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ydnetiminden sorumludur. Bundan énce, dezavantajli kadinlar sosyal ve ekonomik
guglendirme programlari araciigyla destekleyen Kadinlar Giglendirme Kurumunu
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Uluslararasi konferanslara aktif olarak kahlmakta ve kadin haklar, strdirilebilir
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sunmaktadir. Arapga, Ingilizce ve Turkge bilen Saglam, Orta Dogu, Kuzey Afrika ve
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Saglam has served as the General Director of Besme International Group for
Humanitarian Assistance since 2014, where she is responsible for strategic planning
and the management of international projects. Prior to this role, she led the Women
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Political Science and a Master’s degree in Infernational Public Law. In addition, she is
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participates in international conferences, where she presents research on topics such
as women's rights, sustainable development, and the role of civil society in political
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GIRIS

Libnan, 6nimiizdeki yillardaki siyasi ve giivenlik gelecegini belirleyebilecek son derece hassas bir
doneme girmis bulunmaktadir. Artik mesele yalnizca Israil ile yasanan sinir geriliminden veya
ateskes etrafindaki teknik muzakerelerden ibaret degildir. Sorun, devletin 6ziiyle ilgilidir: Litbnan’da
gercek karar yetkisi kimdedir? Mesru devlet kurumlart mi, yoksa Liibnan sinirlarint agan bolgesel
cksenlere bagl giicler mi?

Bugiin Liibnan iki paralel savasin ortasinda durmaktadir. Tlki, Israil ile askeri ve diplomatik boyutlart
bulunan dis savas; ikincisi ise devletin kimligi ve giivenlik kararlari Gizerindeki i¢ siyasi bélinme ve
kurumsal ¢6ziilmedir. Oniimiizdeki aylar, Liibnan’in yeniden devlet insasina mi1 yonelecegini, yoksa
bélinmuslik ve dis bagimlilik dizenini mi pekistirecegini gosterecektir.
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LUBNAN KRiZiNiN BOLGESEL BOYUTU

Yiizeyde kriz, Litbnan ile Israil arasindaki savasla baglantilt goriinse de daha derinde bu siireci Iran
ile Amerika Birlesik Devletleri ve Israil arasindaki daha biiyiik miicadeleden ayirmak zordur.
Liibnan fiilen i¢ ice ge¢mis bolgesel catismalar aginin bir pargast haline gelmistir. iran’in niikleer
dosyasinda veya Tahran-Washington hattindaki her gelisme, dogrudan Giiney Liibnan’daki durumu
ve ateskes stirecini etkilemektedir (Salloukh, 2019).

Bu noktada Hizbullah dosyasi Litbnan sahnesinin temel diigiimii olarak 6ne ¢tkmaktadir. Hizbullah
artik yalnizca ig siyasi bir Liibnan aktérii olarak degil, Iran liderligindeki bélgesel eksenin bir parcast
olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Iran ile siyasi, askeri ve mali baglarinin derinligi nedeniyle bircok
gbzlemci, orglitiin savag ve baris kararlarinin tamamen Liibnan ulusal ¢ikarlarindan degil, zaman
zaman [ran’in bolgesel 6nceliklerinden etkilendigini diisiinmektedir (Norton, 2018).

Bu durum son savasta acik bi¢cimde gorilmustir. Hizbullah savasa ilk asamada Gazze’ye destek,
ikinci agamada ise Libnan’t savunma basligiyla dahil olmustur. Ancak daha genis analizler, bu
angajmanin ayni zamanda Iran’in miizakere pozisyonunu giiclendiren ve eksen giigleri arasindaki
birlik mesajint pekistiren daha genis bir bolgesel baglama oturdugunu gostermektedir. Bu da temel
bir soruyu yeniden giindeme getirmistir: Askeri tirmanma karart tamamen mesru kurumlarin elinde
degilse, bir devlet nasil mutizakere eder ve ateskese bagl kalir?

DEVLET OTORITESI VE IKILi GUC YAPISI

Buna karsilik Liibnan devleti, Cumhurbagkant Joseph Aoun ve Basbakan Nawaf Salam liderliginde,
Liibnan-Israil hattindaki siirecin Iran-Amerika hattindan ayri oldugunu ve ateskesin Litbnan’in
egemenligi cercevesinde gerceklestigini vurgulamaya calismustir.

Bu yaklasim ilkesel olarak 6nemlidir; ancak sahadaki belirleyici unsur olarak Hizbullah’in silahli
kapasitesinin devam ediyor olmast bu séylemi zorlastirmaktadir. Tam da burada Litbnan’in gercek
sinavi ortaya cikmaktadir: Sorun yalnizca Israil ile miizakere etmek degil, ulusal karar birligini
yeniden tesis etmektir. Problem sadece siyasi gorus ayriliklart degildir; resmi devlet yapisi ile
bagimsiz askeri karar alabilen ve bolgesel tercihlere baglt bir gii¢ arasindaki ikili otorite yapisidir. Bu
ikilik, kars1 tarafin devletin tim uygulama araclarina tek basina sahip olmadigint bilmesi nedeniyle
Libnan’t her miizakere masasinda zayiflatmaktadir (Makdisi & Marktanner, 2009).

ARAP DIPLOMASISIi VE BOLGESEL UZLASI ARAYISI

Bu baglamda Saudi Arabia oncutligiindeki Arap diplomatik hareketliligi g6z ardi edilemez. Son
donemde Suudi Arabistan ile Iran arasinda farkli kanallardan temaslar olduguna dair isaretler ortaya
ctkmistir. Ayrica Pakistan’in gerginligin azaltilmasina katki sunma istegi dikkat cekmektedir. Libnan
dosyast ve Hizbullah’in silahlarinin gelecegine iliskin agik bir Iran plant heniiz gérilmese de mevcut
diplomatik hareketlilik, Liibnan istikrarinin daha genis bolgesel uzlasidan ayri disinilemeyecegini
gostermektedir.

Bu durum temel bir gercege isaret etmektedir: Iran’in silahlt ve etkili mittefiklere sahip oldugu
tlkelerde i¢ ¢6zim ancak bolgesel uzlastyla veya bu sahalarin bask: aract olarak kullanilmamasina
yonelik net bir kararla miimkiin olabilir. Dolayistyla Hizbullah’in silah meselesi yalnizca Libnan i¢
diyaloguna degil, 6rgiitiin Iran’in bélgesel stratejisindeki yerine de baghdir.
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ISRAIL STRATE]JiSI VE MUZAKERE BASKISI

Diger taraftan Israil’in yogun operasyonlara ragmen Hizbullah’t tamamen tasfiye edemedigi ve silah
meselesini yalnizca askeri glicle ¢6zemedigi anlasimaktadir. Bu nedenle Israel ikili bir stratejiye
yonelmistir: Bir yandan giivenlik baskisini siirdirmekte, diger yandan miizakere yoluyla savasla elde
edemedigi siyasi ve giivenlik kazanimlarini saglamaya ¢alismaktadir.

Israil ayrica Giiney Liibnan’daki bazi noktalardaki varligini pazarlik aract olarak kullanmaktadir. Bu
durum, sartlarini iyilestirmek, yeni givenlik diizenlemeleri dayatmak veya uzun vadeli fiili durumlar
yaratmak amaci tastyabilir. Bu nedenle Liibnan’da, durumun Shebaa Farms ve Kfarshouba Hills
benzeri uzun sureli ihtilaflt alanlara déntsmesi yontnde ciddi kaygilar vardir.

GUCLU MUZAKERE POZISYONU IHTIYAC

Suudi destegi ve Egypt’in roliine ragmen, Liibnan i¢ bolinmuslik i¢inde kaldigr ve agik Arap
desteginden yoksun oldugu siirece Liibnan-Israil miizakerelerinin dengeli sonug tiretmesi zordur.
Libnan’in; tam ¢ekilme, ihlallerin durdurulmasi, egemenlige saygt ve gergek anlamda ateskesin
saglanmasi gibi temel taleplerinde birlesik Arap destegine ihtiyact vardir.

Aynt sekilde Litbnan’in miizakere performansi daha 6zgiivenli ve kararlt olmalidir. Litbnan’in
surekli dis vesayete ihtiya¢ duyan bir sOyleme degil; ne istedigini bilen, ulusal haklart ve halkinin
ctkarlart temelinde miizakere eden egemen bir devlet sGylemine ihtiyact vardir. Bu ¢ercevede Meclis
Baskani Nabih Berri siyasi konumu ve farkli taraflarla iliskileri sayesinde 6nemli bir denge unsuru
olarak 6ne ¢tkmaktadir. Ayrica Yazid bin Farhan’in Beyrut ziyareti, Suudi Arabistan’in Libnan
dosyasina istikrart destekleme ve Taif Agreement gercevesine baglilik tizerinden yeniden dontsiini
gostermektedir.

SONUC

Ontimiizdeki dénemde Liibnan’daki tablo iki temel unsura bagli olacaktir: Devletin i¢ karart
bitlestirme kapasitesi ve daha genis bolgesel catismanin seyri. Iran’in bolgedeki vekil aktorler
meselesi ¢oziilmeden, bunlarin arasinda Hizbullah da dahil olmak tzere, Libnan icinde nihai bir
¢6ziime ulasmak oldukea gii¢c gorinmektedir.

Buna karsilik Litbnanlilar anayasal ve Arap destekli ciddi bir i¢ diyalog baslatabilir; siyasi reformu,
savunma stratejisini ve devlet insasint birlikte ele alabilirse, silahin ikili yapisindan devletin mesru
giic tekeline gecis mumkiin olabilir. Ancak i¢ bolinme siirer ve Guiney Liitbnan acik bir pazarlik
kart1 olarak kalirsa, Liibnan kendisini bolgedeki diger 6rneklere benzer bir tabloda bulabilir: Ne
savas tamamen biter ne de barts tamamlanir.

Sonug olarak Liibnan yalnizca Israil ile sinir meselesi yasamamaktadir; ayni zamanda gercek
anlamda bir i¢ egemenlik micadelesi vermektedir. Egemenligin yeniden tesisi, savas ve baris
kararinin yalnizca Liubnan’a ait olmast ve devlet kurumlarinin tim vatandaslar icin tek mesru
referans haline gelmesiyle mimkindir. Aksi takdirde Litbnan boélgesel hesaplasmalarin sahast
olmaya devam edecek; silah dosyast dis catismalara ve i¢ bolinmeye baglt kaldikea istikrar kirilgan,
ateskesler gecici ve her miizakere yeniden patlamaya acik olacaktir.
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INTRODUCTION

Lebanon has entered an extremely sensitive period that may determine its political and security
trajectory in the coming years. The issue is no longer limited to border tensions with Israel or
technical negotiations surrounding a ceasefire. Rather, the problem concerns the very essence of
the state: who truly holds decision-making authority in Lebanon? Is it the legitimate state
institutions, or forces aligned with regional axes that extend beyond Lebanon’s borders?

Today, Lebanon stands amid two parallel conflicts. The first is an external conflict with Israel,
encompassing both military and diplomatic dimensions. The second is an internal struggle
involving political division and institutional fragmentation over the identity of the state and control
of security decisions. The coming months will reveal whether Lebanon will move toward rebuilding
the state or further entrench a system of fragmentation and external dependency.
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THE REGIONAL DIMENSION OF THE LEBANESE CRISIS

At the surface level, the crisis appears linked to the conflict between Lebanon and Israel. However,
at a deeper level, it is difficult to separate this process from the broader confrontation involving
Iran, the United States, and Israel. Lebanon has effectively become part of an interconnected
network of regional conflicts. Any development in Iran’s nuclear file or in the Tehran—Washington
dynamic directly affects the situation in southern Lebanon and the ceasefire process (Salloukh,
2019).

At this juncture, the Hezbollah file emerges as the central node in the Lebanese landscape.
Hezbollah is no longer viewed solely as a domestic political actor but as part of a regional axis led
by Iran. Due to the depth of its political, military, and financial ties with Iran, many observers argue
that its decisions regarding war and peace are not exclusively driven by Lebanese national interests
but are at times influenced by Iran’s regional priorities (Norton, 2018).

This dynamic became evident during the most recent conflict. Hezbollah initially engaged under
the banner of supporting Gaza and later under the justification of defending Lebanon. However,
broader analyses suggest that this involvement also served a wider regional context—one that
strengthened Iran’s negotiating position and reinforced cohesion among axis actors. This raises a
fundamental question: if decisions of military escalation are not entirely in the hands of legitimate
institutions, how can a state negotiate and commit to a ceasefire?

STATE AUTHORITY AND THE DUAL POWER STRUCTURE

In response, the Lebanese state, under the leadership of Joseph Aoun and Nawaf Salam, has
attempted to emphasize that developments along the Lebanese—Israeli front are distinct from the
Iran—United States dynamic and that any ceasefire falls within the framework of Lebanese
sovereignty.

While this position is principled, it is undermined by the continued presence of Hezbollah’s armed
capacity as a decisive factor on the ground. Herein lies Lebanon’s fundamental test: the challenge
is not only negotiating with Israel but also re-establishing unity in national decision-making. The
issue extends beyond political disagreements; it reflects a dual authority structure between the
formal state apparatus and an independent military force capable of making decisions aligned with
regional priorities. This duality weakens Lebanon at every negotiating table, as opposing parties
recognize that the state does not exclusively control all instruments of implementation (Makdisi &
Marktanner, 2009).

ARAB DOPLOMACY AND THE SEARCH FOR REGIONAL
CONSENSUS

In this context, the diplomatic activism led by Saudi Arabia cannot be overlooked. Recent
indications suggest that communication channels between Saudi Arabia and Iran have been
reactivated. Additionally, Pakistan has expressed willingness to contribute to de-escalation efforts.
Although no clear Iranian plan regarding Lebanon or the future of Hezbollah’s arms has emerged,
this diplomatic movement underscores that Lebanon’s stability cannot be separated from broader
regional consensus.

This reality points to a fundamental truth: in countries where Iran maintains influential armed allies,
internal resolution is often contingent upon either regional consensus or a clear decision not to
instrumentalize these arenas as pressure tools. Consequently, the issue of Hezbollah’s arms is tied
not only to domestic Lebanese dialogue but also to its role within Iran’s regional strategy.
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ISRAELI STRATEGY AND NEGOTIATION PRESSURE

On the other hand, it has become evident that Israel has been unable to fully eliminate Hezbollah
through military operations alone, nor resolve the arms issue purely by force. Accordingly, Israel
has adopted a dual strategy: maintaining security pressure while simultaneously pursuing
negotiations to secure political and security gains that could not be achieved through warfare.
Israel is also utilizing its presence in certain areas of southern Lebanon as a bargaining tool. This
approach may aim to improve its negotiating position, impose new security arrangements, or
establish long-term de facto realities. Consequently, there are serious concerns within Lebanon that
the situation may evolve into protracted disputes similar to Shebaa Farms and Kfarshouba Hills.

THE NEED FOR A STRONG NEGOTIATING POSITION

Despite Saudi support and the role of Egypt, it remains difficult for Lebanon—Israel negotiations
to yield balanced outcomes as long as Lebanon remains internally divided and lacks unified Arab
backing. Lebanon requires consolidated Arab support to uphold its fundamental demands: full
withdrawal, cessation of violations, respect for sovereignty, and a genuine ceasefire.

Similarly, Lebanon’s negotiating posture must become more confident and decisive. The country
does not need a discourse dependent on external guardianship but rather one that reflects a
sovereign state clearly articulating its interests and negotiating on the basis of national rights and
the welfare of its citizens. In this regard, Nabih Berri emerges as a key balancing figure due to his
political position and relations with various actors. Furthermore, the visit of Yazid bin Farhan to
Beirut signals Saudi Arabia’s renewed engagement in the Lebanese file, emphasizing support for
stability and adherence to the Taif Agreement framework.

CONCLUSION

In the coming period, Lebanon’s trajectory will depend on two primary factors: the state’s capacity
to unify internal decision-making and the evolution of the broader regional conflict. Without
resolving the issue of Iran’s proxy actors in the region—including Hezbollah—achieving a final
internal settlement in Lebanon appears highly unlikely.

Nevertheless, if the Lebanese initiate a serious constitutional and Arab-backed internal dialogue—
addressing political reform, defense strategy, and state-building collectively—a transition from a
dual arms structure to a unified state monopoly over legitimate force may become possible.
However, if internal divisions persist and southern Lebanon remains an open bargaining chip, the
country risks resembling other regional cases where neither war fully ends nor peace is fully realized.
Ultimately, Lebanon is not merely facing a border dispute with Israel; it is engaged in a profound
internal struggle over sovereignty. The restoration of sovereignty requires that decisions of war and
peace belong exclusively to Lebanon, and that state institutions become the sole legitimate
reference for all citizens. Otherwise, Lebanon will continue to serve as an arena for regional
contestation; as long as the arms issue remains tied to external conflicts and internal divisions,
stability will remain fragile, ceasefires temporary, and every negotiation susceptible to renewed
escalation.
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