (Hyamson 1918:138-139; Verete 1970:316; 
Eliav 1997:29). They were successful in lobbying the government on a number of 
issues (Verete 1970:344). 
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It can be seen that there is a complicated relationship between Jews, 
England and Palestine. The British were interested in Palestine, as Talbot argues, 
for three reasons.  The first is its attitude to Jews (biblical and diasporic), the 
second is its interpretation of biblical prophecy and the fate of the Holy Land. The 
third reason is in relation to the End of Days and the role of England in it. 
Moreover, the British consider themselves biblical Israelites and also the new 
Chosen People (Talbot 2013: 36-37). Thus, besides political and economic reasons, 
the main steering force behind England’s policy in Palestine is the relationship 
between England, Jews and the Apocalypse.  

THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A BRITISH CONSULATE 
Following the occupation of Muhammad Ali Pasha, lobbying for a consulate in 
Jerusalem began in earnest from 1833. In October 1834, John Farren, the British 
Consul-General in Syria stationed in Damascus, visited Jerusalem and saw that it 
was essential to have a Vice-Consul in the Holy City.  He wrote to Palmerston in 
November 1834 on the necessity of consular services in Jerusalem. He mentions a 
few British subjects residing in the city as well as travellers who would not have 
anyone to turn to if problems arose. Also, he adds that, as Jerusalem is “the chief 
and largest city in the extreme south of Syria and the centre of provinces which have 
[lately] attracted much attention and where it is desirable to have an efficient agent 
for reporting intelligence of public events” (Verete 1970: 320). He also notes that 
the opposition of the local Muslims was now reduced under Egyptian occupation, 
thus it was timely to do so. Serapion Merad, an Armenian from Jaffa serving as 
Sardinian Vice-Consul in Jaffa, was supposedly requested to be the consular agent 
of Britain in Jerusalem. Farren requested permission from Ibrahim Pasha for 
Merad to enter into this office with the hope that the Foreign Secretary would 
approve it. However, there were reservations and instructions restricting Farren 
from appointing Consular Agents without the previous sanction of the Secretary 
of State and so the appointment was not sanctioned by the Foreign Office.  The 
permanent Under-Secretary, John Backhouse, noted on this issue that British 
subjects in Jerusalem had no representative, but that there was a British Vice-
Consul in Jaffa appointed by Egypt’s Consul-General following the Egyptian 
occupation of Palestine.  Jaffa being a port city and not far from Jerusalem was 
seen to be adequate. Although he frowned on the conduct of Farren, Arthur 
Wellesley (Duke of Wellington), Foreign Secretary at the time (November 1834 - 
April 1835), sought advice from the Consul-General in Egypt, Colonel Patrick 
Campbell, who since 1833 was England’s senior representative in all areas under 
Egyptian control (Verete 1970: 319-324).  

There was a series of lengthy correspondences between London and the 
British representatives in Alexandria and later Beirut.  Campbell was asked about 
the matter but did not give a positive opinion, explaining his reasons for not 
necessitating the appointment of a British Agent in Jerusalem.  When he 
despatched his response in June 1835, the Foreign Secretary was again 
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Sardinian Vice-Consul in Jaffa, was supposedly requested to be the consular agent 
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Merad to enter into this office with the hope that the Foreign Secretary would 
approve it. However, there were reservations and instructions restricting Farren 
from appointing Consular Agents without the previous sanction of the Secretary 
of State and so the appointment was not sanctioned by the Foreign Office.  The 
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necessitating the appointment of a British Agent in Jerusalem.  When he 
despatched his response in June 1835, the Foreign Secretary was again 

     
 

 

Palmerston, who expressed that he wished to hear from the new Consul in Beirut, 
Niven Moore, before making a decision on the matter.  Moore did not forward 
any reports on the matter until spring 1836, and thus for a full year no 
developments took place on this issue. Moore, in preparation for Campbell’s tour 
of Palestine and Syria, commissioned a survey sent to British subjects in Syria, with 
one of the questions being related to places where it was desirable to have a 
Consular Agent.  Moore was of the opinion that it was desirable to have an agent 
in Jerusalem in order to provide services to British travellers, but more 
importantly Jerusalem was “a garrison of considerable importance and intelligence 
from there would frequently prove both useful and interesting”.  He nominated the 
missionary Nicolayson, but his proposal was rejected outright by Campbell 
(Verete 1970:319-324).  Moors’s recommendations for a number of Consular 
agents to be appointed in Syria were accepted in autumn 1836 by Campbell, 
especially in port cities, namely Tyre, Sidon and Acre, but he opposed the 
appointment of an agent in Jerusalem.  

However, the situation was soon to change following a letter from Farren 
to Palmerston on 18 September 1836 (received 26 October) with the unfolding of 
certain events in Jerusalem and Syria as a whole.  Farren wrote about matters 
regarding Russian and French religious influence in the region; as France had 
influence on the Catholic Christians and Russia had influence with the Greek 
Orthodox Arabs in trying to strengthen its influence. He ended his letter by asking 
Palmerston to confirm the appointment of the Armenian Merad to the Consular 
Agency at Jerusalem.  Palmerston was now more inclined to the idea, but due to 
the close connections between Russia and the Armenians in Syria, as noted by 
Campbell, it seems that an Armenian candidate was not suitable for this post.  
Despite Campbell’s and Backhouse’s opposition, who both wrote unfavourable 
memorandums (7 October and 2 November 1836 respectively), Palmerston was 
now favourable to the idea, and responded to Backhouse’s memorandum on 3 
November 1836 that, “I think it would be expedient to have an English Consular 
Agent at Jerusalem” (Verete 1970:325; Eliav 1997:113). Directing him to instruct 
Campbell to choose someone suitable for this position, was the Inspector of the 
Consulate Services, John Bidwell, who wrote to Campbell on 29 November 1836 
on the selection of a candidate (Eliav, Britain, 113-114; F.O 78/295). Campbell thus 
consulted with both British Consuls in Damascus (Verete 1970:337) and Beirut in 
order to choose a candidate. The Beirut Consul, Moore, was quick to nominate his 
business partner, William Tanner Young (Verete 1970: 325; Perry 2003:29). 
Through the directive of Moore, on 27 June 1837, Young wrote to Campbell 
offering his candidacy. Campbell accepted this on 5 August 1837 and Young 
applied to the Foreign Office directly (Eliav 1997: 24). 

Campbell approached Muhammad Ali Pasha on the issue and was told that 
“Jerusalem being one of the Holy Cities he could not take upon himself to sanction 
such an appointment” (Verete 1970:339). Campbell was able to secure a 
conditional agreement of having a viceroy in Jerusalem in 1837 pending the 
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consent of the Sultan (Tibawi 1961:31; Hofman 1975:318; Eliav 1997:114).  
Muhammad Ali Pasha however doubted whether the Sultan would give such 
consent on religious grounds.  It is clear that the religious factor was of immense 
importance in this issue. Thus, this matter was referred to the Porte, since issues 
of foreign affairs must be approved by the central government, as per the 
Kutahya Treaty, meaning that Jerusalem and Palestine were under a nominal joint 
Ottoman-Egyptian rule; Ottoman in theory, Egyptian in practice (Hofman 1975:317-
318). Campbell informed the Foreign Office of Muhammad Ali Pasha’s response, 
together with the nomination of Young as a possible candidate for the job.  He 
wrote that he was fit for the situation and “strongly recommended to me both by 
Mr. Consul Moore and by the Rev. Mr. Nicolayson” (Tibawi 1961:31; Eliav 1997:114). 
Palmerston then in a letter dated 11 November 1837 instructed his ambassador in 
Istanbul, Ponsonby, to procure a Firman from the Sultan (Eliav1997:115; FO 78/322; 
F.O.78/300). The reason presented for the establishment of the consulate, is quite 
peculiar, and Palmerston wrote: 

 Your Excellency will state to the Turkish Minister that frequent complaints have 
been made to H.M. Govt. by English travellers who have been at Jerusalem, that in 
a place which they felt so much interest in visiting there was no British Consular 
Agent to afford to them the ordinary assistance which British travellers expect to 
meet with in places of considerable note (Verete 1970:339). 

This is contrary to earlier correspondence where it was clearly noted that British 
subjects had no problem in Jerusalem (Verete 1970:323).  Months went by and 
Palmerston wrote twice to Ponsonby that he was “anxious to learn the decision” 
and “to continue to press the Porte”, especially as he was now being pressed by 
Shaftesbury, who, following many discussions wrote officially to him on this 
matter (Verete 1970:339,344). 

Negotiations with the Ottoman government continued for months, and on 
30 June 1838, the firman was issued. Britain, following the consent of the Ottoman 
government, commenced the processes of officially establishing the consulate in 
Jerusalem (Verete 1970:339; Hofman 1975:318).  The firman was sent to Campbell 
by Ponsonby, as he was to be the superior of the new Vice-Consul (Eliav 1997:115-
116). Young was ordered by Palmerston to set off to Palestine as documented in 
a letter dated 19 August 1838(Eliav 1997:115-116). 

As the first proper foreign consulate in the region, Britain’s role was of 
paramount importance to all foreign powers, as many requested the protection 
of some of their citizens from the consulate there (see next section).  As Britain 
had no Protestant community in the region, it used the Jews as a way into the 
Holy Land.  The Foreign Secretary of Britain Palmerston appointed William Young 
to Jerusalem as her Majesty's Vice-Consul in 1838 (Verete 1975:317; Talbot 
2013:47). Young related to Jews of the region, and before setting forth to 
Jerusalem he brought to the attention of Palmerston the desirability of 
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consent of the Sultan (Tibawi 1961:31; Hofman 1975:318; Eliav 1997:114).  
Muhammad Ali Pasha however doubted whether the Sultan would give such 
consent on religious grounds.  It is clear that the religious factor was of immense 
importance in this issue. Thus, this matter was referred to the Porte, since issues 
of foreign affairs must be approved by the central government, as per the 
Kutahya Treaty, meaning that Jerusalem and Palestine were under a nominal joint 
Ottoman-Egyptian rule; Ottoman in theory, Egyptian in practice (Hofman 1975:317-
318). Campbell informed the Foreign Office of Muhammad Ali Pasha’s response, 
together with the nomination of Young as a possible candidate for the job.  He 
wrote that he was fit for the situation and “strongly recommended to me both by 
Mr. Consul Moore and by the Rev. Mr. Nicolayson” (Tibawi 1961:31; Eliav 1997:114). 
Palmerston then in a letter dated 11 November 1837 instructed his ambassador in 
Istanbul, Ponsonby, to procure a Firman from the Sultan (Eliav1997:115; FO 78/322; 
F.O.78/300). The reason presented for the establishment of the consulate, is quite 
peculiar, and Palmerston wrote: 

 Your Excellency will state to the Turkish Minister that frequent complaints have 
been made to H.M. Govt. by English travellers who have been at Jerusalem, that in 
a place which they felt so much interest in visiting there was no British Consular 
Agent to afford to them the ordinary assistance which British travellers expect to 
meet with in places of considerable note (Verete 1970:339). 

This is contrary to earlier correspondence where it was clearly noted that British 
subjects had no problem in Jerusalem (Verete 1970:323).  Months went by and 
Palmerston wrote twice to Ponsonby that he was “anxious to learn the decision” 
and “to continue to press the Porte”, especially as he was now being pressed by 
Shaftesbury, who, following many discussions wrote officially to him on this 
matter (Verete 1970:339,344). 

Negotiations with the Ottoman government continued for months, and on 
30 June 1838, the firman was issued. Britain, following the consent of the Ottoman 
government, commenced the processes of officially establishing the consulate in 
Jerusalem (Verete 1970:339; Hofman 1975:318).  The firman was sent to Campbell 
by Ponsonby, as he was to be the superior of the new Vice-Consul (Eliav 1997:115-
116). Young was ordered by Palmerston to set off to Palestine as documented in 
a letter dated 19 August 1838(Eliav 1997:115-116). 

As the first proper foreign consulate in the region, Britain’s role was of 
paramount importance to all foreign powers, as many requested the protection 
of some of their citizens from the consulate there (see next section).  As Britain 
had no Protestant community in the region, it used the Jews as a way into the 
Holy Land.  The Foreign Secretary of Britain Palmerston appointed William Young 
to Jerusalem as her Majesty's Vice-Consul in 1838 (Verete 1975:317; Talbot 
2013:47). Young related to Jews of the region, and before setting forth to 
Jerusalem he brought to the attention of Palmerston the desirability of 

     
 

 

maintaining “a favourable impression” towards England by cultivating friendly 
relations with the Jews in Palestine (Eliav1997:116; F.O. 78/340). 

Following the arrival of Young in the region on 19 September 1838, 
Palmerston made it amongst his duties to push forth the idea of the protection of 
Jews generally. This is documented in a letter dated 31 January 1839.  The letter 
written by Bidwell states, “I am directed by Viscount Palmerston to state to you 
that it will be apart of your duty as British vice consul at Jerusalem to afford 
protection to the Jews generally and you will take an early opportunity of reporting 
to His Lordship upon the present state of the Jewish population of Palestine” (Tibawi 
1961:3).  

 
Figure 1: Letter from British foreign office to the vice-consul in Jerusalem.   

F.O.78/368 (taken by author). 
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This instruction was a direct interference with Ottoman domestic issues, as 
foreign protection may be extended only to foreign national and not Ottoman 
subjects.  This, however, was left to Young for implementation, and it is noted 
that he was offering protection to European Jews of different nationalities.  In a 
correspondence with Palmerston, he stated that Britain was destined to be “the 
natural Guardian”, both of “the Jews unto whom God originally gave this land for 
possession”, and to the “Protestant Christian, his legitimate offspring” (Friedman 
1968:25; F.O. 78/368 (no.8); Fig.1). This extended perceived protection of all Jews, 
including Ottoman Jewish subjects, which brought Young in conflict with the 
Ottoman Governor, Muttasarif, and he was warned by his superior in Egypt, 
Campbell, that he had no jurisdiction over the ra‘yah, or subjects, of the Ottomans 
(F.O. 78/344; Eliav 1997 120-121). However, according to Young, this fitted with 
Palmerston’s general instructions to show the Jews how kind the British 
Government was and its willingness “to shield them from oppression of their 
neighbours, as well as the local Authorities” (Friedman 1968:26).  It may also be 
argued that this was part of England’s bigger plan for the region, using the Jews 
as a tool to implement its policy in the region. 

The establishment of the consulate prepared the ground for strong British 
influence in the region. Indeed, as Tibawi argues, British influence was to be 
exercised at all levels: politically through the consulate, and religiously and 
educationally through missionary activities (Tibawi 1961:43).  This was carried out 
together with employing Jews for agricultural and cultivation of the land as a step 
towards the colonisation of the land, as well as archaeological and cartographical 
work (Joseph 1995:48-50).  All of this was carried out under the diplomatic cover 
of the consulate.  

CONCLUSION 
Since European powers lost Jerusalem at the hand of Salah al-Din, the idea of 
reclaiming the Holy Land never vanished from Western imagination and 
Napoleon’s expedition had reignited memories of the crusades. France was the 
first country during the Ottoman period to attempt the penetration of the Holy 
Land both through creating a political presence, and later through military 
occupation.  Both these attempts failed, but it alerted another Western power, 
namely Britain, who was much more successful in its endeavour.  Napoleon’s 
military action into Egypt and Palestine was seen as a threat to Britain and its 
colonial interests in India, thus it took on this project and implemented it on its 
own.  Britain succeeded where France failed; it created the first longstanding 
consulate and later managed to occupy the land (El-Awaisi 2019). 

Napoleon failed in stirring up anti-Ottoman sentiments amongst Muslims 
and Jews.  Ideas of nationalism were still not ripe in these communities.  This was 
to change dramatically just over a century later, when Britain was able to 
capitalise on rising national movements and was successful in creating anti-
Ottoman sentiments when it needed to do so.  It forged alliances with the newly 
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This instruction was a direct interference with Ottoman domestic issues, as 
foreign protection may be extended only to foreign national and not Ottoman 
subjects.  This, however, was left to Young for implementation, and it is noted 
that he was offering protection to European Jews of different nationalities.  In a 
correspondence with Palmerston, he stated that Britain was destined to be “the 
natural Guardian”, both of “the Jews unto whom God originally gave this land for 
possession”, and to the “Protestant Christian, his legitimate offspring” (Friedman 
1968:25; F.O. 78/368 (no.8); Fig.1). This extended perceived protection of all Jews, 
including Ottoman Jewish subjects, which brought Young in conflict with the 
Ottoman Governor, Muttasarif, and he was warned by his superior in Egypt, 
Campbell, that he had no jurisdiction over the ra‘yah, or subjects, of the Ottomans 
(F.O. 78/344; Eliav 1997 120-121). However, according to Young, this fitted with 
Palmerston’s general instructions to show the Jews how kind the British 
Government was and its willingness “to shield them from oppression of their 
neighbours, as well as the local Authorities” (Friedman 1968:26).  It may also be 
argued that this was part of England’s bigger plan for the region, using the Jews 
as a tool to implement its policy in the region. 

The establishment of the consulate prepared the ground for strong British 
influence in the region. Indeed, as Tibawi argues, British influence was to be 
exercised at all levels: politically through the consulate, and religiously and 
educationally through missionary activities (Tibawi 1961:43).  This was carried out 
together with employing Jews for agricultural and cultivation of the land as a step 
towards the colonisation of the land, as well as archaeological and cartographical 
work (Joseph 1995:48-50).  All of this was carried out under the diplomatic cover 
of the consulate.  

CONCLUSION 
Since European powers lost Jerusalem at the hand of Salah al-Din, the idea of 
reclaiming the Holy Land never vanished from Western imagination and 
Napoleon’s expedition had reignited memories of the crusades. France was the 
first country during the Ottoman period to attempt the penetration of the Holy 
Land both through creating a political presence, and later through military 
occupation.  Both these attempts failed, but it alerted another Western power, 
namely Britain, who was much more successful in its endeavour.  Napoleon’s 
military action into Egypt and Palestine was seen as a threat to Britain and its 
colonial interests in India, thus it took on this project and implemented it on its 
own.  Britain succeeded where France failed; it created the first longstanding 
consulate and later managed to occupy the land (El-Awaisi 2019). 

Napoleon failed in stirring up anti-Ottoman sentiments amongst Muslims 
and Jews.  Ideas of nationalism were still not ripe in these communities.  This was 
to change dramatically just over a century later, when Britain was able to 
capitalise on rising national movements and was successful in creating anti-
Ottoman sentiments when it needed to do so.  It forged alliances with the newly 

     
 

 

formed movements of Jewish Zionism and Arab nationalisms in the early 20th 
century and managed, with their support, to occupy the Holy Land.  

Britain, which had no foothold in the region -unlike France and Russia 
through their protection of Christian minorities- extended protection to the Jews 
in order to create a foothold therein.  Missionaries with their own agendas were 
quite instrumental in the process of creating a British presence.  They were indeed 
the first to promote the idea of establishing a British consulate, and whether it 
was purely a political decision or not, their lobbying would have contributed to 
the decision making.  Indeed, they were successful in expanding the remit of the 
Vice-Consul to include the protection of Jews in the region.  The complicated 
relationship between the British establishment, missionary groups and the Jews 
led to an intertwined policy towards Palestine.  The establishment of a consulate 
in Jerusalem was a milestone in the creation of a British presence.  Although many 
within the British establishment opposed the establishment of a consulate as it 
brings no commercial benefit, the religious factor seems to have been the driving 
force behind it.  The consulate allowed Britain to exercise its influence, not only 
politically, but also gave cover to religious and educational as well as colonialist 
initiatives and activities.  Other Western powers were to soon follow suit in 
emulating Britain, and rivalry broke out between these powers, especially over 
control of Christian holy sites. 

Although the period of Muhammad Ali Pasha was one of extreme 
lenience towards the Christians and it was during his period that the British were 
able to open their consulate, Britain was anxious that his rising power would 
weaken the Ottomans and strengthen Britain’s rivals. Thus, Britain stood by the 
Ottomans in curbing the power of Muhammad Ali and in forcing him out of Syria 
and Palestine.  The British Foreign Secretary was also quite instrumental in 
Ottoman reforms.  He also tried to push the idea of allowing Jews to migrate to 
Palestine and creating an entity for them under Ottoman sovereignty, but in the 
latter, he was not successful. 

The theological discussions that necessitated the ‘restoration of Jews’ 
and created an entity for them as a prelude to the coming of the Messiah would 
have influenced British foreign policy on the matter. The British establishment 
tried to keep a distance from missionary propaganda and concentrate officially on 
its imperialist goals.  Nevertheless, the influence –especially on Palmerston and 
Shaftesbury– of evangelical Christian ideas on the decision-making have been 
documented.   The Jews were seen as a useful tool in the hands of imperialist 
powers, and in particular Britain, both for trade and military support in the region, 
as well as fulfilling the biblical prophecies.    

British foreign policy bore its fruits at the beginning of the twentieth 
century and Britain publicly promised Palestine to the Jews in 1917, in what 
became known as the Balfour Declaration.  This came as a result of continuous 
work and initiatives from the beginning of the nineteenth century to the 
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beginning of the twentieth century, in particular the work of the Consuls-General 
to Jerusalem, James Finn, who was part of the London Jews' Society.  As well as 
the scheme of Laurence Oliphant and the work of the Palestine Exploration Fund, 
all of which are examples of “British Christian-Zionist Restorationist Projects”. 
This was not however confined to Britain, as the Balfour Declaration was not only 
a British declaration; its text was approved by the American and French 
governments before it was issued, as well as the Italian government and the 
Catholic Pope who expressed their sympathy on this issue.  Therefore, Britain 
gained on its side the support of other Western governments before issuing this 
declaration.  The British then set forth from Egypt to take the Holy Land and 
General Allenby was ordered by the Prime Minister of the time, David Lloyd 
George, to capture Jerusalem by Christmas.  The British did not shy away from 
evoking the crusading past although officially they were told not to engage in 
crusading rhetoric (Bar-Yosef 2001; Kitchen 2010). This illustrates the connection 
between the crusade and the British “liberation” of Jerusalem in its imperialist 
mind.  Today, it is not surprising for the American President to continue in this 
direction, by choosing to announce the first Western embassy to be established 
in Jerusalem at the centenary of Balfour’s declaration, showing continuity in the 
Western imperialist mind over the colonisation of the Holy Land.  
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beginning of the twentieth century, in particular the work of the Consuls-General 
to Jerusalem, James Finn, who was part of the London Jews' Society.  As well as 
the scheme of Laurence Oliphant and the work of the Palestine Exploration Fund, 
all of which are examples of “British Christian-Zionist Restorationist Projects”. 
This was not however confined to Britain, as the Balfour Declaration was not only 
a British declaration; its text was approved by the American and French 
governments before it was issued, as well as the Italian government and the 
Catholic Pope who expressed their sympathy on this issue.  Therefore, Britain 
gained on its side the support of other Western governments before issuing this 
declaration.  The British then set forth from Egypt to take the Holy Land and 
General Allenby was ordered by the Prime Minister of the time, David Lloyd 
George, to capture Jerusalem by Christmas.  The British did not shy away from 
evoking the crusading past although officially they were told not to engage in 
crusading rhetoric (Bar-Yosef 2001; Kitchen 2010). This illustrates the connection 
between the crusade and the British “liberation” of Jerusalem in its imperialist 
mind.  Today, it is not surprising for the American President to continue in this 
direction, by choosing to announce the first Western embassy to be established 
in Jerusalem at the centenary of Balfour’s declaration, showing continuity in the 
Western imperialist mind over the colonisation of the Holy Land.  
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THE SITUATION IN THE “MIDDLE EAST” AFTER THE DECLINE 
OF THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE: PROVIDING A THEORETICAL 

SOLUTION FOR THE INSTABILITY 
 

Birkan ERTOY* 

ABSTRACT: Instability in the Middle East is a well-known phenomenon and 
this condition is mostly seen as arising from the rivalry of great powers in the 
region. However, during the time of the Ottoman Empire, there was stability 
in the region until its decline. After the establishment of nation-states in the 
region, stability lasted for a while until international powers left. In this sense, 
what is needed for stability is a power that is able to unite the region states in 
an inclusivist manner as the Ottoman Empire had previously managed. Even 
though there is plenty of research about the region, there has been little 
analysis of the region using a theoretical framework. Additionally, there is no 
research that uses an Eastern approach since the dominant knowledge is 
produced by the West. Therefore, this article is an attempt to analyse 
instability in the region using a new geopolitical theory called Barakah Circles. 
Moreover, Turkey’s role in the Middle East will be discussed in line with the 
theoretical perspective of this study.  
 

KEYWORDS: Barakah Circles Theory, Arab World, Instability, Ottomans, 
Turkey, Inclusivist Policies. 

INTRODUCTION 
The term "Middle East"1 was first used by traditional geopolitician Alfred T. 
Mahan. Before his conceptualising, the term for referring to the East was ‘Orient’, 
meaning ‘land of rising sun’ in Latin. ‘Occident’ or ‘land of setting sun’ on the other 
hand, referred to the West (Stewart, 2009: 5). Even the meaning of these words 
is still the same in geopolitical terms — it seems that the sun does not rise from 
the East, but rather it sets in contemporary international relations. The reason 
behind this is very simple, as Edward Said argued: Orientalism (the study of the 
East) “has been an aspect of both imperialism and colonialism.” (1979: 123). Even 
the term ‘Middle East’ was first used in the 19th century to define the “midway to 
the British colonies in the East” (Ergul Jorgensen, 2019: 82). 

To understand the current situation in the Middle East, it will be useful to 
first turn to Dona J. Stewart’s words. She begins her discussion with these words: 
“Think of the Middle East. Quickly write down the first five words that come to 
mind”. The author claims that violence and conflict are prominent among the 
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answers (2009: 3). In short, most of us believe that the Middle East is “chronically 
unstable” as Alan Richards claims (1995: 175). Alas, it is true to a large extent. Even 
if we find a person randomly and ask what the Middle East is associated with, their 
answer will most likely be within Stewart’s categories of answers. Even if it might 
be assumed that the Arab World had divided itself, there are certain foreign 
interferences contributing to the current situation as well. It is not surprising that 
after the colonial activities of major Western powers, the Middle East became a 
‘suitable ground’ for violence. As Ayoob argues, “superpowers tolerate and quite 
often, encourage conflicts in the Third World [or in the Middle East in general]” 
to have testing grounds for the new weapon systems they produce (1983: 48). No 
less importantly, as Ergul Jorgensen argues, “domination over these lands has 
been a precondition for being a superpower” (2019: 86). In relation to the 
violence issue and the encouragement of conflicts, the Middle East has continued 
to sustain its instable condition.  

It is a well-known fact that there are two regional and two international 
actors that might be considered as the main actors in the Middle East. On the 
other hand, there are other actors that try to be regional powers by becoming a 
part of the conflicts in the region2. While Turkey, Iran and Israel can be considered 
as regional actors, the USA and Russian Federation can be considered as the 
international actors in the region. Yet it is clear that there is not any established 
power that actually belongs to or has organic ties with the region in the Middle 
East, except Iran and Turkey in terms of historical ties and geopolitical proximity. 
Other actors’ relation with the region is artificial, established by their power and 
some historical agreements such as the Sykes-Picot Agreement. Alongside the 
actors in the region, it is clear that there is no stability in the region and from a 
pessimistic point of view, there are no signs for change in the horizon. Commonly, 
the Middle East was referred to as a ‘swamp’, in which not a single state would 
want to be present in the region. However, in reality, major powers seem to 
‘enjoy’ operating in this swamp. In this sense, another reason why ‘instability’ is 
the main feature of the Middle East is because of the power politics of 
opportunistic states in the region. From the perspective of this study, 
understanding and explaining the instability in the region can be be related to the 
lack of a regional power that has organic ties with the region.  

The European Union, for instance, is a unique cooperation amongst its 
members that are considered equal in the government of the continental and 
their attitude towards world affairs. This equality is the key for peace and stability 
in EU. This is because cooperation is considered as the ‘main thematic tool’ to 
maintain stability in the region (“Peace and Stability”, European Commission). In 
comparison, the Soviet Union was the supreme power in Eastern Europe during 
the Cold War, with the region being relatively stable due to its power as compared 
to Eastern European countries. But there has never been an equal union or 
regional power that holds states together in the Middle East since the decline of 
the Ottoman Empire. When the Ottomans were the only power in the region, 
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answers (2009: 3). In short, most of us believe that the Middle East is “chronically 
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if we find a person randomly and ask what the Middle East is associated with, their 
answer will most likely be within Stewart’s categories of answers. Even if it might 
be assumed that the Arab World had divided itself, there are certain foreign 
interferences contributing to the current situation as well. It is not surprising that 
after the colonial activities of major Western powers, the Middle East became a 
‘suitable ground’ for violence. As Ayoob argues, “superpowers tolerate and quite 
often, encourage conflicts in the Third World [or in the Middle East in general]” 
to have testing grounds for the new weapon systems they produce (1983: 48). No 
less importantly, as Ergul Jorgensen argues, “domination over these lands has 
been a precondition for being a superpower” (2019: 86). In relation to the 
violence issue and the encouragement of conflicts, the Middle East has continued 
to sustain its instable condition.  

It is a well-known fact that there are two regional and two international 
actors that might be considered as the main actors in the Middle East. On the 
other hand, there are other actors that try to be regional powers by becoming a 
part of the conflicts in the region2. While Turkey, Iran and Israel can be considered 
as regional actors, the USA and Russian Federation can be considered as the 
international actors in the region. Yet it is clear that there is not any established 
power that actually belongs to or has organic ties with the region in the Middle 
East, except Iran and Turkey in terms of historical ties and geopolitical proximity. 
Other actors’ relation with the region is artificial, established by their power and 
some historical agreements such as the Sykes-Picot Agreement. Alongside the 
actors in the region, it is clear that there is no stability in the region and from a 
pessimistic point of view, there are no signs for change in the horizon. Commonly, 
the Middle East was referred to as a ‘swamp’, in which not a single state would 
want to be present in the region. However, in reality, major powers seem to 
‘enjoy’ operating in this swamp. In this sense, another reason why ‘instability’ is 
the main feature of the Middle East is because of the power politics of 
opportunistic states in the region. From the perspective of this study, 
understanding and explaining the instability in the region can be be related to the 
lack of a regional power that has organic ties with the region.  

The European Union, for instance, is a unique cooperation amongst its 
members that are considered equal in the government of the continental and 
their attitude towards world affairs. This equality is the key for peace and stability 
in EU. This is because cooperation is considered as the ‘main thematic tool’ to 
maintain stability in the region (“Peace and Stability”, European Commission). In 
comparison, the Soviet Union was the supreme power in Eastern Europe during 
the Cold War, with the region being relatively stable due to its power as compared 
to Eastern European countries. But there has never been an equal union or 
regional power that holds states together in the Middle East since the decline of 
the Ottoman Empire. When the Ottomans were the only power in the region, 

     
 

 

there was stability, but when the establishment of the state of Israel was 
completed, this stability began to peter out. Moreover, when the Ottoman Empire 
lost its power over the Middle East, other international actors tried to replace the 
Empire. However, Ottoman and Western policy tools were very different. The 
Ottoman Empire utilised inclusive policies while Western policies were of an 
exclusive nature. In other words, the Empire endeavoured for harmony, while 
Western colonial policies used the establishment of nation-states in the Arab 
World for their own interests.  

After the decline of the Ottoman Empire, none of the states that split up 
from the Empire have experienced a peaceful period or stability inside their 
boundaries or even in the ‘Middle East’ in general. This study argues that the 
reason for instability is the artificiality in the region. According to the Barakah 
Circle theory, which is a developing approach by Abd al-Fattah El-Awaisi, if there is 
chaos in Islamicjerusalem, other states will also be affected according to the ratio 
of their distance (2016: 53-54). Indeed, it is clear that former Ottoman lands that 
are close to Islamicjerusalem are being affected more, and further countries 
affected less. The very reason might be due to the conflict in Islamicjerusalem, or 
on the other hand, might be the absence of an established regional power that 
has historical and organic ties with region states. 

This study, therefore, aims to argue that the reason for the instability in the 
region is the absence of a regional power that has organic ties with the region. In 
doing so, El-Awaisi’s new geopolitical theory will be the framework of this study 
because of its uniqueness in understanding instability on a systemic level. Along 
with this aim, this study will attempt to provide an answer for the conflict in the 
region by using the inclusivist essence of the Barakah Circles theory. Lastly, the 
article is an attempt to test the nucleus of Abd as-Fattah El-Awaisi’s theory for the 
Eastern theoretical development process.  

BARAKAH CIRCLES AS A NEW GEOPOLITICAL THEORY 
Abd al-Fattah El-Awaisi argues that Islamicjerusalem is the heart of the world and 
that Barakah or the ‘divine gift’ spreads to the world in circles. This is the reason 
why he named his new geopolitical theory as ‘Barakah Circles’. In accordance with 
this new geopolitical approach, al-Aqsa Mosque or al-Bayt al-Muqaddas is the 
centre of the centre of Barakah (2019: 16-17). In other words, al-Aqsa Mosque is 
the core or nucleus of the world.  El-Awaisi uses several examples to explain why 
there are circles around the centre or the heart. He refers to physics and claims 
that circles around al-Aqsa are similar to circles around an atom. Electrons revolve 
around the centre in line with their energy degree and the electromagnetic force 
will depend on the distance between the core and electrons (2019: 22-23). In this 
sense, the closer one gets to the centre, the more the ratio of the Barakah 
increases and vice versa (2016: 22-23). This explanation provides a helpful pattern 
for the high level of conflict in the Middle East and the nearly total absence of 
conflict in Western Europe or Canada on a systemic level. To be clear on the 
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theoretical framework, one needs to further explain the circles. El-Awaisi states 
that there are three circles around the centre of the world: 

 First Circle: Islamicjerusalem 
 Second Circle: Egypt, Bilad al-Sham and Cyprus. 
 Third Circle: Iraq, Turkey, Hijaz.  

The reason why the word Islamicjerusalem is preferred instead of Jerusalem is 
another interesting point in Professor El-Awaisi's work. In his study, he refers to 
Muslim scholars and claims that the borders of Islamicjerusalem reach up to 40 
Arab Miles (85,04 km) in every direction. In this sense, the author claims that the 
borders of Islamicjerusalem should not be reduced to al-Aqsa3 (El-Awaisi, 2019: 
28). In addition to this, according to the Barakah Circles theory, whoever controls 
the first circle controls the second circle. And whoever rules the second circle, 
controls the third one and eventually, ruling the third circle will result in 
controlling the world. But this does not refer to an exclusivist understanding. The 
reason for such a claim is simple. If any conflicts do appear in Islamicjerusalem, as 
suggested by El-Awaisi, it will spread to the world (2016: 51-54). For instance, an 
article dated to 2003 argues that challenges in the Middle East affect Europe’s 
security (Kemp, 2003: 176). The struggle between Arab states and Israeli provides 
a good example in support of this claim. The wars that took place near 
Islamicjerusalem and their effects reached Europe as well. This may be in terms of 
economic issues because of the financial chaos in relation to the oil embargo, as 
well as in relation to political issues, since the war almost severely damaged the 
relationship between US, Europe and Israel (Zakariah, 2012: 607). 

Additionally, El-Awaisi frequently highlights the importance of a unity 
between Egypt and Syria in his book. According to his research, there is an organic 
tie between Egypt and Syria. A unity between these states will provide a powerful 
stance for the state that has the control over the region (2019: 30-33). Taking 
Egypt’s and Syria’s geopolitical positions into account, one might say that a unity 
in the region might form a powerful ‘castle’ in the ‘Orient’ as was the case during 
the time of the Ottoman Empire. Moreover, this might prevent colonialist policies 
that divide the region in favour of some states. Orientalism, according to Said, 
describes Western attitudes towards the East. Additionally, Orientalist researches 
have been the ‘systematic learning, discovery and practice’ of the West to move 
upon the East (1979: 73). One might even argue that Orientalist studies caused the 
separation of Egypt and Syria. However, it seems that there is no description on 
the nature of the alliance in El-Awaisi’s theory. Describing its nature might allow 
experts and scholars to develop a more explicit solution for instability in the 
region. That said, the theory’s inclusivist nucleus does provide some clues for 
stability in the region. 

In summary, the geopolitical proximity of states to al-Aqsa, and their 
relations (united/separated) according to this new approach, determines their 
fate in terms of stability or instability. The Barakah Circles theory suggests that a 
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theoretical framework, one needs to further explain the circles. El-Awaisi states 
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 First Circle: Islamicjerusalem 
 Second Circle: Egypt, Bilad al-Sham and Cyprus. 
 Third Circle: Iraq, Turkey, Hijaz.  

The reason why the word Islamicjerusalem is preferred instead of Jerusalem is 
another interesting point in Professor El-Awaisi's work. In his study, he refers to 
Muslim scholars and claims that the borders of Islamicjerusalem reach up to 40 
Arab Miles (85,04 km) in every direction. In this sense, the author claims that the 
borders of Islamicjerusalem should not be reduced to al-Aqsa3 (El-Awaisi, 2019: 
28). In addition to this, according to the Barakah Circles theory, whoever controls 
the first circle controls the second circle. And whoever rules the second circle, 
controls the third one and eventually, ruling the third circle will result in 
controlling the world. But this does not refer to an exclusivist understanding. The 
reason for such a claim is simple. If any conflicts do appear in Islamicjerusalem, as 
suggested by El-Awaisi, it will spread to the world (2016: 51-54). For instance, an 
article dated to 2003 argues that challenges in the Middle East affect Europe’s 
security (Kemp, 2003: 176). The struggle between Arab states and Israeli provides 
a good example in support of this claim. The wars that took place near 
Islamicjerusalem and their effects reached Europe as well. This may be in terms of 
economic issues because of the financial chaos in relation to the oil embargo, as 
well as in relation to political issues, since the war almost severely damaged the 
relationship between US, Europe and Israel (Zakariah, 2012: 607). 

Additionally, El-Awaisi frequently highlights the importance of a unity 
between Egypt and Syria in his book. According to his research, there is an organic 
tie between Egypt and Syria. A unity between these states will provide a powerful 
stance for the state that has the control over the region (2019: 30-33). Taking 
Egypt’s and Syria’s geopolitical positions into account, one might say that a unity 
in the region might form a powerful ‘castle’ in the ‘Orient’ as was the case during 
the time of the Ottoman Empire. Moreover, this might prevent colonialist policies 
that divide the region in favour of some states. Orientalism, according to Said, 
describes Western attitudes towards the East. Additionally, Orientalist researches 
have been the ‘systematic learning, discovery and practice’ of the West to move 
upon the East (1979: 73). One might even argue that Orientalist studies caused the 
separation of Egypt and Syria. However, it seems that there is no description on 
the nature of the alliance in El-Awaisi’s theory. Describing its nature might allow 
experts and scholars to develop a more explicit solution for instability in the 
region. That said, the theory’s inclusivist nucleus does provide some clues for 
stability in the region. 

In summary, the geopolitical proximity of states to al-Aqsa, and their 
relations (united/separated) according to this new approach, determines their 
fate in terms of stability or instability. The Barakah Circles theory suggests that a 

     
 

 

cooperation or an alliance between Egypt, the Levant or Old Syria and Cyprus is 
necessary for the conquest of Islamicjerusalem. However, the conquest of 
Islamicjerusalem should not then be used to suggest or propose to regional actors 
or states to start a war (El-Awaisi, 2019: 32-33). If this was the case, it would be 
plausible to claim that this approach is exclusivist. On the other hand, this theory 
proposes a unity in the region which means that it is an inclusivist approach in its 
essence. El-Awaisi argues that his theory does not mean any domination of a 
certain social group or ethnicity over another (2019: 59). In this sense, one might 
say that the proposal is a kind of harmony in the region. From this point of view, 
what is necessary for stability in the region might be a regional power that has 
historical ties with the region. That is the reason why this study focuses on the 
Ottoman Empire’s status in the region. In sum, an inclusivist understanding of the 
Barakah Circles will be used to test its practicability through a historical and 
systemic context. 

OTTOMAN AS A STABILISER AND REASONS OF INSTABILITY 
The Ottoman Empire, starting from the 16th century, established its presence and 
power in the Middle East. At first, there was relative stability. As a well-known 
fact, the Ottoman Empire survived and maintained its powerful position against 
European imperialism for almost six hundred years (Quataert, 2005: 84). From the 
theoretical perspective of this study, one might say that this stance was the result 
of having a united Egypt and Syria. However, along with its military power and 
governing structure, one might say that this was the result of its inclusivist 
policies. As Hathaway argues in her book, “The Ottomans tended to allow their 
non-Muslim subjects a fair degree of autonomy so long as they remained obedient 
and paid their taxes.”. Additionally, non-Muslim groups and minorities had their 
own rights, such as living their own religion and/or belief under the protection of 
the state (2008: 34). 

In other words, the Ottomans did not implement segregationist policies 
during their period of ruling, both in terms of religion and nationality. Throughout 
its history, there were different ethnic and religious groups settled in the Ottoman 
Empire and their relationship with the state was harmonious and collusive until 
nationalism started to meddle with this cooperative relationship. The cooperative 
nature of the Ottoman ruling system can also be seen in its way of recruiting 
governors. The Ottoman Empire had a policy called Devşirme4 until 1622 and the 
people who educated with the Devşirme policy were from a wide range of 
ethnicities (Quataert, 2005: 99). Another example is the Polish village in Istanbul. 
Polish people who were fleeing from Russian occupation in the 19th century took 
refuge in the Ottoman Empire and given a land to live: this was termed the 
Polonezköy or Polish Village in English (Consulate General of the Republic of 
Poland in Istanbul). 

Contemporary troubled relations between Palestine and Israel, in 
particular, and instability in the Middle East, in general, can to some extent be 



Jo
ur

na
l o

f I
sl

am
ic

je
ru

sa
le

m
 S

tu
di

es
, 2

02
0,

 2
0 

(1)

24

Birkan ERTOY

 

considered as the legacy of the decline of the Ottoman Empire (Quataert, 2005: 
174). It is plausible to claim that nationalism is the virus that caused the deceased 
interactions of the region states. In a way, as Eagleton argues, nationalism is a 
form of alienation (1990: 23). Or more accurately, regarding the situation in the 
Middle East, the establishment of nation-states in the region is one of the main 
reasons for instability. Because establishing nation-states in the region means 
dividing Arabs and therefore nation-states created an exclusivist logic in the minds 
of region states’ decision-makers. Additionally, as an extreme form of nationalism, 
racism will assist the colonial policies of Western powers (El-Awaisi, 2019: 60).  

Moreover, in the modern world, nation-states are founded on their own 
values, norms, peoples and wars. Almost every nation-state in the Middle East is 
artificial since the boundaries were determined by Imperial powers after the 
World War I. The demarcation was ‘reflecting delimitations’ of these powers to 
each other (Abi-Aad & Grenon, 1997: 91). Thus, artificial borders as a result of these 
colonial demarcation policies as set by the colonisers are the roots of instability in 
the region (Green & Luehrmann, 2011: 51). It is noteworthy that the real rise of 
Europe had begun with the fall of the Berlin Wall or one might say that it began 
with the end of artificiality in Europe. Yet, nation-states are not the only form of 
the exclusionary nature of the Middle East. In the contemporary situation, 
“Islamism blends with, nationalism in the context of resistance against non-
Muslim foreign domination and/or occupation.” (Ayoob, 2008: 112). On the other 
hand, Russia too carries out colonial policies even though it is still contested to 
refer it as a Western power. For instance, one of Russia’s plans regarding Syria is 
to restore its state apparatus in line with Russia’s doctrines (Abu Shakra, 2020). In 
one study, it was argued that the turmoil in the region is attributed to the 
undermining of the democratisation process. While the author’s solution is not in 
the same vein as this study, the reason for turmoil or instability is presented as the 
presence of foreign powers (Dalacoura, 2018: 44). In other words, foreign 
presence or domination in the region is another reason for instability.  

After World War I, the Empire was constrained because of its defeat in the 
war to accept the consequences of the Sykes-Picot Agreement between France 
and Britain. In compliance with this agreement, the region that is known as Syria 
today was given to France; Palestine was given to Britain (Mather, 2014: 471). 
What is interesting in this share is that France was interested in Syria and Britain 
was interested in Palestine. The great powers of their era shared the region, but 
for what purpose? From the common point of view, one might say that they 
shared the region because it possessed raw materials. Moreover, the 
continuation of instability in the region is the result of the power play of USA and 
Russia over oil. However, even though this is true to some extent, this is not a 
comprehensive interpretation. The oil centric interpretation only focuses on the 
raw materials but ignores the geopolitical motivation behind colonialism. 

During its time of rule, the Ottoman administrative structure was based on 
decentralisation. Every conquered area was bounded by law (kanunnâme) to the 
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considered as the legacy of the decline of the Ottoman Empire (Quataert, 2005: 
174). It is plausible to claim that nationalism is the virus that caused the deceased 
interactions of the region states. In a way, as Eagleton argues, nationalism is a 
form of alienation (1990: 23). Or more accurately, regarding the situation in the 
Middle East, the establishment of nation-states in the region is one of the main 
reasons for instability. Because establishing nation-states in the region means 
dividing Arabs and therefore nation-states created an exclusivist logic in the minds 
of region states’ decision-makers. Additionally, as an extreme form of nationalism, 
racism will assist the colonial policies of Western powers (El-Awaisi, 2019: 60).  

Moreover, in the modern world, nation-states are founded on their own 
values, norms, peoples and wars. Almost every nation-state in the Middle East is 
artificial since the boundaries were determined by Imperial powers after the 
World War I. The demarcation was ‘reflecting delimitations’ of these powers to 
each other (Abi-Aad & Grenon, 1997: 91). Thus, artificial borders as a result of these 
colonial demarcation policies as set by the colonisers are the roots of instability in 
the region (Green & Luehrmann, 2011: 51). It is noteworthy that the real rise of 
Europe had begun with the fall of the Berlin Wall or one might say that it began 
with the end of artificiality in Europe. Yet, nation-states are not the only form of 
the exclusionary nature of the Middle East. In the contemporary situation, 
“Islamism blends with, nationalism in the context of resistance against non-
Muslim foreign domination and/or occupation.” (Ayoob, 2008: 112). On the other 
hand, Russia too carries out colonial policies even though it is still contested to 
refer it as a Western power. For instance, one of Russia’s plans regarding Syria is 
to restore its state apparatus in line with Russia’s doctrines (Abu Shakra, 2020). In 
one study, it was argued that the turmoil in the region is attributed to the 
undermining of the democratisation process. While the author’s solution is not in 
the same vein as this study, the reason for turmoil or instability is presented as the 
presence of foreign powers (Dalacoura, 2018: 44). In other words, foreign 
presence or domination in the region is another reason for instability.  

After World War I, the Empire was constrained because of its defeat in the 
war to accept the consequences of the Sykes-Picot Agreement between France 
and Britain. In compliance with this agreement, the region that is known as Syria 
today was given to France; Palestine was given to Britain (Mather, 2014: 471). 
What is interesting in this share is that France was interested in Syria and Britain 
was interested in Palestine. The great powers of their era shared the region, but 
for what purpose? From the common point of view, one might say that they 
shared the region because it possessed raw materials. Moreover, the 
continuation of instability in the region is the result of the power play of USA and 
Russia over oil. However, even though this is true to some extent, this is not a 
comprehensive interpretation. The oil centric interpretation only focuses on the 
raw materials but ignores the geopolitical motivation behind colonialism. 

During its time of rule, the Ottoman administrative structure was based on 
decentralisation. Every conquered area was bounded by law (kanunnâme) to the 

     
 

 

centre. However, every province -especially Egypt - had some privileges and were 
free to order their internal affairs. The law that was given to Egypt in 1525 by the 
Grand Vizier Ibrahim Pasha included certain privileges for Egyptian governors, 
such as being the vault for regional taxes that will be sent to Istanbul (Hathaway, 
2008: 48-51). Eventually, an Egyptian governor used these privileges for his own 
benefit and became a source of threat for Istanbul. After the threat caused by 
Muhammad Ali Pasha of Egypt with his attempt to declare his independence in 
1838, the Ottoman Empire was saved by the coalition of Britain, Austria, Prussia 
and Russia (Quataert, 2005: 58). What seems to be interesting is that all these 
powers were implementing different policies to overthrow the Ottoman rule out 
of Anatolia and the Middle East. It must then be asked why they endeavoured to 
assist the Ottoman Empire. From a geopolitical perspective, the answer is simple. 
As Quataert argues, “Western powers were unwilling to permit the emergence of 
a dynamic and powerful Egyptian state that threatened the international balance 
of power” (2005: 58). In this sense, Western colonial superpowers were, at that 
time, willing to support a dying empire instead of a rising one. 

While the West and Russia were planning to disintegrate the state, the 
Ottoman Empire was saved by them. From the Barakah Circles theory’s 
perspective, what is interesting is that the Ottoman Empire faced a threat of what 
seemed to be total annihilation by a united Egypt and Syria. El-Awaisi frequently 
highlights the importance of a unity between Egypt and Syria in his theoretical 
perspective as constituting a powerful stance in the international sphere. For 
instance, the Ottomans seized control of Old Syria with its victory over Mamluk 
Sultanate after the Battle of Marj Dabiq in 1516. Right after the Marj Dabiq victory, 
the Ottomans marched to Egypt and overthrew the Mamluks in 1517 after the 
Battle of Ridaniya. According to El-Awaisi, Selim’s attempt is evidence for the 
organic tie between Old Syria and Egypt (2019, 30-31). From this perspective, a 
power that is not able to unite and control these two areas will lose its dominant 
role or ruling power as occurred in the time of the Ottomans.  

Despite their efforts, the Ottoman Empire could not prevent the inevitable 
end. The end of World War I brought nothing but the beginning of the ultimate 
collapse of Ottoman Empire, which had begun decades before the war. Previously 
emerging conflicts in the region reached its peak during this process (Mather, 
2014: 472). In this sense, one might say that the weaker a regional power is, the 
more observable is the instability in the region. For instance, during the decline of 
the Ottoman Empire, the Jewish settlement in Jerusalem dramatically expanded 
(Wallach, 2016: 278). And the longer the absence of a regional power continues to 
be the current pattern, the more Israeli occupation expands. This is in addition to 
terrorist organisations like ISIS and YPG that are more likely to survive in the 
region because of the lack of an established regional power to bring stability. 

According to Mather, the roots of the conflict in the region go back to the 
new states which were established by the two international powers that signed 
the Sykes-Picot Agreement in 1916. She argues that these new nation-states were 



Jo
ur

na
l o

f I
sl

am
ic

je
ru

sa
le

m
 S

tu
di

es
, 2

02
0,

 2
0 

(1)

26

Birkan ERTOY

 

‘suited to their interests’ in disintegrating the Ottoman Empire (2014: 472). From 
this point of view, one might say that it was foreigners to the region that had 
established the conflict instead of independent states. And to some extent these 
states that were established substituted for the stability in the region. Yet this is 
not to suggest that the nation-state is a problem for all regions of the world. One 
can only consider Turkey, Egypt, Iran and Israel as true nation-states in the region 
(Tira, 2016: 57). Residents in most of the countries in the region, such as Saudi 
Arabia, United Arab Emirates, Syria, Egypt, Iraq, Qatar and Lebanon are, in fact, 
Arab states. So, there are at least seven different Arab ethnicity-oriented nation-
states in the Arab world. Even though it might be argued that there are different 
Turkic nation-states, the situation in the Arab world is slightly different. For 
instance, Turkey has clear-cut boundaries and its historical depth seems more 
explicit compared to that of the Arab world’s (Baram, 1990: 427). The point here 
is that, there are no genuine nation-states, rather, there are political entities that 
are ruled by a small group or a family. However, being a ‘nation-state’ benefits 
those ruling classes, as well as the colonial powers in the Middle East. 

This bring us to the political instability in the region. Ayoob argues that 
security issues are rooted within the society of third world states (1983: 43). 
Therefore, insecurity operates at the regime level. While it might seem harmless 
to the rest of the world, there is a crucial issue that needs to be understood. This 
kind of insecurity might cause an outside intervention, as in the Syrian case. 
(Stivachtis, 2019: 11). Additionally, any conflict in the region might affect the world 
as well. In this sense, the character of region states along with the nation-state 
issue is a crucial factor for the instability that they acquired after the decline of 
Ottoman Empire. 

From this point of view, one might claim that the conflict in the region is 
the result of continuing colonial policies (Mather, 2014: 472). To understand 
Britain’s interest over Palestine, El-Awaisi’s research provides a helpful guideline. 
According to El-Awaisi’s research, Britain had been trying to establish a buffer 
zone in Palestine to separate the Arab World from Africa to make it easier to 
implement Britain’s colonial policies (2019: 36). Furthermore, some claim that the 
establishment of the state of Israel was ‘symbolic of the triumph of Western 
imperialism over the entire Arab world.” (Green & Luehrmann, 2011: 52). As was 
already mentioned, establishing nation-states in the region was for the benefit of 
Britain or superpowers in general. After the superpower status of Britain declined 
with the end of World War II, the USA supplanted Britain’s position and has 
maintained its role as the major actor in the Middle East ever since. US 
humanitarian intervention policy to intervene the region - as in the case of Iraq’s 
invasion - is similar to Britain’s effort to promote nation-states in the region in 
terms of their resemblance in sustaining ‘colonial’ policies.  

Mather’s analysis highlights that humanitarian interventions are a means 
to maintain US geopolitical hegemony (2014: 454). For a comprehensive 
understanding, one needs to explain this argument. Globalisation has been used 
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‘suited to their interests’ in disintegrating the Ottoman Empire (2014: 472). From 
this point of view, one might say that it was foreigners to the region that had 
established the conflict instead of independent states. And to some extent these 
states that were established substituted for the stability in the region. Yet this is 
not to suggest that the nation-state is a problem for all regions of the world. One 
can only consider Turkey, Egypt, Iran and Israel as true nation-states in the region 
(Tira, 2016: 57). Residents in most of the countries in the region, such as Saudi 
Arabia, United Arab Emirates, Syria, Egypt, Iraq, Qatar and Lebanon are, in fact, 
Arab states. So, there are at least seven different Arab ethnicity-oriented nation-
states in the Arab world. Even though it might be argued that there are different 
Turkic nation-states, the situation in the Arab world is slightly different. For 
instance, Turkey has clear-cut boundaries and its historical depth seems more 
explicit compared to that of the Arab world’s (Baram, 1990: 427). The point here 
is that, there are no genuine nation-states, rather, there are political entities that 
are ruled by a small group or a family. However, being a ‘nation-state’ benefits 
those ruling classes, as well as the colonial powers in the Middle East. 

This bring us to the political instability in the region. Ayoob argues that 
security issues are rooted within the society of third world states (1983: 43). 
Therefore, insecurity operates at the regime level. While it might seem harmless 
to the rest of the world, there is a crucial issue that needs to be understood. This 
kind of insecurity might cause an outside intervention, as in the Syrian case. 
(Stivachtis, 2019: 11). Additionally, any conflict in the region might affect the world 
as well. In this sense, the character of region states along with the nation-state 
issue is a crucial factor for the instability that they acquired after the decline of 
Ottoman Empire. 

From this point of view, one might claim that the conflict in the region is 
the result of continuing colonial policies (Mather, 2014: 472). To understand 
Britain’s interest over Palestine, El-Awaisi’s research provides a helpful guideline. 
According to El-Awaisi’s research, Britain had been trying to establish a buffer 
zone in Palestine to separate the Arab World from Africa to make it easier to 
implement Britain’s colonial policies (2019: 36). Furthermore, some claim that the 
establishment of the state of Israel was ‘symbolic of the triumph of Western 
imperialism over the entire Arab world.” (Green & Luehrmann, 2011: 52). As was 
already mentioned, establishing nation-states in the region was for the benefit of 
Britain or superpowers in general. After the superpower status of Britain declined 
with the end of World War II, the USA supplanted Britain’s position and has 
maintained its role as the major actor in the Middle East ever since. US 
humanitarian intervention policy to intervene the region - as in the case of Iraq’s 
invasion - is similar to Britain’s effort to promote nation-states in the region in 
terms of their resemblance in sustaining ‘colonial’ policies.  

Mather’s analysis highlights that humanitarian interventions are a means 
to maintain US geopolitical hegemony (2014: 454). For a comprehensive 
understanding, one needs to explain this argument. Globalisation has been used 

     
 

 

to cover up the intentions. Evidence of this hypocrisy can be seen in Western 
support for democracy as an extension of globalisation. The US did not accept the 
victory of Hamas in elections but “stopped short of calling the downfall of 
Mohamed Morsi a coup” (Roberts, 2013). No less importantly, el-Sisi’s actions 
have been supported in the name of “democracy restoration” by great powers. 
From this point of view, one might claim that the West only supports democracy 
regarding its interests (Green & Luehrmann, 2011: 310). Therefore, globalisation 
might be considered as the new way or another name for protecting the 
dominant position of the West over the ‘Third World’, or more specifically, over 
the Middle East (Ehteshami, 2007: 23).  

Another example of Western hypocrisy is the so-called ‘deal of the 
century’. On 29th January 2020, US President and Prime Minister of Israel 
Netanyahu signed a deal - even though there were not any Palestinian 
representatives during the planning and signing - which recognises Jerusalem as 
Israel’s capital and strengthens Israel’s position in the world affairs. After Trump 
presented the plan, Netanyahu stated that US President ‘Trump is the greatest 
friend that Israel has had in the White House’ (BBC, 2020). In light of the 
aforementioned examples, the solution is not the continuation of the rule of 
several foreign states, but rather it might be a regional power that is familiar with 
the region states and has historical ties with the region in terms of culture, etc. 

In this sense, as El-Awaisi suggests, an alliance in the region should be 
inclusivist to achieve stability (2016: 51-54). When Britain left the area, six different 
wars broke out among Arab states and Israel. As the strongest member of the 
Arab side, Egypt was crucial. Egypt’s defeat in the war resulted in losing its 
‘hegemony’ in the region (Hinnebusch, 2017: 608). According to El-Awaisi, the 
Fifth Crusader targeted Egypt because of their strategy to reach inner parts of the 
Middle East. Additionally, pointing to Salahuddin al-Ayyubi’s strategy to maintain 
his power, El-Awaisi claims that Egypt is a crucial state in region (2019: 32-33). The 
decline of Egypt and - related to its decline - the results of Arab-Israel wars, are 
another supporting historical event for the Barakah Circles theory.  

Even though a unity among Arab states was a failed attempt, with 
numerous reasons for this outcome, this example presents an important element 
for stability in the Middle East. When there are no superpowers in the region, the 
chance for an alliance is more likely, as in the case of the Arab alliance against 
Israel. On the other hand, hosting US, Russia and several powers on the ground, 
along with the division between regional actors, means that an alliance in the 
region seems unlikely to occur. For instance, Syria’s vulnerability regarding the 
interventions caused the prolongation of instability in the region (Dalacoura, 2018: 
37). In other words, interactions between regional states should be beyond 
nationalistic movements as the Ottoman Empire had implemented. It should be 
noted that an important reason why the Arab alliance against Israel failed even 
though Egypt and Syria were united might be the exclusivist nature of the alliance. 
As discussed before, stability in the Middle East requires an inclusivist attitude. 
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However, the alliance was the result of an exclusivist policy that was affected by 
nationalism as its name implies. 

Is There a Solution for the Instability? 
As argued above, instability in the region is the result of Western colonial policies. 
Additionally, the presence of foreigners in the region prevents stability. As the 
assassination of Suleimani showed, US policies resulted in tension rather than 
stability (Parsi, 2020). Such behaviour caused states and individuals in the region 
to feel more insecure than before. This study argues that the solution is possible, 
but that a regional power that has historical ties with the region seems necessary. 
However, determining a suitable actor seems problematic.  

As El-Awaisi’s work proposes, there are four central powers in the region: 
Egypt, Syria, Iraq and Turkey. However, Egypt witnessed a coup, Iraq was invaded, 
and Syria has been the playground of many actors since 2011. Hence, Turkey seems 
the only power that might be able to take on this role (2019: 56-57). According to 
the Barakah Circles theory, Turkey is on the third circle and the central power in 
the region (El-Awaisi, 2019: 55-56). Therefore, it is plausible to assume that Turkey 
is key as the starting point for stability. If Turkey managed to spread stability from 
the outside in, a relative stability might occur. Another reason to present Turkey 
as the key actor for stability in the Middle East derives from its historical ties with 
the region. As Gopin argues, during a peace talk, the one who perceives 
himself/herself superior does not take others’ ideas into account. According to 
the author, catastrophic consequences in communication derive from this type of 
relating (2002: 146-147). In this sense, what is necessary for instability is mutual 
understanding between actors that have historical ties. 

Additionally, Turkey’s foreign policy attitude towards the region 
exemplifies and supports the main argument of this study. Turkey has been 
implementing inclusivist policies towards the Middle East in recent years. Hosting 
refugees, eliminating exclusivist actors and attempting to balance the tension in 
the region exemplifies the inclusivist policies. Because of its inclusivist attitude, 
Turkey might become a regional power. However, this not to suggest an ‘elder 
brother’ role for Turkey to unite the region. In this sense, Turkey as a state which 
has historical ties with the region and an inclusivist actor seems up to the task. As 
for Iran, its exclusivist policies - regarding sectarian issues that require further 
research - cannot bring and maintain stability to the region. However, the other 
side of the coin presents another reality that should not be neglected. As in the 
case of former Soviet states, a regional power may not be ‘welcomed’ by its 
neighbours in all circumstances (Parlar Dal, 2016: 1247). This is especially in the 
case of the Middle East in relation to England’s effort to restore Arabs trust for 
Europeans rather than countries that have historical ties with region states after 
the Arab-Israeli wars (Zakariah, 2012: 608). Additionally, there is the Western 
hegemonic presence in the region. Recent events in the region showed that “the 
Middle East will have to get used to the idea of sharing living space with a 
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However, the alliance was the result of an exclusivist policy that was affected by 
nationalism as its name implies. 

Is There a Solution for the Instability? 
As argued above, instability in the region is the result of Western colonial policies. 
Additionally, the presence of foreigners in the region prevents stability. As the 
assassination of Suleimani showed, US policies resulted in tension rather than 
stability (Parsi, 2020). Such behaviour caused states and individuals in the region 
to feel more insecure than before. This study argues that the solution is possible, 
but that a regional power that has historical ties with the region seems necessary. 
However, determining a suitable actor seems problematic.  

As El-Awaisi’s work proposes, there are four central powers in the region: 
Egypt, Syria, Iraq and Turkey. However, Egypt witnessed a coup, Iraq was invaded, 
and Syria has been the playground of many actors since 2011. Hence, Turkey seems 
the only power that might be able to take on this role (2019: 56-57). According to 
the Barakah Circles theory, Turkey is on the third circle and the central power in 
the region (El-Awaisi, 2019: 55-56). Therefore, it is plausible to assume that Turkey 
is key as the starting point for stability. If Turkey managed to spread stability from 
the outside in, a relative stability might occur. Another reason to present Turkey 
as the key actor for stability in the Middle East derives from its historical ties with 
the region. As Gopin argues, during a peace talk, the one who perceives 
himself/herself superior does not take others’ ideas into account. According to 
the author, catastrophic consequences in communication derive from this type of 
relating (2002: 146-147). In this sense, what is necessary for instability is mutual 
understanding between actors that have historical ties. 

Additionally, Turkey’s foreign policy attitude towards the region 
exemplifies and supports the main argument of this study. Turkey has been 
implementing inclusivist policies towards the Middle East in recent years. Hosting 
refugees, eliminating exclusivist actors and attempting to balance the tension in 
the region exemplifies the inclusivist policies. Because of its inclusivist attitude, 
Turkey might become a regional power. However, this not to suggest an ‘elder 
brother’ role for Turkey to unite the region. In this sense, Turkey as a state which 
has historical ties with the region and an inclusivist actor seems up to the task. As 
for Iran, its exclusivist policies - regarding sectarian issues that require further 
research - cannot bring and maintain stability to the region. However, the other 
side of the coin presents another reality that should not be neglected. As in the 
case of former Soviet states, a regional power may not be ‘welcomed’ by its 
neighbours in all circumstances (Parlar Dal, 2016: 1247). This is especially in the 
case of the Middle East in relation to England’s effort to restore Arabs trust for 
Europeans rather than countries that have historical ties with region states after 
the Arab-Israeli wars (Zakariah, 2012: 608). Additionally, there is the Western 
hegemonic presence in the region. Recent events in the region showed that “the 
Middle East will have to get used to the idea of sharing living space with a 

     
 

 

meddling American superpower that refuses to go home.” (Bridge, 2020). Even 
though that superiority seems to be shifting towards the Russian Federation, the 
USA is still the playmaker regarding the hegemony issue. When considering the 
decades-long colonial policies, it does not seem likely for the West to leave the 
area even though the main precipice preventing the stability in the region are the 
foreigners.  

In line with above mentioned issue, a recent example shows that Turkey’s 
position as a regional power might not be welcomed by Middle East states. There 
are, of course, limits for Turkey’s influence in the region. Some researches 
highlight that Turkey’s engagement with the region might ‘jeopardize its 
attractiveness as a role model’ in the region (Öniş, 2014: 216). On the other side of 
the coin, there is another reality for Turkey’s role as the stabiliser in the region. 
Recently, Arab League Secretary General Ahmed Aboul Gheit purported to view 
Turkey’s Operation Peace Spring as ‘an invasion of an Arab land’ (Reuters, 2019). 
Yet there are no signs of any official Arab League condemnation of U.S or Russian 
interference in Syria (Telci, 2019). Such practices of double standards when it 
comes to Turkey is a sign that Arabs will not welcome Turkey’s position in short 
term. As mentioned above, the Barakah Circles theory suggests that a unity of 
Egypt and Syria is necessary for stability and power in the region. However, the 
only state that is up to the task of bringing stability to the region seems to have 
adversaries. The maritime agreement between Turkey and Libya was condemned 
by Egypt (Egypt Today, 2019). Also, recent Russian policies towards Turkey is a 
great obstacle in Turkey’s way. From this point of view, stability in the region by 
bringing Egypt and Syria under a regional power’s support seems unlikely in the 
short term because of regional disputes and foreign interferences.  

In light of the above discussion, not all inclusivist approaches will be the 
solution. Ukraine, for instance, has been considered as part of the Russian states 
for almost 200 years (Kubicek, 2008: 45-52). However, their approach is based on 
controlling and ‘colonising’ the region. Another example is England’s policies 
during the Arab-Israel wars. Even though England was the most willing state to 
bring peace among the region states, the main reason was to preserve London’s 
oil interests (Zakariah, 2012: 600). In this sense, England’s strategy was to sustain 
its colonial policies. Thus, bringing stability to the region by a power that 
implements an inclusivist policy should take place in a realistic sense and carried 
out in a transparent nature; it might take some time to achieve this because of the 
feeling of insecurity among region states. Furthermore, the division in the minds 
of decision-makers and citizens of region states is more visible and deeper than is 
seen on the maps. Therefore, a regional actor that desires to be a stabiliser in the 
region should first try to establish a platform that serves as a reminder that the 
states in the region are not based on different nations. 

CONCLUSION 
As the discussion above presents, there are three major reasons for the instability; 
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 Continuation of the presence and the colonial policies of Western powers in 
the region. 

 Lack of inclusivist policies as a result of nationalism and the establishment of 
nation-states. Or alternatively, due to artificiality in the region along with the 
security understandings. 

 Lack of a dominant regional power that has historical ties with the region.  

The Ottoman Empire sustained its position against Western colonial policies and 
suffered greatly in trying to maintain stability over its lands. The Empire aimed to 
implement a fair ruling policy over its subjects. As a power that implemented 
inclusivist policies, the Empire managed to maintain stability in the Middle East for 
centuries. However, after the decline of its power, instability began to be the new 
feature of the region. As history suggests, the more visible the decline of a power 
in the region, the more the ratio of instability increases, as in the time of Ottomans 
or the time of the British mandate. Even today, since there is more than one 
power that desires to establish their presence in the region, such as USA and 
Russia, establishing the stability or even drawing a draft manual on how to do this, 
is not likely to occur in the short term. Unless the artificiality of the Middle East by 
nation-states, which was the result of colonial powers’ policies, is altered, stability 
will not occur in the region in the long term either. Along with the nation-state 
issue, the security understanding of region states causes the instability by 
attracting opportunistic aggressors in the region (Stivachtis, 2019: 11).  

From the perspective of the Barakah Circles theory, what is needed for 
stability in the Middle East is an inclusivist power that is able to unite Egypt and 
Syria in particular. As argued in the text, the nature of an alliance between Egypt 
and Syria needs to be described in line with the nature of the Middle East states. 
Any solid and realistic description might be helpful for future studies that focus 
on instability in the Middle East. In addition to the alliance discussion, an inclusivist 
approach requires a transparent agenda to prevent any skeptical perception of 
region states. However, stability needs to be established on the state level as well. 
Egypt needs to be convinced to act willingly to cooperate with region states in 
favor of stability and Syria’s state apparatus needs to be constructed. The only 
way of achieving this purpose seems to be a powerful regional state that acts in 
an inclusivist manner.  

Moreover, an inclusivist regional power might unite and reconstruct these 
two separated states for the purpose of forming a stance against colonial policies. 
In this sense, as discussed above, Turkey seems to be the only power that might 
establish stability. However, as mentioned several times in the article, a regional 
power needs to implement an inclusivist approach and needs to be recognised by 
other regional actors. Otherwise, nothing will change in the region since the very 
reason behind the instability is the exclusivist policies of colonial and regional 
powers. As for the final aim of this study, the inclusivist nucleus of the Barakah 
Circles theory seems to provide the necessary steps for bringing stability in the 
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 Continuation of the presence and the colonial policies of Western powers in 
the region. 

 Lack of inclusivist policies as a result of nationalism and the establishment of 
nation-states. Or alternatively, due to artificiality in the region along with the 
security understandings. 

 Lack of a dominant regional power that has historical ties with the region.  

The Ottoman Empire sustained its position against Western colonial policies and 
suffered greatly in trying to maintain stability over its lands. The Empire aimed to 
implement a fair ruling policy over its subjects. As a power that implemented 
inclusivist policies, the Empire managed to maintain stability in the Middle East for 
centuries. However, after the decline of its power, instability began to be the new 
feature of the region. As history suggests, the more visible the decline of a power 
in the region, the more the ratio of instability increases, as in the time of Ottomans 
or the time of the British mandate. Even today, since there is more than one 
power that desires to establish their presence in the region, such as USA and 
Russia, establishing the stability or even drawing a draft manual on how to do this, 
is not likely to occur in the short term. Unless the artificiality of the Middle East by 
nation-states, which was the result of colonial powers’ policies, is altered, stability 
will not occur in the region in the long term either. Along with the nation-state 
issue, the security understanding of region states causes the instability by 
attracting opportunistic aggressors in the region (Stivachtis, 2019: 11).  

From the perspective of the Barakah Circles theory, what is needed for 
stability in the Middle East is an inclusivist power that is able to unite Egypt and 
Syria in particular. As argued in the text, the nature of an alliance between Egypt 
and Syria needs to be described in line with the nature of the Middle East states. 
Any solid and realistic description might be helpful for future studies that focus 
on instability in the Middle East. In addition to the alliance discussion, an inclusivist 
approach requires a transparent agenda to prevent any skeptical perception of 
region states. However, stability needs to be established on the state level as well. 
Egypt needs to be convinced to act willingly to cooperate with region states in 
favor of stability and Syria’s state apparatus needs to be constructed. The only 
way of achieving this purpose seems to be a powerful regional state that acts in 
an inclusivist manner.  

Moreover, an inclusivist regional power might unite and reconstruct these 
two separated states for the purpose of forming a stance against colonial policies. 
In this sense, as discussed above, Turkey seems to be the only power that might 
establish stability. However, as mentioned several times in the article, a regional 
power needs to implement an inclusivist approach and needs to be recognised by 
other regional actors. Otherwise, nothing will change in the region since the very 
reason behind the instability is the exclusivist policies of colonial and regional 
powers. As for the final aim of this study, the inclusivist nucleus of the Barakah 
Circles theory seems to provide the necessary steps for bringing stability in the 

     
 

 

region. This study is an attempt to provide a solution. However, researchers or 
strategists should focus on recent world politics and try to provide guidance for 
more concrete steps to bring and establish stability in the region since a theory 
can only draw a pattern and cannot be the cement for every crack in the regional 
structure.  
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GEOPOLITICS AND OCCUPATION OF THE  
MEDITERRANEAN SEA 

 

Azka MADIHAH* 

ABSTRACT: The Mediterranean Sea is often forgotten in the context of the 
current occupation in Bayt al-Maqdis, which includes a small part of the 
Eastern Mediterranean Sea. Indeed, apart from occupation of the land, Bayt 
al-Maqdis also faces occupation of its sea. According to El-Awaisi’s Barakah 
Circle Theory, world peace will only be established if peace is present in Bayt 
al-Maqdis. Accordingly, a comprehensive view of peace establishment efforts 
in Bayt al-Maqdis will be pursued. To achieve this liberation of Bayt al-Maqdis 
from the occupation of its land, sea, natural resources, energy, and culture 
requires knowledge of the Mediterranean Sea. The liberation of Bayt al-Maqdis 
should include the liberation of the Mediterranean, since the real point of sea 
power is not so much what happens at sea, but how those actions influence 
events on land. Thus, Muslim countries, and especially Turkey as the strongest 
state on the Mediterranean Sea’s coast, should be aware of the potential and 
threat that accompanies the establishment of peace in Bayt al-Maqdis. This 
article uses a qualitative approach to investigate the case study of geopolitics 
and occupation in the Mediterranean Sea based on the Bayt al-Maqdis Barakah 
Circle Theory. This study has shown that, at present, entwined military, 
political, and economic interests from coastal countries and international 
superpowers of the Mediterranean Sea should be the focus for Muslim 
countries in liberating Bayt al-Maqdis. This is because without liberating this 
specific part of Bayt al-Maqdis, the current occupation will be difficult to end.  
 

KEYWORDS: Bayt al-Maqdis, Mediterranean Sea, geopolitics, occupation. 

INTRODUCTION 
Bayt al-Maqdis, as a strategic region in the middle of the Asian, European, and 
African continents, has a rich and well-established history - having witnessed 
numerous nations, cultures, and civilisations (El-Awaisi, 2007). The region also 
includes a small part of the Eastern Mediterranean Sea (map on figure 1). 
Historically, this sea has also witnessed more war and conflict than any other sea 
in the world (Stavridis, 2018). Despite the importance of Bayt al-Maqdis and its 
geopolitical context, there has been little discussion about its role regarding 
nearby seas, such as the Mediterranean, Red, and Black Seas. One might argue 
that the Eastern Mediterranean Sea’s significance has decreased in contemporary 
circumstances, particularly since the expeditious development of air force 
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technology. For instance, Pape (1996) stated that the influence of air power in 
overseas conflicts is increasing as it projects force more rapidly and with less risk 
than land power and more formidably than naval power. Such arguments do not 
consider present and future settings, since the sea represents not only naval 
forces, coast guards, and civil-maritime industries, but also significant 
geographical, geopolitical, geostrategic, geoeconomic, and geocultural aspects. 
In particular, the sea-based capacity of a state can determine or influence events, 
currents, and developments both at sea and on land (Iliopoulos, 2009). The sea 
influences national strategic and political cultures, economies, and foreign 
policies, which has been shown by the shifting paradigm in geopolitics of power 
at sea to power coming from the sea. It corresponds with the argument by 
Marroni (2013) that states with control over ocean space gather national prestige, 
regional aspirations, and strategic access to natural resources. 

Of the seas located near Bayt al-Maqdis, El-Awaisi (2018) has argued that 
the Mediterranean Sea is the most important, taking on the role of regional power 
compared to the other two seas, as it is located on all three circles inside the 
Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis (Figure 2). The Mediterranean also has 
geopolitical advantages, such as its population, historical background, and 
resources. The population of the Mediterranean Sea's coastal countries increases 
significantly every year (D’Aponte, 2014) and is historically related to various 
civilisations, including the Byzantine and Ottoman Empires. The Mediterranean 
Sea also provides abundant food and energy resources. According to a recent 
biodiversity review by Coll et al. (2010), the number of macroscopic living species 
presently inventoried in this sea is estimated at about 13,200 species. This is a high 
figure, considering that the Mediterranean represents less than 0.8% of the 
world’s overall ocean area, while representing roughly 5% of all known recent 
marine species (Templado, 2014), thereby proving its position as a vital source of 
food for population.  The sea’s coastal countries depend on seaborne trade for 
energy, food, and other commodities, and their needs will be accentuated in 
decades to come (Andritsos, 2011). 

Despite the substantial role of the Mediterranean Sea in the geopolitics of 
the Bayt al-Maqdis and countries around it, the literature on this subject is limited. 
This topic requires further exploration since this geopolitical perspective could 
influence current and future national foreign policies. The most recognised 
international geopolitical theories have originated from the Western world and 
its colonialisation ambitions. The Mediterranean Sea, being the first colonised sea 
in the world (Borutta, 2012), may therefore be seen in light of the geopolitical 
perspectives that applied at the time of colonisation. However, Western 
geopolitical perspectives cannot be unreservedly accepted and applied by 
Muslims, who require an Islamic standpoint for understanding national, regional, 
and international contexts. Since the Barakah of Bayt al-Maqdis is intended for the 
universe, as was stated in Quran 21:71, it can therefore be seen that this region has 
essential international geopolitical value, which can be used to explain the global 
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technology. For instance, Pape (1996) stated that the influence of air power in 
overseas conflicts is increasing as it projects force more rapidly and with less risk 
than land power and more formidably than naval power. Such arguments do not 
consider present and future settings, since the sea represents not only naval 
forces, coast guards, and civil-maritime industries, but also significant 
geographical, geopolitical, geostrategic, geoeconomic, and geocultural aspects. 
In particular, the sea-based capacity of a state can determine or influence events, 
currents, and developments both at sea and on land (Iliopoulos, 2009). The sea 
influences national strategic and political cultures, economies, and foreign 
policies, which has been shown by the shifting paradigm in geopolitics of power 
at sea to power coming from the sea. It corresponds with the argument by 
Marroni (2013) that states with control over ocean space gather national prestige, 
regional aspirations, and strategic access to natural resources. 

Of the seas located near Bayt al-Maqdis, El-Awaisi (2018) has argued that 
the Mediterranean Sea is the most important, taking on the role of regional power 
compared to the other two seas, as it is located on all three circles inside the 
Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis (Figure 2). The Mediterranean also has 
geopolitical advantages, such as its population, historical background, and 
resources. The population of the Mediterranean Sea's coastal countries increases 
significantly every year (D’Aponte, 2014) and is historically related to various 
civilisations, including the Byzantine and Ottoman Empires. The Mediterranean 
Sea also provides abundant food and energy resources. According to a recent 
biodiversity review by Coll et al. (2010), the number of macroscopic living species 
presently inventoried in this sea is estimated at about 13,200 species. This is a high 
figure, considering that the Mediterranean represents less than 0.8% of the 
world’s overall ocean area, while representing roughly 5% of all known recent 
marine species (Templado, 2014), thereby proving its position as a vital source of 
food for population.  The sea’s coastal countries depend on seaborne trade for 
energy, food, and other commodities, and their needs will be accentuated in 
decades to come (Andritsos, 2011). 

Despite the substantial role of the Mediterranean Sea in the geopolitics of 
the Bayt al-Maqdis and countries around it, the literature on this subject is limited. 
This topic requires further exploration since this geopolitical perspective could 
influence current and future national foreign policies. The most recognised 
international geopolitical theories have originated from the Western world and 
its colonialisation ambitions. The Mediterranean Sea, being the first colonised sea 
in the world (Borutta, 2012), may therefore be seen in light of the geopolitical 
perspectives that applied at the time of colonisation. However, Western 
geopolitical perspectives cannot be unreservedly accepted and applied by 
Muslims, who require an Islamic standpoint for understanding national, regional, 
and international contexts. Since the Barakah of Bayt al-Maqdis is intended for the 
universe, as was stated in Quran 21:71, it can therefore be seen that this region has 
essential international geopolitical value, which can be used to explain the global 

     
 

 

situation that includes cases occurring in the Mediterranean Sea. The Barakah of 
Bayt al-Maqdis is the foundation of a new geopolitical theory coined by Abd al-
Fattah el-Awaisi: the Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis (El-Awaisi, 2005). 
This theory explains that the Barakah of the Bayt al-Maqdis region grows and 
expands, encompassing the rest of the globe. El-Awaisi (2018) concluded that this 
region holds the direction towards world peace or conflict; if security and peace 
are established in Bayt al-Maqdis, then other regions will also experience 
sustainable security and peace.  

The Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis has three circles surrounding 
Bayt al-Maqdis with the first circle encompassing its geographical location and 
boundaries. The second circle includes Egypt, Historical Syria, and Cyprus while 
the third circle consists of Hijaz land, Iraq, Turkey, and Cyprus as well as parts of 
Kuwait, Libya, Sudan, and Iran (El-Awaisi, 2007). As the Mediterranean Sea is 
located in all of these circles, this paper will explore the significance of the 
Mediterranean Sea based on El-Awaisi (2005)’s geopolitical viewpoint. This paper 
will also examine some of the international events related to the Mediterranean 
Sea using the Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis as the tool of analysis. This 
analysis will highlight the necessities to urgently define a strategic plan to liberate 
Bayt al-Maqdis from the perspective of the surrounding sea.  

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 
The most prominent geopolitical theory regarding sea power was devised by 
Alfred T. Mahan in 1949, who argued that sea power was a vital aspect for state 
prosperity, especially for the advance of its military and economy. Mahan wrote 
that “the history of sea power is largely, though by no means solely, a narrative 
of contests between nations, of mutual rivalries, of violence frequently 
culminating in war.” Mahan also argued that there were six elements of sea 
power: geographical location (proximity to the sea), physical conformation 
(access to the sea through rivers, lakes, harbours, and ports), physical coastline 
layout, national population, national character (and attitude toward commerce 
and trade), and its governmental character (including its military relationship). 
The Mediterranean Sea, as the researcher argues, has all of these sea power 
elements and therefore, more attention should be put forward by Muslim 
countries to this sea.  

Even though the geopolitical elements that determine the significance of a 
geographical unit from Mahan’s point of view differ slightly from El-Awaisi’s 
perspective, it still places emphasis on the significance of the sea for the world. 
El-Awaisi (2007) emphasised that geopolitical significance is defined by strategic 
location, population, resources, and historical background. This paper will use El-
Awaisi’s viewpoint as it corresponds to contemporary geopolitical circumstances, 
in comparison to Mahan’s (1949) theory which uses a military stance as its 
foundation. Apart from using the Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis to 
analyse current Mediterranean Sea events, this paper will also use Corbett’s 



Jo
ur

na
l o

f I
sl

am
ic

je
ru

sa
le

m
 S

tu
di

es
, 2

02
0,

 2
0 

(1)

36

Azka MADIHAH

 

(1988) approach, which states that the true purpose of sea power is not so much 
what happens at sea, but how such action influences land-based events and 
outcomes. 

As the Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis is derived from Quran 17:1, 
this paper will also discuss Quranic verses that mention the sea to explore the 
sea’s significance from an additional aspect. The further exploration of the sea’s 
significance aligns with Djamil’s (2012) terminology of “Oceanic Verse” and 
linguistic analysis of Quranic verses about the sea. This theory and framework will 
guide the investigation of the current situation of Mediterranean Sea, including 
its opportunity and threat in the future.   

THE MEDITERRANEAN SEA IN THE BARAKAH CIRCLE OF BAYT AL-MAQDIS 
El-Awaisi (2007) has highlighted the most comprehensive of Quranic 
terminologies: the land of “Barakah”, which encompasses Bayt al-Maqdis virtues. 
Bayt al-Maqdis is mentioned as the land of the Barakah five times in the Quran. 
Barakah, as El-Awaisi (2007) explained, moves in circles around the Al-Aqsa 
Mosque and then reaches the globe, but not at the same scale. It diminishes 
gradually as one moves further from the mosque. This concept of Barakah is the 
foundation of our proposed geopolitical theory and can be manifested as physical 
and spiritual Barakah (El-Awaisi, 2007).   

Determining whether the manifestation of Barakah is also bestowed upon 
the sea, especially the Mediterranean Sea, will provide insight as to the 
significance of that sea in this geopolitical theory. El-Awaisi (2007) explained that 
Barakah can be bestowed on objects, such as water, as confirmed by Quran surah 
Qaf, verse 9, “And We sent down from the sky water that is Mubarak and We 
made gardens grow by it and grown for harvesting”. The Barakah of sky water or 
rain cannot be discussed without considering the sea as the primary source of rain 
in the water cycle, since most evaporated water comes from the sea. According 
to Djamil (2012), bahara (the root word of “ocean” and “sea”) occurs 42 times in 
the Quran. This root word has heteronyms, such as ocean, sea, great river, great 
expanse of water, and a generous person or great knowledge. Djamil (2012) 
coined the term “Oceanic Verses” for these verses, highlighting that there should 
be specific research on this as 72% of the earth is covered by ocean.  

According to these Quranic verses, as well as scientific facts, the ocean and 
sea are the origins of water and the source of life. Therefore, besides Bayt al-
Maqdis manifesting as the land of Barakah, the Mediterranean Sea may be 
considered as possessing another type of Barakah manifestation within its 
waters. Other seas, such as the Red and Black Seas that surround Bayt al-Maqdis, 
might also manifest Barakah, although further research on this point might be 
needed. According to the Barakah Circle Theory, the Mediterranean Sea has the 
highest level of Barakah radiation since it is located in the three circles of the 
theory. 
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significance aligns with Djamil’s (2012) terminology of “Oceanic Verse” and 
linguistic analysis of Quranic verses about the sea. This theory and framework will 
guide the investigation of the current situation of Mediterranean Sea, including 
its opportunity and threat in the future.   
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El-Awaisi (2007) has highlighted the most comprehensive of Quranic 
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Mosque and then reaches the globe, but not at the same scale. It diminishes 
gradually as one moves further from the mosque. This concept of Barakah is the 
foundation of our proposed geopolitical theory and can be manifested as physical 
and spiritual Barakah (El-Awaisi, 2007).   

Determining whether the manifestation of Barakah is also bestowed upon 
the sea, especially the Mediterranean Sea, will provide insight as to the 
significance of that sea in this geopolitical theory. El-Awaisi (2007) explained that 
Barakah can be bestowed on objects, such as water, as confirmed by Quran surah 
Qaf, verse 9, “And We sent down from the sky water that is Mubarak and We 
made gardens grow by it and grown for harvesting”. The Barakah of sky water or 
rain cannot be discussed without considering the sea as the primary source of rain 
in the water cycle, since most evaporated water comes from the sea. According 
to Djamil (2012), bahara (the root word of “ocean” and “sea”) occurs 42 times in 
the Quran. This root word has heteronyms, such as ocean, sea, great river, great 
expanse of water, and a generous person or great knowledge. Djamil (2012) 
coined the term “Oceanic Verses” for these verses, highlighting that there should 
be specific research on this as 72% of the earth is covered by ocean.  

According to these Quranic verses, as well as scientific facts, the ocean and 
sea are the origins of water and the source of life. Therefore, besides Bayt al-
Maqdis manifesting as the land of Barakah, the Mediterranean Sea may be 
considered as possessing another type of Barakah manifestation within its 
waters. Other seas, such as the Red and Black Seas that surround Bayt al-Maqdis, 
might also manifest Barakah, although further research on this point might be 
needed. According to the Barakah Circle Theory, the Mediterranean Sea has the 
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The Mediterranean Sea enables us to distinguish between al-Sham and the 
land of Barakah. El-Awaisi (2007) explained that over half of Barakah’s land lies 
outside of al-Sham, placing it in the desert, parts of Egypt, or the Mediterranean. 
Specifically, the geographical boundaries of Bayt al-Maqdis are the River Jordan 
in the West, Jenin in the North, the Mediterranean Sea in the West, and Zoar in 
the South. 

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MEDITERRANEAN SEA 
The name of the Mediterranean Sea itself derives from the Latin word 
Mediterraneus, which can be translated as “inland” or the “middle place between 
the land”. The Romans appropriately thought of it as the mare nostrum, “our 
sea”. From the beginning of recorded Western history, it has functioned as a sort 
of global commons in a relatively confined space, providing a path for trade, an 
accessible source of protein, a field of transport, a ready battlefield, and a natural 
barrier (Stavridis, 2018). The Mediterranean Sea is also famous as a sea with many 
names, such the Akdeniz (the White Sea) for the Turkish, Yam Gadol (the Great 
Sea) for Jewish people, Mittelmeer (the Middle Sea) for Germany, and the 
doubtfully-named “Great Green” of the ancient Egyptians (Abulafia, 2011). El-
Awaisi (2007) mentioned that the Mediterranean coast was called, the coast of al-
Quds by Al-Dhahabi while Al-Maqdisi sometimes refers to it as the Roman Sea. 

The many names of the Mediterranean Sea indicate the involvement of this 
sea throughout civilised history, granting it the significance of a rich historical 
background in geopolitical perception. Other geopolitical elements, explained by 
El-Awaisi (2018), highlight how every nation inside the Barakah Circle Theory is 
geopolitically significant due to its strategic location, considerable population, 
historical background, or plentiful natural resources. 

Since the Mediterranean is strategically located between three continents 
(Asia, Europe, and Africa), the Mediterranean Sea has a significant geopolitical 
advantage. Moreover, the Barakah Circle Theory indicates that as given areas 
approach Bayt al-Maqdis (the center of Barakah), the effects of Barakah are 
perceived as more significant. As the Mediterranean Sea expands from the first 
circle to the third circle, it is the regional sea power in the same way that Egypt is 
the regional power (being located in both the second and third circles). 

The Mediterranean Sea region, as the largest of the semi-enclosed 
European seas, is home to around 480 million people living across three 
continents (Figure 3). It remains one of the world’s busiest shipping routes with 
about one-third of the world’s total merchant shipping crossing the sea each year. 
Approximately one-third of the Mediterranean population is concentrated in its 
coastal regions with roughly 250 million people (or 55% of the total population) 
residing in coastal hydrological basins (UNEP MAP, 2009). These people are 
sustained mostly by food from the sea. 
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The Mediterranean Sea also has considerable potential for energy 
resources, such as oil and gas. The latest oil and gas discoveries in the sea have 
attracted international interest. Nopens (2013) noted that if such development is 
not well managed, it could further destabilise the region. Nopens argued that 
major powers, including the US, Israel, the EU (especially the UK, France, Greece, 
and Cyprus), Russia, and Turkey were constantly competing for the redistribution 
of Eastern Mediterranean power regarding recently discovered hydrocarbon 
resources. For EU countries, these new resources could free Europe from 
overdependence on Russian gas. Meanwhile, Russia’s energy policy has been 
aimed at blocking any alternative to its control over Europe’s gas supplies. This 
involves an attempt to monopolise gas infrastructure from the Caspian Sea and 
Central Asia to Europe, which included exploiting Eastern Mediterranean energy 
resources.  

In 2018, Turkey started drilling for oil and gas in the Mediterranean 
(Reuters, 2018), thereby affecting Turkey’s position in the world’s energy supply 
chain. This came after previous attempts aimed at becoming an energy hub 
supplying gas and oil to Europe, involving the use of geographic positioning 
between multiple energy suppliers and the European market. The US, by contrast, 
has viewed the Mediterranean Sea as a highway for the projection of US power 
deep into the heart of Eurasia and Africa (Lloyd, 2009). Such competition for 
energy and power, along with the Arab Spring events, have shifted the 
geopolitical position of the Mediterranean from its naval power to its energy, 
economic, and political power. 

The Mediterranean Sea’s history chronicles humanity’s geopolitical journey 
upon the seas as the first sea in which war was declared (Stavridis, 2018). Al-Tel 
(2003) argued that Alqama ibn Hakim’s stationing of soldiers at al-Ramla, which is 
close to the Mediterranean coast, could be understood in the context of the coast 
still being under attack from the Byzantine military fleet which continued over a 
long period of time. In 1870, the Ottoman Empire held 32 ports on the 
Mediterranean Sea, another 11 on the Black Sea, and 5 more upon the Red Sea 
among its 70 ports (Urgan, 2015). Reitzel (1948) stated that at least 15 sovereign 
states are directly concerned with the Mediterranean Sea (including Europe, 
Great Britain, the US, and the Soviet Union) with differing commercial, political, 
and security interests. The sea currently remains an object of international 
interest with oil and gas drilling, pipeline projects, naval highways, refugee 
migration, the occupation of the Gaza coastline, and the attack of the Freedom 
Flotilla among its interests. 

Consistent with El-Awaisi’s theory that Bayt al-Maqdis and its surroundings 
are the centre of the world’s peace and conflict, most events that have occurred 
in the Mediterranean Sea are located inside the three circles in the Barakah Circle 
Theory. For example, D’Aponte (2014) argued that a global view of the whole 
Mediterranean area required designating different sides (Figure 4) as follows: 
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The Mediterranean Sea also has considerable potential for energy 
resources, such as oil and gas. The latest oil and gas discoveries in the sea have 
attracted international interest. Nopens (2013) noted that if such development is 
not well managed, it could further destabilise the region. Nopens argued that 
major powers, including the US, Israel, the EU (especially the UK, France, Greece, 
and Cyprus), Russia, and Turkey were constantly competing for the redistribution 
of Eastern Mediterranean power regarding recently discovered hydrocarbon 
resources. For EU countries, these new resources could free Europe from 
overdependence on Russian gas. Meanwhile, Russia’s energy policy has been 
aimed at blocking any alternative to its control over Europe’s gas supplies. This 
involves an attempt to monopolise gas infrastructure from the Caspian Sea and 
Central Asia to Europe, which included exploiting Eastern Mediterranean energy 
resources.  

In 2018, Turkey started drilling for oil and gas in the Mediterranean 
(Reuters, 2018), thereby affecting Turkey’s position in the world’s energy supply 
chain. This came after previous attempts aimed at becoming an energy hub 
supplying gas and oil to Europe, involving the use of geographic positioning 
between multiple energy suppliers and the European market. The US, by contrast, 
has viewed the Mediterranean Sea as a highway for the projection of US power 
deep into the heart of Eurasia and Africa (Lloyd, 2009). Such competition for 
energy and power, along with the Arab Spring events, have shifted the 
geopolitical position of the Mediterranean from its naval power to its energy, 
economic, and political power. 

The Mediterranean Sea’s history chronicles humanity’s geopolitical journey 
upon the seas as the first sea in which war was declared (Stavridis, 2018). Al-Tel 
(2003) argued that Alqama ibn Hakim’s stationing of soldiers at al-Ramla, which is 
close to the Mediterranean coast, could be understood in the context of the coast 
still being under attack from the Byzantine military fleet which continued over a 
long period of time. In 1870, the Ottoman Empire held 32 ports on the 
Mediterranean Sea, another 11 on the Black Sea, and 5 more upon the Red Sea 
among its 70 ports (Urgan, 2015). Reitzel (1948) stated that at least 15 sovereign 
states are directly concerned with the Mediterranean Sea (including Europe, 
Great Britain, the US, and the Soviet Union) with differing commercial, political, 
and security interests. The sea currently remains an object of international 
interest with oil and gas drilling, pipeline projects, naval highways, refugee 
migration, the occupation of the Gaza coastline, and the attack of the Freedom 
Flotilla among its interests. 

Consistent with El-Awaisi’s theory that Bayt al-Maqdis and its surroundings 
are the centre of the world’s peace and conflict, most events that have occurred 
in the Mediterranean Sea are located inside the three circles in the Barakah Circle 
Theory. For example, D’Aponte (2014) argued that a global view of the whole 
Mediterranean area required designating different sides (Figure 4) as follows: 

     
 

 

North Corner: 
A) Stable areas (European countries): Spain, Italy, France, Greece, Bulgaria, Romania, 

Slovenia, and Croatia; 
B) Areas in transition with moderate instability: Bosnia, Turkey, Serbia, Montenegro, 

and Albania; and 
C) Unstable and critical areas: Ukraine, Georgia, Armenia, and Azerbaijan. 

South Corner: 
A) More occidental and stable areas: Morocco; 
B) Areas transitioning to new political systems: Tunisia and Algeria; and 
C) Politically and economically unstable countries: Libya and Egypt. 

East Corner: 
A) Unstable and critical areas: Sudan, Eritrea, Gabon, Ethiopia, and Somalia; 
B) Unstable areas: Iraq and Iran; and 
C) Critical areas with potential or actual conflicts: Palestine, Israel, Lebanon, and Syria. 

The author argues that this instability in the coastal countries of the Eastern 
Mediterranean Sea as stated by D’Aponte might be related to the Barakah Circle 
Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis. In this theory, Bayt al-Maqdis and its surrounding area 
are the centre of the world’s peace and conflict. Thus, according to this theory, 
peace will be established only if these areas achieve peace and stability, as proven 
during the era of Umar Ibn al-Khattab and Salahuddin Al-Ayyubi (El-Awaisi, 2012). 

THE OCCUPATION OF THE MEDITERRANEAN SEA IN BAYT AL-MAQDIS 
According to the Barakah Circle Theory, the Eastern part of the Muslim and Arab 
world is the geographical location that should be ruled by Muslim leaders, 
encompassing land, sea, natural resources, energy, and culture. Knowledge of the 
seas, especially the Mediterranean Sea, is necessary to control them. 
Notwithstanding the consequences of El-Awaisi’s proposition, it is commonly 
known that Muslims do not have total control of the Mediterranean Sea at 
present, which might be correlated with the entwined military, political, and 
economic interests from coastal countries and superpowers. When Israel 
declared itself a state, it claimed Tel Aviv and Jerusalem City as de facto joint 
capitals from May to December of 1948. A possible rationale for this decision may 
have been to do with strengthening the new nation’s control over land, sea, and 
air in the Bayt al-Maqdis region, with Tel Aviv/Jaffa within its boundaries. It is also 
the nearest city to the Mediterranean Sea inside the first circle of the Barakah 
Circle Theory, granting Israel better access to economic, tourism, energy, food 
resources, industry, transportation, naval security and the sea. As Andritsos (2011) 
stated, Mediterranean coasts are densely populated, causing fierce competition 
for the coastal zone and accentuating environmental, safety, and security issues. 
Indeed, ports and terminals are often close to densely inhabited areas and are 
integral parts of coastal towns, making their interaction with the regional social 
tissue and territory a key parameter to planned development. 

Another case that may be used to illustrate how the Mediterranean Sea is 
closely tied to regional power among coastal countries is the prohibition placed 
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on Palestinian fishers to sail no more than six nautical miles into the sea off Israel. 
Previously, the Israeli-imposed permitted fishing zone for Palestinian fishers was 
nine nautical miles. After a long demonstration on the Gaza border, Israeli 
Defence Minister Avigdor Lieberman ordered the permissible zone for Palestinian 
fishers off the coast of Gaza to be scaled down to six nautical miles (Forrest, 2018). 
Since Gaza is located on the second circle of the Barakah Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis, 
it is essential to include its events to develop a better geopolitical understanding 
of this area. These events appear to support the assumption that occupation or 
colonialisation occurs at sea as well as on land. Israel also utilises 85% of the water 
from Palestinian water resources, violating International Water Law. Palestinian 
rights of access to the Mediterranean and the Dead Sea for fishing, port 
development, tourism, natural resource optimisation, and shipping have also 
been violated by Israeli occupation (Sabbah & Isaac, 1995). Thus, liberating Bayt 
al-Maqdis should include the liberation of the sea. 

A similar case can also be made relating to an attack on the Freedom Flotilla 
that occurred on May 31, 2010. Israeli soldiers raided a humanitarian flotilla, killing 
several passengers. The UN Secretary-General’s Panel of Inquiry reported that a 
naval blockade was imposed as a legitimate security measure to prevent weapons 
from entering Gaza by sea and its implementation complied with international law 
(UN Report, 2011). However, evidence presented by convoy organisers showed 
that the flotilla had asked all participants to sign a declaration before embarking 
on the journey that they would not engage in any action that would in any way 
contravene the purely humanitarian mission of the flotilla (IHH, 2012). Israeli naval 
special forces intercepted the convoy in international waters about 73 nautical 
miles from the coastline of Bayt al-Maqdis, inside the second circle of the Barakah 
Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis (Figure 5). 

This incident, according to the Barakah Circle Theory, could be attributed 
to an occupier of Bayt al-Maqdis controlling the Mediterranean Sea. The incident 
correlates with El-Awaisi’s (2018) argument that Egypt and Syria, located on the 
second circle, will always be the target of occupation, destruction, and control 
from occupiers or superpowers with interest in Bayt al-Maqdis. This incident has 
had significant diplomatic repercussions, most prominently for Israel’s 
relationship with Turkey and also throughout the Middle East (Steinberg, 2010). 
This proves Corbett’s theory that the influence of sea events on land events 
exceeds the direct influence of the actions themselves. Despite the severe 
outcome of this incident, Israel has been trying to prevent international legal 
action toward this attack by maintaining pressure in several ways, including upon 
the US government (IHH, 2012). Voting results in the UN Human Rights 
Council show that several EU countries abstained during the voting session on the 
report while the US registered the only negative vote. This case demonstrates a 
concept within the theory of Barakah Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis: justice that 
respects human dignity and human rights should be applied first before 
establishing peace (El-Awaisi, 2018). 
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on Palestinian fishers to sail no more than six nautical miles into the sea off Israel. 
Previously, the Israeli-imposed permitted fishing zone for Palestinian fishers was 
nine nautical miles. After a long demonstration on the Gaza border, Israeli 
Defence Minister Avigdor Lieberman ordered the permissible zone for Palestinian 
fishers off the coast of Gaza to be scaled down to six nautical miles (Forrest, 2018). 
Since Gaza is located on the second circle of the Barakah Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis, 
it is essential to include its events to develop a better geopolitical understanding 
of this area. These events appear to support the assumption that occupation or 
colonialisation occurs at sea as well as on land. Israel also utilises 85% of the water 
from Palestinian water resources, violating International Water Law. Palestinian 
rights of access to the Mediterranean and the Dead Sea for fishing, port 
development, tourism, natural resource optimisation, and shipping have also 
been violated by Israeli occupation (Sabbah & Isaac, 1995). Thus, liberating Bayt 
al-Maqdis should include the liberation of the sea. 

A similar case can also be made relating to an attack on the Freedom Flotilla 
that occurred on May 31, 2010. Israeli soldiers raided a humanitarian flotilla, killing 
several passengers. The UN Secretary-General’s Panel of Inquiry reported that a 
naval blockade was imposed as a legitimate security measure to prevent weapons 
from entering Gaza by sea and its implementation complied with international law 
(UN Report, 2011). However, evidence presented by convoy organisers showed 
that the flotilla had asked all participants to sign a declaration before embarking 
on the journey that they would not engage in any action that would in any way 
contravene the purely humanitarian mission of the flotilla (IHH, 2012). Israeli naval 
special forces intercepted the convoy in international waters about 73 nautical 
miles from the coastline of Bayt al-Maqdis, inside the second circle of the Barakah 
Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis (Figure 5). 

This incident, according to the Barakah Circle Theory, could be attributed 
to an occupier of Bayt al-Maqdis controlling the Mediterranean Sea. The incident 
correlates with El-Awaisi’s (2018) argument that Egypt and Syria, located on the 
second circle, will always be the target of occupation, destruction, and control 
from occupiers or superpowers with interest in Bayt al-Maqdis. This incident has 
had significant diplomatic repercussions, most prominently for Israel’s 
relationship with Turkey and also throughout the Middle East (Steinberg, 2010). 
This proves Corbett’s theory that the influence of sea events on land events 
exceeds the direct influence of the actions themselves. Despite the severe 
outcome of this incident, Israel has been trying to prevent international legal 
action toward this attack by maintaining pressure in several ways, including upon 
the US government (IHH, 2012). Voting results in the UN Human Rights 
Council show that several EU countries abstained during the voting session on the 
report while the US registered the only negative vote. This case demonstrates a 
concept within the theory of Barakah Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis: justice that 
respects human dignity and human rights should be applied first before 
establishing peace (El-Awaisi, 2018). 

     
 

 

CONCLUSION 
This study illustrated the key role that the Mediterranean Sea plays in the 
geopolitical balance between coastal states and superpowers. It is related to the 
fact that the sea became the strategic location of interaction between different 
communities in the world. It also becomes the subject of disputes and conflicts, 
which have shifted from naval, military, and international trade issues to energy 
issues (such as gas and oil). Nonetheless, this sea remains the sea power of the 
region. 

Since the Mediterranean Sea is located inside the Barakah Circle Theory of 
Bayt al-Maqdis, this theory suggests that all nations must notice the magnitude of 
the sea, as well as the land and the air, to protect their sovereignty. El-Awaisi, as 
the founder of this theory, highlighted Cyprus as a strategic location in the 
Mediterranean Sea that should be protected. He argued that the liberation of 
Islamicjerusalem would not occur until Muslims realise the unification of Egypt 
and Syria in the second circle. For that reason, Egypt, Syria, and other coastal 
Mediterranean countries inside the Barakah Circle of Bayt al-Maqdis require full 
sovereignty over their coasts and ocean zones to defend themselves from foreign 
invasion. Based on this geopolitical theory, all conflicts in the region will end if 
peace is established in Bayt al-Maqdis, leading to an end of global conflicts.  

As a conclusion, this study suggests that these Muslim countries, and 
particularly Turkey as the most influential state in the Mediterranean Sea’s coastal 
area and in the third circle of the Barakah Circle theory, should be aware of the 
potential, threat, and Barakah associated with this sea to establish peace in Bayt 
al-Maqdis. Regarding the occupation and illegal prohibition set by Israel, Muslim 
countries also should take legal action and prevent further acts of naval 
oppression. This is because the occupation of the sea is as hazardous as the 
occupation of land, as has been experienced by the population in Bayt al-Maqdis 
since 1917.  
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APPENDICES 
 

 
Figure 1: Boundaries of the Bayt al-Maqdis Region, Khalid El-Awaisi (2007). 
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APPENDICES 
 

 
Figure 1: Boundaries of the Bayt al-Maqdis Region, Khalid El-Awaisi (2007). 

     
 

 

 
Figure 2: El-Awaisi’s Barakah Circle Theory of Bayt al-Maqdis, El-Awaisi (2005). 

 
Figure 3: Populations of Mediterranean Coastal Countries (Extended Mediterranean), Tullio 
D’Aponte (2014). 
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Figure 4: Critical Areas of Political Instability in the Extended Mediterranean, Tullio D’Aponte 
(2014).  

 
Figure 5: The Location of Israeli Attack on the Freedom Flotilla, Montgomery (2010).  
Note: The label of Israel on this map is due to the limitation of research published on this 
issue and does not mean recognising such a state in the region of Bayt al-Maqdis.  
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The Heads of the Islamic Supreme Committee in Bay al-Maqdis leading the 
Resistance against the Occupation: Sheikh Dr. Akrama Sabri as a model 

ABSTRACT: Israel was forcibly established as an artificial entity occupying an area 
of 78% of Palestine in the year 1948, and attempted to exterminate the Palestinian 
people as well as their memory and civilization. This entity was built at the expense 
of other people, 85% of whom were displaced.  In June 1967, Israel launched a war 
that resulted in its occupation of the remainder of Palestine. After two days of 
fighting, Israeli occupation forces entered the eastern part of the city of Jerusalem, 
which had been under Jordanian rule since the Nakba of 1948.  In compliance with 
the provisions of Islamic jurisprudence which dictate that Muslims should manage 
their own religious affairs, a group of Muslim scholars and countrymen issued a 
historic statement on 24 July 1967 and announced the formation of 

 in Bayt al-Maqdis, which would assume control of the Awqaf, 
Islamic Affairs and Holy Sites, and would supervise the Sharia courts, and which 
included the Restoration Committee of Al-Aqsa Mosque and the Dome of the Rock.  
Since its inception, the Islamic Supreme Committee functioned as an independent 
Islamic body based in Jerusalem led by jurists, muftis, politicians, lawyers, and 
other respected personalities. The first chairmen of the Committee was the late 
Sheikh Abdul Hamid Al-Sayeh, who stayed in office for only two months as the 
occupation authorities deported him to Jordan. He was succeeded by a number of 
Jerusalemite scholars until the current president, Sheikh Dr. Ikrima Saeed Sabri, 
held this office in 1998. This study finds that establishing the Committee was a real 
challenge to the occupation’s forces and has spoiled much of their plans. The 
Committee was also established as an important player in matters related to 
Jerusalem and Palestine in general. This study sheds particular light on the period 
in which Sheikh Dr. Ikrima Sabri led the Committee since 1998. This was a period 
that has been very critical for the region, witnessing the Oslo accords and the Wye 
River negotiations, the second intifada in 2000, the martyrdom of Yasser Arafat, a 
historic Leader of the Palestinian people in 2004, as well as major international 
events such as the invasion of Iraq. In these circumstances, Jerusalem witnessed a 
higher level of aggressiveness from the occupiers, who have rejected all 
international agreements and treaties and is moving towards Judaising the city 
and eliminating its Arab and Islamic identity dating back to time immemorial. This 
has required the Supreme Islamic Committee and its chairmen to fully carry out 
their historic responsibilities, requiring vigilance and vigorous follow-up, which has 
in turn created a situation of direct clash with the occupation forces as they begin 
to monitor all its activities and who seek from time to time to restrict it at various 
levels. 

KEYWORDS: The Islamic Supreme Committee, Bayt al-Maqdis, Jerusalem, 
Judaisation, Zionist Occupation, Resistance
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to defuse its role. The study will also shed light on the forms of popular supportive 
bases in embracing the Palestinian resistance, and what means are used to exert 
constant pressure on the popular supportive bases in the city of Bayt al-Maqdis in 
aiming to supress and restrict it. The study will conclude with recommendations 
concerning activating the role of the popular supportive bases further to ensure its 
steadfastness and perseverance. 

KEYWORDS: Palestinian resistance, Zionist occupation, Bayt al-Maqdis, Popular 
support, Intifada.
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: 

The popular embrace of the Palestinian Resistance in Islamicjerusalem city 
1987-2019 

ABSTRACT: This study aims to highlight the popular supportive base of the 
Palestinian resistance in the city of Bayt al-Maqdis, constituting the real grassroots 
and acting as a popular backbone which supports, protects and nurtures the 
resistance from the outbreak of the uprisings of the Palestinian people in the past 
and into the present. This study will address the concept of the popular embrace, 
its role in the continuation of the work of the resistance, and its importance in 
achieving the national goals of the Palestinian resistance. Additionally, the study 
will address the main Israeli policies that the occupation government has been 
implementing since 1948 that have aimed to  negate the role of the popular 
embrace of the resistance by neutralising its support and by defusing the popular 
base and working to corrupt it. This study will then shed light on the extended 
period after the outbreak of the 1987 Intifada up to the present moment, as this 
first Intifada represents an important stage in the history of the Palestinian people 
for its impact on the rebirth of a popular supportive base after Israeli policies failed 
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The monuments of Bayt al-Maqdis in light of Zionist excavations: Between the 
goal of destruction and the means of protection 

ABSTRACT: The monuments of Bayt al-Maqdis – that belong to different historical 
periods - are subjected to a scheme of destruction practiced by the Zionist 
authorities in coordination with a group of settlement institutions. This has 
occurred from the beginning of the occupation until this moment in order to 
change its features, especially those that indicate an Islamic presence, and to show 
the link of the Holy City to Jewish heritage in a way that guarantees the promotion 
of the Zionist project. In order to overcome this continuous deterioration, more 
political and academic efforts must be made through Islamic countries, regional 
and international organisations, to protect and restore these monuments and 
develop research about them in light of the escalation of attacks on them in recent 
years 

KEYWORDS: Monuments, Bayt al-Maqdis, Excavations, Zionism, Judaisation, Al-
Aqsa Mosque  
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Palestinian history. This paper also present Zionists’ interests in the Christian 
Crusaders with a view to avoiding their mistakes. 

KEYWORDS: Holy Land, Israeli Studies, History, Crusaders, The West. 
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The Role of History in understanding Israeli Politics: an Analogy between the 
Crusades and the Zionist Movement as a case study 

ABSTRACT: In the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, Israel with its Western alliance is 
continuing its extreme war against Palestine and its people. In addition to the 
military factor in this war, there is another important element, namely the 
controlling and reshaping of identity and historical narratives. The Zionists efforts 
are concentrated on one target: proving their eternal right to the Holy Land. Their 
awareness of the importance of history and its role in politics motivates the 
Zionists to reshape and fabricate historical facts to support their claims of the Holy 
Land. They had shown a great deal of interest in studying previous historical 
models to avoid their mistakes and conclude some lessons. One of these models is 
that of the Christian Crusaders which has been intensely studied. This research aims 
to show the level of Zionist interest in history and how they use this to prove their 
right to the Holy Land. They take advantage of the Arabs and Palestinians 
ignorance of the importance of history to recreate an Israeli history that erases 
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texts but that has established it as a political theory inside and outside the Zionist 
entity.  It is necessary to come up with a true conception of these religious texts 
and the validity of their application to historical facts. This theory or myth is the 
subject of a dispute between the different Jewish sects themselves; between those 
who adopt it from hard-line sects and political parties in the Zionist state, and 
those who oppose it from other Jewish sect.  Additionally, this paper will examine 
the role of extremist Christian evangelical groups as a supportive force for the 
policies of the US and Europe. On the other hand, an Islamic view that contradicts 
these right-wing theories stands, based on a theory supported by a reality on the 
ground –the presence of Al-Aqsa Mosque– and authenticated documented history, 
as verified by legal, historical and religious documents.  This paper thus aims to 
dismantle the Zionist narrative and study it thoroughly in order to reach clear 
perceptions and results from their own sources. 

KEYWORDS: Old Testament, New Testament, Solomon's Temple, Al-Aqsa Mosque, 
Jerusalem, Bayt al Maqdis, Historical research, Babylonian captivity, Assyrian 
captivity. 
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Jewish religious texts and the historicity of the Temple in Bayt al Maqdis 

ABSTRACT: The issue of Bayt Al-Maqdis and the sacredness of its land for the three 
monotheistic religions is seemingly one the main causes for conflict, war and the 
shaping of government policies. Today, a dual conflict is  evident through the 
opposing stances on the existence of Al-Aqsa Mosque, as opposed to the theory or 
myth of a Holy Temple (Solomon’s Temple) adopted by some extremist Jewish 
groups who have since tried to prove the reality of this myth.  Therefore, we need 
to study the views behind this theory to reach facts and conclusions that are 
scientifically valid and which are acceptable by researchers. This will be carried out 
by comparing the fact that Al-Aqsa mosque exists today with the theory that 
Solomon’s Temple existed historically. This means that the study must be 
systematic in dealing with the extreme Jewish theory, which is based on religious 
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