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F o r  a  r e se a r c h e r  o f  an y  su b jec t ,  a  d ic tionary  is a  useful tool fo r  qu ick  re feren ce . 
A  fa c t  e n c a p s u la te d  in a  few  w o rd s ,  an e lu s iv e  d a te  a re  u su a lly  e a s ie r  to  f in d  in an 
e n c y c lo p e d ia - ty p e  w o rk  than in so m e  sch o lar ly  vo lum e.

U n fo r tu n a te ly ,  r e se a rc h e rs  in A rm en ian  S tu d ie s  h av e  a lw a y s  been  at o d d s  with 
re fe re n c e  w o rk s .  T h e  o n e s  p ro d u ce d  in A rm e n ia  h av e  p r o v e d  de fec tiv e  fo r  a  
m y r ia d  o f  r e a s o n s :  entr ie s  m is s in g  d u e  to  id e o lo g ic a l  co n stra in ts ,  doubtful sou rc es ,  
fau lty  s c h o la r s h ip ,  l a c k  o f  a c c e s s  to  the latest re searc h ,  o n e -s id e d  v iew poin ts ,  
e tc e te ra .  T h e  s a m e  h a s  h a p p e n e d  with the o n e s  p ro d u ce d  a b r o a d  t o  a  m o r e  o r  le s s  
s im i la r  extent.

In the  1 9 9 0 ’ s ,  the  Y e r e v a n -b a se d  A rm en ian  E n c y c lo p e d ia  p rodu ced  a  one- 
v o lu m e  e n c y c lo p e d ia  d e v o t e d  to  the A rm en ian  Q uestion  ( f ir s t  p u b lish ed  in 
R u s s ia n  tr a n s la t io n .  1 9 9 1 ,  an d  a fte rw ard s  in the  A rm en ian  or ig in a l ,  19 9 6 ) .  A 
c o l l a b o r a t i v e  e f fo r t  betw een  authors  from  A rm e n ia  an d  the  D ia sp o ra ,  w hile  
im p e r fe c t ,  a t  le a s t  h a d  qu ite  g o o d  sch o la r sh ip  b eh in d  it. G iv e n  the h istorica l  and 
p o l i t ic a l  im p o r ta n c e  o f  the  su b jec t ,  su ch  an enterpr ise  w a s  g rea t ly  ov erdu e .

N o w  w e  h a v e  an o th e r  b o o k ,  o f  a  l e s s  m a s s iv e  s c o p e  an d  different contents,  
p u b l i sh e d  in F ra n c e .  T h e  author, A r a  K rik orian ,  i s  a  French-A rm enian  p u b lish e r  o f  
te c h n ic a l  b o o k s .  H e  i s  a  long-term  activ is t  fo r  the A rm en ian  C a u se  through  the 
r a n k s  o f  the  A r m e n ia n  R ev o lu t io n ary  Fed era t io n  an d  the  C o m ity  d e  D e fe n se  d e  la 
C a u s e  A rm e n ie n n e  ( C D C A ) ,  its lob b y  branch  in France . H e  w as  a l s o  ch a irm an  o f  

the  latter f r o m  1 9 9 3 -2 0 0 1 .
E v e n  th o u gh  the  au th o r  i s  not an a c a d e m ic ,  th is  p u b lica tio n  c o u ld  h av e  h ad  m ore  

v a lu e  h a d  it b e e n  p ro p e r ly  ed ited  an d  s lightly  better  re search ed .  Unfortunately , this 
i s  n o t  the  c a s e .  In v ie w  o f  the e lem entary  an d  even  cru d e  m is ta k e s  m a d e  in the 
tex t ,  the  e ig h t - p a g e  b ib l io g ra p h y  h a s  n o  value.

In h is  n ote  t o  the  reader .  K rik orian  s ta te s  that h e  w an ts  th is b o o k  to  b e  j u s t  a  
c o m p a n io n  t o  the  A rm e n ia n  C a u se ,  with fast  an d  e a sy  a c c e s s .  H o w ev er ,  su ch  a  
to o l  n e e d s ,  f irs t  o f  a l l ,  t o  b e  re liab le .  In the s a m e  note, h e  e rro n eo u sly  s ta te s  that 
the “ A r m e n ia n  Q u e s t io n ”  e n c y c lo p e d ia  w as  p u b lish ed  in 1995  (he  then g iv e s  the 
r igh t d a te  o n  p . 9 4 ) .  T h i s  i s  o n ly  the first o f  an e n d le s s  array  o f  m is tak e s ,  g o in g

lite ra l ly  t o  the  last p a g e .
In a  f iv e - p a g e  s u c c in c t  an d  quite  accu ra tc  introduction, the author ou tl in es  the 

h is to ry  o f  the A rm e n ia n  Q u e s t io n /C a u se  from  the m id-nineteenth century to  this 
d a y .  H e  u s e s  bo th  te rm s in terchangeably , though  it i s  n o t iceab le  that they d o  not 
h a v e  the  s a m e  m e a n in g .  In h is  thousand-entry a lp h abetica l  list, the reader will  not 
f in d  a  s in g le  o n e .  w h ich  g iv e s  a  short, ready -to -use  defin it ion  o f  both w o rd s .  H is  
s ta te m e n t  that “ la  ju x ta p o s i t io n  d ’ un m il l ie r  d 'e n t r t e s  d a n s  I 'o rdre  a lphaW tique-un



ordre  arbitra ire  m a i s  le l lem eni co m m o d e-n e  fo u m it  p a s  la rd pon se  ձ ce ttc  question . 
D ’o u  la  p resen te  brdvc  in t ro d u c t io n . . . "  (p .  13) is a c tu a l ly  m is lead in g .  T h e  French 
quo tation  s ta te s  that the 1000  entries  d o  not a n sw e r  w hat the Arm enian  
Q u e s t io n /C a u se  is (are) .  O n c e  h e  h a s  g o n e  through  the introduction, a  reader 
lo o k in g  for  that a n sw e r  will  end  with em pty  hands.

T h e  b o o k  s e e m s  l ik e  a  N o a h ’ s  A rk  includ ing  e v e r y b o d y  re la ted , even  tenuously , 
to  po l it ica l ,  s ch o la r ly  or  literary trends o f  the  1 8 0 0 - 2 0 0 0  p er io d .  O f  c o u r se ,  it is a 
m atter  o f  c h o ic e ,  but it is a l s o  a  m atter  o f  c o m m o n  se n se .  E v e n  the f a m o u s  18th 
century  m instrel  S a y a t - N o v a  - w h o s e  real su rn am e  w a s  S a y a t ia n ,  not S a y a d j ia n  (p. 
2 1 3 )  -  i s  here. B u t w h y ?  B e c a u s e  Persian  so ld ie r s  k i l led  him  in 1795?  
(In c id en ta l ly ,  the re a so n  for  h is  death  w as  not h i s  p roh ib it ion  from  entering  the 
m o n a ste ry  o f  H ag h p a t ,  a s  s ta ted , but that h e  r e fu se d  to  co n vert  to I s lam ). Should  
the c o m p o s e r  P ar seg h  G a n a c h ia n  b e  in c lu ded  b e c a u s e  h e  m a d e  the a rran gem en t o f  
the A rm en ian  national anthem  o r  w rote  the m u s ic  for  a  fa m o u s  patriotic  s o n g ?  
E q u a l ly  u n c lear  a re  m a n y  other  n a m e s ,  su ch  a s  the s c h o la r s  G h ev o n t  A lish an  and 
G e o r g e s  D u m e z i l ;  c o m p o s e r  K o u rk en  A le m sh a h ;  w rite rs  N sh a n  B esh ig tash lian ,  
S h ah an  Sh ah n o u r ,  A h aro n  D ad o u r ian ;  A G B U  p re s id e n ts  A le x  M a n o o g ia n  and 
L o u ise  S im o n e - M a n o o g ia n ;  etc.

O n e  w o u ld  like to  a sk  h ow  the battle o f  A v a ra ir ,  in the  fifth cen tu ry , cou ld  
b e c o m e  part o f  a  d ic t io n ary  d e v o t e d  to  the A rm en ian  C a u s e .  B u t  i f  th is is s trange, 
it i s  still m o re  s tran ge  to  re ad  that “ e lle  a  o p p o s e  en  P an  4 5 1  le s  fo rc e s  
arm £n ien n es  c o m m a n d o e s  p a r  V artan  M a m ig o n ia n  a u x  a rm d es  p e r s e s  de 
I’ E m p e r e u r  C h a h  A b b a s  l e r "  (p .  56 ) .  T h i s  i s  r e a l ly  o d d ,  s in ce  even  an A rm en ian  
S u n d a y  s c h o o l  student lea rn s  at s o m e  po in t  that the  P ers ian  k in g  w h o  sen t h is  
a rm ie s  t o  A v a r a i r  w a s  Y e s d ig e r d e s  (H azk e r t)  II.

W e  are  not g o in g  t o  c o m p i le  a  full l ist  o f  in accu rac ie s ,  but j u s t  g iv e  a  few  m ore  
e x a m p le s ,  r an d o m ly  ch osen :

1) A ni w a s  not the c a p ita l  o f  the B ag ra tu n i  k in g d o m  fro m  I lth-13th  centuries  
(o n ly  from  9 6 1 - 1 0 4 5 )  an d  w as  not c o n q u ere d  b y  the S e ld ju k s  in  1045 , but in 1064 

(p .  30 ) .
2 )  G e n e ra l  A ntran ik  d id  not d ie  in C h ic o ,  C a l i fo rn ia ,  but in F re sn o  ( s a m e  p age ) .
3 )  D z a d u r  A g h a y a n :  “ H istorien  ( 1 9 1 1 - 1 9 8 2 ) .  P a s te u r  protestant.  M e m b re  de  

I’U n io n  d e s  E c r iv a in s  d ’ A rm ^ n ie "  (p .  2 3 ) .  A g h a y a n  w a s  a  h istorian , not a  writer, 
s o  he w a s  n o  m e m b e r  o f  the W riters  U n io n ,  but o f  the  A c a d e m y  o f  S c ie n c e s .  S in c e  
h e  w a s  a l s o  a  card -carry  in g  m e m b e r  o f  the C o m m u n is t  Party  from 1 9 4 2 .  is it 
lo g ica l  to  s u p p o s e  that he p rev io u s ly  w a s  a  Protestant p a s to r ?

4 )  N e a r  E a s t  R e l ie f :  “ ( . . . )  [С )гёе  [ s ic ]  ddbut 1919  s o u s  I’ im puls ion  d e  Tancien  
A m b a s s a d e u r  M o rg en th a u .  ( . . . )  C e s s e  so n  activity  en  1 9 3 1 "  (p .  21 ) .  T h e  N e a r  E ast  
R e l i e f  w a s  created  in 1915  at the requ est  o f  M o rg en th a u ,  w h o w a s  the  U .S .  
a m b a s s a d o r  in T u r k e y  at the tim e, an d  h a s  co n tin u ed  t o  w o rk  a fte r  1931 under the 
n ew  n a m e  o f  N e a r  E a s t  Foun dation .

5 )  “ A z a d a m a r d " :  “ L 'e c r iv a in  R o u p e n  Zartar ian  en  a s s u r e  la  d irection  ju s q u 'c n  
19 1 4 .  N ig o l  A g h b a l ia n  lui su c c d d e  entre 1917  et 1 9 1 8 .  A z a d a m a rd  va  repara itre  ձ
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P a r i s  d e  1977  ձ 1 9 8 2 "  (p .  51 ) .  T h is  d a i ly  w as  pub lished  in C o n stan tin op le  from 
1 9 0 9  until its c lo su r e  o n  the e v e  o f  the Armenian G e n o c id e  ( 1 9 1 5 ) ,  an d  w as 
a lw a y s  e d ite d  by  Zartarian , h im se l f  arrested at the fateful “ S t.  B arth o lom ew ”  night 
o f  A p r il  2 3 - 2 4  (a n d  not A pril  2 4 -2 5 .  a s  K rikorian  w rites  in the first line o f  the first 
entry. “ 2 4  A vril  19 15 " .  p. 19) and killed  la te r  N ik o l  A gh b alian  ed ited  a  daily  
c a l le d  A zad am ard  in T i f l i s  in 1917-1918 . which h ad  nothing to  d o  with the 
C o n sta t in o p le  n e w sp a p e r .  O f  co u rse ,  the h om on ym o u s  p ap er  pub lished  in France  
s ix  d e c a d e s  later  cannot be  con sidered  a s  a  continuation.

6 )  V artan  S h a h b a z :  “ II sec o n d e  le g M r a l  Antranik e t  S eb as ta t s i  M ou rad  
pendan t le s  c o m b a t s  d u  Z an g u ^ zo u r  et la de fense  de M arach  (C i l ic ie )  en  1920“  (p. 
6 6 ) .  N e ith er  A ntran ik  nor M u rad  (killed in B ak u  in 1918) were in M ara sh  in 1920.

7 )  “ H o r izon ” : “ Q u o tid ien  en  langue armenienne стбё en 1931 a u  C a n a d a  p a r  la 
F R A  D ach n aktsou tiou n . II est  le precurseur du journ al  pu b lic  s o u s  le m e m e  n o m  a 
T i f l i s  ( 1 9 0 9 - 1 9 1 8 ) .  p u i s  a  S m y m c  (1 9 1 9 - 1 9 2 1 )  et enfin a  S a lo n iq u e  (1 9 2 8 - 1 9 3 1 ) "  
(p .  120 ) .  T h e  M o n trea l-b ased  H orizon  w eek ly  (not d a ily )  h a s  been  pub lished  s ince  
1 9 7 9 .  E v e n  i f  it h ad  been pub lished  in 1931 , it cou ld  have nev er  been the 
“ p r e c u r so r "  o f  three n ew sp a p e rs  pub lished  before  in three different, unrelated 
c it ie s .  It g o e s  without sa y in g  that those n ew sp apers  are  not related, an d  that 
H orizon  cannot b e  regard ed  a s  their continuation.

8 )  K arek in  N e jte h :  **(...) (A Ju x  Etats-U nis  ( . . .)  contre  P a v i s  d e  la F R A .  il сгёе  le 
m o u v e m e n t  d e  j e u n e s s e  *T s e r a g r o n e (p. 173). It is a  well-know n fact that the 
A rm en ian  R ev o lu tion ary  Federat ion  actu ally  sent N ejteh  from B u lg a r ia  t o  the 
U n ited  S ta te s  t o  create  a  youth m ovem ent an d  that the T se g h a g ro n  m ovem ent 
( re n a m e d  A rm en ian  Y o u th  Federat ion  in 1940) e n jo y ed  full support from  the party 
f ro m  its inception.

9 )  Y e g h ish e  C h aren ts :  “ ( . . . )  [D )£ n o n c*  c o m m e  trotsk iste  et nationaliste  petit- 
b o u rg e o is .  -il ava it  co u rageu sem en t p r is  la d e fen se  d e  B o r i s  Pasternak- ( . . . ) "  (p . 
2 2 5 ) .  P a ste rn ak  w as  not particularly  a ttacked  during  the 1 9 3 0 ’ s ,  an d  C harents,  
e x c e p t  for  o n e  m ention  during  h is  speech  at the F irst  C o n g r e s s  o f  S o v ie t  Writers 

( 1 9 3 4 ) ,  d id  n o t  m ention  Pasternak elsew here.
A s  w e  h a v e  seen . K rik orian  s e e m s  to  think that a lm ost  ev e ry  tim e tw o  o r  m ore  

h o m o n y m  n e w sp a p e r s  ap p ear ,  o n e  i s  the continuation o f  the  other  ( s e e  A lik , A ztag 
an d  o th ers) .  Fortunately , when h e  w rites  ab o u t  M shak, the influential da ily  
p u b lish e d  in  T i f l i s  from  1 8 7 3 -1 9 2 1 .  he om its  to  m ention a s  a  “ continuation”  the 
w ee k ly  M shak  p u b lish e d  in F resn o  from  1925-1957 . . .

T h e  b o o k  i s  a l s o  m arred  by  m an y  ty pograph ical  m is ta k e s  an d  technical odd it ie s ,  
su ch  a s  repet it ion s  o f  entr ie s  (e .g .  “ GOriin. K a m u ra n "  o n  p . 112 an d  "K am u ra n  
GUrtln" on p . 127 ) ,  con trad ict ion s  and w ro n g  translations.

O n e  i s  tem p ted  to  say  that Krikorian  w o u ld  h av e  d on e  a  real s e rv ic e  i f  he had 
p ro d u ce d  a  re v ised  vers ion  o f  the 1996  Arm enian  encyc loped ia .  R e a d e r s  will  still 
h av e  to  w ait fo r  a  w orthw hile  “ D ictionary  o f  the Arm enian  C a u s e "  in a  W estern
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