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THE AMERICAN POSITION TOWARDS THE ESTABLISHMENT OF
THE PALESTINIAN STATE: FROM THE OSLO ACCORD TO
THE DEAL OF THE CENTURY (1993-2020)

Ahmed J. ASMAR*

ABSTRACT: The end of the Cold War period in the early 1990s crowned the
United States of America (US) as the sole superpower in the world, allowing it
to engage more actively in the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. The consecutive US
administrations of President Clinton, President Bush and President Obama
made efforts in addressing the conflict but all failed to reach a settlement
where negotiations were stuck during addressing the final status issues
including the problem of the Israeli settlements and the status of Jerusalem.
Yet, the Trump administration took a different radical approach and imposed
a unilateral peace proposal that sided the Israeli narrative known as “Deal of
the Century” as announced in 2020. Under these US approaches and
initiatives, and under the claim that the Palestinians rejected most of these
initiatives or were the side that failed these US peace initiatives, the question
that arises in mind is that to what extent did the American position address
the minimum aspiration of the Palestinian people in establishing their own
independent state? The article, therefore, will attempt to answer this core
question. Overall, the paper suggests that the US was not a fair peace broker
when it comes the Israeli-Palestinian peace efforts. It did not use any form of
pressure on the Israeli side to deal with Palestine question fairly, but instead
chose to blame always the Palestinians who have been under the brutal Israeli
occupation for the last 70 odd years. The US has so far never taken into
account any comments, concerns or reservations of the Palestinians over its
own peace initiatives but accepted and adopted the Israeli concerns,
comments and wishes. The article writing method generally follows the
descriptive analytical approach in addition to highlighting the official
statements and documents related to the topic in order to clarify the US
position towards the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, to understand the limits and
parameters of the US position, and to eventually give an assessment on the US
position regarding any future approach by the US administration to tackle the
decades-long conflict.

KEYWORDS: Palestine, Israel, Jerusalem, US administration, Oslo Accord,
Deal of the Century.

*
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INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

At the same day of the creation of “Israel” in May 1948 following the British
withdrawal from Palestine, the United States of America (US) was among the first
countries to recognise “Israel” as a state, which was established following the
Nakba (catastrophe) events in 1948 which resulted in the expulsion of more than
800,000 Palestinians from their lands and homes, and the destruction of as much
as 500 Palestinian towns and villages. Since then, the Palestinian-Israeli conflict
(or the Arab-Israeli conflict) started to be on the world top agenda where the
United Nations (UN) drafted many resolutions addressing the conflict but so far
has failed to impose any on the ground.

In the aftermath of the Second World War, the US emerged as a superpower
that intervened in many areas of the world, which were basically to contain the
Soviet’s expansion. However, the US supported the establishment of Israel and
from that time, the US aids and assistances started to pour into Israel in addition
to the political support and protection from any international effort that could
jeopardise the newly established state. It is worth mentioning in this regard that
the US did not even view the Palestinians as a people who deserve any political
right where the US early administrations during the fifties and the sixties were just
viewing the Palestinian question as a refugee problem. The situation continued to
deteriorate in the region as a result of the continued hostility between Israel, on
one side, and the Palestinians and the Arab countries, on the other side. In June
1967, the Israelis launched a massive war in which it took control of what was left
of Palestine; Eastern Jerusalem, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, in addition to
the Syrian Golan and the Egyptian Sinai.

The US was following such developments, but kept siding with Israel and
provided it with military support. It is noteworthy to mention that the Newsweek
magazine said the total American assistance to Israel, from its establishment in
1949 up to 2016, amounts to approximately $125 billion, making Israel the largest
beneficiary of American aid in the post-Second World War era (Frleich, 2017).
Moreover, the US foreign policy especially towards the “Middle East” was
affected by the influence of the Jewish lobbies in the US, which ensured to keep
the US position as close and adoptive to the Israeli narrative as much as they can.

In the early seventies, the US consecutive administrations published a
number of political initiatives regarding the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, and despite
the Israeli intransigence and rejections to most of these initiatives/plans, the US
administration did not take any adverse position towards the Israeli government.
Nonetheless, all these initiatives have sided with the lIsraeli narrative and
interests. Moreover, the US administrations did not pressure the Israeli
governments to abide by the United Nations’ resolutions and accused the
Palestinian people and their leadership of not conceding more to the Israelis’
demands. These US attempts did not hint or give any form of recognition to the
Palestinian political aspirations in having their own independent state, the
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maximum they did was offering a form of self-rule while Israel would keep control
and sovereignty over the Palestinians.

During the term of President Richard Nixon (1969-1974), the US Secretary of
State, William Rogers, proposed an initiative guided by the UN Security Council
resolutions 242 and 338 and the “land for peace” principle, which called for Israeli
withdrawal from Egyptian, Syrian and Jordanian territories occupied in the war of
June 1967 along with mutual recognition, even with no mention to any form of
political rights to the Palestinians (Suleiman, 1994: 200). However, the Israeli
government rejected it. President Jimmy Carter's (1977-1981) National Security
Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski presented a proposal that suggests annexing the
West Bank to Jordan with a self-rule, the West Bank would be disarmed and Israel
could run security patrols there. The proposal suggested that Jerusalem be the
capital of Israel; it may, however, be an administrative capital to Palestine region.
The Israeli government refused the proposal as it was seeking for more
guarantees from President Carter.

US President Ronald Reagan (1981-1989) plan or initiative suggested the
establishment of a Palestinian self-rule in the occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip,
and to freeze the Israeli settlement construction in the West Bank and Gaza for 5
years. The Israeli government unanimously rejected the plan, and rather slammed
President Regan for that proposal (Suleiman 1994: 255), despite the fact that the
limits of such initiative were less than the minimum aspirations of the Palestinian,
yet, the Israelis —with their influence on the US decision makers- rejected the
initiative and was not subjected to any form of pressure by the US administration.

What was common for these previous US efforts and initiatives are that they
did not mount to meet the aspirations of the Palestinian people nor did they meet
the international legitimacy represented in the UN resolutions, which stressed on
the Israeli withdrawal from the Palestinian occupied lands in 1967. Despite that
most of these efforts were even rejected by the Israeli side, however, no pressure
or blame were directed to the Israeli government but rather the Palestinians were
the ones to be blamed harshly as the Palestinian people representative the
“Palestine Liberation Organisation’ (PLO) was designated by the US government
as a ‘terrorist organisation’. It is also worth mentioning that the US over the
previous period did not hold any form of official contact with the PLO, because it
did not recognise Israel’s right to exist and didn’t renounce violence according to
the US perspective. The US kept this policy of not speaking with the Palestinians
and kept designating the PLO as a ‘terrorist organisation’ until the Madrid
Conference in 1991, which paved the way for an attempt to solve the Palestinian-
Israeli conflict.

THE JEWISH/ISRAELI INTEREST GROUPS IN THE US

As the US constitution gives the freedom for association and the free speech,
several local interests and businesses groups organised themselves —under the
confines of the US law- in lobbies/interest groups to protect and advocate for
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Israeli interests in front of the US authorities, the most famous groups in the US
are the National Rifle Association (NRA), the Farm lobby and the American Civil
Liberties Union and many others. The political groups also find their way within
these interest groups where they realise them as beneficial, which could achieve
their goals by influencing public policies in their favour by lobbying members of
the US government (Martini, 2012: 1).

The Israeli/Jewish interest groups or the lobbies are one of the most
influential groups that affect the US foreign policy, the lobbies were active in
campaigning for the candidates who hold their views and commit themselves to
keep the US-Israeli ties strong whether they are Republicans or Democrats where
the Jewish groups have their influence on both parties. Over the past few
decades, the American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) —established in
1963- was the most influential and active Jewish Israeli group in the US, in which
every US presidential candidate make sure to address the group in the course of
their electoral campaigns. Yet there are other influential Israeli/Jewish groups
that ensure the US-Israeli alliance, these groups are: the Zionist Organization of
America, the Foundation for Defense of Democracies, Christians United for Israel,
the Jewish Institute for National Security of America, and the Conference of
Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations, in addition to wealthy Jewish
American individuals such as Haim Saban and Sheldon Adelson who also sponsor
activities and advocate for keeping the Israeli-US ties strong and unbreakable
(Walt, 2019).

These Israeli/Jewish lobbies —like others— use different ways and mechanisms
to influence the whole US political life; it may be in the form of contributions to
the political parties or politicians, or direct lobbying to the US Congress and
Congressmen, or it may be by public outreach activities including opinions in US
dailies, books, position-papers, media appearances, etc. By this mixture of means,
the Israeli government rely on these means of influence to keep the US position
towards the Palestinian-Israeli conflict only walks around the Israeli parameters,
to influence the American decision making for the interest of Israel, to make sure
that the US politicians’ discourse towards the American public is for Israel and
Israeli wishes (Mearsheimer & Walt, 2011: 151). Also to make sure no pressure
could be made on the Israeli government regarding any of its policies against the
Palestinian people including the Israeli policy of illegal settlement construction
and the daily crackdown on the Palestinians.

TAKING THE LEAD IN SPONSORING PALESTINIAN-ISRAELI “PEACE” TALKS

Following the end of the Cold War, which crowned the US as the sole superpower
in the world, it engaged more actively in the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. The
Madrid peace conference in 1991 was the starting-point of the US efforts in
bringing the Palestinians and the Israelis for peace talks to the negotiation table
to reach a peace settlement. Since then, the US consecutive administrations put
efforts and time for proposing initiatives and road maps to end the protracted
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unsolved conflict. The US started to contact with the PLO after the latter accepted
the US conditions of recognising Israel, renouncing violence and accepting the UN
resolutions. The PLO fulfilled these three conditions in 1988 by an implicit
recognition of Israel and accepted the principle of the land for peace ("PLO
Accepts Israel’s Right", 1988).

In 1992, a secret negotiation channel between the Palestinians and the
Israelis was opened in the Norwegian capital Oslo which focused on a framework
of self-rule for the Palestinian people in Jericho city, the Gaza strip, and then in
the West Bank cities on a gradual basis (Peres, 1995: 382). The US was informed
of these developments and adopted it at a later stage. In August 1993, the
Palestinians and the Israelis signed an initial agreement for a peace process
between them, and was followed with what was referred to as the mutual
recognition where both parties —the PLO and the Israeli government- recognised
each other in September 1993. In a ceremony held in the White House on 13
September 1993 and was watched by the entire world, both -the PLO and the
Israeli government- signed the declaration of principles that led to a new phase of
relations between the Palestinians and the Israelis, where the PLO established for
the first time an administration on the Palestinian territory under the name of the
Palestinian Authority.

According to the declaration of principles, a process of negotiations should
have lasted for five years in which all final status issues between the Palestinians
and the Israelis would have been addressed with the mediation of the Clinton
administration. Palestinian President Yasser Arafat insisted that following the 5
years of negotiations, he would announce unilaterally the Palestinian state. The
Israeli side rejected the Palestinian move to announce the Palestinian state, and
the US backed the Israeli rejection and cautioned the Palestinians from any
unilateral step to be taken by themselves. The US administration stated that a
unilateral declaration of Palestinian statehood would draw strong congressional
opposition and that the President should assert that a statehood declaration
would violate the Oslo accords (Clyde, 2005: 11). The US Senate in March 1999 also
warned that in case the Palestinians declared a State without the Israeli
agreement, they would cut off US foreign assistance to the Palestinians (Clyde,
2005: 11). Thus, the US pressure prevented the Palestinians from taking further
steps towards announcing the establishment of the Palestinian state where the
US position lined entirely with the Israeli side. The status of Jerusalem, the
Palestinian refugees, the future borders of the Palestinian state and the illegal Israeli
settlements built on the occupied Palestinian lands since 1967 were left out for the
final stage of the negotiations. These final status issues were the basis for the
establishment of the Palestinian state and were tackled during the negotiations
between the Palestinians and the Israelis. Yet, despite the fact that Israel was
controlling all these issues, it did not offer real solutions to these issues especially
in the issue of Jerusalem and the illegal settlements.
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For the US, its position towards occupied Jerusalem was almost the same as
the Israeli narrative during the Clinton administration, even the illegal Israeli
settlement constructions in occupied Jerusalem were not criticised by the US
administration and most weirdly President Clinton confirmed in front of AIPAC
that Jerusalem will remain capital for Israel and no pressure from his
administration would be made on the Israelis. The Israeliand US intransigence and
ignorance to the Palestinians’ demand over Jerusalem —as stated within the UN
resolutions on occupied Jerusalem- was even an enough factor for the failure of
the negotiations between the Palestinians and the Israelis.

Another round of negotiations was held between the Palestinians and the
Israelis under the US sponsorship, which was known later as the Camp David 2
talks in 2000, however, these talks were stuck by the Israeli failure to accept the
Palestinian legitimate aspirations —which are under the international and UN
parameters— and instead offered the Palestinians suggestions that won’t grant
the Palestinians any form of sovereignty. The US administration, from its part,
kept the pressure on the Palestinians in an effort to force them accept whatever
Israeli proposed for them. At the end of the negotiations attempt in Camp David,
both the Israelis and the US administration blamed the Palestinian side for the
failure, although Israel was not willing to give the Palestinians what was stated
within the UN resolutions and to withdraw completely from the Palestinian
occupied territories since 1967. Following seven years of negotiations, there was
no progress in the peace talks that was supposed to lead to a Palestinian state
after addressing the above mentioned final status issues. Yet, the Israeli
provocations on the ground continued to take place, which left the Palestinians
more frustrated from such policies. Under this tense atmosphere, the Israeli
government in September 2000 also allowed hard-line Israeli politician Ariel
Sharon to storm into Al-Agsa Mosque in occupied Jerusalem, triggering mass
protests by the Palestinians across the occupied territories, and eventually turned
into a new Palestinian intifada that lasted for five years.

In the last days of President Clinton in office, he tried to curb the
deteriorating situation across the occupied territories and to offer a new -and
final- approach for settling the conflict between the Palestinians and the Israelis.
Under Clinton’s new offer, he was proposing around 94% of the West Bank to the
Palestinians along with lands exchange between the Palestinians and the Israelis.
For Jerusalem, he proposed an ambiguous offer; the Arab/Palestinian
neighbourhoods to be within the Palestinian State, while the Israeli illegal
settlements” and areas, which were built on occupied lands to remain with Israel.
As for the security issue, the administration proposed that the Israeli government
could keep presence in the Palestinian areas ("The Clinton Parameters", 2000),
which technically meant the Palestinian territories were divided by this proposal.
As both parties —the Palestinians and Israelis— provided their disagreements and

¥ Under international law all Israeli settlements built on the territories occupied in 1967 are illegal.
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reservations on the Clinton administration’s proposals, President Clinton
considered the Israeli reservations as “acceptable” while not only disregarding
the Palestinians views, but blaming them for the his own failures (Ross, 2005:
756). Under these circumstances, President Clinton left the White House with no
settlement to the conflict, whereas on the ground Israel continued to build de
facto realities by more illegal settlements.

With the arrival of George W. Bush (2001-2008) as the new President for the
US, the US administration did not give much attention to the Palestinian Israeli
conflict, unlike the previous administration. Moreover, with the arrival of the new
US administration, Ariel Sharon, a hard-line extremist, became Israel’s Prime
Minister where he continued to persecute the Palestinians during the course of
the second Palestinian intifada. The US administration in such stage announced it
will play a role of “facilitator” between the Palestinians and the Israelis, that
position was proclaimed by US Secretary of State, Colin Powell, when he said that
the US will play the role of the facilitator and that the solution lies with the sides
of the conflict (Powel, 2002). Israel utilised this US stance, which meant there
would not be much pressure from the US administration on Israel. Taking this
opportunity, Israel put pressures on the Americans not to engage in talks with the
Palestinians, and demanded the US to close the office of the PLO in Washington.

The US used its veto right at the UN Security Council in March 2001 to prevent
a resolution to deploy a UN observer force in the West Bank and Gaza territories
claiming the resolution was “unbalanced and unworkable” ("U.S. vetoes U.N.
observer force", 2001). To cover its failure the US administration blamed the
Palestinians for the escalation of the situation in the region and unfairly accused
the Palestinians for inciting violence against Israel. Amid the intense military
escalation by the Israeli forces against Palestinian cities along with the
Palestinians’ fighting back with resistance action, the US administration
dispatched Senator George J. Mitchell to bring both parties to the table of
negotiations and set a number of conditions where both sides agreed to abide by.
Although, this did not prevent Israel from continuing its military aggression
against the Palestinians. However, the already reluctant US efforts for mediation
between Israelis and Palestinians were ended by the 11 September 2000 terrorist
attacks, in which the US foreign policy diverted towards what it called the “war
on terrorism”. This kept the US busy from providing any effort towards finding a
meaningful resolution on the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, as the US engaged with
its occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq.

Although the US focus was on Afghanistan and Iraq, the Palestinian-Israeli
conflict was still present within the administration’s foreign agenda, where it
realised that no stability in the region was possible without resolving the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict. Thus, President Bush sought to enhance relations with
Arab countries after the toppling of Saddam Hussein through the gate of the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict. In 2001 at the UN General Assembly, President Bush
said: “we are working toward a day when two states, Israel and Palestine, live
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peacefully together within secure and recognize borders as called for by the Security
Council resolutions [most notably resolutions 242 and 338]” ("President Bush
Speaks", 2001) marking the first US president to mention clearly the
establishment of a Palestinian state. Yet, the call was not translated into action on
the ground as the US administration kept its neglect policy towards Palestinian
President Yasser Arafat, where in 2002 the US administration called for a new
leadership of the Palestinians after accusing it “compromising with terrorism”
("President Bush Calls", 2002).

In 2002 there were US effort through the International Quartet -an
International body formed by the US, the European Union (EU), the Russia
Federation and the UN- to draft a new plan/vision for settlement to the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict, and in April 2003, the plan was announced under the
name of the Road Map by the US administration. The Road Map plan was a three-
stage plan that was meant to end with establishing a democratic viable Palestinian
state by 2005. Its first stage called for ending/renouncing violence, building
Palestinian institutions that were destroyed by the Israeli forces and to freeze the
Israeli settlement activity in the occupied lands. The second stage included a
transitional period for the Palestinians to conduct new elections as well as to
agree on provisional borders with Israel, while the third stage would have been
the final status agreement stage in which negotiations between the Palestinians
and the Israelis should have reached a final settlement stage.

Despite the plan was not far from the lIsraeli perspective, it was even
criticised by the US officials. 88 US Senators attacked the Road Map, saying it did
not take “a strong enough position against Palestinian terrorism” (Freedman,
2004). The Israeli government under the leadership of Ariel Sharon declared its
acceptance to the US —and Quartet- plan, although it set 14 reservation on the
plan. These Israeli reservations implicitly mean Israel’s rejection of the plan. The
Palestinian leadership declared it accepted the plan without any reservation,
despite the fact that the plan did not address vital demands of the Palestinians
such as the fate of the Palestinian prisoners in Israeli jails and the nature of the
Palestinian transitional state and its limits of sovereignty. The US administration
accepted the Israeli 14 reservation points, a move that voided the plan from any
gain to the Palestinians. With the continued Israeli aggression on the Palestinians
along with the US backing of the Israeli steps against them, the US administration
didn’t pose any form of pressure on the Israelis whereas the US presidential
elections were approaching, and eventually reduced its interests in continuing
with the plan in addition to keeping the blame on the Palestinians which meant
the death of the plan.

In the second term for President Bush nothing serious was provided to end
the conflict, the administration kept its pressure and blame on the Palestinians.
With the end approaching for President Bush’s second term, he invited the
Palestinians and the Israelis to an international conference in 2007 to revive the
peace process. Although, the agenda of the conference didn’t provide any new
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initiatives but stressed on the early US administration —under President Bush-
position of playing the facilitation mission where the conference called on both
sides to abide by the Road Map (Migdalvitz, 2007: 2). The aim of the US from the
conference was not a real effort to end the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, but rather
an attempt to create an Arab coalition against Iran where it invited several Arab
countries to attend the conference (Morrow, 2007). However, by the end of
President Bush’s two terms, nothing tangible was provided to the Palestinian
side, but on the other side, it kept its flow of political, military and economic
support to the Israelis. It also protected Israel from any condemnation at the UN,
and gave Israel more time to expand its illegal settlements on the Palestinian
occupied lands, where the settlement activity kept going with no serious
suspension from the Israeli side.

In 2009 President Barack Obama (2009-2013) came with the slogan of
“change”, a slogan that didn’t only inspire the Americans, but also the entire
world with hope of a new administration that could replace the previous one
which launched two destructive wars causing chaos contrary to its promises to
bring peace and democracy into these states (Afghanistan and Iraq).
Nevertheless, as in the case of all US presidential candidates, he also spoke in
front of the AIPAC pledging to commit to Israel’s security and not to question the
Israeli settlement activity (Zhao, 2009: 19) and not to go beyond the Israel’s “red
lines” in addressing the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. Anyhow, when Obama
assumed office, he started his term with hopes to resume the negotiations
between the Palestinians and the Israelis, as well as the negotiations between
Israel and Syria. In his first visit to the region in June 2009, President Obama made
a historic speech in Egypt. Obama stressed that the Palestinian-Israeli conflict is
on the top of his administration priorities and confirmed that the US won’t turn
its back to the Palestinians and also stressed that the US administration did not
accept the Israeli settlement activity in the Palestinian occupied territories.
Although, he repeated the same conditions of the previous US administrations on
the Palestinians such as the renunciation of violence, in reference to the
Palestinian resistance.

Despite having reservations about Obama’s speech, it was still viewed -by
the Palestinians— as promising, but on the other side, the Israeli official remarks
on the speech were very critical and challenged it by continuing the settlement
activity. However, one year after his speech, no steps were taken on the ground,
and the Obama administration did not even manage to convince the Israeli
government to suspend —not halt- the illegal settlement activity in the occupied
West Bank and Jerusalem. Moreover, the Israeli government intensified its
blockade on the Palestinians in Gaza turning it into an open prison. The solidarity
activists on the Freedom flotilla, together with the Turkish ship the Mavi Marmara,
sailing to Gaza to take humanitarian assistance and to end the blockade, was
attacked by lIsraeli forces in international waters murdering 10 Turkish civilian
activists. The US administration did not even condemn the Israeli piracy nor the
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killings on the Mavi Marmara, although almost the entire international community
condemned the Israeli act.

In 2010, the US State Department announced the launch of what it called a
“proximity talks” between the Palestinians and the Israelis, although the US did
not give guarantees on the talks nor did it manage to halt the Israeli settlement
activity. In addition, the Israeli government conditioned resuming talks with the
Palestinians on the basis of recognising Israel as a ‘Jewish state’. In 2011, under the
US and Israeli ignorance to the aspirations of the Palestinian people, the
Palestinian leadership sought to gain the world recognition of the Palestinian
right in establishing an independent Palestinian state with East Jerusalem as its
capital. The Palestinian leadership moved the issue to the United Nations, despite
knowing that the US will hinder the Palestinian effort to claim a full UN
membership by vetoing the Palestinian application in the United Nations Security
Council, and this is what happened. Prior to the voting in the United Nations
Security Council, the US explicitly vowed to take down the Palestinian bid for a
full-fledged member of the United Nations. US State Department spokesperson
Victoria Nuland told reporters at her daily briefing, “The U.S. opposes a move in
New York by the Palestinians to try to establish a state that can only be achieved by
negotiations” ("U.S. vows to veto", 2011).

After which the Palestinian leadership sought recognition through the
United Nations General Assembly in November 2012, where Palestine obtained an
overwhelmingly historic vote to have the status of the non-Member Observer
State in the United Nations. The US opposed the Palestinian bid and was one of
the only nine states that opposed the move. Hillary Clinton, the US Secretary of
State, described the vote as "unfortunate and counterproductive". She said: “Only
through direct negotiations between the parties can the Palestinians and Israelis
achieve peace that both deserve: two states for two people, with a sovereign, viable
and independent Palestine living side-by-side in peace and security with a Jewish and
democratic Israel” ("UN general assembly makes resounding vote", 2012).

In the second term of President Obama in office, his State Secretary, John
Kerry, launched another effort in 2013 to bring both sides on the table of
negotiations. The negotiations were scheduled to last up to nine months to reach
a final status to the Palestinian-Israeli conflict by mid-2014. Yet, in the light of the
Israeli continued-intransigence to continue with the settlements activity as a tool
by the Israeli government to impose more —as it could- realities on the ground,
the US -this time- couldn’t escape from blaming Israel for the failure or collapse
of the negotiations. Martin Indyk, US special envoy to the Israeli-Palestinian peace
negotiations, commented on the collapse of the negotiations as saying “there are
a lot of reasons for the peace effort’s failure, but people in Israel shouldn’t ignore
the bitter truth - the primary sabotage came from the settlements” ("US envoy to
resign", 2014).
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Following these statements, the Israeli and US relations went on stalemate,
however, nothing serious were done against Israel by the US especially in terms
of the US military support to Israel, and Israel continued aggressive policies
against the Palestinians, undeterred from any consequences that may been taken
by the US administration. Such Israeli stance made Kerry state in 2017 that Israel
does not want peace; “the current Israeli government has publicly declared they are
not ever for a Palestinian state”. The US effort was stuck by the Israeli stance
where the Israeli government under Benjamin Netanyahu continued with its
extreme-right policies to kill any prospect for having a Palestinian state. Anyhow,
by approaching the end of Obama’s presidency, the negotiations were disrupted
and no talks between the Palestinians and the Israeli took place while the Israelis
were keeping their pressure on the Palestinians especially by the illegal
settlement activity. The Obama administration made a farewell shot at the Israelis
when his administration did not veto -as regularly the previous US
administrations did— UN Security Council resolution 2334 condemning Israeli
settlements as illegal under international law.

Donald Trump (2017-2021) came to the office with no hope that he could
make any kind of breakthrough in the Palestinian Israeli conflict, as he pledged in
his electoral campaigns that he will give unlimited support to Israel. Yet, from the
entourage of Trump, it was easy to anticipate how the administration would
manage its approach towards the Palestinians. Trump appointed pro-lIsraeli
officials who adopted the extreme right wing of the Israeli politics. This included
the appointment of David Friedman as the US ambassador to Israel, an Orthodox
Jew who worked, advocated and raised funds for building Israeli settlements on
Palestinians lands (" David Friedman approved as", 2017). It could easily be noticed
that what Trump offered to Israel during his four-year-term was never expected
from any Israeli officials, over the four years Trump helped Israel realise an
incredible set of diplomatic and strategic gains at virtually no cost in concessions
to the Palestinians. Trump took a bold decision that was never practically taken
by the previous US presidents where he recognised Jerusalem as Israel’s
undivided capital, disregarding all UN resolutions and the Jerusalem’s status
under the international law. Trump annexed the occupied Golan to Israel’s
sovereignty, ignoring that they were Syrian occupied territories under the
international law. Trump gave a free hand to the Israeli government to expand at
the expense of the Palestinian lands and properties and that was followed by a
statement by his State Secretary Mike Pompeo when he said that the US won’t
view the Israeli settlements as a violation of international law (Jakes, 2019). The
Trump administration even went farther by threatening to brand human rights
organisations critical of Israel as anti-Semitic; he also cut most of the aids that
were allocated for the Palestinians by his predecessors.

In January 2020, US President Donald Trump declared his vision to peace in
the “Middle East” which proposes the establishment of a Palestinian state with
no genuine sovereignty, unconnected, but blocked from communicating with the
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world. It suggests the establishment of a Palestinian state in the form of an
archipelago connected through bridges and tunnels under the Israeli security and
military control which Israel has full right to enter the Palestinian areas, and in
turn, Jerusalem remains fully ‘united’ under the Israeli sovereignty and with no
right of return to any of the Palestinian refugees. Besides establishing full Israeli
sovereignty over al-Agsa Mosque and making it open for Jewish worship taking
into account the times of their prayers and holidays (El-Awaisi & Yavuz, 2020)

The Palestine Liberation Organisation (PLO) along with all other Palestinian
factions and movements rejected the US vision, and most of the countries
worldwide rejected the plan as it went beyond the resolutions of international
legitimacy. The United Nations rejected Trump’s plan and committed to the two
state solution. Antonio Guterres, Secretary-General of the United Nations,
emphasised on seeking “a political solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict”, and
continued saying that “the position of the United Nations has been defined by
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions.” The European Union’s High
Representative for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy described the proposal as
departing from internationally agreed parameters, and called to respect the
United Nations resolutions related to the Palestinian-Israeli conflict ("Key Players
Reject Proposed", 2020).

According to the Trump’s plan and its political terminologies along with the
context of its announcement, it could be described that it is a one-sided unilateral
plan that took into considerations the vision of the Israeli point-of-view, even
adopting the ideas suggested by the Israeli extremist wing. And it totally neglects
the Palestinian side, their rights including the right of return of the Palestinian
refugees and the right to self-determination. The US administration ignored the
international community and the United Nations with all its relevant resolutions.
Washington cornered itself as a biased partner to the Israeli occupation with its
violation of international law. Thus, complicating the prospect of reaching peace.
The imposition of the proposed plan, is a direct threat to world peace and security,
as it imposes a reality by force and with no regard to the international law that
governs and guides the international relations. Moreover and in another Israeli
unilateral step encouraged by the US unlimited support to Israel, the Israeli
government announced another unilateral step, which goes in line with the US
Deal of the Century (2020) representing in taking Palestinian lands to Israeli
sovereignty, especially areas in the occupied Jordan valley. The Israeli annexation
plan -or as Israel calls it “applying sovereignty plan”- didn’t just come out of
nowhere; the Israeli theft of Palestinian lands extended over 70 years which
consolidated its control in occupied West Bank and Jerusalem.

The Israeli planis based on Trump’s “peace vision”, where Netanyahu -Israeli
Prime Minister— sought to impose the Israeli sovereignty over 30 to 40% of the
West Bank and Jerusalem territories. The Israeli plan includes the large Israeli
illegal settlement blocs such as Ma'ale Adumim settlement and Gush Etzion
settlement around occupied Jerusalem and a third settlement bloc in northern
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occupied West Bank, the Ariel settlement. The Israeli plan also includes keeping
its control of the Jordan Valley area, eastern the occupied West Bank, which will
deprive the Palestinian State from having a contact with the outside world. As
British writer David Hearst said in his article published in the “Middle East Eye”
commenting on the Israeli plan that “The Nakba is not a past event. The
dispossession of lands, homes and the creation of refugees have continued almost
without pause since. It is not something that happened to your great grandparents”.
However, under the international community pressure and the US hesitancy to
support the Israeli move, along with the Palestinian officials’ threat to abolish
bilateral agreements with Israel if it goes ahead with annexation, Netanyahu said
that he agreed to delay annexation in the occupied West Bank as part of a
normalisation deal with the United Arab Emirates (UAE), but the plans still remain
“on the table” ("Netanyahu says West Bank annexation", 2020).

Under such ignorance to the Palestinian aspiration of an independent state,
the US administration gave another blow to the Palestinians by sponsoring
normalisations deals between Arab countries and Israel, until the end of 2020,
four Arab countries, the UAE, Bahrain, Sudan and Morocco, announced
normalisation deals with Israel, breaking the agreed Arab Peace Initiative of 2000,
which stipulates making peace with Israel in case of the latter withdrawal from
the Palestinian occupied lands since 1967. The normalisation have drawn
widespread condemnation from Palestinians at the official and popular level.

CONCLUSION

If answering a Yes/No question, did the US administrations exert efforts towards
ending the Palestinian Israeli conflict? The answer would then be “yes, it did”’, but
a simple look into these initiatives one would realise that these initiatives and
efforts were even far from the international legitimacy and the UN resolutions in
regard to the Palestinian occupied territories which all stressed on the Palestinian
rights in establishing their full independent state. The Deal of the Century and the
annexation plan were the last series of the US and Israeli negligence to the
Palestinians’ aspirations and rights. Yet, the former US administrations also did
not exert efforts to condemn the Israeli illegal settlement activities, which never
stopped since the Israeli occupation in June 1967. The illegal Israeli settlement
activity on the Palestinian lands whether by annexation, by theft or by
expropriation was adopted by all the Israeli governments in which Israeli
politicians contested among each other who is bolder to take more from the
Palestinian lands.

The Trump’s Deal of the Century’s “peace” plan or the Israeli Annexation plan
are the most dangerous US and Israeli attempts to obliterate the Palestinian
identity where they disregard the Palestinian right to self-determination, the right
to Jerusalem and al-Agsa Mosque, the right of return of the Palestinian refugees,
and the establishment of a full sovereign Palestinian state. The Israeli plans, most
notably the Annexation plan, represented a blatant challenge to the international
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community and the United Nations relevant resolutions, which clearly call for the
Israeli withdrawal from the Palestinian occupied territories as in the 242 UN
resolution. The more serious than the annexation plan is keeping the Israeli
occupation as a de facto on the Palestinian lands; therefore, any move must not
only be against the US alleged peace plan or its followed annexation plan, but to
end the Israeli occupation as stated by the international legitimacy and in
accordance with the requirements of justice.

To return back to the early inquiry or question raised over the article to what
extent did the American position address the minimum aspiration of the
Palestinian people in establishing their own independent state? The answer then
would be that there were efforts by the US administrations, including the Trump
administration, to address the Palestinian aspirations of a “state”, as stipulated in
the “Deal of the Century” but still, the US administrations didn’t go far from the
same Israeli definition and parameters of the nature and structure of the
Palestinian state, where such Israeli definition lacks the genuine meaning of a full
sovereign and independent state. Thus, the US administrations failed to address
the Palestinian aspirations, which are based on the international legitimacy and
the United Nations resolutions, and unleashed Israel to keep its occupation of the
Palestinian territories.
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BAZI ORYANTALISTLERIN BEYTULMAKDIS VE MESCiD-i
AKSA’YA DAIR HADISLERi SARIHLERDEN FARKLI
YORUMLAMALARININ SEBEPLERI

ibrahim KUTLUAY*

0z: Beytiilmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksd, ilahi dinler nezdinde miistereken
mukaddes kabul edilen mekénlarin basinda gelmektedir. Oyle ki Kur’dn’da
Mescid-i Aksa ve ¢evresinin bereketli kilindigi vurgulanmis ve Beytiilmakdis ve
havalesi, “arz-1 mukaddes” olarak nitelendirilmistir. Kur’an’in yani sira
hadislerde de bu mekanlarin fazileti beyan edilmistir. Nitekim hadis
kaynaklarinda bu iki mukaddes mekdna dair rivayetler; Mescid-i Aksa’nin
yeryliziinde Kabe’den sonra insa edilen ikinci mescid oldugu, Beytiilmakdis ve
cevresinin peygamberlerin yasadigi yerlerden olup onlarin hatiralarini tasicigi,
Mescid-i Aksd’da kilinan namaza ve ifa edilen diger ibadetlere, Mescid-i Haram
ve Mescid-i Nebevi haric, diger mescidlere nispetle daha fazla ecir takdir
edildigi, Mescid-i Aksd’nin ibadet maksadiyla yolculuk yapilabilecek (¢
mescidden biri oldugu ve bu iki mekanin fethinin, imar ve ihyasinin tesvik
edildigi gibi ana basliklar altinda hiilasa edilebilir. Bununla birlikte Mescid-i
Aksa ve Beytlilmakdis meselesiyle ilgili rivayetleri yorumlamada sdrihlerle
oryantalistler arasinda derin yaklasim farkliliklari dikkat ¢ekmektedir.
Dolayistyla bu calismanin amaci; ayni konudaki bir hadisi sarihlerin ve
oryantalistlerin nasil degerlendirdigini, her iki kesimin gérislerini hangi delil ve
gerekgelere dayandirdigini ve aralarinda gériilen yaklasim farklarinin temel
sebeplerinin neler oldugunu tespit edip degerlendirmektir. Metot olarak belli
bir oryantalist ya da sdrihten ziyade, konu ve ilgili rivayet esas alinacak, bu
hususta gériis beyan eden sarihlerin yorumlar ile oryantalistlerin kendi
calismalarindaki farkl yaklasim ve degerlendirmeleri tespit edilip birbirleriyle
mukayese edilecek, gorusleri arasindaki farkliliklara ve bunlarin sebeplerine
odaklanilacaktir.

ANAHTAR KELIMELER: Hadis, Sdrih, Oryantalist, Beytiilmakdis, Kudiis,
Mescid-i Aksa.
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The Reasons for the Differences in Interpretations of Some Orientalists and
Commentators on the Hadiths about Bayt al-Maqdis and al-Masjid al-Agsa
ABSTRACT: Bayt al-Maqdis and al-Masjid al-Agsa are among the most sacred places
that are considered sacred by the divine religions. So much so that it is emphasised
in the Qur'an that al-Agsa and its surroundings have been blessed, and Bayt al-
Magqdis and its environs are described as the Holy Land “al-Ard al-Mugaddasah”. In
addition to the Qur'an, the virtue of these places has also been declared in the
ahadith. Al-Masjid al-Aqsa is mentioned as the second masjid built on earth after
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the Ka'bah, it is the place where the prophets lived, prayers and other worships
performed in al-Masjid al-Aqsa are rewarded more than those performed in other
masjids except al-Masjid al-Haram and al-Masjid al-Nabawi. In addition, al-Masjid al-
Agsa is one of the three masjids that can be travelled to for the purpose of worship,
and the liberation and reconstruction of these two places are encouraged.
However, there are deep differences of approach between Muslim commentators
and orientalists in interpreting the narrations on the issue of al-Agsa and Bayt al-
Magqdis. Therefore, the aim of this study is to determine and evaluate how
commentators and orientalists evaluate a hadith on the same subject, on what
evidence and justifications both groups base their views, and what are the main
reasons for the differences in their approaches. As a method, the subject and the
relevant ahadith will be taken as the basis, rather than a particular orientalist or
commentator, and the interpretations of the commentators and the different
approaches and evaluations of the orientalists in their own works will be identified
and compared with each other, focusing on the differences between their views
and their reasons.

KEYWORDS: Hadith, Commentator, Orientalist, Bayt al-Maqdis, Jerusalem, al-Agsa.

1. GIRiS

Miifessir ve sarihlerin yani sira konu ile ilgilenen hemen her oryantalist, Mescid-i
Aksa meselesinin Hz. Muhammed’e (sav) gece yolculugu yaptirildigini ifade eden
isra saresinin ilk ayeti baglaminda giindeme geldigini vurgular. Misliman tarihgi
ve miifessirlere gore, hicretten yaklasik bir buguk yil 6nce gerceklesen ve mucizevi
bir semavi yolculuk olan isrd ve mi‘rac, Kabe’den baslamistir. Allah Teals;
ResGli’ni 6nce Beytiilmakdis’teki Mescid-i Aksa’ya gotiirmistir (isra). Orada
Res(l-i Ekrem (sav) diger peygamberlerin ruhlarina imam olup namaz kildirmistir
(Mislim, “Iman”, 259; ibn Hisdm, 1955/1355: 37-38). Allah Teala, kulunu
Beytiilmakdis’ten Cebrail esliginde yedi kat semaya, nihayet Sidretii’l-miintehd’ya
ulastirmis, yolculugun bundan sonraki kismina Restlullah (sav) tek basina devam
etmis ve ona cennet ve cehennemi gdstermistir. sra ve mi‘racin bir defa mi, yoksa
birkag kez mi gerceklestigi, baslangi¢ noktasi, tarihi, “sadece ruhen” mi yoksa
“beden-ruh birlikte” mi oldugu gibi hususlarda ulema arasinda farkl goriisler
bulunmaktadir. Asil konumuz bu olmadigindan bunlaraisaret etmekle yetinecegiz.

Kisaca ifade etmek gerekirse cogunluk, isrd ve mi‘racin bir mucize olabilmesi
icin ruh ve bedenin birlikte olmasi gerektigi kanaatindedir. Nitekim Taberi’nin (6.
310/923) yorumuna goére mi‘rac sadece ruhen olsaydi Kureysliler ona kars
cikmazlardl. Ayrica Allah Tedld mezklr ayette “abdihi/kulunu” buyurmus,
“ruhunu” tabirini kullanmamistir. Abd denildiginde beden ve ruhun birlikte oldugu
anlasilir (Taberi,1420 [2000: 17/482; Schrieke-J. Horovitz, 1993: 7/98). Bunun yani
sira ayetin Silbhdn kelimesi ile baslamasi, hadisenin mucizevi yénini o6ne
cikarmaktadir.  isrd sresinin 60. ayetinde riiya, “gézle goérmek” olarak
yorumlanmis ve bunun imtihan vesilesi yapildiginin vurgulanmasi onun bedenen
olduguna delil sayilmistir (Buhari, “Menakibi’l-ensar”, 43; “Tefsir”, 17/9). Bununla
birlikte bazilart mi‘racin ruhen oldugunu, riya kelimesinin buna deldlet ettigini,
yine rivayetlere dayanarak iddia etmislerse de isabetli olan goriis beden-ruh
birlikte olmasidir (bk. Mohd Roslan, 2011: 69). Yukarida hilasa ettigimiz
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gorislerden hangisi benimsenirse benimsensin mi‘racin basit bir riiya olmadigy,
ruhun maddi unsurlardan siyrilarak melekit alemine bir yolculuk gergeklestirdigi
tartismasizdir (bk. Yavuz, 2020: 30/232-235).

Diger bir ihtilaf noktasi, asagida daha tafsilath olarak tartisilacagi tzere,
Mescid-i Aksa’nin Kudls’te mi yoksa semada mi oldugudur. Bazi Sif kaynaklarda
Ca'fer es-Sadik’a (6. 148/765) nispet edilen bir haberde onun semada oldugu ifade
edilmistir (Meclisi, 1301-1315: 21/89-91). Keza Muhammed Hamidullah (1908-2002)
gibi ¢cagdas birkag alim onun semada oldugunu iddia etmistir (Hamidullah, 1966,
1/93). Bu gorisi savunanlarin delili, Filistin icin er-RGm 30/3’de “edne’l-arz” (en
yakin yer) tabirinin kullanilmasidir; halbuki isra sresinde s6z konusu mescid icin
aksd (en uzak) tabiri kullanilmistir. Bununla beraber islam alimlerinin kahir
ekseriyeti; bir mabedin adi oldugu gibi ilk kibleye esas teskil eden ve kuzeyi 321,
glineyi 283, dogusu 474 ve batisi 490 m uzunlukta olan ve bazi noktalarda 30-40
m. yiikseklige ulasan surlarla gevrili bulunan (Bozkurt, 2004: 29/268) Mescid-i
Aksa’nin Kudiis’te oldugu goriisiinii benimsemislerdir. Aslinda kiblenin, yén ve
mescidin bulundugu mekan oldugu dikkate alindiginda Hz. Peygamber (sav)
zamaninda Mescid-i Aksa’nin tam bir bina olarak mevcut olmamasi problem teskil
etmemektedir.

Ote yandan Misliiman miifessir ve sarihlerin aksine bazi oryantalistler,
saglam bir delile dayanmadan Mescid-i Aksd’nin semada oldugunu, Hz.
Muhammed’in ve ilk Mislimanlarin Mescid-i Aksa’ya deger atfetmediklerini,
Kubbeti’s-sahra’nin Emevi halifesi Abdiilmelik b. Mervan (6. 86/705) zamaninda
siyasi sebeplerle Kabe’ye alternatif bir hac mahalli olarak insa edildigini, Mescid-i
Aksa’nin faziletine dair “li¢ mescid hadisi”’nin yine siyasi sebeplerle ve Abdilmelik
b. Mervan’in (6. 86/705) talebi iizerine ibn Sihab ez-Ziihri (. 124/742) tarafindan
uyduruldugunu iddia etmislerdir (Kutluay, 2023). Nitekim Schrieke (1919: 1-30) ve
Horovitz (1919: 159-183) mi‘racin Mekke’den dogrudan semaya oldugunu iddia
ederek Beytlilmakdis’e dair bolimini gérmezden gelmislerdir. Asagida 6nce
Mescid-i Aksa’nin yeri ile Beytiilmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksa’nin faziletine taalluk eden
rivayetlerle ilgili sarih ve oryantalistlerin yorumlari mukayeseli olarak
incelenecektir.

2. MESCIiD-i AKSA’NIN YERI

Cagdas birkac alimin kabul gérmeyen goriist (Hamidullah, 1990: 1/150-151; Ates,
2003:10/317-18, 12/270; Bayram, 2001: 46-47; Azimli, 2009, 43-589; Azimli, 2010: 161-
172) istisna edilirse Stnni ulema, Mescid-i Aksa’nin Kudis’te oldugunda ittifak
halindedir. Nitekim Fahreddin er-Razi (6. 606/1210) bu hususta Musliman
ulemanin ittifakindan séz etmistir (Razi, 1420: 20/292). Oyle ki hicretin on besinci
yili gibi erken bir donemde bu konuda icma olusmustur (Grabar, 1991: 6/707;
Horovitz, 1926: 140). Taberf’ye gére Mescid-i Aksa denmesi “aksa” kelimesinin
“uzak” anlamina gelmesi ve onun Mekke’ye uzak olmasi sebebiyledir (Taberi,
1420/2000: 15/5).
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Bazi ¢agdas arastirmacilar, Mescid-i Aksa’nin Kudiis’te degil Mekke’ye on mil
mesafedeki Cirane bélgesinde yer alan mescid oldugunu ileri siirmislerse de Ehl-i
siinnet alimlerinin kahir ekseriyeti mi‘racin birinci asamasi olan isrdnin Mekke’den
Kudis’te bulunan Mescid-i Aksd’ya gerceklestigi gorisiindedir. Bazi ¢agdas
Mdusliman alimler ise Res@lullah (sav) zamaninda Kudiis’te Mescid-i Aksa diye
bilinen mabedin mevcut olmadigini ya da onun harabe vaziyette bulundugunu
belirtmislerdir (Johnson, 2001: 125; Kaplony, 2009: 60). Oyle ki Hz. Omer (6.
23/644) zamaninda (634-644) Beytiilmakdis’in fethedilmesiyle birlikte mabedin
yerindeki molozlarin temizlenip orada kigiik bir mescid insa edildigini, mevcut
mescidin (Kible mescidi) ise Emeviler déneminde (661-750) yapildigini, zaman
icinde yapida bazi degisiklikler oldugunu, dolayisiyla isra sdresinde sézi edilen
mescidin Kudls’teki Mescid-i Aksa olamayacagini ileri stirmislerdir (Hamidullah,
1990: 1/150-151; Johnson, 2001: 125; Ates, 2003: 10/317-18, 12/270; Bayram, 2001: 46-
47; Azimli, 2009: 43-589; Azimli, 2010: 161-172). Buhéar’de gecen “Kureys isrd
hususunda beni yalanlayinca Kabe’deki Hicr lizerinde ayakta durdum, Allah Tedld,
Beyt-i Makdis’i gbziimiin dniine getirdi. Onun &zelliklerini soran miisriklere, Beyt-i
Makdis’e bakarak haber vermeye basladim” (Buhari, “Tefsir”, 17/178; Muslim,
“Iman”, 75; Tirmizi, “Tefsir”, 18) seklindeki rivayet, isrd ve mi‘rac hadisesi sirasinda
Mescid-i Aksa’nin en azindan bazi giris kapilarinin (bk. al-Ratrout, 2004: 260-263)
duvar ya da pencerelerinin mevcut oldugunu disindirmektedir.

Sit alimlerin ¢ogunlugunun gorisi ise Mescid-i Aksa’nin semada oldugu
yoniindedir (Ayyasi. 1411/1991: 2/302; Kummi, 1432/2011: 1/79; Rubin, 2008: 147). Bu
gorls, Ca'fer es-Sadik’in (6. 148/765) en faziletli mescidin, ‘Mescid-i Haram ile
Mescid-i Nebevi’ oldugunu, Mescid-i Aksa’nin Hz. Peygamber’in gece vakti
ylikseltildigi semada yer aldigini, onun Kudis’teki Beyti’l-Makdis oldugunu
savunanlarin bu goruslerinin isabetli olmadigini ve Kiife mescidinin ondan faziletli
oldugunu ifade etmesine dayandiriimaktadir (Meclisi, 1301-1315: 21/89-91; Livne-
Kafri, 2001: 115; Rubin, 2008: 161). Sia’min bu goériisinin temelinde mi‘racin
Mekke’den dogrudan semaya gerceklestigi distincesi yer almaktadir.

Ote yandan Theodor Néldeke (1836-1930), Josef Horovitz (1874-1931) ve Uri
Rubin (1944-2021) gibi bazi oryantalistler, isrd siresinde bahsedilen gece
yolculugu ile apokaliptik literatiirdeki benzer figiirler arasinda baglanti kurarlar.
Oyle ki onlara gére Enoch kitabinda diinyanin merkezinde yer alan miibarek
beldeye (Kudiis) yolculuktan bahsedilmistir. Eski Ahid’de de Hz. M{s&’nin israil
ogullarini Kudiis’e gétiirdigi ifade edilir (1 Enoch 26/1). Néldeke’ye gore isra
stresinin ilk ayeti, Ezekiel’in (zulkifl) Babil’e olan gece yolculugunu (Ezekiel 8/3)
yansitmaktadir. Ezekiel, eline sagindan bir tutam almis ve riizgar Ezekiel’i yer ile
g6k arasinda yapilan bir yolculukla Kudis’tin kapilarindan birine gétirmdiistiir.
Ezekiel burada israil’in Tanns’nin lituflarini nail olmustur (Rubin, 2008: 152;
No6ldeke, 1970: 1/134; Horovitz, 1919: 162).

iskog tarihgi Thomas Carlyle’nin (6. 1795-1881) belirttigine gére, ayetlerde
agikca ifade edildiginden, oryantalistler arasinda Kabe’nin Mekke’de oldugunda
ihtilaf olmasa da Mescid-i Aksa’nin yeri hususu tartismahdir. El-Mescidii’l-aksa
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terkibindeki aksa sifatinin Mekke yakinlarindaki Cirane bélgesinde bulunan mescid
icin kullanildigr ileri siriilmektedir. Bu hususta temel aldiklari delil, Kur’an’da
“aksa” kelimesinin daima yeryiziindeki bir yeri tanimlamak tzere kullanilimis
olmasidir. Kasas (28/20) ve Ya-sin strelerinde (36/20) gecen “aksa’l-medine” tabiri
“sehrin 6blr ucundan” anlamina gelmektedir. Enfal sGresinde (8/42) udveti’d-
dinya ve udveti-l-kusva seklinde “en uzak kenarinda” anlaminda bir tabir
kullanilmaktadir. islam tarihi kaynaklarinda el-Megs’ari’l-aksé tabiri ile en uzak
ibadet mahalli olan Arafat bélgesi kastedilmektedir (ibn Kesir, 1408/1988: 3/71).

Alman mistesrik Josef Horovitz (1874-1931), Yahudi kiiltiriinde Semavf Kudus
ve Semdvi Mdbed inancinin mevcut oldugunu, Mislimanlarin ise diinyevi bir
mescid istegi ile Mescid-i Aksa’nin Kudis’teki mabet oldugu inancini
gelistirdiklerini iddia eder. Goitein, onun bu gériistinii benimsemis gériinmektedir
(Goitein, 1966: 31; Hasson, 1996: 357). Horovitz, Kudiis’in Hz. Muhammed
zamanindaki Mislimanlar arasinda zaten &zel bir konuma sahip oldugu
varsayiminda yanlis bir sey olmadigini, bununla birlikte Kur’an'daki Mescid-i Aksa
ile Kudus arasindaki iligkinin en erken Hz. Omer zamanina dayandirilabilecegini
iddia ederek (Horovitz, 1918: 167; Wansbrough, 1977: 69) Mescid-i Aksa’ya Hz.
Peygamber zamaninda ehemmiyet atfedilmedigini ima eder.

Mescid-i Aksa’nin semada oldugunu ilk iddia edenler arasinda Hollandali
Bertram Schrieke (1890-1945) de bulunmaktadir. O, Goldziher gibi, Kudiis’in Hz.
Muhammed’in  mi‘rac duraklarindan olduguna dair rivayetlerin Emeviler
déneminde (661-750), dolayisiyla gec bir tarihte uyduruldugunu savunur (Rubin,
2008: 148. Schrieke, 1916: 1-30). Schrieke, isrd kavraminin hem gece yolculugu hem
de mi'rac icin kullanildigini, erken dénemde nakledilen hadislerin Kudiis’e degil
goklere yapilan yolculuga delalet ettigini ileri stirer (Schrieke, 1916: 14; Rubin,
2008: 149-150). Yahudi asilli oryantalist Uri Rubin (1944-2021), cagdas alimlerin isra
sGresinde bahsedilen Mescid-i Aksa’nin Kudiis’te oldugunu kabulde génilsiiz
olduklarini vurgular. Onlarin ¢ogu, isra siresinde zikredilen mescidin “semavi
mukaddes bir mekan”’dan kindye oldugunu, dolayisiyla Kudiis’teki mescid ile bir
alakasinin olmasi gerekmedigini iddia eder. Uri Rubin, Mescid-i Aksa’nin, Kudis’te
yer almayabilecegini, onun giintimiize kadar, daha ziyade “semavi mukaddes bir
mekan” olarak geldigini belirttikten sonra, The Encyclopaedia of the Qur’an’da bazi
makale sahiplerinin Kur’an’a ve erken dénem hadislere dayanarak Kudiis’iin islami
bir kudsiyetinin olmadigini iddia ettiklerini, cagdas alimlerden bir azinligin ise onun
Kudiis’te oldugunu savunduklarini kaydeder (Rubin, 2008: 149). Rubin’e gore
yukarida goruslerini zikrettigimiz Schrieke’nin dile getirdigi Kudis’in Hz.
Muhammed’in mi‘rac duraklarindan olduguna dair rivayetlerin gec bir tarih olan
Emeviler déneminde uydurulduguna dair tez, ¢esitli hadisler sistematik bir sekilde
incelenerek tekrar giindeme getirilmistir (Rubin, 2008: 149; ayrica bk. Busse, 1991:
1-40; Hasson, 1996: 349-358).

Yahudi asilli mistesrik Shelomo Dov Goitein (1900-1985) de Hz. Peygamber
zamaninda Arz-1 Mukaddes’te “edna’l-arz/en yakin” (er-Rim 30/2) ve “aksa/en
uzak” (el-isra 17/1) diye tabir edilen bir mescid olmadigini belirtir. Goitein’in bu
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goriisinin  kaynagy; islam alimlerinin isrd slresinin birinci ayetini semaya
gerceklestirilen gece yolculugu ile (mi‘rac) irtibatlandirmalari sonucu Mescid-i
Aksa meselesinin glindeme geldigini ileri siiren A. Bevan, Schrieke ve Horovitz gibi
oryantalistlerdir. Goitein’in iddiasina bakilirsa Hz. Peygamber mabedin yeri ya da
cografi konumu ile ilgilenmez. Ona goére isra shresinin birinci ayeti hadislerle
birlikte mitalaa edilerek Mescid-i Aksd’nin Kudis’te oldugu sonucu
cikarilmaktadir (Goitein, “al-Kuds”, 1986: 5/323). Goitein’e gére kible konusunda
Kudiis ismi acik¢a ifade edilmemisse de islami gelenekte Kudiis’iin (Mescid-i Aksa)
ilk kible oldugu bir hakikattir; zira Hz. Peygamber’in kalbinin mutmain ve razi
olacagi yeni kible, dogdugu yer olan Mekke’deki Kabe idi. Ona gore ilk kiblenin
Kudis olarak belirlenmesi Yahudilerin kalbini kazanmak amacina matuf olabilir.
Mescid-i Aksa’dan sonra Kabe’nin yeni kible olmasi ise Yahudilerden ayrilmayi
ifade etmektedir (Goitein, 2010: 6/324).

Sonug olarak mezkdr oryantalistlere gére isra siresinin ilk ayetinde gecen
Mescid-i Aksa'min  yeryliziinde olduguna deldlet eden hicbir ayet
bulunmamaktadir. Aksd daha ziyade, bu sekilde agiklanan yer, yolun en uzak
ucunda yer alan ve gece yolculugunun karasal rotasidir. Yukarida gerekgeleriyle
birlikte agikladigimiz tizere oryantalistlerin bu iki mekanin islam agisindan tarihi bir
gecmisi ve degeri olmadigl, bu rivayetlerin sonradan ihdas edildigi seklindeki
yorumlari isabetli olmayip bunlarin asagida mdistakil bir bashk altinda
inceleyecegimiz bazi siyasi ve dini sebeplere dayandigi anlasiimaktadir. Hz.
Peygamber zamaninda Kudiis ve kismen tahrip edilmis vaziyette olsa da yeri
itibartyla ilk kible olan Mescid-i Aksa biliniyor ve mukaddes mekan olarak
degerlendiriyordu. Kudiis diye bilinen yere islami literatiirde Mescid-i Aksa da
denmektedir. Oyle ki Alman oryantalist Von Heribert Busse, isra ve mi‘racin ayni
sey oldugunuileri siirerek hata etmisse de isra stiresininilk ayetinde gecen Mescid-i
Aksa isminin Kudls’e isaret ettigini belirterek bir hakikati ifade etmistir (Busse,

1991: 37-40).

3. EL-BEYTULMAKDIS/EL-MESCIDU’L-AKSA’NIN TARIHT GECMISi VE FAZILETI
Beytlilmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksa’nin faziletini ifade eden rivayetler, asagida mustakil
bagliklar altinda zikredilecek, bunun i¢in 6nce sarihlerin bunlari nasil yorumladiklari
Uzerinde durulacak, ardindan oryantalistlerin bu konudaki iddialan
degerlendirilecektir.

3.1 Mescid-i Aksa’nin Kabe’den Sonra insa Edilen ikinci Mescid Olmasi

Sahthayn’da nakledildigine goére EbG Zerr (6. 32/653) Resdlullah’a (sav)
yeryiiziinde Allah’a ibadet i¢in bina edilen ilk mescidin hangisi oldugunu sormus,
Allah Res(li “Mescid-i Haram” buyurmustur. “Sonra hangisi” dediginde ise
“Mescd-i Aksa” cevabini almistir. Eb( Zerr, yapimlari agisindan aralarinda kag yil
oldugunu sordugunda ise Resdlullah “kirk yil” buyurmustur. Allah Res(li “Namaz
vakti girdiginde hangisinde olursan ol namazini kil, ecir ondadir” diye eklemistir
(Buhari, “Enbiya”, 11; Mislim, “Mesacid”, 1). Sarihler iki mescidin insas arasindaki
“kirk y1I”” ifadesini tarihen problemli bularak bu miskili halletmek istemislerdir; zira
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Hz. Adem’le Dav(d arasinda ya da ibnii’l-Cevzi’nin (6. 567/1201) dedigi gibi Kabe'yi
bina eden Hz. ibrahim ile Mescid-i Aks&’yi bina eden Hz. Siileyman arasinda bin
yildan fazla zaman bulunmaktadir. Dolayisiyla bu hususta her ikisini Hz. Adem’in
bina ettigi, bunlarin arasinda kirk yil bulundugu ya da bu rakamla ilk yapildiklari
zamanin degil Kurtubnin (6. 671/1273) ifade ettigi Gzere (Kurtubi, 1964/1384:
14/281) harap olmalarindan sonra farkli peygamberler tarafindan tekrar tamir ya
dainsa edilmelerinin kastedildigi (ibn Hacer, 1379: 6/408-9; Ayni, 15/262), her ikisini
meleklerin insa ettigi ve mezkdr rakamin onlarin insasi arasinda zaman dilimine
isaret ettigi gibi farkl gorusler ileri strtlmustdr (Ayni, 7/253).

Yahudi inancina gore ise mabed (Mescid-i Aksa’nin bulundugu yer), diinya
yaratilmadan dnce mevcut olup semada yer almaktadir. Rab Yahve, diinyayi onun
golgesinin distigl yerden yaratmaya baslamis, ardindan o noktada Hz. Adem’i
yaratmistir (Ogiit, 1997: 16/127; Harman, 2002: 26/326). islam kiiltiiriinde ise
Kabe’nin insasini meleklere, Hz. Adem’e ya da ogullarina dayandiran rivayetler
mevcuttur (Taberi, 1387: 1/23; ibn Kesir, 1408/1988: 1/190; Kutluay, 2009: 173). Bu
sebeple kirk yilifadesi erken dénemdeki insaata isaret edebilir (Kutluay, 2009:173).

Mistesrik Sam Shamon; Kudis’teki mabedin Babil krali Nebukadnezzar
tarafindan m.6. 587’de yikildigini, Roma generali Titus ve askerlerinin ikinci mabedi
m.s. 70’de ikinci kez tahrip ettigini, dolayisiyla mi‘rac hadisesinden bes asir 6nce
mabedin mevcut olmadigini, ancak Emevi halifesi Abdilmelik zamaninda Hz.
Peygamber’in vefatindan 60 yil sonra mescidin insa edildigini ve bu durumda
burada namaz kiinmasinin mimkin olmadigini ileri strmusttr (Mohd Roslan,
2011: 62). Hilasa Mescid-i Aksa’nin Hz. Peygamber zamaninda bilinmedigi icin
faziletinden bahsedilmedigini, yikinti halinde bulundugunu, ancak Hz. Omer’in (6.
23/644) halifeligi zamaninda (634-644) Kudis’in fethedilmesini mditeakip
mabedin yerindeki molozlarin temizlenip orada miitevazi bir mescid insa edildigini,
mevcut mescidin ise Emeviler déneminde (661-750) yapildigini ve zaman icinde
yapida bazi degisiklikler oldugunu gerekce gostererek isra sdresinde sézii edilen
mescidin Kudis’teki Mescid-i Aksa (Ates, 2003: 10/317-18, 13/270; Bayram, 2001: 46-
47; Azimli, 2010: 161-172; Azimli, 2009: 43-58. Altun, 2017: 5) olmayacagniileri siiren
oryantalistlerin gorislerinin ilm? bir temeli bulunmamaktadir. Her seyden evvel
Mescid-i Aksa bir mabedin adi oldugu gibi ilk kibleye esas teskil eden, Kuddiis’teki
dort bin metrekarelik (Harem-i serif) mekan ve cihetin adidir. Harab vaziyette de
olsa mabedin yeri bellidir ve orada namaz kilmak mimkiin olabilir.

3.2 Peygamberlerin Yasadigi Mukaddes Mekanlar Olmasi

Beytiilmakdis ve cevresinin mukaddes mekanlar olmasi, ilahf vahye mazhar olan
peygamberlerin buralarda yasamasi, Allah’tan aldiklari vahyi bu mekéanlarda teblig
ve tatbik etmeleri, bu sayede bu bdlgelerde yasayan insanlarin peygamberlerin
tebligi sayesinde sirk ve diger biiyilik glinahlar gibi manevi kirlerden arinmalar
sebebiyledir. Zira peygamberlerin gonderilis amaglarindan en 6nemlisi insanlari
hidayete davet ve tezkiye etmektir (el-Bakara 2/129; Al-i imran 3/164). Israil
ogullarina gonderilen Hz. M(isa, Harlin, Dav(d, Siileyman gibi peygamberler bu
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bélgede yasamislardir. Hz. Peygamber de isrd vesilesiyle Beytiilmakdis’e
gotirilmistar.

Mifessir ve sarihler, Hz. Peygamber’e Mekke’den Beytlilmakdis’e gece
yolculugu vyaptinildigl, isra ile ifade edilenin bu oldugu hususunda ittifak
halindedirler. Nitekim mi‘racin ilk safhasi olan isrdya tealluk eden rivayetlerde,
ResOli Ekrem’in (sav), Mescidi Aks&’da Hz. Ibrahim, M{sa ve TIsa gibi
peygamberlerle goriistiigl, ayrica biitiin peygamberlere imam olup namaz
kildirdig1, kendisine kuzey ve giliney taraftan biri bal digeri siit dolu iki kadeh
getirildigi, onun siitl se¢mesi (izerine Cebrail’in “Siitl tercih ederek fitrati sectin”
dedigi nakledilir (ibn Hisam, 1955/1355: 1/397; Ahmed b. Hanbel, Miisned, 4/167).

islam’in yani sira biitiin ilahi dinler nezdinde Beytiilmakdis ve Mescid-i
Aksa’nin mukaddes oldugu tartismasiz olup bazi oryantalistler de bunu ifade
etmiglerdir. Nitekim Alman oryantalist Julius Wellhausen (1844-1918) bu gercegi
“Kudiis sadece Yahudi ve Hiristiyanlarin degil, en eski devrinde biitiin
Musliimanlarin en mukaddes yeriidi” diyerek vurgulamistir (Bk. Wellhausen, 1963:
101; Altun, 2017: 55). Goitein ise Hz. Peygamber zamaninda Kudiis’te bir bina olarak
mabedin bulunmadigini, Mukaddes topraklar, Kur’an’in aksa (en uzak) degil,
edna’l-arz (en yakin arz) diye andigini, dolayistyla isré sdresinin ilk dyetinde diinyevi
bir mescidden degil semavi bir yolculuktan bahsedildigini, ayrica Hz.
Muhammed’in ne mabedin tam yeri ile ne de cografi bilginin mevcudiyeti ile
ilgilendigini iddia etmistir (Goitein, “al-Kuds”, 1986: 5/323; Hasson, 1996: 356).
Dahasi Goitein, Hz. Osman zamaninda (644-656) Kur’an cogaltilirken isra saresinin
ilk iki ayetinin bu slreye aslinda olmadigl halde sonradan eklendigini ileri
stirmistlr (Hasson, 1996: 352-357; Mohd Nor, 2011: 64). Daniel Pipes de Kudiis’in
bir ibadet yeri olmadigini, dua ve namazlarda adinin anilmadigini, Hz. Muhammed
zamaninda bilinmedigini, ayrica islam hakimiyetinde bir kiiltir ve ilim sehri olarak
taninmadigini iddia etmistir (Pipes, 2011: 49-66).

Cagdas Yahudi arastirmacilardan izhak Hasson, ilk kible olan Mescid-i
Aksa’ninicinde yer aldigi Kudiis isminin Kur’an’da yer almadigina, Kur’an’da Mekke
haram/dokunulmaz/saygin kabul edilirken Medine’nin hadislerle haram kilindigina,
Kudiis hakkinda ise boyle bir durum s6z konusu olmadigina dikkat ceker (Hasson,
1996: 352). Kuds’lin faziletinin diger beldelere nispetle ge¢ déneme ait oldugunu
iddia eden Hasson; Bagdat, Vasit, Merv, Hims, Kazvin, Sam, Misir ve Endiiliis gibi
sehir ve bolgelerin faziletine dair erken dénemde eserler telif edilmesine karsilik,
Katip Celebi’nin (6. 1067/1657) ifadesine gore (Katip Celebi, 1941: 1/300; 2/1240),
Beytiilmakdis hakkinda erken dénemde ancak Eb( Hiizeyfe ishak b. Bisr el-
Kurasi’nin (6. 206/821) Futdhu Beyti’l-Makdis’i, M(sa b. Sehl er-Reml’nin (0.
261/875) Kitdbl men nezele Filistin mine’s-sahdbe adli eseri telif ettigini belirtir
(Hasson, 1996: 349). E. Sivan da Beytiilmakdis hakkindaki kitaplarin orada yasayan
alimler tarafindan s./11. ylzyilda yazildigini vurgulamistir (Sivan, 1971: 265). Esasen
bunlar, ge¢ dénem eserleri olmadigi gibi diger beldelere nispetle hakkinda daha
erken tarihte miustakil kitap telif edilmemesi, Beytllmakdis’in faziletli
olmayacagini géstermez.
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3.3 Mescid-i Aksa’nin ibadet icin Yolculuk Yapilabilecek U¢ Mescidden Biri Olmasi

Hadislerde ibadet maksadiyla sadece {ic mescide yolculuk yapilabilecegine dair
“ibadet maksadiyla sadece (i¢ mescide yolculuga c¢ikabilirsin: Mescid-i Haram
(Mekke), Benim Mescidim (Medine) ve Mescid-i Aksa (Beytlilmakdis)” (Buhéari,
“Fadlu’s-Salat”, 1. Mislim, “Hac”, 511-513) buyurulmustur. Bu rivayet; ibn Ebf
Seybe (6. 235/849), Ahmed b. Hanbel (6. 241/855), Buhari (6. 256/870), Mislim (6.
261/875), ibn Mace (6. 273/887), Tirmizi (6. 279/892), Ebl David (6. 275/889), Nesai
(8. 303/915), Ebd Ya‘la (8. 307/919), ibn Hibban (6. 354/965) gibi muhaddis ve
musannifler tarafindan da tahric edilmistir. Hicrf ikinci asrinilk yarisinda goériilmeye
baslayan fezail kitaplarinda Beyttilmakdis’e dair rivayetler yer almaktadir. Makdis?
(6. 643/1245) ise Fezailti Beyti’l-makdfs isimli eserinde mustakil olarak bu husustaki
rivayetleri derlemistir (Makdisi, 1984/1405: 34-44).

“U¢ mescid hadisi”nin nafile namazlarla ilgili oldugu iddia edilmisse de Tahavi
(8. 321/933) s6z konusu fazileti, farz namazlara tahsis etmistir (ibn Hacer, 1379:
3/63). imam Buhar’nin rivayet ettigi hadis (aslaa &35 ) ¥) gy i3 ¥) seklinde
mechul sigasiyla ve istisna ile daha belig olarak nakledilmistir. Ancak Miislim’deki
rivayet (aploa &35 ) gagy 1i8) seklindedir. Taberi, mechul olarak ve istisna ile ifade
edilmesinin daha belig oldugunu belirtmistir (Ayni, 7/252). Buradaki istisna istisnd-
i miferragdir. Yani miistesna, miistesnd minh tiiriinden ise istisna, muttasildir.
Climle icinde miistesnd minh gecmiyorsa bdyle bir istisnd mdferrag istisna
tlirinden olup bu durumda mezkdr hadisin anlami “Diger yerlere bu amacla
seyahat edilmez” demektir (ibn Hacer, 1379: 3/63). Tayalis’nin (6. 204/819) Ata b.
Ebf Rebih’dan (6. 114/732) naklettigi rivayette, buradaki mescidden maksat, sadece
Kabe’nin kendisi mi yoksa Mescid-i Haram mi oldugu sorusuna “haremiyle birlikte
mescid” cevabi verilmistir; zira onun tamami mesciddir (ibn Hacer, 1379: 63).

Mescid-i Aksd denmesi ise Medine’ye uzak olmasindandir; Nitekim
Zemahser’nin (6.538/1144) ifade ettigine gore, o tarihte Mescid-i Aksd’dan 6tede
mescid bulunmamaktaydi. (Zemahseri, 1407: 2/648). (Manevi) pisliklerden uzak
olmasi sebebiyle bu adin verildigi de belirtilmistir (ibn Hacer, 1379: 63). Ne tiir
binekle gidildiginin ise &nemi bulunmamaktadir (ibn Hacer, 1379: 63; Ayni, (t.y.):
7/252). Ote yandan imam Malik’in naklettigi rivayete gore Eba Hiireyre, Tur dagina
dinf bir ziyaret maksadiyla yaptigl seyahatte Ka‘b b. Ahbar’la (6. 32/652-53 [?])
karsilasmistir. Doniiste sahabf Basra b. Ebi Basra el-Kilabf, Eb( Hireyre’yi tenkit
etmis ve “Senin yerine olsaydim T{r’a dini bir maksatla ziyarette bulunmazdim;
zira Allah Res(ll, ibadet maksadiyla sadece su (i mescidin ziyaret edilebilecegini
ifade etti” (Malik, Muvatta’, “Cumua”, 59; Ahmed b. Hanbel, Misned, 39/267)
deyip mezkdr li¢ mescid hadisini nakletmistir. Araplarin kullaniminda herhangi bir
daga Tar denirse de bu rivayette kastedilen Tdr, Allah Tedld’nin Hz. M(s&’ ile
konustugu dagdir. Eb( Hireyre’nin maksadi, Allah’a ménen yakinlik elde etme
(tekarrub) ve ibadettir (Badi, t.s.: 1/201).

Oryantalistlerin bu husustaki iddialarina gelince, Goldziher’e (1850-1921) gére
“lic mescid hadisi” Hz. Peygamber zamaninda bilinmiyordu; o, Emevi halifesi
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Abdiilmelik b. Mervan’in tesviki ile ibn Sihab ez-Ziihri (6. 124/742) tarafindan
uydurulup tedaviile sokulmustur (Goldziher, 1973: 44-45). Ona gére sahabiler bile
menfaat i¢in hadis uydurup Hz. Peygamber’e atfedebiliyorlardi (bk. Goldziher,
1973: 23). Goldziher; Emevileri ve Zihri’yi suclama hususunda “Emeviler
kendilerinin lehine olan hadisleri dolasima sokmayi nasil da kendilerine is edindiler
ve Zihri gibi dindar bir ravi ve alim, onlarin bu arzularina arag olmaya nasil razi
olabildi?” diye sormaktadir (Goldziher, 1973: 46). Ayrica o, Zihri’nin siyasilerin
emellerine alet olabilecek karakterine delil olarak kendisinden yasca buiyiik olan
Amr b. Dinar’in (6. 126/744 [?]) Zihri hakkindaki “Onun kadar hadis metinlerini
diizenlemenin, dinar ve dirhemlere ulasmanin kolay oldugu birini gérmedim; onun
nezdinde dinar ve dirhemler hayvan tersi kadar degersizdi” (Tirmizi, “Cumua”, 24)
s6zlni iktibas etmektedir (Goldziher, 1973: 46-47). Halbuki Goldziher’in iktibas
ettigi bu rivayetten Ziihri’nin hadis uydurdugu sonucu ¢ikarilamaz. Amrb. Dinar, bu
ifadesiyle aslinda Ziihri nezdinde paranin degersizligini vurgulamaktadir. Ne var ki
Goldziher, “Ziihri, ¢ok fazla maddi imkana sahipti” diyerek onun bu zenginligi
Emeviler sayesinde elde ettigini ima etmektedir. Amr b. Dinar’in séziinden
Goldziher’in anladigr anlami gikarmak, ancak metni zorlamakla miimkiin olur. G. E.
von Grunebaum (1909-1972) da li¢ mescid hadisini ilahiyatcilarin (fazilet yoniinden
g mescidi6ne cikararak)kiiciik mabetlerde ibadet edilmesine karsiuzun zamandan
beri terk ettikleri daha 6nceki bir savas olarak nitelemistir (bk. Kister, 1969: 176).

Hiilasa Zihri’nin Kur’an ve Siinnet’e dair genis ilmi, hifzi, itkani ve sika bir ravi
oldugu hususunda hadis minekkitleri ittifak etmislerdir. O, menfaati icin hadis
uydursaydi, ravilerin en kiiglik kusurlarini bile tespit eden munekkitler bunu haber
verirlerdi. Daha 6nemlisi bu hadisi hocasi Said b. el-Miseyyeb kanaliyla Ebi
Hireyre’den rivayette (Buhari, “Fazli’s-salat”, 20) Zihri yalniz degildir. Onu
Selman el-Egar ayni sekilde EbG Hiireyre’den (Mslim, “Hac”, 513) ve Kaza'a ise
Ebd Sa'id el-Hudrf ve  Abdullah b. Amr’dan merfl hadis olarak nakletmistir
(Buhari, “Fazli’s-salat”, 20; “Savm”, 30; “Cezali’s-sayd, 28; Muslim, “Hac”, 415;
ibn Mace, “ikametii’s-salat”, 196).

3.4 Mescid-i Aksa’da Kilinan Namazin ve Diger ibadetlerin Daha Faziletli Olmasi

U¢ mescidde kilinan namaza ne kadar sevabin takdir edildigine dair hadis
kaynaklarinda farkl ifadeler yer almaktadir. Mesela Hz. Aise (6. 58/678), Allah
Res@li’niin (sav) “Mescid-i Nebevi’de kilinan bir namaz Mescid-i Haram ve Mescid-
i Aksa harig diger mescidlerde kilinan bin namazdan daha hayirlidir (bin kati daha
fazla ecir kazandirr)” buyurdugunu nakletmistir (Ahmed b. Hanbel, Miisned,
13/166). Bazi rivayetlerde ise Mescid-i Haram’da kilinan bir namazin, diger
mescidlerde kilinandan “elli bin kat” daha fazla oldugu (ibn Mace, “ikame”, 198;
Taberani, el-Mu‘cemi’l-evsat, 8/7), “Mescid-i Nebevi’de kilinan namazin -Mescid-i
Haram hari¢- diger mescidlerde kilinan “bin namazdan” daha faziletli oldugu
(Buhéari, “Fazli’s-Salat”, 1; Muslim, “Hac”, 505, 507, 508, 510), Beytiilmakdis’te/
Mescid-i Aksa’da kilinan namazin ise Mescid-i Haram, Mescid-i Nebevi haricindeki
mescidlerde kilinan “bin namaz”a (ibn Mace, “ikdmetii's-salat”, 196; Ahmed b.
Hanbel, Miisned, 6/363), “bes yliz namaz”a (Tahéavi, 1494 1415: 2/69), “iki yiiz elli

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

N
(=)}



ORYANTALISTLER VE HADIS SARIHLERI: BEYTULMAKDIS’E DAIR FARKLI YORUMLAMALAR

namaz”a denk oldugu (Hakim, el-Mistedrek, 4/509) ifade edilmektedir. Keza
herhangi bir (az cemaatli) camide cemaatle birlikte eda edilen namaza yirmi bes,
insanlarin yogun olarak toplandigi bir mescidde kilinan namaza yiiz elli; Mescid-i
Aksa’da ve Mescid-i Nebevi’de kilanan namaza elli bin; Mescid-i Haram’da kilinan
namaza ise yiiz bin namaz kilmus gibi ecir verilir (ibn Mace, “ikame”, 198).

Hasson, ashab ve tabiinin Mescid-i Aksa ve Kudis’i faziletli olarak
degerlendirmediklerini ispat edebilmek icin Ug rivayet zikretmistir: Bunlardan
ilkinde ibn Cireyc (8. 150/767), Atd’min (6. 114/732) “Kisi iki mescidi ziyaret
etmelidir: Bunlar Mekke mescidi (Mescid-i Haram) ve Medine mescidi (Mescid-i
Nebevi)'dir” dedigini nakletmistir (Abdiirrezzak, 1403: 5/132). Ayni s6z Tavds b.
Keysan’a (6. 106/725) da nispet edilmektedir. ikinci rivayete gére Hiizeyfe
“Benimle Kuds arasindaki mesafe bir fersaha (6 km) ya da iki fersaha dustirtilse
bile ne orayi tercih ederim ne de namaz kilmak maksadiyla orayi ziyaret etmek
isterim” demistir (ibn Ebi Seybe, 1409: 2/149). Uciincii rivayette ise Eb( Zerr’in
“Mekke’nin kizil kum tepelerinde (ramle hamra) namaz kilmak Beytiilmakdis’te
namaz kilmaktan daha sevimlidir” dedigini nakledilmistir (ibn Ebi Seybe, 1409:
2/149). Hasson, bu gibi rivayetlere atifta bulunarak sahabenin Beytiilmakdis’e
ehemmiyet vermediklerini iddia etmistir (Hasson, 1996: 357). Oysa ilk sirada
kaydettigimiz rivayet Atd’nin kendi sézii ve goriisii (maktu hadis) diir. U¢ mescid
icin yolculuk yapilacagina dair rivayetler ise muteber hadis kaynaklarinda
nakledildigi gibi Abdiirrezzak (6. 211/826-27) da bunlar tahric etmistir
(Abdiirrezzak, 1403: 5/132). ikinci hadis ise EbQ Zerr’in tercihini yansitmaktadir ki
bu Mescid-i Aksa’nin degerini diislirmez. Cabir b. Abdillah’in rivayet ettigine goére
Mekke fethedilirse Beytiilmakdis’i namaz kilmak tizere ziyaret etmeyi adayan bir
kisiye Allah Resuli’niin “Adadigin namazi Kabe’de kil, adagin yerine gelmis olur”
(EbG Davad, “Eyman ve’n-niiziir”, 24; Ahmed b. Hanbel, Miisned, 23/186)
buyurmustur. Said b. Miseyyeb’in (6. 94/713) rivayetinde Hz. Omer’in
Beytililmakdis’e ziyaret etmeyi adayan bir kimseye bunun yerine hac aylari disinda
Kabe’ye umre ziyareti yaparak adaginin yerine gelmis olacagl Uzerinde
durulmaktadir. Bunlar Mescid-i Aks&@’nin faziletli olmadigina degil, mesakkat
halinde efdalin mefddle tercih edilecegine ve dolayisiyla adagin yerine gelmis
olacagina delalet etmektedir. Nitekim Begavi’nin (6. 516/1122) dedigi gibi kisi
Mescid-i Haram’da namaz kilmay! nezretse baska mescidlerde kildigi namazla
nezri yerine gelmis olmaz; ancak bunun aksi muteberdir. Buna gére Mescid-i
Aksd’da namaz kilmayr nezreden kisi Mescid-i Nebevi’de bu nezrini yerine
getirebilir (Begavi, 1403/1993: 10/30).

3.5 Hac ve Umre Yolculuguna Beytiilmakdis’ten Baslayanin Giinahlarinin
Affedilecegi

Zayif olarak nitelenen ve benzer lafizlarla Ahmed b. Hanbel, Ebd David, ibn Méace,
Taberani gibi musanniflerin naklettigi bir rivayete gére, Allah ResGli’niin Ummii
Seleme’ye “Kim hac ya da umre yapacagi zaman Mescid-i Aksa@’dan ihrama girer ve
Mescid-i Hardm’a kadar ihramli kalirsa ge¢mis ve gelecek giinahlari affedilir dedigi ya
da ravinin tereddiit ederek “ona cennet vacip olur” buyurdugu nakledilmistir (Eba
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David, “Menéasik”, 8; Darekutni, “Hac”’, 1; Eb( Ya'la, 1404/1984: 12/79, Taberani, el-
Mu‘cemi’l-evsat, 6/319; krs. ibn Mace, “Menasik”, 49). Bununla beraber mikat
mahalleri Ziilhuleyfe, Cuhfe, Zatiirk, Karniilmenazil ve Yelemlem’den ibarettir; bu
ylizden bunlarin disindaki yerlerden ihrama girmek ancak nafile ibadetlerde s6z
konusu olabilir. Bundan dolayi Hasan-1 Basri, Ata b. Ebf Rebah, Malik b. Enes gibi
alimler Beytiilmakdis’ten ihrama girmeyi kerih gérmislerdir. Nitekim Omer b.
Hattab, imran b. Husayn’in Basra’dan ihrama girmesini; Hz. Osman da Horasan ve
Kirman gibi Mekke’ye uzak mesafelerden ihrama girilmesini, muhrimin ihramina
zarar verecek bir durum s6z konusu olabilir endisesiyle hos karsilamamiglardir
(Begavi, 1403/1993: 7/42).

isnadlari problemli bazi rivayetlerde ise Mescid-i Aks&’yi ziyaret edip icinde
namaz kilma imkdni bulunamiyorsa en azindan kandillerinde yag olarak
kullanilmak (izere oraya zeytinyag génderilmesi tavsiye edilmistir (ibn Receb,
1417/1996: 3/373). O siralarda Beytiilmakdis’te savas oldugu icin oraya gitmek
mimkin olmazsa ne yapilmasi gerektigi soruldugunda Resdlullah (sav)
aydinlatmada kullaniimak (lzere Mescid-i Aksa’ya zeytinyagl gonderilmesini,
bunun orada namaz kilmaya bedel oldugu ifade edilmistir (Seharanfiri, 1427/2006:
3/178). Bu rivayetten Mescid-i Aksa’nin fazileti, Daru’l-harb’de de olsa mescidlerin
ihtiyag duydugu aydinlatma, déseme ve tamirat gibi hususlarda yardim etmenin
caiz oldugu gibi sonuglar ¢ikmaktadir (Ayni, Serhu Stineni Ebi David, 1420/1999: 2
/363). Hilasa zayif olanlar bir yana birakilirsa yukarida zikrettigimiz sahih
rivayetlerden Mescid-i Aksa’nin Allah Tedla ve Res(l-i Ekrem nezdinde ne derece
ehemmiyetli oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Bu noktada oryantalistlerin Beytiilmakdis’e
dair rivayetleri farkli degerlendirmelerinin sebep ve sonuglan lizerinde durmak
gerekmektedir.

4. BAZI ORYANTALISTLERIN MESCiD-i AKSA VE BEYTULMAKDIS’E DAIR
RIVAYETLERI SARIHLERDEN FARKLI DEGERLENDIRMELERININ SEBEP VE
SONUCLARI

Oryantalistlerin ~ Mescid-i Aksd ve Kudlis’e dair rivayetleri farkl
degerlendirmelerinin ardinda yatan bazi teolojik ve siyast sebepleri alti maddede
O6zetlemek mimkiindir:

4.1 Hz. Peygamber’in Hak Peygamber Oldugunu ve Vahiy Aldigim Kabul
Etmemeleri

Cogu oryantalist, Hz. Peygamber’in vahiy aldigini kabul etmemektedir. Zira
Hiristiyanlara gore islam, Hiristiyanligin sapik bir mezhebidir. Bu sebeple bazi
oryantalistler Kur’an’in vahiy menseinin olmadigini, zeki ayni zamanda hitabet ve
dil kabiliyeti ile taninan Hz. Muhammed’in onu Kitab-1 Mukaddes, Apokrif
kaynaklar, Arap siiri ve gevre kiiltlirlerden yararlanarak olusturup Allah’a nispet
ettigini iddia etmislerdir. Alman Yahudilerinden mistesrik Abraham Geiger (1810-
1874), lgnaz Goldziher (1850-1921), W. St. Clair Tisdall (1859-1928), Theodor
Noldeke (1836-1930), Hartwig Hirschfeld (1854-1934), Arent Jan Wensinck (1882-
1939), Ch. C. Torrey (1863-1956), Julian Obermann (1888-1956), S. D. Goitein (1900-
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1985) Kur’an’da Yahudi etkisini 6ne ¢ikarmiglar; Sidersky (1874-1924) ve yukarida
ismi zikredilen Clair Tisdall gibi oryantalistler ise hem Eski Ahid ve hem de Yeni Ahid
metninin tesirine vurgu yapmislardir (Kutluay, 2022: 306). Su halde Kur’an’in Hz.
Muhammed’in marifetiyle derlenip olusturuldugunu iddia eden ve onun tamamen
vahiy mahsulii oldugunu inkar eden bir zihniyetten muhaddisler tarafindan sahih
oldugu tespit edilen Hz. Peygamber’in bu husustaki hadislerinin sahih oldugunu
kabul etmelerini beklemek beyhudedir.

Basta Goldziher olmak lizere bazi oryantalistlere gére, hadislerin dinf ve siyasi
hayattaki otoritesinin farkinda olan mezhep, firka ve siyast gruplar, énde gelen
fakih ve kelamcilarin gorislerini Allah Res(li’ne nispet etmislerdir (Goldziher,
1971:19). Bu goriisli benimseyenler igin, bir hadisin Hz. Peygamber’e aidiyeti degil,
oncelikle onun uydurma oldugunun pesin olarak kabul edilip kime hizmet ettig;,
kim tarafindan ve ne zaman uyduruldugu arastinimaldir. Bu bakis agisina gére
Emevi halifesi Abdilmelik b. Mervan’la (685-705) Abdullah b. Ziibeyr (6. 73/692)
arasindaki hilafet catismasinda, “U¢ mescid hadisi” sayesinde Mekke’nin hac
ibadetindeki fonksiyonunun Beytiilmakdis’e verilmesinin Emevf iktidarina hizmet
ettigi dislnilmus, buna gore bu konudaki rivayetlerin Emevi iktidarinin tesvikiyle
uyduruldugu sonucuna varilmistir. Halbuki bazi fanatik siyast ve dinf grup
mensuplari, kendi hizipleri lehine hadis uydurmuslarsa da miinekkit muhaddisler
bunlari tek tek tespit edip rical kitaplarinda onlari kezzdb, vadda’, deccal gibi en agir
cerh tabirleriyle cerh ederek Mislimanlar bunlarin rivayetlerine karsi uyarmislar
ve taninip kendilerinden uzak durulmasi i¢in uydurduklar rivayetleri mevzuat
eserlerinde zikretmiglerdir.

4.2 Siyasi Rekabet ve Cekismelerin Hadis Rivayetini Etkiledigini ispat Etmek
Hadis tarihinde Hz. Muaviye (6. 60/680) déneminde (661-680) yasanan Sam ve
Kafe arasindaki siyasf rekabet ve ¢ekismelerin 6zellikle hadis rivayetini belli 6l¢tide
etkilemesi miimkun olmakla beraber bundan Samlilarin hadis uydurduklari sonucu
¢ikarilamaz. Zira pek ¢ok sahabinin yerlestigi Sam bdélgesi ve Samlilar, hadisleri
miirsel ve miinkati olarak nakletseler de Kifelilere gére hadis rivayetinde daha
titizdi. Nitekim Hz. Aise’nin “Ey Iraklilar! Samlilar sizden daha hayirlidir. Allah
Res(li’niin ashabindan pek ¢ok kimse Sam’a gitti. Bize bildigimiz hadisleri
naklettiler. ResGlullah’in sahabilerinden az bir kismi sizin yaniniza (Irak’a) gitti. Siz
ise hem bildigimiz hadisleri naklettiginiz gibi bilmedigimiz hadisleri de naklettiniz”
sdzii bunu gdstermektedir (Fesevi, 1981: 2/756; ibn Asakir, 1995/1415:1/327). Bu
sebeple Goldziher ve bazi oryantalistlerin Silleler onlarin etkisinde kalan
Mu‘tezile’nin yaptig1 gibi Emevileri hadis uydurmakla itham etmeleri (Tiiziin, 2022:
98) ve buna “lU¢ mescid hadisi”ni 6rnek olarak gostermeleri gercegi
yansitmamaktadir.

Sit tarihci Ya‘'kubi bdyle bir iddiada bulunmamis olmasina ragmen Goldziher’in
sadece onu (Ya'kdbi, 1993: 2/261) kaynak géstermesi, ibn Sihab ez-Ziihri’ye hadis
uydurma gorevi verildigini iddia etmesi, ayrica saglam bir delile dayanmadan ig
mescid hadisinin  uydurma oldugunu ileri siirmesi ilmi drdstlikle
bagdasmamaktadir (Goldziher, 1973: 2/44; Kogyigit, 1967, 49). Hatta Goldziher’e
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gore daha sonra Beytiilmakdis’te kilinan bir namazin diger mescidlerde kilinan bin
namaza denk oldugu rivayeti Beytlilmakdis’in konumunu yticeltmek ve ona olan
ragbeti artirmak icin oldugu kadar siyasi sebeplerle de uydurulmustur (Goldziher,
1973: 2/45). Oyle ki Emevi halifesi rekabet halinde oldugu ve Hicaz’in hakimiyetini
elinde bulunduran Abdullah b. Ziibeyr’in hac vesilesiyle Mekke’ye gelen Samlilari
bey’at etmeye zorlamasindan kaygilanmis, bunun tizerine haci adaylarini alternatif
bir hac mahalli olarak Beytiilmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksa’ya yonlendirmistir
(Goldziher, 1973: 2/44-45). Abdiulmelik ya da oglu Velid b. Abdilmelik (6. 96/715)
Kubbeti’s-Sahra’yl yaptirarak Mekke ve Kabe’de icra edilen hac menasikinin
benzerini Mescid-i Aksd icin disinmuslerdir (Kister, 188; ‘Azami, 1991: 261).
Goldziher’'in ayni goriisiini iktibas eden Goitein, Misliiman tarihgilerin onun bu
gorusiinl destekleyecek veri saglamadiklarini, Kudisli olan Makdis’nin (6. (6.
355/966’dan sonra) verdigi bilgilerden hareketle Abdiilmelik’in hac mabhallini
degistirme gibi bir amacinin olmadigini vurgulamistir. Hatta 68/687 yilinda
Abdiilmelik, Abdullah b. Ziibeyr (8. 73/692), Harici Necde b. Amir (6. 72/691[?]) ve
Sita’nin o zamandaki temsilci ve liderlerinden Muhammed b. Hanefiyye/ibnii’l-
Hanefiyye (6. 81/700) birlikte hac yapmislardir (Goitein, 2010: 5/130).

Hiilasa Goldziher’in bu husustakiiddiasi, tarihigerceklerle bagdasmamaktadir.
Abdullah b. Ziibeyr’in Hicaz’a hakim oldugu yillarda Suriyeliler agisindan hac
amaciyla Mekke’ye gitmede mesakkat oldugu bilinmekte ise de Haccac b. Yusuf
es-Sekafi (6. 95/714), hicri 73 yilinda 2000 kisilik orduyla Taif’te karargah kurup
Mekke’ye giden yollar kestiginde (Gibb, 1986: 1/54-55) bile diger hac adaylar
manciniklarla atilan taglar altinda da olsa hac vazifelerini yapabilmislerdi
(Wellhausen, 100; Kogyigit, 50; krs. A‘zami, 1991: 357-358). Bu sebeple Goitein,
Goldziher’in bagvurdugu yegane kaynag olan Sif tarihgi Ya‘’kb?’nin Emevilere karsi
husumeti sebebiyle verdigi bilgiye glivenilemeyecegini ve bu iddiasinda
Ya'k(b’nin yalniz kaldigini vurgulamistir (Goitein, 1966: 5/136). Goitein’nin
kaydettigine gore Ya'k(bi gibi ayni iddiay! ileri siirenlerden biri de Hiristiyan
kronolojist Eutychius’tur. Abdiilmelik ve oglu Velid, ibn Ziibeyr’in vefatindan sonra
daha uzun stire iktidarda kalmislardir. Ya‘'k(bi, Mekke ve Kabe yerine Kudus’teki
Mescid-i Aksa’ya hac yapilmasinin tesvik edildigi iddiasini biitiin Emevf halifelerine
tesmil eder ki Mekke’ye hac ziyaretinde bulunduklar dikkate alindiginda onun bu
iddiasinin bu tarihi gerceklerle érttismedigi goralur (Goitein, 1966: 5/136). Ayrica
Horovitz, Schrieke’nin Emeviler zamaninda Halife Abdiilmelik tarafindan Kudis’iin
alternatif bir hac mahalli olmak {izere imar edildigi seklindeki goérisind
curiitmustur (Goitein, 1966: 5/136).

Bu konudaki diger iddialar olan {i¢ mescid hadisinin uydurma, bunun failinin
ise ibn Sihab ez-zihrl (6. 124/742) oldugu (Goldziher, 1973: 44-45) gorisii
temelsizdir; zira Zihrf o siralar onlu yaslarda bir cocuktu. Abdtilmelik’in (6. 86/705)
farz bir ibadetin yerini degistirme gibi fevkalade 6nemli bir hususta bir ¢ocuk
yerine, rivayetine daha fazla itimat edilecek 6nde gelen sahabf ve tabiflerden birine
bu vazifeyi vermesi daha inandirici olurdu. Kaldi ki Abdiilmelik hac mahallini
degistirmeye kalkissaydi o ddnemde buna vakif olan ve halen hayatta olan sahabf
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ve diger Misliimanlar ayaklanirlardi. Ayrica dindar bir halife olan Abdiilmelik’in
Kur’an’in agik bir emrini cigneyerek bdyle bir seye kalkismasi diigiiniilemez. Omer
b. Abdilaziz’in (6. 101/720) arkadasi olan ve Kubbeti’s-Sahra’nin insasi ile
gorevlendirilen Recd b. Hayve’nin (6. 112/730) bdyle bir planin parcasi olmasi ve
buna razi olmasi miimkiin degildir. islam tarihgilerinin haber verdigine gére Ziihri,
Abdulmelik b. Mervan’la hicri 80 yilinda Sam’da karsilasmistir (Zehebf, 1419/1998:
1/109-110). Halife, Zihri’nin Kur’an ve Stinnet hususundaki ilmine hayran kalmis ve
onu bu yolda tegvik etmistir (ibn Kesir, 1408/1988: 9/373). Ote yandan hicri 73
yilinda, uzun siire Kabe’de muhasara altinda kaldigr icin askerleri aglk ¢eken
Abdullah b. Ziibeyr teslim olmayr reddetmis ve Emevi valisi Haccac'in
komutasindaki askerler tarafindan éldiirtilmisti (Gibb, 1986: I/55). Dolayisiyla hac
yolu bu tarihten itibaren agilmis oluyordu. Bu durumda Kabe’ye alternatif bir hac
mahalli ihdas etmek lizere bdyle bir hadisin uydurulmasi, tarih itibariyle uygun
dismemektedir.

4.3 Menfaat icin Hadis Uyduruldugunu ve Rivayetlerin Giivenilmez Oldugunu
ispat Etmek

Goldziher’e gore ashab ve biiyiik tabiiler bile menfaat elde edebilmek igin hadis
uydurup onu Hz. Peygamber’e nispet etmekten cekinmemislerdir (Goldziher,
1973: 23). Oyle ki Goldziher, miiksirindan olan Eb( Hiireyre’nin de menfaat
saglamak icin hadis uydurabildigini iddia etmistir. Meseld o, bu baglamda bir
rivayet nakleder: Eb( Hiireyre, “Allah Res(li avcilik ve ¢coban kdpekleri harig tim
kopekleri 6ldiirme emri verdi” diye rivayette bulunmustur. Abdullah b. Omer’e
Ebd Hireyre'nin ‘iftlik kopekleri de hari¢’ diye naklettigi haber verildi. Bunun
tizerine ibn Omer, ‘zira EbQ Hiireyre’nin musir tarlasi var’ demistir. Béylece EbG
Hireyre’nin hadisi naklederken kendi lehine olan seyi hadise ilave ettigi ifade
edilmis olmaktadir. Goldziher’e gére ibn Omer'in bu sézii, ravilerin iyi niyetine dair
stiphe ihtiva etmektedir (Goldziher, 1973: 2/56). Bu pasaj, Goldziher’in erken
dénemde Eb( Hireyre’nin hadiste otoritesinin ve giivenilirliginin problemli
olduguna inandigini géstermektedir. Esasen Buhari ve Miislim’de yer alan ibn
Omer’in naklettigi metin “Av kdpegi, coban képegi hari¢ képek edinenin salih
amellerinin ecrinden her giin iki kirat eksilir” seklindedir (Buhari, “Zebaih ve Sayd”,
6). Eb( Hiireyre’den nakledilen rivayette ziraat képekleri de istisna edilmektedir.
Goldziher’e gore ibn Omer’i Eb( Hireyre'yi musir tarlasi oldugu icin ziraat
kopeklerini metne dahil etmekle suglasa da bu rivayeti nakilde Eb( Hiireyre yalniz
olmayip Abdullah b. Mugaffel (6. 59/679) de benzerini nakletmistir. Tirmiz’nin
hasen-sahih olarak degerlendirdigi bu rivayete gére istisna edilenler av, ziraat ve
coban képekleridir (Tirmizi, “Ahkdm”, 4). ibn Omer’in sdziinden hareketle
Goldziher, EbQ Hiireyre’yi menfaatiicin “ziraat kopekleri de hari¢” seklinde hadise
ziyade yapmakla suclasa da Eb( Hiireyre’nin bu ziyadeyi iyi hifzetmis olmasi, ayrica
diger ravilerden farkl olarak kendisinin ziraatle ugrasmasi s6z konusudur; zira bir
seyle istigal eden kisi onun ahkamini bilmeye digerlerine nispetle daha fazla
muhtactir. ibn Omer’in séziini béyle anlamak gerekir (Mibarekfiri, 5/55).
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Aynf’nin ifade ettigine gore bazilari bu ziyadeyi reddetmislerse de dogrusu séz
konusu ziyadenin de hadisin bir parcasi oldugudur (Ayni, 12/158).

Goldziher’'in mezkdr iddiasinin hicbir ilmf temeli yoktur; zira bir halifenin bir
hadis ravisini, meclisine ¢cagirip ondan hadis nakletmesini talep etmesi, onun ya da
genel olarak halifelerin siyasi amaglarina hizmet etmek tizere hadis uydurulmasini
tesvik ettikleri seklinde degerlendirilemez. Emevi halifesi Mervan b. Hakem (6.
65/685) (6. 685/1286), Eb( Hiireyre’nin (r.a.) hafizasini sinamak icin onu sarayina
cagirmis, ona hadisle ilgili bazi sorular sorup onun naklettigi hadisleri bir katibe
kaydettirmis, ertesi sene ayni rivayetleri tekrar etmesini istediginde Eb( Hiireyre
ne eksik ne fazla olarak ayni rivayetleri ayni isnad ve metinle nakletmistir (Hakim,
sahabl ravileri de bulunmaktadir. EbG Hireyre’nin mikerrerleriyle birlikte
naklettigi hadis sayisi 5371°dir. ibn Hazm’in (8. 456/1064) Baki b. Mahled’den (6.
276/889) naklettigine gore bu sayl 5374’dir (Acdc el-Hatib, 1400/1980: 430).
Ahmed b. Hanbel’in el-Miisned’indeki Eb{ Hireyre’nin rivayet sayisi 3862 ya da
farkl sayimlara goére 3848 veya 3879’dur. Onun Kiitlib-i Sitte ile el-Miisned’deki
miikerrer olmayan rivayetleri, M. Ziyalirrahman el-A‘zam?’nin tesbitine goére 1336
hadisten ibarettir (A‘zami, 1973: 8). Ahmed Muhammed S&kir, el-Miisned’deki
tekrarsiz rivayetlerinin 1579 oldugunu séylemektedir (ibn Kesir, 1435: 188; ayrica
bk. Kandemir, 1994: 10/160-167). Eb( Hiireyre’nin rivayetinde tek kaldigi rivayet
sayisi ise kirki bulmamaktadir. Bu durumda ya onlarin da ayni hadisi uydurduklarini
ileri sirmek ya da Eb( Hireyre tek kalmadigina gére bdéyle bir iddianin bir
dayanaginin olmadigini ifade etmek gerekir. Kaldi ki Men kezebe hadisinden dolayi
sahabe hadis rivayetinde son derece ihtiyatll davranmis, hatta bazilan iyi
hifzedemediklerini diistinerek yanlis ya da eksik nakletme endisesiyle hadis
rivayetini terk etmislerdir. Keza Herbert Busse, tarihci Theophanes’in Hz. Omer’in
Beytiilmakdis’i ziyaret ettigine dair bilgi vermemesine dayanarak Islam
kaynaklarinin buna dair naklettigi bilgileri giivenilmez bulmaktadir. O, segici
davranarak bir taraftan Mescid-i Aksa ile Kudiis’Un kastedildigini kabul ederken,
isra ile mi‘raci ayni hadise olarak degerlendirdigi icin hata etmistir (bk. Busse, 1991
39-41).

4.3 Amaglarina Hizmet Eden islami Bilgileri Kaynagin Giivenilirligini
Sorgulamadan Kabul Etmek

Dikkat cekicidir ki Goldziher, 6zellikle hadisle ilgili meselelerde amacina hizmet
edecek bilgiyi, kaynagin muteber olup olmamasini ya da ona muhalif gériislerin
olup olmadigini tetkik etmeden nerede bulursa almada ve goriislerini desteklemek
icin kullanmakta tereddiit géstermemektedir. Goldziher’in bununla hem ibn Sihab
ez-Z(hr’nin hadis ilmindeki otoritesini sarsmaya hem de Beytiilmakdis ve Mescid-
i Aksa’min o doéneme kadar mukaddes sayilmadigini ispat etmeye calistig
sdylenebilir. Goldziher ve &ncesi oryantalistlerin erken dénem kaynaklara, bir
kismi hentiz matbu olmadiklari i¢in ancak mahtut eserler vasitasiyla sinirh 6lctide
ulagabildikleri anlasilabilir bir seydir. Ancak buradaki problem, ulagsilabilen
kaynaklar mevcutken amacina hizmet eden bilgi hangi kaynakta ise ona referansta
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bulunmalari, digerlerini ihmal edip onlan yegane kaynakmis gibi yansitmalaridir;
bu ise ilmf degildir. Nitekim Goldziher, Ya‘'k(bi’nin Sii oldugunu, Emevi iktidarina
karsi oldugu icin Tarih’inde Abdilmelik b. Mervan hakkindaki iddialarinda yalniz
kaldigini ve yanh davrandigini bildigi halde onu kaynak olarak kullanmakta
tereddiit etmemistir.

Misliman arastirmacilardan Mustafa el-A'zamf (1932-2017) meseleyi tahlil
ederek “Zihri’nin Abdilmelik b. Mervan ile 81/700 yilindan 6nce goériismesinin
mimkin  olmadigini, zira Filistin’in - h.67/687 tarihinde Abddiilmelik’in
hakimiyetinden g¢iktigini ifade eder. Bu durumda halife Abdiilmelik halki hacdan
men etseydi bunun 68/688’den sonra gerceklesmesi gerekirdi. Abdiilmelik’in,
Kubbetii’s-Sahra’y1 69/689 yilinda insa ettirmeye basladigl, Ziihr’nin o tarihte onlu
yaslarda oldugu dikkate alindiginda, bu yaslardaki bir cocugun hac gibi bir ibadetin
mahallini degistirecek bir hadis uydurmaya cesaret edebilmesi tasavvur edilemez.
O tarihlerde Suriye’de yasayan ve yaslari biiyiik olan bircok seckin sahabf vardi ve
Suriye halki onlara daha fazla tazim gosteriyordu. Bu sartlar altinda daha etkili
olabilecek sahabiler varken bu vazifenin ¢ok geng yasta Ziihrf’ye verilmemesi
gerekirdi. Ayrica Abdilmelik’in hacci yasaklamasi ya da yeni hac mahallini
Beytiilmakdis olarak belirlemesi karsisinda $am’da yasayan sahabe ve tabiinin
hicbir tepki gostermeyip sessiz kalmalari, bdyle bir tepki olmussa bunun
Emeviler’in rakibi olan Abbasiler tarafindan nakledilmemesi diistiniilemez. Ayrica
Ya‘kdbf, bir taraftan Emeviler devri boyunca hac igin Beytiilmakdis’e gidildigini
ifade etmis, diger taraftan Emevi hakimiyeti altinda 72/692 senesinden itibaren
haccin Mekke’ye yapildigini, hatta halife Abdiilmelik’in 75/695 tarihinde hac igin
Mekke’ye gittigini belirterek kendisiyle tenakuza dismustir (A‘zami, 1991: 262).
Sonug olarak dindar bir halife olan Abdilmelik tarafindan mi yoksa oglu Velid
tarafindan mi yaptirildigi tartismali olan (ibn Kesir, 1408/1988: 9/165) Kubbetii’s-
sahra’nin insasindan maksat, Wellhausen’in de vurguladigi (izere, islamf bir belde
olarak Kudus’ti daha parlak bir hale getirmekten ibarettir (Wellhausen, 1963: 100).

4.5 Hadis Ravilerinin Otoritesini Sarsmaya Calismak

Stinnet dinin ikinci kaynagi oldugundan, Hadis miinekkitleri Siinnet’in sézlii
ifadeleri olan hadisleri nakleden ravileri titiz bir sekilde arastirip rical kitaplarinda
onlar hakkinda sika, sebt, hiiccet, gibi 6zel tabirler kullanarak ta‘dil ya da kezzab,
deccal, vadda’, minker{’l-hadis gibi 6zel tabirler kullanarak cerhte bulunmuslar ve
bu alanda ¢ok zengin bir literatiir viicuda getirmislerdir. Muhaddisler ve miinekkit
alimler giivenilir raviler kanaliyla gelen rivayetleri kabul etmisler, zayif ravilerin
rivayetlerine ihtiyatla yaklasmislar; mevzuat literatlriinde ve zayif ya da mecrih
ravilere tahsis edilen rical kitaplarinda hadis uyduran kisileri zikredip insanlari
onlardan sakindirmislardir. Buna ragmen Goldziher, EbG Hiireyre’yi ve hadiste
sikalig1 tescil edilmis, hadislerin tedvininde resmi bir gérev (stlenmis olan ibn
Sihdb ez-Zihrf’yi sahsi menfaat temin etmek ve Emevilere yaranmak icin hadis
uydurmakla itham edebilmistir. Goldziher bu hususta yalniz degildir. Onun
fikirlerini benimsedigi anlasilan Schacht (1902-1969); hicri ikinci asrin sonlarina
dogru Zihr?’yi ta‘dil eden pek ¢ok gilivenilmez ve birbiriyle ¢elisen gorisiin ortaya
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¢iktigini, Ziihrf zamaninda mevcut olmayan isnadlara onun bu 6zelligine binaen
adinin eklendigini, Zihr’nin ise miisterek ravi olarak gériindiigi bu isnadlardan
sorumlu olmadigini iddia ederek isnadlarin glivenilmez oldugunu ifade etmeye
calismaktadir (Schacht, 1950: 246). Gercekle bagdasmayan bu iddialar, dogrudan
hadis ravilerinin guvenilirligini sarsmayi, isnadlarin giivenilmez oldugunu,
dolayisiyla hadislere itibar edilmemesini saglamayi amaclamaktadir. Zira Kur’an
ahkaminin nasil anlasilip uygulanacagini gésteren Siinnet ve hadisler dikkate
alinmadiginda Kur’an’dan istenilen anlam cikarilabilecek ve Kur’an ahkami keyfi
olarak yorumlanabilecektir. Bunun neticesi, immetin kiltir birligini temin eden en
6nemli unsur Siinnet’in islevsiz hale getirilmesidir.

4.6 Hadisleri Kendi Siyasi Diislincelerine Hizmet Edecek Sekilde Yorumlamalari
Yukarida da ifade ettigimiz gibi islam’i hak bir din, Hz. Peygamber’i vahiy alan bir
peygamber olarak gérmeyip Kur’an’t Eski Ahid, Yeni Ahid, apokrif kaynaklar,
Cahiliye siiri ve c¢evre Kkiltlrlerden iktibas edilen bilgilerle biraz da Hz.
Muhammed’in kendi s6zleriyle olusturulmus bir kitap olarak degerlendiren bazi
oryantalistlerin Stinnet ve hadisler hakkinda objektif davranmalarini beklemek
beyhudedir (Kutluay, 2022: 306-314). Bundan dolay! “i¢ mescid hadisi”’nin siyasi
sebeplerle ihdas edildigini iddia eden bazi oryantalistlerin aslinda siyasf bir amaca
istinaden bu iddiada bulunduklar dikkatten ka¢cmamaktadir. Meseld bazi
oryantalistlerin, daha 6nce lzerinde durdugumuz Ulzere, Mescid-i Aksa’nin
Kudis’te degil Cirane’de ya da semada oldugunun iddia etmeleri, sirf ilmf bir
distince olmayip siyast yoni de olan bir husustur. Zira Guillaume (1888-1965),
“Where was al-Masyid al-Aqsa”, al-Andalus 18/2 (1953) adl makaleyi kaleme
almasinin arefesinde Filistin’de Yahudi devleti kurulmustur (Altun, 2019: 291).

Keza Goldziher'e gére mezkdr mescidlerde O&zellikle Kudiis’te kilinan
namazlara, burada i‘tikafa girmeye ya da ihrama buradan girmeye daha fazla ecir
verilecegini beyan eden rivayetler, Kudiis’G Muslimanlar nezdinde yliceltmek,
Miisliimanlarin bu topraklara ragbet etmelerini saglamak ve burayi islam topragi
haline getirmek gibi siyasi maksatlarla uydurulmustur (Goldziher, 1973: 46-47).
Goldziher, mucizevi Zemzem suyuna benzer sekilde Eski Ahid’de bahsi gecen
Kudis’teki Siloah (Shiloah) suyuna (Isaiah 8: 5-8) deger atfedilmesini ve onu
ziyaret etmeyi, Kudiis’e bir inan¢ merkezi kazandirma ve onu Mekke’ye esitleme
cabasinin bir Griint olarak yorumlamaktadir (Goldziher, 1973: 47). Goldziher
kaynak olarak Yakat el-Hamevi’yi (6. 626/1229) gostermektedir. Hamevi, Hz.
Osman’in Kudiis’iin kdylerinden olan ve altindan tatli bir su ¢ikan Stlvan (Siloah)
bahcesinin gelirlerini ve suyunu (Ayni Siilvan) Beyt-i Makdis’in fakirlerine
vakfettigini, bu suyun Kabe yakinindaki Zemzem suyunu Arafat (Arefe) gecesi
ziyaret ettiginin sanildigini nakletmektedir (Hamevi, 1995: 3/241).

Ayni sekilde Uri Rubin’in “Kur’an’da gecen Mescid-i Aksa ile Kudiis arasindaki
iliskinin  “Kutsal topraklar” meselesi islam’in giindemine geldikten sonra
kuruldugu” iddiasi (Rubin, 2008: 147-164) bu diistincemizi hakl ¢ikarmaktadir. Her
muistesrikin bodyle davrandigini iddia edemesek de yukarida zikrettigimiz sinirh
sayidaki 6rnek bile boyle bir temaydiliin varligini géstermektedir.

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

W
N



ORYANTALISTLER VE HADIS SARIHLERI: BEYTULMAKDIS’E DAIR FARKLI YORUMLAMALAR

SONUC

Stinnet’i dinin ikinci kaynagi olarak kabul eden Miisliiman miifessir ve sarihlerin
Beytililmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksa ile ilgili rivayetleri onlarn destekleyen ayetler
dogrultusunda yorumladiklari, bu konudaki sahih hadisleri zayif olanlardan tefrik
ettikleri anlasiimaktadir. Buna mukabil Hz. Peygamber’in hak peygamber,
Kur’an’in ilahf kitap oldugunu inkar eden ya da bundan siiphe duyan, bundan
dolayr Kur’an’t Hz. Muhammed’in eseri olarak kabul edip onun diger ilahf
kitaplardan ve kdlttrlerden faydalanilarak meydana getirildigini iddia eden bazi
oryantalistlerin Beytiilmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksa ile ilgili ayet ve hadisleri isabetli bir
sekilde degerlendirmeleri beklenemez. Oryantalistlerin Mescid-i Aksa’nin
Kudis’te olmadigini, onun faziletini ifade eden rivayetlerin siyasi sebeplerle
uyduruldugunu iddia etmeleri, ilgili rivayetleri tetkik ederek ulastiklari bir sonug
olmayip siyasidir. Daha agik bir ifade ile bazi oryantalistlerin Mescid-i Aksa ve
Kudiis’e dair rivayetlerin siyasi sebeplerle uyduruldugunu iddia etmelerinin
temelinde Hz. Peygamber’in hak oldugunu ve vahiy aldigini kabul etmemeleri,
siyast rekabet ve ¢ekismelerin hadis rivayetini etkiledigini, menfaat igin hadis
uyduruldugunu ve rivayetlerin gilivenilmez oldugunu ispat etme ve hadis
ravilerinin otoritesini sarsma ¢abalari yatmaktadir. Bunun icin onlar, Goldziher ve
Schacht’in Eb( Hiireyre ve ibn Sihab ez-Ziihri ile ilgili iddialarinda oldugu gibi, yeri
geldiginde amaclarina hizmet eden bilgiyi, kaynaginin giivenilirligini sorgulamadan
kabul edebilmektedir.

Miistesriklerin islam’i ve Hz. Muhammed’i hak olarak kabul etmemeleri, kendi
tercihleri ve bulunduklari pozisyon geregi olup onlardan Miisliman tavri beklemek
isabetsiz ise de ilmf bir meselede bir iddiada bulunduklarinda ilmf ve hakkaniyetli
davranmalarini ummak hakkimizdir. Mesela ¢agdas oryantalistlerin babasi sayilan
ve pek ¢ok islami kaynaga erisip onlari kendine gére degerlendiren ve birtakim tez
ve iddialar ortaya atan Goldziher’in, kullandig bazi kaynaklarda gecen bilgileri ve
ilmf gercekleri tahrif ettigine sahit olmaktayiz. Kaynak gosterdigi Sif tarihgi Ya‘kabi
bile Zihri’nin “lic mescid hadisi”’ni uydurdugunu iddia etmemisken Goldziher’in
bunu yegane kaynak olarak Ya‘kbf’ye atfetmesi ve kesin bir bilgi gibi nakletmesi
ilmi  duristlikle bagdasmamaktadir. W. Caskell, Charles Mathews gibi
oryantalistler bu hususta Goldziher’i desteklese de Emevilerle $fa arasindaki
hilafet cekismesinin tarafi olan S$ii tarihgi Yakubi’nin giivenilir bir kaynak
olamayacagini Alman Yahudi sarkiyat¢i Shelomo Dov Goitein, M. H. Shurrab, Oleg
Crabar ve J. Horovitz gibi bazi oryantalistler de vurgulamislardir. Nitekim Horovitz,
hakl olarak Ziihri’nin “l¢ mescid hadisi”’nin kaynag degil ravisi oldugunu ve onu
Said b. Mdiseyyeb’ten isittigini ifade eder. Goldziher’in Siinnet’in temelini
sarsmaya yonelik olarak hadislerin tedvininde resmi bir gérev Ustlenen ve
isnadlarda medar bir ravi ve muhaddis olarak Ziihr’yi hedef aldigi, onun siyasf
sebeplerle hadis uydurulabildigini ispat etmeye calistigi dikkat ¢ekmektedir.
Sucladig siyasi figlir olan Emevf halifesi Abdiilmelik b. Mervan ise dindar bir halife
olup fikih ve hadis alimlerinden ders almis, fakih ve muhaddis denebilecek evsafta
biridir. Béyle bir halifenin hac mahallini degistirmeye kalkismasi makul degildir.
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Onun béyle bir amaci olsa bunu Ziihri’ye degil amacinda basarili olabilmesi igin
hayatta olan sahabilere yaptirmasi daha makul olurdu. Ayrica hayatta olan
sahabileri goren, 6zellikle dinf hususlarda biiylik tabiin alimlerine itibar eden
dénemin Misliimanlarin béyle bir uygulamayi kabul etmesi miimkdiin degildir.

Bazi oryantalistler isrd s(resinin ilk iki ayetinin bu sireye sonradan
eklendigini, bir sehir ismi olarak Kudis’iin Kur’an’da hi¢ ge¢medigini, Mescid-i
Aksa’nin yapiminin ise Hz. Peygamber’in vefatindan 60 yil sonra gerceklestigini,
Kudiis’in hi¢bir zaman bir kiiltir ve ilim merkezi olmadigini iddia etmeleri ilmi
gerceklerle bagdasmamaktadir. isra ve mi‘raci akillarina sigdiramayan miisriklerin,
Beytiilmakdis’teki mescid hakkinda Res(lullah’a (sav) sorular yéneltmeleri, sahih
hadislerde ifade edildigine goére Allah Teala’nin Mescid-i Aksa’yr Resdl-i Ekrem’in
g6zlniin éniine getirerek cevap vermesi, oraya seyahat eden musriklerin en
azindan giris kapilari ve bazi duvarlart mevcut olan bu mescidi gortip tanidiklarini
gbstermektedir. Bu hadis, ayni zamanda Kudis’tin isra ve mi‘rac duraklarindan
oldugunu inkar eden oryantalistlere karsi bir delildir. Mescid-i Aksa’nin Hz.
Peygamber’in semaya ylkseldigi yerle goklerin baglanti noktasini teskil eden
diinyevi mekan olmasi onun faziletinin en acik géstergesidir. Sonug olarak -
Beytlilmakdis ve Mescid-i Aksa rivayetlerini degerlendirmelerindeki gayr-i ilmf ve
siyasitavirlari 6rneginde oldugu lizere— kullandiklar kaynak ve metotlarla amaglan
dikkate alinarak ve bunlar iyi tetkik edilerek oryantalistlerin gorislerine ihtiyatla
yaklagilmalidir.
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Book Review/ Kitap Tanitim

KUDUS TARIiHi, Musa ismail Basit, Hamza Zib Mustafa, Gassan
Musa Muhibis, Said Siileyman Kik,
Nida yayinlari, 2021, 192 Sayfa.

Kudiis; kadim tarihi boyunca cografi konumu, bereketli topraklar ve ibrahimi
dinlerce kutsal olarak nitelendirilen mabetleri barindirmasi sebebiyle biiyiik 5nem
arz etmektedir. Tarih boyunca farkli medeniyetlere ev sahipligi yapmis olan bu
topraklar, lizerinden ge¢mis olan her milletten birtakim izler tagimasi hasebiyle
bélgeye karsi aidiyet duygusunu canlandirmaktadir. Kudiis, bahse konu sahiplik
iddialar1 ve kutsiyetinden 6tlrl tarih boyunca siiregelen bir hakimiyet
miicadelesine sahne olmustur.

Mislimanlar tarafindan Kudis; ilk kible, ikinci mescit, isra ve Mirac
hadiselerinin vuku buldugu topraklar olmasi, ayrica ayetler ve hadislerin bélgenin
Onemine isaret etmesinden dolayi mukaddes topraklar olarak adlandinimaktadir.
Hristiyanlar acisindan bakildiginda isa peygamberin dogdugu, carmiha gerildigi ve
yeniden dirildigine inanilan mekanlarin burada olduguna inaniimaktadir. Diger
taraftan Kudis, Yahudilerin 6nemli tarihi olaylarina taniklik etmis ve dini rittiellerin
gerceklestirildigi  kutsal mekanlara ev sahipligi yapmistir. Tim bunlara
bakildiginda, Kudiis’lin bahsi gecen dinlerce haiz oldugu 6nem goriilmektedir. Bu
baglamda Dr. Musa ismail Basit, Dr. Hamza Zib, Mustafa, Dr. Gassan, Musa Muhibis
ve Dr. Said Siileyman Kik ’in ortak calismasi olan bu eser, Kudis sehrinin tarihi,
mimarisi, dinlerce hasil oldugu 6nemi ve lizerinde hakimiyet kuran devletleri konu
edinmistir. Hem kronolojik anlamda uzun bir siirecin ele alinmasi hem de farkli
disiplinlerin konularina birlikte deginilmesi nedeniyle eser, bu alanda yazilan diger
eserlerden farklilik gdstermektedir.

Kitap bes ana béliimden olusmaktadir. Eserin ilk bélimiinde, islam éncesi
Kudis’iin tarihi ve cografi ozellikleri aktarilmakta, Kenaniler’den baslayan ve
Bizans ile son bulan dénemde sehrin isimleri ve kentte yapilan imar faaliyetleri
kaleme alinmaktadir. Sehrin kapilari, su kaynaklari, tepelere verilen isimler, farkl
kralliklar ddneminde yapilan kilise, han, sur gibi yapilar anlatiimaktadir.

ikinci béliimde, “Muslimanlarin Yénetiminde Kudiis” baghgiyla Kudis’iin
islam’daki yeri anlatilirken yazarlar, ayet ve hadislerden érneklerle gériislerini
desteklemektedirler. Bu béliimde, Halife Omer’in Kudiis’i fethine ve Omer
Emanname’sine yer verilmektedir. Emanname icerisinde en énemli olarak: ‘cizye
karsiiginda Kudslilerin can, mal ve ibadethanelerine dokunulmamasi, ibadetlerini
ve dini yasantilarini 6zglir bir sekilde strdirmeleri’ (s.56) maddesi 6rnek
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verilmektedir. Ayrica ahitnamenin son sartinin, Kudis’teki Hristiyanlarca talep
edildigi ifade edilmektedir. Bolimde, Emeviler déneminde Kubbetu’s-Sahra’nin
insasina ve Abbasiler déneminde kentin maruz kaldigi depremlere ve yenileme
calismalarina da kisaca deginilmektedir.

Uctlincii bélimde Haclilar dénemini ele alan yazarlar, sefer éncesi Kudiis’iin
durumunu, Hagh Seferlerini ortaya ¢ikaran sebepleri: Dini etken, siyasi etken,
ekonomik etken, ticari etken ve toplumsal etken olarak bes ana baslikta
incelemektedirler. Hagllarin Kudiis’ld kusatmadan 6nce Urfa ve Antakya
Kontluklarinin kurulusu ve bélgede yapilan katliamlar aktarilmaktadir. Ardindan
1174 yilina kadar gecen siire igerisinde Kudiis’te Hagli hakimiyeti anlatiimaktadir.

Dordiincii bélimde Nureddin Zengi’nin ortaya ¢ikisindan Eyyubi devletinin
yikihsina kadar, 1154-1254 yillari arasinda yaklasik yiiz yillik bir siirecte Kudis’tin
durumu ele alinmaktadir. Kudiis’ti Haghlardan kurtarmak igin yapilan planlara,
fethin sembollerinden Nureddin minberine, Selahaddin Eyyubi’nin Mislimanlari
bir ¢at1 altinda toplama miicadelesine ve Hittin Savasina kisaca deginilmektedir.

Eserin son bélimiinde, Memliik Devleti’nden gliniimiize kadar Kudiis’iin
durumundan yiizeysel olarak bahsedilmektedir. Bu kisim ele alinirken Osmanli
dénemi, ingiliz Mandasi ve Urdiin Hasimi Kralligi dénemlerinde Kudiis’iin yapisi ve
imar faaliyetleri aktarilmakta, “Mdisliimanlarin Kudiis’e Karsi Gérevleri” adl bashk
ile esere son verilmektedir.

Kudiis’n tarihini genel hatlariyla ele alan ¢alisma, ¢ogunlukla yalin bir dil ile
yazilmis olup goérsel materyaller ile zenginlestirilmistir. Sadece yiizeysel bilgiler
veren eser, bu alanda derinlesmek isteyen arastirmacilarin bagvuracag bir kaynak
kitap niteliginden ¢ok, Kudis hakkinda genel bilgiye sahip olmak isteyen bir
okuyucu kitlesine hitap etmektedir. Bu minvalde eserin kaynak bir kitap veya
akademik bir calisma Griini olmaktan ziyade, yazarlarin duygusalliginin 6n plana
ciktigy, tarafli bir bakis acisiyla yazildigi séylenebilir. Bu ve benzeri ¢alismalar,
Misliimanlarin  Kudis’e ydnelik akademik c¢alismalardaki yetersizliginin bir
tezahdGridiir.

Recep Tayyip OZGUC

Mardin Artuklu Universitesi

Kudis ve Filistin Calismalari Anabilim Dali
receptayyipozguc@gmail.com



4 The Christian Science Monitor. (2009, October 2). Palestinians in East Jerusalem: A
ticking bomb. www.csmonitor.com/World/terrorism-security/2009/1002/p99s01-
duts.html

44 Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights. (2019). Report of
the Commission of Inquiry on the 2018 protests in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/CoIOPT/A_HRC 40
_74.pdf

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

~
N



iy lidiuo d1§) :endVl Aauall N Léxjg.iLﬁ_II engll Juad

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

~N
w

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32
33

35
36
37
38

39

40

41

42

International Criminal Court. (2021). Statement by ICC Prosecutor Fatou Bensouda
respecting the investigation in the Situation in Palestine. www.icc-
cpi.int/news/statement-icc-prosecutor-fatou-bensouda-respecting-investigation-
situation-palestine

Human Rights Watch. (2015). ICC: Palestine Newest Member.
www.hrw.org/news/2015/04/01/icc-palestine-newest-member

International Criminal Court Assembly of States Parties. (n.d.). States Parties.
https://asp.icc-cpi.int/states-parties

ICC. (2018). Financial statements of the International Criminal Court for the year ended 31
December 2018, https://asp.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/asp_docs/ASP18/ICC-ASP-18-12-ENG.pdf
The Times of Israel. (2021). “UK’s Karim Khan Elected next ICC Prosecutor, will Replace
Controversial Bensouda”, http://bit.ly/2Z11QSp

International Criminal Court. (2019). Statement by ICC Prosecutor Fatou Bensouda on
the Conclusion of the Preliminary Examination in the Situation in Palestine. www.icc-
cpi.int/news/statement-icc-prosecutor-fatou-bensouda-conclusion-preliminary-
examination-situation-palestine

United Nations International Law Commission. (2001). Draft articles on Responsibility
of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts.
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/draft_articles/9_6_2001.pdf

Human Rights Watch. (2002). Israel, the Occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip, and
Palestinian Authority Territories. www.hrw.org/legacy/reports/2002/israel2/israelo402-
03.htm

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (n.d.). Hague Convention IV of 1907:
Regulations respecting the Laws and Customs of War on Land. Article 56. https://ihl-
databases.icrc.org/en/ihl-treaties/hague-conv-iv-1907/regulations-art-56

United Nations. (1948.). Universal Declaration of Human Rights. www.un.org/en/about-
us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights#:~:text=Article%2018

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Jordan. (n.d.). &/ &t iy oidl)

www.mfa.gov.jo/content/asui-ls ) - il
Ibid.
Ibid.

L2013 oot 3502 oo 1y S0 i) A M gy 31 ZIGYI i e i) ) g 34
www.palestine-studies.org/sites/default/files/mdf-
articles/ s _s sz s )y _aW_&\_1s oI b,y _aseyi_a.pdf
Al Jazeera. (2018, March 10). ¢ sy 8% axudi Je 4o 1. https://aja.me/nfvab
Ibid.
Ibid.
Human Rights Watch. (2002). Israel, the Occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip, and
Palestinian Authority Territories. www.hrw.org/legacy/reports/2002/israel2/israelo402-
03.htm
International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (n.d.). Hague Convention IV of 1907:
Regulations respecting the Laws and Customs of War on Land. Article 56. https://ihl-
databases.icrc.org/en/ihl-treaties/hague-conv-iv-1907/regulations-art-56
United Nations. (1948.). Universal Declaration of Human Rights. www.un.org/en/about-
us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights#:~:text=Article%2018
Al Jazeera. (2018, September 11). utdll e Slérell & pldll putoiions dald! (ol 7 8,15 dgr] 5.

www.aljazeera.net/news/2018/9/11/sasas—aaldi-Cal 53 s —ag>) 5.

United Nations. (1974). Resolution 3236 (XXIX) adopted by the General Assembly on 22
November 1974: The Question of Palestine https://www.un.org/unispal/wp-
content/uploads/2016/05/ARES3236XXIX.pdf




20

il 5!

United Nations General Assembly. (1947). cabads gy Lo/ dat| A81 pd) buoesl] po¥) Lair 1 4,
www.hlrn.org/img/documents/Partition_resolution_181_AR.pdf

United Nations. (2023). Security Council adopts resolution 15337 (2023), strongly
condemning the continuing illegal Israeli settlement activities in the occupied
Palestinian territory, including East Jerusalem, and calling for their immediate
cessation. https://press.un.org/en/2023/sc15337.doc.htm

United Nations. (1997). The Status of Jerusalem. www.un.org/unispal/wp-
content/uploads/2016/07/The-Status-of-Jerusalem-Engish-199708.pdf

United Nations .(1967). S/RES/242(1967). https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/240/94/PDF/NR024094.pdf?OpenElement
United Nations Digital Library. (n.d.). Security Council Resolution 267 (1969): Concerns
destruction and profanation of Holy Places in Jerusalem.
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/90768?In=ar

Knesset (Israeli Parliament). (1980). Basic Law: Jerusalem, Capital of Israel.
https://main.knesset.gov.il/EN/activity/Documents/BasicLawsPDF/BasicLawJerusalem.pdf
United Nations(1980).S/RES/478. www.securitycouncilreport.org/atf/cf/%7B65BFCF9B-

6D27-4E9C-8CD3-CF6E4FF96FF9%7D/IP%20SRES%20478.pdf

United Nations. (2016). S/RES/2334 www.un.org/webcast/pdfs/SRES2334-2016.pdf
UNESCO. (2016). Cultural heritage in Jerusalem. United Nations Educational, Scientific,
and Cultural Organization. https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000246215
UNESCO. (2017). Old City of Jerusalem and its Walls. United Nations Educational,
Scientific, and Cultural Organization.
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000256701

United States Embassy in Israel. (2017). Statement by President Trump on Jerusalem.
https://il.usembassy.gov/statement-by-president-trump-on-jerusalem

Al Jazeera. (2018, January 2). =gl uldll & 56 e 31y comssI, https:/[aja.mefz5wyv
International Criminal Court. (2021). Situation in the State of Palestine: Decision on the
"Prosecution's Request Pursuant to Article 19(3) for a Ruling on the Court's Territorial
Jurisdiction in Palestine." www.icc-
cpi.int/sites/default/files/CourtRecords/CR2021_01165.PDF

International Court of Justice. (2004). Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall
in the Occupied Palestinian Territory: Advisory Opinion. www.icj-cij.org/public/files/case-
related/131/131-20040709-ADV-01-00-EN.pdf

Ibid.

United Nations. (1979). Question of Palestine. www.un.org/unispal/document/auto-
insert-200116

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (2010). International humanitarian
law and human rights. Retrieved from www.icrc.org/ar/doc/war-and-law/ihl-other-legal-
regmies/ihl-human-rights/overview-ihl-and-human-rights.htm

Al Jazeera. (2021). 4Kl Clistad] J = pliyfy s~ https:/[aja.me/jambxh

UN. (2004). a1t it puf ity 3 6 b Al s Y1 Jodl] ot O J 37 &S gotl] Ju)] 22,
https://news.un.org/ar/story/2004/07/25302

1CJ. (2004), Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, https://www.icj-cij.org/public/files/case-related/131/131-20040709-
ADV-01-00-EN.pdf

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

~
N



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall od (igildll gagll Jylai

ocTp ©f| M A oo~ y207 1T (1)

~N
-

BB el B, 0 0ds 52 O ) g S dmal) e Eud by (581 e de il ST,
g3y Aedl] 4y e Ak Bl B Lo o Of 2

A g & gl 5L Sl 15 e bz V) Gnlendl) Jo (2 ¢ ol mall e
o Lo ol il il ol ol i a3V sty i) @ A SO
Loge Sl s e oYy S aza Vs oMV i (3 83l g DLzl g o g sl it )
o2 U Jlasdd 33 50l 3 55 5 (6T lin aie S5l g ade sl oo g colially Ol sanall slS”
Gebae oz B ) 0da b g £ ST LB AL ¢ Lally Lo ) e e o YL 2h
ot S e STy el sl B e 8 ST GAS S ey g e ) 2
ol 8 Sl gy Ll el 2l il ] Y 31 OLST s el

Sladill e 56 55 amlo by 255,31 olalld) e g () dmall e
Sl dons Oy dpdor ST Kty Ly ol ol Ui g s, ol OF a1 e
o 3 il SLaddl) 52 31 Y STV LB g L sy o) il e ke
sz Lgnay B gl 35U ol ISV i Ly seey 335 28 e fually 2B el
D3O e =y I3 V1 e Lgand g ol BV 280 8318y pand OF 5 ¢ ol Loy pllas
W ALV 8L 5 3 ) BT e i) o uST ) V) ) ga e ) BLEY
omnsld Gl il e S nial) g 0y bl A gl 3

Sl o 1Ty 556 gt Lol memmll s 5p (Jpdl deall s
8 (PN PRCHE Y N SNV P PRV PPRPRE [l RV R SIS N JO
ol 51 Y1 kil (A s o1 3 eanad e Jealy A g5l o s iy
Jso sl &y 83lal) & A B A oY) Slaledl 1ol e (@ Bladie s el
o Les ) saao BIS” e L) ) aablie e Leall 5 (] pd) 0 5L gt (3 il (SLU

LY g g Ll 0 Ll ) sl



O S g el L1 )" 830 e Gl Lars Al y & g) a5l RSl 3,y e
uvuogg;c,&;J\,(;Oia;;.x;:\c;j;usuiﬁjws%;J\_;,a,(,:\,;u;y”ﬂ\w
A e sy RS Y QUL e OOYI Al s n Ll Slds mig Oy moall
oS5 g G5l @ o3l 55 I VI 36 e 5 Al 2, Y1 e O ) Bl e B
Jdl S e il ) 28L0) il ¢ Wiy 2l gl ab gt c3 S b
g ees L gl e 5 Bl a3 555l s T 00 Y 6 g &5
Geimeld 3 301 25Uk LSl 4 gl () Jomml) Gl s o3 3 Ja 2301y 15 56
gy plas 3 B Jpalt Lo raf sl (3 Gl ad oasT e 8l 51
S (3 amadl Sl 2aST1 BSL) ALl BN ) A )8 ol g Al ) G 23U LY
ALl ) ) bl Sl s S Al oSl (3 s 3 1>

Balad) Bmadly oY1 st gt 3p el Y1 Sl 5o o g 23 ST 605
G @ ALY ST s w2 pol) dlldl o e Lo o 3 8
g Bl ke Lho gy Oyl Oglad) Aabaie oy ol By 3 Sleddlly e i)
e g By Craled) losie Blest By 5dl wd g 0 Baily 0gd b aelyy eked) J )
A1 b ol gl 3L 5 € LY ki) A3 Bl ol YUk Lol T, 55 ol O
Sl 5 Jeon 3 g 8T Jbos) e n a1y cad bl e 2 sepll olelaze) am (3
L1 0 1 o] 3 Cnfands (3 il ST o g B3bial) By o JaS5 ) 5l o
reiedaedl) O ol B g e g BAIL A el J sl Bl e i o3 5 L OLSY) B sh
Y IV e g8 i 1Y Al Bl ) B (S Led Dally ALedds 3
RERTRURV N INESN (R VSRPRT VS IS PISEAPEIE PU SNy

Ol 5l il
o Rl ol am kst e gy 0 diie OlisT (3 o pan y Bl )l oY ) 2
Mo )b @ B 10550 8 8 Jane 2 8l ] e S 0y B (35 DY) OLST
Moy come o3y (6l n Bl y 8ot ST B del] 45l L) sy (OLSY)
ol e 30 Bk ) 8 gl jlid) stal) ey B e
Gty Lol dono o 8T o 8l 21d ol adn o1 ISKGH) sy ¢ a8Vl

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

~N
o



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall od (igildll gagll Jylai

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

(=2}
O

Further recognizes the right of the Palestinian people to regain its rights
by all means in accordance with the purposes and principles of the
Charter of the United Nations

iyl ol A pe ade a ST & o1 £ o) pbla e abailll e il e g S0
(ol y 350 oz B8 Lpaldsizaly Ll ] 0 ol O3 e iy ST a8l
oo LA i E13Y R ol d dl g il Y1 2 sl s e gld) ol se ) Bl pie
okt 2wV 5 Y i Lois fuas LS Ll Ll g 5 ) Lol o Laay £ g Lal
Bl e sl B gl ol 83500 35y Bl 052l 2 B o e e i)

o Jlb Vasi O el (3 1A ¢ Loy dandl) S5LaN e (g BL s 3
OV gdally O A 131 o Ll ) e s el 52 1Y) V) STl 355 ) 5 )
JazeV) (s padll gy Olaza¥) Cile ¢ a3Vl dmidly i@l 35 jezad) S LgmY)
rate e SUllly U e Jlo )l 00K OF gy A1 LRl pslall B (gl
o Lriall e (S 08 ST Gad e Bl 0 Alels 85 50 B35 Rmgie BBy etees
Mo oSy Blay dsb 0 San heall sl Wpoy Ladls) gl 2y £ ol s 4035 J3Y)
Lol g BB W Jabosl) Bl 2] 5oy ezl Lo 13 L

ey el Btdacndl) 22, Y1 ) J gl pn o sl i) e U] 5 ] Az
Bl ) LS (s 35 J glomtn g (Lo O g U1 ool 5 50201 e gl plaszny
I ¥ @V AWl e i gl 2L 2ol o Jolasy oo IS7 s )3 jlaza 31517
S i) ol S e badall Dl 5l s L caal) uidadl) 58T ae dlis
Sall iy Lo s Ul L iy Ll o) s 1l bl S8 s 5 i
G &L i sl sl Sl ool )3 al Lgias, Jls 3 ol Sl adia OF e 6 sl Lo
A0l B gy D) Eold Tl sy Bkl Y1 Qi) o MY Bl et
«h gxk}\s\:\g,m@jmw@L;,;\.L,:J,A;AA@@\;AAWw;JWQ\M\
JSan g st ] 3wk 5y danedll aral) i jeaal O LOLY) B sy aB1 A 85
4o Ol ddadl) 33LaN o oy 1ny (VY1 s 2l Blaal) puit Loy 2l Y i
S el it L e iy ad sl ol ) Al Gab 5 Oy 3 5 sl Bl y &1L L)
VeI e sy 5 el 2 el U] 3 LBl " 1" s el o



ez Ld Y D1 b 2 w6 Lgzm o e g 3, )0Y1 O g 5201 e @l (3 25lY)!
3 ca amdl 0438 IS
LAl 4 o g Clwddll Gl yb) 3 ) old il sl & ghad) udlld) Eond
RERUIRPH
& (protected persons)y cuesll obses" 107 s dn) ) Cii 3351 e 27 53U 2
Abley Bl caliey LU iy wgb B agolbnaY PV G JIeY o
ol Saa O 2 e 1907 fan ) slaY A3l 0 56 83U s Lz B sl
o 18 3l o LS 01 a2l Camdl 2,11 UL ST ol sd) el )51
0000 ol iy Sl 3 G et USU" 100 e M) LY 85 03le)

W ysadly ;‘W‘ o ks Ju of olaaladly :;sjsuj\ oyl 0ds ¢ g (3 iy
O L) J ol gy B3bal) o5 2sill SSL Bl o gt J o) 35l e 55 o)
doeedl 3 olally GuiSeall e L g s db 20 5lest alze Al wY) I3 Y1 ol b sl
4 3l y sl J s o pdancdll Ol A BLYL B ey dimdl) aziy 1015 oY)
Gal) 05U U] (3 3aS okl Asld) o gty L1y gl ads pnd 451 e
Al iy pdl - by
A A B Bgladt 35 A AeSonal) Jwzml) sl e Ll gzl 90—
Y iy
ot A ddl) 2 N1 Je el olassl 03l 3 sl Al Sl )13 b g 4
Sl 0Ly ¢ Y IV o ol () 2 s n s omST Ll il g s g poks ) )
M=V ol )8 B o M\ gsi,jj\ Jladb lan L &) ) dadacddl) o) o)
OTY oty gt 000 OF 8 &)l O) s )0 s ey 2l n iy 5 i 5
3 ) 20 2l L e somlll & Latie TlE b 13 87 passnes gl I8 o aomd
el ke (S GO NI Ol 8 3 (3 ] LSSl ks o o1 2 el
Bl Pl gl i plisiaaly el =" s Suutll ) s TH o) LY 1 3
AN a5 ) Al 3 el LS Rol) V) Blie Aoliey (53ls pn (3455 U6, g sl
*2:1974/3236

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

)
0



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall N k:gdg.iLii_II engll Juad

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

O\
~N

il dabodl oy g 33,81 Jladt U1 < T
oS o 3 et gl ALl ey B e SN g Y1 slal) oy 331 o3
Wl e JsV Al B sl o 2013 ple 3 Y Ane 3 Sladll e "3 Y alo )"
AWy Lele alaslnl) ga @l 3 el e a4, Y1 Aol loy Goun" 1ol 151
O el e gt B e I a2 48T Ly ) sl ol oty 2l Luss e
M al ity ) 3 oleddl) glag Sy ALl oy el dadaiey dalenldl) bl
el 2l y 253,31 i S L ol o) b e wilizanl (S L 0) 0. 50
B3l bograll 5 o ) e el 3 sVl dmdly Ll e alo ) Cile w3
Jlie Slodie (3 ai y (sdaddl) Gl Ol o ) ol Bkl SV 0y S5 Y15
bl Bl 3 Y ol Yy IS8 L s (30550 Lt w8 Y B Y Sl e st
oabaily Rldie £ a8 e s Vg Solall 3 >

o ot e Yl psar pledd Yy 05,30 was b | Al eds
Sleddll e (305,315 S 5 ol o ol CSU e aSTH Ll " Lo )"
N P L U IR Vg PR I U e U BV (S R N I W DU U BV P
G Sl gl Buleed) oda (40 iU L s a3 calially Sleadl) 54 S5
Jadt 095 LYl Sball SV e iz dted) 2S5 Y1 bsaially auledl o
5 Sl Y ST e 2B )y Sl Bl Gl (3 0 6T Je

03,1y S ol o BV el J g 8 1 BUYY (WG
El x5 O e A Y A U gy Ble 2 00,01 81 el O F 5 A BBV 1
e mlo sl 1 N AL s pl el il a3 e aSTH BB s el 2015
LY 8 Y B 6 Y gkl Gyl e i) doedly el 3 Ll
ap e (soly 1) 3 sl U STy T SO e ol 20 s a5 5 5 s
Bl B LtV sl i gl ) 3 Lol 345 G 35edl pie o5
S d e oy Bl O e a1 sl Bl (3 a0 Y1 gl Cand e dip g
ook s 3y Bl a1 dedl ST3 @ BLEYI s (3 Loty el 85U a1 amd)
2% L QU 3,0 plh el e (3 Sldiold 253 318 )1Y1 3wl A 0 S a2
GBI & e B So ) ] coal o sl a8 IS wllall oty a3V A



Gel ) Bl LDl g 5 el 3 e 5 e ety 3 Blie el cllasly 2dlacd) ol Sl
£ 05,y ap A aiall oy o)1y s LY b M) ey 1988 Pl 3 L LesKs
kol 5 g Y I Y 5 gl g Lo BLY (3 T 130 s pn o)) ik iz
03,1 oy Ol (3 B By £ 2013 15T 31 35 Ples ol ) 05,9
AN & AT & (e s sa daandl) daldl oy oW A de S oy S
33 i) e (3 @bV ey Bl SSLYL e "W Bl " e
G P el
W el elil) dple e w5 )31 5 s sast sl gl Y1 e e Us f 13)
PO a3l a3 sy 33,01 sl e cSad ) B 1 2BV (1967 ple W) Ay
oY VY 0Ly 05,1 o a5 ¢ o) e (5315 BBLBL i Lo ol st Y1 3s )
s s B s 03 )Y) Sl BLEY BLEYL 03,1 s & e 6315 (31994 pls 3
2015 ple (3 s 03,3 o 2S5l ale 135 G o 4 BLSY,
1994 4 & (5315 &l —Y i
OV gie o a8 e dnasld) 55U1 (3 sl il e (3 oledidl) Lo 355 Y1 5 ,0Y1 e g
WIS "y 12, 22N ol S
s 3 i) 2l 220 ol3 SUYI s & =31 Ol bl lk OB b IS e
i Y1 ASeal) (ol -1 5ol ol el 8 (el OVs] o ez Ly (o sead)
Ly Sl po ) Lo glin slinil iy el G dwddll L) (SLYI G P
b ol Ll p i LaS” (oSTWY1 0 3 (00 3331 5ol (5557 & 0f ) )
S 1y a3 oal sl el G D ) 0L oy OLYI g a
Ol mealadl 5 oLl 3 >
W1 LS5 adlisY) sds e dawld) 3300 3 (..uw\' S Bl Ll 3 el Ll L 13
do 0l @ iz gy O sls 00,31 5 molyy e 056 ) 053 Lisas wiud
o gl dabnll b dosf e ST Blie 1w Tlsal e ol ol il STLS
) 3 il e S o " ey W 5

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

o))
(<))



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall N k:gdg.iLﬁ_II engll Juad

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

(=))
Vi

-

S LAl & 5 Slwddll G ) § el ol ! ) 3 ghud) :esld) S
RERUIREH
& (protected persons) cwexll obsad" 107 s dn) ) Car 3351 o 27 53U a5
Abley Al causliey LB ogdyim g 0gh by vgobiaY paV G Dl o
o) 5T V1 Ol 2 e 1907 fand J oY 31 10 56 53 s Loy 2. s
18 53 o LS 201, a2l Camdl o 25,10 UL 3T ol ) Bandl) )51
0y Oy S 2 3 G et IS0 e W 0Lyl G gie 03]

S gedly Sligad) p dhd s OF Slialally 25 51 o peadl 0d ¢ g0 & iz
O L) J ol gy B3bal) & o5 2esill (SL Bl o gt J o) 33l e 55 o)
doeedl 3 clally GuiSall e L g s db 2 5lest alze Al w ) JM N1 ol b gl
(S0l gy 48 35l g g2t o el Ol BLOYL a3l 0 g sl ating )oYy oY)
cbs dsl) 05 b 3 RSy BhLdl Co gy SN Sl sls gad
ENPRUEAPFIRY

M\}\QYW\&@JW&}W\&}\W:@M\ Condl

& Al pladl Y J.Z, AERUINKIF] o i aladly Gusdl WY ol 5 Jald
8 pine ) O Y15 053 sy L gl ezl e Ll (3 L Y1 YY1 03 Lgomges
o s 11E 3 10 005501 o oo 8 A 0 (3 glomis O G Ll L
5ol 2l Sl y sl azndl 3 o il a1 el 3 S )
oY) oy il 5 L Lk e 3

Ol y 81 doend) 8130 G 03,31 593
G eyl M1 din il oy Bde 3 @Y dmndly leddll 033wl )
e Gl A (s 0,5 @y ()W ol S W @ el bl O gn 5
de e agde 3 ladiald (15 N1 sl 50 ey B sl e "aB U Blo S
It Yty @BV ol jlee] 3 agrtlos SUS G 135 (1948 ple Audel) v eSS~
@ JaV A de S Jlal g P U LY il 6 e Lo 3l ) YY)
Sl gl Jesl U @ A, el dlalldl P oy o) S L5y a1 )



@ RSl ] as IN 08 ) 5 e WSS1 6 Ly o o1 Ol slasstU Y s
3aSoull Loe 88 ) Lzkoal 5 5l i) om0l Jizes OF (Sl 0 20.72014 Lo
Jp ¥V el phle g3 (S12 e OO & b 251G oty il L1 5,0) e 2 ) 25LL
A 08 ad Sl ek B Y1 (STl el Sl ) (STl LS e 33 a e
Lladl) ods Bl e ad gl 2l Aol o % OF (S g Adoed) 5l el o) s
U 2 el Lo o Bl oy 2aST a5l Bl n &l 250k 2l el OY

L Ly plad J5Y OUl e LY

Y doendl § OSLgY) 8 t p E 31 A g el ;s Eoe
OpUl ak e palall Uys aey 2l ub JWW) e o) Jpall 2 gl 2yl - ol Ty
o 25 51 ks 1) M 85 0 ot L s e a3 2y pen 55 S0 2001 plad (L5l
S g gl g il s oy Oy sl O S Gy 5 ke 505l Dlgs) s omy (JLB)
Ll o bty il oS (3 cbeall o b 201 & jenl e L1l clzed 27130,
Ble) MU Gl lgpb s Sloma sl loddll odd 2o 01 Rl bz I 35087
Ol J g 0 48 ey VI il bl 0u 5 iy &l i)l O e Caidaanddl)
1907 Y Ll 3 e o sl sl Blagad sl . 8,L a3 sl
S (18 Uy Ol Bsad A 0151949 L 3L

G 2T @l p Jedl) gl e or B 6 1S e L &Y &5l
3 e s bl o VU s p gl a8 el o sedd o Ladl o JLBY))
78 Tas By s o0 )l by ooy bl ol (a8 el ) J ol S50
255 b eV dmdly i) 3 oledilly Gl e b pad) Oladas sl Llald
gl 3 g 3ll DU polie al o) W5l g 52l 8 adl) i 0) Ll b 3l
ol 2 Bl Y b2 eSS G oYl Bl e ol e OF L
Bt G Soul) o L) Va0 il Blald) e aar gl Hanl o5 oledilly
o astel Wi ade sy ad gl 81 ] &y s ot 5 (el Y1 20 S S,
2 Jeall o S S gl sl ol al e aedly L) G ade 07 U
L s a1 3 e eVl Balall (3 e il B > Algsly el g 2l

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

(=)
S



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall N k:gdg.iLii_II engll Juad

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

N
w

O ST adac il 33801 ekl n dpotall el 13U L & pl) Bk 2Kl
o a5l ekt Y1 g el y IV Y1 8506 2812 5 Aol Wb 2 ST LS i s
el ey s r) 32

o W) ok S age S5k dmy al G e T g adsal) asld) Sl ) 5 ey
i i gl AL AaSol) AN colaal e MY (3 Alzedd) Al ) Auld) s b
By A8y Y sy cligdl 35,800 Jle (3 Ui o obsesd) 2aSley aimdle e
o IV OLST (3 e sSR 0ndg sdl el coluall ¢l 836 aasSe Sl e 05K
I RN CRR E R v PN R WS R R N PR W2 P PSP S P SN PR RO
oM 3 S ) A A O oy e s U] 551 (2 2SSl oe )
ple dn s sn Sl 302 0 S Ld Al 1Sl 33 OF (Sl n ol BV
Loy Bl odanls pleail 5 )6 5252015
Aok ) o) 21 CAlS Bl Lad A 50 4SL3 ar) s G Aozl Sl —0
J ) e Bl Y1 S o g e el )0 3 RS Y 1AL s
JSes ) Ty b ysen o ol ol oy 5 s 532 (6 s iind gma Lo S
3 5o W) Wil g 8ol LY I Ll ) ey Lgms Biabiadl) 2 31 J gl e anos LS
Lo glaall 53 50l 550 5l e danddl) S5LA Lozl A gloel damie LS L i) (3 2
Ll spe gl odn d 5 (3 Badaeddll 83U o5 OF Jasoedd cpag pOLd) e jlne Gl
Sl ikl ClzaY 2l wYly 2wV 358 )l dn Ol 8 o il > LS
OLS” ez OF @l oo ol S y danddl) il s o e e | )
A5 ) anbons a5 2 gl AL RSl 3 gze o T Al U1 e U g s e S5
St &gl k) kil J gl o sl y bl o] by (o

o ol sy e e aalama ) 1) gl it 2l (35 S50 iy 5 U g0 et
oot Of s 1) ol 2 il W L gad) o 157632 JiSs ) WU ) ol 2
S b3 033 i S OF e b 25 11 Y B e Bt i "0l 87 LU Sl
USRS [[PPS PRV RN S RCH TN PRCH NV WL RS W R W N N S 2
Gl Lt W& 4 g Wlenly e (3 Bl SIS > Bl o5 8 T e LI e
Lol s 0f" @B S 13 oty &1 com o Lo lda g (Sl oY) S g2l o 5 ) g0 SO



APRUR ST I N CANPRpvE D [IRESR IR AP ROESY

el S ol 1)) 3 sl astdl Sl il 2021 ple bLs e eald 3
ool Eem (1967 o Uil @ Al ads ST e aslad 2V ol
& Aazed) (514U Geimall ailiadl) aSlall 550 W) i 1)) 3 ol o1 adely 1)) 3 2l
3 gl 2kl AaSod) 13 2l Ly a3 ) pae sl clas ags 0587 (el
Y e el Laodhe cus e Sl e e il OV o) e sie A sl
3 oY) A 4e 2009 ple 3 Ty 2 Qg@\m¢w| S gl e sl
3% ) LSSl ) o A o312 Gl 1Sl c b - <2008 ple (3556 g s e
el oLzl o JLl M el s O el g8 A g O e Lo 858 ¢ e (3 O
22 1S 123 giand) ULy mead 2015 plo (3 oleYI Loy, Slad o) Koy gz 3158
o JS e (saY S el pladl (3 1 giae g 0y 5y By 10 Hlia s Lay U
2000 sl (3 Lndy o Dley, Sliw @ sliasl 15 Jgs 350 e samll LYy 51 )
el 05 18 Sligas o Sl ) (o Comd Wi Ly U] Lo Bibar | LegeSI cadlisyl e
Wy Taien 0586 08 ol oo 3 Gl Ly, 33LY Lo plladl ) (3 Lo <l
SIS A s 65T ke e gy g i ey Ssh 0,5 of oS ) s 0
Sy candd o g i 3] (SToull ) 3y sl 05U el g Yoy Lol s
Y I e ) eda 6 30

5 B ol A Y1 O g ol A g1 Sl AaS2 e b
sabear el Lgie 9 (a8 30 3 Al Bl Al i 2000 ple 3 Lhes oy e
o ead s bl e 1Sl 2ol iar aslam Y o el b gl Lo 45 BISY) oS
s i pl) a5l Sl e Lot Loy WUy Willey  Lgmedie (39 23l J gl L 8Ls g 15
APRUEIE S SO N Y PRV IR PRYCHCT iy N o RS S P RS HEN I P R P
U5 o 252 pdl Lol 0l U s 3 R Y o A g id i) sl
bl Slemy @ )y Sis O 136 (V1 d2 (3 el A claeYL Aall o glacl)
e ) (3 ke o) By Wl s S (L) M3 (5358 R Wl ol ann § 15 o et
s iz 1l Tils JUH g LSl g 5 OV Y1 s (39 Al 5f o) 4
ool 1L ) e JlesY g PR S sy pdlanay 0L U s g ol

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

[=)]
N



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall N k:gdg.iLii_II engll Juad

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

o
-

bl IS e I b 3 Y ol e e (S5 ) 5 Y 0]

LY B iy LYl Lgdh 05 allas o F

i gt Jul 42 B f G B o) 1S En
1SV b gl 1] 5 g sy ol sl 3 50l Jutad) 282 ol L gs ool Gl iz
Y1 2y 6 Seally gl ey k55 o Lo 70 o ST s e e 3
Jsm Bk da Lk iU & ) Ll e ) o)) BLS1 w8 57 An 1952 ple 3 Ty
o 3l 1 ] e LSS 8l a3 e iy BTy bl e
Uweedl) ) G b g el s b (3L )l JaR) G plsel b Jex2 418
«((Advisory opiniony & sl Jaal s e s laan¥I T ) Qb L U s gmlll (6 g
ladl o)Al e J)V1 ¢ sl A e e o] Sl 3 sl Jud) 28l
(S LanY T I pn gl gy (W 3 R & s Lk ps e 52 ol sl
w\w@,ﬁ\@;:@ e D o Wl J 3 5 T el el e by &
Lok s 0 Bl Lo 315087 Jamtoy a0y et aajle 5.8 (6T La0 b 055 Yy calal)

Uy S0 oy i s

& Lz Ll el & gl Juall 2682 0 3ol oS sl e <l 2003 ple
Jaall 82 &, 52004 558 pr el (3 il dands (3 (5 i) feadl) i g 5 >
P O oyl @ pall (2l Ay @ ge e @ so 14) oY1 aldel 2y
ol ] s L) O e (g il bl i 0l (Jlast e S
RV TP CH PO B IE SN SUNEL T P gt PRy B A I RCH R R T WA FION
o ST E Olddll 3 e pasnad Uy o [ a1 el S0 420 P
Bwndil) (SUA A ol el 85,0 o A 2 r 1475128 Sl st B (g5
555 sl mman Y OIS 0Ly s laan ¥ 01 20 astall & - e asTy ) 315015 L
ke oLl g Lo Balizn¥) Sk sl Lo sl ey s ¢ Y1 IS e sl s
il Lk dsls 5T )5 Jlaney Jaally gl gazondl 2Ll 1l )Y i
S ) Sy aallll a3 8L a3 al



SN )l e IV e e 0 5N s 3L VY1 OLST Resle Ls O3 eV
e ) ot 18,80 s o e o o) O s s el s
m3de iyl S sliael e sze 80 e 185 VT (o (il BL) sliaeV) 2
BSol) @ 312021 28 § gyl D1 o 25 50 3 all Bl 3y T2 50 21525 120
cls (3161967 ple dy WD) & ol dan il f\ﬂ\&g@;&\ ez 3 o) 2504
SIS 3] L alonll il (3 ST 5 ) DMV e e 0L o Mg (B3 el
WSl 3 o G e 0 Se Al AL Sl ey M1 A Sl es A5
e (Jol Y MY OLST (3830 5 (nd g fms o Chaimd) n el g 8L -De (1) et
B Sas ol 1518
@Y el g ol Aol g U S gl Codl
2T T 151967 oo (3 1Sl o o iy " ol Lot ) BT ) Ly 0 5N ey
Jaall 882 w5 (242 52334 Y1 s 5 @ Y s e w8 DY 2
1 0B adey 142004 ple 3 o I lax Y i G B Ry ki s
il ) GBI 50 g Y1 e ) 1949 G, i LI b s ksl (ol
Gy 2l Totls LB y5es a Loass IS VU 23U 350 Lo gr 1 ] 1200 Y) o2
sda idoy cudy U e o2 ) e cdands @ Aled) )Y e ) G o LaL)
L) 0 ST ad g sl e Leadn ¥ A pl) OBWY) Gk e o gdly el s oL
o Jb ol 3 s e S Y 0LsY) Gsa 0 oY1 10,80 sl o3 a1 i
oS g Lgaai 3las OF £, lall V= 3 gl (S o el sasl ST STy (Jisaf
el ik Ol B el b e S K

2yl o (3 p 2 OF s el By baios T30 g T Loyl Sy

SO0 e s Al ALl S &gl skl ey L3 b e L

ey Oy Sl & s g 0 ) By ok g 3151l Ton g colinzn¥)
558 Vs Aoy sl 30 LSO Lt Lol o 13 0 ot g B3Lall 3 015 e 5L
il (S UL Jso )l = O G5 () Casl (Ol e O b (f d s Jand) il
Oty (s e b T 3 s oLl oty gl gy ol & o 5 2l

ks ol 3 0L B bl 3y o A U 3 byl sl 051 ) 3 s

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

=)
o



i lidiuo d1§) i endVl Aauall N k:gdg.iLii_II engll Juad

oxyp ©f| M [ oo yz0z vz (1)

vi
O

R P PN VR (e LS P P SO SO - PHL SV Sy A P\ R VR W |
sl A ST e 8 ) Lgslad 5 admujwﬂﬁwwm&d

o S e A Il Y1 IS Y1 ol el S ple 1967 ale 01 5 (8
SNy ol il ) ooy 1 G (8 i) 2l e AllSUN R o Sy ad o)) 2l
2 Y e Gz U sl U o Y 2 0242 1A gs S5 el a5
Sl g 482l il g g i o) KL 1967 oy 1] Ll )
Aol G| Bl Oliel (351969 ple 3 ;*.g.;;|)‘y| O EA N P & PV ESR
S sl T 0l ap 4Ty oY1 s s i3 alal (3271 130 jds (S,LL a3V
(S 58) G 1l sy e sl bl oS TR ey Bl Sl Gigaes il
s e asT LS LZ}';JJ\ 05y e, Y i SBLEL Leal 115,05 STl ods e
PR R RUICAPE N I PRI ES IAF (T TCR A PRV S CH - PR TN W W]
%, o2V el

o A il 3820 il i a5 B8 1Y S 1980 s
sl e 1980 /478 A0 jusl els ST Je O Lo ' aesle s 1 etd) e
pde Ll Les g o)A 1 O3 my ) ebondl OF e 08Ty (Lol 0 5l Tl ey a1 ol
7 pnla sh ) WBliny s Jo gl gty 1z

& Y DVl i pte e s 2150 572016 ol 2334 Y1 s 18
Jl el Ay ke BT W e a5Ty 1967 ple o Sliel @ Lt I 2,V
b ae i pn Sy cdle Bilean¥) dhall ma By e Ly e Ol
B0 s ol 5yl s Ao sf i T3 Sl s s ol 3 8Ll gl
S e 2017 4o 3 o L LY S e T SLAI e dmy (B il
3 Ul G 10l e Bsly B o ab g el 3 It 35 8 W) 0L 0Ty
B B e iy M ] dasle g el Ol 58 00) 261 2017 ol s
) el g 8l S bl Bmad) 13 g A, Y1 i LB L gl 0 1Al Sl (3
2334 =478 =242 V) 2 )13 bl Y JU fee e L ST

sda 3152018 ple oy 2 I 331,00 (3 5 U1 il 056 e ) oY) eSO il
il 2SI Sl S 8l iy ol 5 U 5 Gald) (S a0 e I )8 ey 8L



Raokio
a1y Lyl szl 50 35, 1S, obos Sty amiY) bl g o g ol oy ipisd ot
Y Te o LSy i 0L s Bas g Bl s 22,5 81 0 duall ods alif U (assl)
L T8 o) midl ey (g gogal) ISV 01 6 )l clfL g 1 slas o T
Bl 8 S B T ka3 i) 518y (3 el ogﬂ\twiuwu\w@m@\{
p19) 1948 ple Lp ol o ) Pl ] PV 0l oo o (b8 e ) dlll
s S001967 ple o oy 2l e 3,80l e A1 e 8 s e WS ) ckesTTy (S
IS a5 sdaoW) B8 e Adals and Baglity sly 0oy dos Labn b S
oyl AUl il sl B weglaall seasy il dydey cneeddd (3 gepeal) I SIS

ERCEUPONPE N PRV g RSP O e v e P O R BN T

PR g U G S [T P SIS D P ) U ES (PRt [ HR DT v
e L) T I V1 OLST 0873 0 IS7 (35 318 5801y (3 5 Lagmio y 3 ) il y oY g
sl e 2l ead waasy il lin BUs g e & 20200 2 L)
I ) W 13 A gl laalally M et LI e LjLs Cpwdilly el
SISy copkeall s claae)y ¢ @3] domeneld S a3y ¢ elil) ezl D) 2 5
1,5 83 pie JUL e e S0V 6 a0 3L alSd esle i) O98Y Al ) 5V 52 5
QU Ly o L) e BV ol i) 2l 3 g ol (3 oY pil) § a2
5 s g 3yl Slabally ol (a3 e 5 sl Bl ol A oAl ) ki

(2021 -1948) ol Bigd ) Y poeld &5 56 — 845 ol 1 J gV Cond
o g A L L aa kel al) @;\j\j\ pane Sl L)) JDeY) 26 1948 ple (3
Blodl o f i) x g 11947 1181 peeddll )35 3 gl B 2l ST Ll o) 2
Ll d s et (ol pld @44 (Corpus Separatum) |aiw OLS Lake Eo 45l
Ly il 3 e Il 3 A I Lol 3 el LS Bl (S b By
ot e 1 Loy s 018 Ly U3 5051948 ol 5l I3 Sl B gae J 48
G ( SV gl agall a (James ZOgby) (b5 e ade AT L biag il )3
ol 4 2y e Ky sl ) 3 L pine s ) S A s it e O, S

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2024, 24 (1)

vi
(o]



7457 :(124 2024 (i o N ol wlppi L oo
DOI: 10.31456/ beytulmakdis.1361712

A G A e IV A ) A g ey g U a1 S
A &y :s.aéiﬂ\ v\P.r-ml\)

"u‘?—dﬁM

e OVl e el s Ly > 1948 (3 A ple dis i) il dpde wags cpasthe
ala)l 3, 0 0ds (3 il OLadl g Bl SR e dadl sy SNy bl dnall
Bl s & A (Sdl S E ez F s oV a2l g 5w
OLSST Y DIV Loy () bty gl Lty ol adpall &y 5l 3 oy
e e gl bl LS L el dne 3 ad gl 1Ny ot il 5 el GRSl ey ol
G Al bl S ganal) 3l s a1 s W) B 3 e 2l o S s Y L
Sy iy Cosae s (3 S50 2l Y1 1AL e 0 0 5l) 2l 2l L s
L4 Bl ) PV ol e fladl g3 5 B o (il Sl e alall B ) o Ty L ol
T PSP PR IESS Y )

R KPR IPC o P (gl N I LR P i WS (PR PN e IRES (> R A FCAIN KN
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The Nile River and Its Significance for Egypt: A Geopolitical Perspective
ABSTRACT: This study discusses the geographical and historical significance of the
Nile River and its paramount importance to Egypt in the past, present, and future.
It also addresses the issue of the Ethiopian Renaissance Dam and its catastrophic
effects on Egypt and the region. Additionally, the study delves into the importance
of Egypt's geopolitical position and attempts to understand the reality and
dimensions of the risks and conspiracies being orchestrated against it in light of
the new geopolitical theory (The Barakah Circle Theory). The study further analyses
the long-standing ambitions of the Zionist entity regarding the Nile's waters and
discusses the attempt by the buffer state—and behind it, the Western colonial
project—to control Egypt by dominating the sources of the Nile. The study reached
several important conclusions, including the significance of Egypt's geopolitical
position and the Western colonial project's ongoing attempts, represented by the
buffer state, to control and isolate Egypt from its Arab and Islamic surroundings.
The study recommended several measures, including the necessity of complete
vigilance, spreading awareness, and warning against the enemy's plans to
dominate the nation's resources, especially its water resources.

KEYWORDS: Egypt, Nile, Geopolitics, Buffer State, Ethiopian Renaissance Dam,
Palestine.
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