
Israil sorunu ve Haremu'þ-Þerif'e yönelik tehdit
Perþembe, 20 Kasým 2008

Siyonist liderlerce 15 Mayýs 1948 tarihinde kurulan Israil devleti, ikinci Dünya Savaþýnýn
ardýndan uluslar arasý siyasetin ve askeri iþgallerin bir bileþiminin sonucudur. 29 Kasým
1947&rsquo;de BM (Birleþmiþ Milletler) Genel Kurulu Osmanlý Devletinin I. Dünya Savaþýnda
yenilmesinden sonra Ýngilizlerce yönetilen Filistin&rsquo;in biri Yahudi diðeri de Arap
olmak üzere ikiye ayrýlmasýný oyladý.
 O dönemde bir milyon üç yüz bin Arap ve çoðu Avrupa&rsquo;dan gelmiþ altý yüz bin Yahudi
(1900&rsquo;lerde Filistin&rsquo;de otuz binden az Yahudi bulunuyordu.)
Filistin&rsquo;de yaþýyordu. Yahudiler tüm Filistin topraklarýnýn yaklaþýk yüzde 6-8&rsquo;lik
kýsmýna sahiptiler. Buna raðmen BM, Filistin&rsquo;i bölme planýnda Yahudilere yüzde 56
oranýnda toprak veriyor, Kudüs ve Bethlehem bölgelerini de uluslar arasý alan olarak ilan
ediyordu.Bu, Filistinliler ve Araplar tarafýndan kesinlikle kabul edilemez bir neticeydi
ve onlar BM Genel Kurulunun oylamasýný emperyalist bir tavýr olarak görüyordu. Kudüs&rsquo;te
ve Filistin&rsquo;in diðer bölgelerinde patlak veren protestolar sürerken, Siyonist
liderler kendilerine tahsis edilen topraklarý nasýl geniþleteceklerinin planlarýný
yapýyorlardý. Stratejileri, Arap halklarýný sindirmek ve Filistin kasaba ve köylerinin etnik
temizliði tabi tutmakla tanýmlanabilirdi. Filistinlilere destek saðlamak isteyen komþu Arap
ülkelerinin ordularý, iyi silahlanmýþ ve eðitilmiþ Avrupalý Yahudi yerleþimcilerle karþýlaþtýrýldýðýnda
oldukça yetersiz kalýyordu. 1949 yýlýnda Ýsrail ve Arap Devletleri arasýnda ateþkes antlaþmasý
imzalandýðýnda, Filistin&rsquo;in yüzde yetmiþ beþi Ýsrail kontrolü altýndaydý. Ürdün, Batý Þeria
olarak bilinen Filistin&rsquo;in merkezindeki tepeleri ve Batý Kudüs&rsquo;ü; Mýsýr, Gazze
Þeridi kýyý bölgelerini kontrol ediyordu.Ýsrail tarihi saldýrgan ve kanlý baþlangýcýndan bu yana,
19. ve 20. yy. da Avrupa tarihinde görülen Avrupalý ýrkçý ve milliyetçi hareketi yansýtmaktadýr.
Siyonizm, orta Avrupa&rsquo;da mümkün olduðunca politik egemenlik talep eden, diðer insanlar
üzerinde ýrk üstünlüklerini ilan eden milliyetçi hareketlerin hakim olduðu zaman diliminde
ortaya çýkmýþtýr. (Belki bizi þaþýrtan ayný tarihi eðilimin Almanya&rsquo;daki Nazi Hareketi
olmasýdýr.)Bu ayný zamanda, Almanya ve Ýtalya gibi yeni ulus-devletler de dahil Avrupa
devletlerinin, Avrupada olmayan topraklar üzerinde hakim olma mücadelesine katýldýklarý
zamana hem de Avrupalý yerleþimcilerin her zamanki gibi Asya ve Afrika topraklarý üzerinde
hakim olmak için hareket ettikleri döneme denk gelir. Avrupalý laik Yahudiler kendilerini
topraðý olmayan millet olarak görmeye baþladýlar. Avrupa&rsquo;da diðer milliyetçiler tarafýndan
bu þekilde tanýmlanan bir millet hoþ karþýlanmadý. Sömürgeci emperyalist model burada kendini
alternatifti bir model olarak sundu. Baþlangýçta Siyonistler Yahudilerin Afrikada ve Güney
Amerika&rsquo;da yerleþmelerini önermelerine raðmen Yahudilerin eski tarihi kökleri onlarý ýrkçý-
sömürgeci geleneklerine odaklanmaya yöneltti. Buralar ise yüzlerce yýldýr Müslümanlarca yönetilen
ve Araplarýn oluþturduðu bölgelerdi. Ortodokslar ve dindar Yahudiler Filistin&rsquo;de
Müslümanlarýn yönetimi altýnda barýþ içerisinde yaþamalarý gerçeðinden dolayý baþlangýçta politik
Siyonizme karþý oldular. Azýnlýkta kalan küçük bir grup bu þekilde günümüze kadar düþüncelerini
sürdürdüler.    Avrupa&rsquo;da Yahudiler, kendilerini kurbanlarýna doðuþtan üstün gören
milliyetçilierin soykýrýmla sonuçlanan korkunç zulmünün kurbaný oldu. Bu modern Avrupa
milliyetçiliðinin karekteristik özelliðiydi. Bu milliyetçi çatýþma birçok milliyetçi düþüncede
görülebileceði gibi on yýl önce Yugoslavya&rsquo;da da görüldü. Yahudilerin diðer insanlara karþý
benzer tavrý, Filistin&rsquo;in yerli halkýný bariz bir þekilde yerlerinden eden
sloganlarýnda net olarak görülür: &ldquo;Ýnsansýz toprak, topraksýz insan içindir&rdquo;.
Avrupa&rsquo;da bir zamanlar Yahudilere yapýlan katliamlarýn aynýsýnýn ve daha fazlasýnýn
kendilerinin Filistin&rsquo;deki Araplara yapmasý hiç de þaþýrtýcý deðildir. Bu slogan,
Yahudilerin, Yahudilerle birlikte yaþama arzusu duymalarý þartýyla Filistinlilerin
hayatlarýnda iyileþtirme yapmak üzere geldiklerine dair Yahudi propagandasýnýn ve
mitolojisinin bir parçasý olmuþtur. Fakat gerçek hiç de öyle deðildir. Bunu birçok Ýsrail kaynaðýda
doðrulamaktadýr.1948-49 yýllarýnda Filistin&rsquo;deki Siyonistler yedi yüz binin üzerindeki
Filistinlileri sahip olduklarý topraklardan zorla çýkartmýþtýr. Benzer niyetler o zamandan bu
yana, Gazze ve Batý Þeria&rsquo;daki yerleþimci hareketleri ve Ýsrail yayýlmacýlýðýný teþvik
etmiþtir.  Ýsrailli yerleþimcilerin Gazze&rsquo;den çekilmesi (Aðustos 2005) yerleþim
yerlerinin Batý Yaka&rsquo;ya doðru geniþlemeye devam etmesi gerçeðini örtmemelidir. 2005 Eylül
ayýnda New York&rsquo;daki BM zirve toplantýsý için Ýsrail&rsquo;den ayrýlan Ariel Þaron
gazetecilere &ldquo;Yahudi yerleþim yerlerinin inþaý devam etmektedir (Batý Þeria&rsquo;da),
ihtiyacýmýz karþýlanana kadar da devam edecektir&rdquo; açýklamasýnda bulundu. Ondan bir gün önce
savunma bakaný Shaul Mofaz &ldquo;Yerleþimcilerin mekânlarýný geliþtirmek için elimizden gelen
her çabayý göstermeli ve bütün kaynaklarý seferber etmeliyiz.&rdquo; dedi. Kontrol altýna
aldýklarý her bölgede Ýsrailliler, Filistin halkýna karþý -modern tarih boyunca karþýlaþtýðýmýz aþýrý
milliyetçi ve faþist hareketlerin karakteristik özelliði olan- insani olmayan acýmasýz
muamelelerde bulunmuþlardýr.Onlarýn Filistinlilere karþý davranýþlarýnýn da ötesinde, Ýsrailin
Ortadoðu&rsquo;daki varlýðý bölgenin jeopolitik ortamýnda temel rahatsýzlýk unsuru olmuþ ve komþu
ülkelerle uzun süren bir çatýþmaya yol açmýþtýr.  Cemal Abdunnasýr rejiminin Süveyþ kanalýna
millileþtirmesinden sonra Ýsrail, 1956 yýlýnda Ýngiltere ve Fransa ile iþbirliði yaparak
Mýsýr&rsquo;ý iþgal etti fakat uluslar arasý baskýlar sonucunda Ýsrail birlikleri Gazzeyi ve
Sina yarýmadasýný terk etmek zorunda kaldý.  Özelde Suriye&rsquo;ye karþý olan ve
Suriye&rsquo;yi iþgal edilme korkusuyla karþý karþýya býrakan 1967 savaþý, Ýsrail&rsquo;in askeri
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gösterileriyle baþladý. Sovyet istihbarat raporlarý, Ýsrail birliklerinin Suriye sýnýrýnda
toplandýklarý haberleriyle Suriye&rsquo;nin saldýrýya maruz kalma þüphesini daha da artýrdý.
Mýsýr, Suriye&rsquo;yi desteklemek için birliklerini Sina&rsquo;ye yerleþtirdi ve diplomatik
iliþkiler gerginleþti. Ýsrail; Mýsýr, Suriye ve Ürdün&rsquo;e karþý &ldquo;önleyici
saldýrýlar&rdquo; olarak adlandýrdýðý planý uygulamaya koydu. Ýnatla sürdürdüðü savaþýn sonunda Ýsrail,
Ürdün&rsquo;ün elinden Batý Þeria&rsquo;yý; Mýsýr&rsquo;dan Gazze Þeridini ve Sina yarým adasýný ve
Suriye&rsquo;den de Golan Tepelerini aldý. 1978 yýlýnda Lübnan&rsquo;daki iç savaþta Hristiyan
milisleri destekleyerek ilk kez, 1982 yýlýnda da ikinci kez Lübnan&rsquo;ý iþgal etti ve
ülkenin tüm güney bölgelerine girdi.  Filistinli mültecilere katliam uyguladý ve Beyrut&rsquo;u
kuþattý. Yapýlan katliam ülkede büyük tahribata ve yýkýma yol açtý. Bu Hizbullah&rsquo;ýn büyük bir
Ýslamî Hareket olarak ortaya çýktýðý dönemdi. Hizbullah 1985 yýlýnda Ýsrail&rsquo;in ülkenin
güneyinden ve sonunda Þebaa bölgesi hariç ülkenin diðer yerlerinden de geri çekilmesini istedi.
Büyük savaþlar hariç, Ýsrail diðer ülkelerde tetörizm ve diðer bölücü faaliyetler dahil politik
engellemelerin içerisinde oldu fakat her seferinde inatçý bir þekilde saldýrý altýnda olanýn
kendisi olduðunu, sadece savunma yaptýklarý fikrini iþlemeye devam etti.Ýsrail Devletinin
ortaya çýkýþýndan beri, büyük Batýlýlý güçlerin desteðini almasý Siyonist hareket ve Ýsrail
Devleti&rsquo;nin hoþuna gitmiþ ve dehþet saçan suçlarý baþýndan def etmeyi baþarmýþtý. Yahudiler
bölge nüfusunun sadece çok küçük bir kýsmýný oluþturmasýna raðmen, 1917 Balfour Bildirgesi&rsquo;yle
Ýngiltere, Filistin&rsquo;de Yahudi vatanýnýn kurulmasýnýn desteklemesine kendisini adadý. Bu
sadece bir baþlangýçtý. Ýngiliz yönetimi boyunca, yerel nüfusun istememesine raðmen
Yahudiler&rsquo;in Filistin&rsquo;e yerleþmesine izin verildi. Ýngiltere yönetimine ve Arap
halkýna karþý Filistin&rsquo;deki Siyonist saldýrýlar devam etmesine raðmen 1947 yýlýnda BM
Genel Kurulu Filistin topraklarýnýn büyük ve önemli bir kýsmýný Yahudilere verdi. Bu, süreç içinde
Filistin&rsquo;e daha fazla Yahudinin yerleþeceði anlamýna geliyordu. Ýsrail saldýrgan ve
haksýz faaliyetlerine raðmen Batýnýn desteðini almaktan çok memnundu.Bu Batý desteði çoðunlukla,
Avrupanýn uzun anti-semitik tarihinde Batýnýn utancýný telafi çabasý olarak izah edildi.
Özellikle de Nazi baskýsý altýnda kalan Yahudiler için. Fakat bu taraflý bir izahtý. Baþlangýçta
anti semitik gelenekle Yahudilerin çýkarýlmalarý ve baþka yerlerde yerleþmeleri Batýda
memnuniyetle karþýlandý. Birçok Batýlý tarafýndan artýk, Yahudiler uygarlaþmýþ Avrupalý insanlar,
Araplar da yýllardýr tüm emperyalist güçlere problem çýkaran basit yerliler olarak görülüyordu.
Batýlý güçler Hindistan ve Cezair&rsquo;i yönetme hakkýnýn kendilerinde olduðunu savundular.
Bunun sonucu olarak da Avrupalý Yahudi yerleþimcilere, kendilerinin Filistin&rsquo;i ele
geçirmeleri fikrinin son derece mantýklý geldiði söylenebilir. Bir diðer faktör de, bazý
çevrelerde Yahudilerin, Hristiyanlar Avrupa&rsquo;nýn geleneksel düþmanlarý olan Orta Doðunun
Müslümanlarýna karþý müttefik olarak görülmesiydi. Zamanla Batýlý emperyal güçler arasýndaki dengeler
de deðiþmeye baþladý. Özellikle Ýkinci Dünya Savaþýndan sonra Amerika daha önemli bir konum elde
etti. Gerek Sovyetler Birliðine karþý soðuk savaþta ve gerekse Amerika&rsquo;nýn uzun vadede
devam eden bölgenin petrol kaynaklarý üzerindeki artan ilgisi ve özellikle Ýslami
hareketlerin Batýlý sömürge hegomanyalarýna karþý meydan okumalarýna karþý Ýsrail, Amerika için
bölgede önemli bir müttefik haline geldi. Siyonistler doðruluklarýný ispat etmede diðer düþüncelere
karþý uzmanlaþtýlar ve ihtiyaç duyduklarý Batý desteði hiçbir zaman zayýflamadý. Hatta Batý
ülkelerindeki birçok sýradan insan bile, Ýsrail&rsquo;in gerçek tabiatýnýn ve aldatýcý
propagandasýnýn farkýnda olmaya baþlamýþtý. Yahudilere yapýlan Nazi zulmünün kötü hatýralarýný, böyle
bir þeyin bir daha olamayacaðýný istismar ederek anlatmak, bu sürecin ana parçasýydý. Halbuki
Ýsrail&rsquo;in Filistin halkýna muamelesi önümüzde durmaktadýr ve Ýsrail tarihi, Güney
Afrika&rsquo;daki ýrkçý rejimle Hindistan&rsquo;daki Hindu milliyetçilerle, Latin Amerika ve
diðer yerlerdeki faþist grup ve rejimlerle müttefik olma cürmüyle doludur. Belki de daha
önemlisi varlýklý ve politik olarak etkili olan, Yahudi topluluklarýnýn tüm Batý ülkelerindeki
rolüdür fakat özellikle Amerika&rsquo;daki etkisi daha da önemlidir. Ýsrail menfaatinin
Amerika&rsquo;daki ulusal menfaatten ayrý görülemeyeceði bir gerçektir. Örneðin,  önemli sayýda
Amerikalý, Ýsrail&rsquo;i sorunlu devlet olarak görmekte ancak etkisiz olduklarý için Yahudi-
Ýsrail nüfuzunun ABD&rsquo;deki politik kurumlar üzerinde etkisi konusunda ellerinden bir
þey gelmemektedir. Baþlangýcýndan beri, Siyonist hareket hem Avrupalý aþýrý milliyetçilerle- hem
de Batýlý sömürgeci empertyalistlerle ayrýlamayacak biçimde birbirlerine baðlýdýr. Faþizmin
kötü/kirli bir kelime olduðu zamanlarda Sýrplar aþýrý milliyetçiliði gözden düþürdü. Bugün Siyonizm
belkide suçlarýna müsahama gösterilen ve savunulan son aþýrý milliyetçi harekettir. Sömürgeci
emperyalizm artýk bitmektedir. Ýkinci dünya savaþýndan sonra Ýsrail, Müslüman dünyasýnýn kalbinde
ortaya çýkmýþ, sömürgeci emperyalizm, ekonomik ve politik neo-emperyalizmle yer deðiþtirmiþtir.
(Amerikanýn yabancý ülkelere artan müdahalesi, özellikle son yýllarda Afganistan ve
Irak&rsquo;ta, sömürgeciliðe dönüþten daha çok neo-emperyalizmin evrimi olarak daha iyi
görülebilir.) Ýsrail&rsquo;in var olma hakkýna meydan okunmasý, modern Batý tezinin büyük
tabularýndandýr ve otomatik olarak anti semitizmle ayný kefeye konmaktadýr. Fakat gerçek olan
Siyonizm ve Siyonist devlet mutlaka diðer faþist ideolojilerin ve sömürgeci yerleþimcilerin
çizdiði yoldan gitmektedir. Objektif olmak gerekirse -ki birçok ortodoks Yahudi ve Yahudi
olmayanlarýn zor kabul edeceði Yahudi iddialarýný bir kenara koyarsak- Siyonistlerin
Ýngilizlerin Hindistan&rsquo;da ve Fransýzlarýn Cezayir&rsquo;de yaptýðýndan daha fazla
(Filistin halkýna raðmen) Filistin&rsquo;e hükmetme yetkisi olmadýðýný rahatlýkla söyleyebiliriz. 
Elbette Hindistan ve Cezayir&rsquo;de sömürgecilikten kurtulma süreci sarsýcý ve kanlýdýr.
Fakat olay iyi kavrandýðýnda hiçbir kimse gerekli ve &ldquo;kaçýnýlmaz&rdquo; olduðundan þüphe
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edemez. Her iki durumda da travmanýn çoðunluðu sömürgecilerin &ldquo;kaçýnýlmaz&rdquo; olaný kabul
etmemekte diretmelerinden kaynaklanmaktadýr. Ancak süreç içinde; imaný, deðerleri ve yerli
Filistin halkýnýn özlemlerini yansýtan bir devlet tarafýndan Siyonist devletin sona
erdirilmesi de kaçýnýlmazdýr. Görülmesi gereken, bu kaçýnýlmazlýðýn gözler önüne serdiði süreçtir. Ne var
ki, Siyonistleri memnun eden dünyanýn önde gelen emperyal güçlerinin desteði dikkate alýndýðýnda
bu &ldquo;kaçýnýlmaz&rdquo; olan, kýsa sürede vuku bulmayacak ve ayrýca ona karþý Siyonistlerin
kararlýlýðý ve onlarýn kanýtlanmýþ sýkça gösterilen siyasi kurnazlýklarý ve askeri merhametsizlikleri
hesaba katýldýðýnda pürüzsüz olmayacaktýr.Bu arada yurtlarýyla ilgili endiþe içerisinde olan
Filistinlilerin ve Filintin&rsquo;deki din kardeþleri için adalet isteyen tüm dünyadaki
Müslümanlarýn da Kudüs&rsquo;te &ndash;Ýslam tarihinin merkez þehri- Siyonistlerin tahribatýnýn
sýnýrlandýrýlmasý için yapýlmasý gereken her þeyi yapmasý, Siyonist Ýsrail Devletinin merkezî bir
rolü olduðu Emperyalist Batý dünyasýný da sona erdirmesi gerekiyor. Yayýlmacý tarih sürecinin bir
parçasý olan Filistin&rsquo;in Siyonistlerce iþgali sonlandýrýlacak; Kudüs huzur ve refah
ortamý içerisinde yönetilecektir.  Kudüs&rsquo;e Tehdit1967&rsquo;de gerçekleþen Siyonist
iþgalinin bir sonucu olarak Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif, Ýsrail kontrolüne geçti. Bunun soncunda da,
9 Haziran&rsquo;da orada Cuma namazý kýlýnamadý. Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;in Selahaddin
tarafýndan onarýlmasýnýndan bu yana ilk defa böyle bir þey oluyordu. Fakat tehlike bundan daha
büyüktü: Siyonizmin kurucusu Theodor Herzl 1897 yýlýndaki ilk Siyonist konferansýnda
&ldquo;Kudüs&rsquo;ü ele geçirebilirsem, Yahudilerinki hariç tüm kutsal yerleri kesinlikle
ortadan kaldýracaðým.&rdquo; açýklamasýnda bulundu. Siyonistler, 1948 yýlýnda Ýsrail hava
kuvvetlerini kullanarak Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;i yýkma giriþiminde bulundu. Atýlan 65
bombayla iki cami vuruldu ve saldýrý önemli hasara yol açtý. Þans eseri atýlan bombalar küçük
çaptaydý.Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif, Kâbe ve Medine&rsquo;deki Mescid-i Nebevi&rsquo;den sonra
Ýslam&rsquo;ýn en kutsal üç yerinden birisi ve Ýslamýn ilk kýblesiydi. Hicretten sonra da
Kur&rsquo;an ayetleriyle Müslümanlarýn kýblesi Kâbe olarak deðiþtirildi. Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif,
ayný zamanda Ýslam peygamberinin Mekke&rsquo;den Kudüs&rsquo;e gece yolculuðunun ardýndan
cennete yükseldiði yerdi. (isra ve Mirac)Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif, eski Kudüs&rsquo;ün güney
doðusunda bulunan dikdörtgen bir alandýr. Yedisi açýk dördü kapalý olmak üzere 11 kapýsý bulunan
duvarlarla çevrelenmiþtir. Ayný zamanda þehre çeþitli yollarla da baðlýdýr. Harem&rsquo;de 25 içme
suyu kuyusu/pýnarý ve sayýsýz çeþme bulunmaktadýr. Harem&rsquo;in toplam dört minaresi, birkaç
kubbesi ve revaklarý bulunmaktadýr. Ayný zamanda iki güneþ saati de vardýr. Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif
içindeki iki bina Harem&rsquo;in merkezindeki Kubbetu&rsquo;s-Sahra ve Mescid-i
Aksa&rsquo;dýr. (Aksa adý Harem&rsquo;in tümünü ifade etmek için de kullanýlýr.) Her ikiside
Emevi kralý Abdulmelik b. Mervan tarafýndan inþa edilmiþtir, Kubbe (hicretten sonra) 68-72
yýllarýnda Mescidi Aksa ise hicri 692 yýlýnda inþa edilmiþtir. Bu, raþit halifelerden Ömer b.
Hattab tarafýndan daha önceden yaptýrýlan ve Harem&rsquo;in doðusunda bulunan camiyle
karýþtýrýlmamalýdýr. Yahudiler bu alanýn &ldquo;Süleyman Tapýnaðý&rdquo; olduðunu ve bu tapýnak
alanýnýn &ldquo;Kral Davud&rdquo; (Hz. Davud as.) tarafýndan yaptýrýldýðýný ve Yahudiliðin dinî
merkezi olduðunu iddia ederler. Buranýn tarihi Ýslam öncesi döneme uzanýr. Ýran ve Roma
hakimiyeti altýnda sürekli tahrip olmuþ ve restorasyonu yapýlmýþtýr. Siyonistler, Haremu&rsquo;þ-
Þerif&rsquo;in&rsquo;in güney Batý bölümü olan 47 metre uzunluðundaki &ldquo;Burak
duvarýnýn&rdquo; Süleyman tapýnaðýnýn dýþ duvarýnýn bir parçasý olduðunu iddia ederler. Burasý da
Yahudilerin Aðlama Duvarý olarak bilinir. Siyonistlerin hayali Haramü&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;in
yýkýlmasý ve yerine yeni bir tapýnak inþa edilmesidir.Siyonist devletin ortaya çýkmasýndan önce,
Siyonistler Haramü&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;e karþý harekete geçtiler. En önemli olay 1929 yýlýnda
Yahudiler&rsquo;in 15 aðustosta duvarý geri almaya çalýþmasýydý. (Daha önce de bir sürü saldýrý
olmuþtu, özellikle Eylül 1928&rsquo;de) fakat Müslümanlar buna karþý koydular. Bir sonraki gün
cumaydý ve ülke çapýnda gösteriler yayýldý ay sonuna kadar da devam etti. Ýngiliz yönetimi duvarýn
Harem&rsquo;in bir parçasý olduðuna ve Müslümanlar tarafýndan kontrol edilmesi gerektiðine
karar verdi. 1967 yýlýnda Siyonistler þehri ele geçirdiklerinde, þehrin yönetimi kendilerine
geçti. O zamandan beri Harem&rsquo;in geri kalaný -günümüzde resmi olarak Müslüman idareciler
tarafýndan yönetilse de- gerçekte Yahudi kontrolü altýnda bulunmaktadýr. Ýzinleri alýnmadan
hiçbir Müslüman kontrol noktalarýndan geçememektedir. Fakat Siyonistlerin uzun vadede amaçlarý
süreklilik arz etmektedir: Burayý yýkmak ve yerine Yahudi tapýnaðý yapmak. Bu istekleri
Hindistan&rsquo;daki camilerin yýkýlýp yerlerine Hindu tanýnaklarý yapýlmak istenmesi isteðiyle
benzer özellikler göstermektedir. Elbette Yahudiler tarafýndan Harem&rsquo;e karþý yapýlan
komplolar Hindistan&rsquo;da Ayodhya daki Babri camiine yapýlan saldýrýlardan daha
önemlidir.Siyonistlerin komplolarý, þehir ele geçirildiðinde baþladý. Ýsrail birliklerinin
komutaný  olan genelkurmay baþkaný Uzi Narkis daha sonralarý Kubbetu&rsquo;s-Sahra&rsquo;nýn
yok edilmesi amacýný gizlemek için çatýþmak gerektiðini kendisine ordunun baþ hahamý Þolomo
Goren&rsquo;in önerdiðini açýkladý.Ýsrail&rsquo;in günlük Ha&rsquo;aretz gazetesi Goren in
Narkis&rsquo;e, &ldquo;Bu sefer Kubbetu&rsquo;s-Sahra&rsquo;ya 100 kiloluk patlayýcýlar
koyalým, bir seferde sonsuza kadar yok olsun.&rdquo; dediðini yazdý. 1948 yýlýnda bu tavsiye
(!) camilerin tahrip edilmesinde kullanýldý. Narkis böyle bir düþüncenin kendisini þaþýrttýðýný
söyledi ve onun söylediklerini tamamen yalanladý. Bu açýklama pragmatikti ve Tel
Aviv&rsquo;deki politikacýlar uluslar arasý öfkeye sebep olabileceði endiþesiyle yasa
teklifini veto ettiler.  1969 Aðustosunda, Ýsrail Kudüs&rsquo;ü ele geçirdikten iki yýl sonra
Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif en ciddi saldýrýlara uðradý. Avustralyalý bir Yahudi olan Denis Michael
Rohan turist olarak binaya girdi. Tarihi Nureddin Zengi minberinin üzerine yanýcý bir madde
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dökerek yaktý. Caminin güneydoðu bölümündeki 1500 metre küplük alan tahrip oldu. Bu da caminin üçte
birinin tahrip olmasý demekti.  Minber, Selahaddin Eyyubi tarafýndan Harem&rsquo;in (h)
583&rsquo;te haçlýlardan geri alýnmasýnýn ardýndan yaptýrýlmýþtý. Daha sonra da kýsmen restore
edildi.Resmi tarihte bu saldýrý &ldquo;bir fanatiðin&rdquo; saldýrýsý olarak geçiþtirildi. Fakat
öyle görünüyor ki hiç de öyle deðil. Bu olay bir grup Yahudinin olaydan üç gün önce camiye zorla
girerek ilahiler ve þarkýlar söyleyerek dua etmelerinin üç gün sonrasýnda cereyan etti. Bu da
binanýn sahiplenilmesi sürecinin bir parçasýydý. Müslümanlarýn yangýný durdurma çabasý engellendi ve
itfaiye ekiplerinin olay yerine gelmesi geciktirildi.O zamandan beri Siyonistlerin
Harem&rsquo;e karþý olan mücadeleleri devam etti. Üç önemli strateji ortaya çýktý: Tapýnaðýn tahrip
etme, ona sahip olma çabalarý ve caminin altýnda kazý çalýþmalarý yaparak yýkýlmasýný saðlama.
Goren&rsquo;in kurulmasýna yardým ettiði Gush Emunim gibi fundamentalist gruplarca caminin
yýkýlmasý için yapýlan faaliyetler de devam etmektedir. Ayný zamanda milenyumda çeþitli
komplolar ortaya çýkmýþtýr. Eski polis Assaf Hefets 1999 Aðustosunda aþýrý Yahudi grubu Gush
Emunim ve benzeri diðer gruplarýn iki camiyi yýkma ve Harem&rsquo;i ele geçirme planý
yaptýklarý beyanatýnda bulunmuþtur. Hemen hemen ayný dönemde polis, aþýrý Yahudiler tarafýndan
Harem&rsquo;i gören bir daire kiralandýðýný ve Harem&rsquo;in buradan Ramazanda Müslümanlarýn
ibadet ettikleri bir vakitte füzelerle vurulacaðýný fakat bunun önlendiðini iddia etti.
Suçlularýn amacý barýþ sürecini kesintiye uðratmak olduðu kadar camilerin yýkýlmasýný da
saðlamaktý. Diðer komplolarda 1980 Mayýsýnda Rabbi Meir Kahane taraftarlarýnýn kendilerine ait
olan patlayýcýlarla gün ýþýðýna çýkmasýyla anlaþýldý. 10 Mart 1983 yýlýnda da 49 Yahudi patlayýcýlarla
yakalandý. Hepsi de bir gün sonra serbest býrakýldý. Haremü&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;in Ýsrail
tarafýndan ele geçirilmesinin ve onun tahrip etmemeleri konusunda Ýsrail askerlerini ikna
edilememesinin ardýndan, Golen ve yandaþlarý buranýn Yahudilere ait olduðu fakat Müslümanlar
tarafýndan iþgal edildiði fikrini öne sürdü. O zamandan beri caminin Müslümanlara ait olan
bölümlerine yönelik saldýrýlar devam etmektedir.Harem, özellikle Frilistinlilerin camilerde
özgürce ibadet edebilmek için yaptýklarý protestolar sebebiyle Filistinlilere karþý Ýsrail
tarafýndan yapýlmýþ birçok zulme tanýklýk etti. 11 Nisan 1982&rsquo;de bir Ýsrail askeri ibadet
eden Müslümanlara ateþ açmýþ, 60&rsquo;ýn üzerinde Filistinli öldürülmüþ ve yaralanmýþtý. 1988 yýlýnýn Mayýs
ayýnda Harem&rsquo;in içindeki protesto eden Filistinlilere Ýsrail birlikleri tarafýndan ateþ
açýlmýþ ve bu defa yüzün üzerinde Müslüman öldürülmüþ veya yaralanmýþtý. 1990 yýlýnda Yahudilerin
Harem&rsquo;in içerisine tapýnaklarý için sembolik taþ koymalarýna karþý yapýlan protestolar
sýrasýnda Ýsrail birlikleri 22 Filistinliyi öldürmüþ ve 200&rsquo;ün üzerinde Filistinliyi
yaralamýþtý.  Harem&rsquo;e karþý uygulanan bir diðer stratejide arkeoloji ve bilimsel çalýþmalar
adý altýnda Harem&rsquo;in altýnda tüneller açarak yýkýlmasýný saðlamaktýr. Bu strateji 1967 yýlýnda
Ýsrail&rsquo;in eski þehri ele geçirmesinden hemen sonra tasarlanmýþtýr. Arkeologlar Ýbrani
Üniversitesi (Hebraic University) tarafýndan finanse edilmekte ve güney duvarý ve hanýmlar
mescidinin altýnda kazý yapmaktadýrlar. O zamandan beri dokuz ana basamak bulunmaktadýr.
Sözde akademik amaçlarla ve aðlama duvarýný ziyaret eden Yahudilerin iþlerini kolaylaþtýrmak için
yapýlmaktadýr. Ama asýl sebep Harem&rsquo;in yapýsýnýn zayýflatýlmasý saðlamaktýr. Haramýn yapýsýyla
ciddi endiþeler bulunmaktadýr. Tüneller gelecekte patlayýcýlarý ve mayýnlarý yerleþtirmek için
kullanýlabilir ve tüm hazýrlýklarý kendisi yapmasýna raðmen Siyonist devlet, suçu bireysel
eylemlerin üzerine atýp iþin içinden sýyrýlabilir.Eylülde 2000&rsquo;de þimdiki Ýsrail baþbakaný
Ariel Þaron -O dönemin muhalefet lideriydi.- Haremu&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;i 1000 kiþilik bir
grupla istila etti. Amacý cami üzerinde Siyonistlerin egemenlik hakký olduðunu iddia
etmekti. Bu, Siyonistlerce Harem&rsquo;i yýkarak yerine Yahudi Tapýnaðýnýn yapýlmasý umudu
olarak algýlandý. Bu ziyaret ikinci Filistin Ýntifadasýnýn ortaya çýkmasýna sebep oldu (Bu
intifada el-Aksa intifadasý olarak da bilinir.) Oslo mütabakatýndan ardýndan Filistin halkýnýn
gözünde, Ýsrail&rsquo;in ikiyüzlü ve güvenilir olmayan iliþkileri ile Filistinli liderlerin
zayýf tavýrlarý ikinci intifadanýn ortaya çýkmasýna sebep olmuþtur. Ýntifada, Ýsrail&rsquo;in barýþ
süreci planlarýný boþa çýkartmada baþarýlý olmasýna raðmen, Ýsrail&rsquo;in büyük askeri avantajý ve
uluslar arasý camiadan aldýðý destek onu tekrar örgütlenmeye teþvik etmiþtir ve Ýsrail, uzun
vadede hedeflerine ulaþmak -Kudüs ve Haremü&rsquo;þ-Þerif&rsquo;i sürekli olarak kontrol altýna
almak- için çabalarýný sürdürmektedir.Çev: Barýþ Hoyraz-Murat Kayacan The problem of Israel and
the threat to al-Haram al-SharifIn October, Crescent International (South Africa) issued
a booklet called The Struggle for Al-Quds to mark Yaum al-Quds 1426AH.  Bu metin Crescent
International dergisinin Kudus Gunu vesilesiyle yayýnladýðý kitapçýðýn kýsmî çevirisidir. The
problem of Israel and the threat to al-Haram al-Sharif In October, Crescent
International (South Africa) issued a booklet called The Struggle for Al-Quds to mark
Yaum al-Quds 1426AH.  Here we publish an adaptation of the first part of this booklet. 
The second part, focusing on the development and future of the Palestinian struggle,
will be published in the next issue for Crescent International.  The state of Israel,
proclaimed by zionist leaders on May 15, 1948, emerged from a combination of
international politics and military conquest in the aftermath of the Second World War. 
On November 29, 1947, the UN General Assembly &mdash; dominated by the imperial powers
that won the war &mdash; voted to partition Palestine, which had been ruled by the
British since the defeat of the Uthmaniyya khilafah in the First World War, into two
states, one Jewish and one Arab.  At this time, about 1.3 million Arabs and 600,000 Jews
lived in Palestine, with most of the Jews being recent immigrants from Europe (in 1900
there were fewer than 30,000 Jews in Palestine).  Jews owned only about 6-8 percent of
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the total land of Palestine.  Nonetheless, the UN partition plan gave Jews 56 percent of
Palestinian territory, as well as keeping the area of Jerusalem and Bethlehem as an
international zone.   This was clearly unacceptable to the Palestinians and other Arabs,
who regarded the UN General Assembly vote as an imperialist irrelevance.  As protests
broke out in Jerusalem and other areas of Palestine, zionist leaders were already
planning how to expand the territory allotted to them.  Their strategy was characterised
by the terrorisation of Arab communities and the ethnic cleansing of Palestinian towns
and villages (see box, p. 32).  The armies of neighbouring Arab countries, which
intervened to support the Palestinians, proved woefully inadequate compared to the well-
armed and well-trained European Jewish settlers.  When armistice agreements were signed
between Israel and the Arab states in 1949, 77 percent of Palestine was in Israeli
control, with Jordan controlling East Jerusalem and the hill country of Central
Palestine, which area has come to be known as the West Bank, and Egypt in control of the
coastal area around the city of Ghazzah, which area has come to be known as the Ghazzah
strip.    Israel&rsquo;s history since its aggressive and bloody genesis reflects its
origins as a European racist-nationalist movement of the same sort as those that wrought
such chaos in European history in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries.  Zionism
emerged in central Europe at a time when the continent was dominated by nationalist
movements proclaiming their racial superiority over other peoples and demanding
political domination over as much territory as possible.  (Ironically perhaps, another
equally appalling consequence of the same historical trend was the Nazi movement in
Germany.)    This was also a time when European states, including new nation-states such
as Germany and Italy, were joining the imperial contest for control over lands in the
non-European world, and European settlers were routinely moving to take control over
areas of Asia and Africa.  As secular European Jews came to see themselves as a nation
without a territorial base, and indeed a nation increasingly unwelcome in a Europe
defined by other nationalisms, the colonial imperialist model offered itself as an
alternative.  Although zionists initially suggested that Jews settle in Africa or South
America, the Jews&rsquo; traditional remembrance of their ancient historical roots led
to their nationalist-colonialist impulses focusing on lands that had subsequently been
populated by Arabs and ruled by Muslims for hundreds of years.  This was despite the fact
that orthodox and religious Jews, including Jews already living peaceably in Palestine
under Muslim rule, initially opposed political zionism, as a tiny minority continue to
do to this day.  In Europe, the Jews fell victim to appalling atrocities, culminating in
genocide, perpetrated by nationalists who regarded themselves as inherently superior to
their victims. This is a mindset characteristic of modern European nationalisms, as has
been seen in numerous nationalist conflicts, notably in the former Yugoslavia barely a
decade ago.  That the zionists themselves shared similar attitudes towards other peoples
is clear from their slogan &ldquo;a land without a people for a people without a
land&rdquo;, which implicitly dismissed the indigenous population of Palestine.  It is
hardly surprising, therefore, that their treatment of Arabs in Palestine should be no
better than the treatment they themselves suffered in Europe.  It has become a part of
zionist propaganda and mythology that the Jews came to Palestine willing to live with
and indeed improve the lives of the Palestinians if only the Palestinians had been
willing to live alongside the Jews.  The reality is very different, as numerous Israeli
sources themselves testify.    In 1948-49, the zionists in Palestine drove over 700,000
Palestinians out of the lands they seized.  Similar impulses have driven Israeli
expansionism and the settler movements in Ghazzah and the West Bank since then. The fact
that Israeli settlements have recently been withdrawn from Ghazzah (August 2005) should
not obscure the fact that settlements are continuing to be expanded in the West Bank.  In
September 2005, when leaving Israel for the UN summit in New York, Israeli prime
minister Ariel Sharon told reporters that &ldquo;Building is continuing there [the West
Bank].  We will build as much as we need.&rdquo;  Defence minister Shaul Mofaz had said
the day before that &ldquo;We have to make every effort to direct resources to the
development of the settlement blocs.&rdquo;  And in every area that the Israelis have
taken under their control, the Palestinian people have been subjected to the brutal and
inhuman treatment that has been a characteristic of ultranationalist and fascistic
movements throughout modern history.  Their treatment of the Palestinians apart, the
Israeli presence in the Middle East has also been a major disruptive factor in terms of
regional geopolitics, with a long record of aggression against neighbouring countries. 
In 1956, Israel co-operated with the British and French in their attempted invasion of
Egypt after Gamal Abdul Nasser&rsquo;s regime nationalised the Suez Canal.  Israeli
troops invaded Ghazzah and the Sinai peninsula but were forced to evacuate them under
international pressure at the end of the war.  The war of 1967 was provoked by months of
Israeli sabre-rattling against Syria in particular, which prompted Syria to fear it was
about to be invaded, a suspicion bolstered by Soviet intelligence reports that Israeli
troops were massing near the Syrian border.  Egypt moved troops into Sinai to support
Syria, and as the diplomatic temperature rose, the Israelis launched what they called
&ldquo;pre-emptive strikes&rdquo; against Egypt, Syria and Jordan.  In the resulting war,
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which Israel stubbornly maintains was one of self-defence, Israel captured the West Bank
from Jordan, the Ghazzah Strip and the Sinai peninsula from Egypt, and the Golan Heights
from Syria.  In 1978 Israel invaded Lebanon for the first time, supporting its favoured
Christian militias in the country&rsquo;s civil war.  In 1982 they invaded again,
occupying the whole of the south of the country, massacring Palestinian refugees and
besieging Beirut, causing massive casualties and devastating the country.  This was when
the Hizbullah emerged as the major Islamic movement in Lebanon, forcing the Israelis to
withdraw from much of the south of the country in 1985, and eventually from the rest of
the country, except the Shabaa area.  Major wars apart, Israel has also been involved in
political interference in other countries, terrorism and other disruptive activities,
all the while maintaining stubbornly that it was itself under attack and claiming that
it was acting only in self-defence.    From the very beginning of their existence, the
zionist movement and the state of Israel have enjoyed the support of major western
powers and so have been able to get away with appalling crimes.  The Balfour Declaration
of 1917, by which Britain committed itself to support the establishment of a
&ldquo;Jewish homeland&rdquo; in Palestine, despite the fact that Jews then constituted
only a tiny minority of the area&rsquo;s population, was only the beginning.  Throughout
the period of British rule, Jews were allowed to move to Palestine despite the wishes of
the local population.  In 1947, the UN General Assembly granted the Jews by far the
larger and more important part of Palestinian territory, despite the fact that the
zionists were already engaged in terrorist activities against both the British
authorities and the Arab population in Palestine.  This was specifically on the
understanding that more Jews would move to Palestine in due course.  Subsequently, Israel
has always enjoyed Western support for its actions, however illegal and aggressive . 
This Western support is often explained as a consequence of Western guilt over
Europe&rsquo;s long history of anti-semitism, particularly the suffering of the Jews
under the Nazis, but that is only a partial explanation.  A number of other
considerations may be more significant.  Initially, it was certainly true that many in
the West, with its traditional anti-semitism, were glad to see the Jews moving out and
settling someplace else.  It was also a factor that the Jews were seen as a civilised,
European people that Westerners could identify with, while the Arabs were simply natives
like the ones that had been causing all imperial powers so much trouble for so many
years.  Western powers themselves assumed the right to rule India and Algeria, for
example, so it appeared perfectly reasonable to them that Jewish European settlers
should want and be entitled to establish themselves in Palestine.  Another factor was
that the Jews had come to be seen, in some circles, as allies of the Christian Europeans
against their traditional enemies, the Muslims of the Middle East.  Increasingly too, as
the balance of power among Western imperial powers changed, and the US became more
important after the Second World War, Israel came to be seen as an important ally in the
region, both against the Soviet Union in the context of the Cold War, and in terms of
the US&rsquo;s increasing interest in maintaining long-term control over the
region&rsquo;s oil resources, particularly as Islamic movements have presented serious
challenges to Western neo-colonial hegemony over the region.    The zionists, for their
part, have proved remarkably adept at exploiting all these considerations to ensure that
official western support for them does not wane, even as many ordinary people in Western
countries have become increasingly aware of Israel&rsquo;s true nature and the criminal
reality behind their carefully cultivated propaganda facade.  Exploiting the memory of
the Nazi persecution of the Jews, in the name of ensuring that nothing like that can
ever happen again, is a major part of this process; something that sits ill with
Israel&rsquo;s own treatment of the Palestinian people, and its history of allying with
the apartheid regime in South Africa, Hindu nationalists in India and fascist groups and
regimes in Latin America and other places.  Perhaps more significant, however, is the
role of wealthy and politically-influential Jewish communities and interests in all
Western countries, but the US in particular.  The fact that the Israeli interest has come
to be seen as inseparable from the national interest in the US, for example, is now
recognised as problematic by a significant minority of the American people, but is
something that they are powerless to do anything about, given the Jewish-Israeli
influence over the political institutions and processes in the country.  From its very
genesis, therefore, the zionist movement has been inseparably linked with both European
ultra-nationalism, a phenomenon that has come to be seen as anachronistic and
unacceptable in Europe itself, and Western colonial imperialism.  At a time when fascism
has become a dirty word, when the Serbian example has discredited extreme nationalism,
zionism today is perhaps the last ultranationalist movement whose crimes are tolerated
and justified.  Colonial imperialism, for its part, was on the wane even as Israel was
created in the heart of the Muslim world after the Second World War; it was replaced by
economic and political neo-imperialism.  (America&rsquo;s increasingly direct
intervention in foreign countries, notably Afghanistan and Iraq, in recent years is
better seen as an evolution of neo-imperialism rather than a return to colonialism.)   
Challenging Israel&rsquo;s right to exist is one of the great taboos of modern Western
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discourse, automatically equated with anti-semitism.  The reality, however, is that
zionism and the zionist state are bound to go the way of other fascist ideologies and
colonial settler states.  Objectively speaking  &mdash;  setting aside Jewish religious
claims, which many orthodox Jews reject and non-Jews can hardly be expected to accept 
&mdash;   the zionists have no more right to dominate Palestine, at the expense of the
indigenous population, than the British had to rule India or the French to rule Algeria. 
Of course, the processes of decolonisation in both India and Algeria were traumatic and
bloody; but in hindsight no one doubts that they were necessary and inevitable.  In both
cases, much of the trauma was caused by the colonialists&rsquo; refusal to accept the
inevitable.  It is similarly inevitable that the zionist state will in due course be
abolished and replaced by a state reflecting the faith, values and aspirations of the
majority of the indigenous Palestinian population.    What remains to be seen is the
process and timescale through which this inevitability unfolds; it is unlikely to be
soon, considering the support that the zionists enjoy from the world&rsquo;s leading
imperial power at this time, and it is unlikely to be smooth, given the zionists&rsquo;
determination to fight the inevitable, and their proven and oft-demonstrated political
cunning and military ruthlessness.    In the meantime, Palestinians concerned with their
homeland, and Muslims around the world concerned with both justice for their brethren in
Palestine and the fate of al-Quds, a city central to the history of Islam, must do
everything possible to limit the damage that the zionists are doing in Palestine and to
end the Western imperialist domination of the world, of which the zionist state of
Israel is a central part.  It is only as part of this broader historical process that the
zionist occupation of Palestine will be ended, and al-Quds will be restored to the
administration of the only rulers under whom all those who regard it as sacred have been
able to enjoy its blessing in peace, prosperity and freedom.  The threat to Al-Quds  One
result of the zionist occupation of al-Quds in 1967 was that the Haram al-Sharif, the
third-holiest site in Islam, came under the rule of the zionists after Jordanian troops,
who were supposed to protect it, fled in disarray on June 7.  The result was that no juma
prayers were held there on June 9, the first time they were missed since the
Haram&rsquo;s restoration by Salah ul-Din.  But the threat was far greater than that;
Theodor Herzl, the founder of zionism, said at the first zionist conference in 1897:
&ldquo;If I ever control Jerusalem, I will definitely remove all the holy places except
the Jewish ones.&rdquo;  This zionist aspiration was emphasised in 1948, when Israeli
aircraft bombed the Haram in an attempt to destroy it.  The two mosques were hit by a
total of 65 bombs, doing considerable damage.  Fortunately the bombs available to Israeli
forces at the time were relatively small.  Al-Haram al-Sharif is one of the three holiest
sites of Islam, along with the Ka&rsquo;aba in Makkah and the Prophet&rsquo;s mosque in
Madinah. It was the first qibla of Islam, until the Qur&rsquo;anic revelation after the
hijra, by which the qibla was transferred to the Ka&rsquo;aba. It was also the site of
the Prophet&rsquo;s ascension to the Heavens after his Night Journey from Makkah to
Jerusalem (al-Isra&rsquo;a and al-Mi&rsquo;raj).  Al-Haram al-Sharif is a rectangular
area located in the south-east of the old city of Jerusalem. It is enclosed by a wall
with eleven gates, of which seven are open and four closed. It is also connected to
other parts of the city by traditional paths. Within the Haram there are 25 drinking-
water wells and numerous fountains. The Haram has four minarets and several domes and
porches. There are also two sundials.  The two buildings within the Haram are the Dome of
the Rock in the centre of the Haram and the Masjid al-Aqsa. (The name al-Aqsa is also
used to refer to the Haram as a whole.) Both were built by the Umayyad king Abdul-Malik
ibn Marwan, the Dome in 68-72AH (688-691CE) and the Masjid al-Aqsa in 692-705CE. This
should not be confused with the mosque built earlier by Omar ibn Al-Khattab, the second
rightly-guided khalifah, which was on the east side of the Haram.  The Jews claim the
site is &lsquo;Temple Mount&rsquo;, saying it was the site of a temple built by
&lsquo;King David&rsquo; (the Prophet Dawud (as) which was the centre of the Jewish
faith. The site had a long and chequered history before the coming of Islam, being
repeatedly demolished and restored under Persian and Roman rule. The zionists claim that
the al-Buraq wall, the south-western part of al-Haram Al-Sharif, being 47 metres long,
is part of the external wall of the temple. It is this which is known as the
&lsquo;wailing wall&rsquo;. The zionist dream is to demolish al-Haram al-Sharif and
build a new temple in its place.   Even before the creation of the zionist state, the
zionists had started moving against the Haram. The most important episode was in 1929,
when Jews tried to take over the wall again on August 15 (there had been numerous
previous attempts, notably in September 1928) and were again resisted by Muslims. The
following day was a Friday, and demonstrations spread through the country, lasting until
the end of the month. The British authorities carried out a thorough investigation and
ruled that the wall was part of the Haram and should be controlled by the Muslims.  After
the zionists captured the city in 1967, control of the wall passed to them. Since then,
the issue has been about control of the rest of the Haram.  Although it is officially
administered by Muslim authorities, it is effectively under Jewish control, for no
Muslim may enter without passing through their security and getting their permission.
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But their longer-term ambition remains to take it over totally, and ultimately to
demolish it and build a Jewish temple in its place. This ambition has been compared to
the Hindu campaign to replace mosques in India with Hindu temples, and in many cases the
strategies followed have been similar. Of course, the significance and implications of
the Jewish plots against the Haram are even more serious than those of the destruction
of the Babri mosque in Ayodhya and other Indian mosques.  These plots began immediately
the city was captured. Israeli major-general Uzi Narkis, commander of the Israeli troops
in the area when the city was captured, later revealed that the army&rsquo;s chief
rabbi, Shlomo Goren, had suggested using the fighting as a cover for destroying the Dome
of the Rock. The Israeli daily Ha&rsquo;aretz quoted Narkis as saying that Goren had
said to him: &ldquo;Uzi, this to the time to get 100kg of explosives inside the Dome of
Rock and it will go for once and forever&rdquo;.  As in 1948, the idea was to use war as
the cover for destroying the mosques. Narkis claimed to have been shocked by the
suggestion and to have refused it outright. A likelier explanation is that pragmatic and
political minds in Tel Aviv vetoed it for fear of the international outrage it would
cause.   In August 1969, two years after the Israeli capture of Jerusalem, the Haram al-
Sharif suffered its most serious attack.  Denis Michael Rohan, an Australian Jew, entered
the building posing as a tourist. He doused the historic Nur al-Din Zinki Minbar in a
flammable liquid and set fire to it. Some 1,500 cubic metres of the south-eastern part
of the Mosque were destroyed, about a third of the mosque&rsquo;s total area. The minbar
had been built by Salah ul-Din al-Ayoubi during his restoration of the Haram in 583AH
(1197CE), after he had liberated it from the Crusaders.  It was later partially restored. 
The attack has gone down in official history as the work of a &lsquo;lone zealot&rsquo;.
However, the circumstances indicate that this was not the case. It came just three days
after a group of zionists had broken into the mosque to pray using their horns, and
reciting hymns and carols, as part of a continuing effort to occupy the site.
Muslims&rsquo; efforts to fight the blaze were also hampered. Israeli authorities
responded to the attack by cutting water supplies to the area, and fire engines were
delayed in attending the scene.   Since then zionist efforts against the Haram have
continued. Three major strategies have emerged: attempts to destroy the Sanctuary;
attempts to occupy it; and attempts to undermine it physically by excavating tunnels
underneath it. Attempts to destroy the mosque have been continued by fundamentalist
zionist groups such as the Gush Emunim, which Goren helped to found. There were also
several plots discovered around the time of the millennium.  A former Israeli police
officer, Assaf Hefets, said in August 1999 that extremist Jews affiliated to Gush Emunim
and other similar groups were planning to destroy the two mosques and take over the
Haram. At about the same time, in a development which may have been linked, police
claimed to have foiled a plan by Jewish extremists to rent an apartment overlooking the
Haram and fire missiles into the compound during a congregational prayer during Ramadan.
Again, the perpetrators&rsquo; object was to facilitate the destruction of the mosques,
as well as of the &lsquo;peace process&rsquo;.  Other plots to destroy the Haram that
have come to light include the discovery of a stash of explosives belonging to the
followers of Rabbi Meir Kahane in May 1980, and the arrest of 49 Jews carrying
explosives into the Haram on March 10, 1983. All were released the following day.
Following the Israeli capture of al-Haram al-Sharif, and having failed to persuade the
army to destroy the Haram, Golen and his followers prayed there to establish the
principle that it was Jewish ground &lsquo;occupied&rsquo; by the Muslims. Attempts to
enter the Muslim parts of the mosque and perform Jewish rites there have continued ever
since.   The Haram has also been the scene of numerous Israeli atrocities against
Palestinians, often when Palestinians have protested against Israeli plots against the
mosques. Over 60 Palestinians were killed or wounded on April 11, 1982, when an Israeli
soldier opened fire on worshippers. In May 1988 about 100 were killed or wounded when
troops opened fire on a Palestinian demonstration inside the Haram. And in 1990 Israeli
troops killed 22 Palestinians and injured over 200 when Muslims protested against Jews
trying to lay a symbolic foundation stone for their temple inside the Haram.   The other
major Israeli strategy against the Haram has been to undermine it by opening tunnels
running below it in the name of archaeology and science. This strategy was implemented
immediately after the Israeli conquest of the old city in 1967, when archaeologists
financed by the Hebraic University and led by a university professor excavated under the
south wall and the women&rsquo;s mosque.  There have been nine major stages since then,
all ostensibly for academic reasons or to make facilities easier for Jews visiting the
&lsquo;wailing wall&rsquo;, but all having the effect of weakening the structures of the
Haram. There are now serious concerns about the Haram&rsquo;s structural integrity. The
tunnels could also be used in the future for the planting of bombs or mines which would
totally destroy the Haram, and which the zionist state could blame on individual
zealots, even though they had made all the preparations themselves.  In September 2000,
the current Israeli prime minister Ariel Sharon &mdash; then leader of the opposition
&mdash; invaded the Haram al-Sharif with a retinue of over a thousand bodyguards.  His
stated object was to reassert zionist sovereignty over the site.  It was widely taken by
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zionists as a commitment to their hopes of demolishing the Haram and replacing it with a
Jewish temple.  The visit prompted the outbreak of the second Palestinian intifada,
originally known as the Al-Aqsa Intifada, among a Palestinian population that had become
disillusioned with both the Israelis&rsquo; duplicity and dishonesty in their dealings
with the Palestinians since the Oslo Accords, and the weakness of the Palestinian
leadership.  Although the intifada succeeded in derailing Israel&rsquo;s plans for the
&lsquo;peace process&rsquo;, Israel&rsquo;s massive military advantage and the support
it receives from the international community, have enabled it to regroup and try to find
another way to achieve its long-term objective of securing permanent control over al-
Quds and al-Haram al-Sharif.    As this booklet is published, in the autumn of 2005, they
have been forced by the intense resistance embodied in the intifada into a withdrawal
from Ghazzah which they are using as cover for a renewed drive of settlements in the
West Bank, particularly around Jerusalem, with a view to the city&rsquo;s future
annexation.  Since abandoning 21 settlements in Ghazzah, occupying 19 square miles of
land, Sharon is known to have appropriated 23 square miles more in Jerusalem and the
West Bank.  Since evacuating 8,000 settlers from Ghazzah, he has sent 14,000 more into
the West Bank.  The Guardian newspaper, London, reported on October 21 that Sharon had
told the Likud Party conference that &ldquo;it is of the greatest importance for us to
expand settlements in the West Bank without drawing the world&rsquo;s attention.  There
is no need to talk much, but every need to build more settlements discreetly.&rdquo; 
Palestinians and other Muslims cannot afford to be unaware of the continuing threat to
the city of al-Quds and to the Haram itself.  The political situation may have moved on
from the height of the al-Aqsa Intifada, but al-Quds remains a key front of the
West&rsquo;s war on Islam. Muslims cannot afford to forget this as our gazes are drawn
elsewhere, to Ghazzah, Iraq, Afghanistan and other places of greater media profile at
this time. 
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