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Bernhard Schmaltz

Mutual Cooperation) Tiirkiye ile Irak arasinda 24 Subat 1g55'de Bag-
dat’ta imzalanmgtir.

Konferanslar :
= e F R ;: I BAGDAT PAKTI
= Kiffinhang e 114, ; i 955
= ISMAIL SOYSAL**
U-—=
= GIRIiS
Q-= Bagdat Pakti diye anilan “Kargihkh isbirligi Andlagmasi” (Treaty of

Ikinci Diinya Savagindan sonra Sovyetler Birliginin Ortadogu’da yara-
tabilecegi tehlikeyi karsilamak tGzere bir bolgesel savunma pakti yapiimasi
i¢in, 1947 yiindan baglayarak, énce Ingiltere kimi temaslar yapmigti. Da-
ha sonra Ingiltere, ABD, Fransa ve Tiirkiye sorunu birlikte ele almiglardi.
Boyle bir érgiite bu dort devietin yani sira, Iran, Pakistan ve, basta Misir
olmak iizere, bolgedeki baglica Arap devletlerinin  de katlmasi
ongoriiliyordu. Ne var ki, Filistin’de 1948’de Israil devleti ortaya gikinca
Arap devletleri asil tehlikeyi orada goriiyor, Israil'in kurulmasim destekle-
yen ABD ve eski mandater devletler Ingiltere ile Fransa’ya giiven duy-
muyordu. Aynca, Misir Siiveys Kanah bélgesindeki Ingiliz kuvvetleri geri
; cekilmedikge Ingiltere ile herhangi bir siyasal isbirligine girmek istemiyor-
i du. Ote yandan, 1950°de Israil’i taniyan Tiirkiye’nin Ortadogu’da Bauh-
‘ larla birlikte hareketi de Araplarca iyi karjlanmamigti.Nitekim 1949’da
NATO kurulup 1951°de Tiirkiye'nin de ona kaulmasi kesinlesince, ABD,
; Ingiltere, Fransa ve Tiirkiye, Ortadogu savunmas: igine bir gare olarak, 13
Ekim 1g51°de Kahire’ye, bagta Misir olmak tzere baglica Arap iilkelerinin
de katilacagi bir Ortadogu Komutanh@ (Middle East Command) kurul-
masini onerdiginde, Misir bunu reddetmigti. Bunun tzerine, bu dort dev-
letin, Araplarca daha iyi karsilanabilecegi umuduyla, yalniz “ortak planla-
ma” temeline dayal, daha esnek bir Ortadogu Savunma Orgiitii (Middle
East Defense Orgariization-MEDQO) Gnerisi de bir sonu¢ vermermnisti.

b8/b/er LM

120

Oysa, ABD Sovyet tehdidine karp bu bolgede kesinlikle bir savunma
6rgitl kurulmasini istiyordu. Bu amagla yeni bir formiil arayan ABD
Digigleri Bakani Dulles, 1953 mayisinda Ortadogu'ya bir gezi yapacaku,

* XL Tiirk Tarih Kongresi'ne bildiri olarak sunulmustur.

** Em. Biiyiikelci, Tiirk - Arap lliskileri Incelemeleri Vakfi Yonetim Kurulu Bagkant.

Tl 10 132




LARD  RAGOATT

BAGHDAD I. BEFORE THE MONGOL INVASION—BAGINA, BAGINAPATI 315

Makdisi. “Muslim Institutions of Learning in
Eleventh Century Baghdad,” BSOAS24, 1961, pp. 1-
56. K. A. C. Creswell, Early Muslim Architecture, 2
vols.. Oxford, 1940. A. A. Duri, “Baghdad,” £I*. H.
Kennedy, The Prophet and the Age of the Caliphates,
London, 1986. J. Lassner, The Topography of Bagh-
dad in the Early Middle Ages. Detroit, 1970. G. Le
Strange, Baghdad during the Abbasid Caliphate, Lon-
don. 1900. M. Morony, [raq after the Muslim Con-
quest, Princeton, 1984. D. Sourdel, Le vizirat abba-
side. 2 vols.. Damascus, 1959-60, passim.

(H. KENNEDY)

BAGHDAD PACT, popular name for the 1955
pro-Western defense alliance between Turkey. Iraq,
Iran, Pakistan. and the United Kingdom. At the height
of the Cold War, the Middle East, with strategic bases
bordenng the Soviet Union. vital communications
links, and significant oil wealth. represented a valuable
region for Western interests. Initial attempts to align the
emerging states in the area to Britain and the United
Stateshaving failed (Anglo-Egyptian Treaty of 1936 and
Anglo-fraqi Treaty of 1930), London and Washington
initiated a sequence of well-known agreements, includ-
ing the treaty of “friendship and cooperation for
security”” between Turkey and Pakistan (2 April 1954);
the “mulitary assistance” understanding between Iraq
and the U.S. (21 April 1954); the Turkish-Iraqi "“mutual
cooperation pact’” (24 February 1955); the special
agreement between Iraq and Britain (5 Aprl 1953)
which amalgamated the political-military bloc of pro-
Western regimes into the Baghdad Pact (Khaddun,
pp. 309-24).

The Pact’s purpose was the “"maintenance of peace
and security in the Middle East region™ (Preamble) and
called on member-states to “cooperate for their security
and defense™ (Article |) and to “refrain from any
interference whatsogver in each other’s internal affairs”
(Article 3). “Open for accession to army member of the
Arab League or any other state actively concerned with
the security and peace in this region” (Article 5), the
American-engineered alliance was intended to satisfy
several objectives (Europa. p. 102). It appealed to its
members for very different reasons although the rising
influence of the Soviet Union and that of Arab national-
ism, were widely shared. By agreeing to this treaty,
Turkey improved its relations with Western powers and
Iraq strengthened its position vis-d-vis Egypt (Gallman,
pp. 21-65). Iraq, as the onginal opponent of Arab
nationalism, goaded Cairo to stand in the way of the
pro-Western alliance. Yet, London’s membership, in-
tended to replace its 1930 preferential treaty which was
about to expire, disappointed many Arab leaders,
especially Gamal ‘Abd-al-Naser, who hoped for a
neutral Arab bloc between the West and the USSR.
Naser opposed the Pact because he perceived it as a
threat to his foreign policy objectives and as a tool
geared to serve Western political and economic inter-
ests. Cairo also feared that such an alliance would
isolate Egypt and strengthen the pro-British regime of

Narf al-Sa‘id in Baghdad. Egyptian-instigated agita-
tions against contemplated membership by Jordan
and Lebanon were partially responsible for the dis-
turbances in both countries in 1956 and 1957 leading the
U.S. and Britain to intervene militarily. The Iraq:
premier considered the Pact as a vindication of his
source of power and to demonstrate his allegiance to the
West broke diplomatic relations with Moscow in
January, 1955. For Pakistan. the Pact was intended to
balance relations with India and help it benefit from
Western economic largesse. [ran, having abandoned its
tradition of third-power policy and having disregarded
Prime Minister Mosaddeq's experiment with a neutra-
list approach, wished to align itself with the West. Yet,
despite the shah’s unquestionable sense of Soviet and
Communist danger, he saw a unique opportunity iz the
alliance for the preservation of his throne (Ramazani.
1975, p.276).

After the application of the Eisenhower Doctrine tn
1958, opposttion to the alliance in the Northern Trer
emerged among indigenous nationalist groups. The
U.S., having joined the Pact as an Associate member o
1956, exercised great influence in the Economic and
Counter-Subversion Committees but received a severe
jolt when, in July, 1958, a bloody army revolt overthrew
the pro-Western Hashemite monarchy of Faysal 1.
bringing into power the revolutionary Qdsem regime
The Shah of Iran was shaken, fearing a similar fate for
himself and viewing the upheaval in Baghdad as a ““clear
and imminent” source of threats to regional stability
(Ramazani, 1975, p.281). Iraq’s consequent with-
drawal from the Pact, henceforth the Central Treaty
Organization (CENTO, q.v.). led to the transfer of the
International Secretariat from Baghdad to Amnkara.
Turkey. In the wake of the Pact’s demise. the U 5.
signed several defense treaties with Iran, Turkey, and
Pakistan. guaranteeing their security against foreign
aggression.

Bibliography: The Baghdad Pact: Origins und
Political Setting, London, 1956. Europa-The Middle
Fast, 1966. London, 1960. pp. 99-102. Waldemar J.
Gallman, /raq under General Nuri, Baltimore, 1964,
pp. 66-87. Majid Khadduri, /ndependent Iraq. 1932-
1958: A Study of Iragi Politics, London. [960.
pp. 307-50. R. K. Ramazani, The Northern Tier:
Afghanistan, Iran, and Turkey, New York, {966,
pp. 117-23.Idem, Iran's Foreign Policy, 1941-1973. 4
Study of Foreign Policy in Modernizing Nations.
Charlottesville, 1975, pp. 274-78.

(J. A. KECHICHIAN)

BAGINA, BAGINAPATI, reconstructed Old-
Iranian words. The first designates a tempie housing a
cult image (from baga-"god,” “‘image of a god™" + suffix
-ina- “belonging to0™); the second, the master of such a
temple.

The form and meaning of both words are obvious
from their descendants in various Middle-Iranian lan-
guages: Parthian (loanword in Armenian) bagin “pagan
sanctuary’ (the early Arm. historians list seven bagink”,
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le 1958 de yikilmasindan sonra kurulan Irak
Cumhuriyeti'nin de bagkenti oldu. Nifus
(1983 tah.) 3.400.000

Bagdat Demiryolu, ANADOLU-BAGDAT DE-
MirYoLU olarak da bilinir, Istanbul’'u Bag-
dat’a baglayan demiryolu. Daha sonra Bas-
ra'ya kadar uzatilan demiryolu, hava ve

Bagdat Demiryolu ingaati; Firat lrmag
Ustlinde bir kdpri
Anadolu Yayincilik Arsivi T

karayolu tagimacihigimin siirekli geligmesiyle
eski stratejik Onemini yitirmigtir. .
Bagdat Demiryolu'nun Haydarpaga-lzmit
hattr, Osmanli Devleti'nin kendi olanakla-
nyla tamamlanarak 1873’te isletmeye agil-
migti. 1888°de bu hattin Izmit-Ankara ve
Eskisehir-Konya uzantilani igin Osmanh
hitkiimeti ile Almanlann Deutsche Bank
arasinda anlagma saglandi. Kurulan Anado-
lu Demiryollan Sirketi, toplam 931 km’lik
bu hatlan 1895’e degin tamamladi. Hatlarin
isletme hakkim alan Deutsche Bank ile
1899’da yeni bir sdzlegme imzalanarak Bag-
dat Demiryolu’nun ikinci agamast igin ¢alis-
malara gegildi. Konya, Durak, Toprakkale,
Islahiye, Resulayn ve Bagdat'ta baglatilan
yapim igleri 15 wil 'siirdii. Bu iddiah ve
pahali yatnm, ashinda Avrupa devletleri
arasindaki diplomatik ve ekonomik rekabe-
tin, Osmanli topraklanna yansiyan sonugla-
nydi. Suriye’deki demiryolu aginmn Fransiz-
lanin elinde olmasi, Osmanli Devleti ile
yakinlagmayi 6ngbéren Almanya agisindan
Bagdat Demiryolu’nu 6nemli kilmaktayd:.
Nitekim bu girisim Fransizlant da harekete
gegirerek kisa zamanda Yafa, Kudits, Bey-
rut, Sam ve Halep ara bagtantilarimin yapii-
masina neden oldu. II. Abdilhamid de
Islam diinyasinda sayginhk kazanmak da-
siincesiyle ulusal kaynaklara dayal: Hicaz
Demiryolu(*) projesini giindeme getirdi.
Bu yogun rekabet ortammda, toplam 1.037
km'lik” yeni hat 1910’da biiyik &lgide
tamamlandi. Ama mali gighikler ve Toros-
lar’da tiinel agmamn getirdifi teknik sorun-
lar’ ilerlemeyi agm oOlglide yavaglatti, Os-
manh Devleti, Almanya ve oébur Ittifak
Devletleri yaninda 1. Diinya Savagi'na kati-
hinca, demiryolunun stratejik dnemi nede-
niyle gahgmalar hizlandinldi. 1918°de savag
bittiginde hat, Bagdat’a birkag yiiz kilomet-
re uzakliktaki Nusaybin'e kadar tamamla-
nabilmisti. Ote yandan Bagdat'tan da 135
km’lik bir bolimi dosenmisti. Geri kalan
son bolim ve Iran Kérfezinin yakimndaki
Basra limanina uzanacak olan ek hat,
Osmanli Devleti’'nin dagilmasindan sonra
kurulan Suriye ve Irak tarafindan tamam-
landi.

Bagdat Hatun (6. 1335, Sultaniye, Iran),
giizelligiyle iin yapmug lthanl sultani,

Tthanh ‘meliki’l-imera (beylerbeyi) Emir
Coban’in kiziydi. 1323’te Emir Hasan Cela-
yir'le eviendi. 1325°te Ugan Yaylasina gelen
Ithanh hiikiimdan Ebu Said Bahadir onu

gorerek gizelliginden etkilendi ve babas:
Emir Coban’dan Cengiz Yasast geregi iste-
di. Bu yasaya gore, hikimdann istedigi
kadin, kocasi tarafindan kendisine verilme-
liydi. Mogol torelerine oldugu kadar, geriat
hiikiimlerine de baglihk duyan Emir Coban
bundan hoglanmadi. Bir gorise gore sultan-
la aralarinin agilmasina da bu olay neden
oldu. Kizin1 ve damadimt sultandan uzak-
lagtirmak igin Arran’a gdnderen Emir
Coban 1326'da ogullanyla birlikte o6lda-
rilda.

Ebu Said Bahadir, bu kez de Kad: Miiba-
rekgah”t Emir Hasgp Celayir'e gondererek
Bagdat Hatun'u iStetti. Emir Hasan da
yasaya uyarak kansmi bosad: ve hitkiimda-
ra gonderdi. Bagdat Hatun, Ebu Said
Bahadir iizerindeks bilyiik etkisiyle sarayin
en gozde kadim oldu. Ebu Said Bahadirin
annesi Haciya Sultan, 1331’de Bagdat Ha-
tun’un ilk esiyle ilgisini kesmedigi ve haber-
lestigi soylentisini yayarak onu gdzden dii-
sirdi. Sorusturma sonunda yasaya aykir
davranmadigi anlasilinca, Bagdat Hatun
eski sayginlifim yeniden elde etti. |

Ebu Said Bahadir'in, son yillarinda yeni-
den evlenmesiyle Bagdat Hatun eski glicii-
nd giderek yitirdi. Hikiimdann 30 Ekim
1335’te 6lmesinden sonra tahta ¢ikan Arpa
Han onu Ebu Said Bahadir'in olimiinden
sorumlu tutarak 6ldirttii. Bagdat Hatun’'un
yagami Giing6r Dilmen Kalyoncu’nun aym
adli oyununa konu olmusgtur.

Bagdat Koskii, Istanbul’da Topkap: Sara-
w1 icinde bulunan kéagir kogk. Ayrica bak.
Topkapt Sarayi.

Bagdat Okulu, Islam kitap resimleme
sanatinin  Onemli dsluplarindan bin. 12
ylizyiin sonlannda ortaya ¢ikmgsa da, 13.
yiizyildan eski 6rnekleri giiniimiize ulagma-
migtir. Abbasi halifelerinin Bagdat’ta yeni-
den giiclendigi dénemde gelisen bu Gislubun
en belirgin ozellikleri, genel bir tipleme
yapmak yerine yuzlerde portre niteliginde
kisisel ozelliklere yer vermesi, gindelik
yasamin aynntilanm aktarmast ve hareket-

&

Hariri'nin Makamét adl kitabindan Vasiti'nin bir minyaturd,

1237, Ulusat Kitaphk, Paris
Bibliothéque Nationale, Paris

175 Bagdat Pakt

lilikti. Okulun galismalann Bagdat'm 1258’
de Mogoliar tarafindan yikilmasim izieyen
yaklagtk 40 yif boyunca devam etti.

Bagdat Okulu minyatirlerinin ilk 6rnekle-
ri, Dioskorides’in De materia medica adh
tip yazilanimn 1224 tarihli Arapga gevirisin-
de yer alan resimlerdir (bu yazma kitabin
sayfalan gesitli 6zel koleksiyonlara ve mi-

~zelere dagitmgtir). Canli renkler, geligmig

bir desen anlayisi ve ifadeli yiiz gizgileri gibi
Bagdat Okulu'nun geleneksel ogeleri bu
minyatiirlerde de gorilir. Cergeve igine
altnmamig metni resimleyen minyatirler
genellikle satir aralannda bulunmaktadir.

Hariri'nin Makamat adh kitabmi resimle-
mek amaciyla yapilan minyatirler de biitiin
Arap tesim sanatinin en glzel drnekleri
arasindadir. 1225 ile Mogoliarin Bagdat’s
ele gecirdigi 1258 arasinda yapilan bu
resimlerin yer aldign el yazmalanimn en
giizel, en eksiksiz ve en iyi korunmus
olanlan, 1237’ve tarihlenen ve bugiin Paris’
te Ulusal Kitaphk koleksiyonlaninda bulu-
nanlardir,

Bir kitabin kapak resmi olan 1287 tarihli
“Samimi Kardeglerin Mektuplan” adli min-
vatiir, Bagdat Okulu'nun iislop ézelliklen-
nin ¢ok uzun yillar sirdigini gosterir.
Istanbul’da Siileymaniye Kutiiphanesi'nde
bulunan bu minyatir, genelde stisleme 6zel-
ligi tagimasimn yam: sira aynntilardaki ger-
gekgiligiyle de dikkati ¢eker. Minyatiirde,
kitabin yazarlan kéatipleriyle birlikte canlan-
dinlmg, yizier ozellikle vurgulanmastir.

Bagdat Okulu 1300’lerin baginda ortadan
Glgedeki minyatiir sanati Mogo!
un cesitli 6zelliklerini benimsemeye
ur.

Bagdat Pakti, Tirkiye, Pakistan, Irak.
Iran ve Ingiltere’nin olugturdugu kargihkl
givenlik ve savunma 6rgiti. Merkezi Bag-
dat'ta olmak iizere 1955te kurulmus.
1959’da da adi Merkezi Antlasma Teskila-
t(*) (CENTO) olarak degigmistir.
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Egypt Versus the Bagdad Pact

By M Perlmann

itself still further on the Middle Eastern scene: trade with the
U.S.S.R. and its satellites from East Germany to China; offers of
‘econmmc and technical assistance; dxplomatm moves showing that Moscow
is carefully watching the checkerboard — all fall into the pattern of at-
~ templed penetration, the first step towards bigger game. But the big game
also has its regional content and significance. The Soviets are playing a
. pro-Arsb versus Israel role, and by supplying arms, changed the balance
- of power tu favor of the Arabs, especially Egypt. i e
This in turn strengthened the Inndon-Washmgton tendency of woo-
-~ ing the Arabs. True, London ran into a blind alley in Amman. Following
- the recent conference in Bagdad of the Bagdad Pact countries, a British
.general went to Jordan’s capital to complete the persuasion and prodding
- of that country into joining the pact, and to point out the advantages that
would accrue (treaty revision; financial arrangements). But something
- went wrong. There secemed to be a good desl of propaganda, especially
amozg the more articulate and vociferous elements: pupils of the schools,
refugees, Palestinians. The British, and the Jordan authorities 2s well,
-assert that Saudi Arabian gold (i.e., American dollars paid for Saudi oil)
was lubricating discontent. Then there was the constant Amman refrain
against Glubb Pasha, the British commander of the Jordan forces. Appar-
ently some officers, influenced by Egyptian contacts, were involved to the
extest of a suspected anti-monarchist plot, and some opposition to Brit-
ish commanders.
Mobs took over the streets of the capital and other towns in anti-
‘British, anti-Bagdad alliance and anti-West demonstrations; they damaged
the Arab Development Project, attacked UNWRA headquarters at Hebron, -
. an American-supported tuberculosis hospital, and foreign consulates. Three
- cabizets in as many weeks succeeded one another; Parliament was dis,
golved ; the people were finally promised that the country would not join
~any slliance involving the West. Egypt and Saudi Arabia offered Jordan

THE Soviet power, ngen an anchor by Egypt, is trymg to entrench

-—-aid In Heu of British aid if she joined their alliance. Parliament was re- — —

conwened after its dissolution was adjudged illegal. Washington protested
agatust the damage to the American consulate in Jordan-held Jerusalem
{where the Stars and Stripes had been ripped down). The anti-rich propa-
genda gave credence to the suggestion that Communist cells were joining
hands with nationsalist elements in the anti-Western campaign. Jordan
demunded an Arab conference, where Cairo wanted only an Amman-Cairo
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The Baghdad Pact and its
Enemies, I

THE Baghdad Pact had a profound effect on every level of Arab
politics. It was intended for a dual purpose: as a military weapon
against the Soviet Union and as a political instrument of British and
Iraqi power in the Arab world. The effectiveness of its first role has
yet to be tested, but its second was seen to be a failure almost before
its signature. Crippled from the start by Anglo-American disagree-
- ment, the Pact foundered on the rock of Iraqi-Egyptian rivalries.
But to appreciate its impact on Arab affairs, some account must first
be given of the defence debate which raged in the Middle East for a
year or more before its conclusion on 25 February 1955. This was the
context in which ‘Abd al-Nasir’s Arab policy took shape, which was
to become the dominant theme in the area over the next four years.

ANGLO-AMERICAN DIFFERENCES

Although Britain and the United States were agreed on the im-
portance of defending the Middle East against Communist expansion,
they often differed on how this should be done. No exact account of
their disagreements can be given in the absence of official documents;
but it is clear that failure to concert their policies contributed to the
poverty of the arrangements that were ultimately made.

To state their differences in the broadest possible terms, it may be
said that while both were agreed on the global strategy of ‘contain-
ment’, Britain was further concerned to salvage what she could from
a once dominant position in the Arab world. She therefore preferred
to think in terms of a western-sponsored regional defence organiza-
tion in which her existing treaty rights and military facilities in certain
Arab states could be retained under a new multilateral formula.
This contrasted with the American view of Middle East defence,

-which tended to be impatient of Britain’s acquired positions and to

THE BAGHDAD PACT AND ITS ENEMIES, I 187

envisage a rampart of non-Arab states hard up against Russia’s
southern flank.

But this distinction was not always so. clear-cut. The Americans,
too, would have liked to see the Arabs join a collective system if this
could have been arranged. Indeed, in the original western plan of
1950-1, Britain and the United States joined with France and Turkey
in an abortive attempt to induce Egypt to join a defence system and
give a lead to the Arab world.! It was only later, during the Anglo-
Egyptian negotiations over the Suez Canal Zone base in 1952—4, that
Anglo-American policies were seen to diverge. An item in the British
case was that a settlement should be conditional on Egypt’s agreement
to participate in a Middle East defence organization, but this was a
point the Americans were less inclined to press. As Eden put it:

. . . American policy in general seemed to be conditioned by a belief that
Egypt was still the victim of British ‘colonialism’, and as such deserving of
American sympathy. It also appeared to be influenced by a desire to reach
a quick solution almost at any cost and by a pathetic belief that, once
agreement was reached, all would be well. These considerations, combined
with a horror of unpopularity and fear of losing their influence with the
new regime, particularly on the part of the United States Embassy in
Cairo, and also an apparent disinclination by the United States Govern-
ment to take second place even in an area where primary responsibility was
not theirs, resulted in the Americans, at least locally, withholding the whole-
hearted support which their partner in NATO had the right to expect and
which would have been of great, if not decisive, influence on our negotia-
tions.?

Anglo-American differences emerged clearly when the new Re-
publican Administration turned its attention to Middle East defence
early in 1953. This fresh American initiative may conveniently be
dated from Mr Dulles’s tour of the Middle East and South Asia in
May. At the start he was plainly still exploring the possibility of
Arab participation in a collective system. Colonel ‘Abd al-Nasir, who
met him at that time, is reported as saying that the Secretary of
State’s ‘conversation was all about military objectives and the means
by which to face any possible aggression from outside’. ‘Abd al-
Nasir continued:

! See above, ch. r11.

2 The Memoirs of the Rt Hon. Sir Anthony Eden, KG, PC, MC, iii: Full Circle
(1960), pp. 256—7. Eden makes plain his distrust of the U.S. ambassador in Cairo,
Mr Jefferson Caffery (p. 252).
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