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Abstract

This article calls for a possibility of virtue ethical theory of
politics in contemporary political theory by locating its key
sources in normative virtue ethics. First, it evaluates the
growing literature on politics and virtue ethics and evalu-
ates their promises. The following sections briefly account
for two versions of virtue ethics and two key concepts, char-
acter traits and justice, to draw a framework for developing a
theory of virtue politics. The last section discusses the mod-
ern nation-state as the most critical setback in articulating a
virtue-based political act.

Keywords: Virtue Ethics, Politics, Character Traits, Justice
as Virtue.
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INTRODUCTION

Although the recent decades have witnessed an upsurge of lit-
erature on the development of virtue ethics as a perspective in
different fields such as environment, business, health, food, care,
etc., politics as an arena to think about virtue ethics has not found
strong support in comparison to the other normative ethical ap-
proaches in contemporary ethics in general and in contemporary
political theory in particular.! In this paper, I will argue that we
should consider virtue ethics as an equally strong base that will
make a case for a virtue ethical-political theory or, to use more ap-
propriate nomenclature, a theory of virtue politics.

There are different reasons why a virtue ethical argumentation
in political theory is weaker than others. It could be claimed that
extracting a virtue-sensitive political theory from virtue ethics is
an idealist attempt to ignore the moral realities of modernity. In
other words, the moral condition of the modern world will make
the consideration of the political from a virtue ethical perspective
obsolete. The second claim says it is weaker because it disregards
self-oriented and interest-based politics or exaggerates the extent
of the individual’s ability to cultivate moral goals for the common
good of society.? Ignorance of the basic human quality is at stake

1 Some examples of the increasing trend are as follows: Lorraine L. Besser
and Michael Slote, eds., The Routledge Companion to Virtue Ethics, 1 edi-
tion (New York: Routledge, 2015); Stan van Hooft, The Handbook of Virtue
Ethics (Routledge, 2014); Daniel C. Russell, The Cambridge Companion to
Virtue Ethics (Cambridge University Press, 2013); Nancy E. Snow, ed., The
Oxford Handbook of Virtue, 1 edition (New York, NY: Oxford University
Press, 2018). Interestingly, these collections have only one chapter on the
tradition of virtue ethics in Islam.

2 Shelley Burtt, “The Politics of Virtue Today: A Critique and a Proposal,”
American Political Science Review 87, no. 2 (1993): 363. Burtt views human
passions (seeking material comfort and self-desire) as an impediment
to a politics of public virtue: “It seems to me, drawing on the insights of
Machiavelli and Rousseau, that the problem is more profound, linked not
to, particularly modern conditions but to human desires and dispositions
with which all political communities have struggled. Public virtue of any
sort asks too great an abstraction from self and the parochial interests
that conventionally draw citizens into politics to have any chance of being
successfully cultivated in a community that must establish its conditions
through the legislative process.” Instead of public civic virtue, she defends
a privately oriented version of virtue politics. Though I disagree with her
suggestion that liberalism and capitalism are not to blame for hindering
the formation of public virtue, her question of self-desire and desire for
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here: human selfishness. A third related criticism may come from
a situationist perspective that argues that moral judgment should
be evaluated according to the context that shapes moral agency.
In other words, behavior is not decided by the character traits that
virtue ethics supposes; rather, it is shaped by the situation (as is
shown in the famous Milgram experiment).® It calls for a realist ac-
count of human nature regarding what counts as disposition. An
adequate theory of virtue politics has to respond to these claims,
and this paper tries to do that.

There is nascent literature on virtue politics in contemporary lit-
erature as part of a larger virtue ethics framework. Although pro-
ponents of the larger umbrella could be considered a significant
party to the ethics debate along with Utilitarians and Kantians,
virtue politics as a subfield is still in its beginning phase. To the
extent that we take virtue political discourse (VPD) as a practice
of thinking about the state and society in a traditional society, the
discourse has lost its coherency with the modern mind. The ar-
guments of After Virtue reveal that the predicament of the moral
agent, freed from the divine revelation and other traditional sourc-
es, left with an immense relativist availability of choices, most of
which, in the end, could be jettisoned as personal preferences.
The implications of this failed project could be best observed in
the increasing power of the state and capital markets in cultivating
amodern self.

As VPD deals explicitly with the political aspects of moral life,
I will give a cursory review of leading scholars in the field. In an
article discussing the relationship between virtue and politics,
Mark LeBar examines the virtue ethical justifications for political
authority by analyzing four modern exponents of virtue ethics:
Martha Nussbaum, Michael Slote, Rosalind Hursthouse, Douglas
Rasmussen, and Den Uyl.> He argues that the disagreements be-

material comfort reminds me of the importance of psychological realism
that any theory of virtue politics needs to heed.

3 Lorraine Besser-Jones, “The Situationist Critique,” in The Routledge Com- 3
panion to Virtue Ethics, ed. Michael A. Slote and Lorraine Besser-Jones -
(New York, 2015), 375-84, https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203071755-36. Divan

4 Alasdair Maclntyre, Erdem Peginde: Bir Ahlak Teorisi Calismasi, trans. 2023/2
Muttalip Ozcan (Istanbul: Vakifbank Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2019).

5 Mark LeBar, “Virtue and Politics,” in The Cambridge Companion to Virtue

Ethics, ed. Daniel C. Russell, Cambridge Companions to Philosophy (New
York, 2013), 265-89.
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tween these different approaches to authority and other accounts
of virtue ethical justifications for political authority could be solved
by “a weak form of liberal neutrality.”® He assumes that the state
is under the normative constraint of a particular virtue ethical ac-
count. In the case of competing visions of virtue ethical visions,
this particular account is expected to avoid prohibiting practices
that do not comply with them.

LeBar reminds us of John Locke’s emphasis on natural equality
discourse, that is, equality because of the very birthright of every-
one in power and jurisdiction.” Locke is evoked here to simulta-
neously solve the problem of the availability of multiple compet-
ing virtue ethical visions. I think modern moral disagreements
are qualitatively different from those in the early modern (pre-
modern) context. The nature of disagreement should be explained
first rather than the different versions of virtue ethical accounts of
authority. LeBar’s point has made me consider the nature of disa-
greement in the Ottoman context. Where and when questions or
context are briefly essential to evaluate what virtue ethical disputa-
tion means in the Ottoman context. One needs to understand first
whether separating the line between moral disagreement and legal
disputes is possible. LeBar does not mention the legal aspect of the
problem where any discussion of moral conflict and authority has
to deal with the legal framework in the Ottoman context, and con-
sidering the close relationship between the modern state and law,
it needs to be taken into account in the contemporary context, too.
The coercive nature of the modern state and Islamic legal tradition
as a coercive authority should not be confused in the discussions
of moral disputation. These two entities correspond to two differ-
ent political realities germane to the virtue political discourse I will
try to define.

Daniel C. Russell critically engages with the virtue-based ap-
proach to politics of the last two decades in a review article for
the literature on virtue politics. He distinguishes between talking
about virtue (as in the instance of Hobbes) and character-based
ethics, which he means by the Aristotelian reading of politics.? Af-

6 LeBar, 277.
7 LeBar, 279.

8 Daniel C. Russell, “Virtue Ethics and Political Philosophy,” in The Rout-
ledge Companion to Social and Political Philosophy, ed. Gareth Gaus ve
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ter briefly mentioning the revival of virtue ethics in Anglophone
academia through the works of Anscombe and Foot in 1958, the
article sets the distinguishing feature of virtue ethics; “the ac-
count of good character is prior to action appraisal.”® The substan-
tive contribution of virtue ethics in political philosophy is valued.
However, we will benefit from virtue politics only through mean-
ingful justificatory explanations instead of adding virtue into the
political discourse. Considering the current state of the scholar-
ship on virtue ethics, Russell doubts that a vast and robust expan-
sion of the scholarship is likely. A similar expectation comes from
William A. Galston, who argues that virtue ethics will hardly result
in a strong case for virtue politics.'” This consensus reminds me
of the interlocutors of Kinalizade Ali Celebi, who were bemoan-
ing the impossibility of implementing the standards of Sharia in a
time of mischief and discomfort.!' T argue that there is a common
point between Galston and Russell and interlocutors of Kinalizade
Ali Celebi: the perception of reality. Liberalism, with its variants
as a political and cultural vision at large, the military power of the
modern state with its obligative character in law and organization
of social life, and capitalism as the strongest among all define what
we receive as the reality today. Just as the density of the mischief
would push one toward thinking that there is an unprecedented
crisis, making the realization of ethical standards ideal and futile to
be realized at all, contemporary political reality would push one to
see that a virtue political vision is ineffective. It should have been
clear that Russell and Galston do not use my explanation on the re-
ception of reality. Theirs’ is probably about the academic weakness
of the literature compared to other scholarly solid positions in eth-
ics. My argument is that the way the scholar treats reality should be
considered essential, a fundamental aspect of VPD.

Fred D’Agostino (Abingdon: Routledge Handbooks Online, 2012), 364-74,
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203092231.ch32.

9 Russell, 365. 5

10William A. Galston, “Virtue,” in A Companion to Contemporary Political . .
Philosophy, ed. Robert E. Goodin, Philip Pettit, and Thomas W. Pogge (John
Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2017), 843, https://doi.org/10.1002/9781405177245.  2023/2
chb54.

11Kinalizade Ali Celebi, Ahlak-1 ‘Alar, trans. Mustafa Kog (Istanbul: Tiirkiye
Yazma Eserler Kurumu Baskanlig1 Yayinlari, 2014), 996. Against this cry,
Kinalizade insisted that it was still possible to implement the Sharia.

Divan
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1.1. VIRTUE ETHICS: VARIETIES

As one of the critical schools of normative ethics, virtue ethics
deals with what is noble and good in human behavior. It prioritiz-
es cultivating good character and motives rather than the conse-
quences of actions or rules. Virtue is the excellence of character
traits that can be gained through practice. The main thematical
problems for virtue ethics can be listed as “the foundations of vir-
tue, the universality of virtue, the relation between character and
issues in applied ethics such as role obligations and right action
generally, demands for codifiability and determinacy, and ‘char-
acter skepticism’ suggested by situationist psychology.”!? Some of
these problems will be explored briefly in the coming pages.

An essential feature of virtue ethics is the distinction between
two kinds of ethical expression; the first one is called deontic
(which means necessity in Greek), which judges acts as permis-
sible or obligatory and morally right or wrong according to how
they follow the appropriate rules, the second kind is called aretaic
(which means excellence or virtue in Greek) where the connection
with the rules is secondary to the ethical terms such as morally
good, admirable and virtuous.” Virtue ethics is interested in us-
ing aretaic terms in its classification of behaviors. This distinction
denotes that for an act to be called virtuous, it must go through a
process instead of simple obedience or disobedience to a rule. The
word cultivation should be noted here. Since one does not acquire
moral character from birth, it is by training and education in that
one learns from his immediate family members or teachers. The
learning process connects us to the community; one cannot self-
discipline in character education independent of one’s immediate
community. The connection with the group is inherent in the cul-
tivation of the character.

Conventionally, virtue ethics links one to one’s past and tradi-
tion. It assumes that human potential is only realized through in-
tergenerational interaction, where one constantly reflects on the
accumulated bag of practices. Though liberal modernity is individ-

12 Christine Swanton, “Virtue Ethics,” in International Encyclopedia of the
Social & Behavioral Sciences (Second Edition), ed. James D. Wright (Oxford:
Elsevier, 2015), 147, https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-097086-8.63092-1.

13Slote, “Virtue Ethics,” 177.
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ualist, virtue ethical school is community-based. In other words,
human cognition reaches its moral maturity through the commu-
nity, only activated through relational behaviors with the outside
social world. The community here is key to unpacking individual
potential. Modern connotations of the word (i.e., community) are
diverse, but the most widespread usage is anti-individualist, such
as the meaning that protection of the person from outside dangers
or briefly any protective shield from outside attacks; that burial of
the individual or lack of recognition of individuality, etc., examples
could be added. One notices the first apparent contradiction: how
can one talk about moral maturity if individuality is suppressed?
The short answer is related to a particular understanding of human
beings in virtue ethics as a discipline. An Aristotelian version of the
virtue ethics that the article will take as the basis of analyses is es-
tablished on the idea that there is an opposite inclination in the hu-
man soul for every category of the virtuous act. One who pursues
a virtuous life must find the middle way between the two extreme
poles of categories. There is contempt in modern discussions on
the middle way. However, I find this lack of interest unconstruc-
tive. The particular relationship that the individual will establish
with the community will provide a reasonable middle way. It is not
arbitrary or abstract emphasis on finding the middle way. Oppo-
site extremities of any virtuous act could lead to deplorable deeds.
The strong connection between individual moral maturity and the
community rests on the idea that the manifestation of moral char-
acter is observed in social settings. Whether they are inner or outer
moral categories, almost all the character features are directly built
on visible behavioral models. This shows that inner moral strength
can only be proved through practical acts. The next part focuses
on two dominant sub-schools within virtue ethics to better under-
stand the discipline.

1.1.1. Eudaemonist Tradition

An essential feature of eudaemonist tradition is that it treats vir- 7
tues in relation to eudaemonia (flourishing, happiness in Greek). pjvan
It requires practical wisdom for the excellence of character. When  9093/9
determining the essential features of eudaemonist tradition, Swan-
ton considers three aspects of it; “(1) A necessary condition of a
trait being a virtue is that it at least partially contributes to, or con-
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stitutes, the flourishing (eudaimonia) of the possessor of the virtue.
(2) Practical wisdom is necessary for the excellence of character. (3)
The basic ‘thin’ concept in virtue ethics is excellence.”'* The first
condition gives us clues regarding the interconnectedness of the
different virtues. The so-called end goal here is the overall flourish-
ing of the individual. If and only if it raises the moral development
of the character to the point of excellence, we can talk about a eu-
daemonist virtue ethical tradition. The question of how virtue can
contribute to the flourishing of the possessor of a particular virtue
can be answered with the help of practical wisdom. The goal-ori-
ented description should be distinct from the deontological priori-
ties. Virtue(s) is expected to permeate all sections of life practices.
The interconnectedness of virtues alludes to the maxim that any
virtuous act has to reflect internal goods of any status form.

The close relationship between happiness and virtue shows how
vital morality is in cultivating happiness. Julia Annas summarizes
the connection between happiness, the idea of a final end, and
virtue as follows; “Our lives will only achieve a final end which is
complete and self-sufficient, if our aims and actions are subordi-
nated to, and given their roles and priorities by, a life of virtuous
activity: a life, that is, lived in a moral way, from a disposition to do
the morally right thing for the right reason, and with one’s feelings
endorsing this.”’® The final end is about attaining both internal and
external happiness. In this sense, virtue is something external as
much as internal. Educating emotions is as important as having
a comfortable material life so that the moral act does not lead to
pain or any negative/detrimental psychological consequences for
the person.

1.1.2. Agent-Based Theories

Another strand of virtue ethics is interested in motives and in-
ner states. Agent-based theories of virtue ethics posit that it is the
agent’s inner states (motives, desires, etc.) through which human
behavior should be evaluated. Swanton explains: “Whether or not

14 Christine Swanton, “The Definition of Virtue Ethics,” in The Cambridge
Companion to Virtue Ethics, ed. Daniel C. Russell, 2013, 320, https://doi.
org/10.1017/CCO9780511734786.015.

15Julia Annas, The Morality of Happiness (Oxford University Press, 1995),
431.
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agent-centered virtue ethics is character-centered, or motive/in-
tention/emotion centered, the idea of agent-centeredness can be
interpreted in a strong or weak way. Strong agent-centeredness;
The evaluation of action e.g., right or required, is wholly derivable
from the evaluation of character, motive, or intention, where those
features, in turn, are evaluated as excellent or admirable without
appeal to further features (such as value or flourishing) not wholly
reducible to virtue. Weak agent-centeredness entails an evalua-
tion of action as e.g., right or required is wholly derivable from the
evaluation of character, motive, or intention, where those features,
in turn, are evaluated as excellent or admirable by appealing to fur-
ther features (such as value or flourishing) not wholly reducible to
virtue, but not wholly independent of virtue.”* In these two ver-
sions of agent-based theories, the primacy of character, motive,
and intention needs further explanations for how virtue is cultivat-
ed independently of the character, motive, or intention. For virtue
to manifest itself through practices, it must be willed by the inner
states.

The most vocal proponent of agent-based theories is Michael
Slote, who argues for a non-Aristotelian account of agent-based
virtue ethics.!'” He distinguishes between agent-focused and agent-
based theories. The former is the common Aristotelian notion of
virtue ethics that emphasizes individual character traits rather
than actions. This, in the end, he claims, leads to the idea that the
virtuous individual is the criterion of what is good and right, that
the virtuous person is meant to become “in the best position to
know or perceive what is fine or right.”*® On the other hand, the
latter position treats the actions as derivates of independent and
fundamental aretaic facts about the motives and inner states.
Slote’s distinction is more about treating virtues as the things in
themselves. It is presented as if virtues have their substantive real-
ity outside of actions, and hence, whoever acquires them as part
of tradition or through education becomes virtuous. The following
part will focus on two important concepts that any discussion on
virtue ethics might entail. 9
Divan
2023/2

16 Swanton, “The Definition of Virtue Ethics,” 326-27.

17Michael Slote, “Agent-Based Virtue Ethics,” Midwest Studies in Philosophy
20 (1995): 83-101, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-4975.1995.tb00306.x.

18Slote, 84.
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1.2. VIRTUE ETHICS: KEY CONCEPTS

Justice as a virtue and character traits will be discussed to sup-
port the argument with the current theoretical concepts.

1.2.1. Justice as a Virtue

The concept of justice as a virtue is a complex one that presents
a major challenge for any scholarly attempt to analyze its philo-
sophical, legal, and political aspects, save the virtue ethical recep-
tion of the concept. The key question about justice as virtue is to
connect justice as part of the individual character with justice as a
feature of the political institutions.'® The modern study of justice as
a virtue is more inclined toward treating justice as a feature of in-
stitutions. Two caveats apply to justice as a feature of the political
institutions: 1) the pre-modern situation where legal institutions
are primary sources for the moral legitimacy of the ruling class
and the possible expectations of ordinary individuals to be treated
justly within the given conditions in especially Islamic context, 2)
modern condition where the institutionalized legal system as a
tool of state authority. The probable implications of these points
will be explored in the next part when I discuss the importance of
the distinction between the modern and pre-modern treatment of
morality in general.

A prominent aspect of the issue is determining which comes
first: justice or virtue. Could they be against each other? What
should be the priority in that case? What makes justice virtuous?
Are there non-virtuous forms of justice??’ 2! Each of these questions

19For a study that adds a third dimension that connects individuals and in-
stitutions, see David Schmitz and John Thrasher, “The Virtues of Justice,”
in Virtues and Their Vices, ed. Kevin Timpe and Craig A. Boyd (OUP Oxford,
2014), 59-74.

200nora O’Neill discusses the first three questions, arguing that the concern
for justice and virtue is compatible, and explains how the two have been
made incompatible through the distinctions whose origins emerged with-
in the ancient universalist conception of justice and particularist concep-
tion of virtue. Onora O’Neill, Towards Justice and Virtue: A Constructive
Account of Practical Reasoning (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1996), 9-37.

211In one of the studies on historical analyses of the relationship between jus-
tice and virtue, Jean Porter traced the idea of justice as the character of
the person in the works of Aquinas. See Jean Porter, Justice as a Virtue: A
Thomistic Perspective (Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing, 2016).
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requires a separate study to tackle adequately. For this part, virtue
plays a pivotal role in defining what justice is. In the Aristotelian
sense, this mostly means distribution and rectification; it is sim-
ply about goods and property and how they are shared in a given
society. The critical question is about the agents who fulfill the dis-
tribution work. Is the agent a requirement for justice as a virtue to
be realized in society, or do the institutions themselves guarantee
justice? There is not an easy answer to this question, but this much
we know: in pre-modern societies, the institutions’ function is to
ensure that they aim at cultivating virtuous citizens.? The link be-
tween institutions and individuals is not one-directional, and the
institution’s power is equated with the extent to which they can
form an ideal of justice.

Justice as a person’s character shapes justice as the character of
society.? The latter builds upon the former. This principle is as true

I

22Lebar observes this apparent dichotomy as follows; “... Aristotle’s con-
cern about the relation between the person with “the virtue of the citi-
zen” (politon) and general virtue (Politics III 4) foreshadows the concern
we must face in a different way. We, too, face a challenge in understand-
ing how general virtue, particularly the individual virtue of justice, carries
forward into political society. This challenge is sharpened somewhat if we
accept the idea that the virtue of justice requires liberal political institu-
tions — institutions that respect the freedom of individuals to forge and live
by their own conceptions of the good, as Rawls framed that idea (1971:
§2). This conception of the aim of political institutions contrasts sharply
with the Aristotelian idea that they exist for the sake of forging virtuous
citizens.” Mark Lebar, “The Virtue of Justice Revisited,” in The Handbook
of Virtue Ethics, ed. Stan van Hooft (New York, London: Routledge, 2014),
270, /core/books/handbook-of-virtue-ethics/virtue-of-justice-revisited/
D4EFEBD9113931BA9670BDADFECA5823.

23The idea of justice as the character of the societies is both ancient and
modern. Though not particularly virtue ethical, Rawls’ theory of justice
also deals with this question. His treatment of social justice reverses the
position I defend in this article, meaning that he sees justice as an indi-
vidual character as a derivative of social justice, not the other way around.
Therefore, his universalist account (Kantian as well) is rationalist rather
than sentimentalist. John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (Harvard University
Press, 2009). See also for a discussion of Rawls and the idea of justice as the 11
character of societies; Mark LeBar and Michael Slote, “Justice as a Virtue,”
in The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, ed. Edward N. Zalta, Spring
2016 (Metaphysics Research Lab, Stanford University, 2016), https://plato.
stanford.edu/archives/spr2016/entries/justice-virtue/.. Though I empha-
size the individual character more in this literature review, both historical
experiences and modern treatments of the subject require us to find a bal-
ance between them.
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for pre-modern societies as it is for modern societies, even though
a liberal objection could easily be raised against it. There is some-
thing common about the distribution of goods and justice as vir-
tue beyond any historical context that transgresses time and space
constraints in analyzing human social behavior; the close con-
nection between the character of the person and the way he acts
significantly determines the performance of the particular work in
terms of fulfilling the requirements of justice. In the end, this per-
formance contributes toward the common good in society, which
is achieved to the extent that the distribution of the goods is done
according to merits. This ideal picture in the thought may not be
practically a lived experience. However, this was the case regarding
the moral justification of public offices. The distinctive mark of the
virtue of justice is its ability to provide moral justification for any
public work/worker. Considering that moral justification presents
a more potent form of legitimacy in a pre-modern situation than
political and legal legitimacies, the connection between justice as
virtue and moral justification needs to be explored more.

The entry of virtue ethics into the legal theory has recently been
studied in the literature. In one of the first extensive works on “Vir-
tue Jurisprudence,” the role of virtue ethics is defined as making
the goal of the law as the flourishing of human life. As important
as the first goal, a second function is added to the question of
how legal institutions can best do their job of conflict resolution;
“achieving an excellent judiciary requires the selection of judges
who possess the judicial virtues—civic courage, judicial tempera-
ment, judicial intelligence, wisdom, and, above all, justice.” >* This
account obviously prioritizes justice as the character of the person
and emphasizes the character of the judge. For instance, in the case
of judicial incorruptibility, corruption is defined as a vice, and any
corrupt judicial decision would erode the rule of law and threaten
the public adherence to the law and public acceptance of the law
as legitimate.?® Similarly, Farrelly and Solum take concepts such
as judicial sobriety, courage, temperament and impartiality, dili-
gence, and carefulness and adapt them into the definition process
of judicial virtues.?® In this account of justice as a virtue, the social

24Colin Patrick Farrelly and Lawrence Solum, eds., Virtue Jurisprudence
(New York, NY: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007), 2.

25Farrelly and Solum, 7.
26 Farrelly and Solum, 8-16.
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significance of the law is emphasized more than the authority of
the legal domain. This is what makes justice a virtue; that is, the
authority and enforcement of the judiciary, first and foremost, de-
pend on the public acceptance of it, as Farrell and Solum contend.
In pre-modern conditions, the close connection between law and
morality sustains public acceptance more than anything. Hence,
the personal character of the judge is stressed more than in any
legal system.

1.2.2. Character Traits

One’s character could be defined as his/her behavioral disposi-
tions that do not change easily over time and are relatively stable.
We attribute certain key adjectives, such as greedy, compassion-
ate, shy, talkative, etc., to the individual.?” An important question
regarding a virtue ethical perspective is determining the extent of
the person’s character change. Do the character traits come with
the birth? What mechanisms allow us to understand how person-
al traits change over time? Or is it not possible at all to talk about
the character change? There are different answers to these ques-
tions. This article, however, views that understanding virtues as
the acquired behavioral quality of the individual calls for char-
acter change to be a required feature of moral development. In
this sense, the relation of the character change to virtue politics is
fundamental to exploring how the desires for personal gain could
be directed towards the public common good. The potentiality of
the individuals for character change has significant implications
for the perception and formation of the political order. In the case
where one can not foresee the experienced injustice and mischief

27There is a plethora of works on character as it crosses multiple disciplines.
For some of the recent literature, Owen J. Flanagan, Amélie Oksenberg
Rorty, and Amélie Rorty, Identity, Character, and Morality: Essays in Mor-
al Psychology (MIT Press, 1993); Blaine J. Fowers, Virtue and Psychology:
Pursuing Excellence in Ordinary Practices (American Psychological Asso-
ciation, 2005); Kristjan Kristjdnsson, Virtues and Vices in Positive Psychol-
ogy (Cambridge University Press, 2013); Christian B. Miller, Character and 13
Moral Psychology (OUP Oxford, 2014); Edward Chin-Ho Chang and Law-
rence J. Sanna, eds., Virtue, Vice, and Personality: The Complexity of Behav-
ior (American Psychological Association, 2003); Christian B. Miller et al.,
eds., Character: New Directions from Philosophy, Psychology, and Theology
(Oxford University Press, 2015). For an extensive collection on character
study, “Home | The Character Portal,” accessed January 15, 2020, http://
thecharacterportal.com/.
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to be rectified, the root cause is likely linked with the unchanging
character of the decision-makers. If a character is formed through
experiences and stabilized through established moral standards,
its elevation and rectification are always possible. Hence, this un-
derstanding of the character carries the seeds for a politics of hope,
meaning that any experienced mischief or corruption among the
parties to the contract (political or economic) is dissolvable by the
common will.

By dissolvable, I mean that one’s character (or action) labeled
as corrupted could be changed to the degree that it is labeled as
law-abiding (or lawful for the action in question). This transition or
process is not realized through a legal or administrative sanction.
Rather, it is through popularized virtuous acts that are established
in the popular imagination that feeds on the expectations and de-
sires for qualitative moral change in the way things are done. The
term “popularized virtuous acts” is closely linked with the pioneers
of any given society. It does not have time and space constraints
as we observe in modern/pre-modern, traditional/contemporary
social contexts.?® A politics of virtue based on character change
would present the popular imagination with different alternatives
or pathways to the just order.

1.3. VIRTUE POLITICS AND THE PROBLEM OF MODERNITY

A common feature of any discussion on virtue ethics starts with
a reminder of its historical antecedents in ancient Greek philoso-
phy, and rightly so, how it has weakened as a discipline through
the advent of modernity and, rightly again, how it resurfaced in
the second half of the twentieth century. This account will inev-
itably bring into question the role of modernity in the history of
the discipline: why did it lead to an interruption, why do we think
there is a conflict between virtue ethics and modernity, and why

281t is meant here as “influencers” in the traditional sense. For a recent pro-
ject that studies morally exceptional people and their contribution to the
understanding of morality, “The Beacon Project,” The Beacon Project,
accessed January 16, 2020, https://www.moralbeacons.org/. For an argu-
ment that disputes the importance of the morally exceptional for affirma-
tion of moral theory, Susan Wolf, “Moral Saints,” The Journal of Philosophy
79, no. 8 (1982): 419-39, https://doi.org/10.2307/2026228.
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has it reemerged in the second part of the last century? One may
put the cause of the conflict on the historiographical gaps in our
understanding of the field and claim that the dominant account
might simply highlight a narration that defers currents that involve
voices of virtue ethics. Competing accounts of political modernity
and culture may have a role in that. Another possible answer could
be found in the daily conflicts of contemporary life. Indeterminacy
and lack of solutions for the conflicts of modernity might channel
the search for unity and meaning toward traditional social prac-
tices.

Rather than taking virtue ethics as a discipline, my approach is
about how it has been lived as a practice that has made it possi-
ble to be part of various civilizations, from Islamic and Christian
to the Indian and Chinese, for over two millennia. It is not about
ideas but about the very givenness and naturalness of social prac-
tice that matter in it. So, as a discipline, one may chart the various
trends in virtue ethics. However, the emphasis on the importance
of the naturalness of the social practice is a common thread, and it
could be argued that it is what makes it a common denominator in
different civilizational zones. Marriage, work, family relationships,
the whole notion of friendship, the government of state affairs etc.,
are all venues where social practices can be exercised. Any social
practice is molded upon a multifaced relationship between virtue,
practical wisdom, and flourishing (eudaimonia; happiness). Each
of these terms requires self-standing explanations, which will be
briefly done. I want to begin with the idea of the naturalness of the
social practice and how it is seen as part of a single and unitary
life. By naturalness, I mean the acquisition of any character in the
individual’s behavioral patterns that comes as if it is a natural part
of the person. For instance, benevolence is practiced not because
of an expected gain in this or another world but as if an urge to
drink water without contemplation comes naturally. On the other
hand, the idea of unitary life involves the feeling of unity in differ-
ent phases of life. Division of labor is still available, but the organic
unity of the person with family and state is uninterrupted. In other
words, family and state are seen as an extended version of the in-
dividual body.

There are two distinct accounts of ethics and modernity that I
will follow throughout the article. One of the assumptions of this
study is that the emergence of a secular nation-state does signify
a radical rupture with the pre-modern. Obviously, the degree and
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form of this new phenomenon vary according to the historical and
political geographies in question.? However, the existence of an
arguably secular and liberal nation-state is observed in many cor-
ners of the world, including Turkey. The importance of this new
phenomenon entails the emergence of a new political/religious
consciousness and several structural changes in the organization
of the society that my study will not go into detail. However, if this
is true, then its implications for moral thought require thorough
consideration.

The most important consequence of this change in virtue ethics
is that the state has been constructed as defining itself; it has its
priorities and its sanctions on the individuals that were not avail-
able in the past. It is not meant to have a monopoly over the use
of violence and provide social order as two distinct powers of the
state. It is about the interference of the state with social institutions
such as family, law, and religion that we see the most significant
ruptures with the pre-modern and, hence, with the paradigmatic
understanding of virtue ethics. If the virtue has a value by itself that
is independent of the state institutions and shared by the com-
mon people and in compliance with the most significant source
of normative power in a pre-modern society, i.e., with the religion,
then the agreement between the two reflects the ways religion and
virtue ethics support each other. Catholic scholarship claims “the
selective affinity” between religion and virtue ethics more than
its historical precedents.** A similar claim could be attributed to
the Islamic intellectual movements in different parts of the world,
though not as much as visible in the Catholic tradition. Historical
connections of Islamic scholarship with the tradition of virtue eth-
ics were stronger. So, we have two conflicting pictures in front of
us: a Catholic virtue ethical tradition that is historically weak but
contemporarily popular versus an Islamic virtue ethical tradition
that is historically powerful but weak in the modern era.!

29The works of sociologist Shmuel Eisenstadt attest to the multiplicity of this
process; see Eisenstadt, Comparative Civilizations and Multiple Moderni-
ties.

30For a brief reception of Aristotelian ethics by Christianity, see Frede, “The
Historic Decline of Virtue Ethics,” 129-35. Frede connects the decline of
virtue ethics to the decline of trust in the Christian foundation of society,
the war of religions, and absolutist regimes in the early modern era.

311 mean the discontinuity of virtue ethical thinking in the Islamic world, not
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A common point in these two conflicting images is the problem-
atic entry of modernity into the equation and its impact on how
politics is practiced. It has begun to define and organize the social
relations that were in the purview of the religion. The space previ-
ously occupied has been expanded, and the role and meaning of
the religion have shifted so that this new political understanding
determines private/public differences. Post-Ottoman Turkey in
the twentieth century reflects these shifts in its recent history. The
breaking of the conventional division of space has culminated in a
conflict between the modern practice of politics and religion. The
practice of politics in this new sense has been institutionalized as
a mechanism that directs the daily life of dissolving communities.
The state has intervened in a mass education program for its citi-
zens. The family has become the target of the state policy. Bureau-
cracy as part of the administrative tool has also been reflected in
daily life. The most common repercussions of this new practice are
the governing logic of new politics and its echoes on the fragmen-
talization of daily life into calculable units. Appropriation of fam-
ily, education, and daily life by the bureaucratic state is just one
dimension of the new practice of politics. All these aspects of new
life have become possible through legal instruments of the state
bureaucracy. The governing logic of the new politics defines the
law itself.

The difference between being a community member in tradi-
tional society and being a citizen of the nation-state in the modern
era defines the tension between virtue ethics and modern politics.
I do not claim that the modern practice of politics necessarily ex-
cludes a virtue ethical pursuit of life. However, as many scholars
have shown, an imminent conflict between the two needs to be
addressed. Picturing the situation before the emergence of the
new politics could clarify the conflict. There is a reason why we can
safely assume that virtue ethics was one of the fundamental ways
of pursuing a full life in the pre-modern era. This reason is close-
ly related to the space of the state. Assigning a space for the pre-
modern state could be evaluated as ahistorical or simply difficult 17
to show its contours. However complex this picturing process is, Davan

my attempt here is limited by the normative aspects of allocating 9023/

space for the state as an institution.

the lack of concern for ethics in general; on the contrary, many important
voices utter the issue’s significance from an Islamic view.
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A putative limit to the pre-modern state’s power could be at-
tributed to its lack of means of mass governance, as it is possible
today for the modern state. Its volume and extent are significantly
small and largely depend on the use of military force. The ways and
means of this military power are incommensurable with the mod-
ern one. One particular source, among others, is to evaluate the
extent of the state’s power: public law (siyaset-i seriyye). It could be
described as a limited intervention in the penal adjudication pro-
cess by the state authority, which the representatives of the Sharia
law primarily regulated. Restricted use of violence, which was left
to the will of the state authority, can be taken as an instance where
one can see the state. Otherwise, the encounter with the state in
daily life routines was quite rare, such as in the instances of “Mazal-
im” courts or royal ceremonies. The place of aruler in the existence
of the state is crucial. However, the state’s existence as a separate
entity independent of the ruler is quite a modern phenomenon. It
implies the emergence of the first nucleus of early modern bureau-
cracy. Pre-modern ruling authorities’ demand for legitimacy does
not come from the practice of politics. According to the believers,
it is determined by a series of moral codes derived from Islamic
notions of justice valid for this world and hereafter. Islamic legal
framework could be well construed as the primary source of nor-
mative power. It has a binding effect on the community, state, and
the organization of daily life. A social and political life regulated
by Islamic law and local customs is much more in agreement with
the community. The state here does not act in itself and for itself;
instead, its existence is aligned with social life.

I have favored this simplistic account of the space of state to
show why there is a conflict between modern politics and virtue
ethics. To clarify the claim made here, it is essential to differentiate
between modern and pre-modern conceptions of politics. As there
are countless definitions and theories of politics, I have narrowed
the issue down to the state’s space in the organization of daily life
or the location of politics in the sense of formal institutions to see
the limitations of the state power compared to the modern one.
In this sense, the relation of virtue ethics with the pre-modern no-
tion of politics becomes more evident as it is expected to assume
that this picture best suits the pursuit of a whole life. The ability of
the state to penetrate the organization of daily life was parochial,
and the community’s existence as a source of belonging was more
substantial.
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1.4. CONCLUSION

There are several obstacles before realizing virtue politics in the
modern nation-state context. Virtue ethics, as a historical method
to think and act on life as unity, is a venue to take inspiration and
intellectual sources. Virtue-based political action and discourse
lean on various virtue categories formed through character educa-
tion that mainly flourish in community-based life experiences. The
development of moral character and politics as a practice are not
two separate entities. Without considering the contents of virtue
ethics as a normative school of ethics and taking relevant concep-
tual tools and arguments, an adequate addressing of theory of vir-
tue politics is not possible.
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FAZILET EKSENLI BiR SIYASET TEORiSi MUMKUN M2

Oz

Bu makale, ¢agdas siyaset felsefesinde, normatif fazilet ah-
lakindan beslenen fazilet eksenli bir siyaset teorisinin miim-
kiin oldugunu savunmaktadir. {lk kisimda siyaset felsefesi ve
fazilet ahlaki arasindaki iligkiyi inceleyen literatiir ele alin-
mustir. Sonraki kistmlarda fazilet eksenli bir siyaset teorisine
kaynak olarak, fazilet ahlakinin iki farkli versiyonu ve ada-
let ve aksam-1 fezayil kavramlari incelenmistir. Son olarak
s6z konusu teori ingasinin 6niinde irdelenmesi gereken en
onemli olgu olarak modern ulus-devlet fazilet ahlakiyla ilis-
kisi tizerinden tartisilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Fazilet ahlaki, Siyaset Teorisi, Fazilet
Olarak Adalet, Aksam-1 Fazilet
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12. yiizyihin 6nde gelen diisiiniirlerinden Ingiliz din adami
Salisburyli Johannes tarafindan 1159 yiinda tamamlanan
Policraticus, Ortagag siyaset diisiincesinin en temel me-
tinlerinden biridir. Bu eser, iyi bir yoneticinin, etrafindaki
yozlagmay bertaraf ederek nasil daha iyi ve adil bir ydnetim
tesis edebilecegini 6zellikle Antikite ve Hristiyanlik tarihin-
den verdigi 6rneklerle tartisir. Bununla birlikte, zengin ige-
rigiyle bircok yonden tarihgilerin ilgi odaginda olmasina ve
farkli yonlerine dair genis bir literatiir olusmasina ragmen
Policraticus'ta Ingiliz tarihinden 6rneklerin, eserin temel
mesajl etrafinda neden ve nasil kullanildig1 yeterli diizeyde
analiz edilmemistir. Bu makalede, Policraticus'ta Wessex
Earl'i Harold'un 1062/1063 tarihlerinde gerceklestirdigi
Galler Seferi'nin anlatis1 eserin temel mesaji cercevesinde
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degerlendirilecektir. Bu baglamda, Salisburyli Johannes’in
bu sefere iliskin insa ettigi anlatida Gallilere yonelik kul-
landig1 olumsuz dilin 12. yiizyilda yiikselen Ingiliz yayilma-
ciigindan kaynaklandig: siyasi ve dini boyutlariyla ortaya
konulacak ve bunun iizerinden tarihi érneklerin siyaset dii-
stincesi metinlerinde nasil bir isleve sahip olabileceklerinin
anlasilmasina da bir katki sunulacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Salisburyli Johannes, Policraticus, Ingil-
tere, Galler, Ortacag, Wessex Earl’ti Harold.



Bir Ortagag Siyaset Diigiincesi Metninde Tarih Nasil Kullanilir?

GIRiS

XII. yiizyihn énde gelen diisiiniirlerinden Ingiliz din adami Sa-
lisburyli Johannes (6.1180)’in 1159 yilinda tamamladig1 ve Can-
terbury Baspiskoposu Thomas Becket (6.1170)’e ithafen yazdigi
Policraticus adl eseri Ortagag siyaset diisiincesinin en temel me-
tinlerinden biri olarak zengin icerigiyle tarihcilerin ilgi odagin-
da olmaya devam etmektedir.' ingiliz Krali II. Henry (6.1189)’nin
hiikiimranlig1 doneminde kaleme alinan, kralin kendisini degilse
bile Saray ¢evresindeki kisilerin yozlagmalarini hedef alan ve iyi bir
yoneticinin etrafindaki yozlasmay1 bertaraf ederek nasil daha iyi
ve adil bir yonetim tesis edebilecegini tartisan Policraticus, Klasik
Yunan ve Roma eserlerine ve bu donemlerdeki tarihi olaylara sik¢ca
atif yapmasinin yani sira Hristiyanlik tarihinden verdigi 6rneklerle
de eserin temel amaglarina gecmisten derslerle saglam bir zemin
olusturmaya c¢alisir. Ortacag Avrupa yazim gelenegi icinde exemp-
layani 6rneklerle bir fikrin desteklenmesi ve mesrulastirilmasi ola-

1 Salisburyli Johannes’in diisiince ve eserlerini farkli boyutlariyla deger-
lendiren 6nde gelen uzmanlarca yazilmis makaleler iceren ve bir tane-
si daha yakin tarihli iki temel arastirma eseri bu ilginin canliigini ortaya
koymaktadir. A Companion to John of Salisbury, ed. Christophe Grellard &
Frédéeique Lachaud (Leiden: Brill, 2015). The World of John of Salisbury,
ed. Michael Wilks, (Oxford: Blackwell, 1994). ingiliz Kilisesi'nin haklar1 ve
Kraliyet’'in Kilise {izerindeki baskilarina kars1 miicadele veren Becket, 1164
yilinda Kita Avrupasi’na siirgiine gitmek zorunda kalmis, Ingiltere’ye do-
niisliniin hemen ardindan Canterbury Katedrali'nde 29 Aralik 1170’de I
Henry’e bagh sovalyelerce dldiirtilmustiir. Katipligini yaptig1 Becket gibi
1164-1170 aras1 donemi siirgiinde geciren Johannes bu olaya taniklik et-
mistir. Thomas Becket ve Salisburyli Johannes arasindaki yakin iligki ve
Johannes’in yazdiklar1 temelinde, onun goziinden Becket'in degerlendir-
mesini igeren giincel bir ¢alisma: Cary J. Nederman & Karen Bollermann, 25
Thomas Becket: An Intimate Portrait, (New Jersey: Paulist Press, 2020).
Johannes’in kariyeri ve Policraticus’un genel bir degerlendirmesi i¢cin Cary
J. Nederman, “Introduction”, John of Salisbury, Policraticus: Of the Frivo-
lities of Courtiers and the Footprints of Philosophers, ed. Cary J. Nederman,
Seventh Printing (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, ,2007) xv- xxvi.
Anne Dugan, “John of Salisbury and Thomas Becket”, The World of John of
Salisburyiginde 427-438.
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rak bilinen bu ydntemi basarili bicimde uygulayan Johannes’in?
Ingiliz tarihinden verdigi 6rnekleri Policraticus’'un temel mesaji et-
rafinda neden ve nasil kullandigi konusu ise, eserin iceriginin farkl
yonleri hakkinda genis bir literatiir olusmasina ragmen yeterli dii-
zeyde analiz edilmemistir.® Literatiirdeki bu eksiklik dikkate ali-
narak, bu calismada Salisburyli Johannes’in Policraticus'ta Ingiliz
tarihine iliskin verdigi carpici 6rneklerden birini eserinin biitiin-
lagi icinde degerlendirmek hedeflenmektedir. Bu 6rnek, Wessex
Earl'ti Harold Godwinson (6.1066)'un 1062/1063 tarihinde ciktig
ve basariyla sonucglanan Galler Seferi’dir. Harold'un Galler Seferi,
makalede detaylandirilacag tizere, basarili olmas1 nedeniyle son-
raki donemlerde ingilizlerin Gallileri dize getirmelerinin en 6nemli
tarihi modellerinden biri olarak hafizalara kazinmistir. Bununla
birlikte, Policraticus'un bir siyaset diislincesi metni oldugu goz
oniine alindiginda, Johannes’in bu sefere iliskin anlatiya eserinde
yer verme nedeni ve anlatisini olusturma bicimi, Ingilizler i¢in XII.
ylizyilda Galler meselesinin ne anlama geldigi ve Gallilerin nasil al-
gilandig1 konusuyla dogrudan iliskili olarak diistintilmelidir.

Anglo Sakson Ingilizlerin Britanya Adalari’'nda i¢ ice yasadig
halklardan biri olan Briton kékenli Gallilerle miinasebetleri Erken
Ortacag’dan beri sancili olmustur. Adada daha eski bir halk olan
Britonlar, V. yiizyll sonlarindan itibaren Ada’ya Kita Avrupasi ve
gliiniimiiz Danimarkasi’'ndan gelen Angillar, Saksonlar ve Jutlar ta-
rafindan tahakkiim altina alinmigtir.* ingiliz topraklarindaki Anglo

2 Peter Van Moos, “The Use of exempla in the Policraticus of John of Salis-
bury”, The World of John of Salisburyicinde, 207-261.

3 Johannes'in genel olarak tarihten nasil yararlandigi ve 1163 yil civarinda
tamamladig1 Historia Pontificalis konusunda yazilar olmakla birlikte ta-
rih yaklagimi ve eserlerinde kullandig1 6rnekleri degerlendiren caligmala-
ra ihtiyac vardir. Marjorie Chibnall, “John of Salisbury as Historian”, The
World of John of Salisbury icinde, 169-177. Clare Monagle, “John of Salis-
bury and the Writing of History”, A Companion to John of Salisburyiginde,
215-232. Michael A. Faletra, Wales and the Medieval Colonial Imagination:
The Matters of Britain in the Twelfth Century (New York, Palgrave Macmil-
lan, 2014) 63- 75. Bu eserin ilgili sayfalarinda Johannes’in Galli algisina ve
Policraticus’a sik¢a atif yapilmasina ragmen bu makalede oldugu sekilde
miistakil ve derinlemesine analiz yapilmamuistir.

4 Danimarka’'nin biiyiik kisminmi iceren Jutland yarimadasindan geldik-
leri varsayilan Jutlarin ismi unutularak zaman i¢inde Ingiliz halka Ang-
lo Sakson denilmeye baslanmistir. Galler topraklarina daha yakin olan
Ingiltere’nin batisinda Saksonlar hakim olduklarindan dolayi Britonlar
genelde Saksonlarla dogrudan catisma halinde olmuslardir. Saksonlarin
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Sakson yerlesimle birlikte kimi dénemlerde bariscil kimi donem-
lerde diismanca seyreden miinasebetler XI. yiizyilin ikinci ¢eyre-
ginden itibaren iyice gerginlesmistir. 1066’daki Norman Istilasi ile
birlikte ingiltere’de olusan Anglo-Norman Kralligin yayilmaci siya-
setinin yogunlasmasi®, ingilizlerin merkezde oldugu bir Britanya
kimligi diistincesinin Galfridus Monemutensis (6.1155 civar1) gibi
tarihgilerin ¢abalariyla gelismesi® ve bunun karsisinda Gallilerin
aralarindaki anlasmazliklara bir son verip birlikte hareket etmek
suretiyle ortak bir Galler kimligi olusturma gayretlerinin catismasi
sonucu dénemin Ingiliz yazili kaynaklarinda Ingilizlerin her agi-
dan medeni, Gallilerin ise aksine barbar oldugu seklindeki bir al-
giya dontismiistiir.”

bolgeyle yerlestikleri andan itibaren elde ettigi zaferler karsisinda genelde
boyun egmek durumunda kalan Britonlar, bazen siirgiine gitmek zorunda
kalmaislar, bazen de daglik bolgelere cekilmislerdir. T.M. Charles-Edwards,
Wales and the Britons, 350-1064 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013) 56.
Galliler tarihi siirecte Ingiliz topraklarina yagma saldirilari diizenleyip ba-
sar1 elde edemedikleri siirece, kendilerini koruyabilmek icin bu {i¢ yoldan
birini se¢cmek zorunda kalmiglardir.

5 Bu konuyu yazih kaynaklardaki goriintimlerini dikkate alarak XII. yiizyil
baglaminda inceleyen en kapsaml ¢alisma: John Gillingham, The English
in the Twelfth Century: Imperialism, National Identity and Political Values
(Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2000).

6 Galler'deki Monmouth kasabasinda dogmakla beraber etnik kdkeni net
olarak bilinmeyen Galfridus (Geoffrey of Monmouth)'un 1136 yili civarin-
dayazdig1 De gestis Britonumveya Historia Regum Britanniae orijinal ad1y-
la bilinen, Truvalillardan itibaren yaklasik 2000 yillik bir kronolojiyle Anglo
Saksonlarin Ada’da hakim olduklar: VII. yiizyila kadar Britonlara hiikmet-
mis krallarin yaptiklarimi kurgusal unsurlarla anlatan Britanya Krallari'nin
Tarihi adl eseri Ingilizlerin merkezde Gallilerin periferide yer aldigi bir
Britanya kimligi insasinda etkili olmustur. Anglo-Norman siyasi ve dini
cevrelerle yakin olan Galfridus 1152 yilinda Ingiliz Kraliyeti'nin onayiyla
Galler’deki St. Asaph Kilisesi'ne piskopos olarak atanmistir. Salisburyli
Johannes’in Galfridus’un eserinden etkilendigi bilinmektedir. Fakat, Salis-
buryli Johannes’in Gallilere yonelik bakis acisin1 degerlendiren Faletra'nin
iddiasi cercevesinde Johannes tizerinde Galfridus’un etkisinden bahsetsek
bile, Johannes’in Policraticus’taki anlatisinin icerik ve bicimini dogrudan 27
etkiledigini belirlemek cok zordur. Galfridus'un eserinin igerigi ve anla- . -
tistnin VI yiizyllda sona erdigini diisiindigiimiizde bu ihtimal olduk¢a
zayiflar. Zaten Faletra'nin kendisi de Policraticus'ta Galfridus’un isminin 2023/2
gecmedigini ve eserine dolayl atiflar oldugunu kabul etmektedir. Faletra,
Wales and the Medieval Colonial Imagination, 63, 19-54.

7 Bu alguya iliskin birincil kaynaklarin degerlendirmesi makalenin ilerleyen
sayfalarinda yapilmistir.
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Ozellikle XII. yiizyihn ortalarindan itibaren kaynaklarda ¢ok agik
bicimde tespit edilebilen algidaki bu déniisiim Gallilerin Ingiliz
topraklarina gercgeklestirdikleri miitecaviz saldirilarin kesilmeme-
si ve Galler’in bir tiirlii siyasi agidan tam olarak Ingiliz egemenli-
gi altina alinamamasiyla gittikce artmis ve Medeni Ingiltere’nin
barbar Galli tehdidi altinda oldugu diistincesiyle ciddi bir korku
ve endiseye neden olmustur. Diger taraftan, Galler’deki kiliselerin
XII. yiizyilda Ingiliz Devleti ve Kilisesi'nin kontroliinden ¢ikma ve
bagimsizlasma c¢abalari, bircogu din adami olan ve ¢alismamizda
ornekler verecegimiz Malmesburyli Willelmus (6.1143 civar1) ve
Ordericus Vitalis (6.1142 civar1) gibi yazarlarin eserlerinde Galli-
ler hakkindaki olumsuz imaji daha da pekistirmistir. Bir din ada-
mi1 olan Salisburyli Johannes de Gallilere yonelik olumsuz hatta
diismanca denilebilecek bir dili hem Policraticus eserinde hem
de mubhtelif yazilarinda kullanmistir. Dolayisiyla, bu makalede
Harold'un 1062/1063 Galler Seferi’'ne iliskin Policraticus’ta sunu-
lan anlati béyle bir arka plan g6z 6niine alinarak analiz edilip de-
gerlendirilecektir. Policraticusun 1159 yilinda tamamlandig, II.
Henry D6nemi’nin saray ¢evrelerinin elestirisinin eserin odaginda
yer aldig1 ve II. Henry’nin 1157 yilinda askeri agidan basarisizlik-
la sonuclanan Galler Seferi'nin, Johannes’in Harold'un 1062/1063
Seferi anlatisini sekillendirdigi ortaya konacaktir. Béylece, Policra-
ticus'taki oldukca kisa bir tarihi 6rnegin, eserin genel mesaji cer-
cevesindeki énemi ve Galler meselesinin Ingilizler agisindan ne
Olciide ciddi oldugu tartisilarak, tarihi 6rneklerin siyaset diisiincesi
metinlerinde nasil bir isleve sahip olabileceklerinin anlasilmasina
da bir katki sunulacaktir.
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POLICRATICUS'TA GALLER MESELESI VE WESSEX EARL¥U
HAROLD’UN 1062/1063 GALLER SEFERI

SalisburyliJohannes Galler ve Galliler konusuna ne Policraticus’'ta
ne de basgka bir eserinde temel bir mesele olarak deginir.® Fakat,
Policraticus ve muhtelif mektuplarinda yaptig1 gondermeler saye-
sinde onun Galliler hakkinda ne kadar olumsuz kanaatlere sahip
oldugu cok acik bicimde tespit edilebilir ve Policraticus'un temel
siyasi mesaji cercevesinde Galliler ve Galler meselesinin Salisburyli
Johannes icin ne kadar biiyiik bir dneme sahip oldugu anlasilabi-
lir.’® Salisburyli Johannes, Policraticus’ta, iyi bir yoneticinin askeri
konularda bilgili ve yetenekli olmasi gerektiginin altini ¢izdigi ki-
simlarda askeri disiplin, strateji ve askerlige secimlerde dikkat edil-
mesi gereken hususlar gibi konularda otorite kabul edilen eserlere!!
dayanarak yaptigi degerlendirmelerin oldugu kisimlarda, bir biitiin
olarak gordiigii Ingiliz devleti, halki ve Kilisesi’'nin disaridan gele-
bilecek tehditlere kars: korunabilmesi icin savaslarda liderlik ede-
bilecek maharette yoneticilerin askerlerin basina lider secilmesi ve
askerlik hizmetine alinan genclerin de yeterli talim verildikten son-
ra askerlige kabul edilmesinin 6nemi tizerinde durur. Bu cerceve-
de, “Yurttaslarimizin askerlik secimine aldiris etmemesinin ne tiir

8 Soyluluk unvani olan Earl, koken olarak Ingiltere’deki Iskandinav etki-
siyle Norse dillerindeki Jarl kelimesinin Eski Ingilizcede Eorl bigimini
almasma dayanir. 1066’daki Norman Istilasi ncesinde Anglo Sakson
Ingilteresi'nde yiiksek mertebede soylular i¢in kullanilan bu unvanin kul-
lanimina 1066 sonrasinda da devam edilmistir. Normanlarla birlikte Kita
Avrupasi’'na ait Diik ve Kont gibi unvanlar Ingiltere’ye de girmistir. Ang-
lo-Sakson Ingilteresi'nde, Kita Avrupasi’ndaki Diik unvanina es deger olan
Earl unvani, Normanlarla birlikte kontluga esdeger olarak tanimlanarak
Diik unvanina gore daha alt bir mertebe gibi goriinmiistiir. David Crouch,
The Normans: The History of a Dynasty (London: Hambledon Continuum,
2007) 307. Bununla beraber bu unvan énemini hi¢cbir zaman yitirmemis ve
Ortacag boyunca Ingiliz hanedanina yakin soylulara verilmistir. Salisburyli
Johannes asagida da gortilecegi tizere Anglo-Norman bir yazar olarak Nor-
man tesiriyle Harold i¢in Diik unvanim kullanir.

9 Faletra, Wales and the Medieval Colonial Imagination, 63. 29

10Bu husus makalenin Salisburyli Johannes’in Galliler hakkindaki olumsuz A
diisiincelerinin degerlendirildigi kisimlarnda érneklendirilmisti Divan
tstincelerinin degerlendirildigi kisimlarinda 6rneklendirilmistir.
11Bu eserlerin basinda IV. yiizy1l sonlarinda yasamis Vegetius Renatus’un De 202372
re militari ve Sextus Julius Frontinus (6.103) un Strategemata adh eserleri
gelir. Askeri konularda sasirtict derecede bilgi sahibi olan Johannes’in yaz-
diklarini bu agilardan degerlendiren bir ¢alisma: John of Salisbury: Military

Authority of the Twelfth- Century Renaissance (Leiden: Brill, 2013).
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sorunlara neden oldugu ve Harold’in Gallileri nasil ehlilestirdigi”'?
baslikli bir béliimde, Ingiliz tarihinde nispeten kendi yasadig XII.
ylizylla daha yakin olan XI. yiizyildan bir 6rnek vererek bu gortisii-
nii kuvvetlendirmeye caligir. Isimlerini belirtmeyip “Ingiltere’nin
yakin tarihine iliskin kitaplar”'® seklinde tanimladig1 ve muhteme-
len konu hakkinda veriler iceren, 1067 y1li civarinda derlendigi ka-
bul edilip yazari bilinmeyen anonim bir kaynak olan Vita Edwardi
Regis', 1140 y1li civarinda 6len Ingiliz kesis Worcesterli Johannes’e
atfedilen Chronicon ex chronicis", yazimina anonim olarak IX. yiiz-
yilda baslanip XII. ylizyilin ortalarina kadar giincellenmeye devam
edilen anonim Anglo Sakson Kronigi's; XI. ve XII. ylizyll Norman-

12Joannis Saresberiensis, Postea Episcopi Carnotensis, Vol. IV: Polycratici
Libri VI-VIII, ed. J.A. Giles, ].H. Parker, Oxonii (Oxford), 1848, Libri VI, Cap
VI, 16. “Quae mala proveniant nostris neglecto delectu militum, et qualiter
Haraldus Walenses subegerit.” Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 112. Sa-
lisburyli Johannes, Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme: Policraticus, ge-
viren ve notlandiran Fatih Durgun, ed. Cary J. Nederman (Istanbul: Timasg
Akademi, 2023), VI. Kitap, VI. Boliim, 149.

13 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, s. 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113. Siyasal
Yénetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, VI. B6liim, “Anglorum recens nar-
rat historia”. s. 150

14Bu eserin, 8 Haziran 1042’den 6ldiigii 5 Ocak 1066 tarihine kadar Anglo
Sakson Ingilteresi’'nin krali olan, dindarhigiyla meshur ve ¢ok saygi duyulan
Giinah Cikartan Edward (Edward the Confessor)’'in hayat hikayesini gele-
cek nesillere aktarmak maksadiyla esi Kralice Edith (6. 1075)’1n himayesin-
de, Fransa’da St. Omer kasabasinda bulunan Aziz Bertin Manastir1 kesisle-
rinden biri tarafindan 1065 yilinda yazilmaya baslandigi kabul edilmekte-
dir. Vita'min muhtemel yazarlar olarak Ingiltere’ye gelerek burada ikamet
etmis ve tarih yazicihigiyla ugrasan kesis Goscelin ve Folcard'in isimleri 6ne
cikmaktadir. Eser, 1066 yilindaki Norman Istilasi’'ndan ve Edward’in 6lii-
miinden sonra 1067 yilinda tamamlanmistir. Vita'nin yazilis siireciyle ilgili
en yeni ve detayl degerlendirmeler i¢in su modern edisyonuna bakilabilir.
The Life of King Edward who rests at Westminster attributed to a monk of St.
Bertin: Vita Edwardi Regis, qui apud Westmonasterium requiescit S. Bertini
monacho ascripta ed. and translated by Frank Barlow (London: Thomas
Nelson and Sons Ltd, 1962) xliv-lix. Metindeki atiflarda Vita'nin hem Latin-
ce orijinalini hem de Ingilizce cevirisini igeren bu edisyon kullanilmistir.

15Bu kronik bir diinya tarihi seklinde tasarlanmistir fakat 450 yilindan kroni-
gin sona erdigi 1140 yili civarina kadar olan kayitlar Ingiliz tarihine odak-
lanmigtir. Bu ¢aligmada, eserin Latince orijinalini ve Ingilizce gevirisini
iceren su edisyona atif yapilmistir: The Chronicle of John of Worcester: The
Annals From 450 to 1066, ed. R.R. Darlington and P. McGurk, translated by
Jennifer Bray and P. McGurk, Volume II (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1995).

16Britanya’nin cografi 6zellikleri ve burada hangi halklarin yasadiklarina
iligkin kisa bir girigin ardindan Isa’dan 60 yil 6ncesinden itibaren Ada ta-
rihine iliskin bilgiler veren Anglo-Sakson Kroniginin muhtemelen Kral Alf-
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diya ve Ingiliz tarihleri i¢in en 6nemli eserlerden biri kabul edilen
Anglo-Norman tarihg¢i Ordericus Vitalis'in yazdig1 Historia Eccle-
siastica'” gibi Ingiliz tarihinin en temel ve Johannes gibi dénemin
egitimli kisileri tarafindan bilinen ve dolasimda olan kaynaklarina
ortiik bicimde atifta bulunarak 1062-1063 yillarinda Wessex Diiki
Harold Godwinson (6.1066)’'un komutasinda Ingilizlerin Galler
bolgesine yaptig1 askeri harekati basaril askeri liderlik ve iyi egitim
gormiis ordunun nasil basarili olabilecegine dair bir 6rnek olarak
gosterir. Salisburyli Johannes’in Policraticus adli eserinde Harold’a
yonelik 6vgiilerinin yani sira Gallilere iliskin ne kadar olumsuz bir
bakis acisina da sahip oldugunu gosteren kayit su sekildedir:

Ingiltere’nin yakin tarihine iligkin kitaplar, Britonlarin istilalarinin aka-
binde Ingiltere’yi nasil yagmaladiklarim anlatir. Kral Edward, onlarin
boyun egmesi icin Diik Harold’1 génderdi. Gonderdigi adam &yle bi-
babasinin kotiiltigline 6ykiiniip kraliyette hak iddia etmek suretiyle san
ve serefin miikafatlarini lekelemek disinda, sanini kendi ziirriyetine ka-

red (6. 899) doneminde Wessex'te yazilmaya baslandig: diisiintilmektedir.
Eski Ingilizce kaleme alinmis bu kronik Britanya’nin erken tarihine iliskin
icerdigi veriler nedeniyle sonraki nesillerin tarihgileri icin vazgecilmez bir
kaynak olmustur. Bu makaledeki atiflar kronigin giivenilir ve modern bir
edisyonuna yapilmistir: The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle: A Revised Edition, ed.
Dorothy Whitelock with David C. Douglas & Susie I. Tucker, (London: Eyre
& Spottiswoode, 1961). Haklarinda aciklama yaptigimiz yukarida bahsi ge-
cen kroniklerin dénemin Ingiliz tarihciligi icin ne kadar 6nemli kaynaklar
oldugu diisiiniildiigiinde, Salisburyli Johannes’in bu eserlerin ismini be-
lirtmese de onlar kastettigi Johannes’in anlatisindaki 6zellikler de dikkate
alininca daha iyi anlasilacaktir.

17isa’nin dogumundan itibaren Hristiyanlik tarihiyle baglayip 1141 yili iti-
bariyle sona eren bu eser, I. Hach Seferi ve Normandiya Diikltigii gibi ko-
nularda bilgiler icermesinin yani sira 1066'daki Norman Istilasi ve sonrasi
Ingiliz tarihi i¢in ¢ok degerlidir. Johannes’in Ordericus Vitalis’in eserini
okudugu ve okuttugu bilinmektedir. Nicholas Orme, “Schools”, Medieval
England: An Encyclopedia, ed. Paul E. Szermach, M. Teresa Tavormina &
Joel T. Rosenthal (New York: Routledge Edition, 1998) 668. Johannes’in
cagdasi sayilabilecek diger tarihcileri okuyup okumadigini belirlemek ol-
dukca zordur. Fakat, XII. yiizyilda Ingiliz tarih yaziminin Kraliyet'in resmi
ideolojisiyle uyumlu bir Ingiliz kimligi olusturma siirecinde oldukga gelis- 3
tigi ve Johannes gibi bu anlayisi benimseyen dénemin egitimli kisilerinin
birbirleriyle irtibatlar1 ve kendi diistincelerini tarihle mesrulastirma gay-
retleri diistiniildiigiinde Johannes’in cagdasi diger tarihcilerin eserlerini de
okuma veya bunlardan haberdar olma ihtimali ¢ok kuvvetli goriiniir. Bu
cercevede, Salisburyli Johannes’in de dahil oldugu XII. yiizy1l ingiliz tarihgi
ve yazarlarinin ortak yaklasim tarzlarindan érnekler icin: Gillingham, The
English in the Twelfth Century.

Divan
2023/2



Fatih Durgun

32

Divan
2023/2

dar yayabildi. Béylece, dis mihraklarin harekete gectigini fark ettigin-
de, hafif silahli techizatla, islenmemis ham deriden yapilmis postallarla
taarruz eden, gogiis kafesleri sertlestirilmis kayislar ve postlarla ortiilii,
atilan oklara karsi kiiciik hafif kalkanlar firlatan ve bazen karg firlatip,
bazen de diismana kars: kilic cekmek tizere askerlerin savas tecriibesi
olmas: gerektigini kesin olarak diisiindiigiinden aym sekilde savasan
askerleri vazife i¢in secti. Birlikleri ‘dip dibe ve mizrak mizraga’ simsi-
ki tutunabilmek ve kalkani kalkanla geri puiskiirtebilmek icin kagmak
tizere olan diismana yakin dururlardi. Boylece Harold, Snowdon’a
giden yol boyunca her seyi yakip yikti, seferi iki y1l uzatarak krallarini
tutsak aldi ve kellelerini, kendisini sefere gonderen krala sundu. Ayri-
ca zavalli kiiciik cocuklara kadar bulabildigi her erkegi katlederek bol-
gede kalicla asayisi tesis etti. O andan itibaren, herhangi bir Briton'un,
halki i¢in saptanmis sinirin yani Offa Hendegi'nin 6tesinde elinde bir
silahla bulunursa kraliyet yetkilileri tarafindan elinin kesilecegi yasasi-
n1 koydu. Béylece Britonlarin giicii diik tarafindan o kadar zayiflatild
ki, neredeyse tiim halkin nesli titkenmis gibi goriiniiyordu ve kadinlari,
demin bahsi gegen kralin gisterdigi miisamaha ve izinle Ingiliz erkek-
lerle evlendirildiler.

Liderlerin se¢ilmesinin ve genclerin askerlik tecriibesinin devlete ne
kadar katki sagladigini gérityor musunuz?!®

Salisburyli Johannes, Britonlar (Britones) olarak tanimladig:
Gallilerin Ingiliz topraklarini yagmalamalarina bir cevap olarak,
Kral Edward’in Harold’'u Gallileri boyun egdirmek tiizere onla-
rin topraklarina gonderdiginden bahsetmektedir. Gergekten de
Ingiltere’nin 1066 yilinda Normanlar tarafindan istila edilmesin-
den 6nceki son Anglo-Sakson krallarindan ve ingiliz tarihinin en
onemli isimlerinden Giinah Cikartan Edward (Edward the Confes-
sor, 6.1066), Wessex Diikii Harold Godwinson'u 1062 yilinda Ingi-
liz topraklarina krallar1 Gruffydd ap Llywelyn (6.1063) 6nderliginde
saldirilarda bulunan Gallileri piiskiirtmek tizere gorevlendirmisti.'®
Gruffydd onderligindeki Galliler 6zellikle 1052 ile 1056 yillar1 ara-
sinda Ingiliz topraklarina olduk¢a basarili akinlar diizenlemisler
ve Ada’da Ingiliz Kraliyeti i¢in ciddi anlamda tehdit olusturma-
ya baslamiglardi. Gallilerin 6zellikle ingilizlerin hakimiyetindeki
Herefordshire’a yaptiklar saldirilarda basarilar elde etmeleri ne-

18 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, Cap VI, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113-
114. Siyasal Yénetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, VI. Kitap, VI. B6liim, 150-151.
19John Davies, A History of Wales, (London: Penguin, 1994) 195-196. David
Walker, Medieval Wales (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999)

16-19.
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deniyle, Wessex Diikii Harold Godwinson’un bolgede asayisi tesis
etmek {izere sefere ¢iktig1 1062 yilinin sonlarinda Gruffydd, sadece
Ingilizlerin Galler cografyasina dogru yayilmalarimi durdurmakla
kalmamis, hakimiyeti altinda bulunan Kuzey Galler’deki Gwynedd
ve Powys kralliklarinin yani sira Giiney Galler’deki Morgannwg ve
Deheubarth gibi kralliklar ele gecirerek kiictik kralliklar seklinde
boliinmiis ve siyasi birlikten yoksun Gallileri 1057 yili itibariyle tek
bir Krallik catis1 altinda birlestirmeyi basaran ilk ve tek kral olarak
glictinii ispat etmisti.?°

Gruffydd’in Galler bélgesi tizerinde kurdugu hakimiyet ile bir-
likte Gallilerin krali oldugu ve Ingilizlerin onuru kiracak sekilde
elde ettigi basarilar hem Gal hem de Ingiliz kroniklerinde de yer
almustir. Ornegin, bu déneme iliskin veriler bulabilecegimiz en eski
Galler kroniklerinden Brut y Tywysogion 1054 yilina ait bir kayitta
Gruffydd’in Ingilizlere kars: elde ettigi basarilar1 vurgulamakta ve
1056 yilina ait diger bir kayitta ise ondan Bretonlarin kral (vrenhin
y Brytanyeit) olarak bahsetmekle birlikte Harold’a tabi oldugunu
yazmaktadir.?! Eski Ingilizce yazilmis Anglo Sakson Kronigi'nde-
ki 1056 tarihli bir kayitta, Harold Godwinson’in rahibi ve bir din
adamindan ziyade savasci niteliklere sahip biri olup piskopos ola-
rak kutsandiktan sonra bile “hac¢imi ve ruhani silahlarini birakip,
muzrak ve kili¢ kusanarak” Gallilerle miicadeleye girisen Hereford
Piskoposu Leofgar ve beraberindekilerin Gallilerin krali Gruffydd’e
karsi miicadeleye giristikleri ve katledildikleri yazmaktadir. Ayrica,

20Gruffydd’in gii¢ kazanmasiyla Galler meselesinin Kral Edward ve Ingiliz-
ler agisindan ne kadar hayati bir mesele haline geldigini Ingiliz tarafi agi-
sindan degerlendiren en giincel ve kapsamli ¢alismalardan biri: Thomas
Licence, Edward the Confessor: Last of the Royal Blood (New Haven, Yale
University Press, 2020) 92-212. Bu c¢alismanin yani sira Harold'un Galler
Seferi’nin detaylar1 i¢in: Kelly DeVries, “Harold Godwinson in Wales: Mi-
litary Legitimacy in Late Anglo-Saxon England”, The Normans and Their
Adpversaries at War: Essays in Memory of C. Warren Hollister, ed. Richard P.
Abels & Bernard S. Bachrach (Woodbridge, The Boydell Press, 2001) 65-85.
Davies, A History of Wales, 195-196. Walker, Medieval Wales, 16-19. Char-
les-Edwards, Wales and the Britons, 565-567.

21 Brut y Tywysogion or the Chronicle of the Princes of Wales, ed. John Willi-
ams Ab Ithel (London: Longman, 1860) 42-45. Hiikiimdarlarin Kronikleri
seklinde Tiirkcelestirebilecegimiz bu kronik Galfridus’un daha 6nce ismi
gecen De gestis Britonum adli eserinin devamu niteliginde yazilmistir. Ano-
nim nitelige sahip Brut y Tywysogion’un Latince orijinalinin Gal dilinde
yapilan cevirileri elimize ulasabilmistir. Kronolojik olarak 682 ile 1332 yil-
larini arasini kapsayan kronigin XII. yiizyihn ikinci yarisina kadar icerdigi
kayitlar sonradan yazilmistir.
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Mercia Earlii Leofric (6.1057)’'in yardim etmek {izere gelmesine
kadar biiyiik kayiplar veren Ingilizlerin Gallillerle uzlasma yolu-
na gitmek zorunda kaldiklari, Leofric ile birlikte Harold ve 1056-
1060 yillar1 arasinda Hereford Piskoposu olan Aldred’in Gruffydd
ile baris antlasmasi yaptiklart kaydedilir. Ardindan her ne kadar
Gruffydd’in, Ingiliz krali Edward’a sadakatini sunarak tabi bir kral
oldugu belirtilse de onun Gallilerin hiikimdar: olarak kabul go6r-
diigii donemin en onemli Ingiliz kaynaklarindan Anglo Sakson
Kronigi'nde de boylece tasdik edilmis olmaktadir.

Anglo Sakson Kronigi'ne gore daha geg tarihli bir kaynak olup XII.
ylizyiln ilk yarisinda kaleme alinan fakat bununla birlikte déne-
me iliskin en 6nemli kaynaklardan biri kabul edilip Latince yazil-
mis Chronicon ex chronicis'te de Gruffydd, 1052 yilina ait kayitta
Gallilerin krali (Walensium rex Griffinus) olarak tanimlanmaistir.?
Yine Anglo Sakson Kronigi'ndekine benzer sekilde, bu kronikte de
Gruffydd’in 6nderligindeki Gallilerin Hereford gibi Ingilizlere ait
olan yerlerde gerceklestirdikleri yagmalardan bahsedilmektedir.?*
Chronicon ex chronicis'teki diger baz1 kayitlarda da Gruffydd Ga-
lillerin krali olarak betimlense de*, yukarida degindigimiz Anglo
Saxon Kronigi'ndeki 1056 tarihli kayittaki gibi Edward’a tabi kral
olarak tasvir edilmemis sadece Leofgar'in dldiiriilmesinden son-
ra Leofric ve Harold’'un, dolayisiyla da Kral Edward’in Grufffyd ile
baris yaptiklarindan bahsedilmistir.?® Anglo Sakson Kronigi gibi
cagdas kaynaklardan olan Vita Edwardi Regis'te ise, Harold'un
1063 yillindaki Seferi'ne deginilmekle birlikte bu tarihten 6nce
Gruffydd’in Ingiliz topraklarina yaptigi saldirilardan tafsilat-
I1 olarak bahsedilmemistir. Fakat, diger kroniklerde oldugu gibi
Vita’da da Gruffydd’'in Ingilizlere bagkaldirdigi belirtilerek Bati
Britonlari’nin kral (rex occidentalium Britonum Griphinus) oldu-
gu yazilmistir.?” Diger kroniklerde kullanilan Gallilerin kral ifade-
sinden farkli olarak Gruffydd’in Bat1 Britonlari’nin krali olarak anil-
masina benzer sekilde Salisburyli Johannes de yukarida belirtildigi
tizere, Gruffydd'’i Britonlarin krali olarak betimlemektedir.*®

22 The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, 132.

23 The Chronicle of John of Worcester, 566-567.

24 The Chronicle of John of Worcester, 576-577.

25 The Chronicle of John of Worcester, 576-577, 580-581.
26 The Chronicle of John of Worcester, 580-581.

27 The Life of King Edward, 42.

28 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, Cap VI, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113-
114. Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, VI. Boliim, 150-151.
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Galillerin Briton olarak tanimlanmasinin XII. yiizy1l ingiliz tarih
yazimi ve zihniyet diinyas1 baglaminda ne anlama geldigi ve Salis-
buryli Johannes’in, her ne kadar Policraticus’'ta kimi yerlerde Galli
kelimesini kullansa da degerlendirdigimiz kayitta ve baska yerler-
de Briton kelimesini kullanmasinin bilingli olmas: ve ardindaki
niyetler asagida tartisilacaktir. Fakat buraya kadar, doneme iliskin
en 6nemli kaynaklardaki bu verilerden su sonuca ulasmak mim-
kiindiir: Ingiliz krali Giinah Cikartan Edward’in, Ingiliz toprakla-
rina yagma akinlari diizenleyen, Ingilizlerin onurunu kirarak ken-
dini Ingilizlerin nezdinde de Gallillerin krali olarak kabul ettiren
Gruffydd’in énderligindeki sayica az Gallileri ingiliz egemenligini
kabul etmeye zorlayacak bir sefer tertip etmesi ve basina da savas
meydaninda mabhir bir kumandam getirmesi Ingilizler agisindan
adeta bir zorunluluk haline gelmisti. Wessex Earl’ii Harold God-
winson, bu gorev icin en uygun isimlerden biriydi. Zira Gallilerle
1050’li yillardan beri miicadele etmekte ve onlari ¢ok iyi tanimak-
taydi. Netice itibariyle, savas meydanindaki yetenegiyle bilinen
bir soylu kumandan olan Harold'un komuta ettigi Galler Seferi
1062-1063 yillar1 arasinda devam etmis, Galillerin Ingiliz toprak-
larina gergeklestirdikleri saldirilar bertaraf edilmis ve Galler kral
Gruffydd ap Llywelyn’in éldiiriilmesiyle birlikte de biitiin Gallileri
kapsayan Galler Krallig1 da tarihte bir daha kurulamayacak sekilde
ortadan kalmist1.?®

29B.T. Hudson, “The Destruction of Gruffudd ap Llywelyn”, Welsh History
Review 15 (1990/91) 331-350. Licence, Edward the Confessor: Last of the
Royal Blood, 212-213. Davies, A History of Wales, 195-196, Walker, Medieval
Wales, 16-19. DeVries, “Harold Godwinson in Wales”, The Normans and
Their Adversaries at War, 65-85. Charles- Edwards, Wales and the Britons,
565-567. Harold'un saldirisindan kagan Gruffydd, kendi adamlari tarafin-
dan 6lduriilmiis ve kesilen basi Harold’a sunulmus, Harold tarafindan Kral
Edward’a gonderilmistir. The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, 136. Brut y Tywyso-
gion or the Chronicle of the Princes of Wales, 44-45. Bu kronikte olay 1061
yilina ait kayitta gegmektedir. 1062-1063 yillarina iliskin oldukga az bilgi
iceren Vita Edwardi Regis'te sadece Gruffydd’in 6ldiirtildiigii belirtilir. The
Life of King Edward, 42. Chronicon ex chronicis'te Gallilerin Harold’dan
kacan kral Gruffydd'’i tahttan indirdikleri yazar. The Chronicle of John of
Worcester, 592-593. Salisburyli Johannes, Gruffydd’'in Harold tarafindan
esir alindigini1 yazmakla beraber tarihi kaynaklarda boyle bir bilgiye rast-
lanmamaktadir. Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chap-
ter VI, 113-114. Siyasal Yénetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, VI. Kitap, VI. Boliim,
151.
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XII. YUZYIL KAYNAKLARINDA GALLI ALGISININ DEGISiMi VE
POLICRATICUSTAKI OLUMSUZ GALLI IMGESI

Johannes, 1063 yilina iliskin anlatisini tabii olarak yukarida bahsi
gecen kaynaklardan edindigi veriler iizerine insa etmekle birlik-
te, Harold'un Galler Seferi'ne iliskin kendi yorumlarini da katarak
donemin diger kaynaklarinda goremeyecegimiz bicimde dikkate
deger bir yeni anlati sunar. Her seyden 6nce, Johannes oldukca so-
mut bicimde Gallileri, Vita Edwardi Regis’'deki Bat1 Britonlar ifa-
desini hatirlatacak bicimde Britonlar olarak tanimlayarak onlarin
eski donemlerden beri Ingilizlerden etnik olarak farkli olduklari-
nin altini ¢izme ihtiyaci duyar. Diger biitiin kroniklerdeki bilgilerle
uyumlu sekilde Gallilerin Ingiliz topraklarina yagma saldirilarin-
da bulundugunu belirten Johannes, yukarida deginildigi iizere,
boliim bashginda Harold'un onlar: ehlilestirdigini ifade etmekle
sadece Ingilizlerle Gallilerin karsithgma vurgu yapmakla kalmaz
dahasi bununla, her iki halk arasinda medeni ve barbar olma nite-
likleriyle de keskin bir ayrim yapar.*® Her ne kadar medeni kelimesi
gliiniimiizde kullanilan anlamiyla XVIII. yiizyilda ortaya c¢ikmis ve
Johannes’in déneminde bilinmeyen bir kavram olsa da Gallille-
rin ehlilestirilmesi gereken bir halk oldugunu belirtmesi medeni/
barbar ayriminin en azindan Salisburyli Johannes ve ¢agdaslarinin
zihniyet diinyasinda yer edindigini gosterir.?! Ayrica, Johannes gibi
ilmi agidan oldukg¢a yetkin bir din adaminin Policraticus gibi adalet
ve ahlak ilkelerini 6n plana ¢ikardig: bir eserde Kral Edward’in Gal-
lileri “boyun egdirmek” {izere Harold'u Galler Bolgesi'ne gonder-
mesini boylesi bir ayrimci tislupla dile getirmesinin nedenleri {ize-
rinde duruldugunda ve kendisi her ne kadar Ingilizler ve Galliler

30 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, Libri VI, Cap VI, 16, Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter
VI, 112. Salisburyli Johannes, VI. Kitap, VI. Boliim, 149.

31Medeni, barbar ve vahsi kavramlar1 arasindaki kavramsal ayrim XVIIL
ylizy1l ilerlemeciliginden kaynakli olarak sistemlestirilmekle beraber tarihi
koklerinin oldugunu da belirtmek gerekir. Oyle ki, modern éncesi donem-
de de barbarlar kimi kiiltiirel 6zelliklere sahip olma y6nleriyle vahsilerden
daha tistiin goriilmiislerdir. Christian Moser,” The Concept of Barbarism
in Eighteenth-Century Theories of Culture and Sociogenesis”, Barbarian:
Explorations of a Western Concept in Theory, Literature and the Arts, Vol: I:
From the Enlightenment to the Turn of the Twentieth Century, ed. Markus
Winkler, (Stuttgart: J.B. Metzler Verlag, 2018) 48-53. Salisburyli Johannes’in
Gallileri ehlilesmemis ve barbar gibi kavramlarla tanimlamasi, vahsilik ve
barbarlik durumunun Johannes’in zihniyet diinyasinda i¢ ice gectigine
isaret eder.
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icin Policraticus’ta “medeni” ve “barbar” kavramlarini kullanmasa
da Johannes’in asagida gosterilecegi tizere baska bir yerde Galliler
icin barbar ifadesini kullanmasi g6z 6niinde bulunduruldugunda
ve Vitaile cagdasi tarihci Malmesburyli Willelmus’un De Gestis Re-
gum Anglorum ve Gesta Regum Anglorum gibi baslhklarla bilinen
eseri gibi kaynaklardaki verilerle mukayeseli okundugunda, Galli-
lere kars1 medeni/barbar karsithgi cercevesinde bir yaklasim tarzi-
nin Johannes’in ¢aginda yerlesik bir kanaate doniismeye basladig:
goriilecektir. Boylece Johannes’in Policraticus’ta Gallilere karsi ol-
dukca olumsuz bir tutum gelistirmesi ve onlarin ehlilestirilmesin-
den bahsetmesi daha iyi anlasilacaktir.

Bu noktada 6zellikle sunu vurgulamak gerekir ki, Gallilerin Bri-
tanya Adasi’'nda Anglo Saksonlardan daha eski bir halk olan Bri-
tonlarla ayni kékenlerden geldikleri ve Anglo-Saksonlarin adaya
yerlesmeleriyle birlikte Britonlar1 asimile ettikleri Ortacag Ingiliz
tarihyaziminda takriben VIII. yilizy1l baslarindan beri yaygin bir
goriis haline gelmeye baslamisti. Ornegin, Ortacag Ingiliz tarih-
¢iliginin kurucu isimlerinden Bede (6. 735), Historia ecclesiastica
gentis Anglorum adl eserinde bu farkliligin altini ¢izerek Britanya
adalarinda ingilizlerin yam sira Briton, Iskog ve Pictlerin yasadigini
yazmist1.?> Bunun yanai sira, Hristiyanligi secmis Anglo-Saksonlarin
Britonlar1 asimile etmesini ve Ada’ya hakim olmasini mesrulastir-
maya gayret gostermis ve bu anlamda Britonlar hakkinda korkak
olduklart gibi olumsuz betimlemelerde bulunmasinin yani sira
onlar1 dini agidan da yanlis yola sapan bir halk olarak resmetmis-
ti.® Bu baglamda, Bede’nin 6nciiliigiinde sekillenen Anglo Sakson
merkezli tarih yazimi nedeniyle Britonlara ve dolayisiyla da Galli-
lere karsi kullanilan dil en basindan beri ayrimciydi. Aslinda Briton
kelimesi etnik olarak Ingilizlerden farkli olan ve Anglo Saksonlar’in
Britanya'ya gelmesinden Onceki halklar1 tanimlamak agisindan
XII. yiizy1l 6ncesinde Galliler tarafindan da kullanilan bir kelimey-
di. Galliler Ada’nin kadim halki olduklarini vurgulamak i¢in bu ke-

32Bu husustaki baz1 6rnekler icin: Bede’s Ecclesiastical History of England: A
Revised Translation with Introduction, Life and Notes by A.M. Sellar (Lon-
don: George Bell and Sons, 1912) 1. Kitap, I. Boliim, 7-8, III. Kitap, VI. Bo-
liim, 79, V. Kitap, XIX. Boliim, 169. Daha gec tarihli bir 6rnek: The Anglo-
Saxon Chronicle, 5. Bu eserlede Iskog ile kastedilen Irlanda ve giintimiiz
Bat1 Iskogyasi’'ndaki Keltlerdir. Pictler ise Dogu ve Kuzeydogu Iskogya’daki
kadim bir halktir.

33 Bede’s Ecclesiastical History of England , 1. Kitap, XV. Boliim, 25. I. Kitap
XVII. Boliim, 27.
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limeyi gayet rahatca kullanilabiliyordu. Fakat Johannes gibi yazar-
larin asagida gosterilecegi tizere, bu kelimeyi yazilarinda kullanma
bicimlerindeki asagilayici ton ve baglam diistintildiiglinde mak-
satlarinin Ingilizlerle Britonlarin etnik farklihginin altimi belirgin
olarak c¢izmek oldugu anlasilacaktir. Ote yandan, Briton kelimesi
gibi Galli kelimesi de Ingilizler agisindan olumsuz bir icerige sa-
hipti. Zira, Galliler i¢in kullanilan ve “yabanci” anlamina gelen Eski
ingilizce Walas veya Wealas kelimesi, Anglo Saksonlar tarafindan
kendilerinden farkli olduklarini diisiindiikleri Gallileri tanimlamak
icin kullaniliyordu. Bu kelime de Gal dilinde ve Latince yazilan kay-
naklarda etnik ve cografi bir tanim olarak yer aliyordu.** Dolayisiy-
la hem Ingiliz hem de Gal kaynaklar1 Briton ya da Galli kavramlari-
n1 farkl niyet ve vurgularla kullaniyordu. Gallilere iliskin olumsuz
dilin Ingiliz yazih metinlerde daha belirgin hale geldigi, Galler milli
kimliginin Ingiliz yayilmacih@ina karsi: daha agresif bir pozisyona
yoneldigi, Johannes’in eserlerini kaleme aldig1 XII. ytizy1l ortala-
rinda Galliler ise kendilerini tanimlamak icin alternatif bir kavram
olarak “ayniydrenin insanlar1” anlamina gelen cymry (tekili cymro)
tercih etmeye baslayacaklardi.®®

Bu cercevede, Johannes, Briton ve Galli kelimelerini ingilizleri
merkeze alarak onlarin medeni Gallilerin barbar oldugu seklinde
yerlesik hale gelmeye baslayan bir ayrim ¢ercevesinde kullanacak-
t1. Johannes’in Harold'un Gallileri ehlilestirmesi ifadesi de konu
hakkindaki muhtemel kaynaklarindan Vita Edwardi’de Britonlari
icin kullanilan “ehlilesmemis halk” (gens indomita)®® taniminin bir
yansimasiydi. Fakat, Britonlara karsi kullanilan ayrimci dil Vita'nin
yazildig1 XI. Yiizyillda medeni/barbar karsithgr seklini heniiz tam
anlamiyla almamaisti. John Gillingham’in dikkat cektigi tizere, XII.
ylizy1l 6ncesinde barbar ifadesi daha cok kuzeyli Danlar ve Nor-
vecliler icin Pagan anlaminda kullaniliyordu. Diger taraftan, her
ne kadar Galliler, erken donem Bat1 Sakson yasalarinda ikinci sinif

34Huw Pryce, “British or Welsh? National Identity in Twelfth- Century Wa-
les”, The English Historical Review, 116 (468) (2001) 775-801. Simon Meec-
ham -Jones, “Where Was Wales? The Erasure of Wales in Medieval English
Culture”, Authority and Subjugation in Writing of Medieval Wales, ed. Ruth
Kennedy & Simon- Meecham- Jones (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2008)
27-55.

35Pryce, “British or Welsh”, 775-801. Meecham -Jones, “Where Was Wales?”
27-55.

36 The Life of King Edward, 57.
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tebaa olarak tanimlanmig olsalar da*” Ada’nin yerli halklarindan
Iskoclar yazili kaynaklarda Gallilere kiyasla daha diismanca tasvir
edilebiliyorlardi.?® Ornegin, Vita Edwardi Regis, Iskoclarla yasana-
na bir sinir anlagsmazhigi meselesine iliskin 1160’1 yillarin baslarina
ait bir kayitta Iskoglar1 “donek” ve “kaypak” bir itk (incertum ge-
nus hominum et leue) olarak tanimhiyordu.* Dolayisiyla, bir biitiin
olarak degerlendirildiginde, XII. ylizy1l 6ncesi kaynaklarda Galliler
hakkinda keskin bir bicimde ifade edilen diismanca tasvirlerle pek
rastlanmiyordu. Hatta 6rnegin, daha 6énce bahsi gecen Worcesterh
Johannes’e atfedilen Chronicon ex chronicis'in gec tarihli kayitla-
rinda muhtemelen Worcester ve Gliney Galler kiliseleri arasindaki
yakin iliskiler nedeniyle 1094 yilina ait bir kayitta Fransizlara karsi
miicadele veren Gallilere sempatiyle yaklasildigi tespit edilebilir.*

Bununla beraber, Briton kokenli Gallilere yaklasim tarzinda
Ozellikle Johannes’in yasadigi XII. yiizyllda degisimin basladig:
goriilmektedir. Chronicon ex chronicis yazarinin 1130’lu yillardan
itibaren Gallilere iliskin daha negatif bir dil benimsemesinde goére-
bilecegimiz bu degisim*!, XII. yiizyilhn ikinci ¢eyregine gelindigin-
de ingiliz tarihyaziminda Gallilerin artik oldukg¢a olumsuz sekilde
betimlenmeye ve barbar olarak nitelendirilmeye baslanmasiyla
oldukca dikkate deger bir sekil alir.?> Oyle ki, Johannes’in cagdasi
olan Ingiliz tarih¢i Malmesburyli Willelmus De Gestis Regum Ang-
lorum bashikli eserinin 1042-1066 yillar1 arasini kapsayan kisim-

37 The Laws of the Earliest English Kings, ed. and trans. F.L. Attenborough, Se-
cond Printing (New Jersey: The Lawbook Exchange Ltd., 2007) 36-61. John
Gillingham, “Foundations of a Disunited Kingdom”, Uniting the Kingdom?
The Making of British History, ed. Alexander Grant & Keith J. Stringer (Lon-
don: Routledge, 2003) 56.

38John Gillingham, “The Context and Purposes of Geoffrey of Monmouth’s
History of the Kings of Britain”, Anglo-Norman Studies: XIII. Proceedings of
the Battle Conference 1990, ed. Marjorie Chibnall (Woodbridge: The Boy-
dell Press, 1991) 106. Ornegin, X. yiizyilda yasamis Anglo Sakson tarihgi
Ethelweard (6. 998 civar1)'in eserinde kuzeyli halklar1 barbar ve pagan 6z-
desligiyle tanimlama ¢ok siklikla goriiliir. “The Chronicle of Fabius Ethel-
werd”, Old English Chronicles, ed. J.A. Giles (London: George Bell & Sons,
1906) 4-5, 23.

39 The Life of King Edward, 43.

40 The Chronicle of John of Worcester: The Annals From 1067 to 1140 with the
Gloucester Interpolations and the Continuation to 1141, ed. and trans. P.
McGurk, Volume III (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1998) 72-73. Gillingham,
“The Context and Purposes” 106.

41 The Chronicle of John of Worcester, 218-229.

42 Gillingham, “The Context and Purposes”, 106.
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larinda Harold'un dize getirdigi Galliler i¢in barbar ifadesini kul-
lanmaktan kaginmayacakti.** Bu ifade Willelmus'un kaynak olarak
kullandig1 daha 6nceki ¢aglarda yazilmis tarih eserlerinden aldigi
bir ifade degildi fakat kendi doneminde Gallilere iliskin alginin ol-
dukca “carpict” bir tasviriydi.** Willelmus tipki Salisburyli Johan-
nes gibi Galli ve Briton kelimelerinin her ikisine de eserinde yer
veriyor ve drnegin barbar olarak tasvir ettigi Gallilerden X. yiizyila
ait bir kayitta Britonlar olarak bahsederek artik kendi déneminde
alisildigr tizere onlara Galliler dendigini yaziyordu.*® 1120’li yillarda
kaleme alinan De Gestis Regum Anglorum, XII. yiizy1l Ingiliz tarih
yaziminda Gallilere iliskin olumsuz algiya dogru yonelisin tipik bir
ornegini temsil eder ve Iskoclarla irlandalilar1 da kapsayacak se-
kilde genisletilen saldirgan dilin 6nciisii sayilabilir. Bu baglamda,
Gallileri barbar olarak nitelendiren Willelmus icin Ingilizlerin et-
raflarindaki diger etnik topluluklara gore daha medeni olmalarinin
Olciisiiniin Ingiltere’nin siyasi ve sosyo-ekonomik agidan daha ge-
lismis olmasi oldugu eserinde Irlandalilara kiyasla sehirlerde ya-
sayan ve ticaretle ugrasan Ingiliz ve Fransizlarin daha gorgiilii ve
kiiltiirli bir yasam bicimine sahip olmalarim (cultiori genere vitae)
belirtmesinden de anlasilabilir.*®

Baska bir 6rnek olarak, Salisburyli Johannes’in okudugunu bildi-
gimiz cagdasi Ordericus Vitalis’in Historia Ecclesiastica adl1 eserin-
den verilebilir. Ordericus Vitalis, Ingiliz Kraliyeti adina Galler’in Ku-
zeydogusunda hakimiyet kuran ve 1093 yilinda Galliler tarafindan
oldiriilen Rhuddlanh Robert’in onlarla miicadelesine yer verdigi
bir kissmda, Malmesburyli Willelmus ve Salisburyli Johannes’in
Galliler i¢in yaptiklar1 betimlemeleri animsatircasina Britonlara
(Britones), yaygin olarak Galli (Gualenses) dendigini ve Robert’in
bu barbarlara kars1 (barbaris opponeretur) ingiliz Kralligi'mi ko-
rumakla gorevlendirildigini yazmaktadir.*” XII. yiizy1l ortalarinda

43 Willelmi Malbesbiriensis Monachi, De Gestis Regum Anglorum, Vol: I, ed.
William Stubbs (London: Rolls Commission, 1887) Libri II, 237. Omnem-
que illam barbariem.

44 Gilliangham, The English in the Twelfth Century, 27.

45 De Gestis Regum Anglorum, Vol: 1, 135.

46 Willelmi Malbesbiriensis Monachi, De Gestis Regum Anglorum, Vol: 11, ed.
William Stubbs (London: Rolls Commission, 1889) Libri V, 485. Kristen A.
Fanton, Gender, Nation and Conquest in the Works of William of Malmes-
bury (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2008) 86-99.

47 The Ecclessiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, Vol: IV, Books VII and VIII, ed.
and translated by Marjorie Chibnall (Oxford: Clarendon Press 1973) 138-
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kaleme alinan, dolayisiyla Salisburyli Johannes’in yasadigi do-
neme ait bir bagka kaynak 1135- 1154 yillar1 arasinda Ingiliz kral
olan Stephen donemine iliskin en 6nemli kaynaklardan biri olan
anonim Gesta Stephani’de bu saldirgan dil cok daha acik bicimde
goriiliir. Oyle ki, 6rnegin Ingilizlerin Galler’e gerceklestirdikleri bir
sefere iliskin kayitta anonim yazar Galliler i¢in “barbar Galli yigin1”
(barbara Walensim multitudine) ifadesi kullanilir.*® Gesta Stephani
yazari da Salisburyli Johannes ve Malmesburyli Willelmus gibi kimi
yerde bu bolge halkina Galli kimi yerde de Briton demekle birlikte
bu adlandirma farkliliklarinin 6tesinde 1066 yilindaki Norman Is-
tilast ile birlikte Anglo-Normanlarin Galler’de kaleler kurduklarina,
bolge halkina boyun egdirdiklerine ve asayisi saglamak iizere ya-
salar ve mahkemeler olusturduklarina® vurgu yaparak Ingilizlerin
aslinda ehlilesmemis olarak gordiigii Gallilerden daha medeni ve
geliskin olduguna isaret eder. Ozetle, tiim bu veriler 1s181nda XII.
yiizyilin ortalarina dogru ingiliz kroniklerinin medeni/barbar kar-
sithg cercevesinde Gallilere yonelik kullanmaya basladiklar1 ay-
rimct dil gercevesinde Salisburyli Johannes’in 1159 yilinda yazimi
tamamlanan Policraticus’ta ¢izdigi olumsuz Briton (Galli) portresi,
kronoloji g6z 6ntine alindiginda daha iyi anlasilabilir.

POLICRATICUS'TA GALLILERE YONELIK OLUMSUZ IFADELERIN
SIiYASAL NEDENLERIYLE DEGERLENDIRILMESIi

Galler meselesi Policraticus'un yani sira yazdigl mektuplarda da
Gallilere iliskin olduk¢a olumsuz ve saldirgan bir dil kullanan Sa-

139. Orderic Vitalis'in eserinde Gallilerin barbar olarak nitelendirilmesine
baska bir 6rnek: The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, Vol: VI, Books
XI, XII, and XIII, ed. translated by Marjorie Chibnall (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1986) 546-547.

48 Gesta Stephani, Regis Anglorum et Ducis Normannorum, ed. Richard Clar-
ke Sewell (London: Sumptibus Societatis, 1846) Liber II, 121.

49 Gesta Stephani, Liber I, 9. The Chronicle of Henry of Huntingdon Compri-
sing the History of England, from the Invasion Julius Caesar to the Acces- i
sion of Henry II, Also the Acts of King Stephen, King of England and Duke
of Normandy, translated and edited by Thomas Forester (London: Henry
G. Bohn, 1853) 329. Gallilere iliskin asagilayici ifadeler baska kaynaklarda
da tespit edilebilir. Ornegin, William of Newburgh, The History of English
Affairs: Book II, Chapter V, edited with an Introduction, Translation and
Commentary by Peter Walsh, M. J. Kennedy (Oxford: Aris & Phillips Clas-
sivcal Texts, 2007) 20-25.
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lisburyli Johannes’in giindemini 1150’li ve 1160’1 yillar boyunca
mesgul eden konulardan biri olmustur. Bu anlamda, Ingilizligiyle
gurur duyan,®® déneminin énemli bir din adami ve saray cevrele-
rine gézden diistiigi 1160’h yillarda bile yakin olan Johannes’in
Harold’un 1062-1063 yilindaki Galler Seferi'ne iliskin ve yukarida
ornekler verdigimiz kronik yazarlarinin Gallilere yonelik diisman-
ca denilebilecek bir tutuma yénelmesinin siyasi ve dini nedenle-
rini goz oniinde bulundurmak ve Gallilere yonelik ifadelerini bu
nedenlere atifla degerlendirmek gerekir. Oncelikli olarak XII. yiiz-
yilin ortalarinda Ingiliz tarih yazarlar ve Salisburyli Johannes i¢gin
Galler meselesinin neden bu kadar 6nemli oldugu siyasi yonleriy-
le tespit edilmelidir. Erken Ortacag’dan beri siyasi olarak biitiin-
liikkten yoksun, cografi ve kiiltiirel olarak Kuzey ve Giiney seklinde
farklilasan, Kuzeybatisindaki daglik Snowdonia bolgesinin degisi-
me direncli ve zapt edilmesinin gii¢ oldugu, birbirleriyle catisma
halindeki bircok krallik arasinda boliinmiis olan Galler bolgesi®,
daha 6nce hakkinda degerlendirmelerde bulunulan Kuzeybatidaki
Gwynedd Kralligi’'na hitkmeden Gruffydd ap Llywelyn’in yonetimi
altinda 1150’li yillarda birlesebilmisti. Gwynedd Kralligi’'nin mer-
kezi olan Snowdonia bélgesi, ingilizlere kars1 Gal direnisini ve si-
yasi kimligini temsil ediyordu.>* Fakat, Britonlar eskiden beri Anglo
Saksonlarla Ingiltere’nin Bati sinirinda ciddi sorunlar yasiyorlardi.
VIIL. ylizyilda 757’den 6ldigi 796 yilina kadar Anglo Sakson Mer-
cia Kralligi'nin hiikiimdari olan Offa giiciliniin zirvesine oldugu 778
ile 784 yillar arasinda Galler topraklarina saldirilarda bulunmus ve
Mercia ile Giiney Galler’deki Powys Krallig1 arasinda kendi adiyla
bilinen bir sinir olarak Offa Hendegi’'ni yaptirmist1.>

500rnegin, Johannes, Policraticus'un bir yerinde Ingilizler i¢in “Sizce neden
yaratilis itibariyle takdire sayan oldugu kabul edilen bir ulusun 6vgtisiiyle
oyalaniyorum?” der. Quid moror in commendatione gentis, quam de natu-
ra constat esse laudabilem? Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, 47. Policraticus, Book
VI, Chapter 19, 122. Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, 19. Bo-
ltim, 160.

51Hugh Kearney, The British Isles: A History of Four Nations, Second Edition
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006) 50, 172.

52Wendy Davies, Wales in the Early Middle Ages, (Leicester: Leicester Univer-
sity Press, 1982) 85.

53 Brut y Tywysogion or the Chronicle of the Princes of Wales, 8-9. Davies, A
History of Wales, 131. 778 yilinda Offa'nin Giineybati Galler’deki Dyfed
bolgesine yaptig1 yikici saldirilarin ardindan Galli saldirilarim piiskiirtebil-
menin yani sira Ingilizlerin Gal topraklarina saldiri yapacaklar askeri hat
olmasi diistincesiyle 784 veya 785’den sonra yaptirilmasi muhtemeldir.
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792 yilindan itibaren Ingiliz topraklarimin Viking saldirilarinin
baslamasinin ardindan hem Anglo Saksonlar hem de Galliler Vi-
king istilalartyla bas etmek zorunda kalmislardi. Viking istilasi
ozellikle Ingiliz topraklarinda IX. ve X. yiizyillarda ciddi bir tehdit
yaratmis ve ancak Anglo Sakson Wessex kral Biiyiik Alfred (6.899)
doneminde Vikingler durdurulabilmis, zaman i¢inde de Viking
istilas1 6ncesi Anglo Sakson unsurlarla Anglo Sakson toplumuna
asimile olan Vikinglerin de dahil oldugu Birlesik bir Anglo Sakson
Ingiliz Kralligi'nin kurulabilmesi miimkiin olmustu. Galler toprak-
larinda ise Ingiltere ile kargilastirldiginda Viking saldirilarinin et-
kileri oldukca az olmustu. Bircok yerel kralliga b6liinmtis Galler’de
irlanda tizerinden gerceklesen Viking saldirilari IX. yiizyil boyunca
ve X. ylizy1l baglarinda Galler’in Kuzeybatisindaki Anglesey adasin-
da yaptiklar1 yagmalara ragmen Galliler tarafindan kimi zaman-
larda Anglo Saksonlarla isbirligi yapabilmeleri sayesinde piiskiir-
tiilebilmisti.> Fakat Viking tehdidi bertaraf edildikten sonra Anglo
Saksonlar ve Galliler arasindaki anlagmazliklar, Ingiltere’de 1066
yiinda gerceklesen Norman Istilasi ¢éncesinde oldukca siddetli
hale geldi.

Birlesik Anglo Sakson Kralligi'nin Viking sorununun ortadan
kalkmasimi takiben belirli bir giice ulasmasiyla birlikte 6zellikle
yukarida deginildigi {izere, Giinah Cikartan Edward doneminde
Galler bolgesinde hakimiyetini arttirmak istemesi ve boliinmiis
Galler kralliklarinin da Gruffydd ap Llywelyn’in hakimiyeti altin-
da birlesmesiyle iki krallik sinir bolgesinde karsi karsiya gelmis ve
ancak Wessex Diikii Harold'un Galler Seferi'ndeki basarisi ve 1063
yiinda Gruffydd’in Galliler tarafindan oldiiriilmesiyle Ingilizler
acisindan Galler sorunu bir nebze olsun yatistirabilmisti. Norman
Istilas1 sonras1 Ingiltere’de olusan Anglo-Norman krallik, etrafin-

Walker, Medieval Wales, 15. Anglo-Sakson Kronigi basta olmak tizere Ingi-
liz kroniklerinde Offa Hendegi'nden bahsedilmemesi ilginctir.

54 Christopher A. Snyder, The Britons (Oxford: Blackwell, 2003) 180. Viking-
ler Gal ve Anglo Sakson miiteffik ordular tarafindan 893 yilinda Galler
bolgesinde gerceklesen Buttington Savasi’nda maglup edildikten sonra
Galliler i¢in biiyiik bir tehdit olmaktan cikti. Bu savasin kaydi Gal kronigi 43
Brut y Tywysogion’da bulunmuyor. Fakat The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, 55-
56’da savasin kisa bir anlatis1 mevcuttur. Dublin’den gelen kiiciik bir Vi-
king birligi 903 yilinda Anglesey adasini isgal etmis fakat kalic1 bir yerlesim
olusturamamuslardir. 1000 y1l civarinda yine ayni bélgeye basarisiz Viking
saldirilan gerceklestirilmistir. Gabriele Esposito, Armies of the Vikings AD
793-1066: History, Organisation & Equipment, (Barnsley: Pen & Sword Mi-
litary, 2021) 54.
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daki bolgeler {izerinde tam hakimiyet kurmak {izere oldukca aktif
ve etkin bir askeri siyaset izlemis ve kral I. William (6.1087) 1081
yilinda Galler’in iclerine dogru ilerlemisti.>® Giiney Galler’in bii-
ylik kismini kapsayan Deheubarth Kralligi'nin hitkiimdar1 Rhys ap
Tewdwr’'in 6ldiiriilmesi ve bolgedeki topraklarin ingilizlerin ege-
menligindeki lortluklara béliinmesiyle 1093 yilinda giic dengesi
biiyiik 6lciide Ingilizler lehine degismisti. Oyle ki, bu tarihten son-
ra Gallilerin yoneticiler i¢in rex (kral) unvani yerine onlarin yerel
Olcekte idareciler olduklarini ima eden princeps ve dominus gibi
unvanlar kullandiklar1 bilinmektedir.>¢

XII. yiizyila gelindiginde, Anglo-Normanlar Galler’de hakim ko-
numda olmalarina ragmen, Galliler ellerine gecen her firsatta isyan
etmeye calisiyorlardi. Ozellikle 1135 yilinda Ingiliz krali I. Henry’nin
Oliimiiniin ardindan Galler’in muhtelif bélgelerinde isyanlar ¢ik-
mis ve 1136-1137 tarihlerindeki muharebelerde Deheubarth kral
Gruffydd ap Rhys ile Gwynedd krali Owain Gwynedd’in ittifakiyla
Galliler Ingilizlere kars: ciddi basarilar elde ederek Galler’'in Batisi
ve Kuzeydogusuna dogru ilerlemigler ve bolgede Ingiliz Kralligi’ni
temsil eden Lord Richard Fitz Gilbert ve Payn Fitz John oldiiriil-
miistii.>” Deheubarth krali Gruffydd ap Rhys’'in 1137 yilinda 61dii-
riilmesiyle Galler isyan1 ivme kaybetmekle birlikte oglu Henry (II.
Henry)'yi tahta ¢ikarmak isteyen Matilda ile iktidar miicadelesi
veren Kral Stephen Galler meselesini ikincil plana atmisti. Bu ne-
denle Galler’de Ingilizler adina ciddi toprak kayiplar1 yasanmist1.>

55R.R. Davis, The Age of Conquest, Wales: 1063-1415 (Oxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2000) 33-34.

56 Gillingham, The English in the Twelfth Century, 32. Déneme iliskin kro-
niklerde bunu dogrulayan ifadeler kullanmaktadirlar. “Britonlarin kralligt
son buldu” ifadesi i¢in: Brut y Tywysogion or the Chronicle of the Princes of
Wales, 55. Chronicon ex chronicis'te “bu tarihten sonra Galler’i artik krallar
yonetmiyordu” diye yazmaktadir: The Chronicle of John of Worcester, Vol:
111, 64-65.

57Davis, The Age of Conquest, 45. Gesta Stephani, Liber I, 10- 15.

58 Brut y Tywysogion or the Chronicle of the Princes of Wales, 160-161. The
Chronicle of John of Worcester, Vol: 111, 228-229. Davis, The Age of Conquest,
46-52. I. Henry’'nin 1135 yilinda 6lmesiyle I. William’in kiz1 Adela’nin oglu
olan yegeni Blois Diikii Stephen taht1 ele gecirmistir. Fakat, I. Henry’'nin
kiz1 Matilda oglu Henry (II. Henry) yi tahta gecirmek i¢in soylularin deste-
gini alarak harekete gecmis ve her iki taraf arasinda 1138-1153 yillar1 ara-
sinda amansiz bir taht miicadelesi olmustur. Bu dénem i¢ savasa sahne ol-
masi nedeniyle ingiliz tarihinde “Anarsi” olarak adlandirilir. 1153 yilindaki
Walllingford Antlagmasi ile Stephen kendisinin 6liimiinden sonra Ingiliz
tahtinin yasal varis olarak Henry'yi tanimis ve 1154 yilindaki 6liimiiyle bir-
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1154 yilinda II. Henry tahta ciktiginda Galler meselesi acil sekil-
de ¢oziilmeyi bekliyordu. II. Henry Galler’de Ingiliz hakimiyetini
giiclii bicimde yeniden tesis etmek lizere harekete gecerek 1157,
1163 ve 1165 yillarinda bolgeye seferler diizenledi.®® Snowdonia
bolgesini iceren Kuzey Galler’deki Gwynedd Kralligi’'na hitkme-
den Owain Gwynedd’in Onciiliik ettigi Gallilerin ciddi direnisiyle
karsilasan II. Henry, ciddi bir muharebenin meydana gelmedigi ve
Gliney Galler odakli olan 1163 yili Seferi bir yana, 1157 ve 1165’deki
seferlerinde askeri acidan basarili olamadi ve bolgede istedigi bir
tiirlii olusturamadi. II. Henry'nin askeri liderliginin sorgulanma-
sina da neden olan bu iki seferden birincisi olan 1157 Seferi’'nde
ormanlik bolgeleri cok iyi bilip buralara saklanan Gallilere aceleyle
hiicum eden Ingilizler, Galliler tarafindan sarilmig ve kral Henry
oliimden dénmiistii.*®® Galli piyadelerin yetkinligini hesaba katma-
yan II. Henry 1165 yilindaki seferde ise onlara dogrudan saldirmak
yerine ormanlik bolgeleri gérmeyi engelleyen agaclar1 kestirmek
suretiyle diizliikte savasmaya kiskirtmaya calismis fakat Galliler
Henry'nin tuzagina diismemislerdi. Dolayisiyla, Galler sorununa
kesin bir ¢6ziim getirmek amaciyla seferlere girisen kral Henry,
Owain Gwynedd’in Ingiliz Kralligi'na tabiiyeti devam etmekle bir-
likte ciddi bir neticeye ulasamamuisti. Hatta 1170’li yillarda askeri
catismalarda azalma olmus, 1189 yilinda 6len II. Henry ordusunda
Galli parali askerler istihdam etmisti.®!

Bu baglamda, buraya kadar en énemli yonleri ve kirilmalariyla
ozetledigimiz Ingilizlerle Galliler arasindaki siyasi ve askeri iliski-
lerin gelisimi Ingiliz siyasetinde ve tarihyaziminda XII. yiizyil or-
talarinda Ingiliz yayilmaciligina c¢ikardiklar isyanlarla engel tes-
kil eden Galler halkinin boyun egdirilmesi gerekliligine inanctan
kaynaklanan bir Galli/ Briton antipatisini tetiklemis ve Salisburyli
Johannes’in Policraticus’'undaki 1062/63 yillarina iliskin tarihsel

likte II. Henry Donemi baslamistir. “Anarsi” déneminin en iyi degerlendir-
melerinden biri i¢in bkz. David Crouch, The Reign of King Stephen, 1135-
1154, (London, Routledge, 2013).

59John D. Hosler, “Henry II's Military Campaigns in Wales, 1157 and 1165”,
Medieval Military History, 2, (1994) 53-71.

60Hosler, “Henry II's Military Campaigns in Wales, 1157 and 1165”, 53-71.

61 William of Newburgh, The History of English Affairs, Book II, Chapter V, 20-
25, Book II, Chapter XVIII, 77-80. Hosler, “Henry II's Military Campaigns
in Wales, 1157 and 1165”, 53-71. Davis, The Age of Conquest, 51-60. W.L.
Warren, Henry II (London: Eyre Methuen, 1973) 53-109. John D. Hosler,
Henry II: A Medieval Soldier at War, 1147-1189 (Leiden: Brill, 2007) 56.
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anlatinin muhtevasina sirayet etmistir. Ayrica, XII. ylizyilin ikinci
ceyreginden beri Ingilizlerin siyasi ve askeri olarak Galler’de isteni-
len sonuglar1 elde edememeleri ve Kral Stephen gibi tebaasi tara-
findan hig sevilmeyen bir kralin 6liimii sonrasinda tahta oturmasi
dolayisiyla kendisinden ¢ok sey beklenen® II. Henry'nin 1157 y1-
lindaki Seferi'nin Galler sorununa kesin ¢6ziim getirememesi de
1159 yilinda tamamlanan Policraticus’daki bahsi gecen anlatinin
yapisini sekillendiren bir diger baglamsal unsurdur.®

Bu hususlar goz oniine alindiginda, Johannes’in Harold'un
1062/63 Galler Seferi’ne 6zel bir anlam atfederek, tarihsel bir anlati
olarak eserinde yer vermesinin yani sira anlatida kullandig1 motif-
ler de anlamli hale gelir. Johannes, Policraticus’'ta Harold u askeri
liderligin miikemmel bir 6rnegi olarak sunarken, Gallileri yabanci
“d1s mihrak” olarak tanimlayarak yiizyillar boyunca gelisen ve XII.
ylizyilin ortalarinda diismanca bir hal alan Gallilere yonelik disla-
yic1 ve yabancilastirici Ingiliz tavrini ortaya koyar. Bunun yani sira,
Harold un Sefer’deki basarisinda, biitiin Galler’i tarihte ilk ve son
kez bir Krallik ¢atis1 altinda bir araya getiren ve kendi adamlar ta-
rafindan ihanete ugrayarak basi kesilen Gruffydd ap Llywelyn’in
kesik basinin Harold tarafindan kral Edward’a gonderildigini ve
“Snowdon’a giden yol boyunca her seyi yakip yiktigin1” belirtir.*
Boylece, Gallilerin XII. yiizyilin ikinci ¢eyregi itibariyle Ingilizlere
siirekli isyan ederek ve kismen de basarilar elde ederek ingiliz ya-
yilmacihiginin da 6tesinde ingiliz devleti ve halkina bir tehdit olus-
turduguna ve bu tehdidin bir an 6nce bertaraf edilmesi gerektigine
isaret eder. Bu anlamda Johannes’in Snowdonia bélgesinden bah-

62 William of Newburgh, The History of English Affairs, Book II, 14-15.

63 Nitekim, Salisburyli Johannes'’in iki ayr1 mektubunda dolayl ve yorum
yapmaksizin, ¢cok belirgin olmasa da II. Henry'nin 1157 ve 1165 Galler
seferlerine atif yaptigindan da bahsedilebilir. Hosler, “Henry II's Military
Campaigns”, 55. Celle Manastir1 Basrahibi Pierre’e yazdigi 1157 yilina ait
bir mektupta (32. Mektup) kralin Galler Seferi’'nde oldugunu yazar. The Let-
ters of John of Salisbury, Vol: I, The Early Letters (1153-1161), ed. W.J. Millor,
S.J. and H.E. Butler, revised by C.N. L. Brooke (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1986) 52-53. Thomas Becket’a yazdigi mektupta (144. Mektup), Becket'in
maiyetindekilerin 1165’deki Galler Seferi'nden dénmelerine deginir. 56-
60. Daniel V. Harkin, “An Annotated Translation of the Correspondence of
John of Salisbury, Letters 136-175” MA. Thesis (Chicago, Loyola University,
1946) 57.

64 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, Book VI, Cap VI, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter
VI, 114. Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, VI, Kitap, VI. Boliim, 150-
151.
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setmesi de bilinclidir. Zira, Snowdonia, daha 6nce de vurgulandig:
iizere, Galler’in daglik Kuzeybati ucunda yer almasiyla hem ingi-
lizlerce isgal edilmesi giic hem de Ingilizlere kars1 Galler isyanla-
rinin diren¢ merkezi bir boélge olmustur. Bu anlamda, Harold un
Snowdonia’ya giden yol boyunca biitiin bolgelerde asayisi sagla-
masl, Salisburyli Johannes’in Policraticus'un muhataplarindan biri
olan II. Henry’den beklentisi olarak 6ne ¢ikar. Johannes, Harold un
zaferini “zavalli kiiciik cocuklara kadar bulabildigi her erkegi katle-
derek” Galler'de diizeni sagladigini belirterek 6verken her ne ka-
dar “zavalli” seklinde tanimladig: kiiciik cocuklarin katledilmesine
tzildiigli imasinda bulunuyor goriilse de Harold un yaptig: katli-
amlarin Galler’de ingiliz egemenligine kars1 bagkaldiriy1 ve Ingiliz
topraklarina karsi girisilen miitecaviz saldirilar1 bastirmasi nede-
niyle mesru goriir.*

Salisburyli Johannes, Harold'un Offa Hendegi'ni Ingilizlerle Galli
Britonlar arasinda sinir olarak belirledigini ve bu sinir1 gecip yag-
malarda bulunmaya kalkisacak Gallilerin ellerinin kral Edward’in
koydugu yasa geregince kesilecegini vurgulamasi da VIII. yiizyil
sonlarinda Mercia Krali Offa'nin ingilizlerle Britonlar arasinda si-
nir noktasi olarak bu hendegi yaptirmasina atifla II. Henry’'nin in-
giliz tarihindeki krallarin gelenegini takip ederek Galli yagmalarina
karst ne yapmasi gerektigine de isaret etmektedir.®® Johannes’in
belirttigi {izere Harold'un Galler seferi Britonlar1 ¢ok zor duruma
distirmis, kralliklarinin parcalanmasina neden olmakla beraber
biiyiik bir insan kayb1 vermelerine ve Johannes’in iddiasina gore,
kadinlarmin kral Edward’'in izniyle Ingilizlerle evlendirilmesiyle
Galliler icin asagilayici bir sonuca neden olmustu.®” Galliler acisin-
dan bu o6lgekte bir asagilanmanin yasanip yasanmadigi dénemin
diger kaynaklarindaki verilerle dogrulanamasa da 1063 yil itiba-
riyle Ingilizlerin zaferi oldukg¢a barizdi ve Johannes igin bu zaferin
askeri olmanin 6tesinde Ingiliz Kralhgi'nin toprak biitiinliigiinii
korumak a¢isindan ehemmiyeti Harold un Gallilere yonelik hizaya

65 Polycratici Libri VI—VI{I, Cap VI, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113- 47
114. Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, VI. Boliim, 150-151. —_—
66 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, Cap VI, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113-
114. Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, V1. Béliim, 151. 2023/2
67Harold'un 1066 y1l civarinda Gruffydd ap Llywelyn’in dul kalan esi Edith
ile evlendigi bilinmektedir. The Life of King Edward, 51, dipnot 1. Fakat bu
evliligin Gruffydd’in dldiirtilmesinin dogrudan sonucu oldugunu séyle-
mek glictiir.
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getirici politikalar1,®® kendi yasadig1 cagdaki, yani II. Henry déne-
mindeki, Galler sorunu icin takdire sayan sekilde ders niteligi ta-
styordu.

POLICRATICUS'TA GALLILERE YONELIK OLUMSUZ iFADELERIN
ARDINDAKI DiNi NEDENLERIN DEGERLENDIRILMESI

Kraliyet cevrelerine yakin ve egitimli yiiksek ziimreden bir din
adami olarak Salisburyli Johannes’in Gallileri boyun egdirmek
icin onlara yapilanlari mesru gormesinin ardinda sadece siya-
si nedenler yoktu. En az siyasi olanlar kadar dini nedenlerde bii-
yiik bir énem tasiyordu. Bu baglamda, Salisburyli Johannes’in
Policraticus’ta Gallilere kars1 olumsuz tutumunun ardindaki dini
nedenlerinde degerlendirilmesi gerekmektedir. Ingiliz Kilisesi'nin
ruhani olarak en yiiksek mertebesi olan Canterbury Baspisko-
poslugu makaminda bulunan Theobaldus’un katipligi gorevini
1154’ten Baspiskopos'un 6ldiigii 1161 yilina dek yiiriiten Johan-
nes, ayni zamanda daha sonradan bu makama gelecek ve kral II.
Henry ile Ingiliz Kilisesi'nin bagimsizligi konusunda siirtiisiip dnce
1164 yilinda siirgiine gitmek zorunda kalip en nihayetinde 1170 y1-
linda Canterbury’de suikast sonucu 6ldiiriilecek Thomas Becket’in
da katipligini yapmis ve yakin cevresinde bulunmustu. Becket gibi
1160’11 yillarin biiyiik bir kismini II. Henry'nin saray cevresinde
gozden diiserek siirgiinde gecirecek olan Johannes, Canterbury’de
gorev yapmis bir din adami olarak Canterbury Kilisesi'nin sadece
Ingiltere i¢in degil fakat biitiin Britanya kiliseleri {izerinde ruhani
otoritesinin olduguna inaniyordu.

Anglo-Normanlar i¢in Ingiltere’nin merkez, Galler’in ise periferi
oldugu diisiiniildiigiinde, Galler’deki Kilise organizasyonunun in-
gilizlerin siyasi ve dini kontrolii altinda bulunmasi pratik agidan
bir zorunluluk gériilityordu.®® Ote yandan, XII. yiizyilda Ingiliz Ki-
lisesi Galler’de otoritesini giliclendirmeye calisirken, Galler’de-
ki dort 6nemli piskoposluk merkezinde bir siiredir Canterbury
Baspiskoposlugu'nun ruhani otoritesinin kalkma tehlikesi bulu-
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nuyordu. Bunlardan Giiney Galler’de bulunan St. David’s ve Llan-
daff piskoposluklar II. Henry'nin dedesi I. Henry'nin doneminde
Canterbury Kilisesi’'nin ruhani otoritesinden kurtulma yoniinde
girisimlerde bulunmuslar fakat talepleri bertaraf edilmisti.” Ozel-
likle St. David’s Kilisesi'nin Piskoposu Bernardus kendisi Norman
kokenli olup bu goreve Galli Britonlarin muhalefetine ragmen atan-
makla birlikte™, St. David’s Kilisesi'nin Canterbury’den bagimsiz
sekilde Galler'in metropoliten kilisesi olmasi icin caba gdstermis
ve bu konuyu defalarca Papalik makaminin giindemine getirmis
ve Canterbury Basbiskoposu Theobaldus’un kars1 hamleleri ve tep-
kisiyle karsilasmisti. Hatta Theobaldus ile Bernardus 1147 yilinda
Fransa’daki Meaux’ta Papa II. Eugenius’'un huzurunda bu konu
hakkinda uzunca tartismislar ve 1148’de Bernardus'un oliimiiyle
St. Davids’e yeni piskopos ataninca Canterbury’nin ruhani otoritesi
tasdik edilmis ve sorun en azindan XII. ylizyilin sonuna kadar rafa
kalkmist1.”? Kuzeyde bulunan Bangor ve St. Asaph piskoposluklari
da Canterbury Kilisesi'ne baglihk sunmus olsalar da, ingilizlerle mii-
cadeleye girismis olan Gwynedd krali Owain Gwynedd’in kontrolii
altindaki topraklarda bulunmalari nedeniyle, buralarda Canterbury
Kilisesi'nin atadig1 piskoposlarin etkisi sinirli diizeyde olabiliyordu.
Oyle ki, kendisi Ingiliz Kraliyeti'ne tabi olsa da Owain, kendi yetki
alanindaki piskoposluklara Ingiltere’den yapilacak gorevlendirme-
ler icin kendi adaylarinin atanmasini saglamaya calisiyordu.™

70Faletra, Wales and the Medieval Colonial Imagination, 64.
71 Brut y Tywysogion or the Chronicle of the Princes of Wales, 118-119.

72 Davies, “Aspects of Church Reform in Wales”, 90. Austin Lane Poole, From
Domesday Book to Magna Carta, 1087-1216, Second Edition (Oxford, Ox-
ford University Press, 1993) 296. VI. yiizyi1lda yasamis ve Galler’in koruyucu
azizi kabul edilen Galli piskopos Aziz David’in mezarinin bulundugu St.
David’s Katedrali 6zellikle XI. yiizyillda olduk¢a énemli hac merkezlerin-
den biri haline gelmisti. St. Davids kiilt{iniin gelisimi ve Ortacag Gal kimligi
acisindan rolii hakkinda bkz. J. Wyn Evans & M. Wooding (ed), St. David
of Wales: Cult, Church and Nation (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2007).
Yaklasik 1119 yilindan itibaren kendisini Llandaff Piskoposu olarak tanim-
layan Piskopos Urbanus (6. 1138)’un cabalariyla Hereford ve St. David’s
Piskoposlugu’na kars1 6nemli bir dini merkez olarak Llandaff'in da 6ne 49
cikmaya calistign goriilmektedir. David Crouch, “Urban: The First Bishop . -
of Llandaff, 1107-1134", Journal of Welsh Ecclesiastical History, 4 (1989) Divan
1-15. 2023/2
73David Walker, “The Welsh Church in the Middle Ages”, A History of the
Church in Wales, ed. David Walker (Penarth: Church in Wales Publications
for the Historical Society of the Church in Wales, 1976) 27-29. Bangor ve St.
Asaph Kiliseleri VI. yilizyilda kurulmuslardir.
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Gorildiigi tizere, Salisburyli Johannes’in i¢cinde bulundugu or-
tam ve zamanda Galler sorunu siyasi olmasinin yani sira dini yon-
lere de sahipti ve Johannes’in Galliler hakkindaki olumsuz kanaat
ve ifadelerini dogrudan sekillendirdi. Bu baglamda, Johannes’in
Policraticus’ta ¢izdigi olumsuz Galli imajinin ¢ok daha fazlasim
dini meseleler baglaminda yazdigi mektuplarda gérmek mim-
kiindiir ve bunlar1 degerlendirmek onun Harold’'un 1062/63’teki
Galler Seferi’'ni mesrulastirmak tizere kullandig: ifadeleri daha iyi
anlamlandirmaya yarayacaktir. Ingiliz Kraliyeti ile Kilisesi'ni bir-
birinden ayr1 gérmeyip her ikisinin biitiinliigli konusunda hassas
olan Salisburyli Johannes’in, bir biitiin olarak tasavvur ettigi Bri-
tanya topraklarinda Canterbury Kilisesi'nin bir mensubu olarak,
bir mektubunda Britanya’'nin annesi (Britanniarum mater)™ sek-
linde tanimladigl Canterbury’nin ruhani otoritesinden bagimsiz
bir Galler Piskoposluk teskilatlanmasini dogru buldugu diisiinii-
lemezdi. Bu diisiince Johannes’i mektuplarinda Gallilere yonelik
agir ve asagilayici bir tislup kullanmasinda dogrudan belirleyici
oldu. Katipligini yaptigi Canterbury baspiskoposu Theobaldus
adina Papa III. Alexander (6.1181)’a yazdig1 bir mektupta, 1139’da
Bangor Kilisesi'ne piskopos olarak atanip Ingiliz Kraliyeti'ne bag-
hilhik yemini eden, bu nedenle basta Gwynedd krali Owain olmak
Gallilerin tepkisi ve muhalefetiyle karsilasan, 1054 yilinda Owain
tarafindan siirgline génderilmesine ragmen 6ldiigti 1061 yilina ka-
dar fiili olmasa da Kilise hukuku acisindan Bangor Piskoposu olan
Meurig’'e Gallilerin itaatsizligine atifla Johannes, Galler insaninin
“kaba ve ehlilesmemis” oldugunu, “hayvanlar gibi yasadiklarini”
yazmustir (gens enim rudis et indomita bestiali).”™

Theobaldus’un kéatibi Johannes’in, Theobaldus adina yazarken,
Theobaldus’un sdylediklerini harfiyen yazmaktan cok onun dii-
stincelerini kendi kelimeleriyle aktarma ihtimalinin daha kuvvetli
oldugunu dikkate almak gerekir. Nitekim bu mektup, Johannes’in
kendi mektup kiilliyat1 icinde yer almaktadir. Ote yandan ister The-
obaldus, ister Johannes tarafindan dogrudan kullanilsin, bu ifade-
ler yukarida bir¢ok 6rnek verdigimiz iizere, Ingiliz egitimli ziim-
releri arasinda Gallileri neredeyse insaniyetten yoksun gorecek

74 The Letters of John of Salisbury, Vol: 2, The Later Letters (1163-1180), ed.
W.J. Millor and C.N.L. Brooke (Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1979) Letter 247,
498-499. Faletra, Wales and the Medieval Colonial Imagination s.65. The
Acts of Welsh Rulers: 1120- 1283, ed. Huw Pryces (Cardiff: Cardiff University
of Wales Press, 2005) 323.

75 The Letters of John of Salisbury, Vol: I, Letter 87, 135.
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sekilde yaptiklart Medeni Ingiliz/ Barbar Galli ayrimi gercevesinde
bir kelime dagarciginin gelistigi diistincesini destekler niteliktedir.
Ayrica, I1I. Alexander’in 1159 yilinda Papa olmasi, Theobaldus’un
da 1161 yilinda 6lmesi dolayisiyla, 1159-1161 yillar1 arasinda ya-
zildig1 anlasilan bu mektuptaki ifadeler, Salisburyli Johannes’in
1159 yilinda tamamladig1 Policraticus’'taki 1062/1063 Galler Seferi
anlatisin1 kaleme aldigr donemdeki Galli algisin1 ortaya koymasi
acisindan da 6nemlidir. Johannes mektubun devaminda, Gallile-
ri, Canterbury Baspiskoposlugu ile yasadiklar1 sorunlar nedeniyle,
dini agidan da asagilamaktan geri durmayarak “sozde Isa’ya iman
eden” bu halkin aslinda “yasam bicimleriyle O'nu inkar ettiklerini”
(et Christum nomine tenus profitentes uita et moribus diffitentur)
yazarak Ingilizlerin dini yénden de Gallilerden iistiin olduklarini
iddia eder. Ahlaki acidan yozlasmis ve kole ticareti yapan’, dola-
yisiyla da bu yonleriyle Hristiyanligin ahlaki ilkelerinden saptigini
belirttigi Gallilerin yola getirilmesi gerektigine dikkat cekerek Gal-
ler’deki kilise organizasyonun Canterbury Baspiskoposlugu’nun
kontroliinde diizenlenmesi i¢in Papa’nin destegi ve iznini talep
eder. Johannes ayni mektupta Policraticus’'ta Galliler i¢in dogru-
dan kullanmadig fakat donemin kaynaklarinda siklikla karsila-
silan ve ornekleri yukarida degerlendirilen “barbar” kelimesini
Galliler icin kullanmaktan kacinmayarak 1137 ile 1170 yillar1 ara-
sinda Kuzey Galler’e hiitkmeden Owain Gwynedd’i “bu barbarlarin
hiikiimdan” (istorum barbarorum princeps) seklinde tanimlar.”
Burada, Johannes’in dini acidan Gallileri elestirirken onlar icin “
barbar” ifadesini kullanmasindaki dini anlam oldukca dikkat ce-
kicidir. Zira, Erken Ortacag’dan baslayarak Avrupa’nin her gecen
giin Hristiyan anlam diinyasi icine daha fazla girmesiyle medeni/
barbar karsithg: Hristiyan olmanin medenilik, Hristiyan olmama-
nin ise barbarlik olarak goriilmesine yol agmis, savasct halklarda
goriilen “gaddarlik” ve “zalimlik” gibi 6zelliklerin ve Hristiyanlik
acisindan mesru goriilmeyen siddet temayiiliiniin barbarlikla ilis-

76XI1. yiizyll baglarindan itibaren kéle ticareti Ingiltere’de belirgin bir sekil-
de ortadan kalkmaya baslamisken Galler, Iskogya ve irlanda bolgelerinde
stirdiiriilityordu. Bu Ingilizlerin kendilerini medeni digerlerini ise barbar 51
ve geri gormelerini tetikleyen faktorlerden bir tanesiydi. “Foundations ofa .
Disunited Kingdom”, 56-57.

77 The Letters of John of Salisbury, Vol: I, Letter 87, 136. Johannes’in Galliler
icin kullandig: ifadelere son 6rnek ise Exeter piskoposu Bartholomew (6.
1181)’e yazdig1 bir mektubunda II. Henry’'nin Gallileri “insaniyetten uzak”
olarak betimlemesinde gériilebilir. “An Annotated Translation of the Cor-
respondence of John of Salisbury”, Letter 174, s.156.
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kilendirilmesine neden olmustur.” Dolayisiyla, daha 6nce belirtil-
digi tizere, Salisburyli Johannes’e gore, “hayvanlar gibi” yasayan
ve Isa’ya iman etseler bile “yasam bigimleriyle” Isa’nin yolundan
gitmeyen Galliler, sosyal ve dini acidan tam anlamiyla Hristiyan
Medeniyeti dairesi icinde goriilmezlerdi.

DEGERLENDIRME VE SONUC

Ingilizlerle Britonlar arasindaki siyasi iligkilerin seyri dikkate alin-
diginda, XII. yiizy1lin ortalarina dogru ingiliz yayilmacihiginin neti-
cesinde donemin yazili metinlerinde Gallilere iliskin medeni/bar-
bar retorigi etrafinda ayrimci bir dil gelismisti. Bu ayrimci dil dini
acgidan Galler’de Ingiliz Kilisesi’nin olusturmak istedigi hakimiyete
kars1 Galler Kiliselerinin bagimsizlagsma taleplerinin neden oldugu
gerginliklerle de pekismisti. Bu nedenler, Salisburyli Johannes’in
yazilarinda Gallilere yonelik kullandig1 diismanca ifadelerinin ve
Policraticus’ta yer alan Harold’'un 1062/1063 Galler Seferi anlati-
sinin hi¢ de tesadiifi olmadigini ortaya koyar. Johannes’in géziin-
de barbar, ehlilesmemis, savasmaktan geri durmayan ve yagmaci
olan bu halkin olusturdugu tehdit ancak gii¢ kullanilarak bertaraf
edilebilirdi.

Salisburyli Johannes’in Policraticus'ta Harold'un 1062/1063
Seferi'ne yer vermesinin ve burada Gallilere kars1 kullandig1 ayrim-
ci1dilin Policraticusun yazilis amaci ve genel siyasi mesaji cerceve-
sinde de 6nemli bir anlami vardir. Her seyden 6nce, Policraticus,
bir siyaset diisiincesi metni olmasinin yani sira Saray Adamlarinin
Ahmakliklar ve Filozoflarin Ayak Izleri (De nugis curialium et ues-
tigiis philosophorum) alt bashgindan da anlasilacagi tizere I1. Henry
Donemi’'nde saray cevrelerindeki yozlasmanin da bir elestirisidir.
Dogrudan muhatabi II. Henry olmasa da Johannes eserinde, ona
ve Saray c¢evresinde olup bitenlere referansla iyi bir kralin tebaasi-
n1 nasil yonetmesi gerektigi, adaletle hiikmetmenin 6nemi, saray
cevresindeki biirokratlarin dalkavukluklar: ve liikse diiskiinliigiin
iilke yonetiminde felakete neden olacagi temalari tizerinde dikkat-
le durur. Bu baglamda, basarili bir kralin iyi yonetiminin 6nemli
bir parcasini gevseklik gostermekten sakinacak kralin dis diisman-

78W.R. Jones, “The Image of Barbarian in Medieval Europe”, Comparative
Studies in Society and History, 13 (4) (1971) 376- 407, 392.
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lara karsi askeri acidan da yeterli olmasi, ordudaki kumandanlarini
dogru secmesi ve askerlerini savasa hazirlamasi olusturur. Nitekim
Johannes’in Policraticus’'un bircok yerinde askeri stratejinin 6ne-
mini vurgulamasinin baslica nedeni de budur.

Salisburyli Johannes’in 1159 yilinda tamamlanan eserinde,
Harold’un Galler Seferi'ni 6rnek gostermesi aslinda II. Henry’'nin
1157’de askeri acidan basarisizlikla sonuclanan Galler Seferi'nin
elestirisi mahiyetini tasir. Zira Harold un Seferi'nin anlatisina yer
verilen bolimiin baslarinda Snowdonia Bretonlari’'nin ormanlik
alanlardan ¢ikarak ingiliz tahkimatlarina saldirmalari, “zevk pesin-
de kosan” Ingiliz genclerinin “stlendeki cithern™, lir, tamburin ve
org sesine ordugahin boru ve trompet sesinden daha asina olma-
lar1”, askeri liderlerin yanlis sekilde secilmesinin ve disiplinsizligin
ne biiyiik sorunlara yol agacag: gibi hususlardan bahsedilmesi®,
Salisburyli Johannes’in II. Henry’'nin askeri liderliginden duydugu
kayg1 ve stipheyi gosterir. Ayrica, yetkin bir askeri liderlik gosteril-
memesinin ve yeterli talim almamis askerlerin orduda gorevlen-
dirilmesinin {tilkeyi giivenlik acisindan biiyiik bir zafiyete stiriik-
leyecegi Harold'un Seferi'ne iliskin kaydin sonundaki “Liderlerin
secilmesinin ve genclerin askerlik tecriibesinin devlete ne kadar
katki sagladigini goriiyor musunuz?”®! ifadesinden de cok iyi anla-
silabilir. Zira, 1062/1063 tarihlerinde Gallilere biiyiik darbe vuran
Harold’'un Seferi'nin 6rnek olarak se¢ilmesi de bu cercevede olduk-
¢a anlamhdir. II. Harold unvamiyla 5 Ocak-14 Ekim 1066 tarihleri
arasinda son Anglo Sakson krali olarak tahta oturacak ve Hastings
Savasi’'nda I. William tarafindan yenilerek éldiiriilecek olan Harold
Godwinson, 1066’daki Norman Istilas1 sonrasinda bile savasci ka-
biliyetleri ve askeri basarilar1 nedeniyle Anglo-Normanlar tarafin-
dan biytik bir saygi gérmiistiir.®> Wessex Earl'i oldugu dénemde
Kral Edward tarafindan Galler meselesini halletmek iizere secilip
gorevlendirilmis ve bu basaris1 sonraki donemlerde hafizalara ka-
zinmistir. Nitekim, 1223’de o6len tarih¢i Giraldus Cambrensis’in
yazdigina gore, Harold un Galler’de elde ettigi zaferler, muharebe-

79 Ortacag Avrupasi’'nda kullanilan telli bir calg:.

80 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, 17. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113. Siyasal
Yonetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, VI. B6liim, 149.

81 Polycratici Libri VI-VIII, 18, Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 114. Siyasal
Yénetim Uzerine Bir Inceleme, V1. Kitap, VI. B6liim, 151.

82Laura Ash, “Harold Godwineson”, Heroes and Anti-Heroes in Medieval Ro-
mance, ed. Neil Cartlidge (Cambridge: D.S. Brewer, 2012) 59- 80. The Life of
King Edward, 31, 57-58.
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lerin gerceklestigi yerlerde “Harold burada zafer kazand1” (hic fuit
victor Haroldus) seklinde taslara kazinmistir.®® Dolayisiyla, Anglo-
Norman Krallig1'nin egitimli ziimrelerine mensup bir din adami ve
disiiniir olan Salisburyli Johannes acgisindan Harold her ne kadar
I. William’a kars1 haksiz bir taht miicadelesine girismis olsa da®,
Ingilizlerin Galler’de tam anlamuyla siyasi ve askeri hakimiyet kur-
masi noktasinda II. Henry tarafindan 6rnek alinmasi gereken bir
kumandandir.

Sonug itibariyle, Klasik Yunan ve Roma tarihini ¢ok iyi bilen, ve
eserlerinde bu donemin temel metinlerine biiyiik itibar gostererek
sikca gonderme yapan Salisburyli Johannes®, Ingiliz Kralligi'nin
Britanya Adalari’'nda emperyal bir egemenlik olusturmaya calis-
t1g1 bir dénemde, Britanya kimligini adeta Medeni Roma/ Barbar
Germen karsith@ina benzer bicimde Medeni Ingiliz/Barbar Galli
retorigi cercevesinde diisiiniiyor, muhtemelen Ingiltere’yi Roma
gibi medeniyet merkezi olarak goriirken Gallileri Roma’y1 tehdit
eden barbarlara benzetiyordu. Dolayisiyla, Salisburyli Johannes’in
Gallilerin Ingiliz topraklarina gerceklestirdikleri saldirilardan duy-
dugu endise ve buna karsi yapilmasi gerekenleri Harold un 1063’te
Gallilere karsi elde ettigi askeri basar1 6rnegiyle aciklamaya calis-
masi medeni/barbar karsithg temelindeki retorigin Galler Me-
selesi cercevesinde Policraticus’a yansidigini ve onun iktidardaki
yozlagsmayi Ingiltere’nin giivenligini tehdit eden nedenlerden biri
gordiigtinii ortaya koyar.

83Giraldi Cambrensis, Itinerarium Kambrie et Descriptio Kambriae, ed. J.F.
Dimock (London: Longmans, Green, Reader and Dyer, 1868) 217.

84Johannes’in Harold un Seferi'ne iliskin kayittaki su ifadesi bunu acik sekil-
ve yaptigl 6vgiiye deger islerle bilinen ve babasinin kétiiliigiine 6ykiiniip
kraliyette hak iddia etmek suretiyle san ve serefin miikafatlarini lekelemek
disinda, sanini kendi ziirriyetine kadar yayabildi.” Polycratici Libri VI-VIII,
Cap VI, 18. Policraticus, Book VI, Chapter VI, 113. Siyasal Yonetim Uzerine
Bir Inceleme, VI. Kitap, VI. Boliim, 150.

85Laure Hermand-Schebat, “John of Salisbury and Classical Antiquity”, A
Companion to John of Salisbury, icinde, s.180-214. Jean Martin, “John of
Salisbury as Classical Historian”, The World of John of Salisburyiginde 179-
201.
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HOW IS HISTORY EMPLOYED IN A WORK OF MEDIEVAL
POLITICAL THOUGHT? HAROLD’S 1062/63 CAMPAIGN IN THE
POLICRATICUS OF JOHN SALISBURY AND WELSH QUESTION
THROUGH THE EYES OF THE ENGLISH IN THE TWELFTH

CENTURY

Abstract

Policraticus, which was completed by a leading English
thinker and cleric John of Salisbury in 1159, is precisely one
of the outstanding works of medieval political thought. This
work mainly discusses how a good ruler should act to estab-
lish better and just governance by eliminating the corrup-
tion in the court through examples from history. However,
the use of the examples from English history to justify the
basic message of Policraticus has not been adequately ana-
lysed as compared to the studies referring to John of Salis-
bury’s interest in Antiquity and history of Christianity. The
purpose of this article is to analyse the narrative of John
of Salisbury in the Policraticus on the Welsh Expedition of
Harold, the Earl of Wessex, in 1062/1063 regarding the lack
of interest in the analysis of examples from English history.
In this context, it will be revealed with its political and re-
ligious dimensions that negative language about the Welsh
employed in John’s narrative directly stems from the rise of
English expansionism in the twelfth century. Accordingly,
this article will contribute to better understanding of how
historical examples can have functions in the texts of politi-
cal thought.

Keywords: John of Salisbury, Policraticus, England, Wales,
Middle Ages, the Earl of Wessex Harold.
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Abstract

In recent years, Pierre Bourdieu’s views on social structure
and order, consisting of reproduction, competition, and
struggle in education and various cultural fields, attracted
the attention of modern researchers in understanding the
socio-intellectual life of the Mamluks. Bourdieu’s method-
ology, which usually involved criticisms of existing assump-
tions, was based on investigating each subject in its context.
His explanations for determining the social order among
complex social relations played an essential role in under-
standing the data in the Mamluk texts. This paper benefits
from Bourdieu’s concepts of cultural capital and reproduc-
tion to understand the production of knowledge in the so-
cio-intellectual life of the Mamluk and tries to base the tex-
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tual reproduction in the intellectual circles of the Mamluk
on the mukhtasar.

The study proposes a quadruple categorization of the
mukhtasar, which are claimed to be the primary texts of the
cultural activities in the Mamluk period. Accordingly, the
effect of mukhtasars produced by the Mamluk ulama con-
cerning the transfer and transformation of knowledge are
among the most significant matters emphasized. Firstly,
the study discusses the significance of the commentaries
written by the Mamluk cultural elite on mukhtasars in the
transfer of knowledge. Secondly, the contribution of the
summarizations performed on mukhtasars to reproducing
knowledge is examined. Thirdly, mukhtasars introduced by
the ulama belonging to four madhhabs in Mamluk intellec-
tual circles because of their search for a shared methodology
are reviewed. Finally, independent mukhtasars produced
during the Mamluk period are discussed within the histori-
cal process. It should be noted that this paper, which is con-
ducted to determine the significance of mukhtasars during
the Mamluk period, recognizes the characteristics of higher
education in the period within itself.

Keywords: Cultural Capital, Reproduction, Mamluk, Intel-
lectual Environment, Mukhtasar.
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INTRODUCTION

The political and social structure of the Mamluks and the posi-
tion of the ulama in the relatively complex higher education sys-
tem have been among the fundamental problems encountered in
understanding the Mamluk texts. The differentiation of its political
structure compared to the past, its social order combining various
ethnic and cultural elements, and its legal system based on four
madhhabs cause quite a confusion, and the problems in the collec-
tion and understanding of the texts produced by the Mamluk cul-
tural elite further increase this complexity. Bourdieu,' whose theo-
ries/theoretical conceptualization are used in our study, tried to
explain the social order through competition, conflict, and power
within political, economic, cultural, and symbolic capital. Accord-
ing to Bourdieu, these capital resources corresponded to struc-
tures that reflected social class and constituted social power. Dur-
ing the Mamluk period, political, military, and economic capitals
among these capitals fell into the area of power and governance
of the political elite; however, only cultural capital was an area
where the political elite could not get involved. They could not get

1 Unlike Marx, Bourdieu does not restrict the concept of capital to the field
of economics in his explanations of the social order. Bourdieu, who states
in his work La Reproduction that there are political, cultural, and symbolic
capitals as distinct types of capital, asserts that cultural capital can exist
in a variety of forms and that it is possible to gain power in more than one
capital area and be a part of different habitus. According to Bourdieu, an
individual with the power of the capital amount they have in different ha-
bitus will enter an environment of struggle and competition to maintain
this power. Sometimes, this can also be sustained through marriage. Bo-
urdieu, who differs from Marx and Weber in that capital is not limited to
the economic field and in terms of transition between classes, thinks that 63
every event should be evaluated in its period and under its conditions. See
ed. Giiney Cegin and Emrah Goker, Alim Arli, Umit Tatlican, Ocak ve Zana-
at: Pierre Bourdieu Derlemesi (Istanbul: iletisim Yayinlari, 2007), 145-158.
See also Michael Chamberlain, Knowledge and Social Practice in Medieval
Damascus, 1190-1350 (Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1994); W. W.
Clifford, “Ubi Sumus? Mamluk History and Social Theory,” Mamluk Studi-
es Review 1 (1997): 45-62.
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involved in this area due to their Turkish origin, lack of knowledge
of Arabic, having had military training, and their inability to par-
ticipate in a long-term scientific activity. Their efforts to include
their children, who could not replace them in office, indicated
their desire to gain power in cultural capital. In his analyses of the
social order, Bourdieu drew attention to his comparisons between
economic and cultural capitals. He explained that cultural capital
corresponded to a relatively more permanent structure regarding
their transfer to the next generations. Bourdieu used the concept
of habitus when talking about this transfer. He used the concept
of habitus to explain the transfer of these characteristics by stat-
ing that individuals had the characteristics of their culture, in other
words, the class they belonged to.? According to Bourdieu, individ-
uals inherited the characteristics and experience of the class they
belonged to in their behavioral patterns and conveyed them within
this framework. In this sense, while the intellectual environment
created by the cultural elite attributed a shared identity to the in-
dividuals involved in this area, the transfer of the experience they
gained and the reinterpretation of this experience according to the
conditions of their period would fall within this cultural environ-
ment. According to Bourdieu, the cultural environments of indi-
viduals had a structure that shaped them, determined the level of
their connection with knowledge, and at the same time was shaped
by them.3

The texts preferred to be transferred in the Mamluk intellectual
circles after the Mongol invasions were preferred by individuals

2 According to Bourdieu, individuals have a voice in the field in which they
are engaged to the extent of their power. In this context, they can have dif-
ferent powers and capitals with their network of relations in more than one
field. The competition and struggle of the individual with other individuals
in the field to retain and preserve this capital constitute the most crucial
dynamic ensuring the social order’s continuity and transformation. Anne
Jourdain and Sidane Naulin, Pierre Bourdieu'nun Kurami ve Sosyolojik
Kullanimlani, trans. Oykii Elitez (Istanbul: iletisim Yayinlari, 2016), 105-
122; Cegin, ed., Ocak ve Zanaat, 397-421. See also Jo Van Steenbergen, Or-
der Out of Chaos: Patronage, Conflict and Mamluk Socio-political Culture,
1341-1382 (Leiden: Brill, 2006).

3 Cegin, ed., Ocak ve Zanaat, 303-367; Pierre Bourdieu, Language and
Symbolic Power (Cambridge: Harvard Univ. Press, 1999), 220-229; Ulrich
Haarmann, “Arabic in Speech, Turkish in Lineage: Mamluks and Their
Sons in the Intellectual Life of Fourteenth Century Egypt and Syria,” Jour-
nal of Semitic Studies 33 (1988): 81-114.
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belonging to the cultural elite and were shaped in line with their
needs and interests. Accordingly, the texts preferred to be trans-
ferred shed light on the transformative and constructive aspect
of this cultural environment. Individuals included in the Mamluk
cultural circles were able to develop solutions to different needs
and problems using their knowledge and cultural capital. All texts
produced by individuals based on their cultural capital ensured
the development of the individual within a structured intellectual
environment and shaped the intellectual environment that contin-
ued to be structured. At this point, it can be argued that the texts
produced by the Mamluk cultural elite derived from specific needs
or problems.*

The concept of habitus introduced by Bourdieu meant that in-
dividuals were fond of their homes and could find their way by
guessing or manually, even if they got lost in the dark. On the other
hand, individuals felt uncomfortable in a house they visited for
the first time as a guest. To find their way easily there, they must
have visited that house many times and attained some information
about the interior structure of that house. Hence, habitus was a set
of information and predispositions that enabled individuals to find
their ways in their homes, even if they had fallen in the dark. Simi-
larly, habitus was the name given to all information and predis-
positions that led to the solution when difficulties emerged in the
social areas of individuals.® The Mamluk cultural elite reinterpret-
ed the knowledge they gained in the face of political, social, and
cultural problems to find a solution after the Mongol invasions.

The recognition of the political legitimacy of the Mamluk military

class by the cultural elite and the new legal and information system

they introduced transformed themselves and reconstructed soci-

ety through the texts they produced. At this point, the cultural ef-

fort of the Mamluk ulama was of great importance in the transfor-

mation and construction of the Mamluk social structure. After the

Mongol invasions, many social groups with different ethnic and

sectarian origins gathered in the Mamluk lands. Trying to solve

the difficulties and problems experienced by these social groups 65
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4 Chamberlain, Knowledge, and Social Practice, 69-91; Steenbergen, Order
Out of Chaos, 16-22, 123-169.

5 Richard Nice, trans., The Logic of Practice (Cambridge: Cambridge Polity
Press 1999), 52-64.
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capitals, the Mamluk elite created new areas of competition, host-
ing a wealth of text production that had never been experienced
before. The significant elements of this cultural production were
muhktasars.®

Bourdieu’s social theory was groundbreaking for the research-
ers of the Mamluk. After Lapidus, many Mamluk researchers used
Bourdieu’s theory to explain the social order and the role of the ula-
ma in this structure. Ulrich Haarmann’ emphasized the subsystems
of the awlad al-nas® (the children of the Mamluk amirs) concern-
ing the social, political, and cultural relations between the political
and cultural elite of the Mamluks. Carl F. Petry,” Daphna Ephrat,'

6 Mukhtasar: Durmus, who defines mukhtasar as the type of writing that
consists of the summary writing of a work, notes that it is a type of writing
that is written as a separate article for students engaging in scientific work
to remove the unnecessary parts and explain the incomprehensible parts
of a relatively long text previously written in a particular science branch for
easier memorization. In expressing his opinions about mukhtasar, Kaya
notes that especially figh mukhtasars constitute a literary genre represen-
ting a writing tradition directly related to the history of Islamic sciences.
See Ismail Durmus, “Muhtasar,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi
(DIA), 31: 57-59; Eyyiip Said Kaya, “Muhtasar,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam
Ansiklopedisi (DIA), 31: 61-62. See also Mohammad Fadel, “The Social Lo-
gic of Taqlid and the Rise of the Mukhtasar,” Islamic Law and Society 3/2
(1996): 215-233; Anne F. Broadbridge, “Academic Rivalry and the Patrona-
ge System in Fifteenth-Century Egypt: al-Ayni, al-Magqrizi, and Ibn Hajar
al-Asqalani,” Mamluk Studies Review 3 (1999): 85-107.

7 David Ayalon, “Aspects of the Mamluk Phenomenon: Ayyubids, Kurds,
and Turks,” Der Islam 54 (1977): 1-32; Donald P. Little, “Religion under
Mamluks,” The Muslim World 73 (1983): 165-181; Haarmann, “Arabic in
Speech, Turkish in Lineage,” 81-114; Jonathan P. Berkey, “Mamluk Religi-
ous Policy.” Mamluk Studies Review 13/2 (2009): 7-22.

8 Awlad al-nas are the children of the Mamluk amirs, born to free Muslim
parents and given Arabic names. Since these children could not go thro-
ugh the stages their fathers had, they were not allowed to reach the degre-
es they had. Thus, they belonged to the “circle” class in the Mamluk state
order. Awlad al-nas was a name given to them, meaning the children of
the elite military group, and it was forbidden for these children to inherit
the rank and position of their fathers. See Seyyid Muhammed es-Seyyid,
“Evladii’'n-nas,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 11: 525-
526.

9 CarlF. Petry, The Civilian Elite of Cairo in the Later Middle Ages (Princeton:
Princeton University Press., 1982).

10Daphna Ephrat, A Learned Society in a Period of Transition: The Sunni
‘Ulama’ of Eleventh Century Baghdad (Albany: State University of New
York Press 2000).
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and Jonathan P. Berkey!" pointed out that the individual relation-
ship networks of the Mamluks determined the informal education
system. According to Berkey, the cultural elite in Mamluk society
helped balance social divisions. Michael Chamberlain,'? a student
of Lapidus, stated that unofficial social networks in Mamluk society
could be understood easily by looking beyond institutional and of-
ficial structures. He argued that the social order in Mamluk society
was established between the owners of political and cultural capi-
tals. Bourdieu’s remark that interconnected social networks devel-
oped among the ever-changing balances of power was a significant
inspiration for Chamberlain. According to Chamberlain, ulama
families representing the cultural elite in Mamluk society struggled
to retain control of information for social survival to gain power and
status. Chamberlain believed that Damascus hosted rich exam-
ples of a perpetual arena of competition and struggle among elite
families. Chamberlain’s study on the Mamluk social order adopted
a utilitarian approach, focusing on an information-oriented urban
area. This paper takes the studies mentioned above a step forward,
arguing that mukhtasars were the key texts concerning the master
element of the struggle and competition in knowledge transfer be-
tween cultural capital owners in the Mamluk period. Therefore, this
paper, which proceeded by using the concepts in Bourdieu’s social
theory, also takes advantage of the views of Lapidus, Petry, Berkey,
and Chamberlain and aims to address a fundamental work under
each heading.

COMMENTARIES ON MUKHTASARS WRITTEN IN THE
PRE-MAMLUK PERIOD

After the Mongol invasions, Islamic society lost its higher educa-
tion institutions and libraries. In addition, many ulama living in
the Abbasid lands, where political unity was destroyed, were either
murdered or forced to leave their countries. During this period,
many scholars who fled from various parts of the Islamic world
and came to the Mamluk lands adopted the duty of transferring 67
the knowledge they had acquired. The ulama continued to trans-  Djvan
fer information through the fundamental texts they had read in  2023/2

11Jonathan P. Berkey, The Transmission of Knowledge in Medieval Cairo: A
Social History of Islamic Education (Princeton: Princeton Univ. Press 1992).

12 Chamberlain, Knowledge and Social Practice.
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the course circles established within the Mamluk cultural circles.
The scientific activities supervised by the political elite in Damas-
cus and Cairo during the Mamluk period were reinforced by the
higher education institutions and libraries established in these cit-
ies.’* The prominent ulama of the period tried to bring the missing
copies of the books they collected from the neighboring regions
or to obtain their reproductions into the Mamluk libraries. Thus,
many fundamental works were collected in the libraries of Mam-
luks affiliated with higher education institutions.'* Utilizing the
texts formerly taught in the course circles in the Mamluk madrasas
led to writing various commentaries on the mukhtasars preferred
by the Mamluk ulama. The work of Ibn al-Salah (d. 643/1245), ti-
tled al-Mugaddimah,> was among the studies in the hadith field
of Islamic sciences on which the highest number of commentaries
had been produced. In the fields of Sarf and Nahw, more than one
hundred and fifty commentaries were written on al-Shafiya'® and
al-Kafiya" of Ibn al-Hajib (d. 646/1249). The work titled Miftdh

13Donald P. Little, “Notes on Mamluk Madrasahs,” Mamluk Studies Review
6 (2002): 9-20; Berkey, Jonathan P. “Mamluk Religious Policy,” 13/2: 7-22;
Chamberlain, Knowledge and Social Practice, 152-176; Igarashi Daisuke,
“Madrasahs, Their Shaykhs, and the Civilian Founder: The Basitiyah Mad-
rasahs in the Mamluk Era,” Orient: Journal of the Society for Near Eastern
Studies in Japan 48 (2013): 79-94.

14 See Little, “Notes on Mamluk Madrasahs,” 9-20; Yaacov Lev, “Symbiotic
Relations: Ulama and the Mamluk Sultans,” Mamluk Studies Review 13/1
(2009): 1-26; Thomas Herzog, “Social Milieus and Worldviews in Mamluk
Adab-Encyclopedias: The Example of Poverty and Wealth,” in History and
Society during the Mamluk Period (1250-1517), ed. Stephan Conermann
(Gottingen: Bonn University Press, 2014), 61-81.

15Ibn al-Salah’s al-Muqaddimah is a mukhtasar work that addresses the is-
sues of hadith methodology in an organized manner. It was written so that
students could quickly memorize the hadith method, and after him, many
annotations and postscripts were written on it. See M. Yasar Kandemir
“Ibnii’s-Salah,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 21: 198-
200.

161bn al-Hajib’s al-Shafiyah work is an introductory mukhtasar about the
sarf discipline. It has attracted great interest since the day it was written
and is one of the first works in the Islamic world in teaching sarf. See Hulusi
Kilig, “Ibnii'l-Hacib,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 21:
55-58.

171Ibn al-Hajib’s work titled al-Kafiyah is an introduction mukhtasar about
nahw discipline and is one of the first works in the Islamic world on the
teaching of nahw. See Hulusi Kilig, “Ibnii’'l-Hacib,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi
Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 21: 55-58.
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al-ulim'® by al-Sakkaki (d. 626/1229) and the Talkhis al-Miftah'
by al-Qazwini (d. 739/1338) became the most famous works with
many commentaries in grammar and eloquence. In Hanafi figh,
many commentaries were written on Kuduri’s (d. 428/1037) al-
Mukhtasar® and Marghinani’s (d. 593/1197) al-Hidaya.*' 1bn al-
Hajib’s (d. 646/1249) al-Mukhtasar** in Maliki figh and al-Khiraqi’s
(d. 334/946) al-Muhtasar® in Hanbali figh had been the works on
which many commentaries were written during this period. The
commentaries written during the Mamluk period on the main
mukhtasars on the transfer of knowledge became the most signifi-
cant evidence of Mamluk intellectual circles’ academic effort to

18 Sakkaki’s work titled Miftah al-uliim is an important work that concisely
brings together three essential branches of science: sarf, nahw, and rheto-
ric. Sakkaki, who thinks that language plays a crucial role in understanding
the divine will in the Qur’an and solving the problems encountered, gave
this name to his work. Numerous postscripts and annotations have been
written about the work. See Ismail Durmus, “Sekkaki,” Tiirkiye Diyanet
Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 36: 332-334.

191t is the summary of the third part on rhetoric of Kazvini’s work named Mif-
tah al-ulum by Sakkaki. However, the author clearly expresses his views
on rhetoric in his work, which differ from Sakkaki’s. See Ismail Durmus,
“Kazvini,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 25: 156-157.

20Kuduri’s al-Mukhtasaris one of the most trusted texts in the Hanafi madh-
hab. It has gained fame as both a textbook and a reference work in the his-
tory of Hanafi figh with its regular systematicity, rich content, and simple
style. See Ferhat Koca, “Muhtasar,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklope-
disi (DIA) 31: 64-66.

21Marghinani’s work on Hanafi figh. It is the author’s work that brings to-
gether the issues addressed in Kuduri’'s work, titled al-Muhtasar, one of
the most well-known texts of the madhhab, and Muhammad al-Shaybani’s
work titled al-Jami‘ al-saghir. See Cengiz Kallek, “el-Hidaye,” Tiirkiye Di-
yanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 17: 471-473.

22 Muntaha al-sil is a mukhtasar written by Ibn al-Hajib in jurisprudence,
which he wrote using the mutakallimun method. The reason for menti-
oning the work with the procedural record is to avoid confusing it with
Mukhtasar al-muntaha, one of the main works of the Maliki madhhab.
Many postscript and annotation studies have been written on Ibn al-
Hajib’s al-Mukhtasar See Ferhat Koca, “el-Muhtasar,” Tiirkiye Diyanet
Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 31: 67-70.

231t is known that Khiraki did not give this work a special name, which is the
first figh text written on the Hanbali madhhab. This arrangement of Khira-
ki, which is based on the primary texts of the Shafii madhhab, was followed
after him. Many studies have been done regarding the work. Until Muvaf-
fakuddin ibn Kudame al-Magqdisi (b. 620/1223) wrote his work, al-Muqgni,
it was considered the only law work in the Hanbali school. Siikrii Ozen,
“Hiraki,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 17: 322-323.
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understand these mukhtasars. These concerns and efforts of the
Mamluk ulama to preserve and transfer the scientific knowledge
brought by the Islamic civilization before the Mongol invasions led
to the widespread recognition and teaching of the mukhtasars.

It was already known that the first commentaries on the
mukhtasars were written within the period after the 4th century.
All commentaries on mukhtasars, from the first commentaries
written on mukhtasars to the end of the Mamluk period, devel-
oped in the tradition of a teacher-student relationship built upon
the work discussed. Commentaries on mukhtasars were produced
based on the needs emerging from the scientific studies between
the teacher and students in various course circles during the Mam-
luk period, as in the past. The commentaries written in the Mem-
luk geography, on such texts as Ibn al-Salah’s al-Mukhtasar, Ibn
al-Hajib’s al-Kafiyah, and al-Khiraqi's al-Mukhtasar, introduced
the experience, understanding, and preferences in different geog-
raphies in these fields of science to the Mamluk geography. The
commentaries written on mukhtasars during the Mamluk period
had particular significance in revealing an effort to be understood,
opening new areas of competition and struggle, and demonstrat-
ing the dimensions of the impact of the mukhtasars on Islamic so-
ciety. It can be argued that the main mukhtasars in various fields
of science were reviewed in a shared pool and became the master
texts of many course circles within the period following the Mon-
gol invasions. The ulama, who gathered in Mamluk cities with
the experience of different geographies, taught the mukhtasars
they preferred in their course circles. The commentaries on the
mukhtasars taught in these course circles had traces of the discus-
sions, competition, and struggle areas during the Mamluk period.
The commentaries written on these texts, which carry the scientific
knowledge of the pre-Mongolian period, enabled scientific discus-
sions in a common language.

The work with the highest number of commentaries written dur-
ing the Mamluk period was the Muqgaddimah by Ibn al-Salah. Ibn
al-Salah, born in Shahrazur village of Arbil immediately before the
Mamluks in 577/1181, belonged to the ulama family thanks to his
father and grandfather. He began his primary education with his
father by memorizing the Qur’an. Then, he studied the Shafii figh.
Observing his interest in science, his father sent him to Mosul to
study it. He was taught hadith there by Ibn al-Semin and studied
the al-Muhazzab by Abu Ishaq al-Shirazi. In addition, he became



A Contribution to the Concept of Cultural Capital: Reproduction of Mukhtasars in the Intellectual Circles of the Mamluk

an assistant of Abu Hamid Muhammad b. Yunus at the Nizamiyya
Madrasah. He taught in Jerusalem for a while at the Salahiyyah Ma-
drasah. Upon the arrival of the Crusaders, he moved to Damascus
and started to teach at the Rawahiyyah Madrasah. When al-Malik
al-Ashraf founded the Dar al-Hadith al-Ashrafiyyah in 630/1233,
he appointed Ibn al-Salah as the head of this madrasah. Then, Ibn
al-Salah attended to his students, training Abu Shama al-Maqdisi,
Ibn Khallikan, and Yunini in his course circles. He completed his
work in 634/1237. He compiled his work under sixty-five head-
ings to include all subjects of the hadith science, particularly al-
muhaddisu’l-fasil by Ramhurmuzi (d. 360/971), Ma'rifah anwa
al-‘uliim al-hadith by al-Hakim al-Nisapuri (d. 405/1014), and al-
Kifdyah by Hatib al-Baghdadi (d. 463/1071). The work was consid-
ered the revival of hadith science at its time. The introductory part
included the definition of the hadith science and the value of the
individuals engaged, its place among other sciences, the value of
understanding hadiths beyond writing them, and the degrees of
hadiths. The work continued with some significant subjects about
hadith science under different headings.?*

The work of Ibn al-Salah emerged as a mukhtasar that was con-
sidered a masterpiece in the science of hadith, on which many dis-
cussions were made among the Mamluk ulama. Iraqi, the leading
hadith scholar of the Mamluks, noted it as the most valuable work
on the science of hadith. Various commentaries and annotations
were written by many scholars, especially Zayn al-Din al-Iraqi (d.
806/1404) and Ibn Hajar (d. 852/1449), on Ibn al-Salah’s Mugqgad-
dimah, which was the first comprehensive mukhtasar in the field
of hadith science. Moghultay b. Kilic (d.762/1361), one of the sig-
nificant Mamluk intellectuals, wrote his criticisms on Muqaddi-
mah in his work called Islahu Ibn Salah fi ‘uliim al-hadis, and Badr
al-Din al-Zarkashi (d. 794/1392) produced his work an-Nukat ‘ala
Mugaddimah Ibn Salah to indicate where he considered the au-
thor wrong or disagreed with his views. Iraqi produced two works
on this work, one of which was poetry, and tried to respond to the
criticisms with various explanations without disturbing the ar-
rangement of the work in his work called al-Nukat. On the other

il
Divan
2023/2

24Abu Nasr Taj al-Din Subki, Tabagat al-Shafiiyya (Cairo: Matbaat ‘Isa,
1964). 1: 217, 4: 117, 5: 209, 246, 8: 326-336; Taki al-Din Ibn Qadi Shuhba,
Tabagqat al-Shafiiyya (Beirut: ‘Alam al-Kutub, 1986), 2: 113-115; M. Yasar
Kandemir “Ibnii’s-Salah,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA)
21:198-200.
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hand, Ibn al-Hajar wrote his work al-Ifsah bi takmil al-nukat li-Ibn
Salah to criticize the views of Iraqi on the work. A commentary ti-
tled al-Manhaj al-sawiwas written by Muhammad b. Abu Bakr Ibn
Jamaah (d. 819/1416), the grandson of Badr al-Din Ibn Jamaah (d.
733/1333), about his work titled al-Manhal al-rawi, which includ-
ed corrections and explanations concerning the work. Similarly,
many additions to and explanations about the work were made in
the commentaries by Ala‘ al-Din Ibn Turkmani (d. 750/1349) and
Abu al-Fida Ibn Kathir (d. 774/1373).

It is titled at-Taqrib wa al-taysir li ma‘ rifat sunnat al-bashir,
also written by Nawawi (d.676/1277) about the work named Irshad
al-tullab written by Nawawi, based on Ibn al-Salah’s al-Muqaadi-
mah. Its summary attracted great attention of the Mamluk ulama.
Commentaries were written on these two works of al-Nawawi by
prominent hadith scholars of the period, such as Shams al-Din
al-Sakhawi (d. 902/1497) and Suyuti (d. 911/1505). Intellectual
works that staged the great competition and hassle to gain power
in the cultural capital area were realized based on this mukhtasar.
It was later followed by the summaries and resummaries of Ibn
al-Mulaqqin (d. 804/1401) titled al-Mugni fi ‘uliim al-hadith and
at-Tadhgqirah fi ‘uliim al-hadith, respectively. ‘Umar b. Raslan (d.
805/1403), who belonged to the prominent ulema family of the pe-
riod, wrote a commentary titled Mahasin al-Istildh on this work.
In this study, he added five more chapters to the collection of Ibn
al-Salah and increased the number of hadith sciences to seventy.?

Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani, known as the most famous hadith scholar
of the Mamluk period, disliked the arrangement of the work and
rearranged it. Ibn Hajar added forty more chapters to the work
in his work called Nukhbat al-figar, and later he felt the need to
reinterpret this work with a commentary under the name of Nu-
zhah al-nazar. These two works, which he started in 812/1409 and
completed in 818/1415, created a comprehensive competition
area in Mamluk and Ottoman intellectual circles. In the work on
which many works were produced, a commentary titled Natijah
al-nazarwas written by Badr al-din Abu al-Ma‘ali, son of Ibn Hajar,

25Abu ‘Amr Taki al-Din Ibn al-Salah, Mugaddimatu Ibn al-Salah wa maha-
sin al-istilah, ed. Aisha Abd al-Rahman, (Cairo: Dar al-Maaref, 1989), 17-
22, 39-62; Ibn Hajar, Sharh al-Nuhba al-fikar (Damascus, 1992), 18-36;
Abu al-Fazl Jalal al-Din Suyuti, Nazm al-ikyan fi a’yan al-a’yan (Beirut:
Maktaba al-‘Ilmiyya, n.d.), 47; M. Yasar Kandemir, “Mukaddimetii ibni’s-
Salah,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 31: 121-124.
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in the work called Bahcah al-nazar by his contemporary Kamal
al-Din al-Shumunni, who wrote commentaries before its author.
The Hanafi scholar Ibn Qutlubugha (d. 879/1474) wrote an anno-
tation about the work, and there are commentaries by Ali al-Qari
(d. 1014/1605) and Yahya b. Muhammad al-Munawi (d. 871/1467).
It is known that these works continued until today, especially with
the Turkish translation of Muhammad b. Omar al-Iskilibi among
the manuscripts found in Edirne Selimiye. Thus, the studies on the
mukhtasar of the hadith science, which started with Ibn al-Salah’s
Mugaddimah, improved during the Mamluk period and continued
afterward. The commentaries of the Mamluk ulama, which cen-
tered around the work of Ibn al-Salah, which was the mukhtasar
of the previous scientific knowledge in the field of hadith, were
of great importance in terms of demonstrating the grounds and
continuity of the scientific discussion development based on the
mukhtasar.®

MUKHTASARS ON THE MUKHTASARS WRITTEN BEFORE THE
MAMLUKS

Mukhtasars written on the mukhtasars can be seen in Mamluk
intellectual circles. History and tabaqat sources of the period in-
clude many examples related to the subject. Mukhtasars written
by the Mamluk ulama on the mukhtasars produced before the
Mongol invasions may give an opinion, demonstrating how the
Mamluk cultural elite ensured continuity and transformation in
the production of information. It is known that the competition
between the ulama belonging to the four madhhabs that gathered
in Mamluk cities was quite active. The efforts of the ulama, who
belonged to each of the four madhhabs, to ensure the continu-
ity and transformation of the transmission of information about
their madhhabs enabled the production of many intellectual prod-
ucts during the Mamluk period. Mukhtasars written by Shafii and
Hanafi ulama for their students, which were very influential in the
higher education system of the period, emerged as the product of 73
an active struggle and competition.?” Al-Nawawi, whose name we  Divan
2023/2

26M. Yagar Kandemir, “Mukaddimetii Ibni’s-Salah,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi
Islam Ansiklopedisi (DIA) 31: 121-124.

27Pierre Bourdieu, Language and Symbolic Power (Cambridge: Harvard
Univ. Press, 1999), 15-88. In his work, which addresses the production of
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have heard frequently since the early days of the Mamluks, and his
work al-Minhajwere discussed in this part.

Al-Nawawi was born in 631/1233 in the Nawa region of south-
ern Syria. Due to his interest in science, his father sent him to the
Rewahiyyah Madrasah in Damascus when he was eighteen. There,
he memorized the fundamental texts of the Shafii figh. He par-
ticipated in the lecture circles of prominent scholars in the fields
of hadith, figh, and linguistics and achieved their approval. After
660/1262, he devoted himself to training and teaching students.
Many students he trained include well-known names such as Ibn
Jamaa, al-Azrai, al-Mizzi, Ibn al-Naqib, and Umar Ibn Qathir. Al-
Nawawi, who taught in the leading higher education institutions
of the period, was assigned as the director of Dar al-Hadith al-
Ashrafiyyah in 665/1267 after Abu Shamah al-Maqdisi. He stayed
in this office until he died in 675/1277. Al-Nawawi opposed the
Sultan’s request for a fatwa to seize the people’s properties to gain
power against the enemy against the Mongol invasion in Syria, and
he was appreciated due to his attitude towards Sultan Baibars.?

The significance of al-Nawawi in our study was based on his
mukhtasar titled al-Minhdj al-tdlibin, which he wrote about the
mukhtasar titled al-Muharrar written by Rafii before the Mongol
invasions in the early periods of the Mamluks. Al-Nawawi’s al-
Minhaj, which was highly acclaimed in intellectual circles, was
among the texts read by many in the biographical encyclopedias
of the period. Al-Nawawi completed his work on May 1, 669/1271.
Rafii’'s commentary called al-Muharrar, which had become very

legitimate language after the social structure has survived certain crises,
Bourdieu deals with the importance of preserving and representing iden-
tity in this new social structure to establish the social order. According to
Bourdieu, the teacher’s authority is vital in transferring higher education
structure and cultural capital. He states that in this structure, where the
cultural capital ensures its continuity through the production and transfer
of knowledge, the students are tested through the texts preferred by the
authoritative teachers. Thus, their competence is determined through the-
se texts. See also Chamberlain, Knowledge and Social Practice in Medieval
Damascus, 1190-1350, 108-176.

28Dhahabi, Tadhkira al-huffaz (Beirut: Daru Ihya-i Turath al-Arabi, 1956), 4:
1470-1474; Kutubi, Fawat al-wafayat, ed. Salah al-Din Mohammad b. Sha-
kir b. Ahmed (Beirut: Dar al-Sadir, 1973), 4: 264-268; Abu Nasr Taj al-Din
Subki, Tabaqat al-Shafiiyya (Cairo: Matbaat ‘Isa, 1964), 8: 395-400; Abu al-
Fazl Jalal al-Din Suyuti, al-Minhaj al-sawi fi tarjama al-Imam al-Nawawi,
ed. Ahmad Shafeek (Beirut 1988).
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popular in the central regions of the Islamic world before the Mon-
gol invasions, was initially written to summarize al-Ghazali’s al-
Wajiz one of the primary texts of the Shafii madhhab. The work,
which became famous in its period, was revisited by al-Nawawi in
intellectual circles during the Mamluk period. Al-Nawawi believed
it should be concise for students to memorize; therefore, he sum-
marized al-Muharrar and renewed the text with additions, cor-
rections, and explanations. In particular, al-Nawawi graded the
views of the sectarian imam Shafii according to the strength of his
evidence and revealed the work within the historical process by
distinguishing the views of the sectarian scholars from the views
of Shafii and the views of the Shafii from the ancient and subse-
quent views. While Rafii’s work became famous as the work that
best compiled the Shafii figh, al-Nawawi’s al-Minhaj took its place
among the most fundamental texts of the Mamluk and the Shafii
figh. The fact that it was written to enable the students receiving
higher education in the intellectual circles of Mamluk to memorize
easily made it easier for the work to become famous and be the
fundamental material of scientific discussion.?®

After the work of al-Nawawi, the works written in the field could
not remain independent from this work. The fact that the work
revealed its field competence within the environment of compe-
tition and hassle in the Mamluk intellectual circles ensured that
al-Nawawi could maintain its cultural capital in the following peri-
ods. Written by an author with power and authority in Shafii figh,
al-Minhaj established the connection with the knowledge before
the Mamluk, playing a determining role afterward. Therefore, al-
Nawawii’s mukhtasar built a structure that could not be ignored
by individuals who desired to obtain cultural capital in their field.
Considering the intensity of the competition and hassle in the field,
it was also important that the cultural elite of the Mamluk period
wrote plenty of commentaries, annotations, and research on the
work. These works, which were almost thirty in number, mainly in-
cluded Dagiq, written by al-Nawawi on his work, the commentary
ofal-Mahalli titled Kanz, Umdatby Ibn al-Mulaqqin, the commen-
taries of Qadi Shuhbe and Qadi Ajlun, and revealed the interest and 75
competition concerning the work in intellectual environments. The  p3jyan
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29Yaw al-Nawawi, Minhaj al-talibin (Cairo: Dar al-Kutub al-Arabiyya 1328).
See also Abu al-Khayr Shams al-Din Sakhawi, al-Daw’ al-lami‘li ahl qarn
al-tasi‘(Beirut: Dar al-Maktaba al-Hayat, n.d.), 6: 243, 262, 265, 266, 313, 7:
164, 9: 22-23, 104, 108.
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commentaries on this text written by al-Haythami and al-Ramli at-
tracted attention, especially among the Shafii ulama. Nevertheless,
the works on al-Nawawi’s mukhtasar titled al-Minhaj were more
comprehensive than some commentaries we listed. The commen-
taries produced from the period when the work was written and the
continuous scientific discussions over the mukhtasar of al-Nawawi
led to the production of various texts on these commentaries. These
works, which once again revealed the competence of al-Nawawi in
cultural circles, presented us with the historical course of the scien-
tific discussions over a certain mukhtasar, also demonstrating the
continuity of the scientific knowledge in the area where the work
was written and the subject of these discussions. Ibn al-Mulaqqin’s
summary titled Tafahhum and al-Ansari’s work al-Manhaj could
be noted as other summaries.*

The work, which drew the attention of various researchers in
the modern period, was valuable in revealing the continuity re-
lationship established by the Mamluk cultural elite through the
mukhtasar and how they held control of information over a specific
area. The Mamluk ulema, which established a competition area in
the higher education system of the period through the mukhtasar,
revealed their power and authority in the cultural capital area
through these texts. The mukhtasar, written by the Mamluk ulama
revealed the social and intellectual dimensions of continuity and
transformation and stood out with their formation of a shared dis-
cussion ground and language. The fact that the mukhtasar formed
a basis for discussion in intellectual circles evidenced the authority
of its author along with the power and popularity he gained. Al-
Nawawi’s al-Minhaj also became the focus text of scientific discus-
sions after it was written and had a notable impact.

MUKHTASARS WRITTEN WITH COLLECTIVE METHODOLOGICAL
APPROACHES IN THE PERIOD OF MAMLUKS

The Mongol invasions greatly affected the formation of the
Mamluk social and political order and its differentiation from the
previous Islamic societies regarding structure. After the Abbasid

30M. Kamil Yasaroglu, “Minhacii’t-talibin,” Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam An-
siklopedisi (DIA) 31: 111-112.
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caliphate and the destruction of the Caliphate of Cordoba, differ-
ent social groups from the eastern and western lands of the Islamic
world came to the region, finding the opportunity to live in these
lands in safety and stability. The problem of the legitimacy of the
Mamluk political elite, which was relatively different from other
Islamic states, increased the influence of the ulama in ensuring
social order. Numerous higher education institutions established
in the Mamluk cities of Damascus and Cairo by the political elite
ensured the legitimacy of the political elite while protecting scien-
tific activities and ulama.’® Many prominent names from differ-
ent denominations in the Mamluk lands found an environment
supporting their scientific activities in the course circles they es-
tablished. By protecting the ulama, the Mamluk sultans gained a
reputation before the society and the ulama who recognized their
legitimacy. Higher education institutions established in Mamluk
cities were also constructed based on social needs and require-
ments. The higher education structure in Mamluk cities, which
offered the richest examples of the history of Islamic civilization,
had a model that supported the ulama and science students from
various regions, where four Sunni madhhabs were officially edu-
cated and taught the theological and rational sciences. The educa-
tion of four Sunni madhhabs in the same madrasah in these lands
brought together different perspectives regarding their ulama and
students. The higher education system of the Mamluks, which ena-
bled different madhhab members to present their cultural capital,
witnessed the emergence of areas of great competition and has-
sle among intellectual circles. Being able to work in many higher
education institutions created a great competitive environment
among the ulama. Similarly, being able to receive education as a
scholarship student in these higher education institutions was also
areason for competition and hassle.* Therefore, obtaining knowl-
edge of other madhhabs other than the knowledge of their madh-
hab led to increased cultural capital and provided strength in the
field of competition in Mamluk cities. Many students who sought
to address their intellectual interests in the Mamluk cultural cir-
cles persistently attended the lessons of the renowned ulama of —77
Divan
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31Haarmann, “Arabic in Speech, Turkish in Lineage: Mamluks and Their
Sons in the Intellectual Life of Fourteenth Century Egypt and Syria,” 33:
81-114; Berkey, “Mamluk Religious Policy,” 13/2: 7-22

32Lev, “Symbiotic Relations: Ulama and the Mamluk Sultans,” 13/1:1-26.
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the period. Intellectuals trained within the higher education sys-
tem of the Mamluk, where four Sunni madhhabs were educated
comprehensively and in various environments, started to produce
shared methodological texts in time. The students, who witnessed
different sectarian knowledge and reasoning, went to reinterpret
the knowledge they obtained from their teachers belonging to vari-
ous madhhabs and schools according to their periods. During the
Mamluk period, the most significant of these works included Jam*
al-Jawami‘ by Taj al-Din al-Subki.*®

Taj al-Din al-Subki, born in 727/1327 in an ulema family in Cairo,
received his first education from his father, Taqi ad-Din. He came
to Damascus at an early age with his father, who was the qadi al
qudat. He attended the lectures of the prominent ulama there. He
took lessons from 172 teachers, including al-Dhahabi, al-Mizzi,
Shams al-Din Ibn al-Naqib, Ibn al-Taymiyyah, Abu Hayyan, and
Ibn al-Jamaa. At a young age, he received approval for teaching
and giving a fatwa and started to teach in many madrasahs of Da-
mascus. Then, he moved to Cairo and worked as a mudarris in in-
stitutions such as Imam Shafii Mosque, Sheikhuniyye Madrasah,
and Ibn al-Tolun Mosque. In 756/1355, he replaced his father as
the gadi al qudat of Damascus. Taj al-Din, who wrote works in vari-
ous genres, combined the methods of mutakallimun and fugaha
in the works that had been written in figh. Al-Subki’s works were
influenced by al-Baydawi from the school of mutakallimun.?*

The work of al-Baydawi titled Minhaj al-vusul was among the
mostsignificant works that summarized the knowledge of the Shafii
madhhab before him and transferred the mutakallimun method
to the next period. The work of al-Baydawi was a mukhtasar writ-
ten on al-Razi’s al-Mahsul, however, al-Baydawi also included his
views. Many works had been written for centuries on this work,
which systematically and concisely dealt with the Shafii figh meth-
od, and it was taught as a textbook in madrasahs. On the other
hand, Al-Subki’s Jam' al-Jawami‘was a work he summarized from
about 100 methodological works that had survived until his period.

33Yossef Rapoport, “New Directions in the Social History of the Mamluk
Era,” History and Society during the Mamluk Period (1250-1517), ed. Step-
han Conermann (Goettingen: Bonn Univ Press., 2014), 143-155. Taj al-Din
Subki, Jam*al-Jawami' fi ilm usul al-figh, ed. Akile Huseyn (Beirut 2011).

34Ibn Hajar al-‘Asqalani, al-Durar al-kamina fi ayan al-mia al-thamina (Ca-
iro: 1966-1967), 3: 140; Sakhawi, al-Daw’ al-lami’, 1: 242, 343, 6: 5, 7: 40-41,
9: 25, 66, 218.
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Al-Subki’s mukhtasar, which had the influence of the mutakalli-
mun method rather than the fugaha method, and he was a Shafii,
was very important in that it was the product of the effort to bring
together all the knowledge revealed in the Hanafi and Shafii meth-
ods before him. In his work, al-Subki adopted an approach simi-
lar to Baydawi’s system. His work consisted of a muqaddimah and
seven parts, which he started with definitions. Then, he continued
by addressing the basics of the figh method in both schools. While
al-Subki prioritized his preferred views in his work, the work at-
tracted interest from intellectual circles for centuries due to being
a summary of all previous procedural books. While there was great
competition and hassle about the work, commentaries were writ-
ten by the prominent ulama, such as al-Zarkashi, al-Ghazzi, and
al-Mabhalli, during the Mamluk period. It is known that al-Suyuti
turned the work into a poem, and Zakariyyah al-Ansari wrote a
separate mukhtasar.®

SPECIFIC MUKHTASARS WRITTEN DURING THE MAMLUK
PERIOD

At the end of the Mamluk period, it was observed that the texts
produced by the Mamluk ulama were then revealed in independ-
ent disciplines due to the preservation, reproduction, and shared
methodological approaches of the previous knowledge of Islamic
sciences. Especially in the last century of the Mamluks, there were
multiple examples of independent mukhtasars, corresponding to
a period when the scientific knowledge of the Mamluk ulama in
some disciplines matured. In the Mamluks’ last century, the Mam-
luk cultural elite wrote many independent mukhtasars on figh, ha-
dith, theology, language and history, and intellectual sciences. The
independent mukhtasars in various branches of science then im-
plied that scientific knowledge had been absorbed, and students
became open to education and criticisms of intellectual circles.
The fact that some mukhtasars survived the criticisms of these cul- 79
tural circles and became famous enabled intellectual authors to  Djvan
become open to criticism in these circles. These texts presented to  2023/2
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35Ali Bardakoglu, “Cem‘u’l-cevami
disi (DIA) 7: 343-344.
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intellectual circles could have led to the reinforcement or weaken-
ing of the authority and power of the author. Therefore, the inde-
pendent mukhtasars became widespread within the higher educa-
tion system of the Mamluks, many commentaries and annotations
were written on them, and they were considered texts that proved
their authority. This acceptance was a feature that increased the
prestige of the author of the mukhtasar and contributed to his cul-
tural capital.3®

Among independent mukhtasar authors in the Mamluk period,
one of the most prominent authors was al-Kafiyaji. Al-Kafiyaji,
born in Bergama in 788/1386, was known by this name because he
repeatedly read Ibn al-Hajib’s work al-Kafiyah, a famous work of
the Arabic nahw in the period. Trained by the prominent scientists
of the period, such as Ibn al-Malak, Burhan al-Din Haydar, and
Molla al-Fanari, al-Kafiyaji left for the pilgrimage and stayed in Je-
rusalem on his return. After spending three years in Jerusalem, he
settled in Cairo in 830/1427. He taught in many higher education
institutions in this Mamluk city, such as Barsbay Tumb and Sheik-
huniyah Khangah as the sheikh al-shuyukh. Many of his students,
such as Zakariya al-Ansari, al-Sakhawi, and al-Suyuti, continued
his course circles and benefited from his cultural capital.®”

The independent mukhtasar written by al-Kafiyaji about the sci-
ence of history in the last century of the Mamluk was remarkable.
Al-Kafiyaji’s work, which he called al-Mukhtasar fi al-tarih was of
great importance in terms of defining history as a branch of science
and being the first work on the method of the science of independ-
ent history written during the history of Islamic civilization. A logi-

361In his work entitled Cultural Production, Bourdieu states that the use of
language by the cultural elite in the transfer of knowledge and the texts
they produce gain power in cultural capital while expressing that cultural
production actually affects the economic capital. In his opinion, while the
practices of the cultural elite at the point of knowledge transfer build their
habitus, the various types of relationships they establish with other capital
owners ensure that they gain power in different habitus areas. See Pierre
Bourdieu, The Field of Cultural Production, ed. Randal Johnson (Cambrid-
ge, 2004), 161-176.

37Sakhawi, al-Daw’ al-lami’, 7: 259-261; Abu al-Fazl Jalal al-Din Suyuti,
Bughyah al-wuat fi tabaqat al-lughaviyyin wa al-nuhat (Cairo 1326), 48;
Abu al-Fazl Jalal al-Din Suyuti, Husn al-muhadara fi tarikhi Misr wa al-
Qahirah, ed. Mohammad Abu al-Fazl Ibrahim (Cairo: Dar Ihya al-Kutub
al-‘Arabiyyah, 1967), 1: 64, 314-317; Abu al-Baraqat Ibn ‘Iyas, Badai‘ al-
dhuhiir fi vaqai’‘ al-dhuhiir (Cairo: al-Hay’at al-Misriyya, 1982), 2: 152.
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cal pattern was observed in the work of al-Kafiyaji, complying with
the reasoning style of the Transoxiana Hanafi scholars. In his work,
he included the definition, subject, and purpose of the science of
history and the necessity of a methodology to study the science of
history. The fact that the work of al-Kafiyaji was the oldest historical
work written in a universal sense further increased the value of the
work. Al-Kafiyaji completed his work on December 31, 1462/866,
and divided his mukhtasar into two main parts. In the first part, he
clarified the concepts of solar year and lunar year, month, day, and
time. He then talked about the first appearance of the Hijri calen-
dar and the calendars used by other nations. Next, he discussed
the necessity of a methodology to study the science of history and
provided information about the characteristics a historian should
have. Al-Kafiyaji started the second part of the mukhtasar with the
relationship of historical science with existence and other scienc-
es. According to him, history was a science that dealt with time,
its states, and the states of related things in terms of determining
and identifying their hours. In his mukhtasar, al-Kafiyaji noted that
the subject of history was limited to what happened afterward. Ac-
cording to him, for a matter or event to be the subject of history,
it should be strange, in other words, different from other events,
and it should include elements such as encouragement and avoid-
ance. He believed that the primary purpose of the historian was to
keep a reliable record of the human being. While this independent
mukhtasar of al-Kafiyaji constituted a comprehensive field of dis-
cussion after him, it must have been very effective for the promi-
nent historians of the period, al-Sakhawi and al-Suyuti, to produce
texts in the same genre. Al-Sakhawi and al-Suyuti reconsidered
the mukhtasar of their teacher with different approaches and pro-
duced a new independent mukhtasar each.*

The work of al-Sakhawi titled the Ilan was more of a defense of
the science of history and had the impact of the competent had-

38The literature that developed through the work of Kafiyaji, named al-

Mulkhtasar, ensured the construction of a new cultural capital area, as in 81
other examples of mukhtasar. The struggle for power in this area ensured
its continuity and transformation, even though it created new areas of
competition and struggle in the habitus established by the cultural elite
among themselves on the construction of a new capital area. See Pierre
Bourdieu, “The New Capital: Social Space and Field of Power,” Practical
Reason on the Theory of Action (Cambridge: Polity Series, 1998), 31-35. See
also Kasim Sulul, Kafiyeci’de tarih usulii (Istanbul: Insan Yayinlari, 2003).
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ith approach of the period. Al-Sakhawi divided his work into parts
about the definition, subject, and purpose of the science of history
and then evaluated and classified all the works on history. Accord-
ing to him, individuals who did not know the value of history could
not understand the usefulness and effectiveness of this discipline.
Having used almost eighty resources, al-Sakhawi defined history as
“knowing the time.” According to him, history “dealt with the facts
in time and space in determining their appointment and time.”
Al-Sakhawi limited the subject of history to individuals and time
and defined the topics of history as various events experienced by
individuals over time. According to al-Sakhawi, including narra-
tives and historical events in the Qur’an was the most powerful and
sufficient evidence that history was a respected branch of science.
Emphasizing that there was a strong relationship between hadith
sciences and history, al-Sakhawi noted that history was a science
that belonged to the sciences of hadith. Al-Sakhawi, who also con-
veyed various views from his teacher al-Kafiyaji in his work, later
opened a title called The Wisdom of History and continued de-
fending history. Under this heading, he classified the individuals
who found the science of history unnecessary and evaluated each
of their arguments. Then, he stated that individuals who dealt with
the science of history should not write to benefit certain people or
to obtain a benefit without implications, recording the informa-
tion completely and accurately. According to him, the historian
should carefully avoid making mistakes and fear Allah for it. After
that, he mentioned the mukhtasar of al-Subki on history titled al-
Qaidabh fi al-muarrikhin.®

Al-Suyuti, another student of al-Kafiyaji, started his mukhtasar
titled as-Shamarih fi ‘ilm al-tarikh'® with the beginning of history.
He talked about history from Adam to Noah and after the flood,
to the history of the Prophets Abraham, Joseph, Moses, Solomon,
and Jesus, and finally to Prophet Mohammad and the awarding of
prophecy to him. After that, he provided the reader with informa-
tion on how the calendar emerged in Islamic history. Al-Suyuti’s
mukhtasar, much shorter than the other two texts, ended with

39Abu al-Khayr Shams al-Din Sakhawi, I'ldn bi al-tawbih | iman thamma ahl
al-tarikh, ed. Franz Rosenthal (Beirut n.d.).

40Abu al-Fazl Jalal al-Din Suyuti, al-Shamarih fi ‘ilm al-tarikh, ed. Anwar
Mahmood- Mohammad Salim (Cairo 2009).
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mentions of the benefits of the science of history and how it was
determined.

The writing of independent mukhtasars in various branches of
science during the last period of the Mamluks could be interpret-
ed as the ulama of the period having achieved the age of matu-
rity. Al-Kafiyaji and his students, whom we discussed in the study,
presented determinations containing significant evidence and ap-
proaches about whether history, which was the subject of great de-
bates even in the modern period, was a science. In particular, the
mukhtasar of Kafiyaji discussed knowledge successfully and logi-
cally, creating a separate work with the view that history was a sci-
entific discipline. In al-Muhtasar fi’t-tarih, al-Kafiyaji eliminated
the doubts of modern historians and revealed determinations far
beyond the debates they had by including the definition, subject,
purpose, and scope of history and evaluating the problems it dealt
with in this branch of science rationally. It was also significant that
history was considered a separate discipline, and its value among
other branches of science was explained by an intellectual living in
the Mamluk lands during the late Middle Ages.

CONCLUSION

This paper, which discusses mukhtasars regarding the historical
development that provided a shared information transfer chan-
nel, a ground for discussion, and an intellectual language in the
Mamluk lands, presents a classification on the subject. This paper,
which claims that the competition and struggle in cultural circles
at the point of transfer of information in the Mamluk period con-
tinued through mukhtasars, tries to address the issue in its context.
In particular, mukhtasars, the center of text production in Mam-
luk intellectual circles, formed an essential element of competition
and hassle among cultural elites. It was believed that mukhtasars
had greatimportance in establishing direct contact with the knowl-
edge produced in the Islamic world before the Mongols and their
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and to evaluate them within the conditions of the period. Accord-
ingly, the madrasah structures, built by the Mamluk political elite
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in Mamluk cities to gain legitimacy and reputation, offered edu-
cation to the four madhhabs, supported the scientific activities of
the cultural elite, and established a relationship based on mutual
benefit. The political elite, which gained prestige among the own-
ers of cultural capital, was thus accepted and approved by society.
The fact that the ulama recognized the Mamluk political elite and
accepted it as legitimate power by social groups was crucial in es-
tablishing social order. The Mamluk ulama represented a structure
that maintained order between their cultural capital and the politi-
cal elite and society.

The Mamluk cities of Damascus and Cairo present the most vivid
examples of gaining power and authority among the ulama in the
cultural capital. In these lands, where cultural elites from the four
Sunni madhhabs came together, the effort to gain power and au-
thority among their madhhab and other madhhab members corre-
sponded to the hassle areas that we often encounter in the tabaqats
of the period. In addition, one of the most vibrant structures in
which the hassle took place in Mamluk intellectual circles was
the production of texts. When the text production of the Mamluk
ulama is evaluated horizontally and vertically from historical and
geographical perspectives, the results obtained could be vibrant.
Having power and authority over texts in transferring information
led to the acceptance and spread of a text in intellectual circles
and the emergence of new intellectual products through that text.
Thus, the author of the text, who became famous among the cul-
tural elite, significantly contributed to his cultural capital. In Mam-
luk higher education, the most common type of text produced was
mukhtasar. Mukhtasars of almost every discipline were linked to
the scientific debates in previous periods and ensured continuity
in knowledge production. These texts, which developed in intel-
lectual circles around the cultural elite in various Mamluk cities,
stood out with scientific development in the Mamluk period. Figh
mukhtasars, which belonged to four Sunni madhhabs and formed
the basis for the transfer of knowledge between segments from dif-
ferent ethnic backgrounds, also brought together the differences
of the period. While mukhtasars, which were the product of the
common methodological approaches introduced by the Mamluk
ulema, reflected the traces of the period and gave an idea about
the breadth and depth of the cultural capital of the Mamluk ulama.

The competition that developed over mukhtasar writing in this
period, the revival of pre-Mongolian scientific knowledge in these
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lands, the gaining of a new interpretation with different perspec-
tives in intellectual circles, and the opening to discussion with new
meanings may indicate the extent of the wealth in text production
in the Mamluk period. These conscious efforts of the Mamluk ula-
ma to ensure intellectual continuity made it necessary to reinter-
pret the sources of information from different geographies to the
Mamluk lands. Anyone who read a mukhtasar representing one of
the most essential elements of an individual’s ability to participate
in intellectual circles in the Mamluk lands from a prominent schol-
ar could now leave the public and join intellectual circles. In this
sense, reading mukhtasars constituted the determining element
of the distinction between the average and the intellectual, which
exceeded social boundaries in the social structure. The strengthen-
ing and development of the individual’s cultural capital in Mamluk
intellectual circles also had an area built on mukhtasars.
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A Contribution to the Concept of Cultural Capital: Reproduction of Mukhtasars in the Intellectual Circles of the Mamluk

KULTUREL SERMAYE KAVRAMINA BiR KATKI: MEMLUK
ENTELEKTUEL CEVRELERINDE MUHTASARIN YENIDEN
URETIMI

Oz

Pierre Bourdieu'niin egitim, kiiltiirel alanlarda yeniden
tiretim, rekabet ve miicadeleden olusan toplumsal yapi ve
diizene dair goriisleri, son yillarda Memliiklerin sosyo-en-
telektiiel hayatinin anlagilmasinda modern arastirmacila-
rin oldukga dikkatini ¢cekmektedir. Bourdieu'niin genellikle
konuyu kendi baglam i¢inde incelemeye dayanmaktadir.
Karmasik sosyal iliskiler arasinda toplumsal diizeni belirle-
meye yonelik aciklamalari, Memliik metinlerinde yer alan
verilerin anlasilmasina énemli bir katki saglamaktadir. Bu
calisma, Memliiklerin sosyo-entelektiiel hayatindaki bilgi
dretimini anlamak icin Bourdieu'niin kiiltiirel sermaye ve
yeniden iiretim kavramlarindan yararlanacak ve Memliik-
lerin entelektiiel cevrelerindeki metinsel yeniden iiretimi
mubhtasar metinler tizerinden temellendirmeye calisacaktir.

Calisma, Memliikler donemindeki yiiksek 6gretim faaliyet-
lerinin ana metinleri oldugu iddia edilen muhtasarlar igin
dortla bir kategorizasyon 6nermektedir. Buna gére, Mem-
liikk ulemasi tarafindan tiretilen muhtasarlarin bilginin ak-
tarilmasi ve donistiiriilmesindeki etkisi, tizerinde durulan
en 6nemli konular arasinda yer almaktadir. Calismada ilk
olarak, Memliik kiiltiirel elitinin muhtasarlar {izerine yazdi-
g1 serhlerin bilgi aktarimindaki 6nemi tartistimaktadur. Tkin-
ci olarak, muhtasar metinler iizerine yapilan 6zetlemelerin
bilginin yeniden iiretimine katkisi ele alinmaktadir. Ugiin-
cli olarak, Memliik entelektiiel cevrelerinde dort mezhebe
mensup ulemanin ortak bir metodoloji arayisi neticesinde
ortaya koyduklart muhtasarlar gozden gecirilmektedir. Son
olarak da Memliikler doneminde {iretilen miistakil muhta-
sar metinler tarihsel siirec icerisinde ele alinmaktadir. Muh-
tasarin Memliikler donemindeki 6nemini tespit etmek ama-
ciyla yapilan bu calismanin, dénemin yiiksek 6gretiminin
kendi icindeki 6zelliklerini de g6z ard1 etmedigini belirtmek —89
gerekir. Divan
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Mezhepler, dinin anlasilmasinda beseri bir anlayis ve yorumlayis siire-
cinin sonucunda ortaya ¢ikmis ve sistemli hale gelmislerdir. Binaenaleyh
insanin tabiatiyla alakali tiim unsurlar, mezheplerin olusum ve gelisim
slirecine dogrudan etki etmislerdir. Bu unsurlardan bir tanesi hig stiphe-
siz cografyadir. Hatta en énemli faktorlerden biri olarak kabul gordigiinii
soylemek yanlis olmayacaktir. Islam’da ilk mezheplesme hareketi olarak
kabul edilen Harici ekoliin tizerinde sinirsiz etki birakan Necid iklimi veya
bedevi yasam havzasi bu durumun bariz bir 6érnegi olarak kabul edile-
bilir. Bdylesi 6nemli bir alana odaklanan ve bu degerlendirme yazisinda
inceledigimiz eser, yazarn tarafindan Erciyes Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler
Enstitiisiinde Doktora tezi olarak “Horasan’da Eg’arilik” adiyla hazirlanan
calismanin yayimlanmis halidir. Giris ve sonug boliimleri haricinde ti¢c ana
boliimden olusan kitabin muhtevasinda Ehl-i stinnet’in akide alaninda iki
mezhebinden biri olan Esari gelenegin Horasan bolgesinde gecirdigi se-
rencam ele alinmistir.

Eserin giris b6liimiinde arastirmanin yéntemi ve kaynaklar1 hakkinda
bilgi verilmis ve kavramsal ¢erceve ¢izilmistir. Bu asamada eseri nitelikli
kilan en 6nemli unsur saglam bir metodolojiye sahip olmasi, sosyoloji ve
antropoloji gibi bilimlerin verilerinden istifade edilmesidir. Ayrica aras-
tirmanin kaynaklar1 arasinda kroniklerin etkin bir bicimde kullanildig1 da
goriilmektedir. Kaynaklar nitelikli kilan ikinci husus ise klasik devir basta
olmak tizere bir¢ok cografi kaynaga basvurulmus olmasidir. Buradan hare-
ketle yazarin bir mezhebin serencamini atlas motifiyle tasvir etme yoluna
gittigini saptamak mimkiindiir (s. 25-35).
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Giris boliimiiniin kavramsal ¢ercevesinde ele alinan i¢ ekol de Horasan
cografyasinin i¢ dinamikleri agisindan oldukca tutarhdir. Yazar, Esari dii-
slincenin yaninda Sufi gelenek ve Safiilik hakkinda da kavramsal bir ¢cerce-
ve ¢izmistir. Clinkii 6zellikle Kuseyri (6. 465/1072) ve Gazali (6. 505/1111)
ile baslayan stirecte Esari gelenekte 6nemli dontistimler yasanmis, sufilik
ve Safiilik ile ayrilmaz bir biitiin haline gelmistir (s. 38-46).

Calismanin birinci béliimiinde yazar, Horasan bélgesini biitiin yonleriy-
le masaya yatirmigtir. Zira bu blge asirlar boyu iran hakimiyetinde kalma-
nin getirdigi zenginligin yaninda, miladi 11. asrin baslarinda Tiirk boyla-
rinin dikkatini cekmis ve nitekim Biiyiik Selcuklular devrinde ele gecirilip
baskent haline getirilmistir. Bu baglamda yazar, bolgeyi sahip oldugu sekiz
sehir ekseninde degerlendirmistir. (s. 77-83) Devaminda Horasan bolgesi-
nin dini yapisi ele alinmis ve Esariler disindaki diger mezhep unsurlarinin
varlig1 konu edilmistir. Bunlarin i¢inde yazarin en kapsamli alani ayirdig:
ekol stiphesiz ki Hanefi-Maturidi gelenektir (s. 97-101).

Ikinci béliim, mahiyeti bakimindan ilk béliimden daha kapsamlidir.
Burada yazar, Horasan bolgesinde Esariligin sosyo-politik ¢cercevesini in-
celemis ve lic meshur gelenek ile alakasi {izerinde durmustur. Bilindigi
iizere mezhebin 6nciisii olarak kabul edilen Imam Esari (6. 324/935-36)
hayatinin kisa bir doneminde -ki bu gecis evresi olarak goriiliir- Ashabu’l-
hadis ekoliine mensuptur. Bundan o6tiirii Esari gelenek ile Ashabu’l-hadis
arasinda olusan etkilesim Horasan bolgesine de yansimistir. Binaenaleyh
yazarin dikkat cektigi ilk etkilesim iki ekol arasinda olusan siki bag arasin-
dadir (s. 113-123). ikinci etkilesim Esarilik-Sufilik, {iciincii etkilesim ise
Esarilik-Safiilik arasinda gergeklesmistir. Yazar, ortaya ¢ikis donemlerinde
Hanefi ¢izgide ilerleyen Esari gelenegin 6zellikle Ctiveyni (6. 478/1085) gibi
alimler devrinde Safii fikhina yakinlagsmasi siirecini detaylica irdelemistir.
Keza sufilik ile yasanan etkilesim sonucunda Esari gelenegin biiyiik bir d6-
niisiim gecirdigi vurgulanmustir.

Horasan’in i¢ havzasinda Esarilik {izerinde etkisi bulunan iki unsur daha
vardir. Bunlardan ilki Sii Biiveyhiler ile ikincisi ise Mutezile ile yasanan ge-
rilimlerdir. Yazar, bu boéliimde Sii Biiveyhiler ile Basra bolgesinde bulunan
Muterzili gruplar arasindaki yardimlasmayi ve mutabakati aktardiktan son-
ra Esariler tizerinde kurulan baskiy1 ve bir anda saltanatin Biiveyhi hiikiim-
dar1 Adudiiddevle’ye (6. 372/983) ge¢mesi neticesinde Esarilerin Mutezile-
ye kars! giic kazanmasi siirecini ele almistir (s. 145-150).

Yazar, Horasan bolgesinde Esari diisiincenin tesekkiil devrini baslatan
isim olarak meshur alim Ibn Fiirek’i (6. 406/1015) isaret etmistir. Kklesme
devrinin ise Ebu Ishak Isferayini tarafindan (6. 418/1027) gerceklestirildi-
gini klasiklerden hareketle aktaran yazara gére bu siirecte en 6nemli etki
Biiveyhilerin yiirtittiigli denge siyasetidir (s. 156-157).
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Sii orjinli Biiveyhi devletinden sonra Horasan’a hakim olan Gazneliler
devri de tiim fikir hareketlerinde oldugu gibi Esari diisiinceyi derinden et-
kilemistir. Mamafih calismada yazar, Gazneliler devri siirecini Hanefi-Safii
etkilesimi ekseninde incelemistir. Hanefiler ile Safiiler arasinda yasanan
gerilimlerde 6zellikle Ciiveyni ve Abdiilkahir Bagdadi (6. 429/1037-38) gibi
diistintirlerin Safii olmalar1 hadiseyi Hanefi-Esari catismasi haline getir-
mistir. Nitekim Horasan’da ortaya ¢ikan Kerramiler, Hanefi gelenegi be-
nimsemelerinden o6tiirii Esariler ile ciddi tartismalara girmislerdir. Eserde
bu siire¢ anlatilirken Gazneli Mahmud'un (6. 421/1030) huzurunda yasa-
nan miinazaralara degin konunun derinligine inilmesi oldukca dikkat ce-
kici ve basarilidir (s. 169-172). Yani yazar, tistlin kérii malumat aktarimi
yapmak yerine mezhepler arasi gerilim hattin1 gereksiz detaya girmeden
ama miithim niianslar1 da atlamadan aktarmay1 basarmistir.

ikinci béliimiin son sathasinda ise Esari gelenegin Biiyiik Sel¢cuklu Dev-
rinde gecirdigi siire¢ ele alinmuistir. Alt basliklar dogal olarak vezir Kiindii-
ri (0. 456/1064) merkezinde olusturulmustur. Clinkii Kiindtiri devrinde ta-
kip edilen Mutezili ¢izgi, Esariler i¢cin siirgiin cag1 haline gelmistir. Siireci bu
minvalde aktaran yazar, Kiindiiri'nin fikir yapis1 hakkinda degerlendirme
yaparken onun Rafizi/Sii olduguna yonelik iddialarin gercegi yansitmadigi-
n1 ve Hanefi-Mutezili diisiince yapisina ait oldugunu ifade etmistir (s. 178).

Ucilincii béliim biitiiniiyle Horasan’da Esariligin fikri serencamu tizerine
odaklanmaktadir. Yazar, bu hususta Esari kelaminin kuramsallagsma sii-
recine dair kisa bir girizgah yaptiktan sonra sirasiyla sistematiklesme, fel-
sefilesme, $afiilikle biitiinlesme ve sufilikle kaynagsma donemlerini deger-
lendirmeye almistir. Ilmi bir pencereden bakildiginda bahsi gecen bilgiler,
haliyle genel kabul gérmiis tekrarlar olarak diisiiniilebilir. Fakat yazarin
bu boliimde “Es‘arl Kimliginin Tabiati: Dongiisel Gelisim” basligi altinda
ortaya koydugu tespitler, calismanin kayda deger bir 6zgiinliigii haiz ol-
dugunu kanitlar niteliktedir. Ornegin, geleneksel siirecte Esari mezhebinin
gecirdigi doniistimlerin belirli kirilmalar tizerinden tespit edilmesi, hatta
kelam geleneginin miitekaddimun-miiteahhirun ayrimiyla yansitilmasi
ve Gazali’'nin kistas alinmasini elestiren yazara gére bu anlayis tek tip bir
Esarilik algis1 ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Oysaki béylesi bir ekolii sabit dinamikler
tizerinden degerlendirmek yerine farkli cografyalarda farkli dinamikler
tizerinden degerlendirmek gerekmektedir (s. 282-285).

Sonu¢ olarak yazarin bu ¢alismadaki temel diisiincesinin mezheple-
rin mabhiyetini idrak edebilmede cografya fakt6riinii vurgulamak oldu-
gu asikardir. Ayrica yazar, bir mezhepler tarihi arastirmacisinin cografya
bilmekle miikellef oldugunu da ortaya koymaktadir. Alaninda 6zgiin bir
nitelige sahip olan bu calismanin, basta Ilahiyat fakiilteleri olmak iizere
tiim ilmi ¢evrelerde okunmasi ve okutulmasi kanimizca biiyiik bir 6nem
tasimaktadir.
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1905 yilinin Ekim ay1 sonunda Rus Car1 Nikola imzaladigi bir “fermanla”
tilkede secimlerin yapilacagini, yonetim erkini secilecek meclisle paylasa-
cagini ve medeni hak ve 6zgiirliikleri taniyacagini ilan etti. Carin giictinii
kisitlamak i¢in miicadele eden devrimcileri bile sasirtan bu mesrutiyet
ilaniyla 20. ylizyihn ilk “devrim dalgas1” baslayacakti: Rusya’nin ardindan
fran (1906 ve 1909), Osmanl Imparatorlugu (1908), Portekiz (1910), Mek-
sika (1911) ve Cin’de (1912) de benzer birer “demokratik” devrim yasana-
cakti. Bu alt1 iilkede yasanan s6z konusu dontistimler bazi kritik acilardan
birbirine cok benziyordu: Bunlarin her birinde, kokleri 19. yiizyil ortalarina
giden siyasi-ideolojik gelenegin temsilcisi olan ayni ziimrenin (“entelektii-
eller”) basimi ¢ektigi bir miicadele sonucunda kisa ve sasirtici bir bicimde
monarklarin giicii sinirlanmis, bu ztimre hemen ardindan se¢imler yoluy-
la iktidara gelip gérece demokratik bir yonetime gecmis ve benzer reform
projeleri baslatmis, ancak bu tilkelerin hepsinde az veya cok basarisiz ol-
mus ve ardindan yine kisa siirede -genelde askeri darbelerle- iktidardan
diistirilmiis ve yeniden bir otoriter yonetime gecilerek demokrasiden
uzaklasilmistir.

Iste sosyolog Charles Kurzman Democracy Denied baslikh kitabinda, si-
yaset bilimindeki -Huntington’in basini ¢ektigi- “devrim dalgalar1” litera-
tiirtinde dikkate alinmayan bu kisa ama ilging ve etkili (zira diinya niifusu-
nun dortte birinden fazlasinin kaderini etkilemis bir durumdu) demokrasi
tecriibesini konu ediniyor. Alt1 {ilkede neredeyse es zamanh gerceklesen
bu siyasi ve ideolojik dontisiimlerin sebeplerini, aktorlerini ve sonuclarini
tarihsel-sosyolojik bir bakis agisiyla ve mukayeseli olarak inceliyor. Yazarin
temel argiimani, bu devrimsel doniistimlerin tamaminda basat aktoriin,
hentiz yeni ortaya ¢ikmis ancak Fransa’daki Dreyfus olayindan (1898) son-
ra kiiresel planda ortak bir kimlik kazanmis ve kendine neredeyse “mesiya-
nik” bir misyon bi¢cmis bir “entelektiieller” ziimresi oldugudur (s. 12, 23, 26
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vd.). Kurzman bu eseriyle devrimler literatiiriinde Marx ve Barrington Mo-
ore gibi isimlerin “burjuva devrimi” (demokratik devrimleri burjuvazinin
yaptigi/yapacag) tezine de meydan okuyor. Ayni sekilde siyaset biliminde
yaygin olan demokratiklesme icin biiytik bir isci sinifinin gerekliligi tezini
de (en azindan bu 6rneklerde) ciiriitiiyor.

Disiplinlerarasi bir bakisa yaslanan eserin yontem boyutu oldukca et-
kileyicidir: Mukayeseli-tarihsel yontemi uygulayan yazar -her {iilkeyi ayr1
bir boliimde incelemek yerine daha analitik bir yolu secip- her boliimde
entelektiiellerin (veya diger aktorlerin) sdylem ve eylemlerinin 6nce genel
bir panoramasini verdikten sonra alt1 {ilkeyi sirasiyla analiz ediyor. Boliim
icinde ve sonunda ise mukayeseli degerlendirmelerde bulunarak aymi kii-
resel temanin farkli yerel baglamlarda ortaya ¢ikmis varyasyonlarini ortaya
koyuyor. Oldukga zihin acic1 olan bu mukayeseli analizlerin etkisini artiran
bir faktor ise eserin dayandig birincil ve ikincil kaynaklarin zenginligidir.
Hem nitelik (tiir) hem de nicelik olarak muazzam bir kaynak yektinunu se-
ferber etmeyi basarmis olan yazar Ingilizce ve Fransizcanin yani sira her
bir tilke icin kendi dilindeki kaynaklar1 da ustalikla kullaniyor. (Bu konuda
arastirma asistanlarindan ¢okca yardim aldig: anlasilsa da Rusca ve Cince
haric diger tilkelerin dillerini 6grendigini belirtiyor, ki 6zellikle birincil kay-
naklar1 yorumlama sadedinde bunun 6nemli bir fayda getirecegi aciktir.)
Yazarin kullandigi kaynaklar, entelektiiellerin yazdiklarindan meclis zabit-
larina, gazete ve dergilerden (karikatiirler dahil) devletlerin resmi belgele-
rine ve aktorlerin hatiratlarina kadar zengin ve genis bir yelpazeyi kapsryor.
Mevcut ikincil literatiirii de kendi argiimanlarini desteklemek {izere ustaca
kullanan yazar gereksiz hicbir bilgiyi barindirmayan, 6z1ii bir yazim tarzi
ve ampirik malzemeyle desteklenmis argiimanlara dayali bir iislup gelistir-
mis, ayrica kitabin hem genel iskeletini hem de béliimlerinin icerigini 6nce
arglimanlarina, sonra da kronolojik olarak siraladigi tematik 6rnek-olayla-
ra gore, oldukca sistematik ve analitik bir bicimde kurgulamistir.

iki ana kisimdan olusan kitabin ilk kismi, her biri entelektiiellerin basat
aktor olusunun farkl bir yoniine deginen dért béliimden olusuyor. Giris
mahiyetindeki ilk béliimde eserin baglamini ve ana argiimanini 6zetleyip
sonraki boliimler hakkinda bilgi veren yazar ikinci boliimde bu devrimci
entelektiieller ziimresinin ideoloji ve sdylemlerini, tictincii boliimde ise
devrim 6ncesi orgiitlenmelerini inceliyor. Bu kismin son béliimiinde ise
devrim sonrasinda iktidara geldiklerinde giristikleri reform projelerini ele
aliyor. Eserin ikinci kismi ise bu entelektiiellerin ve tirettikleri rejimin diger
aktorlerle iliskilerine ayrilmis: Bu kismin boéliimleri sirasiyla burjuvazi (tiic-
car ve orta siniflar), isci sinifi, toprak sahipleri, askeriye ve Biiyiik Giicler'in
(Ingiltere, ABD, Fransa ve Almanya) s6z konusu doniisiimlerin ikincil ak-

torleri olarak entelektiiellerle kimi zaman destek, kimi zaman ise engelle-
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me seklindeki tavirlarini ve bu is birligi yapma-yapmama stratejilerinin
yeni rejimlere etkisini tartisiyor.

Bu stratejiler tilkeden iilkeye farklihk gosterdigi gibi aym tilkede de
zamanla farklilasabiliyor. Ornegin Osmanli-Tiirkiye 6rneginde 1908
Mesrutiyeti'ni “miinevverler” ile beraber gerceklestiren Ittihat¢i asker-
ler daha sonra bir askeri darbeyle bu aydinlarin ¢ogunu tasfiye etmis ve
kendi otoriter yonetimlerini kurmustur. Aym1 baglamda entelektiieller
ziimresinin dini otoritelerle kurdugu iliski de 6énemli ve ilgin¢ sonuclara
yol agmustir. Ornegin Osmanli’da entelektiieller yogun bir Islami séylemi
benimsemigken iran’da ¢ogu eski rejimi destekleyen klasik ulema ile mo-
dern egitim almis aydinlar kars: kampta yer almislardir — hatta bu aydinlar

AP

bu sebeple kendilerine “danismendan” (bilgili olanlar) demekten vazgecip
Osmanli’dan 6diing aldiklar1 “miinevveran” (aydinlanmislar) tabirini kul-
lanmaya baslamistir (s. 27). Rusya ve Portekiz’de ise bu karsithk daha da
keskin oldugundan entelektiieller eski rejimin siki kontroliindeki Kilise’ye
karsi cok sert bir tavir almistir. Her haliikarda yeni kurulan biitiin rejimler
geleneksel “ulemay1” (6rnegin maaslarini azaltarak, devletten dislayarak,
Kilise’'nin mallarina el koyarak vs.) pasifize etmislerdir. Bu durumun da
gosterdigi gibi yeni “demokratik” rejimler eskilerinin bazi baskici ve disla-
yic1 politikalarini -bu defa farkli ztimreler tizerinde- devam ettirmislerdir.
(Ornegin bu entelektiiellerin ¢ogu kadinlara ve alt-siniflara oy hakki ver-
meyi de reddetmislerdir.) Yine oy hakki kisitlamasi gibi bugiin demokra-
siyle bagdasmayan durumlar o zaman biitiin diinyada oldugu gibi bu tilke-
lerde de demokrasiye bir “halel” getirmemisti, zira demokrasi kavraminin
iceriginin zamanla degistigini gosteren bu eksikler diger Batili “demokra-
tik” iilkeler (Ingiltere, ABD vs.) i¢in de gegerliydi.

Ote yandan bu entelektiieller (2. ve 3. béliimlerde gosterildigi gibi) hem
benzer bir ideolojiyi ve 6rgiitlenme stratejilerini hem de birbirlerinden ha-
berdar olarak ortak bir “simif dayanigsmasini” paylasiyordu (s. 13). Ornegin
Portekiz’deki baz1 demokrasi aktivistleri kendilerine “Jon Tiirkler” adini
vermigken (s. 4) Rusya’daki devrimden sonra Iran ve Tiirkiye’de entelektii-
eller benzer hedef ve temalarla ve benzer mobilizasyon stratejileriyle hare-
ket etmisti. Devrim sonrasinda da biitiin tilkelerde birbirine ¢cok benzeyen
reform adimlar (6zellikle egitim alaninda) atmaya basladilar. Yine Meksi-
ka haric biitiin 6rneklerde Auguste Comte’un yaydig1 pozitivizmi benimse-
mis olan bu ziimrenin siyasi sdylemi demokrasi ile pozitivizmin ilging bir
karisimina dayaniyordu. Bu baglamda keskin bir ilerleme inanci ve bilimin
kutsallastirilarak devletin yonetimi ve toplumun kaderini bilim insanlari-
nin belirlemesi gerektigi fikri ile demokratik esitlik ve 6zgiirliik ideali ara-
sindaki celiskinin pek farkinda gortinmiiyorlardi. (Bir tek Meksika’da dev-

rimciler iyi siyaset icin pozitivizmden sliphe duymaktayd, zira 19. ylizyilin
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Cientificos [Bilimciler] ad1 verilen eski nesil “devrimcileri” 6nceleri demok-
rasiyi savunurken kisa siirede para ve makam karsiliginda eski rejimle is
birligi yapip “halka ihanet” etmislerdi — s. 46.) Yazar bu noktada yeni ne-
sil entelektiiellerin de (yalnizca Meksika’'da degil, biitiin iilkelerde) gerek
soylemlerinde gerekse de reform projelerinde kendi “sinifsal” ¢ikarlarini
-acik veya ortiik olarak- sik sik dncelediklerini 6rnekleriyle gosteriyor. Yine
okullar, gizli dernekler, siyasi kuruluslar ve gazetelerden olusan bir sebeke
tizerinden benzer orgiitlenme stratejileri ile hareket ettiklerini de ortaya
koyuyor.

Yazar ayrica bu aktorlerin is birligi yaptiklar1 gruplar agisindan da ben-
zerlik ve farklilklara dikkat ¢ekiyor. Ornegin entelektiieller Rusya’da bir
yandan sendikalar tizerinden is¢i sinifiyla, diger yandan da toprak sahip-
lerinin modern egitim alarak “aydinlanmis” mensuplariyla basarili bir is
birligi gerceklestirirken Osmanli’da askeriye ile is tutmuslardi. Askerler
diger tilkelerde de cogunlukla baslangicta demokratik déniistimii destek-
leseler de sonrasinda darbe yaparak bu déniisiimiin yok edilmesinde basat
rol oynayacakti. Yine isci simifinin olmadigi iran ve Cin’de destek orta simif
ve dis iilkelerden (Ingiltere ve Japonya) gelirken orta sinif profesyoneller
Rusya’da da genelde mesrutiyeti desteklemisti. Her ne kadar devrimlerin
esas sebebi ve faili i¢ dinamikler ise de Biiyiik Giigler’in etkisi bu noktada
kritik rol oynamusti: ingiltere’nin Iran’daki elciligi protestocular1 koruma
altina almig, Fransa Carlik Rusyasi’ni, Ingiltere ve Japonya ise Cin hiikii-
metini halka demokratik haklar1 verinceye kadar bor¢ vermemekle tehdit
etmis, Amerika 1911’de Meksika devriminin lideri Francisco Modero’yu
desteklemis, Alman subaylar1 Rumeli’deki Ittihat¢i kalkismanin liderleri
icin Kayzer'e olumlu raporlar yazmis ve Ingilizler 1910 devrimi sirasinda
Portekiz kralini korumak icin savas gemisi gondermeyi reddetmisti — kral
da iki giin icinde {iilkeyi terk etmek zorunda kalmisti (s. 14-15).

Eserin son boltimiinde ilging bir karsilastirma daha yapan yazar, devrim-
ci dinamik ile entelektiieller arasindaki iliskinin Sovyetlerin ¢oktiigii 1989
sonrasinda yeniden belirdigini, zira yalnizca eski Sovyet niifuz alaninda-
ki “kadife” devrimlerin degil, 90’larda Cin’den Afrika'ya, fran’dan $ili ve
Meksika’ya bircok bolgede yasanan demokratik dontisiim denemelerinin
genellikle egitimli gruplarin dnciiliigiinde gerceklestigini, hatta bu sebeple
20. ylizylhn basindaki devrim dalgasinin yiizyilin sonundaki siiregler igin
bir tiir “prova” (dress rehearsal) niteliginde oldugunu 6ne siiriiyor (s. 253-
56). Ancak 6nemli bir farkla: Reform hareketinin basini “risenfikr’ denilen
entelektiiellerin cektigi Iran haric, 90’lardaki reform/devrim dalgasinda
yer alan aktoérlerin ¢ogu her ne kadar egitimli orta siniflar olsa da kendile-
rini entelektiieller olarak tanimlamadilar. Siifsal kokenlerini vurgulamak

yerine daha kapsayici “milli,” “halk,” “sivil toplum” gibi isim ve sifatlari
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benimseyen bu kesimler “kendinde sinif” olarak biiyiik bir yekiin tutsa da
bilincli, “kendi icin simif” olarak ortaya ¢ikmadilar.

Bu mukayesenin de gosterdigi gibi “entelektiieller” tabirinin tasidig:
muglaklik eserin hem giiclit hem de zayif yontiine isaret ediyor. Bu terimi
tanimlamay1 reddeden yazar aktorlerin kendi tanimlarini esas alacagini,
zira 20. ylizylln baslarinda entelektiiellerin kendilerini kiiresel bir sinif
olarak goriip bu bilin¢ ve dayanisma duygusuyla kendilerine bu ismi ver-
digini 6ne siiriiyor (s. 12). Marx'in tabiriyle “kendi icin sinif” olma krite-
ri olan bu biling ve dayanigsmaya dair -daha ziyade Avrupa’dan ve Rusya
ve Portekiz’'den- cesitli 6rnekler de veren yazar yine de ele aldig: biitiin
ornek-olaylarda bunun gecerli oldugunu olgusal olarak yeterince ortaya
koyamiyor. Ayrica devrime sahne olan tilkelerdeki entelektiiellerin bir-
birleriyle séylemsel ve orgiitsel baglantilarin1 pek gostermiyor — yalniz-
ca Iranli aydinlarin Osmanli’daki benzerlerinden etkilendigini séyliiyor.
Daha 6nemlisi, bu sinifin gercekten de s6z konusu devrimlerde basat bir
rol oynadig1 konusunda daha ayrintili bir delillendirme ihtiyaci s6z konu-
su; zira 6rnegin Osmanli baglaminda bu sivil entelektiiellerin (ki bu 6ncii
sinifin temsilcileri olarak yalnizca Ahmed Riza ve Abdullah Cevdet'’i zikre-
diyor) askerlerden daha 6énemli bir rol oynadig1 ortaya konulmuyor. Yine
bu baglamda, bu entelektiiellerin sdylem ve eylemleriyle demokratik-dev-
rimsel degisim arasindaki sebep-sonug iliskileri bazi 6rneklerde (6rnegin
Portekiz, Meksika) net bir bicimde gosterilmisken digerlerinde bu kadar
sarih bir sekilde ispatlanamiyor. Ornegin mesrutiyetin hemen éncesinde
Tiirkiye’de Ittihatg1 subaylar, Rusya’da demiryolu sendikasi aktivistleri gibi

aktorlerin daha somut ve 6nemli bir rol oynadig goriiliiyor.

Diger taraftan, entelektiiellerin roltiniin daha agik oldugu Portekiz ve
Rusya gibi tilkelerde bile bu grubun mensuplarinin ¢gogunun 6grenci ve
profesyonellerden olustugu goriiliiyor. Cin 6rneginde ise entelektiieller
ziimresi neredeysen tamamen -Japonya’da 6grenim goriip donmiis- 6g-
rencilerden olusuyor. Bu “anomali,” yazarin pek tartismadigi, devrimler-
den cok kisa bir siire sonra nasil olup da bu 6ncii ve basat aktorlerin ko-
layca tasfiye edildigi sorusunu da giindeme getiriyor. (Yazar demokratik
koalisyonun bozulmasina {i¢ sebebe bagliyor: Destek¢i siniflarin talep-
lerinin karsilanamamasi, iilkede diizen saglanamamasi ve devrimi basta
destekleyen dis devletin bu destegini cekmesi.) Bunlarin yani sira, haddi-
zatinda oldukga faydali olan mukayese yonteminin ikiden fazla 6rnek-ola-
ya uygulanmasinin getirdigi bir dezavantaj olarak, yazarin alt1 iilkeye dair
analizlerinin zaman zaman yiizeysel kaldig1 goriiliiyor. Hacim ve zaman
kasitlar1 sebebiyle biitiin iilkeleri derinlemesine incelemenin miimkiin ol-
madig1 bu tiir cok-odakli calismalarda tabii goriilmesi gereken bu durum,
yine de kritik onemdeki bazi olay ve/ya faktorlerin gézden kagirilmasina
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(veya abartilmasina) sebep olabiliyor. Nitekim Osmanl 6rneginde bazi
onemli aktor ve faktoriin (Islam’in siyasete ve entelektiiellerin sdylemle-
rine etkisi gibi) oynadigi roller yeterince vurgulanmamisa benziyor — buna
karsin Almanya’nin destegi ise abartili goriiniiyor. Yine bu sebeple Rusya
ve Iran gibi bazi tilkelerin analizine daha fazla yer ayrilmisken Osmanl ve
Cin gibi 6rnekler eserde daha kisa ele alinmistir. Bunun yaninda eserde
bazi ayrint1 denilebilecek hatalar da s6z konusudur: “miinevver” kelime-
sini “aydinlaticilar” (enlighteners) olarak terciime etmesi, Osmanli’da de-
mokratik mesrutiyetin 1909’da sona erdigini 6ne siirmesi gibi.

Bu kisitlarina ragmen eser gerek konusu ve argiimanlari, gerekse de yon-
temi ve kullandigi etkileyici tiir ve hacimdeki kaynaklar agisindan oldukga
ilging ve basarili bir calisma. Yazarin genis bir sosyal-bilimsel ve metodo-
lojik birikime yaslanarak yaptigi zihin acici tespit ve analizler eseri tarihsel
sosyoloji gelenegi icerisinde olumlu bir konuma yerlestiriyor. Tarihsel-
mukayeseli yontemi basariyla uygulayan yazarin 6zellikle mukayeselere
dayali argimanlari diger 6rnekler kadar Tiirkiye'nin modernlesme tecrii-
besinin de bir kesitini anlama konusunda ilham verici. Bu anlamda, s6z
konusu 6zellikleriyle bu basarili kitabin Tiirkceye kazandirilmas: faydal

olacaktir.
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