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FUELLING DISDAIN: PRESIDENT TRUMP’S POLICY TOWARDS THE
ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CONFLICT

Abdelkrim DEKHAKHENA™

ABSTRACT: For decades, evangelicals have generally supported Republican
candidates for being more religiously committed. This was reflected in the
tremendous support Trump received in the 2016 election, which brought him
to the White House. Trump’s success has raised serious concerns about the
state of U.S. policy as well as America’s future role in the world. The study
stems from concerns about U.S. foreign policy, accompanied by widespread
controversy under President Donald Trump, particularly among those
interested in the Palestinian issue, which was fuelled by the President’s
shocking remarks and speeches. Although Arab leaders have agreed with
Trump's explicit statements of preparation to fight ISIS, the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict remains a public criticism. While Trump represents a series of
contradictions, his close ties with Israel and the ‘deal of the century’ resolution
have made Middle Eastern politics more complicated and have made it more
difficult to find a just solution to the crisis. This paper discusses Trump’s new
policy towards the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and his tendency to fuel
contempt rather than compromise. The study attempts to analyse the
position of the U.S. President Donald Trump in light of his special relationship
with evangelicals and to understand its implications for future conflict
prospects.

KEYWORDS: U.S. Foreign Policy, Donald Trump, Israeli-Palestinian conflict,
Middle East, International Relations, Conflict Management.
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INTRODUCTION

For decades, evangelicals have generally supported Republican candidates for
being more religiously committed. This was evident in the tremendous support
Trump received in the 2016 elections, which brought him to the White House. The
outcome of the 2016 presidential and congressional elections marks a turning
point for the United States and its international role —not just, because the White
House will transfer from Democratic to Republican Party control, but also because
the man elected to the presidency, Donald J. Trump, takes office with no prior
experience in government and, in many respects, an apparently flexible outlook
on domestic politics and foreign policy. Trump’s campaign was marked by his
frequent explicit rejections of his own party’s positions and leaders. In fact, he
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was elevated to the presidency precisely by his outsider status. Trump's foreign
policy has been driven primarily by the pursuit of American economic advantage,
at the expense of some of the security concerns of his allies.

For the past two decades, the process of negotiations and the peaceful
political settlement of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict under American supervision
-as the sole and official sponsor- have paved the way for the existence of a
distinctive context for the analysis and interpretation of American political
behaviour. However, the new developments in the conflict within the framework
of President Donald Trump’s single term and his recognition of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel intensified the controversial perceptions of the conflict, especially
as he had given orders to start the process of moving the United States embassy
from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem.

The Middle East was a key testing ground for Obama's foreign policy. The
Arab Spring, NATO's multinational military intervention in Libya, the Syrian civil
war, and the violent process leading to the Iranian nuclear deal can all be seen as
formative passages of the Obama Doctrine. Overcoming the numerous crises,
that still tragically plague the Middle East, has been a decisive challenge for the
Trump administration as well (Nasr, 2016).

Despite Trump’s absolute support from Arab leaders for his willingness to
fight ISIL, the Israeli-Palestinian issue remains a matter of public criticism. If Trump
were determined to fight terrorists and enjoyed Arab leaders’ support, would he
then turn his back to the American commitment to the Palestine issue? Although,
Trump represents a series of contradictions that make Middle Eastern politics
seem more complicated, his close relations with Israel can result in a distortion to
the Israeli-Palestinian crisis. This paper deliberates on Trump’s policy toward the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict and his propensity to fuel disdain among the two
competing parties.

U.S. foreign policy has adopted the Palestinian issue in a linear way in its
political behaviour with some detailed or temporary interruptions, and according
to the course of its national interests. The balance of power and change has been
felt in the struggle and the developments of the international environment. The
negotiation process and peaceful political resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict over the past two decades, overseen by the United States as the only
official sponsor, has laid the groundwork for an outstanding context for analysis
and interpretation of American foreign policy action.

Through 2001, the administration of President George W. Bush, Jr. - in light of
the final exit of Palestinian leader Yasser Arafat from the scene of the conflict-
caused a sharp reversal in the dynamics of the conflict, and a visible change in
American foreign policy toward the Palestinian issue as a direct major player.
However, controversial opinions have emerged since the announcement of the
preliminary results of Donald Trump’s victory (2017) about the nature of his
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personality and the contents of his political speech, especially since the
Republican candidate’s positions on U.S. foreign policy in the Middle East have
been contradictory and unclear (Ahmed, 2017). He expressed his orientation
towards the primacy of realism in the promotion of these interests (Ahmed, 2017).
What is striking about Trump’s Middle East policy is his close relationship with
Israel, and his outspoken and hostile attitude towards the rejection of the
Palestinian-Israeli settlement (Ahmed, 2017).

American foreign policy governs the direction of the Palestinian issue into
two main criteria that are not overlooked by any president: the strategic interests
of the United States in the Middle East, and its strategic relationship with Israel
(Ziada, 2017:19). Accordingly, we will address the official American position on the
issue of the Palestinian state starting with approaches of the Bushs, passing
through the tenure of former U.S. President Barack Obama, until the time of the
current President Donald Trump, with special emphasis on the Trumps ‘Deal of
the Century’. This research is analytical in nature. Thus, it will mainly rely on
materials on U.S. foreign policy toward Arabs and Muslims and lIsrael and
Palestine from scholarly works, expert opinions and other reliable sources to
reach a credible conclusion.

AMERICAN INTERESTS AND THE ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CONFLICT

U.S. strategic interests in the Middle East are based on basic interests. The most
important of which is to strengthen its global standing and maintain leadership in
the world. In order to maintain its primacy in global politics and economy, the U.S.
efforts to maintain its military superiority by developing defensive and military
systems that guarantee control and neutralise the military capabilities of other
major powers. What really concerns the United States is to neutralise its rival
powers in areas of international conflict, as it did when it laid red lines on some
areas of international competition between it and the Soviet Union in the past. So
is its policy in the Middle East.

The Middle East, especially the Arab Gulf states, is the main source of oil for
the United States, as the world’s most sought-after commodity, and is of great
strategic importance in wartime."” U.S. policy has built on these interests
consistent and changing policies. It is creating strategic alliances in the region,
mainly with Israel, that protect the interests of the United States and represents
an advanced base in the region, and is keen to continue its alliance with Egypt
through the provision of assistance and strengthening political relations. The
United States and Israel enjoy one of the strongest political and military alliances
in the world. U.S. political support for Israel is not only about Palestine but also
about regional geopolitics.

In 2015, a U.S. national security advisor noted;

Beytiilmakdis Arastirmalari Dergisi, 2021, 21 (2)

-
(=)}
vi



I Abdelkrim DEKHAKHENA

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2021, 21 (2)

-
o))
(<))

It is definitely in our national security interest ... [to] facilitate the forging of a
two state solution ... a secure and democratic, Jewish Israel and a secure and
democratic Palestine, living side by side. (Karna Adam et al., 2015).

U.S. engagement in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict should not be taken for
granted. Instead, the United States must consider whether and how it should
involve itself. To do so, it is critical to define Washington’s enduring foreign policy
interests. These include the preservation of national security, economic
prosperity, the spread of democratic values, and maintaining its world leadership.
U.S. engagement in and resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict could produce
several tangible benefits to the United States.

The Middle East has long been of utmost importance to the United States as
successive administrations pursue a series of interrelated goals, including
securing vital energy resources, eliminating the influence of Soviet Union and Iran,
ensuring the survival and security of Israel and its Arab allies, countering
terrorism, promoting democracy and reducing refugee flows. As a result, the
United States sought to resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, which has been the
main driving force behind the region, to achieve these strategic goals, while
balancing its support for Israel and promote greater stability in the region.

Ever since the United States replaced the British Empire in the 1940s, it has
sought to preserve its strategic interests and those of its allies in the Middle East.
Considering it the heart of the world because of the oil wealth that the global
economy depends on, especially the American economy; whoever controls it
controls the world. Consequently, the United States is active in its endeavour to
tighten control of the Middle East in close cooperation with opposing regional
and international actors, some are even intensely hostile to one another, and
Israel is one of the most important of these actors (Basevich, 2004). Successive
U.S. administrations find it unnecessary to change those supports, as they did
with Iran, as well as with Iraq.

In this regard, the United States did not differ much from the previous
European empires that were searching for new regions that would meet their
requirements on two levels. The first: obtaining the raw materials necessary for
its industrial employment on the one hand, and the second: the rush towards
population blocs in order to expand the creation of markets to discharge their
commodity surplus on the other hand. At the time, there was nothing better than
the Middle East, in which the interests of the major powers were available in their
different directions. This is in view of the fact that whoever controls the Middle
East controls global oil, and whoever controls the global oil controls the world’s
economy at least for the foreseeable future (Amin et al., 2004, p. 72).

Therefore, there was an eagerness to be present in the region and to
contribute to the management of its issues, especially the Palestinian question
(Perry, 1995, p. 8). Americans realise that securing the interests of the United
States in the long run is linked to their active role in resolving issues and crises in
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the region. Those interests in the region are intrinsically related to developments
on the Arab-Israeli stage. This requires decision makers in the United States to
combine two extremes: supporting Israel, and maintaining their relations with the
Arab peoples, especially the Palestinian people on good terms (Walt &
Mearsheimer, 2007, p. 96). American policy regarding the Palestinian issue is
determined in light of the global strategy of the United States and its main
interests in the Arab region. It considers that preserving its interests in the Middle
East is one of the priorities of American foreign policy towards the region
(Vatikiotis, 1971, pp. 120-122).

The experience of American interaction with the countries and peoples of
the region reveals the reality of the correlation between the Palestinian issue and
the guarantee of preserving American interests in the region. Therefore, the
United States has always had to pay attention to the Arab-Israeli conflict and its
developments on both sides. During successive administrations, U.S. policy
towards the Israeli-Palestinian conflict has not experienced any dramatic change.
Under the guise of reconciliation, U.S. presidents have worked closely with Israel
to ensure its political, economic, and security interests. The United States'
continued provision of financial and military support to Israel is a clear sign of this
trend. On the other hand, U.S. administrations have treated the Palestine issue as
a refugee issue rather than a national issue with historical roots in their land and
existential concerns. The existence of the Palestinians was only ostentatiously
recognised by the United States, as evidenced by the United States' refusal to
recognise the PLO after its creation. The U.S. administrations have also turned a
blind eye to Israel's systematic denial of basic Palestinian rights and have
struggled to legitimise the Israeli actions as a fight against terrorism. The conflict
has always been a priority for the American administrations often times to the
detriment of their political orientations (Quandt, 1981, pp.138-139).

The U.S. has aspired to be the Middle East’s dominant power since the
Second World War. For decades, successive administrations have considered
military supremacy in the region to be indispensable to maintaining influence over
flows of its hydrocarbons to international markets —a task each has deemed
essential to the U.S.’s global standing.> Washington’s interest in oil from the
Arabian/ Persian Gulf has never been primarily about satisfying the U.S.’s own
energy needs (a point overlooked by claims that the ‘shale revolution’ allows
Washington disengage from the region); it is about controlling who gets access
to this oil, thereby bolstering U.S. influence in other vital regions.3 U.S. officials
have long seen alliances with Saudi Arabia, Iran (until the 1979 revolution), Israel
(after the 1967 Arab-Israeli War) and Egypt (since the 1978 Camp David accords)
as key to realising this agenda.

The Cold War significantly constrained the U.S. quest for regional dominance.
When it ended, Washington judged itself freer to forge a highly militarised, pro-
U.S. political and security order in the Middle East -and to ostracise and
undermine those countries unwilling to subordinate their strategic independence

Beytiilmakdis Arastirmalari Dergisi, 2021, 21 (2)

-
o
~N



I Abdelkrim DEKHAKHENA

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2021, 21 (2)

-
[
]

to it.* At that time, U.S. policy was to pursue an irresponsible vision of regional or
global hegemony especially in the Middle East. In this context, Trump wanted to
“make America great again” by reconstructing its economy and projecting its
military capability (Curran, 2018).

Conventional political literature, especially when dealing with the nature and
content of the political objectives of the United States of America in the Middle
East region, has set two main objectives. The first one is the position of the United
States of America on the Arab-Israeli conflict, which supports Israeli policies,
especially on the issue of Palestinian refugees, and the Occupied Arab Territories
inside or outside Palestine, whether in 1948 or in 1967. The second goal is to
support some friendly regimes that are loyal to U.S. policy in the Arab region
mainly Israel. The United States remains the main actor in the Palestinian-Israeli
conflict, and despite the role played by several countries in influencing the course
of events. Washington is the most influential player in the management of the
conflict, giving great importance to the details of the new U.S. peace initiative or
the so-called ‘deal of the century’.

U.S. POLICY TOWARD THE ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CONFLICT 1991-2016

The George H. W. Bush, Bill Clinton and George W. Bush administrations differed
on elements of Middle East policy —such as the role of diplomacy between Arabs
and Israelis, and the balance between democracy promotion and backing pro-US
authoritarians— but all pursued primacy grounded in a US-led regional order. At
the beginning of the Gulf War in 1991, President George H.W. Bush declared
solving the Arab-Israeli conflict among his post-war goals. On 6 March 1991, he
outlined a framework for peace based on U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242
and 338 and the principle of ‘land for peace’. Secretary of State James Baker
organised a peace conference in Madrid in October 1991 that launched almost a
decade of the ‘Oslo process’ to achieve peace.

When the 1990s begun, President William Clinton, who had no foreign policy
experience, succeeded in bringing the Palestinian and Israeli sides together as
part of its attempt to reinvigorate the peace process after years of stagnation. He
asserted that only the region’s leaders can make peace and vowed to be their
partner. With the Hebron Protocol of 1997, however, the United States seemed
to become anindispensable and expected party to Israeli-Palestinian talks. Clinton
mediated the 1998 Wye River Memorandum and the United States undertook to
coordinate its implementation. He personally led negotiations at Camp David in
2000. President Clinton, Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Barak, and Palestinian
Authority (PA) Chairman Arafat held a summit at Camp David, from 11 to 24 July
2000, to forge a framework accord on final status issues. They did not succeed,
however. The parties had agreed that there would be no agreement unless all
issues were resolved. Jerusalem was the major obstacle.
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The fleeting momentum initiated by the Oslo Accords had come to an end.
The Palestinians understood that the so-called peace agreement does nothing to
end their grievances. The on-going occupation has denied them basic rights such
as autonomy, free access to Jerusalem, the right of return of refugees, property
and security. Extremely upset by the violation of their fundamental rights, as well
as their failure to make the economic progress promised in the Oslo accords,
Palestinians declared the Second Intifada which broke out soon after the collapse
of negotiations between then Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Barak and then
President of Palestine Yasser Arafat.

On 6 February 2001, Sharon was elected Prime Minister and vowed to retain
united Jerusalem (as Israel’s capital), the Jordan Valley, and other areas for
security. Sharon’s associates asserted that the results of negotiations at and after
Camp David were “null and void”. The Bush Administration said that Clinton’s
proposals “were no longer United States proposals” (Migdalovitz, 2006, p. 3).
Sharon sought an interim agreement, not dealing with Jerusalem, Palestinian
refugees, or a Palestinian state and, on 13 April, said that he could accept a
disarmed Palestinian state on 42% of the West Bank (Migdalovitz, 2010).

The George W. Bush Administration initially sought a less prominent role, and
Secretary of State Colin Powell did not appoint a special Middle East envoy. The
post 9/11 war on terrorism prompted renewed U.S. focus on a peace process,
emphasising as its goal a democratic Palestinian state as a prerequisite for
achieving peace. Indeed, on 30 April 2003, the United States, the U.N., European
Union, and Russia (known as the “Quartet”) presented a ‘“Roadmap” to
Palestinian statehood within three years. However, neither Israel nor the
Palestinians have implemented it for lack of compromise. As for the Israelis and
Palestinians, none of them wanted to say no to President Bush, who flared up
after Saddam's defeat. Prime Minister Sharon, knowing that most Israelis believe
the United States has eliminated a strategic threat to Israel, will not refuse an
initiative of the victorious president. Likewise, neither Arafat nor the reformist
Palestinian leadership is interested in rejecting an American initiative under these
circumstances. In contrast, the Palestinians demanded the intervention of the
world's sole superpower to transform the situation on the ground.

Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice also did not name a special envoy,
asserting, “Not every effort has to be an American effort. It is extremely
important that the parties themselves are taking responsibility” (Gearan, 2005).
She encouraged Israelis and Palestinians to act, but personally mediated a
November 2005 accord to reopen the border crossing between Gaza and Egypt
after Israel’s withdrawal from Gaza. In 2007, she engaged again partly in order to
elicit the support of moderate Sunni Arab governments to thwart the rise of
Iranian influence. Those governments see resolution of the Palestinian issue as a
key toregional stability and to denying Iran opportunities for destabilising actions.
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The Joint Understanding presented at the November 2007 Annapolis
Conference created a new role for the United States as “judge” of the parties’
fulfilment of their commitments under the 2003 international Road Map to a two-
state solution. In January 2008, President Bush appointed (Air Force) Lt. Gen.
William Fraser lll, assistant to the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to monitor
compliance with commitments. Gen. Fraser, who has been replaced by Lt. Gen.
Paul J. Selva, was not to mediate or enforce compliance, but bring the attention
of the parties to their actions and encourage them to move forward on their
obligations (Hadley, 2008). Fraser was to visit the region “from time to time,” but
the trilateral mechanism barely functioned.

Barack Obama emerged as a presidential contender partly by challenging
aspects of this agenda. In the 2008 Democratic primaries, he distinguished himself
from his main rival, Hillary Clinton, by opposing the 2003 Iraq invasion (which she
had endorsed) and advocating diplomacy with Iran (which she opposed). As
president, he sought to ‘rebalance’ U.S. strategy by shifting high-level attention
and resources from the Middle East to Asia.

The Obama Administration began 2010 with a renewed effort to restart
negotiations. Media reports suggested that it was preparing “letters of
guarantee” that would assure the Palestinians that the 1967 borders would form
the basis of the negotiations and the Israelis that post-1967 demographic changes
(some settlements) would be taken into account (Lee, 2010). The so-called “Arab
Spring” changed the American policy in support of Israel, as it tried in every way
to separate it from its potential positive repercussions on the Palestinian situation
(““The American Position”, 2012).

The American policy regarding the Palestinian-Israeli conflict continued to
follow the same frameworks and strategies that were used in the past, to prove
that the American policy towards the Palestinian-Israeli conflict enjoys a state of
stability and not differs from one president to another, whether Republican or
Democratic, and that what govern this policy is primarily American interests.

The Obama administration has made it a top priority to relaunch the stalled
peace process in the region with the aim of achieving a two-state solution. Obama
appointed to this end Congressman George Mitchell, who made an effort to
launch negotiations and announced a project to this end, which included
launching bilateral negotiations under the auspices of America and initiating Arab
normalisation steps (“The American Position”, 2012). But President Obama not
only reneged on his promises, but also publicly declared his full support for Israel.
Before the end of 2009, the American administration retreated from what it had
previously announced, declaring its acceptance of the project presented by Israeli
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, which includes a partial freeze of settlement
growth and the launching of negotiations without any conditions (Muhammad
Hussein, 2017). The American retreat came because of the inability of Obama and
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his supporters to put pressure on Netanyahu, who is strongly supported by the
Zionist lobby in the United States (Migdalovitz, 2010, pp. 2-3).

The United States’ 2015 nuclear agreement with Iran has weakened the
stability of its alliance with Israel, threatening to undermine the transparency of
future peace-making efforts. Israel explicitly opposed the agreement, calling it
too lenient. Spearheaded by President Obama, the agreement lifted international
economic sanctions against Iran in exchange for restrictions on its nuclear
program. Alongside a bloc of Congressional Republicans, Prime Minister
Netanyahu emphatically opposed the agreement, contending that Israel’s
security is paramount (Greenberg, 2015). Despite a high-stakes congressional
lobbying campaign by Netanyahu and AIPAC in an attempt to derail the
agreement, Congress ultimately did not strike down the agreement. It was
evident that Obama adopted a comprehensive approach to the crises of the
Middle East by looking at the region as a whole and not fully realising the nature
and specificity of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict (Muhammad Hussein, 2017).

The United States has given greater importance to other issues and regions.
This has made interest in the settlement of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict in
particular on the side-lines of the American agenda. This has enticed other States
to try to intervene on the conflict line, to replace the United States of America, or
at least to participate in negotiations on this issue. This gave the impression that
the U.S. role in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and other crises related to the
Middle East had declined. Not only that, but it has also had a negative impact on
U.S. interests and relations in the region, especially with the Gulf Arab states. The
latter's relations with the United States have been strained during the last period
of Obama's term because of his loyalties and rapprochement with Iran without
regard to the major interests that bring the two countries together -the
imbalance that President Donald Trump is now trying to address by restoring
relations with the Gulf states and the region, and even developing them in a way
that preserves America’s major interests in the region.

U.S. POSITION ON THE PALESTINIAN ISSUE UNDER PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP
During his election campaign, Trump regularly spoke of a foreign policy that
focuses on American interests. This contradicts preceding U.S. Presidents who
spoke of projecting American values through their foreign policies both Obama
and George W. Bush used their inaugurals to reaffirm the goal of promoting
democracy and human rights. President Trump revealed his realist penchant in his
approach not only to American policy, but undeniably towards his views on
foreign policy, as both approaches must go hand-in-hand in his realist paradigm.

As a candidate, Trump fiercely criticised America’s policy in the Middle East.
Trump repeatedly expressed contempt for longstanding Arab partners of the U.S.
such as Saudi Arabia and other Gulf countries, on the ground that Washington
gives them protection without getting enough in return (Trump, 2016, April 27).
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During the campaign, however, Trump showed a radically different attitude
toward Israel. The new president described Israel as “our great friend and the one
true Democracy in the Middle East”, and frequently declared -with perhaps
debatable accuracy- that his predecessors were not supportive enough (Trump,
2016, April 27). What Trump’s rhetoric appears to suggest, at any rate, is that the
new president appreciates Israel’s military prowess as a valuable asset for
America’s security policy.

Trump may turn out to be a pragmatist. After all, he proudly sees himself as
a great ‘“deal-maker”. According to Max Boot (2016), beyond the blatant
differences in terms of style and rhetoric, Trump’s foreign policy may in fact show
a substantial degree of continuity with the foreign policy approach of the Obama
administration. In fact, during a major campaign speech, Trump himself argued
that he seeks “peace through strength” and that “In a Trump Administration, [his]
actions in the Middle East will be tempered by realism” (Pagliarulo, 2017). This can
be a frightening perspective according to Boot.

Trump never spelt out his foreign policy agenda. In the pre-election phase,
his ramblings on the topic ranged from isolationism and trade protectionism to
the possibility of an all-out war with China, the Muslim and Arab world, North
Korea and Iranian nuclear deals. Since the U.S. is already the most powerful player
in the system, it will have to continue to exhibit the kinds of foreign policies that
allow it to maintain the status quo and its pre-eminent position in global affairs.
That is, application of a mix of both soft and hard power that displays in smart
power policy will stay more or less the same (Pijovic, 2016).

Trump became a new phenomenon and a serious security concern against
international relations between the Arab/Muslim countries and the United States
of America (“Trump's Executive Order, 2017). Indeed, the emergence of Donald
Trump as a U.S. President has critically put under question the future of peace
negotiations between the two parties. To no surprise, Trump’s policy on the
Arab-Israeli conflict, in his electoral campaign, raised fears among Palestinians
that as president he would carry out his threats to ratchet up support for Israel:
not only crushing hopes of a two-state solution but also potentially worsening an
already fragile domestic Palestinian situation. Trump would simply turn a blind eye
to Israeli offensive practices, particularly expanding settlements and fulfil his
election promise to move the U.S. Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, which
would trigger a new cycle of violence and instability (Jaraba, 2016).

The Israel Prime Minister is the first leader to visit Donald Trump after his
swearing. In their press conference, Trump said that the two-state solution used
to be the easier route to peace between Israelis and Palestinians and that it is up
to Israelis and Palestinians to decide whether they want to live in peace in two
states or one (Lustick, 2017). Upon his 50 days in office, Donald Trump has
extended an invitation to the Palestinian Authority, President Mahmoud Abbas to
visit the White House. The invitation came during the first conversation between
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the two leaders since Trump entered the office. As a reaction, Al Jazeera notes
that while Trump’s talk of a ban on Muslims into the U.S. has undoubtedly angered
Muslims, could his promise of neutrality on Israeli-Arab relations be enough to off-
set this ban? However, to Arab-Muslim Americans who have never experienced
the U.S. that seemed fair or balanced in its dealings with Israel, it would help to
ameliorate some of that anger (“What Would Donald Trump Mean For The Middle
East?, 2016).

Israeli-US relations under the eight years of the Obama administration were
regarded as cold and even arctic due to lack of tangible solution to Israel-Palestine
crisis (Lustick, 2017). Although many in the Arab world were suspicious of U.S.
intentions even before the breakdown of the peace process, their opposition to
U.S. policy was muted in part by their belief that the peace process was working
and that the United States remained indispensable to its success.

Just as America’s interest in the flow of Gulf oil will endure for the
foreseeable future, so too will America’s interest in a secure and peaceful Israel.
Israel’s long-term security requires a stable peace with its neighbours. Given
continued American military and technological support, conventional Israeli
security is more easily assured today. The greater current threat to Israel comes
from regional instability that breeds terrorism and low-level conflict, and from
unconventional capabilities that can best be controlled through negotiated
incentives in an environment of peace. Clearly, the broader the peace coalition,
the easier it will be to confront those who remain outside of it (Siegman, 2017).

The United States has played a prominent role as a mediator and facilitator
for the rounds of negotiations and agreements that have gone through the Arab-
Israeli conflict, starting with the completion of the Egyptian-Israeli peace
agreement. The administration is trying to address multiple previous failures in
this file, adopting a new pattern that departs from traditional patterns of
negotiations, and relies on a specific vision that can be set in advance. A policy
that is different from the policy of negotiations in which the two parties were
hosting the conflict without agreeing on specific terms of discussion.

Since Israel’s declaration of the occupied Palestinian territories in 1948, it has
enjoyed significant Western material, military and moral support, particularly
exceptional American sponsorship, where the United States of America has
provided political, diplomatic, economic and military support to Israel at the level
of bilateral relations, and at the level of the U.S. position and role in the United
Nations. The United States of America vetoed any attempt to condemn Israel, or
any attempt to obtain any resolution obliging Israel to implement resolutions of
international legitimacy, related to the Arab-Israeli conflict or legal agreements or
references related to the Palestinian-Israeli conflict and the Palestinian-Israeli
peace process.
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The positions and various policies of the U.S. administrations and their
policies on the Palestinian-Israeli conflict and the peace process were largely in
line with Israeli perceptions and visions. The United States of America has
excluded any state, international organisation and others from any role it can play
in final resolution issues. The United States administration continued its bias in the
1991 Palestinian-Israeli peace process talks at the Madrid Peace Conference, and
the subsequent direct secret negotiations between Palestinians and Israelis. This
eventually led to the signing of the Oslo Agreement (in September 1993), which
in essence did not reflect the aspirations, sacrifices and hopes of achieving the
Palestinians legitimate rights and independence. All this happened under the
American sponsorship that provided Israel with all the provisions of
authoritarianism and violation of international obligations and legal references.

Successive U.S. administrations have continued their unwavering support for
Israel on the same approach and content, until President Donald Trump and his
administration have embraced the entire right-wing Israeli agenda. Since his
candidacy in the March 2016, Trump has pledged to move the U.S. embassy from
Tel Aviv to occupied Jerusalem, to recognise the occupied city of Jerusalem as
Israel’s capital, and expressed his explicit and subsequent abandonment of the
two-state solution option. Three of his predecessors, the European Union and the
United Nations have adopted the idea as the only way to end the Palestinian-
Israeli conflict and achieve the Palestinian-Israeli peace process.

Ulson Gunnar explains that the historic U.S. foreign policy inclination can be
traced back decades, “While the US has all but declared its intent to establish
global hegemony for decades, it uses the pretext of seeking global peace, security
and stability as cover along the way” (Gunnar, 2017). He carries on by stating that
the U.S. used its proxy state of Israel to destabilise the Middle Eastern region by
inciting wars between them and Arab nations, all with the goal of maintaining its
global hegemony (Gunnar, 2017).

TRUMP’S ROLE IN THE ARAB-ISRAELI CONFLICT

The Trump election program outlined support of the two-state solution as a
general idea, as he believes that the American role should be limited in
negotiations between the Israeli and Palestinian sides to the role of the ‘facilitator
of negotiations’. He criticised in this context the weakness and inefficiency of the
United Nations, rejecting the idea of imposing a solution to the Palestinian issue
through the United Nations (Jaraba & Bin Sheetrit, 2016). He then reaffirmed that
the two-state solution is not the only way to end the conflict, and that he is open
to alternative options if they lead to peace, suggesting that the solution must be
through the parties’ negotiations, and that he will use the veto against any
solution adopted by the Security Council.

President Trump believed that he would bring peace between Palestinians
and Israelis during his administration, after his predecessors in previous
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Administrations failed to achieve it. However, he backtracked on his previous
positions by saying that “his administration is not committed to a two-state
solution as the basis for resolving the Palestinian-Israeli conflict” (Ziadeh, 2017, p.
369), arguing that a two-state solution is not the only way to achieve a peace
process. After his first speech about the Palestinians’ rights, and to remain neutral
during his election campaign, he completely turned around pledging to move the
U.S. Embassy from Tel Aviv to the occupied city of Jerusalem, and absolute
support for Israel.

According to that vision, Trump ignored the Palestinian-Israeli conflict and
the peace process in his first presidential address (Ziadeh, 2017, p. 369), giving the
initial impression that he had decided to give Israel what it wanted to achieve. He
clarified that the peace process must be conducted between Palestinians and
Israelis without any dictates or pressure from others, primarily in line with Israeli
interests. The Trump administration has always maintained that it is not prepared
to pressure Israel to comply with the peace references or the resolutions of
international legitimacy. On the contrary, it is exerting political, economic and
financial pressure on the occupied Palestinian side of its territory to make further
concessions in Israel’s interest.

Trump’s attitudes and vision toward the Palestinian-Israeli conflict have put
the radical and distinct transformation of U.S. policy adopted by previous U.S.
administrations. Even, international legitimacy and authority resolutions,
particularly on the issues of the final solution of the future of the occupied city of
Jerusalem, the issue of Palestinian refugees, the issue of borders, security and
water, Israeli settlements and the two-state solution, in line with the Israeli
extreme right and its policies and objectives.

President Trump may believe, truly and without doubt, that he is offering the
“deal of the century”. It is a great deal for Netanyahu and his government. Their
positions on the Palestinians, more than ever, are America’s positions. Through all
the years of mediation in peace talks between Israel and the Palestinians, the top
U.S. priorities have always been Israel’s wishes, constraints and most of all its
security. However, successive U.S. presidents accepted that peace required a
viable Palestinian state alongside Israel, even if they were not prepared to allow
it equal sovereignty (Bowen, 2020).

Nevertheless, Trump’s tendencies to pursue Israeli vision and extreme-right
goals have varied, from abandoning the two-state solution process to moving the
U.S. embassy from Tel Aviv to occupied Jerusalem, recognising it as Israel’s unified
capital, turning a blind eye to Israeli settlements, settling the Palestinian refugee
issue, and appointing many pro-Israel hardliners in his administration. His
administration has considered Israel and its interests as the foundation and
centrepiece of U.S. policy in the Middle East, and the bias and coverage of its
occupation and crimes, its support and the rejection of sanctions, the general
nature of this policy.

Beytiilmakdis Arastirmalari Dergisi, 2021, 21 (2)

-
~
Vi



I Abdelkrim DEKHAKHENA

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2021, 21 (2)

-
~N
(=)}

Accordingly, Trump sought to impose Arab-Israeli normalisation as a
condition for resolving the Palestinian-Israeli conflict by building a network of
regional alliances that include a group of balanced Arab countries such as Saudi
Arabia and Egypt alongside Israel, the new alliance responding to Israeli regional
interests, particularly reducing Iranian influence in the Middle East, specifically in
Syria. The coalition also aims to deal with threats from organisations and
movements that embrace resistance, such as The Islamic Resistance Movement
(Hamas), The Islamic Jihad in Palestine and Hezbollah in Lebanon. There are
numerous leaks in this regard that specifically point to the role of Saudi Crown
Prince. Mohammed bin Salman in putting intense pressure on Palestinian
President Mahmoud Abbas to respond to U.S. proposals with threats to cut off
financial aid to the Authority in the event of a failure to respond (Al-Jazeera, 2017).

The most controversial Trump’s policy toward Israel and Palestine is the
relocation of the U.S. Embassy from Tel Aviv to occupied Jerusalem. However,
Trump is not the first president to suggest moving U.S. Embassy in Israel to its
original place, previous presidents like Clinton, H.W. Bush, George W. Bush and
Obama often pledging to do this in their campaign speeches and political debates.
Most probable these election pledges were only made to secure Jewish votes
from the American public or perhaps the previous presidents lost their courage
because of the international disapproval of moving the American Embassy to
Jerusalem (Rinehart, 2018, pp. 25-45).

While Trump’s foreign policy on Israel-Palestine remained vague during his
campaign, high-profile individuals were trying to make a final mark on future
initiatives. One of these people was the pro-Likud billionaire Sheldon Adelson,
who supported Trump in May 2016 (Wermenbol, 2019). He funnelled tens of
millions into Trump and other Republican campaigns’ and has maintained direct
line to the president (Elgindy, 2019). However, Adelson’s support toward Trump
expects something in return. Adelson thus demanded that Trump commits to
moving the U.S. embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem (Elgindy, 2019). Not only that,
once Trump was in office, his administration adopted a more negligent attitude
towards Israeli settlement than its predecessors did. Instead of urging Israeli to
hold the agreement, the Whitehouse also alleged, “we don’t believe existence of
the settlement is an impediment to peace” (Elgindy, 2019).

Furthermore, officially recognising Jerusalem as the capital of Israel,
President Trump changed nearly 70 years of U.S. foreign policy and made the U.S.
on the opposite standpoint. While Trump wanted to overlook the legacy of the
preceding leaders and make changes, he signed declarations loaded with
warnings and exclusions that make his policy unclear (Tllovska-Kechedji, 2018,
pp.120-130). Anderson explained that recognising Jerusalem as Israel’s capital and
announcing the relocation of U.S. embassy, do not reflect a departure from the
strong commitment of the United States to facilitating a lasting peace agreement.
The United States continues to take no position on any final status issues. The
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specific boundaries of Israeli sovereignty in Jerusalem are subject to final status
negotiations between the parties (Anderson, 2017).

The United States is not taking a position on boundaries or borders because
in this situation, Trump should assign either Palestine or Israel who will have
ultimate sovereignty over Jerusalem. He recognised that Israel’s sovereignty over
some part of Jerusalem is enough for Jerusalem to be Israel’s capital but did not
specify which part. In that sense, Trump seems intentionally refusing to determine
the rules or boundary points to West Jerusalem. Thus, this raises questions about
his intentions, and many possibilities could happen due to his vague declaration
(Anderson, 2017). That is going to lead to even bigger problems down the road.

President Trump believes that Israel is the primary ally of the United States
of America in the Middle East. It is necessary to ensure their interests and
strengthen their national security. So, Trump indicated in his speech to the AIPAC
conference, his opposition to a political settlement between Israel and the
Palestinians because it drops Israel’s legitimacy and rewards Palestinian terrorism
rather than confronts it (Suleiman, 2016, p. 5). This justifies his interest in
economic peace based on money, support and bribery instead of political peace,
ignoring and denying the rights and sacrifices of the Palestinian people, and the
relevant international legitimacy and reference decisions.

THE “DEAL OF THE CENTURY”

Upon his entry into the White House, President Donald Trump vowed to put an
end to the decade-long Israeli-Palestinian conflict by building a peace team made
up of personal confidantes. Trump has, repeatedly called peace between Israel
and the Palestinians the “ultimate deal”. However, Trump’s uncertainty and
ambiguous foreign policy has created a dead pool towards many parties.
Nevertheless, it is undeniable that Trump is the only U.S. Presidents after 70 years
that has taken bold actions towards this conflict. Thus, many have questioned
Trump’s credibility due to certain approaches that he has taken in order to make
his Peace policy succeeds. Trump has prioritised the conflict, holding several
meetings with Arab leaders while preparing the deal to hear their point of view,
especially as direct Israeli-Palestinian negotiations have stalled since 2014, and
amid Arab consensus on the Arab peace initiative approved at the 2002 Beirut
summit.

The “Deal of the Century” was prepared away from the usual U.S. political
decision-making circles: three people, most notably his son-in-law and adviser
Jared Kushner, along with U.S. Ambassador to Israel David Friedman and U.S.
Envoy to the Middle East Jason Greenbllat,> contributed to the secrecy of the final
drafting. Trump and his administration recognise that the deal is not easy to
implement, especially since the biggest concessions are on the Palestinian side.
President Trump says his long-awaited Mideast peace plan is a road map for a
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“realistic two-state solution’” that envisions Jerusalem as Israel’s “undivided
capital”.

Moreover, Trump’s remarks during the preparatory elections for the party
nominations, in which he indicated that he would take a ‘neutral’ position in the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict, raised a lot of controversy (“The Expected Policy of the
Trump Administration”, 2017). This position has been interpreted as requiring that
negotiations between the Palestinian and Israeli sides be the basis for
determining the form of a settlement. That is, it does not want a specific
roundabout for the United Nations or the international community in this
particular aspect, and this means that the issues of Jerusalem, refugees and
borders are left to negotiate between the Palestinian Authority and Israel -the
balance of bilateral forces (“The Expected Policy of the Trump Administration”,
2017). This means providing the appropriate environment for the Israeli side to
exert all available pressures on the Palestinian side to obtain the largest amount
of gains.

However, the plan limits the sovereignty of a future Palestinian state. Israel
would be in charge of maintaining security over the state of Palestine, which
would be “fully demilitarised.” The proposal also allows Israel to declare
sovereignty over certain areas of the occupied West Bank, including Israeli
settlements and the Jordan Valley. Trump heralded the plan as a “historic
breakthrough,” even though the Palestinian leadership, which severed relations
with the U.S. administration as it took a series of pro-Israel moves, rejected it
before the proposal was formally released.

THE TRUMP’S ECONOMIC PLAN

The White House has unveiled a $50 billion Palestinian investment and
infrastructure proposal aimed at supporting its much-anticipated “deal of the
century” Middle East peace plan.® The scheme, which calls for a mix of public and
private financing and intends to create at least a million new jobs for Palestinians,
was posted to the White House website before a two-day conference in Bahrain.
The so-called “Peace to Prosperity” workshop in Manama on Tuesday and
Wednesday (25-26 June 2019) is being held amid heavy scepticism about its
viability, and outright opposition from Palestinian leaders. Speaking to Reuters,
Jared Kushner said:

I laugh when [Palestinian leaders] attack this as the ‘deal of the century’. This is
going to be the opportunity of the century if they have the courage to pursue it.

In dealing with the Arab-Israeli conflict, the President seems to be dealing
with economic logic, stalking gains that may appear new, believing that they may
lead the parties to overlook fundamental differences that could cause problems
and crises. This is where the economic component comes in. The Trump
administration has pledged to drum up $28 billion over 10 years to support
Palestine, with $22 billion of additional funding going to Jordan, Egypt, and
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Lebanon. This aid comes in the form of investment. The money would go toward
infrastructure and transportation links, raising standards of living, and enabling
broader regional trade. Funding would also be devoted to improving education,
healthcare, and workforce development. Only small amounts of money were
pledged at the Bahrain conference. But the U.S. has pledged that they’re not
going to let the process die for lack of cash (Bremmer, 2020).

The Trump administration, is seeking to economic(ise) the peace process, as
temptations in exchange for concessions on the parameters adopted by the
Palestinian negotiators. Donald Trump, during his meeting with Mahmoud Abbas
at the White House (on 3 May 2017), indicated his aspiration to support the
Palestinian economy. Trump aims to support and improve the economic situation
in the territories of the Palestinian Authority (Ziadeh, 2017, p. 373) to encourage
the Palestinian Authority to return to negotiations without conditions and
without halting settlement activity; Thereby making economic peace an
alternative to political peace based on a two-state solution. By providing job
opportunities for the Palestinians in exchange for giving up their dream of
liberation and establishing their state, without a capital in occupied Jerusalem or
the return of Palestinian refugees, or the removal of illegal Israeli settlements in
the West Bank and East Jerusalem.

The Bahrain conference, known as the “Peace Workshop for Prosperity with
the aim of encouraging investment in the Palestinian territories”, came in line with
the American vision of President Trump and his administration. The Trump
administration seeks to collect and display donations and investments from
participating countries such as Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states, which may reach
$50 billion, in order to encourage the Palestinian Authority and the Palestinian
people to accept the vision and policies of President Trump and his
administration. This political money represents only a political bribery aimed at
delegitimising the rights of the Palestinians and liquidating their cause.

At the conclusion of the Bahrain conference, Kushner accused the Palestinian
leadership of failing to help its people, stressing that the door is still open for them
to participate in the Washington peace plan, which was launched from the
economic side of it in this conference. Kushner said that the door is still open for
the Palestinians to join the American peace plan, whose political features have not
yet been clarified, saying:

If they really wanted to improve the lives of their people, we have put in place a
great framework that they can engage in and try to achieve (“The Bahrain
Conference”, 2019).

Based on these data, the Trump administration carries only economic
proposals aimed at improving the economic situation in the Palestinian territories,
and improving the daily life of the Palestinians, and not helping them to obtain
their legitimate rights. This plan is considered compatible with the Israeli
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occupation. They have also suggested they are open to unilateral Israeli
annexation of disputed territory. Officials say there is no intention of discussing
the most contentious parts of their proposal to end the long-running conflict.
Thus the core political issues that are key to resolving the dispute, such as borders,
the status of the holy city of Jerusalem, Israel’s security and the fate of Palestinian
refugees, will not be raised.

While the White House called the plan “the most ambitious international
effort for the Palestinian people to date”, Trump’s vague declarations create dead
pool and confusing among Palestinians, Arab states and International Community
regarding this conflict. Its economic proposal, however, makes no mention of a
Palestinian state or an end to Israeli occupation. Trump also threatened to cut off
financial aid to all who will vote for the draft United Nations resolution for the U.S.
to withdraw its decision to recognise Jerusalem as Israel’s capital. Many parties
believe that, U.S. foreign policy on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is confusing and
not helping to resolve the problem. Notably absent, the Palestinians, whose input
was not sought for the proposal. There are so many reasons why Netanyahu is
happy with the plan, and so many why the Palestinians disagree.

FUELLING DISDAIN

Palestinians were outraged by the proposal. Opposition even appeared to unite
long-time Palestinian political rivals the Palestinian Authority and Hamas, which
governs the Gaza Strip. Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas chaired an
emergency meeting with Hamas, and called it a “new phase of Palestinian
dialogue and joint work,” according to local media (“President Receives a Call
from Hamas Leader”, 2020). Trump has described the plan as the “deal of the
century,” but Abbas called it the “smack of the century,” saying it was an
unacceptable attempt to “liquidate the Palestinian issue”. Hamas leader Ismael
Haniyeh said in a statement that “the new plot against Palestine is doomed to
failure and Palestine will vanquish the colonisers at the end” (“Trump Says His
Mideast Peace Plan”, 2020).

Throughout, Israel argues the Palestinians turned down a series of good
offers. The Palestinian negotiators say they made huge concessions, not least
accepting Israel’s existence in around 78% of their historic homeland. Palestinians
in the occupied territories have protested against the US-led Middle East peace
plan. The violence started when the embassy was moved as U.S. provokingly
chose to launch the new embassy in Jerusalem on 14 May, the seventieth
anniversary of Israel’s independence. The worst is U.S. officials including Jared
Kushner and Ivanka Trump rejoicing it in Jerusalem while many Palestinians were
being killed less than sixty miles away (Elgindy, 2019).

Therefore, the recognition by the Trump administration during the Trump
era of occupied Jerusalem as the unified capital of Israel (on 6 December 2017),
and the transfer of the American embassy from Tel Aviv to it, demonstrated the
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truth of the American mediation and its siding with Israel. President Trump has
aroused his recognition that occupied Jerusalem is the unified capital of Israel,
disgruntled Arab and global reactions. Immediately, several Arab and Islamic
governments condemned the American move, and considered this step as
eliminating the peace process between the Palestinians and Israelis, and that it
represents a threat to the stability and security of the entire region.

For his part, President Mahmoud Abbas considered that Trump’s decision
reflects the withdrawal of the United States of America from its role in mediating
the peace process, and that the decision will not change the city’s identity and
history, and will remain the eternal capital of Palestine. While Ismail Haniyeh, head
of the political bureau of the Islamic Resistance Movement (Hamas), called for the
Palestinian mobilisation and the uprising in the face of the American decision
(“What after Trump declared Jerusalem”, 2017), a position, which in its content
approached the positions of the Palestinian armed factions that called for a strike
in the West Bank, Gaza Strip and occupied Jerusalem. While internationally, the
European Union informed Israel of its rejection of Trump’s decision, while Russian
President Vladimir Putin criticised the U.S. administration’s decision, describing it
as increasing the complexity in the region and hindering the Palestinian-Israeli
peace process (“What after Trump declared Jerusalem”, 2017, p. 2).

The decision to recognise occupied Jerusalem as the united capital of Israel
overthrows seventy years of American foreign policy and international consensus
which considers the fate of occupied Jerusalem as one of the most important
issues of the final solution. It is the basis for any peace process, because it is
considered the most complicated issue of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict and an
important religious and political symbol for billions of people around the world.

Nevertheless, in one stroke, the annexation of the West Bank would create a
political arena of immense potential. It would not generate many warm and fuzzy
feelings, but it would transform politics from a zero-sum struggle between Israeli
Jews and Palestinians to a more complicated and potentially more productive
competition among different Palestinian and Jewish groups searching, within and
across the boundaries of their national communities, for political allies and power.

Naftali Bennett, the Israeli Minister of Education, acknowledged that
Trump’s prior and supportive stances of Israel would destroy the idea of a
Palestinian state (Al-Sahli, 2017, p. 58), and that his position is not surprising to the
Palestinian Authority and its negotiators. President Mahmoud Abbas stated that
“the Palestinians waited for President Trump to disclose the deal of the century,
but in a fair manner to their rights, and if it is directed to them the slap of the
century” (Al-Azar, 2018, p. 92). Lakhdar Brahimi, former Algerian foreign minister
and a veteran of his country’s liberation struggle, said, “This is a conflict rooted in
injustice, dispossession and disdain for rights and law. Abandoning negotiations
and imposing annexation will only entrench these problems” (“The Elders Warn
New US”, 2020). Trump’s peace plan will lead to more Middle East conflict.
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CONCLUSION

Until further notice, the Trump administration aims to liquidate the Palestinian
issue. Thus, adding fuel to fire, the Trump administration has intensified the
feeling of resentment between Arabs and Jews. Through new policies towards a
final solution, Americans withdrew from any commitment to the Palestinians in
accordance with international legitimacy decisions and international agreements.
They seek to impose a new American political settlement that simulates the Israeli
vision and goals, and end Palestinian demands of an independent state on the
borders of 1967 with its capital, occupied East Jerusalem, using economy and
political money as an input to settle the conflict rather than a political solution.

Real progress is unlikely at the level of the peace process under the hard-right
Israeli government officials who refused to make real concessions to achieve a
just and comprehensive peace. A resolution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
serves to improve security. Hostilities between Arabs and Israelis have long been
a hot threat in the Middle East, provoking several crises and wars over the past 50
years. Moreover, Washington's support for Israel and perceived hostilities toward
Arabs and Muslims has fuelled anti-US and Anti-Israeli sentiments in the region.

There is a marginal continuity in Trump's policy toward Israeli-Palestinian
issues, with the United States always defining the goal of resolving the issue
between Israel and the Palestinians. However, Trump has proved that he has
added several changes that "exonerate" his predecessors by moving the U.S.
embassy and cutting Palestinian aid. These policies have clearly provoked outrage
throughout the Muslim world. Solutions to these issues have unequivocally
demonstrated their one-sided approach, especially when Trump sent the head of
a pro-Israel peacekeeping team, Jared Kushner, a Jewish man, and David
Friedman and Jason Greenblatt who have personal affairs with the Israeli
government.

Recognising Jerusalem as Israel’s capital without limiting the land area and
halting funding for Palestine is not just a policy of uncertainty, but it adds more
pain to Palestinian society. Moreover, Trump's rhetoric and policy have caused
major changes that are impossible to return to, but this conflict could be modified
in the future, by handing these negotiations over to organisations to be far more
transparent intermediaries than the U.S. government.

Essentially the Palestinians have been told to take it or leave it. They are being
given a surrender document, told to accept that Israel has won, and with its
American friends will shape the future. If Palestinians refuse, the message
continues, Israel will still get what it wants and they will be even worse off. The
Trump plan is a gamble. The absence of hope has placed both sides on the
defensive side. Only radicals’ ideas gain power as the divergence deepens. Ending
the deadlock and restoring a sense of possibility remains essential to preserving a
realistic endgame of two states for two people. There is a chance Palestinians will
be afflicted by more anger, despair and hopelessness.
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THE PRESENCE OF RUSSIA IN SYRIA ACCORDING TO THE
BARAKAH CIRCLE THEORY: THE TARTUS NAVAL BASE
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ABSTRACT: Throughout history, the central issue for Muslims all over the
world relates to al-Quds and Bayt al-Maqdis. Any state that would like to have
control of the globe has aimed to occupy Islamicjerusalem. This is a region that
almost every superpower wants to control, and Russia has emerged as one
such modern superpower. Since the time of the Soviet Union, it has had
ambitions in Syria’s important port of Tartus on the coast of the
Mediterranean Sea and these aims are closely connected with the Holy Land.
This study aims to theoretically highlight the geopolitical importance of Bayt
al-Magqdis according to the Barakah Circle Theory of El-Awaisi (2005) with a
case study of Russia’s Naval Base in Tartus in the Eastern Mediterranean Sea.
In this study, a qualitative research method is used to collect primary and
secondary data. In this regard, Bayt al-Maqdis’s Barakah Circle Theory is tested
according to the case study of Russia’s presence in the Mediterranean Sea.

KEYWORDS: Bayt al-Maqdis, Mediterranean Sea, Syria, Russia, Tartus Port.

INTRODUCTION N

Abd al-Fattah El-Awaisi published a study in 2005 and later in 2013 under the title
"The Barakah Circle Theory of Islamicjerusalem" by bringing a different perspective
to the science of geopolitics (El-Awaisi, 2013). The purpose of this theoretical
study was to introduce a new dimension based on regional and global power
struggles. According to this theory, Islamicjerusalem, or Bayt al-Maqdis, is the
name of the holy region where Jerusalem and al-Agsa Mosque are centred. This
theory was conceived by El-Awaisi as involving circles of the diminishing
importance of the world from Jerusalem outwards. In this context, the first three
circles have critical importance in terms of the struggle for power and domination.

In this paper, | will first briefly explain the theoretical framework of the
Barakah Circle Theory, its three circles, and the importance of geopolitically
strategic regions. Then, | will provide detailed information about the Second Circle
because the case of Russia’s military existence in Syria is related to the Second
Circle of this theory. In the second part, | will emphasise the importance of the
Mediterranean Sea for the interested state, Russia. In the third part, | will try to
answer the following research questions, namely: 1) What is the background of
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Russian-Syrian historical relations and what makes Syria important to Russia, and
2) Why Soviet Russia established a naval base in the Tartus Port within Syria’s
borders, and 3) What are the reasons behind this presence? Lastly, | will conclude
with my interpretations of “Middle East” and Mediterranean concerns according
to the theoretical framework of Barakah Circle Theory.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

General Introduction to the Barakah Circle Theory

According to Abd al-Fattah El-Awaisi, Makkah is the symbol of guidance, Madinah
is the symbol of mercy, and Bayt al-Maqdis is the symbol of Barakah/ Blessing. This
is an important holy place not only for the Palestinians but for the entire Muslim
world (El-Awaisi, 2007). Bayt al-Maqdis is a unique geography that has been
subjected to the migration and invasion of various states from prehistoric times.
The most important reason for this situation is its rich history, strategic location,
and hosting of three major religions. It has been the centre of various religious
struggles throughout history, as it holds three monotheistic religions in the holy
city of Jerusalem (El-Awaisi K., 2007). Additionally, the region is rich in terms of
the soil fertility and oil resources in neighbouring countries and thus is
strategically important. Then, in terms of spiritual and material Barakah, it is
referred to as the Land of Barakah and the Holy Land in the Quran (El-Awaisi,
2007).

According to the Barakah Circle Theory, the First Circle is the region of Bayt
al-Maqdis which has an exceptional geographic location, distinctive diverse
topography, Mediterranean climate, and rich agricultural areas. However, El-
Awaisi states that the geopolitical importance of this place is due to divine
discourse rather than natural and human factors. For El-Awaisi, this is the
geography of the prophets and is shown as the source of spiritual abundance by
Muslims, Christians and Jews (El-Awaisi, 2016).

The Second Circle covers Bilad al-Sham and Egypt. Bilad al-Sham (historical
Syrian territory) covers largely present-day Palestine and it extends to the
territory of modern day Lebanon, Jordan, and Syria (El-Awaisi, 2016). On the other
hand, the unity and security of the Second Circle are directly related to the first
circle. It is not possible to achieve dominance and stability in Bayt al-Maqdis
without any connection to these places. The way to achieve this is through the
unity of the Second Circle. In other words, the unity of Egypt and Syria is needed
for the security of Bayt al-Maqdis.

Lastly, the Third Circle involves the Hijaz region including: Makkah; Madinah;
Turkey; Iraq; part of Egypt reaching Aswan in the south; a small part of Libya; a
small part of Sudan; part of Kuwait; and Iran. In addition, El-Awaisi argues that
there is a strong connection between the Ka‘bah and al-Agsa Mosque, and
therefore between Bayt al-Maqdis and Makkah. The Third Circle also covers
important sea basins such as the Red Sea, Mediterranean Sea, Black Sea, Aegean
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Sea, and the Arabian Gulf. These seas are a potential power source for Eastern
Muslim countries. Regions in the Third Circle dominate the intersections and
transit routes of international trade and are also important in determining the
policy of Bayt al-Maqdis (El-Awaisi, 2016).

The basic formula is "Who rules in Bayt al-Magqdis, controls the whole globe"'.
In this regard, El-Awaisi divides his theory into three important circles: '""Who rules
the first circle (Bayt al-Magqdis), commands the second circle (Al-Sham and Egypt).
Who rules in the second circle, commands the third circle (Irag and Turkey). Who
rules the third circle, commands the globe'" (El-Awaisi, 2007). Thus, the Second and
Third Circles are very important in their geopolitical locations. In connection with
my case study, | will shortly mention the geopolitical importance of regions in the
Second Circle.
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The three circles of the Barakah Circle Theory of El-Awaisi (2007)

Importance of the Second Circle: Al-Sham (Syria) and Egypt

Theoretically, there are strong ties between Bilad al-Sham and Egypt. In many
ways, the lands of both regions present geographical integrity, particularly in
security. The wars that determined the fate of Egypt were mostly fought in Bilad
al-Sham, and important wars and treaties concerning al-Sham were conducted in
Egypt (El-Awaisi, 2016). Egypt and historical Syria are both important to stabilise
dominance and stability in Bayt al-Maqdis. Otherwise, the force that dominates
Bayt al-Maqdis without Egypt and Syria will remain weak and forced to disappear
(Sabri, 2020).
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The national security of Al-Sham (Historical Syria) is the national security of
Egypt. Because the threat to Egypt starts in Al-Sham and eventually threats in
Egypt affect the Bayt al-Maqdis. Geopolitically, the national security of these
countries is the safety of Bayt al-Maqdis. To liberate and secure Bayt al-Maqdis
from occupation, firstly we need to liberate and secure these two important
strategic locations and Bayt al-Maqdis is an indispensable component of them (EI-
Awaisi, 2016).

When we look at history, great powers like Britain and France occupied Egypt
and Syria, before moving to occupy Palestine, and it is argued here that the power
that dominates these two regions will dominate Palestine. Like most powerful
states in the international arena, Russia seeks to control the Eastern
Mediterranean Sea and the Syria region because it wishes to command the globe
and be a hegemonic power against other states. Therefore, it has been argued
that, to dominate Bayt al-Maqdis, the integrity of the Second Circle should be
preserved because without this circle, stability cannot be maintained in Bayt al-
Maqdis (Ataman & El-Awaisi, 2019).
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UNIQUENESS OF THE MEDITERRANEAN SEA
"The struggle over the strategic control of the Mediterranean is one of the
most persistent and continuous struggles in the history of humanity"
(Awad, 1986).
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Since maritime history began, the Mediterranean Sea has been of great
importance to today's global order. Since it is important geographically,
politically, economically and militarily, almost all great powers have been
concerned about this region (Talha, 1990). From a geostrategic outlook, the
Mediterranean Sea is very significant because it is at the turning points of Africa,
the “Middle East”, Asia, and the European continent. Geographic analysis shows
that the strategic importance of this sea has led to continuous struggles with the
aim to control it. Throughout history, Russia has always wanted to be the
hegemonic power in this sea (Zulfqgar, 2018).

The Mediterranean retrieved its historical importance from the point the
Suez Canal was dug, making it possible to sail from Asia through the Red Sea, and
straight to the Mediterranean. It also gained more significance as the Black Sea
and the Caspian Sea became more controversial because it was possible to cross
from the Black Sea to the Mediterranean through the Bosporus (Zonova, 2015).

Russia has vast territories and limited access to this sea. Some of its ports
freeze during the northern winters, so it values a southerly port that can stay open
all year long. As Russia only has warm water ports in the Black Sea, the
Mediterranean is the only way it can navigate from those ports to the Atlantic or
the Indian Ocean (through the Suez Canal). And while Russia has full access to the
Black Sea, in order to get to the Mediterranean Sea it has to go through the
narrow Bosporus and Dardanelles, which were controlled previously by the
Ottoman Empire or present-day Turkey. Control of the Bosporus and Dardanelles
determines whether Russia has access to the Mediterranean and trade routes to
the rest of the world (MacFie, 1983).

The region is regarded as a hot-bed for conflict between superpowers; each
has tried to set up and then encourage its military presence therein. One main
reason for increasing military forces in the Eastern Mediterranean is to attain
energy sources like petrol and oil reserves. To have an effective military capability,
especially '"'Sea Power'" is seen as very important for concerned states. One of
these states is Russia, which established a military-naval base in the Tartus Sea
Port in Syria, in the Eastern Mediterranean.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF SYRIA-RUSSIA RELATIONS

Before discussing the Port of Tartus, the background of Syria-Russia relations will
first be discussed. Their relations are based, amongst others, on historical,
strategic, economic and military interests. Russia's interests in this region began
in the period of Tsarist Russia and later continued with more practical steps,
especially after the Second World War (Aslanli, 2018). One of the most important
goals of Tsarist Russia was to have a say on the warm seas (Ascher, 2009).
Strategic relations developed at the time of the USSR are strongly linked to
today's Syria. Further, the relations developed during the years of the Cold War,
according to Russian experts, have gained the quality of strategic partnerships.
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The main reasons for this include the ideological convergence between the
two countries and similarities in their outlook of the global system, as well as the
higher level of military relations. For Syria, receiving support from the USSR during
the Cold War was very important, both in terms of security, in the face of Turkey
and Israel, and in terms of ideology, in the face of the West. For the USSR, their
desire to develop relations with Arab and Muslim states meant that, ideologically,
Syria was a splendid opportunity (Trenin, 2016). It is a known fact that Egypt, Syria,
“Israel”, and Yemen are the most important countries in relation to examining
Russia's “Middle East” policies since 1945 (Peterson, 2019).

Right after the Second World War, the influence of Soviet Russia in the Syrian
region increased: Russia tried to strengthen its military, political and social
relations with the Socialist Ba’ath Party, which was active in Syria (Cag & Eker,
2013). Thus, it has been observed that the relations between the Soviets and
Syriana have developed positively with each passing year. These two states have
mutual interests and, to this day, have been developing their relations according
to this strategy. Indeed, Syria has been a target of opportunity for Russia as it
seeks to rebuild its position in the Middle East (Aslanli, 2018). In this period, the
Soviet influence on Syria can be seen to be concentrated in the military field and
the establishment of the Tartus Naval Base by the USSR (Dilek, 2017). The purpose
of Russia was not only to have a socialist vision of Syria, but to achieve historical
goals and to empower its military presence in the Mediterranean Sea.

However, neither Tsarist Russia nor Soviet Russia could realize the policy of
going to the warm seas, which is Russia's historical ambition. This policy was
implemented during Putin's reign at the first threshold of the 21st century, and
from this period onwards, Russia has had a presence both in the Black Sea/Crimea
and in the Mediterranean/Syria. It is therefore clear how important geopolitics is
for Russia's foreign policy (Trenin, 2016).

WHAT MAKES THE SYRIAN REGION SO CRUCIAL TO RUSSIA?

In modern history, the “Middle East” is a major geopolitical, geostrategic, and
geo-economic area for the great powers, especially for Britain, the United States
and Russia (Zulfgar, 2018). For this reason, these states have implemented policies
based on taking steps to penetrate the abovementioned region. After the
dissolution of the USSR, Russia had, within a short time, undergone the
experience of losing global power. Entering the period of recovery with Putin,
Russia has become more interested in geopolitically- and geo-strategically-
important regions, and one of them is Syria (Garganus & Rumer, 2019).

Syria is one of the most important strategic locations in West Asia (Zulfqar,
2018). If a state wishes to dominate the region of the “Middle East”, it must
control Syria. Throughout history, all the great empires have fought for Syria. Due
to its Mediterranean coast, empires have landed in its hot waters and seized the
Syria region (Segkin, 2013). One reason for this is that Syria possesses rich natural
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resources, such as oil and phosphate, which are important underground sources
(Syria, 2018).

The main reasons for Russia's presence in Syria are historical interests and
ties, and in particular, to regain former glorious Tsarist Russia and to revive Soviet
global power. In this regard, current Russian President Putin wishes to have a
voice in the international arena and has shaped his foreign policy strategies
towards the “Middle East” and the Mediterranean Sea accordingly (Rumer, 2019).
Thus, Putin's definition of Syria as a central country in terms of “Middle East”
politics is also important (Aslanli, 2018).

The Syrian War has allowed Russia the opportunity to enter global policy
directly and say, "I'm in the Mediterranean". Russia does not want to regenerate
the Soviet Union but wants to possess the previous Soviet Union's power in the
global balance (Ryan, 2019). In this regard, first, we must understand the strategic
importance of the Mediterranean Sea, where Russia wants to increase its power.
To dominate the “Middle East” and the Eastern Mediterranean basin, the Russian
military positioned itself in the port city of Tartus, Syria. Today, the Russian
government supports the Assad regime and, therefore, Russia officially took part
in the Syrian war from 2015. In this respect, Assad gave Latakia/ Tartus to Russia
fairly easily (Dilek, 2017).

Simply put, Russia can access the Mediterranean via Syria with no problem.
Putin continues the Stalinist Soviet program and retains a permanent military
presence in the Middle East (Lavrov, 2018). Putin is an old Soviet Bolshevist at
heart and uses the Syrian revolution as a tool to achieve the old Soviet dream of
expansionism and the re-establishment of Soviet Marxism around the world. Syria
is considered a pawn in this game (Ryan, 2019). There are two things that Russia
has done with Syria. The first is gaining access to the Mediterranean Sea, and that
is why it is desirous of developing and maintaining its military bases with a
headquarters in Tartus overlooking the Mediterranean. The second is to keep its
hegemonic power in the “Middle East” against the Western block.

IMPORTANCE OF THE TARTUS NAVAL BASE

The port of Tartus is the only heritage from outside the USSR geography. This
military-naval base was established in the 1970s, during the period in office of
former Syrian president - a loyal and a close Kremlin ally — Hafez al-Assad, while
the USSR is a key player in the secular Arab World. Russia still has military bases
spread on the map of the former Soviet Union, which extend from Ukraine and
Azerbaijan to Tajikistan, but Tartus is a reminder of the times when Moscow’s
ambitions were on a global scale. Russia has had maintenance and support facility
for the Navy in Tartus since 1971 (Aslanli, 2018).

To this day, this port has been Russia’s biggest asset in Syria, and it was also
Russia’s only support base in the Eastern Mediterranean, supplementing its
military intervention and other steps taken to increase military presence in the
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region (Dilek, 2017). One of the first concrete initiatives that this facility
transformed into a naval base was laid by Bashar al-Assad. In March 2015, Assad
told the Russian television Zvezda's correspondent Fedor Ivanitsa;

Russia’s military presence in various parts of the world, including the port of
Tartus, is necessary to ensure the balance lost with the breakup of the Soviet
Union. Strong Russia’s presence in our region will make more stable our region.
Because Russia plays a crucial role in strengthening stability all over the world. In
this context, we welcome the expansion of Russia’s presence in the Eastern
Mediterranean, especially on our shores.” (Sputnik, 2015).

Additionally, the collapse of the Assad regime would mean that Russia would
lose its only existing base in this region. A new regime would deprive Russia of its
former rights there. To prevent this, Russia is supporting the Assad regime by
using its port and has made plans to strengthen its fleet at the naval base (Aslanli,
2018). Itis therefore clear that the port holds great significance for the two states’
mutual interests.

One of the most significant aspects of the port’s role relates to Russia’s
aspiration to strengthen itself against the US presence in the “Middle East”. The
loss of Russian impact in the Mediterranean region is perceived as an acquisition
for the US and leads to a zero-sum game for Russia. Also, it is the only port that is
not surrounded by NATO bases. The Black Sea has become a NATO influence zone
and blockage point of world oceans controlled by NATO Allies, where Russia's
position and historical role were damaged. This was the factor that led to the
current Russian policy to make moves that would strengthen Russia's position in
the Mediterranean region (Rumer & Sokolsky, 2021). Another reason is related to
geopolitical purposes: without access to Tartus, Russia cannot project its long-
term naval power in the Mediterranean Sea.

Russia’s decision to establish a full-scale base in Tartus is regarded as a
“power move”. This military base will assist in preserving Russia’s goals and
improving the geopolitical position of Russia in the “Middle East”. According to
Commander Admiral of Russian Naval Forces Victor Chirkov, “The port of Tartus is
important for Russian warships' operations in the Mediterranean, the Gulf of Aden,
and the Indian Ocean” (Fedyszyn, 2013).

For other geopolitical reasons, Tartus is the only warm water port (Free of
ice all year round) and is Russia's only direct access to the Mediterranean Sea.
Maritime shipping is the fastest way to get goods and people across the world,
but Russia has no significant warm-water, ice-free ports with direct access to an
ocean. With this port, Russia can solve this big problem (Aslanli, 2018).

Briefly, Russia needs a military base in the Syrian port city Tartus: to protect
its national interests; to neutralize the threats against its presence; to be powerful
in the “Middle East”l to develop its defence and foreign policies; and to provide
technical and logistical help in the eastern Mediterranean Sea (Sputnik, 2016). This
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naval base will therefore allow Moscow to keep the situation in the “Middle East”
and the Mediterranean under control.

INTERPRETATION AND CONCLUSION

This section will explain the interpretation and conclusions of the case of the
“Russian Tartus Naval Base” according to the Barakah Circle Theory. In particular,
it will discuss the relations of this case with Syria’s region in light of the Second
Circle concept developed by El-Awaisi. Geopolitically, Bayt al-Maqdis has an
indispensable position. In light of the Barakah Circle Theory, all issues in the
“Middle East” and those relating to the Mediterranean Sea cannot ignore the
importance of the strategic locations mentioned in the theory, namely, Syria,
Egypt, Iraq, Turkey, and Bayt al-Maqdis. Additionally, in analysing this region, we
cannot isolate them from one another (El-Awaisi, 2007).

Russian presence in the eastern Mediterranean of Syria affects not only
Syria’s security and national interests, but also influences Egypt’s and Palestine’s
security, as well as the national interests of the Zionist state. Today, “Israel” is the
actual power in the world concerning issues of the “Middle East” because of its
control of Bayt al-Maqdis; its existence and influences are seen clearly throughout
the wider region.

When we look at the case of Russia’s presence in Syria and the Tartus Port in
light of the Second Circle, Syria is the most strategic location for every state that
deals with the “Middle East” because the security of Anatolia begins from Syria.

Tepol
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Tartus is the only port available to Russian naval vessels on the Mediterranean Sea.
(Google Map, 2013)

Russia historically sees the Mediterranean Sea as a very important region and
wishes to use Tartus Port as an entrance-door lock to the Mediterranean
(Gardner, 2012). Palestinian territory and the security of Jerusalem start from
Syria. A power that dominates Syria will jeopardise these regions’ securities. Also,
despite all this, the key aspect that makes Syria active is its neighbourhood with
“Israel” (Seckin, 2013).
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A force that can attract Syria to its domain will strengthen its position in the
region, and indeed, Russia can be seen to have developed its strategies towards
the “Middle East”. International strife over the Mediterranean Sea is an element
of Russia's adherence to Syria from the Soviet era to the present (Awad, 1986).
One of the national security strategies of Russia has been to establish a safety net
from the Mediterranean (Yilmaz, 2016). From this base, Russia can show a force
in the Mediterranean and, from there, in the “Middle East”. Thus, the
establishment of the military base in Port of Tartus and the military presence in
Syria has great importance for Russia’s interests. It has transformed Russia’s
standing in the region. It is clear that Moscow wishes to have a say in the future
of Syria and its environmental geography. After the Cold War, there was a time
when the Russian navy did not land in the Mediterranean coast for many years.
Tartus, on the Syrian coast, is the only base that is home to Russia’s navy in the
Mediterranean. Today, President Putin has considered a more expansionist
foreign policy and considers the port city of Tartus to be a gateway to the
Mediterranean (Dilek, 2017).

For Russia, being in Syria means being in the great “Middle East” struggle. It
is not only limited to Syria but also related to Iran, Turkey, the question of Iraq,
the Palestine problem, relations with Egypt, relations with Israel, relations with
the entire Arab World, as well as Europe, the United States and China. Less
significantly, it is also important in terms of Russian domestic policy. More
significant developments over the past decade include Russia’s emergence as an
essential actor in the “Middle East”, and displacing, or at least forcing, the role
the United States once played (Rabbani, 2019). Russia is already one of the five
permanent members of the UN Security Council and a state that has proven its
economic, political, and military/nuclear power to the world, but it has not been
enough to spread Orthodox Christianity, which has existed for a long time and
Russia attaches great importance to this.

Especially after the collapse of Tsarist Russia, and with the establishment of
the communist regime, it lost its religious power. Communist leaders sought to
eradicate religion, churches destroyed, and religious people were persecuted.
After the collapse of the USSR, President Putin has embraced and used the
Russian Orthodox Church to promote religious values. Therefore, Russia's
interests in Syria go beyond its support of Assad. Russia has religious interests in
Syria, the region as a whole, and Bayt al-Maqdis in particular. Historically,
protecting Orthodox Christians was a significant aim of nineteenth-century
Russian foreign policy (Ryan, 2019). In today's Russia, especially with the efforts
of Putin, Russia has returned to its former religious norms and has wanted to
redevelop Orthodox Christianity (Anderson, 2007).

We can consider that it is the strategy of Russia’s re-establishment to be a
great power in the world. In this context, if Russia fully dominates the Bayt al-
Maqdis region, which numerous religions attach great importance to, it will usher
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in an important period for Orthodox Christianity and achieve important historical
ambitions. Russia will bring its power to the forefront in the religious field and be
a country that has a say in the world in every sense. Russia’s entry into Syria is
important for its political, economic, military, and religious interests. The Tartus
Naval Base and the Syrian intervention provided Russia a springboard to increase
its effects in the Mediterranean Sea and the region, and to show itself as a power
broker at the intersection of the world (Rumer, 2019).

To sum up, if Russia succeeds in controlling locations in the Second and Third
Circles, it will later get closer to controlling Bayt al-Maqdis (First Circle) eventually,
and will command the whole globe and will have a greater voice in the world
politics and international arena. Today, Russia has aspired to be a majorrole player
and has engaged in power politics throughout the region.

Accordingly, the case of Tartus Naval Base of Russia in the Syria affirms the
principal arguments of the Barakah Circle Theory of Abd al-Fattah El-Awaisi. With
this study, | have aimed to explain that this theory is in a sense ‘true’ and shows
how Russia’s interests in the region conform to what the theory would predict. In
the Second Circle of the theory, Syria is Russia’s entrance into the “Middle East”
and Bayt al-Maqdis, and it is also a key part of Russia’s rise and prominence. Thus,
Russia can re-exist as a regional power in Syria and will play a crucial role in proving
its global power to the entire world.
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KUDUS’UN SAHITLIGI

Mahmut UYAN”

0Z: Kadim ve kutsal bir sehir olan Kudiis, kuruldugundan giinimiize kadar
bircok medeniyete kucak acmis ve bircok medeniyeti etkilemistir. Bircok
devletin hiikiimdar ve komutani onu ele gecirmeye calismis ya da ele
gecirmistir. Bunlardan basglicalari: Misirhilar, Babiller, Sasaniler, Romalilar,
Misliimanlar, Haglilar ve son olarak Siyonist Yahudilerdir. Bunlardan kimisi
kutsal sehriyakip yikarken ve ahalisini katlederken, kimisi ise onun kutsiyetine
saygl gosterip baris yurdu olma 6zelligini muhafaza etmis ve ahalisine
merhamet g6stermistir. Basta Mescid-i Aksa’nin taslari olmak lizere Kuduis’tin
her bir tasi bunlarin zihniyet farklih§ina ve bu zihniyet farkhliginin
yansimalarina sahitlik etmistir/etmektedir. Bu c¢alismada Kudis sehrinin
kurulusundan en son 1187 yilinda Selahaddin Eyyubi tarafindan fethine kadar
ona hakim olan ve hakim olmak isteyenlerin tarihi karsilagtirmali olarak ele
alinacaktir. Bu karsilastirmada Haglilarin 1099 yilinda Kud(is’i istila etmeleri ile
Selahaddin Eyyubi’nin 1187 yilinda fethetmesi lizerine daha cok durulacaktir.
Bu yapilirken hem batili hem de dogulu kaynaklara miiracaat edilecek. Onlar
bir bakima Kudiis’in hem sahitligine 15tk tutacak hem de ona terciiman
olacaktir. Bununigin de onlardan dogrudan alintiyapmaktan kaginilmayacaktir.

ANAHTAR KELIMELER: Beytiilmakdis, Kudiis, Selahaddin Eyyubi, Zihniyet.
Q=
The Testimony of al-Quds

ABSTRACT: Bayt al-Maqdis/ al-Quds, an ancient and holy city, has embraced
many civilisations since its formation. The rulers and commanders of many
states have tried to seize or have control over it. These include the Egyptians,
Babylonians, Sassanid, Romans, Muslims, Crusaders and more recently, Zionist
Jews. While many of them burned down the holy city to the ground and
massacred its inhabitants, some have respected its holiness, preserved its
features and showed mercy to its people. Each stone in al-Quds, especially
those of al-Agsa Mosque, has witnessed the differences in their approaches.
The history of those who dominated the holy city from its establishment until
the last conquest by Saladin in 1187 will be discussed comparatively in this
study. The comparison will pay more emphasis to the Crusaders' invasion in
1099 and the liberation of Saladin in 1187 through direct quotations and the
use of both western and eastern sources. In a way, they will give an eye-
witness account to present Bayt al-Maqdis's testimony.

KEYWORDS: Bayt al-Maqdis, Jerusalem, Salah al-Din, Attitudes.
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GiRiS

Sehirler, 6zne olan insanoglunun eliyle degisik nesnelerle insa edilip bi¢im alirlar.
Evleri olur, icinde cadde ve sokaklari uzar. Su ona ayri bir canllik, renklilik ve hayat
katar. Fakat o sehir hala nesnedir ve insan olan 6znenin etkisindedir. Sehirler,
belirli bir asamadan sonra nesne olma keyfiyetine sahip olmakla beraber 6zne
olma 6zelligini de kazanir. Ozne olma asamasiyla beraber kendi znesi olan insani
etkilemeye, onu degistirip donistiirmeye baslar. Sehir artik kendine has bir ruh,
zihniyet ve karakter kazanmistir. Boylece her bir sehir, onu diger sehirlerden ayiran
bir kimlik de kazanmis olur. Artik sehir, nam-1 diger medine, kiiltlir ve medeniyetle
Uinsiyet ve bag kurarak onlarla hemhal olur ve nihayetinde kiiltiir ve medeniyetin
besigi haline gelir. Kadim olan bazi sehirler ise sahip olduklar ayricalikh
6zelliklerinden dolayi daha ¢ok 6ne ¢ikarlar ve etkileri de evrensel olur.

Kadim ve kutsal olan Kudds, yeryiiziinde kurulmus olan sehirler arasinda essiz
bir yere sahiptir. O, diinyanin kalbi olan Ortadogu’da, Ortadogu’nun kalbi olan
Mescidi Aksa ise onun kalbinde bulunmaktadir. Ve ayni zamanda Kudis, Yahudi,
Hiristiyan ve Mislimanlarin kalbinde yer almaktadir. Bdyle oldugu igin diinya
glindeminin kalbinde yer almakta, Ortadogu ve diinya giindemini de derinden
etkilemektedir.

Kudiis, ibrahimi gelenege dayanan tevhid dininin sembol sehridir. Ruhunu ve
esinini tevhid dininden alan bu sehir, tevhidi gelenegi temsil eden bu medeniyetin
adeta tecessiimii ve canl tanigidir. Semavi dinlere mensup Yahudi, Hiristiyan ve
MuslGmanlar i¢in kutsal olmasi, bu dzelliginden kaynaklanmaktadir.

Darussalem, yani Selamet yurdu olan ve olmasi gereken Kudds, bir¢ok tarihf
olaya sahitlik etmis emsalsiz bir sehirdir. Tarihinde kimisi onu sanina ve namina
yakisir bir sekilde sevgi, merhamet ve itina ile kucaklayip korumus, kimisi ise
selametine halel getirip onu yakip yikmis ve talan etmistir. Bu 6zelligi, adeta
turnusol kagidi gibi ona sahip olmak isteyenlerin gercek niyet, zihniyet ve
hiviyetlerini ortaya koymustur.

Kadim ve kutsal bir kent olan Kudls’iin 6zne olma &zelligi, yerylziindeki
bitiin diger kentlerden farklilik arz etmektedir. Bu 6zelli§ine binaen yeryiiziindeki
hicbir kent Kudiis kadar dini-siyasi hiiviyete de sahip olamamistir. Kudiis’iin ayni
zamanda hem peygamber ve hem de hiikiimdar olan Davud (a.s.) ve Stleyman
(a.s.) a bagkentlik yapmis olmasi bu duruma yeterince agikli getirmektedir.

Uc semavi din olan Yahudilik, Hiristiyanlk ve islamiyet icin kutsal olan
Kudiis’iin tarihi ¢ok eskilere dayanmaktadir (M. O. 3000-1200) (Giil, 2001: 1/306;
Harman, 2002: 324). Kenanilerin yurdu icinde olan Kudis, Hurriler, Yebusiler,
Yahudiler, Misirlilar, Babiller, Persler, Makedonyali iskender, Romalilar, Sasaniler,
Muslimanlar, Hagh Hiristiyanlar ve Siyonist Yahudilerin hakimiyetine girmistir.
Kudis, bu uzun ge¢misinde sayisiz istila, yikim ve katliama maruz kalmis olmasina
ragmen halen sahip oldugu 6zellikleriyle varligini devam etmekte ve dini-siyasi
acilardan diinyanin gtindemini etkilemektedir.
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Adinin gectigi bilinen en eski ilk belge milattan énce XIX ve XVIII yizyillara
Misir metinleridir (Harman, 2002: 26/323). Tarihinde azimsanmayacak sayida isme
sahip olmustur. Biitiin bu isimlerin kékeninde kutsiyet ve barig manalarinin olmasi
dikkat ¢ekicidir (Gil, 2001: 1/306-307; Harman, 2002: 323-324). Kutsal ve baris kenti
olan bu kent, maalesef degisik millet ve devlet/imparatorluklar tarafindan
selametine halel getirilmis ve kutsiyeti cignenmistir.

Kudis’tin basina gelenler, genel hatlariyla Yahudilerin ve Yahudiligin tarihini
de kapsayan Eski Ahid’de gegmektedir. Yahudilerin Filistin’e gelmeleriyle baglayan
stirecle beraber Kudis, Yahudilerin hayatinda merkezi role sahip olmus ve bu
durum tarihlerine yansiyip tarihlerini cok yonli etkilemistir.

KUDUS’UN YASADIGI BELLI BASLI OLAYLARIN KRONOLOJISI

1. Yahudilerin Kudiis’ii Yakmalari

Kudus, Yahudiler icin kutsal bir kenttir. Buna ragmen Kudiis’e saldirip onu yakanlar
arasinda Yahudiler de vardir. Yahudilerden iki kabile olan Yahuda ve Simon
kabileleri Kudis’e saldirip krali esir almis ve sehri yakmuslar (Hakimler, 1/104). Daha
ileriki bir tarihte bir Israil krali Kudiis’ii ve mabedi talan emistir. (Montefiore, 2016:

35).

2. Misir Kralinin Kudiis’e savas agmasi ve sehri yagmalamasi

Stileyman’in oglu Rehoboam’in kral oldugu zamanda Misir Kral Sisak Kudiis’e
savas a¢mis, mabedin ve kral evinin hazinelerini alip gétirmustir (I. Krallar, s.
14/26-27; Montefiore, 2016: 33). Yaklasik seksen vyl sonra sehir tekrar
yagmalanmustir (11. Tarihller, s. 20/17).

3. Yahudi Kuzey Kralliginin Kudiis’e Saldirmasi

Yahudi Kralt Amatsya’nin saltanatinda kuzey Kralligi’nin kuvvetleri Kudiis’e girmis,
Kudis duvarinin bir kismini yikmis, mabetteki ve kral evindeki degerli esyayi
almistir (1. Krallar, s. 14/11-149).

4. Babillerin Araliklarla U¢ defa Kudiis’e Saldirmalart’

Babil krali Nebukadnezzar (Buhtunnasir) araliklarla ti¢ defa Kudiis’e girmistir.
Nebukadenzzar ti¢linct girisinde Kudis’tu yakip tahrip etmek ve zenginliklerini
almakla yetinmeyerek, Yahudileri de siirgtine géndermistir. Kudis, elli yil boyunca
harabe halinde kalmistir. Yahudilerin siirgiine goénderilmesi, tarihlerinde bir
donim noktasi olmustur. Bu siirglin Yahudilerde dini, kdltiirel, toplumsal,
psikolojik vs. derin izler birakmustir (Krallar, s. 25).

5. Kudiis’iin Degisik Milletlerin Hakimiyetine Girmesi
5.1. Babil esaretinden sonra Kudiis Milattan 6nce 538 yilinda Pers hakimiyetine
girmigtir.

5.2. Perslerden sonra (m.5.332), Makedonyali Biiyiik iskender Kudiis’ almistir.

5.3. Bilylik iskender’den sonra Kudiis’e Misirli Ptolemaioslar, daha sonra 198’den
itibaren Selefikler (Selevkoslar) sehre hakim olmuslardir.
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5.4. Milattan 6nce 168’de Antiochus (Antiokkhos) IV. Epiphanes, Yunan ilahlarinin
heykellerini koymak suretiyle mabedi kirletmis, bunun Gizerine Makkabi isyanlar
baslamis ve mabed temizlenmistir.

5.5. Milattan 6nce 63 yilinda Pompeus Kudiis’i isgal etmis, sehri kusatan
duvarlarin bir kismini yiktirmistir.

5.6. Crassus, milattan 6nce 54 yiinda mabedi yagmalamistir.
5. 7. Partlar, Milattan 6nce 40 yilinda sehri ele gecirmistir (Harman, 2002: 325).

6. Romalilarin Kudiis’ii Kusatmalari
Babil stirgtinii ilk stirgtindiir. Fakat son degildir. Bu siirgline génderilenlerden bir
kismi daha sonra doénme firsatini bulmuslar. Fakat Romalilarin siirgline
gonderdikleri Yahudilerin dontisii uzun siire almis ve bunun etki ve sonuglari ise
bir¢ok yénden daha derin olmustur.

Romalilar Kudiis’e saldirmadan once sehirde i¢ savas hiikiim sirtyordu.
Yahudilerden g farkli gii¢ birbirleriyle savasarak hem sehri tahrip ediyorlardihem
de birbirlerini éldirtyorlardi. Romalilarin sehre yaklasmalaryla i savasa son verip
birlesmelerine ragmen hicbir sonug vermemistir (Montefiore, 2016: 127-128).

“Milattan sonra 70 yilinda Romali kumandan Titus Kudiis’G kusatmus, bu sirada mabed
ve hemen hemen biitiin sehir yanmistir. Titus, Bati duvarindaki bir bélim ve (g kule
hari¢ duvarlart yiktirmistir” (Harman, 2002: 325).

“Sehir yerle bir edilip icindekiler katledildikten birka¢ hafta sonra Titus tekrar
Kudiis’ten gecti, onun melankolik harabelerini gecmisteki ihtisamiyla kiyasladi. Sonra
ele gecirdigi Yahudi liderler, metresi Berenice, gozde destekgisi Josephus ve
Tapinak’in hazineleriyle birlikte Roma’ya yelken acti” (Montefiore, 2016: 131).

7. Romalilarin Kudiis’iin Harabeleri Uzerine Bir Putperest Sehir Kurmalari

Tevhid geleneginin sembol sehri ve kiblegahi olan Kuddis sehri putperest Romalilar
tarafindan asli kimliginden arindirilarak bir putperest sehri haline getirilmek
istenmistir. Bunun icin Romalilar sehrin ismini Aelia (Ar. iliya) olarak degistirmisler
ve Allah’a ibadet amaciyla kurulan mabedlerin yerinde ise putperestlige ait tapinak
insa etmislerdi. $ehre girmek isteyen Yahudilere ise 6lim cezasi konulmustur.
(Harman, 2002: 3259).

8. Sasanilerin Kudiis’e Saldirmalari

Sasanilerin Kudiis’e saldirmalari islamiyet’in zuhurundan sonra olmustur. M.S. 614
yilinda Sasaniler’in yaptigi saldiri, Mekke musriklerin ve Misliimanlarin glindemine
de yansimigtir. Rum Siiresinin giris bolim bu konu ile ilgilidir (Rum Stiresi, 30/1-7).

Bu saldirda diinyanin iki gli¢li imparatorlugu Roma ve Sasaniler karsi karsiya
gelmisler. Resmi dini Hiristiyanlik olan Roma imparatorlugu sehri korurken, diger
yandan resmi dini Zerdislik olan Sasani imparatorlugu ise sehre saldinda
bulunmustur. Semavi dine mensup olan Yahudiler ise bu ¢atismada Sasanilerle
beraber kendisi gibi semavi dine mensup Hiristiyanlarla savasmis ve onlar
katletmiglerdir. Béylece Kudiis’lin merkezde oldugu bir savas ve bu savasta
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diinyanin iki biyiik imparatoru ile (g farkli din ¢arpismistir. Bir tarafta saldirgan
Zerdiist dinine mensup olan Sasaniler ile Yahudiler, diger tarafta ise sehirle
beraber saldiriya maruz kalan Hiristiyan Romalilar.

Runicman, Sasaniler’in Kudiis’e saldirip yaptigl katliam ve sehri atese
vermeleri ile ilgili sunlari kaydetmektedir:

“Patrik Zacharias kan dékiilmesinden kurtulmak igin sehri teslim etmeye hazirdi; fakat
sehrin Hristiyan mukimleri bu kadar kolay pes etmeyi kabul etmedi. Mayisin 5’inde,
icerdeki Yahudilerin yardimiyla, Persler sehre girmeyi basardi. Bunu son derece
korkung sahneler izledi. Hristiyanlarin ev ve kiliseleri atese verildi; kimi Pers askerleri,
cogunlugu da Yahudiler tarafindan ayirt edilmeksizin katledildi. 60.000 kisinin
hayatini kaybettigi s6ylenir ve 35.000’den daha fazlasi da kéle olarak satildi. Sehrin
kutsal kalintilari, Kutsal Hag ve Mesih’in silahlari saklanmisti fakat ortaya gikarildi ve
Patrik’le birlikte, Perslerin Hristiyan kralicesi, Nasturi Meryem’e hediye olarak
gonderildi. Sehir ve civarindaki yikim o kadar biytikti ki, bugiine kadar, kirsal kesim
tam olarak kendine gelmedi” (Runciman, 1990: 1/10).

Burada ironi olan husus, Yahudilerin roltidir. Onlar, tarihleri boyunca
madalyonun iki farkli yliz( gibi iki zit hali yagamislardir. Belirli bir zaman kesitindeki
bir olayda mazlum durumundayken, baska bir zaman kesitindeki olayda ise zalim
oluyorlar. Bu olayda Yahudiler, Sasani askerleri ile beraber Kudiis’teki Hiristiyanlari
katlediyorlar. Fakat sadece on alti yil sonra Kudiis’e giren Hiristiyan Bizans
imparatoru Heraklius, Yahudileri affedecegine dair s6z vermesine ragmen,
Kudis’teki Yahudilerin bir kismini siirmis, pek ¢ogunu o&ldirmis ve kalan
Yahudilerin ise Hristiyan olmalarini emretmistir (Montefiore, 2016: 169).

9. Miisliimanlarin Kudiis’ii Fethi

Kudiis, Mislimanlar tarafindan Hz. Omer’in hilafeti zamaninda Miladi 638
tarihinde fethedilmistir. Bu tarihten baslayarak Hachlarin 1099 yilinda Kudis’i
isgaline kadar Mislimanlarin hakimiyetinde kalmistir.

Hz. Omer, Kudus’i kutsiyetine ve sanina yakisir bir itina ile almistir. Kudus’i
alirken, Misliiman olmayan ahalisine merhamet ve adaletle davranmistir. Bu
yaklasimi ve uygulamasi, onun sahip oldugu zihniyetin geregi ve yansimasiydi; tipki
ornek aldigi Peygamberin Mekke’yi fethettiginde gosterdigi merhamet gibi.
Rahmet Peygamberi ve onu 6rnek alan Hz. Omer kisisel hirs ve intikam pesinde
olmadiklarindan merhamet yolunu se¢mislerdir.

Runciman, Hz. Omer’in Kudiis’tin fethiyle ilgili sunlari aktarmaktadir:

“638 senesinin bir subat giiniinde, Halife Omer beyaz bir deve (izerinde Kudiis’e girdi.
Oldukga kirli, yipranmis bir clibbe giymisti ve onu izleyen ordusu kaba ve daginikt;
fakat disiplini miikkemmeldi. Teslim olan sehrin Patrigi Sophorious onun tarafindaydi.
Omer atini dogrudan arkadasi Muhammed’in gége yiikseldigi Stileyman tapinagina
dogru siirdii. Halifeyi orada dikilirken izleyen Patrik, isa’min sézlerini hatirladi ve
gbzyaslariicinde sayikladi: ’Peygamber Daniel’in s6zlni ettigi yikici seyin kutsal yerde
dikildigini gérdiigiiniiz zaman’

Ardindan, Halife Hristiyanlarin mabedini gérmek istedi. Patrik onu kutsal Kabir
kilisesine gotlirdii ve oradaki her seyi gosterdi. Onlar kilisedeyken namaz vakti
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yaklasmisti. Halife seccadesini nereye serebilecegini sordu. Sophronius oldugu yerde
kalmasi igin ok israr etti; fakat Omer fanatik takipgilerinin namaz kildig yeri islam icin
alabilecegi korkusuyla disari, porch of the Martyrion’a ¢ikti. Aslinda korktugu gibi de
oldu. Porch Misliimanlarin himayesine gegti fakat kilise oldugu gibi kald.

Bu durum sehrin teslim sartlarina uygundu. Peygamber kendisi, putpereste 6lim
ile ihtida arasinda tercih sunulmaliyken, ehl-i kitab olan Hristiyan ve Yahudilerin (buna
sonrada peygamberin izniyle Zerdiistler de eklenmisti.) ibadethanelerini korumalari
izin verilmesi gerektigini buyurmustu fakat daha fazla insa edemezler ne silah
tastyabilir ne de ata binebilirlerdi ve cizye denen &zel bir vergi 6demeliydiler.
Sophranious atina binip Zeytin daginda Halife’yi karsilamaya gitti§inde bundan daha
iyi sartlar umamazdi”(Runciman, 1990: 3-4; Montefiore, 2016: 178-180; Demirkent,

1997: 55).2

Hz. Omer, Patrik Sophronius ile yaptigi anlasmaya gére, Hiristiyanlarin canlari,
mallari, kilise ve haglar icin emniyet garantisi veryor; inang konusunda onlara
hicbir baski olmayacak diyordu (Demirkent, 1997: 55).

10. Haclilarin Kudiis’ii isgal Etmeleri

Hagli Seferleri 1096 yilinda baslamis, 1291 yilinda ise Memluk devleti tarafindan
Misliiman topraklardaki varligina son verilmistir. iki asra yakin devam eden Hacl
Seferleri’nin Mdusliiman topraklardaki varligi 1291°de bitmisse de Bati Katolik
Hiristiyan diinyasinda zihniyet, niyet ve ruh olarak devam etmistir/etmektedir.

Hagli Seferlerinin dahili ve harici olmak Uzere iki temel amaci vardi. Bu iki
amacin ortak 6zelligi ise Katolik diinyanin ruhani lideri papanin hakimiyetini ve
mutlak otoritesini hem Avrupa’da hem de Anadolu ve Yakin Dogu’da tesis etmekti.
Papanin Anadolu’ya ve Yakin Dogu’ya hakim olmasi, Avrupa’nin buralara hakim
olmasi anlamina geliyordu. (Demirkent, 1997: 1,8). Hedefte ise buralara hakim olan
Muslimanlar vardi. Misliimanlarin hakim oldugu bu sinirlar icinde en 6nemli yer
ise hem Hiristiyanlar hem Yahudiler ve hem de Misliimanlar i¢in kutsal olan Kudis
vardi.

Kudiis, Hz. Omer’in hilafeti zamaninda, 638 yilinda Miisliimanlar tarafindan
fethedilmisti. Bu tarihten 1099 yilinda Haglilar tarafindan istila edilinceye kadar
kesintisiz olarak Mdslimanlarin  hakimiyetinde kalmistir.  Mdslimanlarin
hakimiyetinde gecen siirede sehirde Misliimanlarla beraber Yahudiler ve
Hristiyanlar da yasamislardir. Hiristiyanlar, Dinya’nin degisik yerlerinden
serbestce buraya gelip haclarini Yapabilmislerdir.

Hagh zihniyetine sahip ve Birinci Hacli Seferini organize eden Papa II. Urbanus
ve onun liderliginde hareket eden Avrupali Hiristiyanlar, Mislimanlari zalim halk,
merhametsiz, isa/Tann diismanlari, sarazen, pagan, putperest, barbar, kafir ve
gunahkar irk olarak gériyorlardi ve gosteriyorlardi (Polat,2019: 619-622). Bu
sekilde goriilen/gdsterilen Misliimanlar basta Kudiis olmak iizere Hiristiyanlarin
topraklarini gasp etmis ve Hiristiyan kardeslerine zulmeden diisman bir halkt.
Oyle ise bu diisman halk ile savasilacak ve onlardan intikam alinacaktir. Bunun icin
de Avrupa Hirristiyan diinyasi Papanin énderliginde seferber olmalidir.
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Seferin temel disiincesi suydu: Tanri, bu kutsal seferi diizenleyen ve bu
sefere katilanlarla beraberdi. Seferin amaci Tanr’’nin diismani zalim bir halk olan
Misliimanlarla savasmak ve onlardan intikam almakti. Yapilacak savas Tanr’nin
emrinin geregi ve mesru bir savasti. Sefere katilanlarin giinahlari bagislanacakti.

Bu duslince, Haclilarin Kudis’te ve daha bircok yerde ortaya koyduklari
vahseti ve yaptiklar katliamin perde arkasini olusturuyordu. Hagl kronikleri basta
olmak tzere bircok batili ve dogulu arastirmaci bu diislincenin perde arkasini ve
bu dogrultuda Haghlarin yaptigi vahseti detayl bir sekilde anlatmaktadir.
Anlatilanlar ya bizzat olaylarda yer alanlar tarafindan ya da olaylara katilanlarin
anlatimlarina dayanmaktadir. Kudiis’te yapilan vahseti en detayli aktaran Hagl
kroniklerin basinda Fulcherius gelmektedir.

Fulcherius, Birinci Haclh Seferlerine katilmis bir Hac¢h din adami ve ayni
zamanda kronik yazaridir. Hagli Seferleri fikrinin nasil ortaya ciktigini, Patrik
Urbanus’un rolii ve Hagli seferlerine nasil hazirlandigini kroniginin basinda
agiklamaktadir. O, Hagli Seferleri fikir ve felsefesini hem anlamis hem de ayni
zamanda eylem sahasinda rol oynamis bir papazdir. Onun kronigi hazirlamasindaki
asil amaci, Hagh zihniyetini, bu zihniyetin Hiristiyanlikla ve dolayisiyla papalikla
baglantisini ve Haglilarin bu zihniyet dogrultusunda neler yaptiklarini ve nelere
katlandiklarini gelecek nesillere aktarmakti. Ayni zamanda onun amaci, Hagl
zihniyetini ve bu dogrultuda insa ettikleri algiyi gelecek nesillere aktarmakti da. Bu
olusturulan algida Tanr kabul ettikleri isa’ya ve dolayisiyla Hiristiyanhiga yegane
tehdit ve ortadan kaldiriimasi gereken asil diisman Muslimanlar gésterilmekteydi.
Bunun icin Misliimanlara yénelik her tiirlG siddet ve katliam mesru ve zorunlu
gosterilmistir (Carnotensis, 2009: 45-56).

Fulcherius, 1097 yilinda efendisi Baudouin ile beraber Urfa’ya gitmis, orada
1100 yilina kadar efendisi Baudouin ile kalmistir. Baudouin’in kardesi Kudis Krali
Godefroi’nin 6limii izerine, Baudouin Kudis’tin Krali olmak {izere Kudiis’e gitmis
ve Kudiis krali olmustur. Fuhcherius da efendisi ile beraber Kudis’e gitmistir.
Boylece, Fulcherius, Kudiis Haglilar tarafindan istila edildikten bir sene sonra oraya
gitmistir. Kudis’ln istilasi ve yasananlarla ile ilgili anlattiklari ise istila esnasinda
bizzat olaylara katilan Haghlardan duymus olduklarina dayanmaktadir. Fulcherius,
Haclilarin uyguladiklar katliam ve gosterdikleri vahseti megrulastirici ve onaylayici
bir tslup ile aktarmaktadir:

“Boylece Haglilar 68le vakti sehre girmeyi basardilar. Tanri bize yardim et! Diyerek
saldirlya gegen adamlarimizin ilk isi bayragimizi surlarin Gstiine dikmek oldu. Dehset
icindeki kafirler ise sehrin dar sokaklari boyunca kagisiyor Hagllar da hizla onlarin,
pesine diistiyorlardi.

Sehrin baska bir k&sesinde miicadele eden Raymond ve adamlariysa
Musliimanlarin surlarin Gstiinden atladiklarindi gériince olanlari fark edip biiyiik bir
seving icinde sehre girdiler. Biran bile duraksamadan yoldaglarina katilip diigmanlarini
kovalamaya ve katletmeye basladilar.
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Bazi Araplar ve Habesliler Davud kulesine kagmayi basarmislardi. Geri kalanlarsa
kendilerini isa ve Siileyman Tapinaklarina kapadilar, ancak saldirlardan
kurtulamadilar.

Siileyman Tapinaginin gatisindan atlayarak kagmaya ¢alisan Miisliimanlarin ¢ogu
oklarla vurularak 6ldirilmisti. Bu tapinakta yaklasik on bin Misliiman’in boynu
vuruldu. Burada olsaydiniz ayak bilekleriniz katledilenlerin kanlariyla lekelenebilirdi.
Mslimanlarin hepsi, kadin cocuk ayirt edilmeden, katledildiler” (Carnotensis, 2009:
104).

Dini fanatizm ve para hirsi; bunlar bir araya geldi mi, vahsetin boyutundan ne
dini, ne insani, ne de ahlaki hi¢bir sinir kalmaz. Ve Fulcherius gibi bir din adami da
bunu normalmis gibi gériir. insanin hayallerini zorlayan bir vahset sergileniyor
Kudus’te. Haglilar, isgalden sonra sehri, maddi-manevi biitlin zenginlikleriyle
almalan yetmiyormus gibi, sadece para i¢in daha 6nce 6ldirdikleri Mislimanlar
bagirsaklarinda sikke olur ihtimalinden, karinlarini desiyorlar ya da ayni amag igin
onlari (st Gste yigip onlari yakiyorlar. ilahi sevgiden ve merhametten siirekli
bahseden papaz Fulcherius bu vahseti en azindan kinamasi gerekirken, aksine
Misliimanlari paralarini sakhyorlar diye ‘hilekarlikla’ sugluyor, ‘igren¢ bogazlikla’
niteliyor. Ve tim bunlar ne kadar ulvi bir davaya sahip olduklarini bu dava igin
nelere katlandiklarini géstermek igin bu satirlari gelecek nesillere aktariyor.
Gelecek nesiller de atalarinin yolunda giderek kapitalizm ve emperyalizmi
sistemlestirerek misyonerligi de bu sistemin emrine vererek Afrika’dan Amerika’ya
diinyanin degisik halklarint hem maddi ve hem de manevi olarak sémdiriiyorlar ve
yeri geldiginde sayisiz katliama girisiyorlar. Degismeyen bir zihniyet ve
degismeyen bu zihniyetin tiyler Urperten sonuclari. Bu zihniyet Hacli Seferleri
sonrasi varligini degisik ad ve bahanelerle siirdirdi ve halen en canl ve kanl bir
sekilde varligini kiiresel boyutta devam ettirmektedir. Yeryiiziinde ifsad
yaymalarina ragmen ‘biz 1slah edicileriz,” diyorlar.3

Haglilar, Kudiis’te sinir tanimayan siddetlerine devam ediyorlar:

“Adamlarimiz ellerinde yorgun kiliclariyla sehrin her yanini dolasip hi¢ kimseyi ayirt
etmiyor merhamet dileyenleri bile 6ldiriiyorlardi. Halk sallanan dallardan disen
curiik elmalar ve mese palamutlar gibi hayatlarint kaybediyordu” (Carnotensis, 2009:
105).

Sizin Tanriniz mi bunu size emretti? Mabede siginanlari; kadin ¢ocuk ve
merhamet dileyenleri dahi ayrit etmeden Kutsal ve selamet yurdu olan Kudis’te
bulunan tiim Mdsliimanlari ve Yahudileri katletmenizi!

Gergek fanatizm, gecek vahset ve gercek katliam tam da budur. Ne savas
hukuku, ne ahlak ve ne de hicbir vicdanin asla ve asla kabul edemeyecegi siddette
bir vahset. Bu vahset, U¢ biiyiik din: Yahudilik, Hiristiyanlik ve Miisliimanlik icin
kutsal olan bir mekanda Hagl Hiristiyanlar tarafindan hunharca isleniyor ve bir din
adami olan Fulcherius, normal bir olaymis gibi bunu sogukkanlilikla kaleme
alabiliyor:  “Burada olsaydiniz ayak bilekleriniz kanlariyla lekelenebilirdi.”
katledilenlerin Mislimanlara yonelik dyle kin, nefret ve intikamla beslenmis bir
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algiya sahipler ki onlar i¢in Misliimanlara yonelik her tiirlii vahset normal ve mesru
sayiliyor.

Runciman, Haclilarin vahsetinden bazi kesitler verdikten sonra farkl agilardan
sonuglari degerlendiriyor. Kudiis’teki Yahudilerin kendi sinagoglarinda yakilarak
katledilmelerinin bahanesi, Mislimanlara yardim etmeleri olarak gosteriliyor.
Katliamdan sonra Kudis’te ne Misliiman ne de Yahudi kalyor:

“Bunca ¢ileden sonra bdyle bir zaferle ¢ilgina dénmiis Haglilar sokaklara, evlere,
camilere akin etti, coluk gocuk, kadin demeden karsilarina ¢ikan herkesi &ldirddiler.
Tum giin ve gece katliam devam etti. Tancred’in savunmasi El-Aksa camiindeki
savunmacilara koruma saglamiyordu. Ertesi sabah erkenden bir Hagh birligi camiye
girmeyi basardi ve herkesi kilictan gecirdiler. Raymond of Aguilers o sabah sonradan
tapinagi ziyarete gittiginde, dize kadar ulasan kan ve cesedin arasindan ge¢mek
zorunda kaldi.

Kudiis Yahudilerinin hepsi merkez sinagoglarina kagmisti fakat Mislimanlara
yardim etmis sayildilar ve kendilerine merhamet gésterilmedi. Bina atese verildi ve
hepsi icerisinde canli canli yandilar. Kudiis’teki katliam tiim diinyayi derinden etkiledi.
Hi¢ kimse kag kisinin kurban gittigini s6yleyemiyor fakat Kudis’iin Yahudi ve
Musliiman niifusu hig kalmadi. Pek ¢ok Hristiyan dahi yapilanlardan dehsete diisti; o
ana dek Frenkleri zamanin karmasik politikasinda bir unsur olarak kabul etmeye hazir
Mdaslimanlar arasinda, mezk({r katliamin ardindan Frenklerin bu topraklardan
atilmasi konusunda acik bir kararlilik bas gésterdi. islam fanatizminin geri getiren de
Hristiyan fanatizminin bu kana susamis kaniti oldu. Sonradan dogudaki daha akilli
Latinler Hristiyan ve Mislimanlarin ortak c¢alisabilecegi bir zemin aramaya
kalktiklarinda, katliamin anist her zaman 6nlerine dikildi” (Runciman, 1990: 286-287).

Simdi de farkli kaynaklardan derleyerek ve farkli bakis agistyla Hagli zihniyetini
ve onun tezahirlerinin boyutlarini yine Batili bir arastirmaci olan Montefiore’den
dinleyelim:

“Tancred’in askerleri caresiz insanlarla dolu olan kutsal avluya girdi. Oradaki ¢atisma
saatlerce siirdi; Franklar karsilarina ¢ikan herkesi oldardiiler. Sadece kafa degil
kurbanlarinin el ve ayaklarini da kestiler ve her yani kafir kanina buladiklari icin
oviindiiler. Diisen bir sehirde katliam yasanmasi alismadik bir durum olmasi da bunu
yapan kisilerin kendileriyle bu derece dviinmeleri gercekten de nadir bir durumdu.
Gorgl sahitlerinden biri olan Toulouse Kontu’nun vaizi Aguilersli Raymond manzarayi
soyle tarif etti: ‘Goriilmeye deger bir manzaraydi. Askerlerimiz diismanlarinin kafasini
kesti, digerlerini oklarla vurup surlardan distirdiiler ve bazilarini da atese atarak
eziyet ettiler. Sokaklarda kesik kafalardan, ellerden ve ayaklardan yiginlar olustu.
Yirirken insan ve at cesetlerinin lizerinden ge¢meniz gerekiyordu.

Bebekler annelerinden alimip kafalari duvarlara vurularak ezildi. Bu vahset
stirerken ‘Misliimanlar, Araplar ve Habesliler —Fatimi ordusundaki siyahi askerleri
kastediyordu- Kubbetiis Sahra ve el Aksa’min damina sigindilar. Ama sévalyeler
Kubbeti’s-sahra’ya dogru giderlerken kalabalik avluyu ortada yararak kendilerine yol
acip ‘Tapinak’ta (Suleyman Tapinagl, Hagllar el Aksa’ya 6yle diyordu) kan, atlarinin
dizginlerine yiikselene dek 6ldiirmeye devam ettiler. Béylece bu mekanin kafirlerin
kaniyla dolmasini dileyen Tanr’nin adil ve miithis hiikmdi yerine getirilmis oldu.

Aralarinda pek ¢ok Misliman din adami ve Sufi sofunun da oldugu on bin
Miisliman, Tapinak Dag’nda 6ldiriildi, bunlara el Aksa’da &lddiriilen ti¢ bin kisi de
dahildi. Vakanivis Chartreli Fulcher, ‘Gladyatdrlerimiz el Aksa’min {zerindeki
Miisliimanlari okla vurmaya basladilar. Daha ne anlatayim? Ne ¢ocuk ne kadin hig biri
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sag birakiimad,” diye yazmisti. Fakat Tancred, el Aksa’nin ¢atisinda kalan son ig yiiz
kisiye, korunduklarini gésteren, sancagini génderdi. Katliami durdurdu, bazi degerli
esirleri alip onlardan Tapinak Dagi’ndaki hazineleri géstermelerini istedi. Daha sonra
oradaki sunaklardaki asili olan biylk altin fenerleri yagmaladi. Yahudiler
sinagoglarina sigindi ama Haclilar sinagoglarini atese verdi. Yahudiler, sanki isa’nin
adina adanan kurbanlar gibi, diri diri yakildilar. Boullionlu Godfrey kilicini gikardi ve
maiyetiyle birlikte sehirde dolasip dua etti ve daha sonra Kutsal Kabir’e gitti.

Ertesi sabah, Tancred’i hice sayan Raynond’un askerleri el Aksa’nin catisina
tirmandi ve orada beklesen erkek ve kadinlarin timinin kafasini kesti. Baz
Miisliimanlar kendini agag atti. iran, Siraz’dan gelmis olan saygideger bir kadin alim
diger kadinlarla birlikte Kubbetiis Silsile’ye siginmisti. Onlari da 6ldirddiler.
Kurbanlarin uzuvlarini kesmekten, sankiibadet eder gibi, farkli bir haz aliyorlardi. ‘Her
yer insan cesetleri, kesik baslar ve uzuvlarla kaplyd:.” Géziinii kan biiriimiis, tepeden
tirnaga kana bulanmis ve géren herkesin kanini donduran Haglilarin gériintdileri ise bu
manzaradan bile daha dehset vericiydi. Her tarafi arayip bulduklarini ‘koyun gibi
dogramaya’ devam ettiler.

Her Hagliya kendi silahi ve kalkaniyla isaretledigi eve sahip olma s&zi verildi: ‘Bu
ylizden hacilar sehri dikkatle aradilar ve sehir sakinlerini, kadinlar ve gocuklarla birlikte
tlm aileleri éldiirdiler, girdikleri evlerde yasayanlarin ¢ogunu yiiksek pencerelerden
asag attilar.’

Ayin 17’sinde hacilar (caniler kendilerine bdyle diyorlardi) nihayet 6ldirmekten
biktilar ve ‘dinlenip yemek yiyerek kendilerini toparladilar. Prens ve rahipler Kutsal
Kabir Kilisesi’ne gidip ilahiler sdylediler, neseyle el cirptilar, sunaklari seving
gozyaslariyla yikadilar ve daha sonra Tanr’nin Tapinagl (Kubbetis Sahra) ile
Siileyman Tapinagr’'na gittiler. Sokaklari rten ceset pargalari yaz sicaglyla kokmaya
basladi. Prensler hayatta kalan Yahudi ve Misliimanlara bu pargalari toplatip biyiik
ateslerde yaktirdilar, daha sonra onlart da muhtemelen kendi yaktiklari atese atarak
oldurdiler (Montefiore, 2016: 215-217).

Belirleyici misyonu Haghlarin yaptiklarini degerli bir miras olarak gelecek
nesillere aktarmak olan Willermus bir din adamidir. Sur baspiskoposlugu gérevinin
yani sira Hagh Kudds kralligina elgilik yapmig ve Hagli Kudis Kralt Amaury’in oglu
Balduin’in egitmenligini istlenmistir. Olduk¢a hacimli kronigini Kudis Hagli kralinin
istegi dogrultusunda kaleme almistir. Willermus ilmi derinligine, farkli kisiligine ve
gorece diger kronik yazarlarina gére Mduslimanlarn daha yakindan tanimasina
ragmen, dindaglari olan Hiristiyan Haglilarin  yaptiklarim  hakli  goérip
mesrulastiriyor. Daha &tesi yapilanlarin Tanr’nin adaleti oldugunu iddia ediyor:
“Bu, batil inanglariyla Rabb’in kutsalini kirletenlerin ve miiminleri mahrum
birakanlarin glinahlarinin  kefaretini 6liimleri ve kanlariyla temizlemeleri icin,
Tanr’’nin adaleti idi” (Willermus, 2016: 1/363).

Willermus, Hachlarin Kudiis’li isgal ederken yaptiklari vahset ile ilgili sunlar
aktariyor:

“XIX. Dk ve yanindakiler derhal kinindan ¢ekilmis kiliglari, kalkanlari ve migferleriyle
miicehhez olarak sokaklara ve sehrin meydanlarina giderek, yas ve cinsiyete
bakmaksizin bulduklari biitiin diismanlari kiligtan gecirdiler. Her tarafta o kadar ¢ok
insan kellesi yigildi ki, cesetlerin {izerinden baska gegecek yol kalmadi. Ve prensler ¢ok
sayida halkla beraber, kafirlerin kanini déktiik¢e daha da susayan bu caniler olmadan,
cesitli yollardan neredeyse sehrin merkezine gelirken, Toulouse Kontu ve onun
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yaninda bulunan diger prensler hala Sion Dag lizerinde savasiyorlar ve sehrin zapt
edildigini ve haglilarin eline gegtigini bilmiyorlardi. Burada direnen halk, Hagllarin
sehre girmesi ve galibiyet kazanmasi lizerine nihayet miithis bir giiriiltl ve feryat
kopardi. Bunun {izerine bu sira disi giiriiltli ve kargasanin ne anlama geldigi merakla
sorulunca, Haglt ordusunun sehirde oldugu anlasildi ve bunlar burclari ve surlar
birakip, hayatlarini kurtarmak igin gesitli yerlere kagtilar. Bunlardan ekserisi komsu
kaleye kagtilar ve ordunun kolayca surlara dayanabildigi képriye girip, merdivenler
yardimiyla hi¢bir mukavemet gérmeden, yarisircasina sehre girdi. Sehre girince,
kendilerine en yakin olan giiney tarafindaki kapiyr acarak, boylelikle halkin zorlukla
karsilasmadan sehre girmesini sagladilar. Béylece cesur ve sanli adam Toulouse
Kontu, Kont Isoard von Die, Raimund Pelet, Wilhelm von Sabran, Albara Piskoposu ve
sayilari ve adlari verilmemis olan daha pek ¢ok soylu sehre girdiler. Bunlar dislerine
kadar silahli ve tamamen zirhli olarak hep birlikte sehre girdiler ve ¢ok miithis bir
katliam gerceklestirdiler. Diikten ve adamlarindan kagip, hayatlarinin kurtarmis
olduklarint zannedenler, sehrin diger tarafina yéneldiklerinde, simdi bunlarin ellerine
distiler ve kharybdis’in girdabindan kurtulup Skylla’ya yakalandilar. Béylece sehirde
o kadar ¢ok insan éldiiriiliip, o kadar ¢ok kan dokiildi ki, galiplerin kendileri bile
dehsete diistiiler.

XX. Halkin biiyiik bir bélimi tapinagin salonuna kacti, ¢linki burasi sehrin uzak
bir kisminda olup, bir duvar, bur¢lar ve kuvvetli kapilarla tahkim edilmisti. Fakat bu
kagis onlari kurtaramadi giinkii Tankerd ordunun ¢ok biiyiik bir kismiyla oraya gitti.
Cebren tapinaga girip, sayisiz insani katletti. O, ayrica sayisiz miktarda altin, giims,
miicevher ele gegirip, ilk kargasa yatistiktan sonra bunlari eski yerlerine birakti. Sehrin
6biir kisimlarini ele gegirdikten ve katliam yaptiktan sonra diger prensler de tapinaga
gittiler, onlarin arkasindan kagan ahali de gizlendi. Bunlar bir miktar atli ve piyadelerle
iceri girip, ayirt etmeksizin kime rastladilarsa kiligtan gegirdiler ve her tarafi kan
doldurdular. Bu, batil inanglartyla Rabb’in kutsalini kirletenlerin ve miiminleri mahrum
birakanlarin ginahlarinin kefaretini 6ltimleri ve kanlariyla temizlemeleri i¢in, Tanr’nin
adaleti idi. Her yerde yatan cesetlere ve kanla ortiilen insan uzuvlarina bakmak
korkunctu. Ve sadece parcalanmigs cesetler ve kesilmis kafalar kéti bir manzara teskil
etmiyor, bastan ayaga kana bulanmis galiplerin gériintiisi de tirpertiyordu. Tapinagin
etrafindan on bin Misliman katledilmis olmalidir, sehrin orasinda burasinda
oldirdlip, sokaklarda, meydanlarda bulunan cesetler hesaba katilmamistir, ¢tinkd
bunlarin sayisi da daha az degildir. Ordu sehirde dagildi ve dar sokaklarda gizlenmis
olanlari bulup, sigir gibi kestiler. Digerleri birlesip evlere girip, ana, baba, ¢ocuk ne
varsa disari gikarip ya kiliglarla éldiirdiiler ya da catilardan asagr atip boyunlarini
kirdilar. Girdikleri evleri milk edindiler, ¢linkii sehir zapt edildikten sonra ele
gecirdiklerini yasal miilkiyet edinme hususunda birbirleriyle anlagmigslardi. Bylece
kente girip, halkin evlerini ve gizli siginaklarini ele gegirdikten sonra, herhangi birisi
geldiginde burasinin bir sahibi oldugunu anlasin ve yoluna devam etsin diye kapiya bir
kalkan veyahut herhangi bir silah astyordu” (Willermus, 2016: 1/ 361-364).

Dikkatlerden kagmayan 6nemli bir husus, Misliman tarihgilerin, Batili
kronikciler kadar Kudiis’te yasanan korkung katliami detaylandirmamalaridir. Batili
kronikcilerin bdyle detayl anlatmalarinin en 6nemli sebebi, bir kisminin bu
vahsetin bizzat failleri olup ona tanik olmalari ve bunu bir misyon olarak gelecek
nesillere aktarmak istemeleridir. Anlatmalarinda mahcubiyet, pismanlik, igrenme,
hayiflanma, yakistiramama yok. Aksine yapilanlari mesru ve dogru gorerek ve
tasvip ederek anlatiyorlar. Daha da 6tesi, yapilanlarin Tanrilarinin adaleti, istek ve
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arzusu dogrultusunda yapildigini ve bunu yapanlart da bu arzuyu gerceklestiren
kahramanlar olarak gésteriyorlar.

Musliiman tarihgiler ise genellikle olaylari detaylandirmadan sade bir islupla
anlatmay! yegliyorlar. Anlatimlarinda propaganda ve ajitasyon amagli bir anlat
hissedilmiyor. Kudiis’te yasananlarin detayl bir sekilde aktarilmamasinin sebebi,
belki de Kudiis’te katliamdan sonra olaylari Mislimanlara aktaracak hicbir
Mdusliiman sahidin geride kalmamasidir.

ibni’l-Esir, yasananlari kisaca anlattiktan sonra yetmis binden fazla
Muslimanin  ldirdldigini  belirtiyor.  Hagllarin - basarisint da  Mdsliiman
Sultanlarin birbirine diismeleri sebebiyle oldugunu séyliiyor (ibni’l-Esir, 1987:
10/236). ilging olan ise hem o dénemin hem de Sam tarihi hakkinda kitap yazan
Kalanisi’nin yasanan katliam hakkinda neredeyse hicbir sey yazmamis olmasidir:
“Frenkler Beytiilmakdis’e hiicum ederek ele gecirdiklerinde ahalinin bir kismi
Mihrab’a sigindi. Bu yilin Saban aymnin 22’sinde Mecid-i Aksa eman ile teslim edildi.
(Temmuz 1099) Frenkler sehitlikleri ve Halil ibrahim (as) kabrini yiktilar” (Kalanisi,
2016: 61). Kalanisi’nin anlattiklar bundan ibaret. Kalanisi’nin yasananlar duymamis
olmasi mimkiin degildir. Dogrusu bu sasirtict bir durumdur.

ibni’l-Kesir, Hicri 492. Senesiyle ilgili anlattigi olaylarin  basinda
Frenk/Haghlarin Kudiis’d zapt etmelerinden bahsediyor. 60 o0o00’den fazla
Musliiman 6ldirilmis ve Kudiis’iin zenginliklerini ele gegirmisler. Miislimanlarin
nasil katledildikleriyle ilgili detayli bilgi yok. Miisliimanlarin caresizliginden ve cihad
hususundaki isteksizliklerini vurguluyor. Aktardigi siirler ise Hagllarin
Mduslimanlari nasil katlettikleri konu ediyor. Buna karsilik Mislimanlarin acziyeti
vurgulaniyor (ibni’l-Kesir, c. 12, s. Hicri 492 sene olaylari).

11. Selahaddin’in Kudiis’ii Fethi

Haglilar, ne Miisliiman ne de Yahudi, Kudiis’e tek bir kisiyi sag birakmamuglardir.
Onlar yaptiklart katliamdan sonra, tarihte belki de esi goriilmemis vahsette
katliamlarini ve isgallerini siikran ve seving gosterileriyle kutlamislardir
(Carnotensis, 2009: 106). Seving icinde olan Bati dlemi i¢in Kudiis’tin ele gegirilmesi
mucizevi bir basariydi. Papa Il. Urbanus ise Kudis’in ele gecirilmesi haberi
Roma’ya ulasmadan birka¢ giin 6nce 6lmis oldugundan, bu sevinci dindaslariyla
paylasamamisti (Demirkent, 1997: 56). Malouf’un ifadesiyle Hacllarin Kudis’i
yagmalamasi ve yaptiklari katliam, islam alemi ile Bati arasinda bin yillik bir
husumetin baslangi¢ noktasini meydana getirmistir(Malouf, 1998: 15).

Hagllar, tam seksen sekiz sene Kudiis’ii isgal etmeye devam etmislerdir.
Kudis’iin ilelebet ellerinde kalacaklarina inanmisladir fakat Selahaddin Eyyubi,
yanildiklarini onlara 1187 tarihinde, Hittin’de birlesik Hacli ordusunu, tarihlerinde
benzeri olmayan bir hezimetle maglup ettikten sora géstermistir.# Boylece Kuddis,
muzaffer kumandan Selahaddin’in komutasinda 88 yillik isgalden kurtulmus ve asil
kimligine yarasir bir sekilde imar edilerek selamet yurdu haline getirilmistir.

Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies, 2021, 21 (2)

N
-
o



Kudiis’tin Sahitligi m—

Musliiman Selahaddin, Haclilara sadece yanildiklarini géstermemistir. O,
Kudis’ii fethederken hem Haglilara hem de biitiin diinyaya Hagllardan tamamen
farkll oldugunu géstermistir. O, kimin adil, kimin zalim oldugunu; kimin
merhametli kimin gaddar oldugunu, kimin barbar, kimin asalet sahibi oldugunu,
kimin insani erdemlere sahip, kimin insanlktan ¢ikmis canavarlar oldugunu ve
kimin kurtarict kimin ise isgalci oldugunu gdéstermistir. Dost-diisman, Hiristiyan
yahut Misliiman fark etmeksizin insaf ve vicdan sahibi her bir insan bu farklliga
sahitlik etmektedir. Kudiis’lin her bir tasi da buna sahitlik etmektedir.

Misliman Selahaddin, Kudis’G fethederken seksen sekiz sene &nce
Haghlarin yaptigini yapmamistir; aksine magluplara merhamet ve adaletle
davranmistir. Oyle ki Selahaddin bu davranislariyla diismanlarindan dahi 6vgi,
takdir, siikran, minnettarlik goriirken, Haclilar yaptiklari hunharlik, siddet ve
katliamlarla yandaslarindan dahi bazilarinin i§renmesine sebep olmustu.

“2 Ekim Cuma gilini Selahaddin Kudis’e girdi; bu, Hz. Peygamber’in Mescidiil-
aksa’dan uriic ettigi 27 Receb [Mi’rac Kandili] guniydi. Hagllarin 88 yil 6nce
Musliimanlarin kaniyla suladiklari sehirde ne bir insana dokunuldu, ne de bir bina
yagma edildi. Hicbir taskinlik yapilmadi. Mislimanlar zaferlerinin sevincini olgunluk
icinde siik(inetle kutlamaktaydilar. Kudiis’den giden miilteciler Sur, Trablus ve
Antakya’ya siginirken, Ortodokslar ve Yakubiler Kudiis’te kaldilar. Musevilerin de
sehre yerlesmesine izin verildi. Hristiyanlara ait kutsal yerlerin idaresi Ortodoks
kiliseye teslim edildi” Demirkent, 1997: 141).

Bir Hacli olan kronik yazari Ernoul, Selahaddin’in Kudis’i nasil fethettigiyle
ilgili konuya genisce yer vermektedir: Kudis’in nasil distigind, Balian ile
Selahaddin arasinda anlagsmanin saglanmasi igin gorismelerin nasil baglandigi ve
nasil bir sonuca vardiklari vs. Biz konumuzla ilgili olarak yazdiklarindan sadece bazi
bélimlerini aktarmakla yetinecegiz:

“Simdi de size Mduslimanlarin sehirdeki Hiristiyanlara zarar vermesinler, fenalik
etmesinler, saldirmasinlar diye Selahaddin’in Kudiis sehrinde asayisi nasil sagladigini
anlatacagim. Nobetgi olarak her kapiya ve her sokaga 2 s6valye ve 10 asker koydu.
Bunlar kendilerine verilen vazifeyi o kadar iyi yerine getirdiler ki Hiristiyanlara fenalik
edildigine dair hicbir sikayet isitilmedi.

Hiristiyanlar Kudis’ten ¢iktik¢a Misliiman ordusunun 6niine yerlesiyorlardi. Bir
ordudan &tekine dogru tek bir yay gerilip, tek bir ok bile atilmadi. Hepsi ¢ikincaya dek
orada toplandilar. Selahaddin Hiristiyanlarin ordusunu onlara zarar verilmemesi ve
hirsizlarin soygun yapmamasi i¢in gece giindiiz muhafaza altinda tuttu.

Fidyelerini karsilayabilenlerin ve kurtulmaliklari 6édenen yoksullarin tamami
Kudiis’ten giktiktan sonra igeride hala ok sayida yoksul kalmisti. Bunun iizerine
kardesi el Adil Selahaddin’e gitti ve Efendimiz, Allah’in izniyle bu topraklari ve bu sehri
fethetmene yardimci oldum, litfedin de bana sehirde kalan bu yoksullar arasindan
bin kéle ihsan eyleyin,” dedi. Selahaddin onun dilegini yerine getirilmesini emretti ve
esirler getirilirdi. Selahaddin hizmetkarlarina bin kéleyi ayirmalarini buyurdu.
Selahaddin’in buyrugunu isitince derhal yerine getirdiler. EI Adil bin kdleyi alinca,
onlari Allah rizasi igin azat etti.

Bunu goren patrik sehirde kalan ve fidyesini 6deyemeyen yoksullardan kendisine
verirse duaci olacagini sdyledi. Sultan ona da 500 yoksul esir ihsan etti, patrik bu
kisileri azat etti. Onu takiben Balian d’Ibelin, Selahaddin’in huzuruna geldi ve o da
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yoksular arasindan birilerinin kendisine bagislanmasini diledi. Buna mukabil ona 500
yoksul esir bagislandi, Balian bu kisileri azat etti. Bunun ({zerine Selahaddin
adamlarina dénerek, “kardesim sadaka verdi, Balian ve patrik de onu takip etti, simdi
de ben bunun mislini yapmak isterim,” dedi. Ve Kudis’teki hizmetkarlarina Aziz Ladre
yaya kapisint agmalarini emretti. Davud Kapisi’na asker koydurdu ve biitiin Kudiis’te
tellallara sehirdeki yoksullarin giin dogumu ile giin batimi arasinda kentten
cikabilecegi haberini duyurdu. Ve askerlerine kapidan ¢ikan herkesi aratmalarini,
Gzerlerinden fidyesini 6deyebilecek mal veya para cikanlari yakalayip zindana
atmalarini emretti. Yasllari sehir disina gikarirlarken tedbiren geng oglanlari ve kizlari
iki sur arasina aldilar. Bu aramalar ve yoksul kisilerin surlarin disina gikariimasi giinesin
dogusundan batigina dek siirdii. Ve Aziz Ladre Kapis’ndan disari gikardilar.
Selahaddin bdylece sayisiz yoksulu sadaka olarak azat etti.

Daha sonra sehirde kalanlar hesap edildi, 11 bin kisi kaldig1 goriildd. Patrik ve
Balian hala fidyesi 6denmemis 11 bin kisi kaldigini gériince Selahaddin’e geldiler; ona
tanri askina yalvararak, kendilerini rehine almasi karsilinda yoksullari serbest
birakmasini, Hiristiyan aleminden fidye parasini toplatacaklarini, bdylece fidyeyi
6deyeceklerini sdylediler. Selahaddin onlara artik yapacak baska bir sey olmadigini, 11
bin kisiye karsilik 2 adami rehin alamayacagni, artik bundan bahsetmemelerini
sdyledi. Bu emre riayet ettiler ve kalanlar esir oldu.

Simdi de Selahaddin’in kocalari muharebede &len veya esir diisen sovalyelerin
Kudis’teki hanimlarina ve kizlarina karsi gosterdigi hiirmetten bahsedecegim.
Hanimlar, fidyeleri 6denip Kuddis’ten gikarilirlarken bir araya geldiler ve Selahaddin’in
huzuruna ¢ikarak merhamet dilediler. Selahaddin onlari gériince kim olduklarini ve ne
istediklerini sordu. Kadinlar, muharebede 6len ve esir diigen sévalyelerin hanimlari ve
kizlari olduklarini séylediler. Bunun tizerine onlara ne arzu ettiklerini sordu. Kadinlar
Tanr’dan kendilerine merhamet etmesini dileyerek, kimisinin kocasinin zindanda
oldugunu, kimisininkinin 6ldiigiind, topraklarini kaybettiklerini sdylediler ve Tanr
askina kendilerine yardim etmesini istediler. Selahaddin onlarin agladiklarin gériince
icini blylk bir merhamet kapladi, o da acima duygusuyla gézyasi doktii. Kocalari
hayatta olan hanimlara, kocalarinin hangi zindanda oldugunu séylemelerini buyurdu.
Ciinki esir olanlari serbest biraktiracakti. Dedigi gibi orada bulabildiklerinin hepsini
azat etti. Daha sonra babalari ve kocalar muharebede &élen hanimlara ve geng kizlara
kendi hazinesinden, mertebesine goére, kimine daha az kinime daha ¢ok bagista
bulundu. Selahaddin onlara iyiliginin ve serefinin nisanesi olarak, itibarlarina gére
dagitiimak tizere bolca ihsan ve bagis eyledi”(Ernoul, 2009: 178-180)>.

“Simdi de size Selahaddin’in Kuds’li zapt ettikten ve Tapinakgilarin 6nderliginde
ilk kafileyi génderdikten sonra ne yaptigini anlatacagim. Sultan tiim Hiristiyanlar
sehirden ¢iktiktan sonra Tapinaga gitmenden ve Tapinakta dua etmeden sehirden
ayrilmak istemedi. Daha 6nceden Hiristiyanlarin elinde oldugu igin Tapinaga girmeden
6nce Dimask’a haber gonderip 4 veya 5 deve (zerinde Tapinagi yilkamaya yetecek
kadar gl suyu getirtti. Gil suyu gelince Tapinagin icini bu giil suyuyla yikatti. iceri
girmeden evvel tapinagin tepesine dikilen altindan dev hagi yerinden séktiirddi.
Muslimanlar yere diisen hagi aldilar ve ip baglayip Davud Kulesi’ne dek yerde
suriiklediler. Mislimanlar hagi orada parcaladilar ve siiriiklenirken arkasindan bagirip
cagirdilar. Size bunun Selahaddin’in emriyle yapiimadigini, hadisenin kendiliginden
gelistigini sdyleyebilirim.

Tapinaktaki hag ¢ikarilinca Selahaddin Tapinag yikatti ve igine girdi. Allah’a dua
etti ve hanesine beylik nasip ettigi iin stikretti” (Ernoul, 2009: 183).

Poole, Selahaddin ve Hiristiyan papazi mukayesesini yapmaktadir. Bir yandan
ahlaki ve vicdani olmayan a¢g6zIi Hiristiyan papaz, diger yandan séziinde duran
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hayirseverligin manasini Hiristiyan papaza 6greten erdem sahibi Mdsliiman
Selahaddin:

“Ne ahlaki, ne de vicdani olmayan patrik kiliselerin hazinelerini, altin kadehleri ve
vitrinleri ve hatta kutsal kabrin altin tabaklarini alip gétiirdd, ayrica onun biylk
definesi hala kalan yoksullarin fidyesini 6demeye harcanabilirdi. Sarazen emirler
Selahaddin’e yasli algagin ganimetiyle kagmasina izin vermemesiicin baski yaptiginda,
o, ‘Hayir, ondan destegimi cekmeyecegim,’ diye yanitladi ve patrik on Bizans sikkesi
icin geriye kalanlar gibi gitti.® Hristiyan papaza hayirseverligin anlamini 6gretmek
Misliman hikiimdara kaldi” (Poole, 2012: 211-212).

Selahaddin, patrikten gotirdiklerini alsaydi, muhtemelen kimse onu
kinamazdi. Belki de a¢gdzIl Patrige haddinin bildirilmesi olarak degerlendirilirdi.
Fakat buna ragmen Selahaddin mala tamah gdstermeyip erdemi tercih etti.
Selahaddin bu tercihte bulunurken, Hagllar, 1099 yilinda Kudis’i ele
gegirirlerken, Misliimanlarin paralari yutmus olabilecegi paralarini ele gegirmek
icin ya 6lmiis Misliimanlarin karinlarini desiyorlardi ya da onlar toplu halde
yakiyorlard.

iste Hiristiyan Haglilarin ve Misliiman Selahaddin’in arasindaki kiyaslanmayan
zihniyet farki tam da burada kendisini gosteriyor. Daha 6te s6ze gerek var mr?

Aama ve aamasizlik, merhamet ve merhametsizlik; iki farkli zit kutup, iki
karsit zihniyet ve eylem. Selahaddin ve Mislimanlar diismis sehre merhamet
gosterirken, merhametle 6zlestiklerini iddia eden Hiristiyan Haglilar acimasizlikta
sinir tanimamuslardi.  -Halbuki Hz. Isa’min  &gretisinin temeli merhamete
dayaniyordu- Poole, bu farkliigin ve zithgin mukayesesine vurgu yapiyor:-

“BoOylece Sarezenler diismiis sehre merhamet gosterdiler. Godfrey ile Tancred
oldiirme ve 6liilerle tika basa doldurulmus sokaklar boyunca atlarini siirdiigtinde,
korunmasiz Misliimanlara kuleler ve Tapinagin ¢atisi tsttinde sogukkanlilikla iskence
edildigi, yakildigr ve silahla vurulup 6ldirildiginde, kontrolsiiz katliamin kani
Hiristiyanlik onurunu kirlettiginde ve bir zamanlar sevginin ger¢eginin ve acimanin
vaaz verildigi sahne kirlendiginde, birisi Haglilarin 1099’daki acimasiz zaferini animsar.
Hrristiyanlar kutsal sehirden ayaklarini siriiyerek ydrirlerken, ‘kutsanmistir
bagislayicilar, ¢linkii acima siregelecek,” unutulmus bir siardl..  Sansliyd
merhametsizler, ¢link{ onlar Miisliiman sultanin elinde merhamet bulmuslardi.
‘Cennetin en biyiik niteligi merhamettir

Ve o adalet ve ihtisamin tacidir

Dogrulukla 6ldirebilecegi yerde, acimayla kurtarmak igin” (Poole, 2012: 211-212).

Selahaddin’in en biiyiik arzusu ve hedefi Kudiis’l isgalci Hagllarin elinden
kurtarip tekrar bir Misliiman kenti yapmakti. Bunun icin ¢ok cabaladi ve
arzusunun oniindeki kiiclik biylk tim engelleri tek tek asti. Hittin savasinda
birlesik Hagl ordusunu hezimete ugratarak hedefine ¢ok yaklasti. Ayni yil i¢inde
Kudis’tin surlarin arkasindaki Hagli savunmasini da asarak nihayet blyiik arzusuna
ve hedefine ulasti. Geride 88 yillik isgalinin izlerini tamamen silip sehri kutsiyetine
ve sanina yarasir bir anlayisla korumak, gelistirmek ve mamur hale getirmek
kalmisti. Bunun icin hi¢ vakit kaybetmeden tadilat, restorasyon ve imar
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faaliyetlerine bagladi. O asrin Misliman sahitlerinden olan biyiit tarihgi ibni’l-
Esir sunlari kaydetmektedir:

“Selahaddin sehre girip kafirler sehri terk edince, binalarin eski haline iade edilmesini
istedi. Templier tarikati mensuplari Mescid-i Aksa’min batisinda oturmak igin
meskenler yapmislardi. Ayrica depolar, dinlenme yerleri vs. de insa etmisler, Mescid-i
Aksa’nin bir kismini da kendi binalarina dahil etmislerdi. Bunlar da eski sekline iade
edildi. Selahaddin Mesid-i Aksa ve Kubbetu’s-Sahra’nin her tiirlii pislik ve stipriintiiden
temizlenmesini emretti, bu emir de yerine getirildi.

Ertesi hafta Cuma giinii 4 Saban (9 Ekim 1187) tarihinde Mislimanlar Mescid-i
Aksa’da Cuma namazi kildilar, Selahaddin de onlarla beraberdi. Kubbetu’s-Sahra’da
da namaz kildilar. Cuma namazinda Dimask kadisi Muhyiddin b. Ez-Zeki imamlik ve
hatiplik yapti, daha sonra Selahaddin bir mensur ile bes vakit namaz kildirmak tizere
bir imam ve hatip tayin etti ve Mescid-i Aksa’ya bir minber yapilmasini emretti. Bunun
lzerine ona Nureddin Mahmud’un Haleb’de bir minber yaptirdigini, sanatkarina
minberi ¢ok giizel ve saglam bir sekilde yapmasini emrettigini ve: ‘Biz bunu Kudis’e
konulmak tizere yaptirdik.” Dedigini anlattilar. Marangozlar bu minberi senelerce
ugrasip yapmisladir ve islam aleminde benzeri yoktu. Selahaddin bu minberin
getirilmesini emretti, bunun (izerine minber Haleb’den Kudiis’e getirildi. Minberin
yapilmasiyla Kudiis’e nakli arasinda yirmi yildan fazla zaman geg¢misti ki bu
Nureddin’in kerametlerinden ve giizel gayelerinden birini teskil eder. Allah rahmet
eylesin.

Selahaddin Cuma namazini kildiktan sonra Mescid-i Aksa’nin tamir edilmesini,
saglam ve miikkemmel bir surette yapilmasi ve nakislarina 6zen gosterilmesi igin biitlin
imkanlarin seferber edilmesini emretti; bunun (zerine benzersiz glzellikle
mermerler, Kostantiniyye yapimi altin yaldizli siyah taslar ve ihtiya¢ duyulan diger
seyleri getirdiler. Bunlar yillar boyu biriktirilmisti. Hemen tamirata girisilirdi.
Binalardaki resimleri yok ettiler. Frenkler Sahra’nin {izerine mermer déseyerek onu
gdzden kaybetmislerdi. Selahaddin bunun agiga ¢ikarilmasini emretti” (ibni’l-Esir,
1987: 11/ 435-436; Sesen, 2013: 102).

Haclilar, Kudis’t ele gecirirlerken Mdsliman ve Yahudilerin tamamina
yakinini katlettiler. Sehir tamamen Mdsliiman ve Yahudilerden bosaltildi.
Selahaddin, Avrupa’dan gelen isgalci Frenk/Hagl ile Kudiis’teki dogulu Hiristiyan
ayrimini yapiyordu. isgalci Frenklerin Kudiis’te kalmalarina izin vermezken, dogulu
Hiristiyanlari kendi vatandaslar olarak kabul edip cizyelerini vermeleri halinde
sehirde kalmalarina izin vermistir. (Ibni’I-Esir, 1987: 11/ 436; Sesen, 2013: 102;
Jackson, 2016: 335).

Fetihten sonra Mescidii’l-aksa’da ilk hutbeyi okuma serefine nail olan
Muhiddin ibn el-Zeki siyah hilatle minbere cikmis ve tarihi konusmayi yapmistir:

“Islam’a bu zaferi veren ve onu bir yiizyillik bir yoldan ¢ikistan sonra hak yoluna
déndiren Allah’a hamd olsun. Fethi gergeklestirmek icin sectigi bu orduya san olsun.
Ve bu ulusa alay edilen sayginhgini veren Eyiip oglu Selahaddin Yusuf, Allah’in selami
senin tizerine olsun” (Malouf, 1997: 261).

Poole, Selahaddin’in Kudis’li fethi ile ilgili su anlamh degerlendirmede
bulunuyor:
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“Eger Kudis’in fethi Selahaddin hakkinda tek bilinen gercekse, bu onun kendi
¢aginin ve belki de her ¢agin en cémert ve cesur fatihi oldugunu kanitlamaya yeterdi”
(Poole, 2012: 212).

SONUG

Kudiis, 6zel ve 6zne bir sehirdir. O, hem kutsal hem de kiblegahtir. insanliga
Tevhide dayali bir inang ve zihniyetle istikamet gésterir. Bu istikamette ibrahim
(as)’in gosterdigi sirat-i mistakim vardir. Bu sirat-i mistakim, tevhid, adalet ve
merhamet yoludur. istikametin sembolii olan Mescid-i Aksa; Zebur okuyan,
hiikimdarlik, hikmet ve ilim sahibi, Peygamber-hiikimdar Davut (as) tarafindan
temeli atilmistir. Ondan sonraki peygamberler de ayni istikamet lzere insanlar
tevhid, adalet ve merhamete davet etmislerdir.

Tarihin degisik donemlerinde Kuduis’iin istikametini bozmak isteyenler
olmustur. Putperest Romalilar gibi agik¢a batil adina istikametini bozmak
isteyenler ile Hacli Hiristiyanlar gibi gercekte hak olmadigi halde hak iddiasiyla
istikametini bozmak isteyenler. Fakat her defasinda bunlara hadlerini bildirenler
de olmustur. Ayni akibet Siyonist isgalci israil devletini de beklemektedir.

Bu calismada Kudis’iin sahitligini esas alarak iki farkli ve zit anlayisin
mukayesesini yapmaya calistik. Bu iki zit anlayis hak ve batil anlayislandir. Hak
tarafi, adalet, merhamet ve islahi temsil ederken, batil tarafi ise sapkinlik,
adaletsizlik, merhametsizlik, ifsad ve isgali temsil etmektedir. Davut (as),
Sileyman (as), isa (as), Hz. Omer ve Selahaddin hakkin tarafindayken, Calut,
Nebukadnezzar, Titus, Haglilar ve Siyonistler ise batil tarafindadir. Kudis, bir
dinya sehridir. Asil sahipleri ise Filistinlilerdir, Siyonistler degil.

Kuddis, Yahudilik, Hiristiyanlik ve islam icin kutsal bir sehirdir. Bu ézelliginden
dolayi Gi¢ dinin de temsiliyeti olmalidir. Bu (¢ dinin mensuplari ismine, kimligine ve
misyonuna yarasir bir sekilde Kudiis’(i insanliga érnek bir baris ve huzur yurdu
haline getirme ideal ve iddiasina sahip olmali ve bunun igin ¢aba géstermelidirler.
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SONNOTE

' Taberi, farkl rivayetlerden alintilar yaparak Babillerin Kudis’e yaptiklari saldirilar
sebepleriyle beraber detayli bir sekilde anlatiyor. Bkz. Taberi, c. 2, s. 778-784; ibni¥’|-Esir, c. 1,
s. 198-206; Simon, Babil Krali Nebukadnezar’in Kudiis tizerine yaptigi {i¢ baskini detayl bir
sekilde anlatmaktadir. Bkz. Montefiore, 2016: 43-46

> Yazar, Mislimanlarin Kudiis’ii fethiyle ilgili yaptigi detayli anlatida Hz. Omer’in hosgériisiine
ve adaletine 6zellikle vurgu yapmaktadir; Konu ile bkz. ibni’I-Esir, c. 2, s. 457-460

3 “Onlar: yeryiiziinde fesat ¢ikarmayin, denildigi zaman, ‘biz ancak islah edicileriz’ diyorlar.”
Bakara: 2/11

4 Hittin zaferiyle ilgili detay bilgi icin bkz. Sesen, s. 94-97; ibni/’I-Esir, c. 11, s. 422-424; Mustafa,
Hittin savasini sebep sonuglari ve savasa giden yolun taslarinin nasil tek tek désendigini
detaylariyla beraber anlatmaktadir. Bkz. S. 233-281; Sallabi de Hittin Savagina genisge yer
verenlerdendir: Sallabi, s. 549-593; ibni Seddad, s. 85-91.

5 Ernoul’un 6nemli bir 6zelligi, kendisinden sonraki dénem dogulu ve batil tarih¢i ve
arastirmacilarin onun yazdiklarini iktibas etmeleridir. Ernoul’un insafli yaklasimi ve
Selahaddin’e olan hayranligi dikkatlerden kagmamaktadir; Jackson, Misliiman tarihgilerden,
Selahaddin ile Abbasi Halifesi arasindaki yazismalardan ve Batili tarihgi/kroniklerden alintilar
yaparak ve analizlerini ekleyerek konuya genisce yer vermektedir; Jackson, s.331-336; Sallabi,
hem dogulu Misliman hem de Batili tarihgi/arastirmacilardan alintilar yaparak Kudis’iin
fethine genisce yer vermektedir. Sallabi, s. 594-648

6 Of verdigimiz s6zii tutacagiz’ diye cevap verdi ve patrik de digerleri gibi 10 Bizans sikkesi
karsiliginda pagayr kurtardi. (Dogru ceviri).
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Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies: a Quarter of a Century in Creating
Knowledge

ABSTRACT: The study deals with the Journal of Islamicjerusalem Studies and its
inception for more than twenty years, in terms of its history, motives and goals,
and in terms of tools and means. It also discusses the journal's editorial policies and
terms of publication, as well as shedding light on what distinguishes Journal of
Islamicjerusalem Studies from other journals and periodicals. The study also deals
with the Journal's interests and the most prominent topics it has dealt with
throughout its history from its inception to the present day.
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The Popular Role in Defending al-Aqsa Mosque: Ribat as a Model
ABSTRACT: The Ribat movement in the Al-Aqsa Mosque is one of the most popular
of Palestinians’ defense of the Al-Aqsa Mosque. It has played - and still plays - in
various forms, a remarkable role in obstructing Judaisation projects that aim to
divide the blessed Al-Aqsa Mosque in time and space. The movement also
maintains awareness of the issue of Bayt al-Maqdis and the Al-Aqsa Mosque in the
Arab and Islamic agenda. This paper seeks to shed light on the Ribat experience
and to document it by studying the conditions of its commencement, its course,
and its role as a peaceful resistance action in defending the Al-Agsa Mosque. It will
confirm its Islamic exclusivity and the methods of the Israeli occupation in fighting
it as an example of the role of popular forces in the battle to defend Al-Agsa
Mosque.

KEYWORDS: Jerusalem, Raed Salah, Murabitun, Israeli occupation, storming al-
Agsa, Al-Agsa Partition Plan, popular resistance.
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Attempts to Assassinate Sultan Salah al-Din by the Order of Assassins
ABSTRACT: The Order of Assassins, led by Hassan Sabbah, was one of the
dangerous military arms of the Ismaili creed in the fifth and sixth centuries AH. It
established a state extending over several citadels over a continuous geographical
area until it became known the land of Ismailia. The order continued to resist
adversaries from east and west through employing both a defensive and offensive
strategy at the same time. The first strategy is having an organised army -in the
contemporary sense- which can change and be a tool for the expansion of the
state. As for the second strategy, it was based on the assassination of key
adversaries. This was an unconventional tactic and the most dangerous of that
time, as Muslims in that period were not familiar with such methods in wars or in
peace; A man would disguise himself amongst the people and then attack the ruler
or the target figure, killing him without being noticed by others, and without
caring whether he is killed or if he would survive this attempt. This new method
caused panic and terror in many of the neighbouring lands at that time. It must be
noted that their fame travelled far and the English word Assassin is a corruption of
the Arabic words Hashashin, due to their fame for targeted killing and thus
spreading fear to those in their proximity in the Muslim World or even into Europe.
The disciples that committed these acts were known as the Fida'is, the key figures
that managed to kill the Vizier of the Seljuk state, Nizam al-Mulk in Ramadan
485AH/1092CE., as well as numerous dssassination attempts of Muslim and non-
Muslim military leaders. The paper deals with the relationship between the
Ayyubids, and Salah al-Din in particular, with the Order of the Assassins, through
focusing on their religious backgrounds, and the premises, which was a major
cause of the conflict. In doing so, the paper briefly discusses the doctrinal
background of the Nizari Isma'ili sect, as well as what Salah al-Din and his Sunni
army represented. As for the military character and valour of the Assassins, this
was represented through discussing two important figures from the Assassins,
Hassan Sabbah and Rashid al-Din Sinan, and the relationship of the latter with Salah
Al-Din. The study also briefly discusses the attempts by the Order to assassinate
Salah al-Din through going back to primary sources that were contemporary to the
events, such as the historian Ibn Abi Shama amongst other. They killed many
leaders, politicians, statesmen and scholars, even this method caused terror and
threats among many soldiers of neighboring countries, and it was among those
attempts through which they sought to eliminate their competitors, including the
attempt to assassinate the Ayyubid leader Salah al-Din.

KEYWORDS: Ismda'ilism, Nizari, Order of Assassins, Hassan Al-Sabah, Salah al-Din.
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Although the Artugids in general did not abandon their defence of the holy city,
even though this would have been carried out indirectly, this study does not aim
to address the political relationship between Jerusalem and this noble dynasty.
Rather, it will seek to shed light on the cultural ties that existed between the
Artugid State and Bayt al-Magqdis. This topic is under-researched and has not
received sufficient attention by contemporary scholars and historians.
Accordingly, thebauthor hopes in this paper to try to revive this through examining
these ties and clarifying the importance and value they placed on the status of
Jerusalem in their conscience. In doing so, the paper will analyse an architectural
and historical monument established in Jerusalem as a rare example of female
architectural activity in the Holy City. It also acquires further importance and
prestige since it is located only a few meters away from one of the main entrances
to Al-Agsa Mosque. This institution is also directly attributed to Mardin by name
and is known as al-Ribat al-Mardini, established as a hostel for visitors who come
to visit the Holy City from Mardin. In addition to this important tie, the paper will
also shed light on a rare masterpiece that was brought from Mardin to al-Agsa
Mosque and still proudly adorns the Islamic Museum inside al-Agsa Mosque to this
very day. This splendid Artugid candlestick was made for Artuq Arslan ibn lighazi
(ruled Mardin from 1201 to 1239) and was later transferred to his son Najm al-Dunya
wal-Din, Abi al-Fath, Ghazi ibn Artug. This paper also seeks to address the
architectural relations that prevailed between Jerusalem and some of the Artugid
rulers and their cities, particularly the city of Mosul, and notes that its Emir Izz al-
Din Masud ibn Mawdud sent a group of sappers and stonemasons to help Ayyubid
Sultan Salah al-Din in rebuilding the walls of Jerusalem.

KEYWORDS: al-Ribat al-Mardini, Artuqid candlestick, al-Madrasah al-Salamiyya
"Mosuliya", Scholars.
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Shedding Light on the Artuqids Cultural Ties in Bayt al-Maqdis
ABSTRACT: Although the Artugid state commenced from Bayt al-Maqdis in very
complex political conditions, following which they were forced out from Jerusalem
to Mesopotamia, and particularly Mardin and Mayafargin, this is a topic that needs
further research to better understand the circumstances and motives behind this.
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