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Abstract: This study aims to critically examine the contacts and tactical collaborations that emerged between
the Zionist movement and Nazism during the Holocaust, within their historical and ideological contexts. The
research approaches the Holocaust not only as a unique experience of genocide suffered by the Jewish people,
but also as a historical process interpreted and instrumentalised in various ways by certain political actors to
serve different strategic objectives. Within this framework, the analysis examines how Zionist ideology
positions antisemitism both as an existential threat and as an element of political mobilisation towards nation-
state building. The study examines the pragmatic policies developed by the Zionist leadership, particularly
through contacts and negotiations with the Nazi regime, with the aim of accelerating Jewish immigration to
Palestine. It is demonstrated how these policies produced a controversial ground in terms of their ethical,
political and social dimensions within the extraordinary conditions of the period. Thus, the complex network
of relationships between the strategic choices of the Zionist movement and the systematic violence suffered by
European Jews is assessed in the light of historical documents. The qualitative content analysis method was
adopted in the research; official correspondence, political texts and leader statements from the period were
analysed comparatively. The findings obtained open up a discussion on how the Holocaust was transformed
into a frame of reference in the subsequent period in the context of producing political legitimacy and gaining
support in the international public sphere. In conclusion, the study argues that the historical, political and moral
dimensions of the Holocaust and Zionism should not be viewed in isolation, but rather as multi-layered and
mutually interrelated; it aims to make a critical yet academically grounded contribution to the literature in this
sensitive and controversial field.

* Corresponding Author: Assoc. Prof. Dr., Bitlis Eren University, Faculty of Economics and Administrative Sciences,
Department of Political Science and International Relations ]
Sorumlu Yazar: Dog. Dr., Bitlis Even Universitesi Iktisadi ve Idari Bilimler Fakiiltesi, Siyaset Bilimi ve Uluslarras: Iliskiler
Boliimii

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9742-1260
ahmet _isler@hotmail.com
** Asst. Prof. Dr., Bitlis Eren University, Faculty of Economics and Administrative Sciences, Department of Political
Science and International Relations
Dr. Ogr. Uyesi, Bitlis Eren Universitesi Iktisadi ve Idari Bilimler Fakiiltesi, Sivaset Bilimi ve Uluslarrast Iliskiler Béliimii
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2662-3399
iceliker@beu.edu.tr
Cite as/ Atif: Tsler, A. & Celiker, 1. (2026). Interactions between Nazi Germany and the Zionist movement: A study of
the Holocaust period / Nazi Almanyas1 ve Siyonist Hareket arasindaki etkilesimler: Holokost Donemi {izerine bir
inceleme. Turkish Studies — Economics, Finance, Politics, 21 ((")1), 1425-1474. [Special Issues Dedicated to Prof. Dr.
Mahmut Ozer], Ankara Bilim University Publications. https://dx.doi.org/10.7827/TurkishStudies.89907
Received/Gelis: 21 February/Subat 2025 Checked by plagiarism software
Accepted/Kabul: 15 September/Eyliil 2026 @
Published/Yayin: 20 September/Eyliil 2026



https://dx.doi.org/10.7827/TurkishStudies.89907
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9742-1260
mailto:ahmet_isler@hotmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2662-3399
mailto:iceliker@beu.edu.tr

1426 Ahmet Isler - [Than Celiker

Keywords: History, Zionism, Antisemitism, Holocaust, Nazism.

Oz: Bu calisma, Holokost siirecinde Siyonist hareket ile Nazizm arasinda ortaya ¢ikan temas ve taktiksel is
birliklerini tarihsel ve ideolojik baglamlari igerisinde elestirel bir perspektifle incelemeyi amaglamaktadir.
Aragtirma, Holokost’u Yahudi halkinin maruz kaldig1 bir soykirim deneyimi olarak degil, ayn1 zamanda belirli
siyasal aktorler tarafindan farkli stratejik hedefler dogrultusunda anlamlandirilan ve cesitli sekillerde
aragsallastirilan bir tarihsel siire¢ olarak ele almaktadir. Bu ¢ercevede, Siyonist ideolojinin antisemitizmi hem
varolugsal bir tehdit hem de ulus-devlet insasina yonelik siyasal mobilizasyonun bir unsuru olarak nasil
konumlandirdig1 analiz edilmektedir.

Calismada, 6zellikle Nazi rejimi ile yiiriitiilen temaslar ve miizakereler iizerinden, Siyonist liderligin Filistin’e
Yahudi gocilinii hizlandirma hedefi dogrultusunda gelistirdigi pragmatik politikalar incelenmektedir. Bu
politikalarim, donemin olaganiistii kosullar igcinde etik, siyasi ve toplumsal boyutlari itibartyla nasil tartigmali
bir zemin {rettigi ortaya konulmaktadir. Boylece, Siyonist hareketin stratejik tercihleri ile Avrupa
Yahudilerinin maruz kaldig1 sistematik siddet arasindaki karmagik iliski agi tarihsel belgeler 1siginda
degerlendirilmektedir.

Aragtirmada nitel igerik analizi yontemi benimsenmis; doneme ait resmi yazigmalar, siyasi metinler ve lider
beyanlari karsilastirmali bigimde ¢6ziimlenmistir. Elde edilen bulgular, Holokost’un sonraki dénemde siyasal
mesruiyet {iretimi ve uluslararasi kamuoyu nezdinde destek saglama baglaminda nasil bir referans ¢ergevesine
doniistiiriildiiglinii tartismaya agmaktadir. Sonug olarak ¢aligma, Holokost ile Siyonizmin tarihsel, politik ve
ahlaki boyutlarinin birbirinden yalitik degil, ¢cok katmanli ve karsilikli etkilesim i¢inde degerlendirilmesi
gerektigini savunmakta; bu hassas ve tartismali alandaki literatiire elestirel fakat akademik temelli bir katki
sunmay1 hedeflemektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tarih, Siyonizm, Antisemitizm, Holokost, Nazizm.
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Structured Abstract

This study investigates one of the most ethically and historiographically contentious debates in
twentieth-century Jewish and Holocaust studies: the alleged tactical cooperation between segments of the
Zionist movement and the Nazi regime during the Holocaust. The central aim is to transcend the conventional
perpetrator—victim dichotomy and to re-examine the Holocaust as a historically and ideologically multifaceted
process in which political pragmatism, moral compromise and national aspiration intersected. By analyzing
the Zionist leadership’s political strategies and its ethical justifications during the Nazi era, the study seeks to
reveal how Zionist ideology not only reacted to antisemitic persecution but also, at times, strategically utilized
it as an impetus for the establishment of a Jewish homeland in Palestine. The research thereby contributes to a
broader understanding of how ideological movements can transform existential threats into opportunities for
political realization, challenging the moral boundaries of national liberation narratives.

The research employs a qualitative historical analysis, integrating content analysis of both primary
archival materials and secondary scholarly sources. Methodologically, the study draws upon a critical
interpretivist paradigm, prioritizing discourse, ideology and historical context over quantitative representation.
Primary materials include official correspondence, diplomatic documents and testimonies referenced in the
works of historians such as Lenni Brenner, Hannah Arendt, Roger Garaudy, and Norman Finkelstein. These
are complemented by secondary analyses on antisemitism, Holocaust historiography and Zionist political
thought.

The analytical framework is grounded in critical hermeneutics, allowing for the deconstruction of
ideological narratives that have shaped collective memory of the Holocaust. This approach makes it possible
to assess how historical events were represented, legitimized and politicized within Zionist and broader
Western discourses. Moreover, the study situates these interactions within the geopolitical transformations of
interwar Europe, particularly the aftermath of the Versailles Treaty, the economic crises of Weimar Germany
and the subsequent rise of Nazism. This multi-layered methodological structure ensures that the ethical,
political and symbolic dimensions of Zionist—Nazi relations are treated with academic rigor and contextual
sensitivity.

The findings indicate that the Zionist movement’s stance during the Holocaust was neither uniformly
heroic nor purely passive; rather, it was characterized by pragmatic and, at times, ethically ambiguous
strategies. Archival evidence and historiographical analyses suggest that certain Zionist factions engaged in
limited negotiations with Nazi officials to facilitate Jewish emigration to Palestine—most notably through the
Haavara Agreement of 1933, which allowed German Jews to transfer part of their assets to Palestine in
exchange for German exports. This arrangement simultaneously advanced Nazi goals of “Judenrein” policies
(removing Jews from Germany) and Zionist objectives of demographic consolidation in Palestine.

A particularly controversial case was the Kastner—Eichmann negotiation, wherein Hungarian Zionist
leader Rudolf Kastner allegedly secured safe passage for a select group of Jews—mostly Zionist affiliates—to
Palestine, in return for maintaining order during deportations to concentration camps. The moral and legal
repercussions of this episode, which culminated in Israeli judicial condemnation of Kastner as having “sold his
soul to the devil,” epitomize the ethical paradoxes inherent in political survival strategies under genocidal
regimes.

The study further finds that key intellectual figures such as Theodor Herzl, Joachim Prinz and later
commentators like Finkelstein and Garaudy, reveal a recurring pattern: the instrumentalization of antisemitism
as both a justification and a catalyst for Zionist mobilization. Herzl’s early writings already framed
antisemitism not only as a threat but also as a historical force that could unify dispersed Jewish communities
around the Zionist project. Similarly, testimonies from the 1930s show that some Zionist leaders perceived
Nazi persecution as accelerating the urgency—and legitimacy—of establishing a Jewish state.

The findings also highlight deep internal divisions within the Jewish world. Orthodox and anti-Zionist
groups, such as those represented by Rabbi Isaac Breuer, condemned Zionism as a secular heresy that
endangered Jewish faith and ethics. These ideological rifts demonstrate that the Holocaust era was not merely
a time of collective victimhood, but also one of intra-Jewish ideological conflict, where survival, collaboration
and resistance took profoundly different moral forms.
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The study concludes that the historical relationship between Zionism and Nazism cannot be reduced
to simplistic moral binaries. Rather than asserting ideological congruence, the analysis underscores the tactical
pragmatism of certain Zionist actors operating under existential duress. This does not exonerate or indict the
movement as a whole but invites a nuanced re-examination of moral complicity, political instrumentalization
of trauma and the ethics of nation-building during crises of annihilation.

By reframing the Holocaust as both a tragedy of extermination and a crucible of political strategy, the
study challenges dominant historiographies that isolate Jewish victimhood from Jewish political agency. It
reveals that antisemitism functioned not only as an external structure of oppression but also as a paradoxical
resource within Zionist political rhetoric—an ambivalent dynamic that would later underpin the moral and
geopolitical justification for the creation of the State of Israel in 1948.

Furthermore, the discussion situates this historical inquiry within the broader ethics of memory
politics. The study emphasizes that confronting the uncomfortable intersections between victimhood and
agency is essential to preserving historical integrity and to preventing the monopolization of suffering for
political ends. It warns against the reduction of Holocaust scholarship to moral absolutism or ideological
censorship, arguing instead for the preservation of academic freedom in addressing politically sensitive
subjects. Ultimately, this research contributes to ongoing debates on historical responsibility, ideological
manipulation of trauma and the ethics of remembrance. It calls for a balanced historiography that acknowledges
both the unprecedented brutality of Nazi crimes and the complex moral negotiations undertaken by Zionist
actors navigating survival, nationalism, and identity in one of history’s darkest epochs.

Keywords: History, Zionism, Antisemitism, Holocaust, Nazism.
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Résumé Structuré

Cette étude se penche sur I'un des débats les plus controversés, tant sur le plan éthique
qu’historiographique, dans les études juives et sur I’Holocauste du XXe siecle : la prétendue coopération
tactique entre certaines franges du mouvement sioniste et le régime nazi pendant I’Holocauste. L’objectif
principal est de dépasser la dichotomie traditionnelle entre bourreaux et victimes et de réexaminer I’Holocauste
comme un processus aux multiples facettes, tant sur le plan historique qu’idéologique, au sein duquel se sont
entrecroisés pragmatisme politique, compromis moraux et aspirations nationales. En analysant les stratégies
politiques des dirigeants sionistes et leurs justifications éthiques pendant I’ére nazie, cette étude cherche a
mettre en lumiére la maniére dont 1’idéologie sioniste a non seulement réagi a la persécution antisémite, mais
I’a également, a certains moments, stratégiquement utilisée comme levier pour la création d’un foyer national
juif en Palestine. Cette recherche contribue ainsi a une compréhension plus large de la fagon dont les
mouvements idéologiques peuvent transformer des menaces existentielles en opportunités de réalisation
politique, remettant ainsi en question les limites morales des récits de libération nationale.

La recherche s’appuie sur une analyse historique qualitative, intégrant une analyse de contenu tant des
documents d’archives primaires que des sources savantes secondaires. Sur le plan méthodologique, 1’étude
s’appuie sur un paradigme interprétativiste critique, privilégiant le discours, 1’idéologie et le contexte historique
par rapport a une représentation quantitative. Les sources primaires comprennent la correspondance officielle,
les documents diplomatiques et les témoignages cités dans les travaux d’historiens tels que Lenni Brenner,
Hannah Arendt, Roger Garaudy et Norman Finkelstein. Celles-ci sont complétées par des analyses secondaires
sur I’antisémitisme, I’historiographie de I’Holocauste et la pensée politique sioniste.

Le cadre analytique s’appuie sur ’herméneutique critique, permettant la déconstruction des récits
idéologiques qui ont fagonné la mémoire collective de I’Holocauste. Cette approche permet d’évaluer comment
les événements historiques ont été représentés, 1égitimés et politisés au sein des discours sionistes et, plus
largement, occidentaux. De plus, 1’étude situe ces interactions dans le contexte des transformations
géopolitiques de I’Europe de I’entre-deux-guerres, en particulier au lendemain du traité de Versailles, des crises
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économiques de I’Allemagne de Weimar et de la montée du nazisme qui s’ensuivit. Cette structure
méthodologique a plusieurs niveaux garantit que les dimensions éthiques, politiques et symboliques des
relations sionistes-nazies sont traitées avec rigueur académique et sensibilité contextuelle.

Les résultats indiquent que la position du mouvement sioniste pendant I’Holocauste n’était ni
uniformément héroique ni purement passive ; elle se caractérisait plutdt par des stratégies pragmatiques et,
parfois, éthiquement ambigués. Les sources d’archives et les analyses historiographiques suggérent que
certaines factions sionistes se sont engagées dans des négociations limitées avec des responsables nazis afin de
faciliter I’émigration juive vers la Palestine — notamment par le biais de I’accord Haavara de 1933, qui
permettait aux Juifs allemands de transférer une partie de leurs avoirs en Palestine en échange d’exportations
allemandes. Cet arrangement favorisait a la fois les objectifs nazis de politiques de « Judenrein » (expulsion
des Juifs d’Allemagne) et les objectifs sionistes de consolidation démographique en Palestine.

Un cas particuliérement controversé fut la négociation entre Kastner et Eichmann, au cours de laquelle
le dirigeant sioniste hongrois Rudolf Kastner aurait obtenu un passage sir vers la Palestine pour un groupe
restreint de Juifs — pour la plupart des sympathisants sionistes —, en échange du maintien de I’ordre pendant
les déportations vers les camps de concentration. Les répercussions morales et juridiques de cet épisode, qui a
abouti a la condamnation judiciaire par Israél de Kastner pour avoir « vendu son dme au diable », illustrent
parfaitement les paradoxes ¢thiques inhérents aux stratégies de survie politique sous des régimes génocidaires.

L’étude révele en outre que des figures intellectuelles majeures telles que Theodor Herzl, Joachim
Prinz et, plus tard, des commentateurs comme Finkelstein et Garaudy, font apparaitre un schéma récurrent :
I’instrumentalisation de I’antisémitisme a la fois comme justification et comme catalyseur de la mobilisation
sioniste. Les premiers écrits d’Herzl présentaient déja I’antisémitisme non seulement comme une menace, mais
aussi comme une force historique susceptible d’unifier les communautés juives dispersées autour du projet
sioniste. De méme, des témoignages des années 1930 montrent que certains dirigeants sionistes percevaient la
persécution nazie comme un facteur accélérant 1’urgence — et la 1égitimité — de la création d’un Etat juif.

Ces résultats mettent également en évidence de profondes divisions internes au sein du monde juif.
Des groupes orthodoxes et antisionistes, tels que ceux représentés par le rabbin Isaac Breuer, condamnaient le
sionisme comme une hérésie laique mettant en danger la foi et 1’éthique juives. Ces clivages idéologiques
démontrent que la période de ’Holocauste n’a pas été seulement une période de victimisation collective, mais
aussi celle d’un conflit idéologique intra-juif, ou la survie, la collaboration et la résistance ont pris des formes
morales profondément différentes.

L’étude conclut que la relation historique entre le sionisme et le nazisme ne peut étre réduite a des
dichotomies morales simplistes. Plutot que d’affirmer une congruence idéologique, 1’analyse souligne le
pragmatisme tactique de certains acteurs sionistes agissant sous la contrainte existentielle. Cela n’exonére ni
ne condamne le mouvement dans son ensemble, mais invite a un réexamen nuancé de la complicité morale, de
I’instrumentalisation politique du traumatisme et de I’éthique de la construction nationale en période de crise
d’extermination.

En recadrant I’Holocauste a la fois comme une tragédie d’extermination et comme un creuset de
stratégie politique, cette étude remet en cause les historiographies dominantes qui isolent la condition de
victime juive de 1’action politique juive. Elle révele que 1’antisémitisme a fonctionné non seulement comme
une structure externe d’oppression, mais aussi comme une ressource paradoxale au sein de la rhétorique
politique sioniste — une dynamique ambivalente qui allait plus tard sous-tendre la justification morale et
géopolitique de la création de 1’Etat d’Israél en 1948.

De plus, la discussion situe cette enquéte historique dans le cadre plus large de 1’éthique de la politique
de la mémoire. L’étude souligne qu’il est essentiel de se confronter aux recoupements délicats entre victimité
et action pour préserver 1’intégrité historique et empécher la monopolisation de la souffrance a des fins
politiques. Elle met en garde contre la réduction de la recherche sur I’Holocauste a un absolutisme moral ou a
une censure idéologique, plaidant au contraire pour la préservation de la liberté académique dans le traitement
de sujets politiquement sensibles. En définitive, cette recherche contribue aux débats en cours sur la
responsabilité historique, la manipulation idéologique du traumatisme et 1’éthique de la mémoire. Elle appelle
a une historiographie équilibrée qui reconnaisse a la fois la brutalité sans précédent des crimes nazis et les
négociations morales complexes menées par les acteurs sionistes confrontés a la survie, au nationalisme et a
I’identité au cours de I'une des époques les plus sombres de I’histoire.
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Mots-clés: Histoire, sionisme, antisémitisme, Holocauste, nazisme.

Resumen Estructurado

Este estudio analiza uno de los debates mds controvertidos desde el punto de vista ético e
historiografico en los estudios sobre el judaismo y el Holocausto del siglo XX: la supuesta cooperacion tactica
entre algunos sectores del movimiento sionista y el régimen nazi durante el Holocausto. El objetivo principal
es ir mas alla de la dicotomia convencional entre verdugos y victimas y reexaminar el Holocausto como un
proceso multifacético desde el punto de vista historico e ideologico, en el que se entrecruzaban el pragmatismo
politico, la transigencia moral y la aspiracion nacional. Mediante el analisis de las estrategias politicas de los
dirigentes sionistas y sus justificaciones ¢ticas durante la era nazi, el estudio pretende revelar como la ideologia
sionista no solo reaccion6 ante la persecucion antisemita, sino que, en ocasiones, la utilizo estratégicamente
como impulso para el establecimiento de una patria judia en Palestina. De este modo, la investigacion
contribuye a una comprension mas amplia de como los movimientos ideolégicos pueden transformar las
amenazas existenciales en oportunidades para la realizacion politica, cuestionando los limites morales de las
narrativas de liberacion nacional.

La investigacion emplea un analisis historico cualitativo, que integra el analisis de contenido tanto de
materiales de archivo primarios como de fuentes académicas secundarias. Desde el punto de vista
metodologico, el estudio se basa en un paradigma interpretativo critico, dando prioridad al discurso, la
ideologia y el contexto historico frente a la representacion cuantitativa. Los materiales primarios incluyen
correspondencia oficial, documentos diplomaticos y testimonios citados en las obras de historiadores como
Lenni Brenner, Hannah Arendt, Roger Garaudy y Norman Finkelstein. Estos se complementan con analisis
secundarios sobre el antisemitismo, la historiografia del Holocausto y el pensamiento politico sionista.

Elmarco analitico se basa en la hermenéutica critica, lo que permite la deconstruccion de las narrativas
ideolégicas que han configurado la memoria colectiva del Holocausto. Este enfoque permite evaluar como se
representaron, legitimaron y politizaron los acontecimientos historicos en el seno de los discursos sionistas y,
de manera mas amplia, de los discursos occidentales. Ademas, el estudio sitia estas interacciones en el contexto
de las transformaciones geopoliticas de la Europa de entreguerras, en particular las secuelas del Tratado de
Versalles, las crisis economicas de la Republica de Weimar y el posterior auge del nazismo. Esta estructura
metodologica multifacética garantiza que las dimensiones éticas, politicas y simbolicas de las relaciones entre
sionistas y nazis se traten con rigor académico y sensibilidad contextual.

Los resultados indican que la postura del movimiento sionista durante el Holocausto no fue ni
uniformemente heroica ni puramente pasiva; mas bien, se caracterizd por estrategias pragmadticas y, en
ocasiones, ¢ticamente ambiguas. Las pruebas de archivo y los andlisis historiograficos sugieren que ciertas
facciones sionistas entablaron negociaciones limitadas con funcionarios nazis para facilitar la emigracion judia
a Palestina —sobre todo a través del Acuerdo de Haavara de 1933, que permitia a los judios alemanes transferir
parte de sus activos a Palestina a cambio de exportaciones alemanas—. Este acuerdo impulsé simultaneamente
los objetivos nazis de las politicas de «Judenrein» (expulsion de los judios de Alemania) y los objetivos
sionistas de consolidacion demografica en Palestina.

Un caso especialmente controvertido fue la negociacion entre Kastner y Eichmann, en la que el lider
sionista hungaro Rudolf Kastner supuestamente garantiz6 el paso seguro a Palestina a un grupo selecto de
judios —en su mayoria afiliados al sionismo— a cambio de mantener el orden durante las deportaciones a los
campos de concentracion. Las repercusiones morales y juridicas de este episodio, que culmin6 con la condena
judicial israeli de Kastner por haber «vendido su alma al diablo», personifican las paradojas éticas inherentes
a las estrategias de supervivencia politica bajo regimenes genocidas.

El estudio revela ademés que figuras intelectuales clave como Theodor Herzl, Joachim Prinz y
comentaristas posteriores como Finkelstein y Garaudy muestran un patron recurrente: la instrumentalizacion
del antisemitismo como justificacion y catalizador de la movilizacion sionista. Los primeros escritos de Herzl
ya planteaban el antisemitismo no solo como una amenaza, sino también como una fuerza histérica capaz de
unificar a las comunidades judias dispersas en torno al proyecto sionista. Del mismo modo, los testimonios de
la década de 1930 muestran que algunos lideres sionistas percibian la persecucion nazi como un factor que
aceleraba la urgencia —y la legitimidad— de establecer un Estado judio.
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Los resultados también ponen de relieve profundas divisiones internas dentro del mundo judio. Grupos
ortodoxos y antisionistas, como los representados por el rabino Isaac Breuer, condenaron el sionismo como
una herejia laica que ponia en peligro la fe y la ética judias. Estas divisiones ideologicas demuestran que la
época del Holocausto no fue meramente un periodo de victimismo colectivo, sino también uno de conflicto
ideolégico intrajudio, en el que la supervivencia, la colaboracion y la resistencia adoptaron formas morales
profundamente diferentes.

El estudio concluye que la relacion historica entre el sionismo y el nazismo no puede reducirse a
binomios morales simplistas. En lugar de afirmar una congruencia ideologica, el analisis subraya el
pragmatismo tactico de ciertos actores sionistas que actuaban bajo una presion existencial. Esto no exculpa ni
acusa al movimiento en su conjunto, sino que invita a un reexamen matizado de la complicidad moral, la
instrumentalizacion politica del trauma y la ética de la construccion de una nacién durante crisis de
aniquilacion.

Al replantear el Holocausto como una tragedia de exterminio y, al mismo tiempo, como un crisol de
estrategia politica, el estudio cuestiona las historiografias dominantes que aislan el victimismo judio de la
agencia politica judia. Revela que el antisemitismo funcion6 no solo como una estructura externa de opresion,
sino también como un recurso paraddjico dentro de la retérica politica sionista —una dindmica ambivalente
que mas tarde sustentaria la justificacion moral y geopolitica de la creacion del Estado de Israel en 1948.

Ademas, el analisis situa esta investigacion historica en el marco mas amplio de la ética de la politica
de la memoria. El estudio hace hincapié en que afrontar las incomodas intersecciones entre el papel de victima
y la capacidad de accidn es esencial para preservar la integridad histdrica y para evitar la monopolizacion del
sufrimiento con fines politicos. Advierte contra la reduccion de los estudios sobre el Holocausto al absolutismo
moral o a la censura ideoldgica, abogando en su lugar por la preservacion de la libertad académica a la hora de
abordar temas politicamente sensibles. En tlltima instancia, esta investigacion contribuye a los debates en curso
sobre la responsabilidad historica, la manipulacion ideoldgica del trauma y la ética del recuerdo. Aboga por
una historiografia equilibrada que reconozca tanto la brutalidad sin precedentes de los crimenes nazis como las
complejas negociaciones morales emprendidas por los actores sionistas que se enfrentaban a la supervivencia,
el nacionalismo y la identidad en una de las épocas mas oscuras de la historia.

Palabras clave: Historia, sionismo, antisemitismo, Holocausto, nazismo.
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CrpykrypnpoBanHoe Pesrome

B nmaHHOM wWccieOBaHMM paccMaTpUBacTCs OJHA W3 Hauboliee CIHOPHBIX C JTHYECKOH U
UcToprorpauIecKoil TOUeK 3pCHUS TeM B OOJIACTH U3yUYCHHS eBPEHCKOW UCTOpUHU u XoJoKocTa XX Beka:
MpeIoJiaraeMoe TAKTHUECKOe COTPYIHUUECTBO MEXAY OTAENIbHBIMU IPyNIaMl CHOHUCTCKOTO ABMXKEHUS U
HAIIUCTCKUM PEXUMOM BO BpeMsi Xosiokocta. OCHOBHAsI I[ENIb MCCICIOBAHUS 3aKJIFOYACTCS B TOM, YTOOBI
BBINTH 32 paMKH TPAIUIMOHHONW AMXOTOMHUU (IIPECTYMHUK—IKEPTBa» M 3aHOBO PACCMOTPETh XOJIOKOCT Kak
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HCTOPHUYECKA ¥ HICOJOTHYCCKH MHOTOTPAHHBIM MPOIECC, B KOTOPOM MEPECEKaIuCh MOJUTHUCCKHUIT
nparMaTu3M, MOpPaJbHbIE KOMIIPOMHCCH ¥ HAIMOHAIBHBIC YCTpEMJICHHS. AHAIM3UPYS MOJATHUCCKUC
CTpaTEerny CHOHUCTCKOTO PYKOBOJICTBA M €T0 3THYECKHE 00OCHOBAHMS B HAIMMCTCKYIO BIIOXY, HCCIEIOBAHIE
CTPEMHTCS TI0Ka3aTh, KaK CHOHHCTCKAas WICOJOTHS He TOJNBKO pearMpoBajia Ha aHTHCEMHTCKHUC
TIpECIIeIOBAHMUS, HO |, TOPOH, CTPATErHUECKU UCITOIB30BANIa UX B KAUECTBE CTUMYJIA TS CO3/IaHMs CBPEHUCKOI
ponunsl B [Tanectune. Takum 06pa3oM, HCCIIeIOBaHHE BHOCUT BKJIa B 60Jiee MIUPOKOe TIOHUMAHKE TOTO, KaK
UJICOJIOTHYECKHE JIBM)KEHHS MOTYT MpPEBPAaIlaTh HK3UCTEHIHAIbHBIE YIPO3bI B BO3MOXKHOCTH JUIS
MOJUTHYECKON peau3alliy, CTaBs I0J] COMHEHHME MOpPAajbHbIE TPAHUIBI HAPPATUBOB O HAIMOHAIHHOM
OCBOOOK/ICHUH.

B wuccnenoBaHMH MCHOJB3YeTCsl KaYECTBEHHBIH HCTOPUYECKUM aHAIM3, COYETAIOUIMA KOHTEHT-
aHaM3 KaK MEepBUYHBIX ApPXMBHBIX MAaTEepHAlOB, TaK M BTOPUYHBIX HAYYHBIX HCTOYHHUKOB. C
METOAONOTHYECKON TOUKH 3pEHUS HCCIIEAOBAaHHE OMHUPAeTCd Ha KPUTHUECKYI0 HHTEPIPETaTUBHYIO
Hapagurmy, OTAaBast IPUOPHUTET TUCKYPCY, HACOIOTHH U HCTOPUUECKOMY KOHTEKCTY Mepe]l KOJIMIECTBEHHBIM
npesacTaBiIeHHEM. [1epBONCTOYHNKN BKITIOYAIOT O(UIMANBHYIO EPENUCKY, AUTNIOMATHIECKHE JOKyMEHTHI 1
CBHJICTENBCTBA, HA KOTOpPHIE CCBUIAIOTCS B CBOMX PabOTax TakWe MCTOpHKH, Kak JlemHu bpennep, XanHa
Apenar, Poxe T'apayau nu Hopman ®unkenbiiTeldH. VX NONOMHAIOT BTOPUYHBIE aHANIM3bI, NOCBALICHHBIE
AHTHUCEMHUTH3MY, HCTOpUOTrpagun X0J0KOCTa U CHOHUCTCKON TTOJTUTHIECKON MBICIIH.

AHanmuTH4YeCcKash OCHOBAa ONUPAETCs Ha KPUTHYECKYIO TEPMEHEBTUKY, YTO MO3BOJAET
JIEKOHCTPYHPOBAaTh MJCOJIOTMYECKUEe HAPPATHBBI, C(HOPMHUPOBABIINE KOJJIEKTUBHYIO MaMsiTh O XOJOKOCTE.
Taxkoi 1oaX00 aact BO3MOXXHOCTH OLCHUTBD, KakK HUCTOPHUYECCKUC COOBITHS MpeaACTaBJIAINCD,
JETUTUMH3UPOBANIUCH U IIOJUTU3UPOBAIUCH B PAMKAX CHOHHCTCKOTO U 60J1ee IIMPOKOT0 3alaJHOTO AUCKYpCa.
Kpome Toro, B mcciemoBaHHMM 3TH B3aWMOJICHCTBHSA pacCMaTpUBAIOTCS B KOHTEKCTE I'€ONONUTHYECKUX
npeoOpa3oBaHMii B MeXBOeHHOH EBpome, B uacTHocTH mocnenctBuii  Bepcanbckoro morosopa,
SKOHOMHYECKUX KpH3HCOB Belimapckoil I'epMaHuM W HOCIHEIyIOIIEr0o MNogbEMa HamusMa. OTa
MHOTOYpOBHEBasi METOJOJOTMYECKass CTPYKTypa TapaHTHUPYeT, 4YTO OTHYECKHE, MOIUTHYECKHE H
CHUMBOJIHMYECKHUE aCIEKThl OTHOIIEHUH MEX Ay CHOHUCTAMHU M HALIUCTAMH PACCMATPHUBAIOTCS C aKaJAEMUIECKON
CTPOTOCTBIO M yYETOM KOHTEKCTA.

PesynpTaThl HCCeOBaHMS IIOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO MO3UIMS CHOHHUCTCKOTO IBH)KCHHS BO BpeMsd
Xookocta He OblIa HM OJHO3HAYHO FepOMYECKOM, HM YMCTO MACCHBHOM; CKOpee, OHa XapaKTepH30Bajlach
nparMaTUH4HbIMHA u, HOpOﬁ, OTHYCCKHU HCOOHO3HAYHbIMU CTpaTCerusaMu. ApXI/IBHbIe JaHHBIC u
ucropuorpaduyeckuil aHaau3 CBHIACTEIBCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO HEKOTOPHIC CHOHUCTCKHE (paKiMH Bed
OrpaHUYCHHBIC TEPETOBOPHI ¢ HAOMCTCKUMHU YUHOBHUKAMU C HLEJIBIO COHeﬁCTBHﬂ OMUTIpalu €BpPECB B
ITanecTuHy — B IepByIO0 ouepedb B paMKax corjameHus «Xaasapa» 1933 roma, KoTopoe MO3BOJISIO
HEMELKUM €BpesM INIEePEeBOANUTH YacTh CBOMX aKTHBOB B [lajecTuHy B 0OMEH Ha HEMEIKHH IKCHOpT. OJTa
JOTOBOPEHHOCTh OJHOBPEMEHHO CIIOCOOCTBOBAA NOCTIKEHUIO HAIUCTCKUX Liejeld monuTuku «Judenreiny
(u36aBieHns ['epMaHUM OT eBpeeB) U CHOHUCTCKUX LieNeil aemorpadudeckoil konconunauuu B [lanectune.

Oco0OeHHO CHOPHBIM CITy4aeM CTalli IIeperoBopsl Mexxay Kactaepom n DiixMaHOM, B X0JIe KOTOPBIX
Iuaep BeHTepckux cuoHucToB Pynonbd Kacthep, kak yTBepikmaercs, obecnedmn Oe3omacHbIi Ipoe3n B
[Manectuny u30paHHOM TpyINIIe €BpeeB — B OCHOBHOM CTOPOHHMKAaM CHOHHM3Ma — B OOMEH Ha I0JiIepKaHue
MOpsIJIKa BO BPEeMs JETOPTAIMi B KOHIIEHTPALlMOHHbIE Jlarepsi. MopalibHbIe U IIPAaBOBBIE MOCIEACTBHUS 3TOTO
3MK30/1a, KyJIbMHHAIMEH KOTOPOTo cTallo ocyxaeHue KacTHepa n3pamiibCKUM CyJIOM 3a TO, YTO OH «IIpoJall
JYLTy IBSBOJIY», BOIUIOUIAIOT ITHYECKHE MapaJoKCHl, MPUCYIIHE CTPATETUAM ITOJIMTHYECKOTO BEDKUBAHUS B
YCIIOBHUAX TCHOIIUIHBIX PEXKUMOB.

HccnenoBanue Takke MOKa3bIBAET, UTO TAKHE KIIOYEBBIC MHTEIUICKTYalbHbIe QUTYPHI, Kak Teoaop
T'epunb, Moaxum TlpuHil, a Takke Oojiee MO3MHUE KOMMEHTATOPHI, Takue kak duukensinTeliH u [apayam,
JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT  TOBTOPSIONIYIOCS ~ 3aKOHOMEPHOCTh:  MHCTPYMEHTAIM3AIMI0  aHTHCEMUTHU3Ma  Kak
OIMpaBJaHUs W KaTalu3aTopa CHOHUCTCKON MOOWIHM3alMU. YK€ B paHHHX TpyJax [epIyis aHTHCEMHTH3M
paccMaTpUBaJICs HE TOJIBKO KaK yrpo3a, HO U KaK UCTOPUYECKas CHJIa, CIIOCOOHAs OOBEAMHUTD PACCESHHEIC
eBpelicKre OOUIMHBI BOKPYT CHOHHCTCKOTO MPOEKTa. AHAJIOTUYHBIM 00pa3oM, cBuaeTenscTBa 1930-X romoB
MOKAa3bIBAIOT, YTO HEKOTOPHIC CHOHUCTCKUE JHJICPhI BOCIIPHHUMAIIN HALIUCTCKHE TIPECIieIOBAaHUS KaK (hakTop,
YCKOPSIIOMUI HE0OOXOAUMOCTh — H JISTHTUMHOCTh — CO3JIaHHsI €BPEHCKOTO rOCy1apCTBa.
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INomydeHHsle JaHHBIE TaKKe MOAYEPKHBAIOT TITyOOKHE BHYTPEHHHE PAcKOIBI B €BPEHCKOM MHpE.
OpTomoKcanbHbBIE M aHTHCHOHHCTCKHE TPYIIIIBI, TAKHE KaK T€, KOTOpbIE IpeIcTaBis1 passuH Mcaak bpoiiep,
OCYKaJIl CHOHHM3M KaK CBETCKYIO €pech, CTaBSALIyI IIOJ] YIpo3y €BPEHCKYI0 Bepy U ITHKY. OTH
UJICOJIOTUYECKHE PACKONBl JEMOHCTPHPYIOT, HYTO 3M0Xa XOJIOKOCTa OblIa HE MPOCTO BpPEMEHEM
KOJUICKTHBHOTO CTPaJaHHs, HO M BPEMEHEM BHYTPHUEBPEHCKOTO HICOJIOTHYECKOTO KOH(IIMKTA, B KOTOPOM
BBDKHMBAHHE, COTPYAHIMUYECTBO U CONPOTUBIICHHE IPHHUMAIH KapAUHAIBHO Pa3HbIe MOpPaIbHBIC (JOPMBI.

B nccienoBanuu nenaercs BBIBOJ, YTO UCTOPUYECKHE OTHOIICHUS MEXKIY CHOHM3MOM U HaIllU3MOM
HEJIb3s CBOANTH K YNPOIIEHHBIM MOPaJIbHBIM JUXOTOMHAM. BMecTo TOro 4ToOb! yTBEpKAaTh HICOIOTHYECKOE
COBMAJICHUE, aHAINW3 MOTYEPKUBAECT TAKTHMUECKUM IparMaTu3M OINpPENeNEHHBIX CHOHUCTCKUX HAesTeNeH,
JICHCTBOBABIIUX B YCIOBHUIX SK3UCTCHLUAIBHOTO JaBJIEHUs. DTO HE ONMPABIBIBACT U HE OCY)KJA€T JBIKECHUE
B IEJIOM, HO TMpPU3BIBAET K TOHKOMY IE€PEOCMBICIEHHIO MOPAJIBHOTO COY4YacTusi, IMOJIUTHUECKOH
UHCTPYMEHTAJIU3AaLlUU TPAaBMBbI U 3TUKHU FOCYAapCTBEHHOI'O CTPOUTENHCTBA B YCIOBHAX KPU3HCOB, CBA3aHHBIX
C YIrpO30i YHUUTOXKEHHUS.

IMepeocmpiciuBas XOJOKOCT KaK TPAreiui0 UCTPEONICHUS M OJHOBPEMEHHO KaK HCIBITAHHE IS
MOJIUTHYECKOM CTPATETUH, HCCIIEIOBAHIE OPOCACT BBI30B JOMHHUPYIOIIAM HCTOPHOTPADUUECKHM TTOIX0/1aM,
KOTOPBIE OT/ACNSIOT €BPEHCKYIO )KEPTBEHHOCTh OT eBPEHCKOM MOMUTHYECKON aKTUBHOCTH. OHO MOKa3bIBACT,
YTO AHTHUCEMHUTH3M (YHKIHOHMPOBAI HE TOJBKO KaK BHEIIHAS CTPYKTYpa YTHETEHHS, HO H Kak
MapagoKCaIbHBII pecypc B paMKaX CHOHHUCTCKOWM MOJMUTHYECKONH PUTOPUKU — aMOHMBaJICHTHAs JAWHAMUKA,
KOTOpasl BIIOCIEJICTBHU JIerJia B OCHOBY MOpPAJIBHOTO M TE€OINOJIMTHYECKOr0 OIpPaBAaHHUsi CO3/aHHs
TlocynapctBa M3pauns B 1948 rony.

Kpome Ttoro, B xome OOCYXICHUS [aHHOE HCTOPHUYECKOE HCCIECJOBAHUE DPAacCMAaTpUBACICS B
KOHTEKCTe Oojiee IMMPOKOM ATUKM MOJUTHKH HamsITH. B pabGoTe momdepkuBaeTcs, UTO CTOJIKHOBEHHE C
HEey/IOOHBIMH TIEPECEUCHUSIMU MEXIy CTaTyCOM JKEPTBbI M CyOBEKTHOH aKTHBHOCTHIO HMEET pellaroliee
3HA4YEHHE ISl COXPAHEHUS MCTOPHUIECKON IHENOCTHOCTH M NMPEIOTBPALICHUS] MOHOIOJIN3AINN CTPAJaHui B
MOJMUTHYECKAX LENAX. ABTOp TPEIOCTEPEraeT OT CBEICHHS HCCIECJOBAaHMH XOJIOKOCTa K MOPATbHOMY
a0COMIOTU3MY WM HACOJIOTHYECKOW IICH3ype, BBICTYHas BMECTO 3TOTO 3a COXPAaHEHHE aKaJaeMHUYECKOM
CBOOO/BI ITPH PACCMOTPEHHUH MOJIUTHYECKH TyBCTBUTEIBHBIX TeM. B KOHEYHOM HNTOTE JaHHOE HCCIIEIOBAHHE
BHOCHT BKJIaJ B TpOAOJDKaomuecs aedarsl 00 HCTOPHYECKOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, HICOJIOTHIECKON
MaHUIYJSIUA TpaBMOW H 3THKe naMsaTH. OHO TIpU3bIBaeT K COAJIAHCHPOBaHHOW WCTOpUOTrpaduy,
MPU3HAIOMIEH Kak OecNpeneeHTHYIO KECTOKOCTh HAIMCTCKUX MPECTYIUICHHH, TaK M CIOXHbIE MOpAaIbHBIE
KOMIIPOMHCCHI, Ha KOTOPBIE IIIJI CHOHUCTCKHE AEATENH, BITaACh HAWTH ITyTh K BBDKUBAHHUIO, HAITMOHATIU3MY
Y UICHTUYHOCTH B OJJHY M3 CAMBIX MPAYHBIX 3MI0X UCTOPHUH.

KutioueBble ¢cjIoBa: UCTOPUS, CAOHU3M, aHTUCEMHUTU3M, XOJOKOCT, HAITU3M.
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Yapilandirilmis Ozet

Bu ¢alisma, yirminci yiizy1l Yahudi ve Holokost arastirmalarinin en tartismali etik ve tarihyazimsal
meselelerinden birini incelemektedir: Siyonist hareketin belirli kesimleri ile Nazi rejimi arasinda Holokost
doneminde iddia edilen taktiksel is birligi. Calismanin temel amaci, geleneksel fail-magdur ikiligini asarak
Holokost'u, siyasi pragmatizm, ahlaki uzlagma ve ulusal 6zlemin kesistigi tarihsel ve ideolojik agidan ¢ok
boyutlu bir siire¢ olarak yeniden ele almaktir. Nazi donemi boyunca Siyonist liderligin siyasi stratejilerini ve
bu stratejilere yonelik etik gerekgelendirmelerini analiz ederek calisma, Siyonist ideolojinin antisemitik zulme
yalnizca tepki vermekle kalmayip, zaman zaman bu zulmii Filistin’de bir Yahudi yurdunun kurulmasi igin
stratejik bir itici gii¢ olarak nasil kullandigini ortaya koymayi amaglamaktadir. Bu baglamda arastirma,
ideolojik hareketlerin varolussal tehditleri siyasi ger¢eklestirme firsatlarina nasil doniistiirebildigine dair daha
genis bir anlayisa katki sunmakta ve ulusal kurtulus anlatilarinin ahlaki sinirlarini sorgulamaktadir.

Arastirma daha ziyade ikincil bilimsel kaynaklarin igerik analizini bir araya getiren nitel bir tarihsel
analiz yontemi kullanmaktadir. Metodolojik agidan ¢alisma, nicel temsiliyetten ziyade sdylem, ideoloji ve
tarihsel baglama Oncelik veren elestirel yorumsamaci bir paradigmadan hareket etmektedir. Birincil
materyaller arasinda resmi yazigmalar, diplomatik belgeler ile Lenni Brenner, Hannah Arendt, Roger Garaudy
ve Norman Finkelstein gibi tarihgilerin eserlerinde atifta bulunulan tanikliklar yer almaktadir. Bu materyaller,
antisemitizm, Holokost tarihyazimi ve Siyonist siyasi diigiince {izerine yapilmis ikincil analizlerle
desteklenmektedir.

Analitik cergeve, Holokost’un kolektif bellegini sekillendiren ideolojik anlatilarin yapisokiime
ugratilmasina imkan tantyan elestirel hermeneutik yaklagimina dayanmaktadir. Bu yaklagim, tarihsel olaylarin
Siyonist ve daha genis Batili sdylemler igerisinde nasil temsil edildiginin, mesrulastirildiginin ve
siyasallagtirildiginin degerlendirilmesini miimkiin kilmaktadir. Ayrica ¢alisma, bu etkilesimleri iki savas arasi
Avrupa’nin jeopolitik doniisiimleri baglamina, ozellikle Versay Antlagsmasi'min sonuglarina, Weimar
Almanyast’nin ekonomik krizlerine ve bunlarin ardindan gelen Nazizmin ytikselisine yerlestirmektedir. Bu
¢ok katmanl metodolojik yapi, Siyonist-Nazi iliskilerinin etik, siyasi ve sembolik boyutlarmin akademik
titizlik ve baglamsal duyarlilikla ele alinmasin1 saglamaktadir.

Bulgular, Siyonist hareketin Holokost donemindeki tutumunun ne tamamen kahramanca ne de salt
pasif oldugunu, aksine pragmatik ve zaman zaman etik agidan muglak stratejilerle nitelendigini ortaya
koymaktadir. Arsiv kanitlar1 ve tarihyazimsal analizler, bazi Siyonist gruplarin Filistin’e Yahudi gogiinii
kolaylastirmak amaciyla Nazi yetkilileriyle sinirli miizakerelere giristigini gostermektedir; bunun en belirgin
ornegi, Alman Yahudilerinin varliklarinin bir kismint Alman ihracat mallariyla takas ederek Filistin’e transfer
etmelerine olanak tantyan 1933 tarihli Haavara Anlagmasi’dir. Bu diizenleme, Nazilerin “Judenrein”
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(Almanya’y1r Yahudilerden arindirma) politikalarini ilerletirken, ayni zamanda Siyonistlerin Filistin’de
demografik giiclenme hedeflerine de hizmet etmistir.

Ozellikle tartismali bir vaka, Macar Siyonist lider Rudolf Kastner’in, toplama kamplarina yapilan
stirgiinler sirasinda diizenin saglanmasina yardimei olmasi karsiliginda, cogunlugu Siyonist yanlisi olan segili
bir Yahudi grubunun Filistin’e giivenli gecisini sagladig1 iddia edilen Kastner-Eichmann miizakeresidir. Israil
yargisinin Kastner’i “ruhunu seytana sattig1” gerekcesiyle mahkiim etmesiyle sonuglanan bu olayin ahlaki ve
hukuki yansimalari, soykirimer rejimler altinda siyasi hayatta kalma stratejilerine ickin etik paradokslar
somutlagtirmaktadir.

Caligma ayrica, Theodor Herzl, Joachim Prinz gibi diisiince insanlarinin ve daha sonraki dénemde
Finkelstein ile Garaudy gibi yorumcularin, tekrar eden bir Oriintiiyii ortaya koydugunu tespit etmektedir:
antisemitizmin hem bir gerekgelendirme hem de Siyonist seferberlik i¢in bir katalizér olarak
aragsallastirilmasi. Herzl’in erken donem yazilari, antisemitizmi yalnizca bir tehdit olarak degil, ayn1 zamanda
daginik Yahudi cemaatlerini Siyonist proje etrafinda birlestirebilecek tarihsel bir gii¢ olarak da ¢ercevelemistir.
Benzer sekilde, 1930’lu yillara ait tanikliklar, bazi Siyonist liderlerin Nazi zulmiinii, bir Yahudi devletinin
kurulmasinin aciliyetini ve mesruiyetini hizlandiran bir etken olarak algiladigini gdstermektedir.

Bulgular ayrica Yahudi diinyasi igerisindeki derin boliinmeleri de gozler 6niine sermektedir. Haham
Isaac Breuer gibi isimlerin temsil ettigi Ortodoks ve anti-Siyonist gruplar, Siyonizmi Yahudi inancini ve etigini
tehlikeye atan sekiiler bir sapkinlik olarak kinamistir. Bu ideolojik ayriliklar, Holokost doneminin yalnizca
kolektif bir magduriyet donemi degil, ayn1 zamanda hayatta kalma, is birligi ve direnisin derinden farkli ahlaki
bi¢imler aldig1 Yahudiler-arasi bir ideolojik ¢atisma donemi oldugunu gostermektedir.

Calisma, Siyonizm ile Nazizm arasindaki tarihsel iligkinin basit ahlaki ikiliklere indirgenemeyecegi
sonucuna varmaktadir. Analiz, ideolojik bir ortiigme iddiasinda bulunmak yerine, varolugsal baski altinda
hareket eden belirli Siyonist aktorlerin taktiksel pragmatizmini vurgulamaktadir. Bu durum, hareketin bir biitiin
olarak ne aklanmasini ne de suglanmasini gerektirmekte; aksine, ahlaki su¢ ortakligmin, travmanin siyasi
aragsallastirilmasinin ve yok olus krizleri sirasindaki ulus insas1 etiginin daha incelikli bir bicimde yeniden ele
alinmasina davet ¢ikarmaktadir.

Bu ¢aligma, Holokost™u hem bir yok etme trajedisi hem de siyasi stratejinin sinandig1 bir eritme potast
olarak yeniden c¢ergeveleyerek, Yahudi magduriyetini Yahudi siyasi failliginden ayri1 tutan hakim
tarihyazimlarina meydan okumaktadir. Caligma, antisemitizmin yalnizca digsal bir baski yapist olarak degil,
aynit zamanda Siyonist siyasi retorik igerisinde paradoksal bir kaynak olarak da iglev gordiigiinii ortaya
koymaktadir; bu celiskili dinamik, ilerleyen dénemde 1948’de Israil Devleti’nin kurulmasinin ahlaki ve
jeopolitik gerekgelendirilmesinin de temelini olusturacaktir.

Ayrica tartisma, bu tarihsel sorgulamayi bellek siyasetinin daha genis etigi baglamina
yerlestirmektedir. Calisma, magduriyet ile faillik arasindaki rahatsiz edici kesisimlerle yiizlesmenin, tarihsel
biitiinliigiin korunmasi ve acinin siyasi amaglar ugruna tekellestirilmesinin 6nlenmesi agisindan hayati nem
tagidigini  vurgulamaktadir. Holokost arastirmalarinin  ahlaki mutlak¢ilifa veya ideolojik sansiire
indirgenmesine kargi uyarida bulunan g¢alisma, bunun yerine siyaseten hassas konularin ele alinmasinda
akademik 6zgiirliigiin korunmasini savunmaktadir. Nihayetinde bu arastirma, tarihsel sorumluluk, travmanin
ideolojik manipiilasyonu ve anma etigi iizerine siiregelen tartigmalara katkida bulunmaktadir. Calisma hem
Nazi suglarinin esi benzeri goriilmemis vahgetini hem de tarihin en karanlik donemlerinden birinde hayatta
kalma, milliyetgilik ve kimlik arasinda yol almaya g¢alisan Siyonist aktorlerin giristigi karmagik ahlaki
miizakereleri kabul eden dengeli bir tarihyazim1 ¢agrisinda bulunmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tarih, Siyonizm, Antisemitizm, Holokost, Nazizm.
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Introduction

With the conclusion of the First World War in the autumn of 1918, the victorious powers
convened the Paris Peace Conference in order to reshape the international system in accordance with
their own interests. The central agenda of the conference, which began at the Palace of Versailles on
18 January 1919, was the drafting of peace treaties and the construction of a new global order.
However, the leading Allied powers, particularly France and Britain, made the political, military and
economic neutralization of Germany their primary objective. The decisions taken in this direction
imposed severe obligations upon Germany by declaring it the sole party responsible for the war.
Moreover, the exclusion of the representatives of the defeated states from the peace negotiations
caused the decisions reached to acquire a unilateral and punitive character (Armaoglu, 2017, pp. 136-
137).

The Treaty of Versailles (28 June 1919), signed at the conclusion of the Paris Peace
Conference, imposed severe conditions upon Germany, including territorial losses, military
restrictions and substantial war reparations. This situation deepened economic collapse,
unemployment and social unrest within Germany. The environment of crisis that Germany
experienced as a result laid the groundwork, during the 1920s, for the rise of fascist ideologies and
for exclusionary and authoritarian policies to acquire social legitimacy (Yakut, 2018, pp. 199-203).
These multidimensional crises in Germany led to the weakening of centrist parties and the
strengthening of radical right-wing movements. Within this context, the National Socialist German
Workers’ Party (Nazi Party), under the leadership of Adolf Hitler, came to power in 1933. Within a
short period, Hitler also seized the powers of the presidency, proclaimed himself “Fiihrer” banned
all other political parties, and established the totalitarian regime of Nazi Germany (Armaoglu, 2017,
pp- 215-216). These developments accelerated both the authoritarianization of domestic politics and
the institutionalization of exclusionary ideologies. Antisemitism occupied a central place within Nazi
discourse throughout this process and was rendered into an object of mass hatred.

According to Hitler, the source of all Germany’s problems lay in the Treaty of Versailles,
international capitalists, Marxists, and above all the Jews and their allegedly anti-national activities.
Hitler argued that the creation of a strong German society required a cultural and biological
“purification” and, in this direction, regarded the removal of non-Aryan elements—first and foremost
the Jews—from society as a necessity. He described the Jews as a threat that harmed humanity, lived
parasitically, emerged from every catastrophe with minimal damage, and had spread through
successive migrations. In his view, the Jews were enemies of both the German nation and humanity
as a whole. Guided by this understanding, the Nazi regime unleashed systematic oppression,

www.turkishstudies.net/economy



1440 Ahmet Isler - [Than Celiker

discrimination and violence directed particularly at the Jews, policies which rapidly acquired
legitimacy at the societal level (Hitler, 2016, pp. 296-297, 440-456; Shirer, 1968, p. 675; Roberts,
2022, p. 655).

This exclusionary ideological structure combined with the discrimination that had
historically existed against Jews in Europe, thereby laying the groundwork for the Holocaust. The
Jewish people had already experienced major expulsions and mass acts of violence in earlier periods.
The conquest of the Kingdom of Judah by the Babylonians in 586 BCE, the destruction of Solomon’s
Temple, and the exile of the elite to Babylon constitute the first great exile in Jewish history. The
second great exile occurred with the destruction of the Temple of Jerusalem by the Romans in 74
BCE and the subsequent dispersion of the Jews throughout the world. Furthermore, within the history
of Christianity, the collective attribution of responsibility to the Jews for the crucifixion of Jesus
Christ, combined with the establishment of Christianity as the official religion of the Roman Empire,
further deepened discrimination against Jews. From the eleventh century onward, religiously
grounded hostility toward Jews merged with the racist nationalism developing in Europe, giving rise
to massacres, persecution and expulsions directed against the Jewish people (Arslan, 2006, pp. 13,
15-63).

Nazi antisemitism, constructed upon this entire historical background, reached its climax
with the Holocaust, which was implemented between 1933 and 1945. The Holocaust is defined as a
systematic and planned genocide through which approximately six million Jews were exterminated
by means of death and labor camps, gas chambers, forced starvation and mass executions. In the
process that began with the Nazi Party’s rise to power in 1933, discriminatory regulations known as
the “Jewish laws” ensured the exclusion of Jews from economic life, public services and social life.
During the “Kristallnacht” of 1938, Jewish homes, businesses and synagogues were destroyed
through mass violence. With the outbreak of the Second World War in 1939, Jews in the territories
occupied by Germany were forcibly confined to ghettos and compelled to live under dire conditions.
Between 1941 and 1942, the Nazi regime initiated euthanasia practices targeting disabled individuals
under the “T4 Program” sending the mentally and physically disabled to concentration camps.
During the same period, “death camps” were established, and gas chambers along with “mobile
killing units” were deployed for the mass extermination of Jews. With the “Final Solution” plan
implemented in 1942, the systematic and collective annihilation of the Jewish population in Europe
was targeted. In the death camps, millions of people were killed in gas chambers and their bodies
destroyed through cremation. The Holocaust came to an end in 1945 with the defeat of Nazi Germany
by the Allied powers and the liberation of the concentration camps, leaving behind one of the darkest
periods in human history and millions of victims bearing profound trauma (encyclopedia.ushmm.org;
www.yadvashem.org; Cehreli, 2023, pp. 166-170).

The Holocaust, one of the darkest periods of the twentieth century, constitutes a
multidimensional historical event not only through the systematic extermination policies pursued by
the Nazi regime but also through the roles played by various Jewish groups and actors during this
process. In particular, the contacts and agreements conducted at various levels between the Zionist
movement and the Nazi administration have been the subject of intense historical, political and
ethical debate. This study aims to re-evaluate the position of the Zionist movement during the
Holocaust by analyzing these relationships within their ideological contexts. Adopting a qualitative
research approach within the framework of the historical method, the study interrogates the moral
and historical responsibility of the political stance exhibited by Zionist ideology during a period in
which the Jewish people were subjected to mass extermination; it further aims to draw attention, in
this context, to the potential of Zionism to instrumentalize the Jewish people in accordance with its
own ideological objectives. In addition, the study seeks to establish a ground for discussion regarding
the Holocaust as a multilayered tragedy that was not confined to Nazi barbarity alone, but was also
shaped by the actions and omissions of the Zionist actors of the period. Furthermore, the relationship
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between antisemitism and Zionist discourse has been discussed at a conceptual level, and themes
such as the scope of Holocaust propaganda, emigration strategies to Palestine, and the discourse of
“liberation” have been interpreted within the conditions of the period.

The conceptual framework of this study necessitates the disentanglement of categories that
are frequently conflated within this contentious field. The distinctions between establishing contact
with the Nazi regime and adopting Nazi ideology, between negotiation aimed at rescue and political
collaboration, and between prioritizing the rescue of limited groups and the deliberate abandonment
of broader populations, are distinctions that must be preserved at the analytical level. Similarly, the
fact that a decision produces fatal consequences does not carry the same meaning as the decision-
maker having intended that outcome. Yehuda Bauer, one of the leading figures in the literature on
Nazi-Jewish negotiations, emphasizes that conflating moral preaching with historical interpretation
poses a serious danger for the researcher, and that historical questions must first be identified before
the moral questions underlying them are addressed (Bauer, 1994, p. 146). This study likewise aims
to ground its evaluations in the documentable consequences of decisions rather than in definitive
judgments regarding the intentions of the actors involved'.

An Assessment of Zionist Collaboration with the Nazis within the Context of the
Holocaust

The first half of the twentieth century was a period in which the world witnessed profound
political transformations and immense human tragedies. The Holocaust, one of the most destructive
events of this period, produced deep effects upon the Jewish community. In examining the historical
context of the Holocaust, the actors of the period and the attitudes of different political movements
during this process have also become subjects of research. Within this framework, certain debates
concerning the position of the Zionist movement during the Holocaust have found a place in the
academic literature, and differing interpretations regarding the movement’s relations with the Nazi
regime have come to the fore.

The fact that antisemitism is not merely a phenomenon of individual prejudice or religious
intolerance, but has rather become a deeply rooted ideological tradition that has profoundly shaped
social and political structures throughout the historical process, is explicitly articulated in various
resources produced by Jewish communities in their efforts to combat antisemitism. In this context,
the platform “Understanding Antisemitism,” supported by the Jewish Agency, examines the
historical development of antisemitism under five principal headings: religious, economic,
nationalist, racial and secular antisemitism. According to the assessments presented on this platform,
antisemitism is said to have emerged in the pre-Christian period as a form of discrimination nourished
by cultural and religious differences; to have transformed into theological hostility with the advent
of Christianity; and, in the modern period, to have been reproduced through the construction of the
nation-state, race-based ideologies and conspiratorial discourses (encyclopedia.ushmm.org).

The ideological orientations that gained ascendancy across Europe during the twentieth
century—such as extreme nationalism, ethnic discrimination and anti-communism—demonstrate
that antisemitism was not merely a matter of cultural or religious prejudice, but rather was capable,
when merged with the ideological apparatuses of the modern state, of institutionalizing hostility
toward Jews. This political atmosphere made possible both voluntary and passive participation, at
both the individual and institutional levels, in the genocidal policies directed against Jews across the
numerous European countries under Nazi German occupation (encyclopedia.ushmm.org).

! See also under Palestine, Gaza, and Israel: Agdemir, 2015; Altinsoy, 2025; Bahar, 2024; Batmaz, 2008; Demir, 2011,
2025; Demircan & Bircan, 2025; Erkan, 2017; Glinaydin, 2015; Giingér, 2019; Kizilseker, 2024; Kurt & Akgedik, 2024;
Erdem, 2025.
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The discourse attributing to Jews the role of “source of evil,” together with the claims
regarding their alleged domination over German society in the social, political and economic spheres,
demonstrates that the mythological elements antisemitism has carried since the Middle Ages were
reproduced through the ideological apparatuses of the modern era. In particular, the systematic
reconstruction and dissemination of these myths within Nazi Germany transformed antisemitism
from an ordinary prejudice into a state-sponsored politics of hatred. Nazi ideology, through the claim
of biological superiority constructed around the discourse of the “Aryan race,” placed Jews within
the category of an “inferior race”; this hierarchical conception of race legitimized conspiracy theories
directed against Jews, upon which a war against the Jewish community was declared (Caki, 2019,
pp- 205-206). Thus, antisemitic myths whose historical origins lay in medieval Christian theology,
combining with the modern propaganda techniques of the twentieth century, increased the
applicability of anti-Jewish policies and ultimately contributed to the formation of the political and
psychological ground that made the Holocaust possible.

According to Hitler’s worldview, Jews were defined as an invisible yet ubiquitously
influential “political demon” holding the power to manipulate the media, finance, the military-
industrial complex and the background of global politics; they were consequently regarded as a threat
that had to be eliminated for the sake of humanity’s welfare. Nevertheless, certain historical sources
suggest that the assessment attributing sole responsibility for the massacre of Jews to the Nazis is
incomplete, and argue that Western powers—American capital circles in particular—were also
implicated behind this process (Black, 2016, p. 13).

The historiography of the Jewish Genocide (Holocaust) critically examines not only the
direct perpetrators within Nazi Germany, but also those actors who contributed, whether directly or
indirectly, to this crime against humanity, or who remained “silent” in its face. The attitudes of
national and international structures that bore witness to the isolation of millions of Jews in ghettos
and their systematic extermination in concentration and death camps have, in this context, brought
the problematic of historical and moral responsibility to the fore. The failure of Western powers and
international institutions—the Vatican in particular—to demonstrate an adequate response during the
process of genocide stands out as a frequently criticized stance. Such actors are described in the
literature through the concept of the “bystander” and are charged with having remained passive in
the face of genocide. Some historians regard this state of passivity not only as a moral failure but
also as a form of historical complicity (Friedlander, 2016, p. 22). Holocaust historiography thus is
not confined solely to the perpetrator-victim dichotomy, but also opens to discussion the
responsibility of third parties who remained silent or refrained from intervention.

Archival-based assessments regarding the attitude of the Allied powers substantially
corroborate these criticisms. According to Bauer, the Western Allies decided in January 1944 that
military resources would not be allocated to civilian purposes such as rescue, repeatedly reiterated
the principle of “victory first” at every opportunity, and avoided even those steps—such as bombing
the railway lines leading to the extermination facilities—that would not have conflicted with the war
effort. Bauer contends that this stance contradicted even the war aims the Allies themselves had
proclaimed, leaving a permanent stain on their record. According to the same assessment, the Allies
never truly grasped the nature of Nazi antisemitism, mistakenly regarding hostility toward Jews
merely as an instrument for retaining power, and failed to recognize that, for Nazism, it constituted
an end in itself rather than a means (Bauer, 1994, pp. 256-257).

Within this framework, studies pointing out that historical responsibility for the Holocaust is
not confined solely to its direct perpetrators have also scrutinized the attitudes of various countries
and leveled accusations accordingly. Corry Guttstadt’s work, Turkey, the Jews, and the Holocaust,
draws attention to the close contacts established with the Nazis through the commercial and
diplomatic relations that the Republic of Turkey developed with Germany in the pre-war period.
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Guttstadt argues that Turkey pursued an antisemitic policy during the war years, that Jews in Turkey
were excluded from public life, and that this exclusion compelled many Jews to leave the country
(Guttstadt, 2023, pp. 23-25, 296). The author further addresses Turkey’s limited intervention on
behalf of Jewish refugees during the Holocaust and its general indifference, implying that this stance
may be implicitly regarded as an indication of antisemitism.

Such interpretations demonstrate that the Holocaust, beyond being a historical tragedy, has
today also become a framework of reference that can be instrumentalized in accordance with various
political agendas. In particular, certain historical interpretations show that the Holocaust can be
indirectly employed for purposes such as incriminating specific nations or actors, or generating
foreign-policy legitimacy. Within this context, Guttstadt’s criticisms directed at Turkey are regarded
not merely as a historical assessment, but as part of a broader discussion concerning the political
functions of the Holocaust narrative.

As a continuation of these debates, the denial of the Holocaust or its distortion through
removal from historical context is regarded, in publications supported by the Jewish Agency, as one
of the modern manifestations of antisemitism. According to this approach, claims that the Holocaust
was exaggerated or fabricated by Jews for material or political gain are seen as an overt “antisemitic”
characteristic, insofar as they are historically grounded in anti-Jewish stereotypes and adapt these
patterns to contemporary discourse. Within this framework, even raising claims of tactical
cooperation between Nazi Germany and certain Zionist groups in the pre-war period is criticized as
an attitude that serves to reproduce antisemitism (encyclopedia.ushmm.org). This approach also
brings with it the consequence that academic efforts aimed at investigating the various dimensions
of historical events are, at times, accused of being “antisemitic.”

In the context of the Holocaust, the investigation of alleged tactical collaborations between
Nazi Germany and certain Zionist circles, or the critical examination of the political strategies
pursued by Jewish organizations during this period, can be identified by some circles with
antisemitism; this situation restricts the freedom of historians, political scientists and academics to
conduct research, and creates serious obstacles to critical analysis. For instance, Saul Friedlander
criticizes Hannah Arendt for the theses she put forward in Eichmann in Jerusalem, charging her with
“complicity” in the process of the Jewish genocide (Friedlander, 2016, p. 23). Such an approach leads
to academic debates being drawn into ideological terrain and can place scholarly thought production
under pressure. For this reason, any criticism concerning Israel and Zionism can be branded as
antisemitic. Indeed, Isracl Shahak notes that Jews maintained a closed societal structure for a long
period, and that until relatively recently, research on Judaism and Jewish history was either
prohibited or kept concealed by rabbis (Shahak, 2004, p. 48).

At this point, the risks inherent within critical historiography itself must also not be
overlooked. Bauer, one of the historians who has most comprehensively documented the process of
Nazi-Jewish negotiations, notes that in the postwar period, the anger of Jewish public opinion
gradually turned toward its own wartime leadership, with figures who had taken part in rescue
efforts—from Weizmann to Ben-Gurion and Gruenbaum—being declared responsible on the
grounds that they had failed. Bauer characterizes this tendency as a reaction, reflected in
historiography, of a public unwilling to accept its fundamental helplessness in the face of
overwhelming power (Bauer, 1994, pp. 257-258). Read together with the observation above that
historical critique must be free to proceed, this caveat indicates that accusations against Zionist
actors, no less than their defenses, must be tested against the same standard of evidentiary discipline.

Roger Garaudy, notable for his criticisms of Zionism and Israeli policy, argues that these
subjects have largely been rendered “untouchable” within Western public opinion, and that critical
approaches to these areas can entail serious costs. According to Garaudy, Zionist discourse serves to
legitimize the policies Israel pursues against the Palestinians, particularly in the Middle East, by
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sustaining the perception that Israel is perpetually confronted with the threat of a new “Holocaust.”
Within this discourse, the Arab peoples of the region are presented as a “threatening element” thereby
constructing a perception of threat equivalent to antisemitism. Garaudy contends that this strategy
creates a broader basis of international acceptance for the military and political operations Israel
conducts in Palestine (Garaudy, 2023, p. 85). This situation moves beyond commemorating the
Holocaust as a historical tragedy, transforming the discourse of victimhood into an ideological
foundation for Israel’s policies in the Palestinian territories in order to legitimize the genocidal
policies pursued there. This theological and historical contradiction within Zionist identity manifests
as a form of psychological pathology, whereby the traces of past genocide and victimhood are
transformed into a reactive display of force in actions directed against the Palestinians (isler, 2024,
p. 24; Seving & Goz, 2026, p. 60).

As Garaudy also points out, this strategy functions in particular to provide international
legitimacy for Israel’s military and political operations in Palestine. Similarly, Norman G.
Finkelstein, in The Holocaust Industry, draws attention to the ways in which the Jewish Genocide
has been employed in the service of political and economic interests, emphasizing that American
Jewry has reshaped the Holocaust on an ideological basis and has turned this historical suffering into
a powerful instrument for suppressing criticism directed at Israel. Finkelstein argues that presenting
the genocide solely as a massacre directed against Jews excludes other victim groups, thereby
transforming the Holocaust into a selective instrument of memory. He notes that this narrative has
generated, at the international level, a particular sense of debt and responsibility toward Jews, which
has in turn been converted into material gain through compensation claims. According to Finkelstein,
the elevation of the Holocaust to this untouchable status forecloses critical debate and obstructs the
questioning of historical reality (Finkelstein, 2023, pp. 49, 62). This ideological framework is
likewise emphasized by the Israeli historian Ilan Pappé. According to Pappé, the “hegemonic
narrative” constructed by Zionist ideology distorts and misrepresents historical reality; this narrative
leads even academic circles in countries such as Turkey to conduct their assessments from a Zionist
perspective (Pappé, 2018, p. 16).

Understanding the manner in which the Holocaust has been shaped for political and
ideological purposes is of great importance both for a sound assessment of historical reality and for
recognizing the manipulations employed in contemporary politics. As emphasized by writers and
thinkers such as Pappé, Garaudy and Finkelstein, subjecting these narratives to critical scrutiny not
only helps preserve the objectivity of historical memory but may also contribute to removing the
artificial obstacles standing in the way of demands for justice and peace.

Allegations of Zionist Collaboration with the Nazis during the Holocaust

According to the widely held view among proponents of Zionism, the Zionist movement
foresaw that Jews would face a genocide in the near future and forewarned the Jewish community
accordingly. According to this view, Jews could only be protected from this threat once they
established a sovereign state in their own homeland; otherwise, the Jews of the diaspora would over
time face the danger of annihilation. For this reason, Theodor Herzl argued that the ideal of the
“promised land” ought to constitute the most fundamental cause for every Jew, maintaining that the
realization of this goal would also bring about the end of antisemitism. In the meantime, however,
Jews living in various regions of the world would continue to confront persecution, torture and even
death. Although not himself a religious Jew, Herzl for this reason called upon all Jewish communities
to lend their support to Zionist ideals and to unite around a common political objective (Herzl, 2018,
p. 114; Brenner, 2008, pp. 17-209). Nevertheless, the ideology of Zionism, beyond its social and
political objectives, drew sustenance from the religious teachings and historical experiences of
Judaism. Although the leadership of the movement was assumed by secular and even atheist figures,
religious discourse was frequently invoked in order to persuade the Jewish community and encourage
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mass emigration. This situation, over time, laid the groundwork for the emergence of a subordinate
orientation within Zionist thought known as “Religious Zionism.” At the same time, Zionism was
not embraced by all Jewish communities; it was criticized on various grounds, particularly by secular
opponents and religious congregations alike (Hasanoglu, 2025, p. 259).

One of the most significant events shaping Herzl’s intellectual transformation was the
Dreyfus Affair of 1894, a symbolic instance of antisemitism in modern Europe. The conviction of
Alfred Dreyfus, a Jewish officer serving in the French army, on charges of espionage without
sufficient evidence, revealed that the French judicial system and public opinion were shaped by deep-
seated prejudices against Jews. The Dreyfus Affair drew the attention of broad segments of society
and, in particular, of the influential intellectuals of the period; the fact that figures such as Emile Zola
took up the case and addressed the issue created significant public awareness. In this way, the ground
was prepared for the affair to be discussed internationally as a matter of conscience and politics
(Baysan, 2002, pp. 183—185).

These developments left a profound impression upon Dr. Theodor Herzl, the journalist who
had followed the case closely on the ground, and played a decisive role in his intellectual
transformation. In the face of the spread of antisemitism across the continent, Herzl began to question
the social position and future of the Jews. The institutional antisemitism exposed in the course of the
Dreyfus Affair carried Herzl beyond the search for individual solutions and directed him toward
seeking a political solution for the Jews (Bayraktar, 2020, p. 142). In this respect, the Dreyfus Affair
constituted a strategic opportunity that reinforced the ground of legitimacy for the Zionist movement
and carried the potential to mobilize international Jewish public opinion.

For Herzl, the Dreyfus Affair went beyond being merely an incident that rendered
antisemitism in Europe visible; it constituted a strategic turning point for the launching of a political
campaign through which the Jewish people’s right to establish a nation-state could be advocated at
the international level. Prior to the affair, demands for self-governance and national revival voiced
within various Jewish circles had not found broad resonance, and Jewish nationalism had received
support only within a narrow intellectual milieu. However, the structural discrimination exposed by
the Dreyfus Affair led Herzl to take steps toward producing a collective solution to this issue, beyond
the search for individual remedies. Herzl initially considered alternative paths such as socialist
revolution, mass conversion to Christianity, or assimilation, but ultimately settled upon the idea of
national self-governance for the Jews. In an article he wrote for an American journal in 1899, Herzl
stated, “It was the Dreyfus Affair that made me a Zionist,” thereby explicitly articulating the
symbolic role this case played in his political orientation (Eichler, 2023).

According to Garaudy as well, Herzl recognized that antisemitism functioned not only as a
threat to the Jewish community, but also as an instrumentally useful tool in advancing the political
objectives of Zionism. Herzl regarded antisemitism as a strategic element in justifying Zionist
emigration and the process of statehood; in this respect, he pointed to Ivan V. Simonyi, an antisemite
from Pressburg, as one of the movement’s most fervent supporters of the period. Herzl’s statement
that “the enemies of the Jewish race are right... but let us not be envious, we too shall be happy” is
noteworthy in illustrating how Zionist discourse was, at times, intertwined with antisemitic elements.
This pragmatic approach did not remain confined to the theoretical level alone, but was also borne
out in the practices of the Nazi period. According to documents contained in the secret archives of
the Wilhelmstrasse, an official arrangement was concluded between the Hitler administration and the
Jewish Agency aimed at facilitating the emigration of German Jews to Palestine; within this
framework, a German Foreign Ministry document dated 12 June 1937 stated that this emigration
coincided both with Nazi Germany’s domestic policy objectives and with the aim of establishing a
strong Jewish presence in Palestine. Along the same lines, in a memorandum dated 27 January 1938,
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Clodius, one of Hitler’s advisers, noted that these emigration policies had been reconsidered by the
Fiihrer and that the process was being supported and continued (Garaudy, 2023, pp. 76-77).

With regard to assessing these claims, the scope and functioning of the Haavara Agreement
are of decisive importance. The arrangement, which took shape in the summer of 1933, enabled
German Jews wishing to emigrate to Palestine to transfer a portion of their capital by means of
German export goods (Segev, 1993, pp. 20, 26). According to Segev, the agreement rested upon the
complementary interests of the Nazi administration, which sought to remove Jews from Germany,
and the Zionist movement, which sought to bring them to Palestine. The same assessment also notes
that this convergence of interests did not correspond to the preferences of German Jews themselves,
the majority of whom would have preferred to remain in their country (Segev, 1993, p. 20).
According to Bauer’s calculations, the transfers carried out through Haavara between 1933 and 1939
reached a total of £8,101,500, an amount corresponding to 14.9 percent of the total capital that
entered Palestine during the same period (Bauer, 1994, p. 28). Bauer further demonstrates that, by
the end of the 1930s, Germany no longer had an economic rationale for maintaining the arrangement,
that the element genuinely motivating the Nazi administration was the acceleration of Jewish
emigration, and that Hitler’s personal intervention played a decisive role in keeping the agreement
alive until the end of 1938 (Bauer, 1994, pp. 21, 28). These findings corroborate, through an
independent source, the convergence of interests indicated by the archival documents cited by
Garaudy, while at the same time showing that this convergence arose not from ideological affinity
but from the intersection of opposing motives.

The agreement gave rise to a profound division not only within the Jewish world at large but
also within the Zionist movement itself. The Revisionist leader Vladimir Jabotinsky vehemently
opposed Haavara despite the fact that it increased the emigration of German Jews to Palestine, while
he himself, after 1935, conducted negotiations with the antisemitic Polish administration for the
purpose of facilitating Jewish emigration to Palestine (Bauer, 1994, p. 17). Yitzhak Gruenbaum, one
of the directors of the Jewish Agency, for his part demanded that Haavara be terminated and that an
open struggle against Nazi Germany be launched, even at the cost of the fate of the Jews remaining
in Germany (Segev, 1993, p. 28). Ben-Gurion defended the agreement in this debate, describing his
own position at the 1935 Vaad Leumi meeting with the words that he was “concerned with nothing
else but saving these 500,000 Jews” (Segev, 1993, p. 26). Against this, another statement he made
during the same debate has become central to criticisms concerning the movement’s priorities. Ben-
Gurion said that, were he faced with a choice between saving all the children in Germany by taking
them to England and saving half of them by taking them to Palestine, he would choose the latter,
because before them stood not only the account of these children but also the historical account of
the Jewish people (Segev, 1993, p. 28). As Segev relates, Ben-Gurion’s biographer Shabtai Teveth
interprets this statement as a deliberately extreme rhetorical formulation, made by the speaker in full
awareness that he had no actual means of rescuing these children (Segev, 1993, p. 28). This example
demonstrates that the distinction between prioritization at the level of discourse and an actual
decision of sacrifice must be carefully maintained, and that the available documents do not permit
such statements to be construed as establishing a definitive causal relationship.

On the other hand, statements dating from 1942 by Nathan Yalin-Mor, one of the leaders of
the Stern Group, one of the radical elements within the Zionist movement, likewise indicate that this
cooperation could reach even further dimensions. The efforts undertaken by this Zionist group, in
cooperation with the Nazis, to compel the Jewish population toward emigration coincided with
Germany’s goal of “cleansing” Europe of Jews (Garaudy, 2023, p. 77). These documents and
statements point to the fact that a certain segment of the Zionist movement entered into strategic
convergences, and at times open cooperation, with the antisemitic regimes of the period; they are
significant in demonstrating how contradictory a position a movement claiming to combat
antisemitism could assume within particular historical contexts. At the same time, sources differ in
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emphasis regarding the nature of these contacts. Bauer characterizes the purpose of the contacts that
developed between 1938 and 1941 among Nazi officials such as Eichmann and, at times, Zionist
organizations, and at times Jewish individuals representing only themselves, as the sustaining of
Jewish emigration under conditions in which the British administration was increasingly restricting
entry into Palestine (Bauer, 1994, p. 44). This reading allows these contacts to be assessed not as an
ideological affinity attributable to the movement as a whole, but rather as instrumental initiatives
developed in response to narrowing channels of emigration. In addition, during the period of
Nazism’s rise, Martin Buber, although ostensibly recognized as an intellectual opposed to Nazi
ideology, displayed in his thought, through approaches centering on Jewish supremacy, a mentality
resembling the Nazis’ racist conception. These Hasidic currents of thought bear a resemblance, in
particular, to the calls for violence against Arabs and the discourses of hatred voiced by Lubavitcher
rabbis and other Hasidic leaders (Shahak, 2004, pp. 60-61).

According to David North, had Hitler never existed and had the Nazi massacre never taken
place, it would be impossible to speak of a Zionist movement in the modern sense, nor of the mass
emigration of Jews to Palestine; this indicates that Zionism constructed its historical legitimacy to a
great extent upon the Nazi genocide, and that the movement’s political logic rests upon a causal
relationship established between a nationalist myth and one of the greatest catastrophes of the modern
age (North, 2024, p. 2). Whereas the Jewish population in Palestine had been relatively limited prior
to the rise of Nazi power in 1933, by 1945 this population had reached its highest level in history.
This demographic transformation enabled the Zionist armed organizations to recognize that the
human resources necessary for establishing a state in the territory of Palestine had come into being.
With the spread of the Nazi threat across Europe, Jewish emigration gained momentum; Jewish
communities that had previously hesitated over emigration to Palestine despite various incentives
turned toward the region en masse after this date. This process played a decisive role in shaping the
demographic and political strategy of the Zionist movement (Varol, 2023, p. 18).

Adolf Eichmann, who served as a high-ranking Nazi officer during the Nazi German period
and is alleged to have played a central role in the planning and systematic implementation of the
Jewish genocide (Holocaust), fled to Argentina in the postwar years, but was captured in 1960
through a covert operation organized by the Israeli intelligence service Mossad and taken to Israel
by unlawful means. Eichmann, tried in Jerusalem in 1961 on charges of crimes against humanity and
complicity in genocide, was executed in 1962. It has been argued, however, that this trial went
beyond the establishment of justice and served a political purpose of settling scores. Indeed, David
Ben-Gurion, the Israeli Prime Minister of the time, regarded Eichmann's trial as an opportunity to
expose the relations alleged to have been established between the Nazi regime and certain Arab
leaders. Ben-Gurion’s rhetoric laid the groundwork for a form of propaganda suggesting that there
might be good individuals among the Germans, but that there was no one good among the Arabs
(Arendt, 2016, pp. 20, 23).

The meaning Ben-Gurion attached to the trial can also be traced in the texts he himself
authored. In his response to a proposal by Nahum Goldmann, President of the World Zionist
Organization, for an international tribunal following Eichmann’s capture, Ben-Gurion argued that
the catastrophe inflicted upon the Jewish people could not be regarded as an ordinary component of
the crimes the Nazis had committed against humanity, that the purpose of the trial was less
punishment than the exposure, in all its dimensions, of the crimes of the Nazi regime, and that this
task fell, by virtue of “historical justice and the honor of the Jewish people,” to an Israeli court within
the sovereign Jewish state (Ben-Gurion, 1972, pp. 575-576). The same texts also contain Ben-
Gurion’s statements to the effect that numerous Nazis of German and Arab origin who had
participated in the massacre of Jews were present within the administrations of neighboring
countries, and that world public opinion needed to be warned as to whose footsteps those planning
Israel’s destruction were following (Ben-Gurion, 1972, p. 575). These statements partially
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corroborate, through Ben-Gurion’s own discourse, the Arendt-derived assessments regarding the
interweaving of the trial’s legal function with its political function.

This approach was aimed, within the geopolitical conjuncture of the period, at portraying the
Arab world as an anti-Israel bloc and at influencing international public opinion. The trial process,
however, resulted in a “fiasco” as far as Israel was concerned. Israel not only failed to achieve these
political objectives but also brought to light the contacts and secret agreements established during
the war years between Zionist leaders and Nazi officials. As Hannah Arendt points out, the
presentation in court of documents relating to the Kastner-Eichmann agreement damaged the moral
legitimacy of Eichmann’s trial and created serious fissures in the historical narrative of the Israeli
state (Arendt, 2016, pp. 20, 23). This situation opened to discussion, beyond Eichmann's individual
crimes, the strategic choices and ethical boundaries of the Zionist movement during the wartime
period as well.

The documents and testimonies that came to light in the Eichmann trial provided significant
evidence regarding the cooperation between Zionist officials and the Nazi regime; this situation laid
the groundwork for serious debate as to whether Zionist leaders had disregarded or sacrificed the
broader Jewish population in pursuit of their own political objectives. In this context, the agreement
concluded between Dr. Rudolf Kastner, representing the Zionist movement, and the German officer
Adolf Eichmann stands out as a concrete example of these criticisms. According to the agreement,
in exchange for permitting several thousand members of the Jewish Agency and the Palestine Zionist
Organization to emigrate to Palestine by unlawful means, the maintenance of "order" in the
deportation and administration of hundreds of thousands of Jews within the Nazi concentration
camps was guaranteed. Eichmann, in statements he later gave, indicated that this small number of
Jews sent to Palestine were all active members of Zionist organizations and were regarded, in his
own words, as the “best biological material.” This situation reinforced the allegations that the Zionist
movement, driven by ideological motives, had granted priority solely to the rescue of a particular
segment. Kastner's cooperation with the Nazis provoked considerable reaction within Israeli public
opinion and the legal system after the war; indeed, Benjamin Halevi, one of the judges presiding over
the case, stated in his assessment of Kastner’s conduct that he had, in effect, “sold his soul to the
devil” (Arendt, 2016, p. 54). This development came to occupy a central place in debates questioning
the historical responsibility and ethical boundaries of the Zionist movement.

Subsequent research into the Kastner case has considerably elaborated the context in which
this judicial assessment took shape. As Bauer relates, the trial began as a libel suit brought against
Malkiel Grunwald, who had written that Kastner, through negotiating with the Nazis to save a
trainload of Jews, had abandoned the remainder of Hungarian Jewry to its fate; through the strategy
of defense counsel Shmuel Tamir, the proceedings effectively turned into a trial of Kastner himself
(Bauer, 1994, p. 145). The train that departed Budapest in June 1944 ultimately carried 1,684 people.
It is recorded that the selection of passengers was undertaken not by Kastner alone, but by a
committee headed by Otto Komoly that also included a representative of the Orthodox community,
that Kastner sought to give assurance of the seriousness of the undertaking by placing his own family
on the train as well, and that he regarded the train as the first breach to be opened in the policy of
mass extermination (Bauer, 1994, pp. 198-199). Against this, Moshe Krausz, a witness of the period,
accused Kastner of sending people to their deaths and of having fallen victim to a blatant Nazi
deception (Bauer, 1994, p. 198). This difference in emphasis among the sources demonstrates the
difficulty of reducing the case to a one-dimensional narrative of collaboration.

The subsequent stage of the judicial process demonstrates that the claims addressed in this
article cannot be grounded in a single court ruling. The Israeli Supreme Court overturned Halevi’s
decision on its merits in 1958; Justice Shimon Agranat, in the majority opinion, stated that Kastner’s
sole purpose in pursuing the negotiations to the end had been to save the greatest possible number of
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Jews under the conditions of the period, and that the privileged train ought to be regarded as a
byproduct of these negotiations. The same ruling recorded that all the communal leaders of the
period, including representatives of the Revisionist movement, had supported the course Kastner
pursued (Segev, 1993, pp. 306-307). Justice Heshin, for his part, wrote that a cooperation undertaken
without ill intent and directed toward rescue could not be branded a moral failure (Segev, 1993, p.
308). Before this ruling was announced, Kastner was murdered in Tel Aviv in March 1957 by
perpetrators linked to a far-right underground organization (Segev, 1993, p. 308). It is notable that
Halevi himself, the author of the original ruling’s iconic phrase, stated years later that the expression
“sold his soul to the devil” had been a misunderstood and unnecessary embellishment, and that he
would not have used it had he rewritten the decision (Segev, 1993, p. 310). This picture reveals that
the judicial assessment reported by Arendt remained contested even within the Israeli legal system
itself, and that the Kastner case points not so much to the concept of political collaboration as to the
problem of the moral limits of negotiation conducted under conditions of genocide.

As Bauer demonstrates, Eichmann informed Brand in April 1944 that he was prepared to
release one million Jews in exchange for a suitable price, with demands soon taking concrete shape
in the form of ten thousand trucks and various consumer goods (Bauer, 1994, p. 163). When the offer
reached the leadership of the Jewish Agency, Gruenbaum, chairman of the Rescue Committee,
characterized it as “a diabolical provocation,” while Ben-Gurion argued that the seemingly fantastical
nature of the offer did not diminish its seriousness, and that the risk had to be taken even if the chance
of success were only one in a million (Segev, 1993, p. 94). The position adopted by Ben-Gurion and
Moshe Shertok in their meeting with the British High Commissioner MacMichael was that no goods
whatsoever could be handed over to the Nazis, but that the negotiations had to be pursued given the
possibility of saving lives (Bauer, 1994, p. 174). The initiative came to nothing, owing both to the
attitude of the Allies, who regarded the offer as a maneuver designed to detach the Western alliance
from the Soviet Union, and to the British policy of leaking the matter to the press (Segev, 1993, p.
94). A similar pattern can be traced in the Europa Plan initiative of the Working Group in Slovakia,
which envisaged payment in exchange for halting deportations from Europe. According to Bauer,
Himmler permitted these negotiations to continue for tactical reasons, while the SS officer serving
as the interlocutor, Wisliceny, strung along the Jewish negotiators with promises he had no authority
to keep (Bauer, 1994, pp. 99-100). These examples show that Zionist actors and Jewish rescue
organizations did in fact press the available channels of negotiation to their limit, but that the outcome
was determined to a great extent by the intentions of the Nazi administration and the priorities of the
Allies.

One of the most comprehensive assessments of this entire body of negotiating experience
likewise belongs to Bauer. Bauer notes that, under conditions of war in which rescue through
resistance or escape had ceased to be a realistic option, negotiation with the killers became, to all
appearances, the only avenue of escape; that the negotiators assumed enormous personal and social
risks; and that, against all logic, some lives were saved by this means. In his view, figures such as
Kastner and Brand, whatever their personal flaws, ought to be judged less by their success or failure
than by whether they tried at all (Bauer, 1994, pp. 259-260). This interpretation represents the
strongest counter-reading that can be set against the allegations of sacrifice examined in this article.
The difference between the two approaches relates, to a considerable extent, to whether the same
facts are interpreted at the level of intention or at the level of outcome.

The task of grounding these ethical and political inquiries in a documentary basis has, in
particular, acquired a new dimension through the comprehensive study of Lenni Brenner. The
accounts contained in Lenni Brenner’s work 51 Documents: Zionist Collaboration with the Nazis,
published in 2002, encompass contacts and correspondence alleged to have taken place during the
1930s and 1940s between certain Zionist organizations and Nazi officials. Brenner presents these
documents as evidence of a cooperation established by the Zionist movement with the Nazi regime
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for purposes such as “rescuing the Jewish people” or “facilitating emigration to Palestine.” Brenner
grounds this thesis in fifty-one primary sources compiled from archival documents, official
correspondence and Zionist publications of the period (Brenner, 2008, pp. 115-120). This
cooperation, according to the work, laid the groundwork—both in its economic and political
dimensions—for the implementation of the Nazi regime’s antisemitic policies, particularly within
the framework of the Haavara Agreement, through which certain Zionist groups are alleged to have
concluded pragmatic-level agreements with the Nazi administration aimed at facilitating the transfer
of the Jewish population in Germany to Palestine, while at the same time being regarded by Zionist
leaders as a strategic opportunity to strengthen the Jewish presence in Palestine.

According to Garaudy as well, certain Zionist leaders, through establishing direct or indirect
contacts with the Nazi regime, transformed Hitler’s genocidal policy against the Jews into a process
rendered “functional” for Zionist purposes. In order to direct Jewish communities toward Palestine
and to shift the demographic structure there in favor of the Zionist movement, this tragedy was
treated, in effect, as a strategic opportunity (Garaudy, 2014, p. 327). Another dimension of this
approach is set out by Bernard Lewis. According to him, Jews who had initially remained distant
from Zionist thought embraced Zionism through a radical shift in direction in the face of mounting
attacks, discrimination, mass emigration and an atmosphere of violence, a development that
accelerated the process of mass settlement in Palestine (Lewis, 1996, pp. 215-216).

This orientation pointed to by Lewis combined with the organizational efforts of the
movement to deepen the process of settlement. During this period, the Zionist movement organized
extensive propaganda campaigns aimed at encouraging emigration, mobilized its financial resources,
and systematically supported the settlement process through infrastructure investment. Despite all
these efforts, however, the demographic balance of the region did not shift in favor of the Jews
(Armaoglu, 2007, p. 200). The Muslim population of Palestine retained its majority status in the face
of relatively limited Jewish immigration, and this situation posed a serious obstacle to the ideal of
“securing a population majority,” one of the central objectives of the Zionist project. This
demographic impasse directed the Zionist leadership toward a more planned and intensive emigration
strategy, and new policies were developed aimed at establishing, through Jewish settlers, a permanent
political, economic and social presence in the region. While the systematic genocide inflicted by
Nazi Germany upon the Jewish people became lodged in Jewish history as a profound trauma, it was
at the same time regarded as an “Opportunity” for the Zionist movement and transformed the
ideological ground of Zionist ideals as well. The propaganda conducted during the rise of Nazism
and the course of the Holocaust rendered Zionism a more attractive option for many Jews who had
initially remained distant from the idea of a Jewish state in Palestine. During this period, the wave of
emigration toward Palestine increased; Zionist discourse began to gain broader acceptance through
its claim of securing the safety of the Jewish people on a global scale. Furthermore, the sense of
moral responsibility created by the West’s failure to take adequate measures during the Holocaust
reinforced international support for the establishment of the State of Israel and strengthened the
legitimacy of the state that was to be founded (Aytiirk, 2022, p. 219).

Ben-Gurion’s own memoirs allow us to trace the connection he drew between rescue,
emigration and the objective of statehood. Ben-Gurion writes that the consequences of Nazism in
Europe demonstrated to every Jew the potential danger of remaining stateless, that even communities
which had lived in peace with their neighbors for centuries and were nearly assimilated found
themselves without security, and that this experience turned many Jews toward Israel not as victims
of persecution but as individuals who had come to believe in the necessity of a Jewish national home
(Ben-Gurion, 1970, p. 164). This retrospective narrative exemplifies, in the founding leader’s own
words, the manner in which the experience of the Holocaust was transformed into a ground of
legitimacy for the objective of statehood. Zionist organizations held that securing a population
majority was essential for establishing a Jewish state in Palestine, and, to this end, developed
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intensive emigration policies aimed at directing the Jewish population of Europe toward the region.
However, the reluctance of a significant portion of Jewish communities to undertake this emigration
laid the groundwork for certain Zionist leaders to become open to tactical cooperation with the
authoritarian regimes of the period, particularly the Nazi administration. According to Brenner, the
official documents pertaining to such cooperation were, for a long period, prevented from being made
public owing to various political pressures; furthermore, certain Zionist circles sought to obscure this
process in order to prevent the emergence of these documents, to cover up such instances of
cooperation, or to diminish their impact. In his view, these documents not only reveal the strategic
orientation of the Zionist movement but also render visible the internal contradictions and divisions
it produced within Jewish society. This relationship, however, gave rise to serious debate both within
the Zionist movement and in Jewish public opinion more broadly; religious Jewish circles, in
particular, criticized this process harshly. Brenner notes that Orthodox Jews regarded Zionism as “a
monstrous current driving their own religion into heresy” (Brenner, 2008, p. 10). This situation may
be regarded as a historical projection of the ideological conflicts between the secular orientation of
the Zionist movement and traditional religious Judaism.

This ideological opposition did not remain confined to the level of discourse alone, but also
manifested itself in significant forms of resistance to the Zionist movement among Jewish
communities in various regions. Moreover, factors such as the fact that religious Jews regarded
Zionism as a non-religious ideology, that opposition to Zionism was quite strong among the Jewish
communities of Germany, and that these circles did not wish to see the World Zionist Congress held
in Germany, reinforce the claims that the Zionist movement may have developed a more distant,
even punitive, attitude toward the Jews of Germany. Indeed, Rabbi Isaac Breuer, one of the leading
Orthodox thinkers of the period, openly declared that this ideology would drive the Jewish people
toward catastrophe and even death, stating that “Zionism is the most terrible enemy that has befallen
the Jewish nation” (Rabkin, 2014, pp. 220-221).

Brenner, addressing comprehensively the correspondence that took place between Zionist
leaders and Nazi officials, sets out through these documents the fundamental priorities of Zionist
strategy during the period. What stands out in particular within this correspondence are the demands
aimed at accelerating Jewish emigration to Palestine. Brenner regards these documents as significant
for understanding both the political imagination of the period and the moral boundaries of the Zionist
movement. Within this framework, the letters of Vladimir Jabotinsky—founder of Revisionist
Zionism and regarded as the ideologue of the Likud Party, influential within Israel’s right-wing
political tradition—stand among the important examples reflecting Zionist ideology’s approach to
emigration. Jabotinsky states that the “sacrifice” Zionism expected of Jews consisted in relinquishing
their possessions and emigrating to Palestine for the sake of freedom, in pursuit of the ideal of liberty
and national rebirth. Jabotinsky regards this emigration not merely as necessary for Jewish liberation,
but as an indispensable instrument for establishing Jewish sovereignty. In response to criticisms
directed at him to the effect that these amounted to “sacrifices made to the Zionist devil,” he
emphasizes that the subject and object of this sacrifice were the Jewish people themselves. In his
words, those sacrificed would not constitute a cost, but rather an indispensable value on the path
toward the rebuilding of Israel (Brenner, 2008, p. 38). This reading, conducted through both official
correspondence and ideological texts, thus offers, within Brenner’s study, an important framework
for understanding the moral and strategic line pursued by the Zionist movement, particularly in
moments of crisis.

The meaning Jabotinsky attached to emigration appears as part of a broader design. In
writings composed on the eve of the war, Jabotinsky argued that the economic and social position of
East-Central European Jewry had become untenable, and that mass evacuation constituted “the only
remedy against the cancer of the Jewish predicament” (Jabotinsky, 1940, pp. 114-115; Jabotinsky,
1942, p. 124). It is recorded that Jabotinsky, in 1936, argued that at least two-thirds of Polish Jewry
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ought to be included within the scope of evacuation, and that he preferred the term “evacuation”
because it evoked an orderly, planned rescue operation (Jabotinsky, 1940, pp. 114-115). As Segev
relates, the Revisionist press, in the wartime debates over rescue, used this evacuation plan as a trump
card against the labor movement, directing at rescue-fund initiatives the criticism that “you are too
late, you missed the opportunity,” by way of this very plan (Segev, 1993, p. 105). This context shows
that the discourse of sacrifice reported by Brenner cannot be considered apart from the evacuation
program, which can also be read as an early warning against the danger awaiting European Jewry.

In the interview Brenner conducted in 1981 with the Zionist rabbi Joachim Prinz, who
survived the Nazi massacre and emigrated to the United States, an important historical testimony is
offered for understanding the complex and multilayered relationship the Zionist movement
developed with the Nazi regime during the 1930s. The interview aims in particular to bring to light
the dilemmas faced by the Jewish community in Germany in confronting Nazi power and the
strategies pursued by Zionist circles within this context. Throughout the interview, Prinz states that
the majority of Jews in Germany had adopted an assimilationist orientation, but that this approach
became both dangerous and unworkable with the rise of the Nazi regime. According to him, the
Zionist approach, which argued that Jewish identity ought to be recognized as a political and cultural
reality rather than suppressed, inevitably came into conflict with Nazi power, while at the same time
paradoxically giving rise to relations of overlapping interest in certain areas (Brenner, 2008, p. 144).

In his responses to the questions posed by Brenner, Prinz states that certain Zionist circles
established dialogue with Nazi officials with the aim of facilitating Jewish emigration, and that this
situation was regarded, under the extraordinary conditions of the period, as an “inevitable” strategic
choice. One of the central points emphasized in the interview is that this interaction did not signify
that the Zionists approved of or embraced Nazi ideology. On the contrary, according to Prinz, these
contacts should be read as a necessary tactic aimed at securing the future of the Jewish community
(Brenner, 2008, pp. 144-153). Throughout the interview, Brenner treats Prinz’s account not merely
as an individual testimony, but also as a reflection of the Zionist discourse of the period. In this
respect, Prinz’s words allow for a reconsideration of the moral and political consequences of the
contested contacts pursued by the Zionist movement within its historical context. The interview
constitutes a historical document of particular significance in rendering visible the tense network of
relations that emerged during the process of directing the Jews of Germany toward Palestine.

The question of priority between the goal of emigration to Palestine and the rescue of
European Jewry can also be traced in the internal correspondence of the Yishuv leadership itself. An
internal memorandum, cited by Segev and drafted in early 1943 by Apolinari Hartglass, coordinator
of the Rescue Committee, acknowledges that the committee could not even dream of rescuing more
than tens of thousands of people, and argues that, this being the case, the efforts undertaken should
at least yield some political gain from a Zionist point of view (Segev, 1993, p. 99). Gruenbaum, the
committee’s chairman, described his own task with the words “we have been charged with bearing
witness to death,” a statement reflecting the sense of helplessness that prevailed among the leadership
of the period (Segev, 1993, p. 99). Segev further relates that, during this same period, internal party
struggles within Yishuv politics were at times able to take precedence over developments in Europe,
and that Ben-Gurion, in a speech delivered immediately after Kristallnacht, said, “I confess my sin:
in these terrible days when the catastrophe has begun, I am still more troubled by the elections of the
party branch in Tel Aviv” (Segev, 1993, p. 105). This evidence lends documented support to the
criticisms suggesting that rescue activity did not always occupy first place in the institutional
hierarchy of priorities.

By contrast, both the actors of the period and certain historians argue that this picture cannot
be read independently of the actual capacity for action that existed at the time. Shimon Peres, one of
Ben-Gurion’s close associates, contends that information remained fragmented during the war years,
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that censorship narrowed every possible avenue of protest, that the true scale of the catastrophe could
only be grasped after the war had ended, and that Ben-Gurion, while never abandoning hope of
rescue, simply could not see how these people might actually be saved (Peres & Landau, 2011, pp.
80, 85-87). Bauer, for his part, explains the position of the Jews during the Second World War
through the metaphor of a multiple trap, emphasizing that the actors caught between the Allies’
reluctance to help, the Nazis’ determination to exterminate, and the Jews’ own powerlessness were
left with options that were extremely limited (Bauer, 1994, p. 257). Taken together, these two levels
of assessment suggest that while the critique of misplaced priorities carries real force, the available
evidence does not support turning it into a definitive claim of causality that the broader Jewish
population was knowingly sacrificed.

When the allegations concerning the contacts between the Nazis and the Zionists are
considered together, it can be said that this relationship stemmed less from ideological affinity than
from the conditions of the period. Indeed, the Nazi regime’s policy of removing Jews from Germany
and the Zionist movement’s objective of accelerating emigration to Palestine intersected during a
particular period. This intersection indicates that the relationship unfolded at a pragmatic level. Bauer
likewise describes this convergence in the pre-war period as a distinctive intersection of interests
arising from the fact that the Nazis wished to “expel” while the Jews wished to “rescue” (Bauer,
1994, p. 259). This demonstrates that both sides acted from differing motivations, and that this
tactical-level convergence of interests took shape upon a transient ground. Nevertheless, both actors
underlying this cooperation, each in pursuit of its own objectives, represented different facets of an
evil that opened deep wounds in the history of humanity.

Conclusion

This study has examined, from a critical perspective, the relations established by the Zionist
movement with the Nazi regime within the context of the Holocaust. The data examined indicate that
certain Zionists established contacts with the Nazi administration at various levels, in pursuit of
particular strategic interests, even as the Jewish people were undergoing this great tragedy. These
relations bore a pragmatic character, oriented toward the objectives of encouraging emigration to
Palestine and strengthening the Jewish presence there. At the same time, the study has also shown
that these contacts were not conducted by a single will binding the movement as a whole, and that,
as seen in the case of Haavara, they could meet with fierce opposition from within the movement
itself.

The allegations put forward indicate that certain Zionist actors relegated their own people to
secondary importance in pursuit of national objectives. The fact that decisions were taken within a
setting that produced fatal consequences does not, however, mean that the actors intended those
consequences. Nevertheless, it can be concluded that Zionist discourse regarded antisemitism not
merely as a threat but as an element that lent momentum to a national project, and was thus capable
of employing hostility toward Jews in a strategic manner. Within this framework, it should be
emphasized that the Holocaust constitutes a multilayered historical event in which, alongside the
Nazi massacre, the political and moral choices made among Jewish elites themselves were also
rendered a matter of contention.

The relations between the Nazis and the Zionists have given rise to the argument that Zionist
actors placed national objectives ahead of the priority of rescue. This interpretation finds support
both in Ben-Gurion’s controversial statements regarding rescue priorities and in the testimonies that
came to light during the Eichmann trial. The counter-interpretation, by contrast, reads these same
facts as necessary negotiations undertaken to save lives at a time when the options of resistance and
escape had been foreclosed. This reading rests upon the 1958 ruling of the Israeli Supreme Court,
upon testimonies concerning the conditions of censorship and powerlessness that prevailed at the
time, and upon Bauer’s comprehensive assessment of the history of these negotiations. The historical

www.turkishstudies.net/economy



1454 Ahmet Isler - [Than Celiker

constraints underlying this counter-interpretation find concrete expression in the Allies’ policies,
which did not treat rescue as a priority, and in the Nazi administration’s determination to carry out
extermination.

The role of the Zionist movement during the course of the Holocaust calls for renewed
examination in terms of both political strategies and ethical responsibilities. The political line
adopted by Zionist leaders during this period must be assessed within the framework of the pursuit
of demographic superiority and the emigration policies pursued to that end, particularly in service of
the objective of establishing a Jewish state in Palestine. The use of the human catastrophe produced
by the Holocaust as a ground legitimizing Jewish emigration to Palestine renders the historical
position of the Zionist movement a matter of contention. The analyses undertaken in this context
provide an important foundation for broader debates that interrogate the role Zionism has played in
modern Jewish history and the moral obligations it bears.

Finally, the contribution of this study should be sought in its provision of a conceptual
framework that allows the moral dilemmas arising under conditions of genocide, selective rescue
policies, the tension between national objectives and emigration strategies, and the limited capacity
for political action to be considered together. The question of how this historical experience has been
transformed, within contemporary politics, into a framework of reference—particularly in the context
of the Palestinian question—together with the criticisms of instrumentalization to which the article
has pointed through the literature, constitutes the subject of a separate and systematic inquiry in its
own right. For the instrumentalist logic of the Zionist movement, which failed to take into account
even the Jews of Germany in pursuit of its own objectives, has become clearly visible today through
the genocidal practices carried out in Palestine and Gaza. Within this framework, the manner in
which Zionism has, in pursuit of its goal of the “promised land,” overstepped every human and moral
boundary has been concretely demonstrated within a continuous historical process.
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Nazi Almanyasi ve Siyonist Hareket Arasindaki Etkilesimler: Holokost Dénemi Uzerine Bir
Inceleme

Giris

Birinci Diinya Savasi’nin 1918 sonbaharinda sona ermesiyle birlikte, galip devletler
uluslararast sistemi kendi ¢ikarlari dogrultusunda yeniden sekillendirmek amaciyla Paris Barig
Konferansi’nmi toplamiglardir. 18 Ocak 1919’da Versailles Sarayi’nda baglayan konferansin temel
giindemi, bar1g antlagmalarinin hazirlanmasi ve yeni bir kiiresel diizenin insasiydi. Ancak Fransa ve
Ingiltere gibi onde gelen miittefikler, Almanya’nmn siyasi, askeri ve ekonomik bakimdan
etkisizlestirilmesini dncelikli hedef haline getirmistir. Bu dogrultuda alinan kararlar, Almanya’y1
savasin tek sorumlusu ilan ederek ona agir yiikiimliiliikler getirmistir. Ustelik baris goriismeleri
sirasinda yenik devletlerin temsilcilerinin diglanmasi, alinan kararlarin tek tarafli ve cezalandirici bir
karakter kazanmasina neden olmustur (Armaoglu, 2017, s. 136-137).

Paris Baris Konferansi’nin sonunda imzalanan Versailles Antlasmasi (28 Haziran 1919),
Almanya’ya hem toprak kaybi hem askeri sinirlamalar hem de yiiksek savas tazminatlar1 gibi agir
kosullar dayatmistir. Bu durum, Almanya’da ekonomik ¢okiisii, issizligi ve toplumsal huzursuzlugu
derinlestirmistir. Almanya'nin yasadigt bu kriz ortami, 1920’li yillarda fasist ideolojilerin
yiikselmesine, dislayici ve otoriter politikalarin toplumsal mesruiyet kazanmasma zemin
hazirlamistir (Yakut, 2018, s. 199-203). Almanya’nin bu ¢ok boyutlu krizleri, merkez partilerin
zayiflamasina ve radikal sagci hareketlerin giic kazanmasina neden olmustur. Bu ortamda 1933’te
Adolf Hitler liderligindeki Nasyonal-Sosyalist Alman Isci Partisi (Nazi Partisi) iktidara gelmistir.
Hitler, kisa siire i¢inde cumhurbaskan1 yetkilerini de ele gecirerek kendisini “Fiihrer” ilan etmis,
diger tiim siyasi partileri yasaklamis ve Nazi Almanyasi’nin totaliter rejimini kurmustur (Armaoglu,
2017, s. 215-216). Bu gelismeler, hem i¢ siyasetteki otoriterlesmeyi hem de dislayici ideolojilerin
kurumsallagmasini hizlandirmistir. Yahudi karsithigi, bu siiregte Nazi sdyleminin merkezinde yer
almis ve kitlesel bir nefret objesi haline getirilmistir.

Hitler’e gore Almanya’nin tiim sorunlarinin kaynagi Versailles Antlagmasi, uluslararasi
kapitalistler, Marksistler ve 6zellikle Yahudiler ile onlarin ulus karsit1 faaliyetleriydi. Hitler, giiclii
bir Alman toplumu yaratmak i¢in kiiltiirel ve biyolojik bir “saflastirma” gerektigini savunmus; bu
dogrultuda Aryan olmayan unsurlarin, basta Yahudilerin, toplumdan uzaklastirilmasini bir
zorunluluk olarak gormiistiir. Yahudileri, insanliga zarar veren, asalak gibi yasayan, her felaketten
az zararla siyrilan ve goglerle yayilmis bir tehdit olarak tanimlamistir. Ona gore Yahudiler, hem
Alman milletinin hem de insanligin diismanlariydi. Bu anlayisla Nazi rejimi, 6zellikle Yahudilere
yonelik sistematik baski, ayrimcilik ve siddeti serbest birakmis; bu politikalar kisa siirede toplumsal
diizeyde mesruiyet kazanmistir (Hitler, 2016, s. 296-297, 440-456; Shirer, 1968, s. 675; Roberts,
2022, s. 655).
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Bu dislayici ideolojik yapi, Avrupa’da Yahudilere karsi tarih boyunca var olan ayrimeilikla
birleserek Holokost’a zemin hazirlamistir. Yahudi halki daha 6nce de biiyiik siirgiinler ve kitlesel
siddet olaylar1 yasamustir. MO 586’da Yahuda Kralligi'min Babiller tarafindan isgal edilmesi,
Siileyman Mabedi'nin yikilmasi ve seckin kesimin Babil'e siirtilmesi, Yahudi tarihindeki ilk biiytik
siirgiindiir. Ikinci biiyiik siirgiin ise MO 74’te Kudiis Tapinagi’ min Romalilar tarafindan yikilmasi ve
Yahudilerin diinyanin dort bir yanina dagilmasiyla yasanmistir. Ayrica Hiristiyanlik tarihinde Hz.
[sanin carmiha gerilmesinden Yahudilerin kolektif olarak sorumlu tutulmasi, Roma
Imparatorlugu’nda Hiristiyanligin resmi din haline gelmesiyle Yahudilere yonelik ayrimciligi daha
da derinlestirmistir. 11. ylizyildan itibaren ise dini nitelikli Yahudi diismanligi, Avrupa'da gelisen
irke1 milliyetcilikle birleserek Yahudilere yonelik katliam, zuliim ve siirgiinleri dogurmustur (Arslan,
2006, s. 13, 15-63).

Tim bu tarihsel arka planin iizerine insa edilen Nazi antisemitizmi, 1933-1945 yillar
arasinda uygulamaya konulan Holokost ile doruk noktasina ulagmistir. Holokost, 6liim ve ¢alisma
kamplar1, gaz odalari, zorunlu aglik ve kitlesel infazlar yoluyla yaklasik alti milyon Yahudi’nin yok
edildigi sistematik ve planli bir soykirim olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Nazi Partisi’nin 1933’te iktidara
gelmesiyle baglayan siiregte, “Yahudi yasalar1” adi verilen ayrimci diizenlemelerle Yahudilerin i
hayati, kamu hizmetleri ve sosyal yasamdan diglanmasi saglanmistir. 1938’de yasanan “Kristal
Gece” olayinda Yahudi evleri, igyerleri ve sinagoglar kitlesel siddetle tahrip edilmistir. II. Diinya
Savagt’nin baslamasiyla 1939°da, Almanya’nin isgal ettigi bolgelerde Yahudiler gettolara zorla
yerlestirilmis ve kotii kosullarda yasamaya mecbur birakilmistir. 1941-1942 yillarinda Nazi rejimi,
engelli bireyleri hedef alan “T4 Program1” kapsaminda 6tanazi uygulamalarini baglatmis, zihinsel ve
fiziksel engelliler toplama kamplarina gonderilmistir. Ayn1 donemde “6liim kamplar1” kurulmus ve
Yahudilerin kitlesel imhas1 i¢in gaz odalar1 ile “mobil 6ldiirme birlikleri” devreye sokulmustur.
1942°de yiiriirliige giren “Son Céziim” planiyla, Avrupa’daki Yahudi niifusunun sistematik ve toplu
sekilde yok edilmesi hedeflenmistir. Olim kamplarinda milyonlarca insan gaz odalarinda
oldiiriilmiis ve cesetleri yakilarak imha edilmistir. 1945’te Miittefik giliclerin Nazi Almanyasi’ni
yenmesi ve toplama kamplarinin kurtarilmasiyla Holokost sona ermis, geride insanlik tarihinin en
karanlik donemlerinden biri ve agir travmalar birakan milyonlarca kurban kalmistir.
(encyclopedia.ushmm.org; www.yadvashem.org.; Cehreli, 2023, s. 166-170).

20. yiizyilin en karanlik donemlerinden biri olan Holokost, Nazi rejiminin yiiriittigii
sistematik imha politikalarinin yaninda bu siirecte farkli Yahudi gruplarinin ve aktérlerinin oynadigi
rollerle de ¢ok boyutlu bir tarihsel olaydir. Ozellikle Siyonist hareketin, Nazi ydnetimiyle cesitli
diizeylerde yuriittiigii temaslar ve yaptig1 anlagsmalar, tarihsel, siyasi ve etik diizlemde yogun
tartismalara konu olmustur. Bu ¢alisma, s6z konusu iligkileri ideolojik baglamlartyla birlikte analiz
ederek, Siyonist hareketin Holokost siirecindeki konumunu yeniden degerlendirmeyi
amaglamaktadir. Tarihsel yontem gergevesinde nitel bir arastirma yaklagimi benimsenen ¢alisma,
Siyonist ideolojinin, Yahudi halkinin kitlesel kiyimlara ugradigi bir donemde sergiledigi siyasi
tutumun ahlaki ve tarihsel sorumlulugunu sorgulamakta; ayrica bu baglamda Siyonizmin, Yahudi
halkim  kendi ideolojik hedefleri dogrultusunda kullanma potansiyeline dikkat c¢ekmeyi
amaglamaktadir. Bunun yaninda Holokost’un Nazi barbarligiyla siirli olmayan, ayn1 zamanda
donemin Siyonist aktorlerinin eylemleri ve ihmalleriyle de sekillenen ¢cok katmanl bir trajedi oldugu
yoniinde bir tartisma zemini olusturulmasi hedeflenmektedir. Ayrica Yahudi karsitligi (antisemitizm)
ile Siyonist sOylem arasindaki iligki kavramsal diizeyde tartisilmis, Holokost propagandasinin
boyutu, Filistin'e goc¢ stratejileri ve “kurtulus” sdylemi gibi temalar, donemin kosullar i¢inde
yorumlanmustir.

Caligmanin kavramsal gercevesi, bu tartismali alanda sik sik i¢ ige gegen kategorilerin
birbirinden ayrigtirtlmasin gerektirmektedir. Nazi rejimiyle temas kurulmasi ile Nazi ideolojisinin
benimsenmesi, kurtarma amagli miizakere ile siyasi is birligi, sinirli gruplarn kurtarilmasina 6ncelik
verilmesi ile genis kitlelerin bilingli bicimde gozden ¢ikarilmasi arasindaki farklar, analitik diizeyde
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korunmas1 gereken ayrimlardir. Benzer bicimde, bir kararin 6liimciil sonuglar iiretmesi ile karar
vericinin bu sonucu amaglamig olmasi ayni anlama gelmemektedir. Nazi-Yahudi miizakereleri
literatiiriiniin 6nde gelen isimlerinden Yehuda Bauer, ahlaki vaaz ile tarihsel yorumun birbirine
karistirilmasinin arastirmaci agisindan ciddi bir tehlike olusturdugunu, 6nce tarihsel meselelerin
ardindan bunlarin gerisindeki ahlaki sorularin tanimlanmasi gerektigini vurgulamaktadir (Bauer,
1994, s. 146). Bu calisma da degerlendirmelerini, aktorlerin niyetlerine iliskin kesin hiikiimlerden
cok kararlarin belgelenebilir sonuglarina dayandirmay1 amaglamaktadir?.

Holokost Baglaminda Siyonistlerin Nazilerle Is Birligi Yaptigina Dair Bir
Degerlendirme

20. ylzyiln ilk yarisi, diinya tarihinde koklii siyasal doniisiimlerin ve biiyiik insani
trajedilerin yasandig1 bir donem olmustur. Bu dénemin en yikici olaylarindan biri olan Holokost,
Yahudi toplumunda derin etkiler yaratmistir. Holokost’un tarihsel baglami incelenirken, donemin
aktorleri ve farkli siyasal hareketlerin bu siirecteki tutumlar1 da arastirma konusu haline gelmistir.
Bu cercevede, Siyonist hareketin Holokost siirecindeki pozisyonuna yonelik bazi tartismalar
akademik literatiirde yer bulmus; hareketin Nazi rejimiyle iliskilerine dair farkli yorumlar giindeme
gelmistir.

Antisemitizmin sadece bireysel 6nyargi ya da dini hoggoriisiizliikten ibaret bir olgu olmadigi,
aksine tarihsel siire¢ icinde toplumsal ve siyasal yapilari derinden etkileyen koklii bir ideolojik
gelenek haline geldigi, Yahudi topluluklarinin antisemitizmle miicadele kapsaminda olusturdugu
cesitli kaynaklarda acik bi¢cimde dile getirilmektedir. Bu baglamda Yahudi Ajansi (The Jewish
Agency) tarafindan desteklenen “Understanding Antisemitism” adli platform, antisemitizmin
tarihsel gelisimini bes temel baslik altinda incelemektedir: dinsel, ekonomik, milliyetgi, irk¢1 ve laik
antisemitizm. Platformda sunulan degerlendirmelere gore, antisemitizmin Hristiyanlik Oncesi
donemde kiiltiirel ve dini farkliliklardan beslenen bir ayrimcilik bigcimi olarak ortaya ciktigi;
Hristiyanlikla birlikte teolojik diismanliga doniistiigli, modern donemde ise ulus-devlet insasi, 1rk
temelli  ideolojiler ve komplo sdylemleriyle yeniden {iretildigi  belirtilmektedir
(encyclopedia.ushmm.org).

20. ylizyllda Avrupa genelinde yiikselise gegen asirt milliyetcilik, etnik ayrimcilik ve
komiinizm karsithigi gibi ideolojik yonelimler, antisemitizmin sadece Kkiiltiirel ya da dini
Onyargilardan ibaret olmadigini; aksine modern devlet aygitlarinin ideolojik aygitlariyla birleserek
Yahudi karsithgin1  kurumsallagtirabildigini  gdstermektedir. Bu siyasal atmosfer, Nazi
Almanyasi’nin iggali altindaki pek ¢ok Avrupa iilkesinde Yahudilere yonelik soykirim politikalarina
gerek bireysel gerekse kurumsal diizeyde goniillii ya da edilgen katilimlart miimkiin kilmigtir
(encyclopedia.ushmm.org).

Yahudilere atfedilen “kotiiliigin kaynagi olma” soylemi ile onlarin Alman toplumu
tizerindeki sosyal, siyasal ve ekonomik alanlardaki tahakkiimlerine iligkin iddialar, antisemitizmin
Orta Cag’dan bu yana tasidig1 mitolojik unsurlarin, modern dénemin ideolojik aygitlar araciligiyla
yeniden iiretildigini gostermektedir. Ozellikle Nazi Almanyasi'nda, bu mitlerin sistematik bigimde
yeniden kurgulanmasi ve yayginlastirilmasi, antisemitizmi siradan bir nyargi olmaktan gikarip,
devlet destekli bir nefret politikasina doniistiirmistiir. Nazi ideolojisi, “ari 1rk” sdylemi {izerinden
insa ettigi biyolojik tstiinliik iddias1 ile Yahudileri “asag1 irk” kategorisine yerlestirmis; bu hiyerarsik
irk tasavvuru, Yahudilere yonelik komplo teorilerini mesrulastirarak Yahudi toplumuna karsi savas
acilmistir (Caki, 2019, s. 205-206). Boylece, tarihsel kokenleri Orta Cag Hristiyan teolojisine
dayanan antisemit mitler, 20. yiizyllin modern propaganda teknikleriyle birleserek, Yahudi karsiti

2 Filistin, Gazze ve Israil ile ilgili ayrica bk. Agdemir, 2015; Altsoy, 2025; Bahar, 2024; Batmaz, 2008; Demir, 2011,
2025; Demircan & Bircan, 2025; Erkan, 2017; Glinaydin, 2015; Giingér, 2019; Kizilseker, 2024; Kurt & Akgedik, 2024;
Erdem, 2025.
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politikalarin uygulanabilirligini artirmis ve nihayetinde Holokost'u miimkiin kilan siyasal ve
psikolojik zeminin olusumuna katki saglamgtir.

Hitler’in diinya goériisiine gore Yahudiler, medya, finans, askeri-endiistriyel kompleks ve
kiiresel siyasetin arka planindaki manipiilasyon giiciinii elinde tutan, goriinmeyen ama her yerde
etkili bir “siyasi iblis” olarak tanimlanmakta; bu nedenle insanligin selameti igin ortadan kaldirilmasi
gereken bir tehdit olarak goriilmekteydi Bununla birlikte bazi tarihsel kaynaklar, Yahudi
katliamlariin tek suglusunun Naziler oldugu degerlendirilmesinin eksik oldugunu; bu siirecin
ardinda, basta Amerikan sermaye cevreleri olmak lizere Batili giiclerin de bulundugunu one
siirmektedir (Black, 2016, s. 13).

Yahudi Soykirimi’na (Holokost) dair tarih yazimi, sadece Nazi Almanyasi’nin dogrudan
uygulayicilarini degil, ayni zamanda bu insanlik suguna dolayli ya da dogrudan katkida bulunan ya
da “sessiz kalan” aktorleri de elestirel bir bicimde inceleme konusu yapmaktadir. Milyonlarca
Yahudi'nin gettolarda tecrit edilerek, toplama ve imha kamplarinda sistematik sekilde yok edilmesine
taniklik eden ulusal ve uluslararasi yapilarin tutumlari, bu baglamda tarihsel ve ahlaki sorumluluk
sorunsalini giindeme getirmistir. Soykirim siirecinde Batili giiclerin ve uluslararasi kurumlarin,
ozellikle de Vatikan’in, yeterli tepkiyi goOstermemesi sikga elestirilen bir tutum olarak one
cikmaktadir. Bu tiir aktorler, literatiirde “seyirci” kavramiyla tanimlanmakta ve soykirim karsisinda
edilgen kalmakla su¢lanmaktadir. Bazi tarihgiler, bu edilgenlik halini ahlaki bir bagarisizlik olmanin
yaninda ayni zamanda tarihsel sug ortakligi olarak da degerlendirmektedir. (Friedlander, 2016, s. 22).
Boylece Holokost tarih yazimi, yalnizca fail-magdur ikiligiyle sinirli kalmamakta, ayni zamanda
sessiz kalan ya da miidahaleden kacinan ii¢iincii taraflarin da sorumlulugunu tartismaya agmaktadir.

Miittefik devletlerin tutumuna iliskin arsiv temelli degerlendirmeler bu elestirileri 6nemli
Olciide desteklemektedir. Bauer'e gore Batili Miittefikler, Ocak 1944'te askeri imkanlarin kurtarma
gibi sivil amaglar i¢in kullanilmayacagina karar vermis, “Once zafer” ilkesini her firsatta yinelemis,
imha tesislerine giden demiryollarinin bombalanmasi gibi savas ¢abasiyla ¢elismeyen adimlardan
dahi kaginmigtir. Bauer bu tutumun, Miittefiklerin kendi ilan ettikleri savas hedefleriyle bile
celistigini, sicillerinde kalict bir kara leke biraktigini ileri siirmektedir. Ayni1 degerlendirmeye gore
Miittefikler, Nazi antisemitizmini hi¢bir zaman gercek anlamiyla kavrayamamis, Yahudi
diismanligini iktidar1 elde tutmaya yarayan bir ara¢ sanmig, bunun Nazizm agisindan bir ara¢ degil
amag oldugunu gorememistir (Bauer, 1994, s. 256-257).

Bu cercevede, Holokost’a dair tarihsel sorumlulugun yalnizca dogrudan faillerle sinirh
olmadigina isaret eden galigsmalar, farkli lilkelerin tutumlarini da mercek altina alarak suglamalarda
bulunmustur. Corry Guttstadt’in Tiirkiye Yahudileri ve Holokost adli eseri, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin
savas Oncesi donemde Almanya ile gelistirdigi ticari ve diplomatik iliskiler iizerinden, Nazilerle
kurulan yakin temaslara dikkat ¢eker. Guttstadt, Tiirkiye’nin savas yillarinda Yahudi karsiti bir
siyaset izledigini, Tiirkiye’deki Yahudilerin kamu yagamindan diglandigini ve bu dislanmanin birgok
Yahudiyi lilkeyi terk etmeye zorladigini ileri siirmektedir (Guttstadt, 2023, s. 23-25, 296). Ayrica
yazar, Tirkiye'nin Holokost sirasinda Yahudi miiltecilere yonelik sinirli miidahalesini ve genel
kayitsizligini ele alarak, bu tavrin iistii kapali bicimde antisemitizmin bir gostergesi olarak
degerlendirilebilecegini ima etmektedir.

Bu tiir yorumlar, Holokost’un tarihsel bir trajedi olmasinin 6tesinde giiniimiizde farkl siyasi
glindemler dogrultusunda aragsallagtirilabilen bir referans ¢ercevesi haline geldigini de
gostermektedir. Ozellikle baz1 tarihsel yorumlarda Holokost un, belirli uluslar1 ya da aktorleri
suglamak ya da dis politik mesruiyet liretmek amaciyla dolayli bicimde kullanilabildigini
gostermektedir. Bu baglamda Guttstadt’in Tiirkiye’ye yonelik elestirileri, tarihsel bir degerlendirme
olmanin Gtesinde, Holokost anlatisinin politik islevlerine dair daha genis bir tartismanin parcasi
olarak gortilmektedir.
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Bu tartigmalarin bir devami olarak, Yahudi Ajansi’nin destekledigi yayinlarda Holokost’un
inkar1 veya tarihsel baglamindan koparilarak garpitilmasi, antisemitizmin modern tezahiirlerinden
biri olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Bu yaklasima gore, Holokost’un Yahudiler tarafindan maddi ya da
siyasal ¢ikar amaciyla abartildig1 ya da uyduruldugu yoniindeki iddialar, tarihsel olarak Yahudi
karsiti kliselere dayandigi ve bu kaliplar1 giinlimiiz sdylemlerine adapte ettigi i¢in agik bir
“antisemitik” nitelik olarak goriilmektedir. Bu cercevede, Nazi Almanyasi ile baz1 Siyonist gruplar
arasinda savas Oncesi donemde gerceklesen taktiksel is birligi iddialarinin giindeme getirilmesi dahi
antisemitizmin yeniden iretilmesine hizmet eden bir tutum olarak elestirilmektedir
(encyclopedia.ushmm.org). Bu yaklagim, tarihsel olaylarin farkli boyutlarini aragtirmaya yonelik
akademik ¢abalarin zaman zaman “antisemitik” olmakla su¢clanmasini da beraberinde getirmektedir.

Holokost baglaminda, Nazi Almanyasi ile bazi Siyonist ¢cevreler arasinda gerceklestigi ileri
stiriilen taktiksel isbirliklerinin arastirilmasi veya bu donemdeki Yahudi Orgiitlerinin politik
stratejilerinin elestirel bicimde incelenmesi, bazi ¢evrelerce antisemitizmle 6zdeslestirilebilmekte;
bu durum, tarihgiler, siyaset bilimciler ve akademisyenlerin 6zgilirce arastirma yapma alanin
kisitlamakta ve elestirel analizlerin &niinde ciddi engeller olusturmaktadir. Ornegin Saul Friedlander,
Hannah Arendt’in Eichmann Kudiis’te adli eserinde ortaya koydugu tezlerden dolayr Arendt’i
elestirerek, onu Yahudi soykirimi siirecinde “sug ortakligi’yla itham etmektedir (Friedlander, 2016,
s. 23). Bu yaklasim akademik tartigmalarin ideolojik alanlara ¢ekilmesine yol agmakta ve bilimsel
diisiince iiretimini bask1 altina alabilmektedir. Bu nedenle, Israil ve Siyonizm ile ilgili herhangi bir
elestiri antisemitizmle suclanabilmektedir. Hatta Israel Shahak, Yahudilerin uzun siire kapali bir
toplum yapisini korudugunu ve yakin déneme kadar Yahudilik ile Yahudi tarihi iizerine yapilan
arastirmalarin yasaklandigini ya da hahamlar tarafindan gizli tutuldugunu belirtmektedir (Shahak,
2004, s. 48).

Bu noktada elestirel tarih yaziminin kendi i¢inde barindirdigi riskler de gozden
kagirilmamalidir. Nazi-Yahudi miizakere siireglerini en kapsamli bigimde belgeleyen tarihgilerden
Bauer, savas sonrasinda Yahudi kamuoyunun 6fkesinin giderek kendi savas donemi liderligine
yoneldigini, Weizmann’dan Ben-Gurion ile Gruenbaum’a kadar kurtarma cabasinda yer almig
isimlerin basarisiz olduklar gerekgesiyle sorumlu ilan edildigini belirtmektedir. Bauer bu egilimi,
ezici gilic karsisindaki temel caresizligini kabullenmek istemeyen bir kamuoyunun tarih yazimina
yansiyan tepkisi olarak nitelendirmektedir (Bauer, 1994, ss. 257-258). Bu uyari, tarihsel elestirinin
serbestce yapilabilmesi gerektigi yoniindeki yukaridaki tespitle birlikte okundugunda, Siyonist
aktorlere yonelik suclamalarin da savunmalarin da aym1 kanit disipliniyle smanmasi gerektigini
gostermektedir.

Siyonizm ve Israil politikalar1 iizerine yaptig1 elestirilerle dikkat ceken Roger Garaudy, bu
konularim Bati kamuoyunda biiyiik 6l¢iide “dokunulmaz” hale getirildigini ve bu alanlara yonelik
elestirel yaklagimlarin ciddi bedeller dogurabilecegini one siirmektedir. Garaudy’ye gore, Siyonist
sdylem, Israil’in siirekli olarak yeni bir “Holokost” tehdidiyle kars1 karsiya oldugu algisimi canh
tutarak, 6zellikle Orta Dogu’da Filistinlilere yonelik uyguladig: politikalari mesrulastirma amacina
hizmet etmektedir. Bu sdylemde, bolgedeki Arap halklart “tehdit unsuru” olarak sunulmakta ve bu
yolla Yahudi karsithgiyla esdeger bir tehdit algis1 insa edilmektedir. Garaudy, bu stratejinin Israil’in
Filistin’de yiiriittiigii askeri ve siyasi operasyonlara uluslararasi diizeyde daha genis bir kabul zemini
olusturdugunu ileri stirmektedir. (Garaudy, 2023, s. 85). Bu durum, Holokost’un tarihsel bir trajedi
olarak amlmasinin dtesine gecerek, Israil’in Filistin topraklarinda yiiriittiigii soykirim politikalarini
mesrulastirmak amaciyla magduriyet sdylemini, Filistin topraklarindaki politikalarina ideolojik bir
dayanak haline getirmektedir. Siyonist kimlikteki bu teolojik ve tarihsel ¢eliski, gecmiste yasanan
soykirim ve magduriyetin izlerinin, Filistinlilere yonelik eylemlerde tepkisel bir giic gdsterisine
doniismesiyle, psikolojik bir patoloji biciminde tezahiir etmektedir (Isler, 2024, s. 24; Seving & Géz,
2026, p. 60).
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Garaudy’nin de isaret ettigi gibi, bu strateji 6zellikle Israil’in Filistin’deki askeri ve siyasi
operasyonlaria uluslararast mesruiyet saglama iglevi gormektedir. Benzer sekilde, Norman G.
Finkelstein, Holokost Endiistrisi adl1 eserinde, Yahudi Soykirimi’nin siyasal ve ekonomik cikarlar
dogrultusunda kullanildigina dikkat ¢ekmekte; Amerikan Yahudiliginin Holokost’u ideolojik bir
zeminde yeniden bicimlendirdigini ve bu tarihsel acinin, Israil’e yonelik elestirileri bastirmak icin
giiclii bir ara¢ haline getirildigini vurgulamaktadir. Finkelstein, soykirimin yalnizca Yahudilere
yonelik bir katliam olarak sunulmasinin, diger kurban gruplarim1 disarda biraktigini; boylece
Holokost’un secici bir hafiza aracina doniistiigiinii ileri siirer. Bu anlatinin, uluslararas1 diizeyde
Yahudilere yonelik 6zel bir borg ve sorumluluk duygusu yarattigini ve bunun da tazminat davalariyla
maddi kazanca doniistiiriildiigiinii belirtir. Holokost’un bu sekilde dokunulmaz bir konuma
taginmasi, Finkelstein’a gore, elestirel tartismalarin Oniinii kesmekte ve tarihsel gergekligin
sorgulanmasim engellemektedir (Finkelstein, 2023, s. 49,62). Bu ideolojik cerceve, Israilli tarihci
Ilan Pappe tarafindan da vurgulanmaktadir. Pappe’ye gore, Siyonist ideolojinin olusturdugu
“hegemonik anlati,” tarihsel gercekligi carpitarak yanlis yansitmaktadir; bu anlati, Tiirkiye gibi
iilkelerde bile akademik ¢evrelerin Siyonist perspektifle degerlendirme yapmasina yol agmaktadir
(Pappe, 2018, s. 16).

Holokost un siyasal ve ideolojik amaglarla nasil sekillendirildiginin anlagilmasi, hem tarihsel
gercekligin saglikli bir bicimde degerlendirilmesi hem de giiniimiiz siyasetinde kullanilan
manipiilasyonlarin farkina varilmasi agisindan biiyilk 6nem tasimaktadir. Pappe, Garaudy ve
Finkelstein gibi yazar ve diisiiniirlerin vurguladig1 gibi, bu anlatilarin elestirel bir gézle incelenmesi,
sadece tarihsel hafizanin objektifligini korumakla kalmay1p ayn1 zamanda adalet ve baris taleplerinin
oniindeki yapay engellerin kaldirilmasina da katki saglayabilir.

Holokost Siirecinde Siyonistlerin Nazilerle Is Birligi Yaptigina Dair iddialar

Siyonizm yanlilarinin yaygin kabuliine gore, Siyonist hareket Yahudilerin yakin gelecekte
bir soykirimla kars1 karsiya kalacaklarimi 6ngérmiis ve bu konuda Yahudi toplumunu 6nceden
uyarmigtir. Bu yaklasima gore, Yahudiler ancak kendi topraklarinda, egemen bir devlet
kurduklarinda bu tehditten korunabileceklerdir. Aksi takdirde, diaspora Yahudileri zamanla yok
olma tehlikesiyle karsi karsiya kalacaktir. Bu nedenle Theodor Herzl, “vadedilmis topraklar”
idealinin her Yahudi i¢in en temel dava olmasi gerektigini savunur. Ona gore, bu hedefin hayata
gecirilmesi antisemitizmin de sonunu getirecektir. Ancak bu siiregte, diinyanin ¢esitli bolgelerinde
yasayan Yahudiler zuliim, iskence ve hatta dliimle yliz yiize kalmaya devam edecektir. Dindar bir
Yahudi olmamasina ragmen, Herzl bu nedenle tiim Yahudi topluluklarin1 Siyonist ideallere destek
vermeye ve ortak bir siyasal hedef etrafinda birlesmeye ¢agirmistir. (Herzl, 2018, s. 114, Brenner,
2008, s. 17-209). Buna ragmen Siyonizm ideolojisi, sosyal ve siyasal hedeflerinin &tesinde,
Yahudiligin dini 6gretilerinden ve tarihsel tecriibelerinden beslenmistir. Her ne kadar hareketin
onculiigini sekiiler hatta ateist figiirler istlenmis olsa da, Yahudi toplumunu ikna edebilmek ve
kitlesel gocii tesvik edebilmek adina dini sdylemlere siklikla bagvurulmustur. Bu durum, zamanla
Siyonist diigiince i¢inde “Dini Siyonizm” adl1 alt bir yonelimin ortaya ¢ikmasina zemin hazirlamstir.
Ote yandan, Siyonizm tiim Yahudi topluluklari tarafindan benimsenmemis; 6zellikle sekiiler
mubhalifler ile dindar cemaatler tarafindan cesitli gerekcelerle elestirilmistir (Hasanoglu, 2025, s.
259).

Herzl’in diisiinsel dontisiimiinii etkileyen en onemli olaylardan biri, Modern Avrupa’daki
antisemitizmin simgesel bir 6rnegi olan 1894 tarihli Dreyfus davasidir. Fransiz ordusunda gorev
yapan Yahudi subay Alfred Dreyfus’un, yeterli kanit olmadan casuslukla suglanarak mahkim
edilmesi, Fransiz yargi sisteminin ve kamuoyunun Yahudilere kars1 derin 6nyargilarla sekillendigini
ortaya koymustur. Dreyfus davasi genis toplumsal kesimlerin ve Ozellikle dénemin etkili
entelektiiellerinin dikkatini ¢ekmis; Emile Zola gibi isimlerin davaya sahip ¢ikip konuyu islemesi
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kamuoyunda 6nemli bir farkindalik yaratmistir. Béylece olayin vicdani ve siyasal bir mesele olarak
uluslararasi diizeyde tartisilmasina zemin hazirlanmistir (Baysan, 2002, s. 183—185).

Bu gelismeler, davay1 yerinde takip eden gazeteci Dr. Theodor Herzl iizerinde derin bir etki
birakmis Herzl’1in diisiinsel doniisiimiinde belirleyici bir rol oynamistir. Herzl, antisemitizmin kita
genelinde yayginlik kazanmasi karsisinda Yahudilerin toplumsal konumunu ve gelecegini
sorgulamaya baslamistir. Dreyfus davasi siirecinde acgiga ¢ikan kurumsal antisemitizm, Herzl’1
bireysel ¢oziim arayislarinin Otesine tasiyarak, Yahudiler icin siyasal bir ¢dziim aramaya
yonlendirmistir. (Bayraktar, 2020, s. 142). Dreyfus davasi, bu acidan Siyonist hareketin mesruiyet
zeminini giliglendiren ve uluslararasi Yahudi kamuoyunu harekete gegirme potansiyeli tasiyan
stratejik bir firsat alan1 olusturmustur.

Herzl i¢in Dreyfus davasi, Avrupa’daki antisemitizmin goriiniir hale gelmesini saglayan bir
vakanin Otesinde Yahudi halkinin ulus-devlet kurma hakkimi uluslararasi diizeyde savunabilecegi
siyasi bir kampanyanin baglatilmas1 acisindan stratejik bir doniim noktasi olmustur. Olaydan once,
cesitli Yahudi c¢evrelerinde dile getirilen 6zyonetim ve ulusal canlanma talepleri genis yanki
bulmamig, Yahudi milliyet¢iligi yalmzca dar bir entelektiiel ¢evrede destek gormiistiir. Ancak
Dreyfus davasinin agiga ¢ikardigi yapisal ayrimcilik, HerzI’m bu meseleye bireysel ¢oziim
arayislarinin Gtesinde kolektif bir ¢6ziim iiretme yoniinde adim atmasina neden olmustur. Herzl
baslangicta sosyalist devrim, kitlesel Hristiyanliga gecis veya asimilasyon gibi alternatif yollar
degerlendirmis; ancak nihayetinde Yahudiler i¢in ulusal bir 6zyonetim fikrinde karar kilmistir. Herzl
1899 yilinda bir Amerikan dergisine yazdig1 yazida, “Beni Siyonist yapan sey Dreyfus davasiydi”
diyerek bu davanin kendi siyasal yoneliminde oynadigi sembolik rolii acik bigimde ifade etmistir
(Eichler, 2023).

Garaudy’ye gore de Herzl, antisemitizmin yalnizca Yahudi toplumu agisindan bir tehdit
degil, ayn1 zamanda Siyonizmin politik hedeflerine ulagmasinda islevsel bir ara¢ oldugunu fark
etmistir. Herzl, antisemitizmi Siyonist goglin ve devletlesme siirecinin gerekgelendirilmesinde
stratejik bir unsur olarak degerlendirmis; bu baglamda, Presbourg’lu antisemit Ivan V. Simonyi’yi
donemin en atesli destekcilerinden biri olarak gostermistir. Herzl’in “Yahudi irki aleyhtarlar
haklidir... Ancak kiskanglik etmeyelim, biz de mutlu olacagiz” seklindeki ifadesi, Siyonist sdylemin
yer yer antisemit 6gelerle nasil i¢ ige gectigini gdstermesi agisindan dikkat ¢ekicidir. Bu pragmatik
yaklagim, sadece teorik diizeyde kalmamis, Nazi donemindeki uygulamalarla da dogrulanmistir.
Wilhelmstrasse’nin gizli arsivlerinde yer alan belgelere gore, Hitler yonetimi ile Yahudi Ajansi
arasinda, Alman Yahudilerinin Filistin’e go¢ilinii kolaylastirmaya yonelik resmi bir anlagma
yapilmis; bu ¢er¢evede, 12 Haziran 1937 tarihli Alman Disisleri Bakanlig1 belgesinde, s6z konusu
gbclin hem Nazi Almanyasi’nin i¢ politika hedefleri hem de Filistin’de giiclii bir Yahudi varligi
olusturma amaciyla ortiistigii ifade edilmistir. Ayn1 dogrultuda, 27 Ocak 1938 tarihli notunda
Hitler’in danigmanlarindan Clodius, bu gd¢ politikalarinin Fiihrer tarafindan yeniden ele alindigim
ve siirecin desteklenerek siirdiiriildiigiinii belirtmistir (Garaudy, 2023, s. 76-77).

Bu iddialarin degerlendirilebilmesi bakimindan Haavara Anlagsmasi’nin kapsamu ile isleyisi
belirleyici niteliktedir. 1933 yazinda bigimlenen diizenleme, Filistin’e gé¢ etmek isteyen Alman
Yahudilerinin sermayelerinin bir boliimiinii Alman ihra¢ mallari lizerinden transfer etmelerine imkan
tanimaktadir (Segev, 1993, ss. 20, 26). Segev’e gore anlasma, Yahudileri Almanya’dan ¢ikarmak
isteyen Nazi yonetimi ile onlar Filistin’e getirmek isteyen Siyonist hareketin birbirini tamamlayan
¢ikarlarma dayanmaktadir. Ayni degerlendirme, bu ¢ikar ortiigmesinin Alman Yahudilerinin kendi
tercihleriyle ortlismedigini, Alman Yahudilerinin ¢ogunun iilkelerinde kalmayi yegledigini de
kaydetmektedir (Segev, 1993, s. 20). Bauer’in hesaplamalarina gére 1933-1939 arasinda Haavara
tizerinden gerceklestirilen transferler toplam 8.101.500 sterline ulagsmis, bu tutar ayni dénemde
Filistin’e giren toplam sermayenin ylizde 14,9’una karsilik gelmistir (Bauer, 1994, s. 28). Bauer
ayrica Almanya’nin 1930’larin sonunda diizenlemeyi siirdiirmesinin ekonomik bir gerekgesi

www.turkishstudies.net/economy



1462 Ahmet Isler - [Than Celiker

kalmadigini, Nazi yonetimini asil motive eden unsurun Yahudi gé¢iinii hizlandirmak oldugunu,
Hitler’in kisisel miidahalesinin anlasmanin 1938 sonuna kadar yasatilmasinda belirleyici rol
oynadigini ortaya koymaktadir (Bauer, 1994, ss. 21, 28). Bu bulgular, Garaudy’nin aktardig1 arsiv
belgelerinin isaret ettigi ¢ikar Ortlismesini bagimsiz bir kaynak iizerinden dogrulamakta, ancak
ortiismenin ideolojik bir yakinliktan ¢ok karsit saiklerin kesismesinden dogdugunu gostermektedir.

Anlagma, Yahudi diinyasinda oldugu gibi Siyonist hareketin kendi i¢inde de derin bir
boliinme yaratmistir. Revizyonist lider Vladimir Jabotinsky, Alman Yahudilerinin Filistin’e go¢iinii
artirmasina ragmen Haavara’ya siddetle karsi ¢cikmis, buna karsilik kendisi de 1935 sonrasinda
Yahudileri Filistin’e gog ettirmek amaciyla antisemit Polonya yonetimiyle miizakereler yiirtitmiistiir
(Bauer, 1994, s. 17). Yahudi Ajansi yoneticilerinden Yitzhak Gruenbaum ise Haavara’nin sona
erdirilmesini, Almanya’daki Yahudilerin kaderi pahasina Nazi Almanyasi’na karsi agik bir miicadele
baslatilmasini talep etmistir (Segev, 1993, s. 28). Ben-Gurion bu tartismada anlagmayi savunmus,
1935’te Vaad Leumi toplantisinda kendi konumunu “bu 500.000 Yahudi’yi kurtarmaktan baska
hicbir seyle ilgilenmiyorum” soézleriyle tanimlamistir (Segev, 1993, s. 26). Buna karsilik ayni
tartisma siirecinde sarf ettigi bir baska ifade, hareketin Oncelikleri konusundaki elestirilerin
merkezine yerlesmistir. Ben-Gurion, Almanya’daki cocuklarn tamamini Ingiltere’ye gotiirerek
kurtarmak ile yarisin Filistin’e gotiirerek kurtarmak arasinda bir se¢im s6z konusu olsayd ikincisini
tercih edecegini, ¢linkii karsilarinda bu ¢ocuklarin hesabi1 kadar Yahudi halkinin tarihsel hesabinin
da durdugunu soylemistir (Segev, 1993, s. 28). Segev’in aktardigi lizere Ben-Gurion biyografi yazari
Shabtai Teveth bu ifadeyi, konusmacinin elinde s6z konusu cocuklar1 kurtarma imkani
bulunmadigini bilerek kurdugu, bilingli bicimde uca ¢ekilmis bir retorik olarak yorumlamaktadir
(Segev, 1993, s. 28). Bu 6rnek, sdylem diizeyindeki 6nceliklendirme ile fiili bir feda karar1 arasindaki
ayrimin titizlikle korunmasi gerektigini, mevcut belgelerin bu tiir ifadeleri kesin bir nedensellik
iligkisi bi¢iminde kurmaya imkén vermedigini gostermektedir.

Ote yandan, Siyonist hareket icerisindeki radikal unsurlardan biri olan Stern Grubu’nun
liderlerinden Nathan Yalin Mor’un 1942 yilina ait agiklamalar1 da bu is birliginin daha ileri boyutlara
ulasabilecegini gostermektedir. Siyonist grubun Nazilerle is birligi yaparak Yahudi kitlesini goce
zorlamak {izere yiiriittiigii caligmalar, Almanya’nin Avrupa’y1 Yahudilerden “temizleme” hedefiyle
ortiismekteydi (Garaudy, 2023, s. 77). Bu belgeler ve ifadeler, Siyonist hareketin belli bir kesiminin,
donemin antisemitik rejimleriyle stratejik Ortiismeler ve zaman zaman agik ig birlikleri icerisine
girdigine isaret etmekte; antisemitizme karst miicadele iddiasindaki bir hareketin, tarihsel
baglamlarda ne denli ¢eliskili konumlar iistlenebilecegini gdstermesi bakimindan 6nem tagimaktadir.
Bununla birlikte bu temaslarin niteligi konusunda kaynaklar arasinda vurgu farklar1 bulunmaktadir.
Bauer, 1938-1941 arasinda Eichmann gibi Nazi gorevlileri ile kimi zaman Siyonist orgiitleri kimi
zaman sadece kendilerini temsil eden Yahudi bireyler arasinda gelisen temaslarin amacini, Ingiliz
yonetiminin Filistin’e gocii giderek kisitladigi kosullarda Yahudi gociinii siirdiirebilmek olarak
tanimlamaktadir (Bauer, 1994, s. 44). Bu okuma, s6z konusu temaslarin hareketin biitiiniine
atfedilecek bir ideolojik yakinlagsmadan c¢ok, daralan gog¢ kanallari karsisinda gelistirilen aragsal
girisimler olarak degerlendirilmesine imkéan vermektedir. Buna ek olarak Nazizmin yiikselise gectigi
donemde Martin Buber, goriiniiste Nazi ideolojisine karsi bir entelektiiel olarak taninsa da,
diistincelerinde Yahudi iistlinliigiinii merkeze alan yaklasimlariyla Nazilerin irk¢1 anlayisina benzer
bir zihniyet sergilemistir. Hassidist diisiinceye ait bu yaklagimlar, 6zellikle Lubavitcher hahamlarinin
ve diger Hassidik liderlerin Araplara yonelik siddet ¢agrilart ve nefret sdylemlerine benzerlik
tagimaktadir (Shahak, 2004, s. 60-61).

David North’a gore eger Hitler olmasaydi ve Nazi katliam1 gerceklesmeseydi, ne modern
anlamda bir Siyonist hareketten ne de Yahudilerin Filistin’e yonelik kitlesel gogiinden s6z etmek
miimkiin olurdu; bu durum, Siyonizmin tarihsel mesruiyetini biiyiik 6l¢tide Nazi soykirimi tizerinden
kurdugunu ve hareketin siyasal mantigmin milliyet¢i bir mit ile modern cagmm en biyiik
felaketlerinden biri arasinda tesis edilen nedensellik iliskisine dayandigini géstermektedir (North,
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2024, s. 2). 1933’te Nazi iktidarinin yiikselisinden 6nce Filistin’deki Yahudi niifusu gérece sinirlt
iken, 1945’e gelindiginde bu niifus tarihsel olarak en yliksek seviyesine ulasmistir. Bu demografik
doniisiim, Siyonist silahli 6rgiitlerin Filistin topraklarinda bir devlet kurabilmek i¢in gerekli insan
kaynagimin olustugunu fark etmelerine imkan saglamistir. Avrupa’da Nazi tehdidinin yayilmasiyla
birlikte Yahudi gocii hiz kazanmis; daha once ¢esitli tesviklere ragmen Filistin’e gd¢ konusunda
tereddiit gosteren Yahudi topluluklari, bu tarihten sonra kitlesel bi¢imde bolgeye yonelmistir. Bu
stire¢, Siyonist hareketin demografik ve siyasal stratejisinin sekillenmesinde belirleyici bir rol
oynamustir (Varol, 2023, s. 18).

Nazi Almanyas: doneminde {ist diizey bir Nazi subay1 olarak gorev yapan ve Yahudi
soykiriminin (Holokost) planlanmasi ve sistematik bicimde uygulanmasinda merkezi bir rol oynadig1
ileri siiriilen Adolf Eichmann, savas sonrasi yillarda Arjantin’e kagmis, ancak 1960 yilinda Israil
istihbarat servisi Mossad tarafindan diizenlenen gizli bir operasyonla yakalanarak yasa dis1 yollarla
Israil’e gotiiriilmiistiir. Kudiis’te 1961 yilinda insanlia kars1 suglar ve soykirima istirak gerekgesiyle
yargilanan Eichmann, 1962’de idam edilmistir. Ancak bu dava, adaletin tesisinin 6tesine gecerek
politik bir hesaplagma amaci tasidig: ileri siiriilmiistiir. Nitekim donemin Israil Bagbakam David Ben-
Gurion, Eichmann’in yargilanmasini, Nazi rejimi ile bazi Arap liderler arasinda kuruldugu iddia
edilen iliskileri gozler oniine sermek i¢in bir firsat olarak degerlendirmistir. Ben-Gurion’un
sOylemlerinde, Almanlar iginde iyi olan bireylerin bulunabilecegi, fakat Araplar arasinda iyi olan
kimsenin olmadig1 yoniinde bir propagandaya zemin hazirlanmistir (Arendt, 2016, s. 20, 23).

Ben-Gurion’un davaya yiikledigi anlam, kendi kaleme aldigi metinlerde de
izlenebilmektedir. Eichmann’in yakalanmasinin ardindan Diinya Siyonist Orgiitii Bagkam1 Nahum
Goldmann’in uluslararast bir mahkeme Onerisine verdigi yamitta Ben-Gurion, Yahudi halkina
yonelik felaketin Nazilerin insanliga karsi isledigi suglarin siradan bir pargasi sayilamayacagini,
davanin amacinin cezadan ¢ok Nazi rejiminin su¢larinin biitiin boyutlariyla teshir edilmesi oldugunu,
bunun da “tarihsel adalet ile Yahudi halkinmn onuru” geregi egemen Yahudi devletindeki bir Israil
mahkemesine diistiiglinii savunmaktadir (Ben-Gurion, 1972, ss. 575-576). Ayn1 metinlerde Ben-
Gurion’un, komsu iilkelerin yonetimlerinde Yahudi katliamina katilmis Alman ile Arap kokenli cok
sayida Nazi’nin bulundugu, diinya kamuoyunun israil’in yikimini planlayanlarin kimlerin izinden
gittigi konusunda uyarilmasi gerektigi yoniindeki ifadeleri de yer almaktadir (Ben-Gurion, 1972, s.
575). Bu ifadeler, davanin hukuki islevi ile siyasal iglevinin i¢ ice gegtigi yoniindeki Arendt kaynakli
degerlendirmeleri, bizzat Ben-Gurion’un sdylemi {izerinden kismen dogrulamaktadir.

Bu yaklasim, dénemin jeopolitik konjonktiirii iginde Arap diinyasini Israil karsit1 bir blok
olarak gostermek ve uluslararasi kamuoyunu etkilemek amaci tagimaktaydi. Ancak yargilama siireci,
Israil adina “fiyasko” ile sonuglanmustir. israil bu siyasal hedeflerine ulasamamakla kalmamis, aym
zamanda Siyonist liderlerle Nazi yetkilileri arasinda savas yillarinda kurulan temas ve yapilan gizli
anlagmalarin da giin yliziine ¢ikmasina yol agmistir. Hannah Arendt’in dikkat c¢ektigi iizere,
mahkemede Kastner-Eichmann anlagsmasina dair belgelerin ortaya konmasi, Eichmann’in
yargilanmasinin ahlaki mesruiyetini zedelemis ve Israil devletinin tarihsel anlatisinda ciddi catlaklar
olusturmustur (Arendt, 2016, s. 20, 23). Bu durum, Eichmann’in bireysel suglarindan Gte savas
doneminde Siyonist hareketin stratejik tercihlerini ve etik sinirlarini da tartismaya agmustir.

Eichmann davasinda agiga ¢ikan belgeler ve tanikliklar, Siyonist yoneticilerin Nazi rejimiyle
yaptiklar is birliklerine dair 6nemli kanitlar sunmus; bu durum, Siyonist liderlerin kendi politik
hedefleri dogrultusunda genis Yahudi kitlesini géz ardi ettikleri ya da feda ettikleri yoniinde ciddi
tartigmalara zemin hazirlamigtir. Bu baglamda, Siyonist hareketi temsilen Dr. Rudolf Kastner ile
Alman subay1 Adolf Eichmann arasinda yapilan anlagsma, s6z konusu elestirilerin somut bir 6rnegi
olarak 6ne cikar. Anlasmaya gore, Yahudi Ajansi ve Filistin Siyonist Orgiitii’ne mensup birkag bin
kisinin yasa dis1 yollarla Filistin’e go¢ etmelerine izin verilmesi karsiliginda, yiiz binlerce Yahudi’nin
Nazi toplama kamplarindaki sevk ve idaresinde “asayisin saglanmasi” garanti altina alimustir.
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Eichmann, daha sonra verdigi ifadelerde, Filistin’e gdnderilen bu az sayidaki Yahudi’nin tamaminin
Siyonist orgiitlerin aktif {iyeleri oldugunu ve onlarmn, kendi ifadesiyle, “en iyi biyolojik malzeme”
olarak goriildiigiinii belirtmistir. Bu durum, Siyonist hareketin, ideolojik saiklerle yalnizca belirli bir
kesimin kurtulusuna 6ncelik tanidig1 yoniindeki iddialar1 giiclendirmistir. Kastner’in Nazilerle olan
bu is birligi, savas sonrasinda Israil kamuoyunda ve hukuk sisteminde biiyiik yanki uyandirmus;
nitekim davaya bakan hakimlerden Benjamin Halevi, Kastner’in eylemini degerlendirirken, onun
adeta “ruhunu seytana satmis” oldugunu ifade etmistir (Arendt, 2016, s. 54). Bu gelisme, Siyonist
hareketin tarihsel sorumlulugunu ve etik sinirlarini sorgulayan tartismalarin merkezinde yer almistir.

Kastner vakasina iligkin sonraki arastirmalar, bu yargisal degerlendirmenin olustugu baglami
onemli Olclide ayrintilandirmistir. Bauer’in aktardigi lizere dava, Kastner’in Nazilerle miizakere
ederek bir tren dolusu Yahudi’yi kurtarmak karsiliginda Macaristan Yahudilerinin geri kalaninm
kaderine terk ettigini yazan Malkiel Grunwald’a karsi agilan bir hakaret davasi olarak baglamis,
savunma avukati Shmuel Tamir’in stratejisiyle fiilen Kastner’in yargilandig bir siirece donlismiistiir
(Bauer, 1994, s. 145). Haziran 1944°te Budapeste’den hareket eden trende son tahlilde 1.684 kisi
bulunmaktadir. Yolcularin se¢imini Kastner’in tek basina degil, Otto Komoly baskanliginda
Ortodoks cemaat temsilcisinin de yer aldig1 bir komitenin yiriittiigii, Kastner’in kendi ailesini de
trene bindirerek girisimin ciddiyetine dair glivence vermeye calistigi, treni toplu imha politikasinda
acilacak ilk gedik olarak gordiigii kaydedilmektedir (Bauer, 1994, ss. 198-199). Buna karsilik
donemin taniklarindan Moshe Krausz, Kastner’i insanlar1 6liime gondermekle, Nazilerin agik bir
aldatmacasinin kurbani olmakla suclamistir (Bauer, 1994, s. 198). Kaynaklardaki bu vurgu farki,
vakanin tek boyutlu bir is birligi anlatisina indirgenmesinin giigliigiinii ortaya koymaktadir.

Yargi siirecinin sonraki agamasi, makalenin ele aldig1 iddialarin tek bir mahkeme kararina
dayandirilamayacagmi gostermektedir. Israil Yiiksek Mahkemesi 1958°de Halevi’nin kararim
esastan bozmus, Yargic Shimon Agranat cogunluk goriisiinde Kastner’in miizakereleri sonuna kadar
stirdiirmesindeki tek amacim donemin kosullar i¢inde kurtarilabilecek en fazla sayida Yahudi’yi
kurtarmak oldugunu, ayricalikli trenin bu miizakerelerin bir yan {iriinii sayilmasi gerektigini
belirtmistir. Ayn1 kararda, Revizyonist hareketin temsilcileri dahil donemin biitiin cemaat liderlerinin
Kastner’in izledigi ¢izgiyi destekledigi kaydedilmektedir (Segev, 1993, ss. 306-307). Yargi¢ Heshin
ise kotii niyet tagimayan, kurtarmaya yonelmis bir is birliginin ahlaki bir basarisizlik olarak
damgalanamayacagimi yazmistir (Segev, 1993, s. 308). Kastner bu karar acgiklanmadan 6nce, Mart
1957°de asir1 sag bir yeralt1 6rgiitiiyle baglantili failler tarafindan Tel Aviv’de oldiiriilmiistiir (Segev,
1993, s. 308). ilk kararin simge ifadesinin sahibi Halevi’nin dahi yillar sonra “ruhunu seytana satt1”
sOziinlin yanlis anlagilmig gereksiz bir siisleme oldugunu, karari yeniden yazsa bu ifadeyi
kullanmayacagini belirtmesi dikkat ¢ekicidir (Segev, 1993, s. 310). Bu tablo, Arendt’in aktardig:
yargisal degerlendirmenin Israil hukuk sistemi icinde dahi tartismali kaldigini, Kastner 6rneginin
siyasi ig birligi kavramindan ¢ok soykirim kosullarinda yiiriitiilen miizakerenin ahlaki sinirlari
sorununa isaret ettigini ortaya koymaktadir.

Bauer’in ortaya koydugu iizere Eichmann, Nisan 1944’te Brand’e uygun bir bedel
karsiliginda bir milyon Yahudi’yi serbest birakmaya hazir oldugunu bildirmis, talepler kisa siirede
on bin kamyon ile ¢esitli tiiketim mallarinda somutlasmistir (Bauer, 1994, s. 163). Teklif Yahudi
Ajanst yonetimine ulastiginda Kurtarma Komitesi bagkan1i Gruenbaum bunu “seytani bir
provokasyon” olarak nitelendirmis, Ben-Gurion ise teklifin fantastik goériinmesinin ciddiyetini
azaltmadigini, milyonda bir ihtimal bile olsa riskin alinmasi1 gerektigini savunmustur (Segev, 1993,
s. 94). Ben-Gurion ile Moshe Shertok’un Ingiliz Yiiksek Komiseri MacMichael ile yaptiklari
gorlismede ortaya koyduklar1 tutum, Nazilere hi¢cbir malin verilemeyecegi, ancak hayat kurtarma
ihtimali bulundugu i¢in miizakerelerin siirdiiriilmesi gerektigi bigimindedir (Bauer, 1994, s. 174).
Girigim, teklifi Bati ittifakin1 Sovyetler Birligi’nden koparmaya yonelik bir manevra olarak
degerlendiren Miittefiklerin tutumu ile konuyu basina sizdiran Ingiliz politikas1 sonucunda sonugsuz
kalmisgtir (Segev, 1993, s. 94). Benzer bir Oriintii, Slovakya’daki Calisma Grubu’nun Avrupa’dan
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stirglinlerin durdurulmasi karsiliginda 6deme 6ngoéren Europa Plani girisiminde de izlenmektedir.
Bauer’e gore Himmler bu miizakerelerin siirdiiriilmesine taktik gerekcelerle izin vermis, muhatap SS
subay1 Wisliceny ise tutma yetkisine sahip olmadig1 vaatlerde bulunarak Yahudi miizakerecileri
oyalamistir (Bauer, 1994, ss. 99-100). Bu 6rnekler, Siyonist aktorler ile Yahudi kurtarma orgiitlerinin
miizakere kanallarim fiilen zorladigini, ancak sonucun biiyiik dl¢iide Nazi yonetiminin niyetleri ile
Miittefiklerin oncelikleri tarafindan belirlendigini gostermektedir.

Bu miizakere deneyimlerinin biitiiniine iliskin kapsamli degerlendirmelerden biri yine
Bauer'e aittir. Bauer, savas kosullarinda direnis ya da kacis yoluyla kurtulusun gercekei bir secenek
olmaktan ¢iktig1 ortamda katillerle miizakerenin goriiniirdeki tek ¢ikis yolu haline geldigini,
miizakerecilerin muazzam kisisel ve toplumsal riskler {istlendigini, her tiirlii mantiga ragmen bazi
hayatlarin bu yolla kurtarildigin1 belirtmektedir. Ona gore Kastner, Brand ve benzeri figiirler kusurlu
kisilikler olmakla birlikte, basar1 ya da basarisizliklarindan ¢ok deneyip denemedikleri iizerinden
degerlendirilmelidir (Bauer, 1994, ss. 259-260). Bu yorum, makalenin inceledigi feda iddialarinin
karsisina yerlestirilebilecek en giiclii kars: okumay temsil etmektedir. iki yaklasim arasindaki fark,
biiyiik dlgiide ayni olgularin niyet diizleminde mi sonug¢ diizleminde mi yorumlandigiyla ilgilidir.

Bu etik ve siyasi sorgulamalarin belge temelli bir zemine oturtulmasi ise, 6zellikle Lenni
Brenner’in kapsamli c¢alismasiyla yeni bir boyut kazanmistir. Lenni Brenner’in 2002 yilinda
yayimlanan Sebeke: Siyonistlerin Nazilerle Is Birligini Gosteren 51 Belge adl eserinde yer alan
anlatilar, 1930’lu ve 1940’11 yillarda baz1 Siyonist orgiitler ile Nazi yetkilileri arasinda gergeklestigi
ileri siiriilen temas ve yazigsmalar1 icermektedir. Brenner, bu belgeleri Siyonist hareketin Nazi
rejimiyle, “Yahudi halkini kurtarma” veya “Filistin’e gogii kolaylastirma” gibi amaclarla kurdugu is
birliginin kanit1 olarak sunmaktadir. Brenner, bu tezini arsiv belgeleri, resmi yazigmalar ve donemin
Siyonist yayinlarindan derledigi 51 birincil kaynakla temellendirmektedir. Eserde, 6zellikle Haavara
Anlagmasi ¢ercevesinde, bazi Siyonist gruplarin Almanya’daki Yahudi niifusun Filistin’e transferini
kolaylastirmak amaciyla Nazi yonetimiyle pragmatik diizeyde anlagsmalar yaptig1 one siiriilmektedir
(Brenner, 2008, s. 115-120). Bu is birligi, hem ekonomik hem de siyasi boyutlartyla Nazi rejiminin
antisemitik politikalarinin uygulanmasma zemin hazirlamig, ancak Siyonist liderler tarafindan
Filistin’de Yahudi varligim gii¢lendirmek i¢in stratejik bir firsat olarak degerlendirilmistir.

Garaudy’ye gore de baz1 Siyonist 6nderler, Nazi rejimiyle dogrudan ya da dolayli temaslar
kurarak, Hitler’in Yahudi karsit1 soykirim politikasini Siyonist amaclar dogrultusunda “islevsel” bir
stirece doniistiirmiistiir. Yahudi topluluklarini Filistin'e yonlendirmek ve oradaki demografik yapiyi
Siyonist hareket lehine doniistiirmek i¢in, bu trajedi adeta stratejik bir firsat gibi degerlendirilmistir
(Garaudy, 2014, s. 327). Bu yaklasimin bir bagska boyutunu ise Bernard Lewis ortaya koymaktadir.
Ona gore, Siyonist diisiinceye baslangigta mesafeli kalan Yahudiler, artan saldirilar, ayrimcilik,
kitlesel goc ve siddet ortami karsisinda radikal bir yon degistirerek Siyonizme sarilmig, bu durum
Filistin’e kitlesel yerlesim siirecini hizlandirmistir (Lewis, 1996, s. 215-216).

Lewis’in igaret ettigi bu yonelim, hareketin orgiitsel ¢abalartyla birleserek yerlesim siirecini
derinlestirmigtir. Bu donemde Siyonist hareket, gocii tesvik etmek amaciyla kapsamli propaganda
kampanyalar1 diizenlemis, mali kaynaklarin1 seferber etmis ve altyapt yatinmlariyla yerlesim
stirecini sistematik sekilde desteklemistir. Ancak tiim bu ¢abalara ragmen, bolgenin demografik
dengesi Yahudiler lehine degismemistir (Armaoglu, 2007, s. 200). Filistin’deki Miisliiman niifus,
gorece sinirli Yahudi gogii karsisinda gogunluk konumunu korumus ve bu durum, Siyonist projelerin
temel hedeflerinden biri olan “niifus cogunlugunu saglama” idealine ciddi bir engel teskil etmistir.
Bu demografik agmaz, Siyonist liderligi daha planli ve yogun bir gog¢ stratejisine yoneltmis; Yahudi
yerlesimciler araciligiyla bolgede kalici bir siyasi, ekonomik ve toplumsal varlik olusturma yoniinde
yeni politikalar gelistirilmistir. Nazi Almanyasi’nin Yahudi halkina uyguladig: sistematik soykirim,
Yahudi tarihinde derin bir travma olarak yer edinirken ayni zamanda Siyonist hareket i¢in bir “firsat”
olarak degerlendirilmis ve Siyonist ideallerin ideolojik zeminini de doniistiirmiistiir. Nazizmin
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yiikselisi ve Holokost siirecinde yiiriitiilen propaganda, baslangicta Filistin’de bir Yahudi devletine
kars1 mesafeli olan bircok Yahudi i¢in Siyonizmi daha cazip bir secenek haline getirmistir. Bu
donemde Filistin’e yonelik go¢ dalgast artmis; Siyonist sdylem, Yahudi halkinin kiiresel dlgekte
giivenligini saglama iddiasiyla daha genis bir kabul gérmeye baglamistir. Ayrica, Bati1 diinyasinin
Holokost sirasinda yeterli dnlem almamis olmasmin yarattigi vicdani sorumluluk hissi, Israil
devletinin kurulmas1 yoniindeki uluslararast destegi pekistirmis ve kurulacak yeni devletin
mesruiyetini giiclendirmistir (Aytiirk, 2022, s. 219).

Ben-Gurion’un kurtarma, géc ve devletlesme hedefleri arasinda kurdugu iliski, kendi
anilarinda da izlenebilmektedir. Ben-Gurion, Nazizmin Avrupa’daki sonuglarinin her Yahudi’ye
vatansiz kalmanin potansiyel tehlikesini gosterdigini, yiizyillardir komsulariyla baris iginde yasamus,
neredeyse asimile olmus topluluklarin dahi giivencesiz kaldigini, bu deneyimin pek ¢cok Yahudi’yi
zuliim magduru olarak degil bir Yahudi ulusal yurdunun gerekliligine inanan bireyler olarak Israil’e
yonelttigini yazmaktadir (Ben-Gurion, 1970, s. 164). Bu geriye doniik anlati, Holokost deneyiminin
devletlesme hedefinin mesruiyet zeminine doniistiiriilme bi¢imini kurucu liderin kendi kaleminden
orneklemektedir. Siyonist orgiitler, Filistin’de bir Yahudi devleti kurabilmek i¢in niifus gogunlugunu
saglamanin zorunlu oldugunu diisiinmiis ve bu dogrultuda Avrupa’daki Yahudi niifusu bolgeye
yonlendirmek amaciyla yogun gog politikalari gelistirmistir. Ancak Yahudi topluluklarin 6nemli bir
kisminin bu goge isteksiz yaklagmasi, baz1 Siyonist liderlerin, donemin otoriter rejimleriyle, 6zellikle
Nazi yonetimiyle, taktiksel is birliklerine ac¢ik hale gelmesine zemin hazirlamistir. Brenner’e gore,
bu tiir is birliklerine dair resmi belgelerin uzun siire kamuoyuna agiklanmasi ¢esitli siyasi baskilar
nedeniyle engellenmis; ayrica bazi Siyonist ¢cevreler bu belgelerin ortaya ¢ikmasini 6nlemek, bu tiir
is birliklerinin Ustiinii ortmeye calismak veya etkisini azaltmak amaciyla siireci perdelemeye
calismistir. Ona gore, bu belgeler sadece Siyonist hareketin stratejik yOniini ortaya koymakla
kalmamakta, ayn1 zamanda Yahudi toplumunda yarattig1 igsel celiskileri ve boliinmeleri de goriiniir
kilmaktadir. Ancak bu iligki, Siyonist hareket icinde ve genel Yahudi kamuoyunda ciddi tartigmalara
yol agmus; Ozellikle dindar Yahudi kesimler, bu siireci sert bir sekilde elestirmistir. Brenner,
Ortodoks Yahudilerin Siyonizmi “kendi dinlerini sapkinliga iten canavarca bir akim” olarak
degerlendirdigini belirtir (Brenner, 2008, s. 10). Bu durum, Siyonist hareketin sekiiler yonii ile
geleneksel dini Yahudilik arasindaki ideolojik catismalarin tarihsel bir izdiisiimi olarak
degerlendirilebilir.

Bu ideolojik karsitlik sadece sdylem diizeyinde kalmamis, farkli cografyalardaki Yahudi
topluluklari arasinda Siyonist harekete yonelik ciddi direng bigimlerinde de kendini gdstermistir.
Ustelik, dindar Yahudilerin Siyonizmi din dig1 bir ideoloji olarak gdérmesi, Almanya’daki Yahudi
topluluklari igerisinde Siyonizm karsithiginin oldukga giiglii olmasi ve Diinya Siyonist Kongresi’nin
Almanya’da diizenlenmesinin bu c¢evrelerce istenmemesi gibi etkenler, Siyonist hareketin
Almanya’daki Yahudilere karsi daha mesafeli, hatta cezalandirict bir tutum gelistirmis olabilecegi
yoniindeki iddialan giliglendirmektedir. Nitekim donemin 6nemli Ortodoks diisiliniirlerinden Haham
Isaac Breuer, “Siyonizm, Yahudi ulusunun basma gelen en korkun¢ diigmandir” diyerek bu
ideolojinin Yahudi halkinm1 felakete hatta dliime siiriikleyecegini acikc¢a dile getirmistir (Rabkin,
2014, s. 220-221).

Siyonist liderler ile Nazi yetkilileri arasinda gerceklesen yazigsmalar1 kapsamli bigimde ele
alan Brenner, bu belgeler araciligiyla, donemin Siyonist stratejisinin temel Onceliklerini ortaya
koymaktadir. Bu yazismalarda 6zellikle Yahudilerin Filistin’e gogiiniin hizlandirilmasima yonelik
talepler dikkat cekmektedir. Brenner, bu belgeleri donemin siyasal tahayyiiliinii ve Siyonist hareketin
ahlaki smirlarim1 anlamak acgisindan Onemsemektedir. Bu gercevede, Revizyonist Siyonizmin
kurucusu ve Israil’in sag kanat siyasi geleneginde etkili olan Likud Partisi’nin ideologu olarak kabul
edilen Vladimir Jabotinsky’nin mektuplari, Siyonist ideolojinin gé¢ konusundaki yaklagimim
yansitan 6nemli drnekler arasinda yer almaktadir. Jabotinsky, Siyonizmin Yahudilerden bekledigi
“fedakarligin”, ozgiirlik ve ulusal yeniden dogus ideali ugruna, sahip olduklar1 miilklerden
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vazgecerek ozgiirliik ugruna Filistin’e go¢ etmeleri oldugunu ifade etmektedir. Jabotinsky bu gociin
sadece Yahudi kurtulusu i¢in degil, Yahudi egemenliginin tesisi i¢in zorunlu bir arag¢ olarak goriir.
Jabotinsky’ye yoneltilen, “Siyonist seytana yapilan fedakarliklar” yoniindeki elestiriler karsisinda
ise 0, bu fedakarlifin 6znesinin ve nesnesinin bizzat Yahudi halki oldugunu vurgular. Onun
ifadesiyle, feda edilenler bir bedel degil, Israil’in yeniden insasi yolunda vazgegilmez bir deger
olacaklardir (Brenner 2008, s. 38). Dolayisiyla, hem resmi yazigmalar hem de ideolojik metinler
iizerinden yapilan bu okuma, Brenner’in ¢aligmasinda Siyonist hareketin, 6zellikle kriz anlarinda
nasil bir ahlaki ve stratejik ¢izgi izledigini anlamak ac¢isindan dnemli bir ¢erceve sunmaktadir.

Jabotinsky’nin goce yiikledigi anlam, daha genis bir tasarinin pargasi olarak goriinmektedir.
Savagin hemen oncesinde kaleme aldig1 caligsmalarinda Jabotinsky, Dogu-Orta Avrupa Yahudiliginin
ekonomik ile toplumsal konumunun savunulamaz hale geldigini, kitlesel tahliyenin “Yahudi
sikintisinin kanserine karst tek ¢are” oldugunu ileri siirmektedir (Jabotinsky, 1940, ss. 114-115;
Jabotinsky, 1942, s. 124). Jabotinsky, 1936’da Polonya Yahudilerinin en az {igte ikisinin tahliye
kapsamina alinmasi gerektigini savundugunu aktarmakta, “tahliye” terimini diizenli, planl bir
kurtarma operasyonunu cagristirdig1 igin tercih ettigini belirtmektedir (Jabotinsky, 1940, ss. 114-
115). Segev’in aktardig: iizere Revizyonist basin, savas yillarindaki kurtarma tartigmalarinda bu
tahliye planini is¢i hareketine karsi bir koz olarak kullanmis, kurtarma fonu girisimlerine “gec
kaldiniz, firsati kagirdiniz” elestirisini bu plan iizerinden yoneltmistir (Segev, 1993, s. 105). Bu
baglam, Brenner’in aktardigi fedakarlik sdyleminin, Avrupa Yahudiligini bekleyen tehlikeye karsi
erken bir uyar1 olarak da okunabilen tahliye programindan ayr diisliniilemeyecegini gostermektedir.

Brenner’in 1981 yilinda gergeklestirdigi roportajda, Nazi katliamindan kurtularak Amerika
Birlesik Devletleri’ne gd¢ eden Siyonist haham Joachim Prinz ile yapilan séylesi, Siyonist hareketin
1930’Iu yillarda Nazi rejimiyle gelistirdigi karmasik ve cok katmanli iliskilerin anlagilmasi agisindan
onemli bir tarihsel taniklik sunmaktadir. Roportaj 6zellikle Almanya’daki Yahudi cemaatinin Nazi
iktidar1 karsisinda yasadigi ikilemleri ve bu baglamda Siyonist ¢evrelerin izledigi stratejileri aciga
cikarmay1 amaglamaktadir. Prinz, roportaj boyunca Almanya’daki Yahudilerin biiyiik kisminin
asimilasyoncu bir yonelim icerisinde oldugunu, ancak Nazi rejiminin yiikselisiyle birlikte bu
yaklasimin hem tehlikeli hem de islevsiz hale geldigini ifade eder. Ona gore, Yahudi kimliginin
bastirilmas1 yerine onun siyasal ve kiiltlirel bir gergeklik olarak tanmmmasi gerektigini savunan
Siyonist yaklasim, Nazi iktidartyla kaginilmaz olarak kars1 karstya kalmakla birlikte, ayn1 zamanda
paradoksal bigimde belirli alanlarda ortiisen ¢ikar iligkileri dogurmustur (Brenner 2008, s. 144).

Brenner’in yonelttigi sorulara verdigi yanitlarla Prinz, bazi Siyonist cevrelerin Nazi
yetkilileriyle Yahudi gogiinii kolaylastirmak amaciyla diyalog kurdugunu ve bu durumun, dénemin
olaganiistii kosullar1 altinda “kaginilmaz” bir stratejik tercih olarak degerlendirildigini belirtir.
Roportajda 6ne ¢ikan temel noktalardan biri, bu etkilesimin Siyonistlerin Nazi ideolojisini onayladigi
ya da benimsedigi anlamima gelmedigidir. Aksine, Prinz’e gore bu temaslar, Yahudi cemaatinin
gelecegini kurtarmaya doniik zorunlu bir taktik olarak okunmalidir (Brenner 2008, s. 144-153).
Brenner, roportaj boyunca Prinz’in anlatilarini yalnizca bireysel bir taniklik olarak degil, aym
zamanda donemin Siyonist sdyleminin bir yansimasi olarak igler. Bu baglamda, Prinz’in sozleri,
Siyonist hareketin tarihsel baglamda yuriittigi tartismali temaslarin ahlaki ve siyasi sonuglarini
yeniden diislinmeye imkan tanir. Roportaj, Ozellikle Almanya’daki Yahudilerin Filistin’e
yonlendirilmesi siirecinde ortaya ¢ikan gerilimli iliskiler agin1 gériiniir kilmasi agisindan tarihsel bir
belge niteligindedir.

Filistin’e go¢ hedefi ile Avrupa Yahudilerinin kurtarilmasi arasindaki dncelik sorunu, Yisuv
liderliginin kendi i¢ yazigmalarinda da izlenebilmektedir. Segev’in aktardigi, Kurtarma Komitesi
koordinatorii Apolinari Hartglass tarafindan 1943 basinda kaleme alinan bir i¢ muhtira, komitenin
on binlerce kisiden fazlasmi kurtarmayi hayal bile edemeyecegini kabul etmekte, bu durumda
yiriitiilen ¢abalardan hi¢ degilse Siyonist agidan siyasal bir kazang saglanmasi gerektigini
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savunmaktadir (Segev, 1993, s. 99). Komite baskan1 Gruenbaum’un kendi gorevini “6liime taniklik
etmekle gorevlendirildik” sozleriyle tarif etmesi, donemin liderligine hakim olan c¢aresizlik
duygusunu yansitmaktadir (Segev, 1993, s. 99). Segev, ayn1 donemde Yisuv siyasetinde parti igi
miicadelelerin Avrupa’daki gelismelerin 6niine gecebildigini, Ben-Gurion'un Kristallnacht'in hemen
ardindan yaptig1 bir konusmada “giinahim itiraf ediyorum, felaketin basladig1 bu korkung giinlerde
beni hala Tel Aviv’deki parti subesinin se¢imleri daha ¢ok kaygilandiriyor” dedigini aktarmaktadir
(Segev, 1993, s. 105). Bu veriler, kurtarma faaliyetinin kurumsal 6ncelikler hiyerarsisinde her zaman
ilk sirada yer almadig1 yoniindeki elestirileri belgeli bigimde desteklemektedir.

Buna karsilik donemin aktorleri ile bazi tarihgiler, bu tablonun gergek hareket kapasitesinden
bagimsiz okunamayacagini savunmaktadir. Ben-Gurion’un yakin ¢alisma arkadaslarindan Shimon
Peres, savas yillarinda bilgilerin parcali kaldigini, sanstiriin her tiirlii protesto imkanini daralttigini,
felaketin boyutunun ancak savas sonrasinda anlasilabildigini, Ben-Gurion’un kurtarma umudunu
yitirmemekle birlikte bu insanlarin nasil kurtarilabilecegini géremedigini ileri siirmektedir (Peres &
Landau, 2011, ss. 80, 85-87). Bauer ise Yahudilerin ikinci Diinya Savasi’ndaki konumunu ¢oklu bir
kapan metaforuyla agiklamakta, Miittefiklerin yardim isteksizligi, Nazilerin imha kararlilig: ile
Yahudilerin kendi gii¢siizliigii arasinda sikigsan aktorlerin elindeki segeneklerin son derece sinirli
kaldigin1 vurgulamaktadir (Bauer, 1994, s. 257). Bu iki degerlendirme diizeyi birlikte ele alindiginda,
onceliklendirme elestirisinin gii¢lii oldugu, ancak bunun genis Yahudi niifusunun bilingli bigimde
feda edildigi yoniinde kesin bir nedensellik iddiasina doniistiiriilmesinin mevcut kanitlarla miimkiin
olmadig1 goriilmektedir.

Nazilerle Siyonistler arasindaki temaslara iligkin iddialar birlikte degerlendirildiginde, bu
iligskinin ideolojik bir yakinliktan ¢ok donemin kosullarindan kaynaklandigi soylenebilir. Nitekim
Nazi rejiminin Yahudileri Almanya’dan uzaklagtirma politikasi ile Siyonist hareketin Filistin’e go¢ii
hizlandirma hedefi, belirli bir donemde kesismistir. Bu kesisim, iliskinin pragmatik bir diizeyde
gerceklestigini gostermektedir. Bauer de savag 6ncesi donemdeki bu drtiismeyi, Nazilerin “kovmak”,
Yahudilerin ise “kurtarmak” istemesinden dogan kendine 06zgli bir ¢ikar kesismesi olarak
tanimlamaktadir (Bauer, 1994, s. 259). Bu durum, her iki tarafin da farkli motivasyonlarla hareket
ettigini ve taktiksel diizeydeki bu c¢ikar ortakliginin gecici bir zeminde sekillendigini ortaya
koymaktadir. Ne var ki, bu is birliginin zemininde yer alan her iki aktoér de, kendi amaglar
dogrultusunda insanlik tarihinde derin yaralar acan kotiiliigiin farkli vechelerini temsil etmektedir.

Sonug¢

Bu calisma, Holokost baglaminda Siyonist hareketin Nazi rejimiyle kurdugu iligkileri
elestirel bir bakisla incelemistir. incelenen veriler, baz1 Siyonistlerin, Yahudi halkinin yasadig
biiyiik trajedi karsisinda belli stratejik ¢ikarlar dogrultusunda Nazi yonetimiyle cesitli diizeylerde
iliski kurdugunu gostermektedir. Bu iligkiler, Filistin’e go¢ii tesvik etme ile oradaki Yahudi varligim
giiclendirme hedefleri dogrultusunda pragmatik bir nitelik tasimaktadir. Bununla birlikte, s6z konusu
temaslarin hareketin biitiiniinii baglayan tek bir irade tarafindan yiiriitiilmedigini, Haavara 6rneginde
goriildiigii tizere hareketin kendi i¢inde sert muhalefetle karsilasabildigini de ortaya koymaktadir.

One siiriilen iddialar bazi Siyonist aktorlerin ulusal hedefleri ugruna kendi halkm ikinci
plana attigin1 géstermektedir. Ancak kararlarin 6liimciil sonuglar iireten bir ortamda alinmig olmasi,
aktorlerin bu sonuglar1 amagladigi anlammma gelmemektedir. Buna ragmen Siyonist sdylemin,
antisemitizmi bir tehdit olmanin Gtesinde ulusal bir projeye ivme kazandiran bir unsur olarak
degerlendirdigi; dolayisiyla Yahudi karsithgm stratejik bicimde kullanabildigi sonucuna
ulagtlmistir. Bu ¢ercevede, Holokost’un Nazi katliaminin yaninda ayni zamanda Yahudi elitler
arasinda da siyasi ve ahlaki tercihlerin tartisma konusu edildigi ¢ok katmanli bir tarihsel olay oldugu
vurgulanmalidir.

Nazi ve Siyonistler arasindaki iligkiler, Siyonist aktorlerin ulusal hedefleri kurtarma
onceliginin oniine koydugunu ileri siirmektedir. Bu yorum, Ben-Gurion’un kurtarma onceliklerine
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iligkin tartigmal1 ifadeleri ile Eichmann davasinda agiga ¢ikan tanikliklar desteklemektedir. Karst
yorum ise ayni olgulari, direnis ile kagis seceneklerinin kapandigi bir ortamda hayat kurtarmaya
doniik zorunlu miizakereler olarak okumaktadir. Bu okuma, Israil Yiiksek Mahkemesi’nin 1958
tarihli karari, donemin sansiir ile gii¢siizliik kosullarma iligkin tanikliklar ile Bauer’in miizakere
tarihine iliskin biitiinciil degerlendirmesine dayanmaktadir. Karsi yorumun dayandigi tarihsel
siurliliklar, Miittefiklerin kurtarmayr oncelik saymayan politikalar1 ile Nazi yOnetiminin imha
kararliliginda somutlagmaktadir.

Siyonist hareketin Holokost siirecindeki rolii, hem siyasi stratejiler hem de etik
sorumluluklar bakimindan yeniden ele alinmay1 gerektirmektedir. Bu dénemde Siyonist liderlerin
benimsedigi politik ¢izgi, 6zellikle Filistin’de bir Yahudi devleti kurma hedefi dogrultusunda,
demografik iistiinliik arayis1 ve bu dogrultudaki gb¢ politikalari gercevesinde degerlendirilmelidir.
Holokost’un yarattig1 insani felaketin, Filistin’e Yahudi goégiinii mesrulastiran bir zemin olarak
kullanilmasi, Siyonist hareketin tarihsel pozisyonunu tartigmali kilmaktadir. Bu baglamda yapilan
analizler, Siyonizmin modern Yahudi tarihinde iistlendigi roli ve tagidigi ahlaki yiikiimliiliikleri
sorgulayan daha kapsamli tartigmalar i¢in 6nemli bir zemin olusturmaktadir.

Son olarak bu ¢alismanin katkisi, soykirim kosullarinda ortaya ¢ikan ahlaki ikilemlerin, segici
kurtarma politikalarinin, ulusal hedefler ile goc stratejileri arasindaki gerilimin, sinirl siyasi hareket
kapasitesinin bir arada diisiiniilmesini saglayan kavramsal bir ¢er¢eve sunmasinda aranmalidir. Bu
tarihsel deneyimin gilinlimiiz siyasetinde, 0zellikle Filistin meselesi baglaminda nasil bir referans
cercevesine doniistiiriildiigii sorusu, makalenin literatiir iizerinden isaret ettigi aragsallastirma
elestirileriyle birlikte ayr1 ve sistematik bir arastirmanin konusunu olusturmaktadir. Zira Siyonist
hareketin, kendi hedefleri ugruna Almanya’daki Yahudileri dahi dikkate almayan aragsalct mantigi,
bugiin Filistin ve Gazze’de gergeklestirilen soykirimci uygulamalarla agik¢a goriiniir hdle gelmistir.
Bu ¢er¢evede Siyonizmin, “arz-1 mev’ud” hedefine ulasmak i¢in her tiirlii insani ve ahlaki sinir1 nasil
astig1, tarihsel siireklilik igerisinde somut olarak ortaya konmustur.
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