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Abstract: This study comprehensively analyzes the relations of al-Malik al-*Adil (d. 1218), one of the prominent
rulers of the Ayytbid State, with the Franks. During the period he served as the deputy (na@’ib) of Egypt for his
elder brother Salah al-Din al-Ayyiibi (1169-1193), al-Malik al-‘ Adil undertook military, logistical, and diplomatic
roles in the struggle against the Franks by utilizing the resources of Egypt. He played an active role in critical
operations such as the destruction of the fortress of Bayt al-Ahzan, the siege of Beirut, the Red Sea victories, the
Battle of Hattin, and the conquest of Jerusalem. The negotiations he conducted with the King of England, Richard
the Lionheart, during the Third Crusade demonstrate his diplomatic skills. As a ruler who experienced the
devastation of wars during his deputyship, al-Malik al-‘Adil prioritized the economic stability and strengthening
of the state after ascending the throne and adopted a diplomacy-oriented policy in order not to trigger new
Crusades. The Treaty of 1205 constitutes a concrete example of this approach. The primary objective of the study
is to comprehensively analyze the evolution of the policies pursued by al-Malik al-Adil against the Franks. In the
study, the historical analysis method, in which narratives from primary sources of Ayytbid history such as ‘Imad
al-Din al-Isfahant, Ibn Shaddad, and Ibn al-Athir are compared with data obtained from Western sources, has been
employed.
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Askeri Zaferlerden Diplomasiye: Eyyibi Hiikiimdary el-Melikii I-Adil’in Franklarla
1liskileri

Oz: Bu ¢aligma, Eyyibi Devleti’nin 6nemli hiikiimdarlarindan biri olan el-Melikii’l-Adil’in (6. 1218) Franklarla
iliskilerini kapsamli bir sekilde analiz etmektedir. el-Melikii’l-Adil, agabeyi Selahaddin-i Eyyibi’nin (1169-1193)
Misir naibi olarak gorev yaptig1 donemde, Misir’in imkanlarindan yararlanarak Franklara karsi verilen miicadelede
askerd, lojistik ve diplomatik roller iistlenmistir. Beytii’l-Ahzan kalesinin yikilmasi, Beyrut kusatmasi, Kizildeniz
zaferleri, Hittin savas1 ve Kudiis’iin fethi gibi kritik harekatlarda etkin rol oynamistir. Ugiincii Hagli Seferi’nde
Ingiltere Krali Aslan Yiirekli Richard/Richard the Lionheart ile yiiriittiigii miizakereler diplomatik yeteneklerini
ortaya koymaktadir. Naipligi doneminde savaslarm yikimini tecriibe etmis bir hiikiimdar olarak el-Melikii’l-Adil,
tahta gectikten sonra devletin ekonomik istikrarini ve giiclenmesini 6ncelemis, yeni Hacli seferlerini tetiklememek
i¢in diplomasi agirlikli bir politika benimsemistir. 1205 antlagmasi bu yaklasimin somut drnegini teskil etmektedir.
Calismanin temel amact, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Franklara kars1 izledigi politikalarmim evrimini kapsamli bir sekilde
analiz etmektir. Calismada, ImAdeddin el-isfahani, Ibn Seddad ve Ibnii’l-Esir gibi Eyyibi tarihinin temel
kaynaklarindaki malumatin Batili kaynaklardan elde edilen verilerle mukayese edildigi tarihsel analiz yontemi
kullanilmastir.
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Introduction

The Ayyuibid State was a major power that ruled over Egypt, Syria, Palestine, Jordan, Lebanon,
a significant part of al-Jazira, and Yemen from the last quarter of the 12th century to the middle of the
13th century. Establishing its dominion at a time when the Franks threatened the Islamic world, the
territories under the Ayytbid State became the primary target of the Third, Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh
Crusades. Therefore, the Ayyiibid period holds critical importance in the political, military, and
diplomatic history of the medieval Islamic world.

The success of the Ayytbid dynasty, which reached its peak with the victories won against the
Crusaders under the leadership of Salah al-Din al-Ayytb1 and especially with the conquest of Jerusalem,
relied not only on Salah al-Din’s personal merits but also on the efforts of the dynasty members. In this
context, the role of Salah al-Din’s brother, Abii Bakr Sayf al-Din al-Malik al-‘ Adil Muhammad b. Ayyiib
b. Shadi (1200-1218), is of critical importance both in the successes achieved in the struggle against the
Franks during Salah al-Din’s era and in ensuring the continuity of the dynasty during his own reign.

Al-Malik al-‘Adil assumed significant responsibilities from the early stages of the political career
of his elder brother Salah al-Din al-Ayyiibi, the founder of the Ayytibid State. Participating in the final
Egyptian campaign in 1169 led by his uncle Asad al-Din Shirkah, al-Malik al-*Adil played a significant
role in Salah al-Din’s appointment as the vizier of the Fatimid caliph and subsequently in the suppression
of coup attempts aimed at overthrowing Salah al-Din (Ibn al-Athir, 2003, pp. 64—65; Ibn Shaddad, 1375,
pp. 89-90). Successfully repelling the rebellions staged by Fatimid loyalists in Egypt, al-Malik al-*Adil
acted as deputy (na’ib) to Salah al-Dim in Egypt when the latter went to Syria in 570/1174. While
maintaining stability in Egypt through the strong administration he displayed during the founding period
of the Ayyiibid State, al-Malik al-‘Adil’s name was mentioned in the kiutba immediately after the names
of the ‘Abbasid caliph and Salah al-Din (Edd¢, 2011, p.121).

As a strong statesman and a skilled diplomat who successfully carried out the duties assigned to
him, al-Malik al-‘Adil gained Saldh al-Din’s confidence; the sultan did not undertake any significant
matter without consulting him. The fact that Salah al-Din appointed al-Malik al-‘Adil as the executor
(wast) for all his children in his testament, in which he reorganized the administration of his realm and
assigned a specific region to each of his sons during his severe illness in Harran in 1186, is strong proof
of the trust he placed in him (Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.172—-173; Humphreys, 1977, pp.122—-123).

Al-Malik al-‘Adil, who ruled over a scattered and vast geography in al-Jazira and Jordan at the
time of Sultan Salah al-Din’s death in 1193, increased his influence in Syria and Egypt after expanding
his domain in al-Jazira. During this time, he acquired a wide field of activity by utilizing the rivalry that
emerged among Salah al-Din’s sons through diplomatic moves and played a decisive role in the power
struggle of his nephews (Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp. 19-20; Gibb, 1969, p. 695). As a leader possessing
the experience, prestige, and administrative and military capabilities to govern the Ayyiibid State
effectively, al-Malik al-‘Adil ascended to the throne in 1200. Consequently, while the khutba was read
and coins were struck in the name of al-Malik al-‘Adil in Egypt, Bilad al-Sham, and al-Jazira, the
political unity that had disintegrated after the death of Salah al-Din was re-established after a long
interval (Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, pp.217-218; Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.110-111).

Objective

The primary aim of this study is to comprehensively analyze the evolution of the relations of al-
Malik al-*Adil, one of the prominent rulers of the Ayyiibid State, with the Franks. The research examines
the policies pursued by al-Malik al-‘Adil against the Franks through two fundamental periods: First, the
military, logistical, and diplomatic roles he undertook in the struggle against the Franks in his capacity
as the deputy (na@’ib) of Egypt during the era of Salah al-Din (1169-1193) are evaluated; secondly, the
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more cautious and diplomacy-oriented policy he adopted during his own reign (1200-1218) is analyzed
within the framework of the conditions of the period and the needs of the state.

Method

The comparative historical analysis method has been employed in this study. A reliable historical
narrative has been constructed by examining data obtained from the works of prominent historians of
the Ayyiibid period, such as ‘Imad al-Din al-Isfahani, Ibn Shaddad, Ibn al-Athir, Ibn Wasil, and Abi
Shama al-Maqdis1. Furthermore, a multi-faceted approach has been adopted by evaluating information
found in Western sources regarding the negotiations held with Richard the Lionheart. Through this
methodological approach, information contained in the primary sources of Ayytbid history has been
compared with information from Western sources.

Findings

The Role of al-Malik al-*Adil in Relations with the Franks during the Reign of Salah al-

Din

After securing political unity, Sultan Salah al-Din initiated a large-scale jihad movement against
the Franks. Utilizing the resources of Egypt, al-Malik al-‘Adil played an active role in the victories
achieved by providing military, logistical, and diplomatic contributions to the struggle waged by his
elder brother Salah al-Din against the Franks.

In 1179, Salah al-Din destroyed the fortress of Bayt al-Ahzan (Le Chastellet), which had been
established by the Franks at a strategic point to intercept Muslim caravans, with a cavalry unit of 1,500
men sent by al-Malik al-‘Adil from Egypt to Damascus (Kennedy, 1994, p.106). With the destruction
of the fortified Bayt al-Ahzan fortress, built at a distance of one day from Damascus, Damascus and its
environs were protected from a potential Crusader attack originating from there, while the security of
the roads to Damascus, Safed, and Tiberias was ensured (Ibn Kathir, 2010, p.288; Hillebrand, 2005,
p.499).

In the siege of Beirut initiated under the leadership of Salah al-Din in 1182, al-Malik al-*Adil
played a critical role with the fleet he sent from Alexandria. While the fleet consisting of forty ships sent
by al-Malik al-*Adil besieged Beirut from the sea, Salah al-Din launched a swift attack from land with
an elite cavalry unit and obtained a large amount of booty. Sending his fleet to aid Salah al-Din, al-
Malik al-‘Adil left Egypt with his troops, entered Crusader lands, and narrowed their operational areas
to prevent their possible attacks (Ibn al-Athtr, 2003, p.112).

Al-Malik al-Adil had a major share in the victory won in the Red Sea in 1183 against Reynald
de Chatillon, the Prince of Karak and Shawbak. Upon learning of Reynald’s activities in the Red Sea,
al-Malik al-‘Adil dispatched a fleet to the Red Sea under the command of Husam al-Din Lu’lu’
(Karakus, 2022, p. 63). The ships under the command of Husam al-Din Lu’lu’ defeated the enemy ships
off the coast of the Hijaz, then landed and captured all the enemy soldiers trying to escape; the captives
were killed to prevent the enemy from learning this sea route. With this victory won in Shawwal
578/February 1183, the Red Sea trade route and the security of the Hijaz were secured; Salah al-Din,
who was exceedingly pleased with the victory, congratulated al-Malik al-‘ Adil on this success in a letter
he sent to him (Ibn al-Athtr, 2003, pp.117-118; Abt Shama, 2002a, pp.88—90; Sesen, 2000, p.108;
Lyons & Jackson, 2006, pp.226-228).

Al-Malik al-*Adil also assumed significant responsibilities in the victory of Hattin won by Salah
al-Din against the Crusaders and in the subsequent conquest of Jerusalem. Supporting the battle fought
against the Franks in the plain of Hattin, east of Lake Tiberias, in 1187 with an elite cavalry unit he sent
from Egypt, al-Malik al-‘Adil left Egypt at the head of his army immediately after the victory to
participate in new conquests and advanced northwards. Following the al-‘Arish route, he conquered
Majdal Yaba and Jaffa, located northeast of Ramla, and then embarked on a new conquest movement
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together with Salah al-Din. The fortresses of Ramla, Yubna, Bethlehem, and Hebron (al-Khalil) were
captured within a short time. With the taking of Ascalon and some other fortresses, the Kingdom of
Jerusalem had no presence left on the coast other than Tyre (Siir) (al-Isfahani, 2004, pp.83—84; Ibn al-
Athir, 2003, pp.150-154).

Sultan Salah al-Din also intended to conquer Tyre. However, this ancient port city on the
Mediterranean coast was surrounded by extremely fortified walls. After a short siege, Salah al-Din lifted
the siege upon the advice of al-Malik al-‘Adil and turned towards Jerusalem. A narration relayed by
‘Imad al-Din al-Isfahani based on Sunqur al-Halab1 contains illuminating information regarding the
arguments used by al-Malik al-‘Adil while encouraging Salah al-Din to conquer Jerusalem. According
to this, al-Malik al-*Adil expressed how he encouraged Salah al-Din to conquer Jerusalem while chatting
with some historians in Hama with the following words:

"You know that you have a chronic colic disease. If your illness recurs tonight and you pass away
because of it, Bayt al-Magqdis will remain hostage in the hands of the infidels. Strive to conquer it and
duly perform your gratitude for the blessings God has given you."

Upon this, the Sultan said, "I will implement your advice," and turned towards the conquest of
Jerusalem (Bundari, 2004, pp.390-391). Salah al-Din, whose ultimate goal was to conquer Jerusalem,
had obtained the motivation that would lead him to this goal from an early date. Therefore, we can
evaluate this advice of al-Malik al-‘Adil on the point that the conquest of Jerusalem by the army, which
was worn out due to the siege of Tyre, might be jeopardized, and for this reason, conquering Jerusalem
as soon as possible was a more urgent duty.

After the victory of Hattin and the subsequent conquests, Salah al-Din, who besieged Jerusalem,
needed to prevent the Crusaders' aid that could break the siege from land and sea in order to succeed.
Al-Malik al-‘Adil, undertaking the duty of preventing aid from the sea, dispatched the Egyptian fleet
under the command of Husam al-Din Lu’lu’ and blocked the Crusader ships trying to land on the shores
of Jerusalem. Unable to receive the help they hoped for from the land either, the Franks were forced to
surrender Jerusalem in exchange for aman (safe conduct). Al-Malik al-‘Adil played an important role
in the conquest of Jerusalem, which took place on Friday, October 2, 1187, coinciding with the Mi‘r3j
night (Karakus, 2021, p. 41). Indeed, al-Isfahani states in the section where he describes the conquest of
Jerusalem that the conquest of Jerusalem was only possible as a result of the sincere efforts of al-Nasir
Salah al-Din and al-Malik al-‘Adil Sayf al-Din (Bundari, 2004, p.391).

The Military and Diplomatic Role of al-Malik al-‘Adil in the Third Crusade

The most significant event during the reign of Sultan Salah al-Din, in which al-Malik al-*Adil
actively assumed military and diplomatic responsibilities against the Crusaders, was the Third Crusade.
Salah al-Din’s victory against the Franks in the plain of Hattin in 1187 and his subsequent conquest of
Jerusalem caused a tremendous reaction in the West, leading to the organization of the Third Crusade,
supported by fanatical religious motifs under the leadership of the Pope. Although he did not receive the
support he hoped for from the Islamic world, Salah al-Din resisted with all his might against the Crusader
army exceeding 100,000 men and succeeded in keeping Jerusalem with a five-year peace treaty signed
with King Richard of England on September 2, 1192 (Demirkent, 1996, p.537; Falk, 2010, p.150;
Karakus, 2023, p.728).

Al-Malik al-Adil played a critical role in the defense of Acre (‘Akka), which lasted for about two
years and changed the course of the Third Crusade. Upon the request of Salah al-Din, who was
relentlessly defending the city against Frankish units besieging Acre with intense reinforcements from
sea and land, al-Malik al-‘Adil arrived before Acre at the head of the Egyptian army in October 1189.
Shortly after the arrival of al-Malik al-Adil, who reinforced the morale of the army with supplies and
weapons he brought from Egypt as well as an infantry unit consisting of Sudanese and Copts, another
Egyptian fleet of fifty galleys arrived under the command of Husam al-Din Lu’lu’. This fleet enabled
the city to breathe by driving away the Frankish ships that were constantly attacking Acre from the coast.
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Thanks to this fleet, Salah al-Din strengthened the defense by introducing supplies, ammunition, and
combatant soldiers into Acre (Abli Shama, 2002a, p.61; Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.305-306; Sesen,
2000, pp.148-149; Eddé, 2011, p.248).

Although al-Malik al-‘Adil played a critical role in repelling the attacks made by the Crusaders
during the Third Crusade, his real success lies in the diplomacy he displayed in the negotiations that
ended the crusade. Upon the failure of the Crusaders' attempts to capture Jerusalem and England’s drift
towards civil war, Richard was forced to make a peace treaty with Sultan Salah al-Di. Salah al-Din
also looked favorably on such a treaty because the army, which was excessively worn out against the
constantly reinforced Crusader units, was gradually weakening and the means to continue the war for a
longer period were exhausted. In the negotiations that began in the autumn of 1191, al-Malik al-‘Adil
undertook the negotiations with Richard as Salah al-Din’s representative. As a skilled diplomat, al-Malik
al-*Adil conducted successful diplomacy by meeting sometimes with Richard’s envoys and sometimes
with Conrad of Montferrat’s envoys, taking advantage of the conflict between Richard and Conrad.
Richard demanded Jerusalem, the lands west of the Jordan, and the True Cross, on which they believed
Jesus was crucified. In return, Salah al-Din stated that the lands in the hands of Muslims, especially
Jerusalem, could in no way be a subject of negotiation (Edd¢, 2011, p.263; Folda, 2005, p.39).

One of the most interesting topics of these negotiations was Richard’s proposal that al-Malik al-
‘Adil marry his sister Joanna. According to this, the newlyweds would live in Jerusalem, which the
Frankish garrisons would not enter; while the lands located in the coastal region belonging to both
Muslims and Franks would be given to the married couple, the places belonging to the Franks would be
given by Richard to Joanna, and those belonging to the Muslims would be given by Salah al-Dm to al-
Malik al-‘Adil (Ibn Shaddad, 1375, p. 303). While the True Cross would be returned to the Franks, the
prisoners held by both sides would be released. Thus, the emerging new kingdom would be governed
by al-Malik al-‘Adil under the suzerainty of Salah al-Din. Although Salah al-Din approached this
proposal, which al-Malik al-*Adil welcomed positively, as a move by Richard to gain time, he accepted
it. Later, Richard sent a message to Salah al-Din saying:

"Since the Christians did not accept my marrying my sister to a Muslim without consulting the
Pope, 1 will send an envoy to the Pope and get his opinion; if he permits, this marriage will take place,
if he does not, I will give my sister’s daughter to al-Malik al-‘Adil. Since my sister Joanna’s daughter
is a virgin, I do not have to get the Pope’s permission." (Ibn Shaddad, 1375, pp.305-307).

However, Salah al-Din rejected this offer by stating that al-Malik al-*Adil could be permitted to
marry the king’s sister as previously negotiated, but he would not accept his marriage to the king’s niece
(al-Isfahant, 2004, pp. 394-395; Ibn Shaddad, 1375, p. 307; Sesen, 2000, pp. 189-190; Eddé¢, 2011, p.
264). Upon this, Richard proposed that al-Malik al-Adil convert to Christianity in order to marry his
sister; but this offer, which had no possibility of realization, was rejected by al-Malik al-*Adil (Lyons
& Jackson, 2006, p.416; Sesen, 2000, p.190; Abu-Munshar, 2016, p.180). Thus, this marriage, which
could have constituted the focal point of the peace negotiations, did not take place.

When the marriage of al-Malik al-‘Adil and Joanna did not take place, the peace negotiations
were interrupted for a while and then resumed at certain intervals. While the negotiations continued, the
parties continued clashes and shows of force to force each other into a treaty in the direction they desired.
Finally, on September 1, 1192, a treaty valid on land and sea for a period of 3 years and 8 months was
signed. With the treaty, while Jerusalem remained in the hands of the Muslims, a significant part of the
lands in the hands of the Crusaders was recovered (Sesen, 2000, pp.210-211; Eddé, 2011, pp.268-269).

The Third Crusade, which resulted in failure for the Crusaders who could not capture Jerusalem,
registered Sultan Salah al-Din’s extraordinary determination to struggle, as well as revealing al-Malik
al-‘Adil’s success in the field of diplomacy. Al-Malik al-‘Adil represented his brother Salah al-Din in
the best way in the negotiations that started in October 1191 and lasted for about 1 year, in which
psychological warfare elements were used intensely, and gained Richard’s trust and respect. Ibn
Shaddad states that Richard, who met with al-Malik al-‘Adil’s envoy in October 1191, referred to al-
Malik al-‘Adil as "my brother and my friend" (Ibn Shaddad, 1375, p. 290). Ambrose, who participated
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in the Third Crusade with Richard, states while mentioning al-Malik al-*Adil’s role in these negotiations
that Richard had great respect for al-Malik al-‘Adil due to his courage, that he presented the proposals
he made to Sultan Salah al-Din through al-Malik al-*Adil, and that al-Malik al-‘Adil made a great effort
for the management of the negotiations and the emergence of a treaty text (Ambroise, 2003, p.186).

Al-Malik al-*Adil, who conducted successful diplomacy in the Third Crusade, proved his political
and military skill once again by resolving the dispute that arose between his brother Salah al-Din and
al-Malik al-Mansiir b. Taqt al-Din in 1192. In the same year, Sultan Salah al-Din gave two strategic
regions such as Jordan and al-Jazira to his brother al-Malik al-‘Adil, whose achievements and services
he appreciated (Gibb, 1986, p.197).

Relations with the Franks during His Reign

Al-Malik al-‘Adil had a significant share in the successes achieved with the military, financial,
and diplomatic contributions he made to the wars fought against the Franks during the reign of Salah al-
Din. However, as someone who had personally observed the destruction and devastation caused by these
wars, he adopted a relatively more cautious policy in his relations with the Franks compared to Salah
al-Din. The prioritization of diplomacy in relations with the Franks by al-Malik al-*Adil, who attached
importance to the economic strength and stable administration of the state, was a conscious policy based
on his previous experiences. Al-Malik al-Adil, who experienced the political and financial difficulties
caused by the heavy burden brought to the treasury by the wars fought during Salah al-Din’s era, had
also seen that the brilliant victories won by Salah al-Din against the Franks triggered comprehensive
attacks like the Third Crusade. The wars that lasted for years during the Third Crusade not only caused
material losses but also the fall of Acre and the subsequent massacre of Muslims demoralized the
fighting emirs and soldiers. Not wanting to experience the same difficulties, al-Malik al-Adil did not
want to weaken his state by starting a new war against the Franks (Humphreys, 1977, pp.132—-133;
Asbridge, 2010, p.712; Kusgu, 2013, p.15; Karakas, 2016, p.9).

On the other hand, the Franks, who had suffered serious blows during the era of Salah al-Din,
were not as strong as before. A new Crusade coming from Europe posed a more serious threat than the
local forces of the Franks, who had significantly lost their presence, especially in the South. Just like
Salah al-Din, al-Malik al-‘Adil attached great importance to the security of Egypt. Because it was highly
probable that the Crusaders, who wanted to capture Jerusalem, would attack first Egypt and then
Jerusalem. For this reason, al-Malik al-‘Adil meticulously protected the units responsible for the security
of Egypt and did not make any changes in their status unless an urgent need arose.

Between the years 1197 and 1198, despite the efforts to maintain peace between the Franks in the
East and the Muslims, a Crusade organized and financed by the German Emperor Henry VI was carried
out. The Crusader forces, which arrived in the East in three groups, caused significant destruction in
Ayyiibid lands. These forces turned towards port cities and strategically located regions rather than holy
places. However, although Henry VI dispatched his troops to the East, he did not live long enough to
participate in the campaign he personally planned; with his death and shortly after the death of the King
of Jerusalem-Acre, this Crusade failed against the Ayytbid army (Karakas, 2023, p. 109). Al-Malik al-
‘Adil, who played a critical role during this campaign, adopted a predominantly defensive strategy
against the Crusaders despite his conquest of Jaffa. According to the treaty reached in 1198 between al-
‘Adil and Amalric of Lusignan, who had recently been crowned King of Cyprus and Jerusalem, al-*Adil
would keep Jaffa but would not be able to fortify it. Beirut, on the other hand, would remain in the hands
of the Franks without any restrictions. As for Sidon (Sayda), its revenues would be divided equally
between the two sides. Although this agreement seemed clearly in favor of the Franks, it should be noted
that al-‘Adil did not surrender any of the vitally important holy places, an important junction in the
interior regions, or a strategic point (Humphreys, 1977, p.108; Karakas, 2023, p.109).

We can see this attitude of al-Malik al-*Adil, who did not want to trigger a new Crusader invasion,
from the treaty made with the Franks in 1205. A group of Crusaders who participated in the Fourth
Crusade and came to Acre instead of Istanbul started to plunder the villages in the Jordan Valley. Al-
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Malik al-‘Adil, at the head of his army consisting of Egyptian and Syrian units, headed towards the
south of Mount Tabor to cut off new raids; despite this, a Frankish unit left Acre and plundered a village
on the road connecting Tiberias to Nazareth (Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, p. 201). Instead of attacking the
Franks who took the inhabitants of the village captive, al-Malik al-*Adil negotiated with them and made
a treaty valid for six years. According to the treaty, while Jaffa and Nazareth were left to the Franks, a
change was made in the agreement made in 1198, and the revenues of Ramla, Lydda (Ludd), and Sidon
were also ceded to them (Ibn al-Athtr, 2003, p. 291; Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, p. 201; Sesen, 2007, p. 68).
One of the reasons why al-Malik al-‘Adil made such a treaty while he had the opportunity to organize
an attack on the Frankish looters and defeat them must be his desire not to draw the direction of the
Fourth Crusade to Palestine, and the other must be the weakness of his fleet. Aware that he could only
protect Jaffa, a strategic port city, against attacks from the Franks with a strong fleet, al-Malik al-*Adil
did not possess a fleet capable of protecting Jaffa (Sesen, 2007, p. 68; Humphreys, 1977, p. 134).
Nevertheless, the surrender of Jaffa, which was an ideal base for a Crusade to be organized against
Jerusalem, to the Franks can be evaluated as a significant concession. The surrender of Nazareth, where
the Christian population was in the majority, to the Franks without being fortified did not constitute as
heavy a loss as the surrender of Jaffa (Humphreys, 1977, p.134).

During the reign of al-Malik al-‘Adil, the clashes with the Franks occurred mostly between the
rulers of Hama and Hims and the Hospitaller knights using the fortress of Hisn al-Akrad (Krak des
Chevaliers) as a base, and Bohemond IV, Prince of Antioch. Al-Malik al-Adil participated actively in
only one of these clashes, in which the ruler of Aleppo, al-Malik al-Zahir, was intensely involved: In
April 1207, he besieged Krak des Chevaliers with a large-scale army including the rulers of Hama,
Hims, and Baalbek in order to stop the Frankish raids originating from Tripoli and Krak des Chevaliers
and to punish the Franks. Unable to obtain the desired result from this siege, al-Malik al-*Adil besieged
Tripoli after capturing the fortress of al-Qulay‘at located on the road to Tripoli. Upon the failure to
obtain results from the long siege and the breaking of his soldiers' resistance, al-Malik al-Adil decided
to lift the siege in July (Ibn al-Athir, 2003, pp. 341-342). Before lifting the siege, al-Malik al-‘ Adil made
a treaty with the Franks, received a certain amount of indemnity, and returned to Damascus after taking
back 300 Muslim prisoners (Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.172—-173; Abt al-Fida’, n.d., p.135; Gibb, 1969,
p.697; Humphreys, 1977, p.135).

Evaluating the stability created as a result of the treaties made with the Franks, al-Malik al-‘Adil
reinforced the defense of Damascus and Jerusalem. In this context, in order to strengthen the
administration of Galilee and prevent the Franks’ intervention in the region via Nazareth, he rebuilt the
fortress on Mount Tabor under the responsibility of al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam (Raphael, 2010, p. 17;
Karakas, 2023, p. 113). Al-Malik al-‘Adil maintained commercial relations with Italian city-states such
as Venice, Genoa, and Pisa in order to accelerate economic growth and reinforce the army’s war power
on the one hand, and to prevent them from supporting a new Crusade on the other. While raw materials
such as timber and ship materials for the fleet and metals such as iron, copper, and silver to be used in
weapon making and minting were obtained from these states, luxury products such as spices, perfumes,
silk, ivory, cotton, dyes, alum, sugar, and jewels were exported in return (Karakus, 2023, p.75). With
the commercial treaties renewed in this period, the security of merchants and their rights were
guaranteed as well as the security of taxes, goods, services, and transportation (Ehrenkreutz, 1955,
p.105; Sesen, 2000, p.351; Edd¢, 2007, p.198).

The Beginning of the Fifth Crusade and the Death of al-Malik al-*Adil

The mass migration of merchants from Alexandria to Acre (‘Akka) in 1216 was the harbinger
of an approaching new Crusade. This situation meant that the fears of al-Malik al-‘Adil, who prioritized
diplomacy to prevent a new Crusade and maintained a cautious attitude towards the Franks, had come
true. Al-Malik al-*Adil, who was in Egypt at that time, did not leave Egypt until the Crusaders gathered
in Acre and moved towards the East in 1217. Upon learning that the Crusaders were on the move, he
left the majority of his forces with his son al-Malik al-Kamil and went to the aid of al-Malik al-
Mu‘azzam with a unit consisting of a few thousand men. Al-Malik al-‘Adil, who wanted to reach Galilee
before the Crusaders, decided to meet them at Baysan upon seeing that this was not possible. Seeing
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that the Crusaders, consisting of 15,000 cavalry, were numerous, al-Malik al-‘Adil was forced to retreat
without fighting. Upon this, the Crusaders, who plundered Baysan for three days, advanced towards
Jordan (Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, pp.217-218). Al-Malik al-‘Adil, who sent his son al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam to
the head of the forces in Nablus to protect Jerusalem, moved towards ‘Ajlin. Later, he established a
camp in Marj al-Suffar to protect Damascus against a possible Crusader attack (Ibn al-Athtr, 2003,
p-374; Tbn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.255-256).

The winter of 1217-1218 was quite difficult for the Ayyubids, as they had to struggle against
several fronts at the same time. Upon learning that the Crusaders were besieging Damietta (Dimyat), al-
Malik al-Adil sent the Egyptian units back to Egypt and instructed al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam to destroy
the fortress on Mount Tabor against the possibility of the Franks capturing it (Ibn al-Athir, 2003, p.375;
Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, p.227). On the other hand, taking action to reinforce the defense, al-Malik al-Ashraf
raided the fortresses of Safita (Chastel Blanc) and Krak des Chevaliers to prevent the Franks from
concentrating on Damietta (Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, p.227). Meanwhile, a group opposing al-Malik al-‘Aziz
Muhammad, the young son who succeeded al-Malik al-Zahir in Aleppo (Halab), took advantage of al-
Malik al-‘Adil’s struggle with the Crusaders and started negotiations with al-Malik al-Afdal and the
Seljuk Sultan Kaykaws 1. Kaykawis and al-Malik al-Afdal, who formed an alliance to share the lands
of Aleppo and al-Jazira, attacked the north of Aleppo in June 1218 and captured Ra‘ban and Tall Bashir.
However, when Kaykaws kept all the captured places contrary to the agreement made with al-Malik
al-Afdal, al-Malik al-Afdal left the campaign. Upon Kaykawiis’s continuation of attacks, al-Malik al-
‘Aziz’s atabeg Shihab al-Din Tughrul asked for help from al-Malik al-‘Adil. Thereupon, with the
instruction of al-Malik al-*Adil, al-Malik al-Ashraf stopped besieging the Frankish fortresses and turned
towards Aleppo, and met Kaykawis’s vanguard units in Manbij in Rab1‘ II/July. The Seljuk forces, who
were defeated here, retreated, and Kaykawiis, realizing that further advance was not possible, was forced
to return to Anatolia. Al-Malik al-Ashraf, who recovered the places captured by Kaykawiis, handed over
the administration of Aleppo to Shihab al-Din Tughrul, who proved his loyalty, and sent the rebellious
emirs to al-Malik al-Kamil in Egypt (Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, pp.227-228; Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.67—
270; Abu al-Fida’, n.d., pp.148-149; Gibb, 1969, p.699; Kaya, 2006, p.170).

The Crusaders gathered in Acre decided to attack Egypt as a result of their consultations.
Thinking of occupying Egyptian ports and using them as a bargaining chip to take Syria and Palestine
partially or completely, the Crusaders headed towards Damietta for this purpose (Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004,
p.258; Cahen, 2010, p.262). Damietta, established at the mouth of the Nile River, was an old and
strategic port opening to the Mediterranean. This port, which provided trade access to Egypt for
European merchants, was also the first stop for a possible attack on Cairo via the Mediterranean. For
this reason, the Crusaders attacked Damietta, which they saw as the "key to Egypt" (Cahen, 2010, p.
262; Cassidy-Welch, 2014, p.346). On August 24, 1218, they captured the Tower of Chains (Burj al-
Silsila), the key point of Damietta (Ibn al-Athir, 2003, p.375-376; Sesen, 2007, p.78; Oflaz, 2019,
p.288).

Al-Malik al-‘Adil, who left Marj al-Suffar upon the news from Egypt and established his
headquarters in ‘Aligin, was very saddened by the fall of the Tower of Chains, the key tower of Damietta,
into the hands of the Crusaders. Because the fall of this tower, which had key importance for the defense
of Damietta, greatly weakened the defense of Damietta. Al-Malik al-*Adil, who was 74 years old at that
time and had been ill for a long time, passed away in ‘Aliqin on Friday, 7 Jumada II 615 / August 31,
1218 (Ibn al-Athir, 2003, p.393; Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, p.231; Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, p.270; Abt al-Fida’,
n.d., p.149).

None of his children were with al-Malik al-‘Adil when he passed away. Only Karim al-Din al-
Akhlati, one of his close men, became aware of the sultan's death. Al-Akhlati concealed the sultan’s
death and instructed the doctors to continue entering and leaving the royal tent so that people would not
think otherwise. On the other hand, he informed al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam, who was in Nablus at that time
and had destroyed a Crusader unit going from Acre to Damietta a few days ago, about the situation via
a carrier pigeon. Al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam, who came to ‘Aligin quickly, formed an alliance with al-
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Akhlatt regarding concealing his father’s death and decided to take the sultan’s body secretly to
Damascus. To maintain secrecy, he gave instructions to move to Damascus upon the sultan’s order. All
measures were taken along the way to maintain the impression that the sultan was receiving treatment.
After burying his father’s body secretly in the Citadel of Damascus, al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam took an oath
of allegiance from the leading emirs for his father and himself, and then announced his father’s death.
Later, he informed his brothers and other dynasty members that al-Malik al-‘Adil had passed away.
When al-Malik al-*Adil, who was known for his frugality and the importance he attached to the treasury,
passed away, he left behind a great fortune consisting of 700,000 cash Egyptian dinars and various goods
(Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, p.276).

At the time of al-Malik al-‘Adil’s death, the Ayyitibid Empire was de facto divided among his
three eldest sons. Al-Malik al-Kamil Muhammad ruled in Egypt, al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam ‘Isa in the
central regions of Palestine, Jordan, and Syria, and al-Malik al-Ashraf Musa in Northern Syria and al-
Jazira. Other rulers, each owning a specific region, continued their existence by being attached to one
of these three in some way (Ibn al-Munsht al-Hisni, 2019, p.67; Humphreys, 1977, p.161). These three
sons of al-Malik al-‘Adil, each distinguishing themselves in a different field, were good statesmen and
administrators who possessed the merit to rule the state. Among the three brothers, while al-Malik al-
Kamil stood out with his foresight and leadership qualities, al-Malik al-Mu‘azzam distinguished himself
with his courage and devotion to knowledge, and al-Malik al-Ashraf with his tolerance and generosity
(Ibn al-Jawzi, 2013, pp.231-232; Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, p.170). In the section where he describes their
virtues, Ibn Wasil states that he has not encountered in any history book another trio (three ruler brothers)
carrying courage, nobility, and virtue to the extent that the three brothers possessed (Ibn Wasil, 1960—
2004, p.170).

The virtue and sagacity of the brothers manifested themselves in their not engaging in a power
struggle at a time when the Fifth Crusade threatened the Ayytbid State and in the effective cooperation
they developed against the Crusaders. Indeed, al-Malik al-Kamil, who established his camp in Manstira
after the fall of Damietta, could only repel the Crusaders with the arrival of al-Malik al-Ashraf and al-
Malik al-Mu‘azzam to his aid in August 1221. The Crusaders, who were defeated thanks to the effective
cooperation of the brothers, sent envoys to al-Malik al-Kamil stating that they would surrender Damietta
unconditionally and leave Egypt if he granted them aman. As a result of the negotiations held on August
28, 1221, the Crusaders accepted to leave Damietta and an eight-year truce that the emperor would also
approve (Ibn Wasil, 1960-2004, pp.97-98; Demirkent, 1996, p.540; Gottschalk, 1997, p.520). Thus,
while the Fifth Crusade resulted in failure, the West was defeated once again without being able to
capture Jerusalem, of which it dreamed.

Discussion

The policy pursued by al-Malik al-‘Adil against the Franks during the era of Salah al-Din is
largely characterized by a military-focused approach serving his brother’s jihdd ideal. The
responsibilities Salah al-Din undertook as the deputy (na’ib) of Egypt reveal that he was not only an
executor but also a decision-maker influential in making strategic decisions. His roles in the destruction
of the fortress of Bayt al-Ahzan, the siege of Beirut, the Red Sea victories, and especially the Battle of
Hattin and the conquest of Jerusalem prove al-Malik al-‘Adil’s competence in managing military
logistics and determining strategic targets. Al-Malik al-‘Adil, who effectively mobilized Egypt’s
resources in this period, constituted one of the fundamental dynamics of the victories won by the
Ayytubid army against the Franks. His performance in the Third Crusade became the first serious test of
al-Malik al-‘Adil’s diplomatic skills. The negotiations he conducted with Richard the Lionheart showed
that he possessed superior capabilities not only in the military field but also in the field of diplomacy.

The transformation observed in al-Malik al-*Adil’s relations with the Franks during his own reign
(1200-1218) reflects the maturation process of a pragmatic statesman. The cautious and diplomacy-
oriented policy adopted in this period is the result of choices made by an experienced ruler, who
personally observed the destruction of wars lasting for many years, by prioritizing the long-term interests
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of the state. The Treaty of 1205 appears as a concrete manifestation of this approach. Al-Malik al-*Adil,
who preferred the path of negotiation while having the power to easily defeat the Frankish looters
militarily, showed his determination not to sacrifice long-term stability for short-term military successes.
Although leaving a strategic point like Jaffa to the Franks seems like a heavy concession, this decision
can be evaluated as a calculated step taken to prevent the triggering of a new Crusade and to allow time
for the economic recovery of the state.

Conclusion

This study reveals the political and diplomatic evolution of al-Malik al-‘Adil, one of the
prominent rulers of the Ayytbid State, by analyzing his relations with the Franks through two different
periods. Al-Malik al-‘Adil’s attitude towards the Franks presents a dynamic appearance that changes
depending on the conditions of the period, the needs of the state, and his personal experiences.

The jihdd policy shaped by idealist motivations during the era of Salah al-Din was replaced by a
realpolitik approach during the reign of al-Malik al-Adil. This transformation can be explained by al-
Malik al-‘Adil’s gaining experience in state administration, his calculation of the costs of wars, and his
prioritizing the long-term survival of the Ayyiibid dynasty. The fact that the Ayytibid dynasty was able
to survive despite the start of the Fifth Crusade and the successful cooperation among his sons
demonstrates that the stability-oriented policies adopted by al-Malik al-*Adil bore fruit.

Recommendations

The findings of this study demonstrate that political and military successes in the Ayyiibid period
were strictly linked to economic stability. The treasury of 700,000 dinars left by al-Malik al-*Adil at the
time of his death reveals the success of the measures he took by prioritizing economic stability.
Therefore, it is recommended that future researches on the Ayyiibid history and Crusades relations
should evaluate the period not only through military history but also in conjunction with economic and
diplomatic dynamics and the state's financial sustainability strategies.
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TURKCE SURUM
Giris
Eyytbi Devleti, XII. yiizyilin son ¢eyreginden XIII. ylizyilin ortasina kadar Misir, Suriye, Filistin,
Urdiin, Liibnan, el-Cezire’nin onemli bir boliimii ve Yemen’de hiikiim siiren bliylik bir devlettir.
Franklarin Islam diinyasini tehdit ettigi bir donemde kurulan Eyytbi Devleti’nin hékimiyeti altinda
bulunan bélgeler Ugiincii, Besinci, Altinci ve Yedinci Hacli seferlerinin ilk hedefi olmustur. Bu nedenle

Eyytbiler dénemi, Ortagag Islam diinyasmin siyasi, askeri ve diplomatik tarihinde kritik bir &neme
sahiptir.

Seldhaddin-i Eyylbi’nin liderliginde Haglilara kars1 kazanilan zaferler ve 6zellikle Kudiis’iin
fethiyle zirveye ulasan Eyyibi hanedaninin basarisi, yalnizca Selahaddin’in kisisel meziyetlerine degil,
ayn1 zamanda hanedan mensuplarinin ¢abalarina da dayanmaktaydi. Bu baglamda, Seldhaddin’in
kardesi Ebi Bekr Seyfiiddin el-Melikii’l-Adil Muhammed b. Eyytib b. Sadi’nin (1200-1218) rolii, hem
Selahaddin déneminde Franklarla miicadeledeki basarilarda hem de saltanati doneminde hanedanin
devamliligim saglamada kritik bir 6neme sahiptir.

el-Melikii’l-Adil, Eyyabi Devleti’nin kurucusu ve agabeyi Selahaddin-i Eyytbi’nin siyasi
kariyerinin ilk donemlerinden itibaren énemli sorumluluklar iistlenmistir. Amcast Esediiddin Sirkuh
onciiliigiinde 1169°da gergeklesen son Misir seferine katilan el-Melikii’l-Adil, Selahaddin’in Fatimi
halifesinin veziri olarak atanmasinda ve akabinde Selahaddin’i devirmek amaciyla yapilan darbe
girisimlerinin bastirilmasinda da énemli bir rol oynamistir (Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s. 64-65; Ibn Seddad,
1375, s. 89-90). Fatimi taraftarlarinin Misir’da gerceklestirdigi isyanlar basarili bir sekilde piiskiirten
el-Melikii’l-Adil, Selahaddin’in 570/1174’te Suriye’ye gitmesi iizerine Misir naibi olarak ona vekalet
etmistir. Eyylibl Devleti’nin kurulus donemlerinde sergiledigi giiclii yonetimle Misir’da istikrar
korurken, hutbede Abbasi halifesinin ve Selahaddin’in isminden hemen sonra el-Melikii’l-Adil’in ismi
zikredilmistir (Eddé, 2011, s. 121).

Giiglii bir devlet adami ve mahir bir diplomasi uzmani olarak kendisine verilen gorevleri basariyla
yiiriiten el-Melikii’l-Adil, Selahaddin’in giivenini kazanmus, sultan ona damismadan onemli bir ise
girismemistir. Selahaddin’in, 1186’da Harran’daki siddetli hastaligi esnasinda iilkesinin idaresini
yeniden tanzim ettigi ve her ogluna belirli bir bolgeyi verdigi vasiyetinde ¢ocuklarinin tamamina el-
Melikii’l-Adil’i vasi olarak tayin etmesi, ona duydugu giivenin gii¢lii bir kanitidir (Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004,
s. 172-173; Humphreys, 1977, s. 122-123).

Sultan Seldhaddin’in 1193’teki vefati esnasinda Cezire ve Urdiin’de dagmmik ve genis bir
cografyaya hiikkmeden el-Melikii’l-Adil, Cezire’de hakimiyet alanim genislettikten sonra Suriye ve
Misir’da niifuzunu arttirmigtir. Bu sirada Selahaddin’in ogullar1 arasinda bas gosteren rekabeti
diplomatik hamlelerle kullanarak genis bir faaliyet alan1 elde etmis, yegenlerinin iktidar miicadelesinde
belirleyici bir rol oynamustir (ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 19-20; Gibb, 1969, s. 695). Eyyiibi Devleti’ni
etkin bir bicimde yonetebilecek deneyime, prestije, idari ve askeri yeteneklere sahip bir lider olan el-
Melikii’l-Adil’in 1200 yilinda tahta gegmesi sonucunda Misir, Biladiissam ve Cezire’de el-Melikii’l-
Adil adma hutbe okunup para basilirken Selahaddin’in vefatindan sonra dagilan siyasi birlik uzun bir
aradan sonra yeniden tesis edilmigtir (Ibnﬁ’l—CeVZi, 2013, s.217-218; Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 110-11 1).

Amag

Bu caligmanin temel amaci, Eyytibi Devleti’nin 6nemli hiikiimdarlarindan el-Melikii’l-Adil’in
Franklarla iliskilerinin evrimini kapsamli bir sekilde analiz etmektir. Arastirma, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in
Franklara kars: izledigi politikalar1 iki temel donem iizerinden incelemektedir: ilk olarak Selahaddin
doneminde (1169-1193) Misir naibi sifatiyla Franklara kars1 verdigi miicadelede iistlendigi askerd,
lojistik ve diplomatik roller degerlendirilmekte; ikinci olarak kendi saltanati doneminde (1200-1218)
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benimsedigi daha ihtiyathh ve diplomasi agirlikli politika, donemin sartlar1 ve devletin ihtiyaglar
¢ercevesinde analiz edilmektedir.

Yontem

Calismada karsilastirmali tarihsel analiz yontemi kullanilmistir. imAdeddin el-Isfahani, Ibn
Seddad, Ibnii’l-Esir, Ibn Vasil ve Eb Same el-Makdisi gibi Eyy(bi déneminin énemli tarihgilerinin
eserlerinden elde edilen veriler incelenerek giivenilir bir tarihsel anlat1 olusturulmustur. Ayrica Richard
Lionheart ile yapilan miizakerelere dair Bat1 kaynaklarindaki bilgiler de degerlendirilerek ¢ok yonlii bir
yaklasim benimsenmistir. Bu metodolojik yaklasim sayesinde Eyylbi tarihinin temel kaynaklarindaki
malumat Bat1 kaynaklarindaki bilgilerle mukayese edilmistir.

Bulgular
el-Melikii'l-Adil’in Selihaddin Déneminde Franklarla iliskilerdeki Rolii

Sultan Seldhaddin, siyasi birligi sagladiktan sonra Franklara karsi genis capli bir cihad hareketi
baslatmust1. el-Melikii’l-Adil, Misir’m imkanlarin1 da kullanarak agabeyi Selihaddin’in Franklara kars
verdigi miicadeleye askeri, lojistik ve diplomatik katkilar sunarak kazanilan zaferlerde etkin bir rol
oynamistir.

Selahaddin, 1179 yilinda el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Misir’dan Dimask’a génderdigi 1500 kisilik siivari
birligi ile Franklar tarafindan Miisliiman kervanlarin1 durdurmak amaciyla stratejik bir noktada kurulan
Beytii’l-Ahzan (Le Cahstellet) kalesini yikmistir (Kennedy, 1994, s. 106). Dimagk’a bir giinliik
mesafede kurulan miistahkem Beytii’l-Ahzan kalesinin yikilmasiyla Dimask ve gevresi buradan

yonelecek muhtemel bir Hagli saldirisindan korunurken, Dimagk, Safed ve Taberiye yollarinin giivenligi
saglanmistir (Ibn Kesir, 2010, s. 288; Hillebrand, 2005, s. 499).

1182 yilinda Selahaddin onciiliigiinde baslayan Beyrut kusatmasinda el-Melikii’l-Adil,
Iskenderiye’den gonderdigi donanma ile kritik bir rol oynamustir. el-Melikii’l-Adil’in génderdigi kirk
par¢adan miitesekkil donanma Beyrut’u denizden kusatirken Selahaddin segkin bir siivari birligiyle
karadan hizli bir saldir1 baglatarak ¢ok sayida ganimet elde etmistir. Donanmasim1 Seldhaddin’in
yardimia gonderen el-Melikii’l-Adil, askerleriyle birlikte Misir’dan ayrilarak Hagl topraklarina girmis
ve muhtemel saldirilarin1 dnlemek icin harekat alanlarini daraltmistir (ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s. 112).

1183 yilinda Kerek-Sevbek Prinkepsi Reynald de Chatillon’a karsi Kizildeniz’de kazanilan
zaferde el-Melikii’l-Adil’in biiyiik bir pay1 vardir. Reynald’m Kizildeniz’deki faaliyetlerini 6grenen el-
Melikii’l-Adil, Hiisimeddin Lii’lii komutasinda bir filoyu Kizildeniz’e sevk etmistir (Karakus, 2022, s.
63). Hiisameddin Lii’li komutasindaki gemiler, diisman gemilerini Hicaz aciklarinda yendikten sonra
karaya ¢ikarak kagmaya calisan diisman askerlerinin tamamini esir almis, esirler bu deniz yolunun
diisman tarafindan bilinmesini engellemek amaciyla oldiiriilmiislerdir. (. Sevval 578/Subat 1183’te
kazanilan bu zaferle Kizildeniz ticaret yolu ve Hicaz’in giivenligi saglanirken zaferden ziyadesiyle
memnun kalan Seldhaddin, el-Melikii’l-Adil’e gonderdigi bir mektupla onun bu basarisim tebrik
etmistir (Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s. 117-118; Ebi Same, 2002a, s. 88-90; Sesen, 2000, s. 108; Lyons &
Jackson, 2006, s. 226-228).

el-Melikii’l-Adil, Selahaddin’in Haglilara karsi kazandigi Hittin zaferinde ve akabinde
gergceklesen Kudiis fethinde de Onemli sorumluluklar dstlenmistir. 1187°de Taberiye Golii’niin
dogusundaki Hittin Ovasi’nda Franklarla yapilan savasa Misir’dan gonderdigi seckin bir siivari birligi
ile destek veren el-Melikii’l-Adil, zaferin hemen akabinde yeni fetihlere katilmak icin ordusunun
basinda Misir’dan ayrilarak gilineye dogru ilerledi. el-Aris giizergahin1 takip ederek Remle’nin
Kuzeydogusu’nda bulunan Mecdelyéaba’y1 ve Yafa’y1 fethettiten sonra Selahaddin’le birlikte yeni bir
fetih hareketine girigti. Remle, Yiibna, Beytiilahm ve Halil/Hebron kaleleri kisa siire iginde ele gecirildi.
Askalan ve diger bazi kalelerin de alinmasiyla Kudiis Hagli Kralligi’nin sahilde Sur’dan (Tyre) baska
varlig1 kalmamisti (el-Isfahani, 2004, s. 83-84; Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s. 150-154).
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Sultan Selahaddin Sir’u da fethetmek niyetindeydi. Ne var ki Akdeniz’in kiyisindaki bu antik
liman sehri son derece korunakli surlarla ¢evrelenmisti. Selahaddin kisa bir kusatmadan sonra el-
Melikii’l-Adil’in tavsiyesiyle kusatmay1 kaldirarak Kudiis’e yoneldi. imadeddin el-isfahani’nin, Sungur
el-Halebi’ye dayandirarak aktardigi bir rivayet el-Melikii’l-Adil’in, Selahaddin’i Kudiis’iin fethine
tesvik ederken hangi argiimanlar kullandig1 noktasinda aydinlatici bilgiler icermektedir. Buna gore el-
Melikii’l-Adil, Hama’da baz tarihgilerle sohbet ederken Seldhaddin’i Kudiis’iin fethine nasil tesvik
ettigini su sozlerle ifade etmisti: "Biliyorsun ki kronik kulung hastaligin var. Eger bu gece hastaligin
niiksederse ve bundan dolayi vefat edersen Beytiilmakdis kdfirlerin elinde rehin kalacak. Onu fethetmeye
gayret et ve Allah’in sana verdigi nimetlerin siikriinii hakkiyla eda et”. Bunun {lizerine Sultan, "Senin
tavsiyeni uygulayacagim.”" diyerek Kudiis’iin fethine yonelmistir (Bundari, 2004, s. 390-391). Nihai
hedefi Kudiis’ii fethetmek olan Seldhaddin, kendisini bu amacina ulastiracak motivasyonu erken bir
tarihten itibaren elde etmisti. Dolayistyla el-Melikii’l-Adil’in bu tavsiyesini Sir kusatmasindan dolay1
yipranan ordunun Kudiis’ii fethetmesinin tehlikeye girebilecegi, bu nedenle Kudiis’ii bir an 6nce
fethetmenin daha acil bir vazife oldugu noktasinda degerlendirebiliriz.

Hittin zaferi ve akabinde gergeklesen fetihlerden sonra Kudiis™ii kusatan Seldhaddin’in basarili
olabilmesi i¢in Haglilarin karadan ve denizden kusatmayi yarabilecek yardimlarini engellemesi
gerekiyordu. Denizden gelecek yardimlari engelleme vazifesini iistlenen el-Melikii’l-Adil, Hiisameddin
L'’ komutasindaki Misir donanmasini yola g¢ikararak Kudiis sahillerine ¢ikmaya calisgan Hach
gemilerini engelledi. Karadan da umduklar1 yardimi alamayan Franklar Kudiis’ii eman karsiliginda
teslim etmek zorunda kaldilar. Mira¢ kandiline denk gelen 2 Ekim 1187 Cuma giinii gerceklesen
Kudiis’iin fethinde (Karakus, 2021, s. 41) el-Melikii’l-Adil’in 6nemli bir rolii olmustur. Nitekim el-
Isfahani, Kudiis’iin fethini anlattigi boliimde Kudiis’iin fethinin ancak en-Nasir Selahaddin ile el-
Melikii’l-Adil Seyfeddin’in samimi gayretleri sonucunda miimkiin olabildigini séylemektedir (Bundari,
2004, s. 391).

el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Uciincii Hach Seferi’nde Askeri ve Diplomatik Rolii

Sultan Selahaddin doneminde el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Haglilara kars1 askeri ve diplomatik sahada
aktif olarak sorumluluk {istlendigi en énemli hadise Ugiincii Hagl Seferi’dir. Selahaddin’in 1187°de
Hittin Ovasi’nda Franklara kars1 kazandig1 zafer ve akabinde Kudiis’ii fethetmesi Bati’da muazzam bir
tepki meydana getirmis, papanin énciiliigiinde bagnaz dini motiflerle desteklenen Ugiincii Haghi Seferi
organize edilmistir. Islam diinyasindan umdugu destegi alamadig1 halde 100.000’i askin Hagli ordusu
karsisinda var giiciiyle direnen Selahaddin, 2 Eyliil 1192°de Ingiltere krali Richard ile yapilan bes yillik
barig antlagmasiyla Kudiis’ii elinde tutmay1 basarmistir (Demirkent, 1996, s. 537; Falk, 2010, s. 150;
Karakus, 2023, s. 728).

el-Melikii’I-Adil, Ugiincii Hagli Seferi’nin seyrini degistiren ve yaklasik iki sene siiren Akka
miidafaasinda kritik bir rol oynamustir. el-Melikii’l-Adil, Akka’y1 yogun takviye gii¢lerle denizden ve
karadan kusatan Frank birliklerine karsi sehri amansizca savunan Seldhaddin’in talebi {izerine Ekim
1189 tarihinde Misir ordusunun baginda Akka onlerine geldi. Sudanlilar ve Kiptilerden olusan piyade
bir birligin yam sira Misir’dan getirdigi erzak ve silahlarla ordunun moralini takviye eden el-Melikii’l-
Adil’in gelisinden kisa bir siire sonra Hiisimeddin Lu’lu’ komutasinda elli kadirgahik bir Misir
donanmasi daha geldi. Bu donanma Akka’ya siirekli saldirilar diizenleyen Frank gemilerini sahilden
uzaklagtirarak sehrin nefes almasimi sagladi. Seldhaddin, bu donanma sayesinde Akka’ya erzak,
mithimmat ve muharip askerler sokarak miidafaay1 giiclendirdi (EbG Same, 2002a, s. 61; Ibn Vasil,
1960-2004, s. 305-306; Sesen, 2000, s. 148-149; Eddé, 2011, s. 248).

Ugiincii Hagli Seferi esnasinda Haglilar tarafindan yapilan saldirilarin piiskiirtiilmesinde kritik bir
rol oynayan el-Melikii’l-Adil’in asil basarisi, seferi sona erdiren miizakerelerde sergiledigi diplomaside
yatmaktadir. Haglhilarin Kudiis’ii ele gecirmeye yonelik yaptifi tesebbiislerin basarisizlikla
sonuclanmasi ve Ingiltere’nin i¢ savasa dogru gitmesi iizerine Richard, Sultan Selahaddin ile bir baris
antlagmas1 yapmak zorunda kalmisti. Stirekli takviye alan Hagl birlikleri karsisinda fazlastyla yipranan
ordunun giderek zayif diigmesi ve savast daha uzun bir siire siirdiirecek imkanlarin tiikenmesi nedeniyle
Seldhaddin de bdyle bir antlasmaya sicak bakiyordu. 1191 yilinin sonbaharinda baglayan miizakerelerde
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Richard’la miizakereleri Selahaddin’in temsilcisi sifatiyla el-Melikii’l-Adil iistlendi. Yetenekli bir
diplomat olan el-Melikii’l-Adil, bazen Richard’in elgileriyle bazen de Montferrat’l1 Conrad’in elgileriyle
bir araya gelerek, Richard ile Conrad arasindaki ihtilaftan yararlanarak basarili bir diplomasi yiirtittii.
Richard, Kudiis’ii, Urdiin’{in Batisi’ndaki topraklart ve Hz. Isa’nin g¢armiha gerildigine inandiklart
Gergek Hag’i (True Cross) talep ediyordu. Buna mukabil Selahaddin, basta Kudiis olmak iizere
Miisliimanlarin elinde bulunan topraklarin higbir sekilde miizakere konusu olamayacagini belirtiyordu
(Edde¢, 2011, s. 263; Folda, 2005, s. 39).

Bu miizakerelerin en ilging konularidan biri Richard’in el-Melikii’l-Adil’e kiz kardesi Joanna
ile evlenmesini teklif etmesiydi. Buna gore yeni evliler Frank garnizonlarmin giremeyecegi Kudiis’te
yasayacak, hem Miislimanlarim hem Franklarin sahil bolgesinde bulunan topraklari evlenen cifte
verilirken, Franklara ait yerler Richard tarafindan Joanaa’ya, Miisliimanlara ait olanlar ise Selahaddin
tarafindan el-Melikii’l-Adil’e verilecekti (ibn Seddad, 1375, s. 303). Ger¢ek Hag Franklara iade
edilirken iki tarafin elindeki mahkGimlar serbest birakilacakti. Boylece ortaya ¢ikan yeni krallik
Selahaddin’in hakimiyeti altinda, el-Melikii’l-Adil tarafindan yonetilecekti. Selahaddin, el-Melikii’l-
Adil’in olumlu karsiladigi bu teklifi, Richard’in, zaman kazanmaya matuf bir hamlesi olarak
yaklagmigsa da kabul etmisti. Daha sonra Richard Selahaddin’e gonderdigi bir haberde "Hristiyanlar,
Papa’ya danismadan kiz kardesimi bir Miisliimanla eviendirmemi kabul etmedikleri icin papaya bir el¢i
goénderip onun goriisiinii alacagim, sayet izin verirse bu evlilik gerceklesecek, izin vermezse kiz
kardesimin kizini el-Melikii’I-Adil’e verecegim. Kiz kardesim Joanna’min kizi bakire oldugu igin
papanin iznini almak zorunda degilim." demistir (Ibn Seddad, 1375, s. 305-307). Fakat Selahaddin daha
once miizakere edildigi gibi el-Melikii’l-Adil’in kralin kiz kardesiyle evlenmesine miisaade
edilebilecegini, kralin yegeniyle evliligini ise kabul etmeyecegini bildirerek bu teklifi reddetmistir (el-
Isfahani, 2004, s. 394-395; Ibn Seddad, 1375, s. 307; Sesen, 2000, s. 189-190; Eddé, 2011, s. 264).
Bunun iizerine Richard, kiz kardesiyle evlenmesi igin el-Melikii'l-Adil'e Hristiyanliga gecmesini
onermis; fakat gergeklesme olasiligi bulunmayan bu teklif el-Melikii'l-Adil tarafindan reddedilmistir.
(Lyons & Jackson, 2006, s. 416; Sesen, 2000, s. 190; Abu-Munshar, 2016, s. 180). Boylece baris
miizakerelerinin odak noktasini teskil edebilecek bu evlilik gerceklesmemistir.

el-Melikii’l-Adil’le Joanna’nin evliligi gerceklesmeyince sulh miizakereleri bir siireligine
kesintiye ugramis, daha sonra belirli araliklarla yeniden devam etmistir. Miizakereler devam ederken
taraflar birbirini istedikleri yonde bir antlasmaya zorlamak i¢in ¢arpismalara ve gii¢ gosterilerine devam
etmislerdir. Nihayet 1 Eyliil 1192°de 3 y1l 8 ay siireyle karada ve denizde gecerli bir antlasma imzalandi.
Antlagmayla Kudiis Miislimanlarin elinde kalirken, Haclilarin elindeki topraklarin 6nemli bir kism1 geri
alind1 (Sesen, 2000, s. 210-211; Eddé, 2011, s. 268-269).

Kudiis’ii ele geciremeyen Hacllar acisindan basarisizlikla sonuglanan Ugiincii Hagli Seferi,
Sultan Selahaddin’in olaganiistii miicadele azmini ve kararliligini tescil ettigi gibi el-Melikii’l-Adil’in
diplomasi alanindaki basarisini da ortaya koymustur. el-Melikii’l-Adil, Ekim 1191°de baslayip yaklasik
1 y1l stiren ve psikolojik harp unsurlarinin yogun olarak kullanildig1 miizakerelerde agabeyi Selahaddin’i
en iyi sekilde temsil etmis, Richard’in giivenini ve saygisim1 kazanmustir. ibn Seddad, Ekim 1191°de el-
Melikii’l-Adil’in elgisiyle goriisen Richard’in el-Melikii’l-Adil’den "kardesim ve dostum" diye
bahsettigini belirtir (Ibn Seddad, 1375, s. 290). Richard’la birlikte Ugiincii Hacli Seferi’ne katilan
Ambroise, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in bu miizakerelerdeki roliinden bahsederken Richard’in cesaretinden
dolay1 el-Melikii’l-Adil’e biiyiik bir saygi duydugunu, Sultan Selahaddin’e yaptig: teklifleri el-Melikii’l-
Adil vasitastyla sundugunu, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in, miizakerelerin yonetilmesi ve bir antlasma metninin
ortaya ¢ikmasi i¢in biiylik bir ¢aba sarf ettigini belirtmektedir (Ambroise, 2003, s. 186).

Ugiincii Hagli Seferi’nde basarili bir diplomasi yiiriiten el-Melikii’l-Adil, 1192°de agabeyi
Seldhaddin ile el-Melikii’l-Mansir bin Takiyyiiddin arasinda ortaya ¢ikan anlagsmazligi ¢ozerek siyasi
ve askeri maharetini bir kez daha ispatladi. Sultan Selahaddin ayn1 yil, Urdiin ve Cezire gibi iki stratejik
bolgeyi basarilarin1 ve hizmetlerini takdir ettigi kardesi el-Melikii’l-Adil’e verdi (Gibb, 1986, s. 197).

Saltanati Déneminde Franklarla Iliskileri
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el-Melikii’l-Adil, Seldhaddin déneminde Franklarla yapilan savaslara sundugu askerd, finansal ve
diplomatik katkilarla kazanilan bagarilarda 6nemli bir paya sahipti. Ne var ki bu savaslarin yol actig1
yikim ve tahribatlar1 da bizzat gbzlemlemis biri olarak Franklarla iliskilerinde Selahaddin’e nispeten
daha ihtiyath bir politika benimsemisti. Devletin ekonomik agidan gii¢lii olmasini ve istikrarli bir sekilde
yonetilmesini 6nemseyen el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Franklarla iliskilerde diplomasiyi oncelemesi 6nceki
deneyimlerine dayanan bilingli bir politika idi. Selahaddin doneminde yapilan savaslarin hazineye
getirdigi agir yiikiin neden oldugu siyasi ve mali sikintilar1 yasayan el-Melikii’l-Adil, Selahaddin’in
Franklar karsisinda kazandigi parlak zaferlerin Ugiincii Hagl Seferi’ndeki gibi kapsamli saldirilart
tetikledigini de gormiistii. Ugiincii Hagli Seferi esnasinda yillarca siiren savaslar sadece maddi kayiplara
yol agmamig, Akka’nin diismesi ve akabinde Miisliimanlarin maruz kaldig: katliam, savasan emirlerin
ve askerlerin moralini de bozmustu. Aym sikintilar1 yasamak istemeyen el-Melikii’l-Adil, Franklara
kars1 yeni bir savas baglatarak devletini zayiflatmak istemiyordu (Humphreys, 1977, s. 132-133;
Asbridge, 2010, s. 712; Kuseu, 2013, s. 15; Karakas, 2016, s. 9).

Diger yandan Seldhaddin doneminde ciddi darbeler yiyen Franklar eskisi kadar giiclii degillerdi.
Ozellikle Giiney’deki varhiklarin1 6nemli 6lgiide yitiren Franklarm lokal giiglerinden ziyade,
Avrupa’dan gelecek yeni bir Hagli seferi daha ciddi bir tehdit olusturuyordu. Tipki Seldhaddin gibi el-
Melikii’l-Adil de Misir’in giivenligini ¢ok énemsiyordu. Zira Kudiis’ii ele gegirmek isteyen Haglilarmn
once Misir’a ardindan Kudiis’e saldirmalari kuvvetle muhtemel idi. Bu nedenle el-Melikii’l-Adil
Misir’in giivenliginden sorumlu birlikleri 6zenle koruyor, acil bir ihtiya¢ olugmadigi siirece onlarin
durumunda herhangi bir degisiklige gitmiyordu.

1197-1198 yillan1 arasinda, Dogu'daki Franklar ile Miislimanlar arasindaki barist siirdiirme
gayretlerine karsin, Alman Imparatoru VI. Heinrich tarafindan organize ve finanse edilen bir Hagl seferi
icra edilmisti. Dogu’ya ii¢ grup halinde intikal eden Hagli kuvvetleri, Eyytbi topraklarinda énemli
tahribatlar meydana getirmisti. Bu kuvvetler, kutsal mekanlardan ziyade liman kentleri ve stratejik
konumdaki bolgelere yonelmislerdi. Ancak VI. Heinrich, birliklerini Dogu'ya sevk etmesine ragmen
bizzat planladig1 sefere katilacak kadar uzun yagamamig, onun ve kisa bir siire sonra Kudiis-Akka
kralimin vefatiyla birlikte, bu Hacli seferi Eyytibi ordusu karsisinda basarisizliga ugramist1 (Karakas,
2023, s. 109). Bu sefer esnasinda kritik bir rol iistlenen el-Melikii’l-Adil, Yafa’y1 fethine ragmen
Haglilar karsisinda agirlikli olarak defansif bir strateji benimsemistir. 1198’de, el-Adil ile yakin
zamanda Kibris ve Kudiis krali olarak tag giyen Lusignan’li Amalric arasinda varilan antlagsmaya gore
el-Adil Yafa'y1 elinde tutacak ancak buray: tahkim edemeyecekti. Beyrit ise herhangi bir kisitlama
olmaksizin Franklarin elinde kalacakti. Sayda’ya gelince, gelirleri iki taraf arasinda esit sekilde
béliisiilecekti. Bu anlasma acik¢a Franklarim lehine goriinmesine ragmen, el-Adil’in hayati énem tastyan
kutsal mekanlardan higbirini, i¢ bolgelerdeki 6nemli bir kavsagi veya stratejik bir noktay1 teslim
etmedigi belirtilmelidir (Humphreys, 1977, s.108; Karakag, 2023, s. 109.

Yeni bir Hagli istilasini tetiklemek istemeyen el-Melikii’l-Adil’in bu tutumunu, 1205 yilinda
Franklarla yapilan antlasmadan gorebiliriz. Dérdiincii Hagli Seferi’ne katilip Istanbul yerine Akka’ya
gelen bir grup Hagl, Urdiin vadisindeki koyleri yagmalamaya baslamisti. el-Melikii’l-Adil Misir ve
Suriye birliklerinden olusan ordusunun basinda Tur daginin giineyine yonelerek yeni baskinlarin 6niinii
kesmeye ¢alismis, buna ragmen bir Frank birligi Akka’dan ayrilarak Taberiyye’yi Nasira’ya baglayan
yolun iizerindeki bir koyii yagmalamusti (ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 201). el-Melikii’l-Adil koyiin
sakinlerini esir alan Franklara saldirmak yerine onlarla miizakereler yaparak alt1 y1l gegerli olacak bir
antlagma yapti. Antlagsmaya goére Yafa ve Néasira Franklara birakilirken 1198’de yapilan anlasmada
degisiklige gidilerek Remle, Lad ve Sayda’nin gelirleri de onlara terk ediliyordu (Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s.
291; Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 201; Sesen, 2007, s. 68). Frank yagmacilara bir saldir1 diizenleyip onlar1
maglup etme imkanina sahip iken el-Melikii’l-Adil’in boyle bir antlasma yapmasinin nedenlerinden biri
Dérdiincii Hagli Seferi’nin yoniinii Filistin’e ¢ekmek istememesi, digeri ise donanmasinin zayif olmasi
olmalidir. Stratejik bir liman kenti olan Yafa’y1 Franklardan gelebilecek saldirilara karsi ancak giiglii
bir donanmayla koruyabileceginin farkinda olan el-Melikii’l-Adil Yafa’y1 koruyabilecek kapasitede bir
donanmaya sahip degildi (Sesen, 2007, s. 68; Humphreys, 1977, s. 134). Yine de Kudiis’e karsi
diizenlenecek bir Hacl seferi igin ideal bir iis olan Yafa’nin Franklara teslim edilmesi 6nemli bir taviz
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olarak degerlendirilebilir. Hristiyan niifusun ¢ogunlukta oldugu Nasira’nin ise tahkim edilmeden
Franklara teslim edilmesi Yafa’nin teslimi Ol¢iisiinde agir bir kayip teskil etmemistir. (Humphreys,
1977, s. 134).

el-Melikii’l-Adil déneminde Franklarla yasanan ¢arpismalar daha ziyade Hama ve Humus
sahipleriyle Hisnii’l-Ekrad (Le Crac des Chevaliers) kalesini iis olarak kullanan Hospitalier sovalyeleri
ve Antakya prensi IV. Bohemond arasinda vuku bulmustur. el-Melikii’l-Adil Halep sahibi el-Melikii’l
Zahir’in yogun olarak miidahil oldugu bu carpigmalardan yalnizca birine aktif bir bicimde katilmustir:
Nisan 1207 yilinda Trablus ve Krak des Chevaliers’den yonelen Frank baskinlarimi durdurmak ve
Franklar cezalandirmak amaciyla aralarinda Hama, Humus ve Baalbek sahiplerinin de bulundugu genis
capl bir orduyla Krak des Chevaliers’i kusatti. Bu kugsatmadan arzuladig1 sonucu alamayan el-Melikii’l-
Adil, Trablus yolu iizerinde bulunan el-Kuleyat Kalesi’ni ele gecirdikten sonra Trablus’u kusatt1. Uzun
siiren kusatmadan sonug almamamasi ve askerlerinin direncinin kirtlmas: iizerine el-Melikii’l-Adil,
Temmuz ayinda kusatmay1 kaldirma karari aldi (Ibnii’1-Esir, 2003, s. 341-342). Kusatmay1 kaldirmadan
once Franklarla antlasma yapan el-Melikii’l-Adil, bir miktar tazminat alip 300 Miisliiman mahkimu geri
aldiktan sonra Dimask’a déndii (Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 172-173; Ebii’l-Fid4, t.y., s. 135; Gibb, 1969,
s. 697; Humphreys, 1977, s. 135).

el-Melikii’l-Adil, Franklarla yapilan antlasmalarin sonucunda olusan istikrar1 degerlendirerek
Dimagk ve Kudiis’iin savunmasim takviye etti. Bu baglamda Celile’nin idaresini giiglendirmek ve
Franklarin Nasira tiizerinden bolgeye miidahalesini 6nlemek amaciyla el-Melikii’l-Muazzam’in
sorumlulugunda Thr Dag: lizerindeki kaleyi yeniden insa etti (Raphael, 2010, s. 17;Karakas, 2023, s.
113). el-Melikii’l-Adil, bir yandan ekonomik biiyiimeyi hizlandirip ordunun savas giiciinii takviye etmek
diger yandan yeni bir Hacli seferine destek vermelerini engellemek amaciyla Venedik, Cenova ve Pisa
gibi Italyan sehir-devletleriyle ticari iligkilerini siirdiirdii. Donanma i¢in kereste ve gemi malzemesi gibi
hammaddeler ile silah yapiminda ve para basiminda kullanilmak iizere demir, bakir ve giimiis gibi
metaller bu devletlerden temin edilirken karsiliginda baharat, parfiim, ipek, fildisi, pamuk, boya, sap,
seker ve miicevher gibi liikks iriinler ihrag¢ ediliyordu (Karakus, 2023, s. 75). Bu donemde yenilenen
ticarl antlagsmalarla vergiler, mal, hizmet ve nakliyat glivenliginin yan1 sira tiiccarlarin giivenligi ve
haklar1 da gilivence altina alinmist1 (Ehrenkreutz, 1955, s. 105; Sesen, 2000, s. 351; Eddé, 2007, s. 198).

Besinci Hach Seferi’nin Baslamasi ve el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Vefat:

Iskenderiye’deki tiiccarlarin 1216°da Akka’ya topluca go¢ etmeleri, yaklagmakta olan yeni bir
Hagcli seferinin habercisi idi. Bu durum yeni bir Hagh seferini engellemek igin diplomasiyi 6nceleyen
ve Franklara kars1 ihtiyath tutumunu elden birakmayan el-Melikii’l-Adil’in korktugu seyin gergeklestigi
anlamina geliyordu. O sirada Misir’da bulunan el-Melikii’l-Adil, Haglilar Akka’da toplanip 1217°de
Dogu’ya dogru harekete geginceye kadar Misir’dan ayrilmadi. Haglilarin harekete gegtigini 6grenince
kuvvetlerinin biiylik bir boliimiinii oglu el-Melikii’l-Kamil’in yaninda birakip birka¢ bin kisiden
meydana gelen bir birlikle el-Melikii’l- Muazzam’mn yardimina gitti. Haglilardan 6nce Celile’ye varmak
isteyen el-Melikii’l-Adil bunun miimkn olmadigmi goriince onlar1 Beysan’da karsilamaya karar verdi.
el-Melikii’l-Adil 15.000 siivariden olusan Haglilarin kalabalik oldugunu goriince savasmadan ¢ekilmek
zorunda kald1. Bunun iizerine Beysan’1 {i¢ giin boyunca yagmalayan Haglilar Urdiin’e dogru ilerlediler
(Ibnii’I-Cevzi, 2013, s. 217-218). Oglu Melik Muazzam’1 Kudiis’ii korumak amaciyla Nablus’taki
kuvvetlerin basina gonderen el-Melikii’l-Adil ise Aclun’a dogru hareket etti. Daha sonra Haglilarin
muhtemel bir saldirisa karsi Dimask’1 korumak amaciyla Merciissaffer’de karargah kurdu (Ibnii’l-
Esir, 2003, s. 374; Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 255-256).

1217-1218 kis mevsimi Eyytbiler agisindan oldukga sikintili gegmis, ayni anda birkag cepheye
kars1 miicadele etmek zorunda kalmislardi. Haglilarin Dimyat’1 kusattigmi 6grenen el-Melikii’l-Adil
Misir birliklerini Misir’a geri gonderirken el-Melikii’l-Muazzam’a, Franklarin ele gecirme ihtimaline
kars1 Tar Dagi’ndaki kaleyi yikma talimati verdi (Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s. 375; Ibnii’I-Cevzi, 2013, s. 227).
Ote yandan savunmay1 takviye etmek amaciyla harekete gegen Melik Esref, Franklarm Dimyat’a
yogunlagmalarimi 6nlemek amaciyla Safita/Chastel Blanc ve Crac des Chevaliers kalelerine baskin
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diizenledi (Ibnii’l-Cevzi, 2013, s. 227). Bu arada Haleb’te Melik Zahir’in vefatindan sonra yerine gegen
kiigiik oglu el-Melikii’l-Aziz Muhammed’e muhalefet eden bir grup, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Haglilarla
miicadelesini firsat bilerek el-Melikii’l-Efdal ve Selguklu sultan: I. Izzeddin Keykavus’la miizakerelere
baglamiglardi. Haleb ve Cezire topraklarini paylasmak {izere ittifak kuran Keykavus’la el-Melikii’l-
Efdal Haziran 1218’de Haleb’in kuzeyine saldirarak Ra’ban ve Tell Besir’i ele gecirdiler. Fakat
Keykavus el-Melikii’l-Efdal ‘le yapilan antlasmaya aykir1 olarak ele gegirilen yerlerin tamamim elinde
tutunca el-Melikii’l-Efdal seferden ayrildi. Keykavus’un saldirilara devam etmesi iizerine el-Melikii’l-
Aziz’in atabeyi Sihdbeddin Tugrul, el-Melikii’l-Adil’den yardim istedi. Bunun iizerine el-Melikii’l-
Adil’in talimatiyla el-Melikii’l-Esref, Frank kalelerini kusatmay:1 birakarak Haleb’e yoneldi ve
Rebiiilahir/Temmuz ayinda Keykavus’un Oncii birlikleriyle Menbic’te karsilasti. Burada yenilgiye
ugrayan Selcuklu giicleri geri ¢ekilirken daha fazla ilerlemenin miimkiin olmadigin1 anlayan Keykavus
Anadolu’ya geri donmek zorunda kaldi. Keykavus’un zapt ettigi yerleri geri alan el-Melikii’l- Esref ise
Haleb’in yonetimini sadakatini ispatlayan Sihdbeddin Tugrul’a devrederken isyan eden emirleri Misir’a
el-Melikii’l-Kamil’in yanina gonderdi (ibnii’l-Cevzi, 2013, s. 227-228; Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 267-
270; Ebii’l-Fida, t.y., s. 148-149; Gibb, 1969, s. 699; Kaya, 2006, s. 170).

Akka’da toplanan Haglilar yaptiklan istisareler sonucunda Misir’a saldirma karar1 almislardi.
Misir limanlarini iggal ederek Suriye ve Filistin’i kismen veya tamamen almak i¢in bir pazarlik kozu
olarak kullanmayi diisiinen Haglilar bu amagla Dimyat’a yoneldiler (ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 258;
Cahen, 2010, s. 262). Nil nehrinin agzinda kurulan Dimyat Akdeniz’e a¢ilan eski ve stratejik bir limandi.
Avrupali tliccarlara Misir’a ticaret erisimi saglayan bu liman ayni1 zamanda Akdeniz iizerinden
Kahire’ye yapilacak muhtemel bir saldir1 i¢in de ilk durakti. Bu nedenle Haglilar "Misir’in anahtar1”
olarak gordiikleri Dimyat’a saldirdilar (Cahen, 2010, s. 262; Cassidy-Welch, 2014, s. 346). 24 Agustos
1218’de Dimyat’in kilit noktas1 olan Silsile Burcu’nu ele gecirdiler (Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003, s. 375-376;
Sesen, 2007, s. 78; Oflaz, 2019, s. 288).

Misir’dan gelen haberler iizerine Merciissiiffer’den ayrilarak Alikin’de karargahimi kuran el-
Melikii’l-Adil ise Dimyat’1n kilit burcu olan Silsile Burcu’nun Haglilarin eline diismesinden dolay1 cok
liziilmiistli. Zira Dimyat’in savunmasi i¢in kilit 6neme sahip olan bu burcun diismesi Dimyat’in
savunmasini biiyiik 6l¢ciide zayiflatmigti. O sirada 74 yasinda olan ve uzun siireden beri hasta olan el-
Melikii’l-Adil, 7 Cemaziyelahir 615/31 Agustos 1218 Cuma giinii Alikin’de vafat etti (Ibnii’l-Esir, 2003,
s. 393; ibnii’l-Cevzi, 2013, s. 231; Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 270; Ebii’l-Fida, t.y., s. 149).

el-Melikii’l-Adil vefat ettigi sirada yaminda ¢ocuklarindan kimse yoktu. Sultanin 6liimiine sadece
has adamlarindan biri olan Ahlathh Kerimiiddin el-Hilati muttali olmustu. Hilati, sultanin Sliimiinii
gizleyerek, insanlarin aksini diigiinmemesi i¢in doktorlarin saltanat ¢adira girip ¢ikmaya devam
etmeleri talimatin1 verdi. Diger yandan bir posta giivercini vasitasiyla birka¢ giin dnce Akka’dan
Dimyat’a giden bir Hacl birligini imha eden ve o sirada Nablus’ta bulunan Melik Muazzam’a durumu
bildirdi. Hizlica Alikin’e gelen el-Melikii’l-Muzzam babasinin vefatini gizleme hususunda Hilati ile
ittifak kurarak sultanin naasim gizlice Dimagk’a gotiirmeye karar verdi. Gizliligi korumak igin sultanin
emri lizerine Dimagk’a hareket edilecegi talimatimi verdi. Yol boyunca sultanin tedavi gordiigii
izlenimini korumak igin biitiin tedbirler alindi. el-Melikii’l-Muazzam, babasinin cenazesini gizlice
Dimagk Kalesi’ne defnettikten sonra dnde gelen emirlerden babasi ve kendisi i¢in sadakat yemini ald1
ve daha sonra babasinin 6liimiinii ilan etti. Daha sonra da kardeslerine ve diger hanedan iiyelerine el-
Melikii’l-Adil’in vefat ettigini bildirdi. Tutumlulugu ve hazineye verdigi énemle bilinen el-Melikii’l-
Adil vefat ettiginde ardinda 700.000 nakit Misir dinar1 ve muhtelif mallardan olusan biiyiik bir servet
birakt1 (Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 276).

el-Melikii’l-Adil’in vefat: esnasinda Eyytbi imparatorlugu ii¢ biiyiik oglu arasinda fiili olarak
béliinmiis vaziyetteydi. el-Melikii’l-KAmil Muhammed Misir’da, el-Melikii’l-Muazzam Isa Filistin,
Urdiin ve Suriye’nin merkezi bolgelerinde, el-Melikii’l-Esref Musa ise Kuzey Suriye ve Cezire’de
hiikiim stirmekteydiler. Her biri belirli bir bolgenin sahibi olan diger hiikiimdarlar ise bir sekilde bu
tigiinden birine baglh olarak varliklarini siirdiiriiyorlard: (Ibnu’l-Miinsi el-Hisni, 2019, s. 67; Humphreys,
1977, s. 161). Her biri farkl1 bir alanda temayiiz eden el-Melikii’l-Adil’in bu ii¢ oglu da devleti yonetme
liyakatine sdhip, iyi birer devlet adami ve yonetici idiler. Ug kardesten el-Melikii’l-Kamil ileri
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gorligliliigi ve liderlik vasiflariyla 6n plana ¢ikarken el-Melikii’l-Muazzam cesaret ve ilme
diiskiinliigiiyle, el-Melikii’l-Esref ise hos goriisii ve comertligiyle temayiiz etmisti (Ibnii’l-Cevzi, 2013,
s. 231-232; Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 170). ibn Vasil, meziyetlerini anlattigi boliimde {i¢ kardesin sahip
olduklan 6l¢iide cesaret, asalet ve fazileti tagiyan bagska bir {i¢liiye (ii¢ hiikiimdar kardese) higbir tarih
kitabinda rastlamadigini belirtmektedir (ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 170).

Kardeslerin fazilet ve ferasetleri Besinci Hagli Seferi’nin Eyylb1 Devlet’ini tehdit ettigi bir sirada
iktidar kavgasina girismemelerinde ve Hacgllar karsisinda gelistirdikleri etkin ig birliginde tezahiir etti.
Nitekim Dimyat’in diisiisiinden sonra Mansura’da ordugdhini kuran el-Melikii’l-Kamil ancak Agustos
1221°de el-Melikii’l-Esref ve el-Melikii’l-Muazzam yardimima gelmesiyle Haglilar1 piiskiirtebildi.
Kardeslerin etkili is birligi sayesinde bozguna ugrayan Haclilar el-Melikii’l-Kamil’e elgiler gondererek
kendilerine eman vermeleri halinde Dimyat’1 kosulsuz teslim edip Misir’1 terk edeceklerini bildirdiler.
28 Agustos 1221°de yapilan miizakereler sonucunda Haglilar Dimyat’1 terk etmeyi ve imparatorun da
onaylayacag sekiz yillik bir miitarekeyi kabul ettiler (Ibn Vasil, 1960-2004, s. 97-98; Demirkent, 1996,
s. 540; Gottschalk, 1997, s. 520). Boylece Besinci Hagli Seferi basarisizlikla sonuglanirken Bati bir kez
daha hayalini kurdugu Kudiis’ii ele gegiremeden yenilgiye ugradi.

Tartisma

el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Selahaddin doneminde Franklara karsi izledigi politika, biiyiik olgiide
agabeyinin cihad idealine hizmet eden askerl odakli bir yaklasimla karakterize olmaktadir.
Seldhaddin’in Misir naibi sifatiyla tistlendigi sorumluluklar, onun sadece bir icraci degil, ayn1 zamanda
stratejik kararlarin alinmasinda etkili olan bir karar verici oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Beytii’l-Ahzan
kalesinin yikilmasi, Beyrut kusatmasi, Kizildeniz zaferleri ve 6zellikle Hittin savasi ile Kudiis’iin
fethindeki rolleri, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in askeri lojistigi yonetme ve stratejik hedefleri belirleme
konusundaki yetkinligini kanitlamaktadir. Bu donemde Misir’in kaynaklarimi etkin bir sekilde seferber
eden el-Melikii’l-Adil, Eyybi ordusunun Franklar karsisinda kazandigi zaferlerin temel
dinamiklerinden birini olusturmustur. Ugiincii Hagli Seferi’ndeki performansi, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in
diplomatik yeteneklerinin ilk ciddi sinavi olmustur. Richard Lionheart ile yiiriittiigii miizakereler, onun
sadece askeri alanda degil, diplomasi sahasinda da {istiin kabiliyetlere sahip oldugunu gostermistir.

el-Melikii’l-Adil’in kendi saltanat: déneminde (1200-1218) Franklarla iliskilerinde gézlemlenen
doniisiim, pragmatik bir devlet adaminin olgunlagma siirecini yansitmaktadir. Bu donemde benimsenen
ihtiyath ve diplomasi agirlikli politika, uzun yillar siiren savaslarin yikimimi bizzat gozlemlemis
deneyimli bir hiikiimdarin, devletin uzun vadeli ¢ikarlarin1 6nceleyerek aldigi tercihlerin sonucudur.
1205 antlagmasi, bu yaklagimin somut bir tezahiirii olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Askeri agidan Frank
yagmacilarimi kolayca maglup edebilecek giice sahip iken miizakere yolunu tercih eden el-Melikii’l-
Adil, kisa vadeli askeri basarilar1 uzun vadeli istikrarm aleyhine feda etmemek konusundaki kararliligim
gostermistir. Yafa gibi stratejik bir noktanin Franklara birakilmasi, agir bir taviz gibi goriinse de bu karar
yeni bir Hacl seferinin tetiklenmesini engellemek ve devletin ekonomik toparlanmasina zaman tanimak
amaciyla alinmis hesapli bir adim olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Sonug¢

Bu ¢alisma, Eyybi Devleti’nin 6nemli hiikiimdarlarindan el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Franklarla
iligkilerini iki farkli doénem iizerinden analiz ederek, onun siyasl ve diplomatik evrimini ortaya
koymaktadir. el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Franklar karsisindaki tutumu dénemin sartlarina, devletin
ihtiyaglarina ve kisisel deneyimlerine bagl olarak degisen dinamik bir goriiniim arz etmektedir.

Selahaddin doneminde idealist motivasyonlarla sekillenen cihad politikasi, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in
saltanat1 doneminde yerini reelpolitik yaklasima birakmistir. Bu doniigiim, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in devlet
yonetiminde deneyim kazanmasi, savaslarin maliyetlerini hesaplamasi ve Eyylbi hanedaninin uzun
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vadeli hayatta kalmasini 6ncelemesi ile agiklanabilir. Besinci Hagh Seferi baglamasina ragmen Eyytbi
hanedanimin ayakta kalabilmesi ve ogullar1 arasindaki basarili is birligi, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in benimsedigi
istikrar odakl1 politikalarinin meyvelerini verdigini gostermektedir.

Oneriler

Bu ¢aligmanin bulgulari, Eyytbiler donemindeki siyasi ve askeri bagarilarin ekonomik istikrarla
siki bir sekilde baglantili oldugunu gostermektedir. el-Melikii’l-Adil’in vefat: sirasinda biraktig:
700.000 dinarlik hazine, ekonomik istikrar1 6nceleyerek aldig1 tedbirlerin basarisini ortaya koymaktadir.
Bu nedenle, Eyylbi tarihi ve Hagl iligkileri iizerine yapilacak arastirmalarin, donemi yalnizca askeri
tarih {izerinden degil, aym1 zamanda ekonomik ve diplomatik dinamikler ile devletin finansal
stirdiiriilebilirlik stratejileri baglaminda degerlendirmesi 6nerilmektedir.

Beyan ve Aciklamalar

1. Arastirmacilarin katki orami beyami: Makalenin hazirlanmasinda yazarin katki oram
%100’ diir.

2. Cikar catismasi: Herhangi bir ¢ikar ¢atigsmasi bulunmamaktadir.

3. Etik Raporu: Arastirmada herhangi bir canliya ait veri kullanilmadigindan etik kurul onay1
gerekmemektedir.

4. Arastirmanin Modeli: Bu ¢aligma, tarihsel analiz modeli ¢er¢evesinde yliriitiilen bir aragtirma
makalesidir. Arastirma, el-Melikii’l-Adil’in Franklarla iliskilerini sistematik bir sekilde incelemek
amactyla karsilagtirmali tarihsel analiz yontemini benimsemistir. Bu yontemin secilmesinin temel
gerekeesi, farkli kiiltiirel ve cografi perspektiflerden yazilmig kaynaklardan elde edilen verilerin ¢apraz
dogrulamasini saglamak ve daha objektif bir tarihsel anlati olusturmaktir.
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