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Introduction

After the recent Artsakh war in 2020 both the Republics of Armenia and
Artsakh, appeared in the most complicated conditions where multi-polar military,
political factors and ongoing geopolitical developments make them face new
challenges. The outlines of these challenges with various parallels are related to
the historical, political realities of the past. Thus, within the frames of this study,
against the historical background, we shall reveal the prehistory of the issue and
the present implications.

The Origin of Pan-Turkism and its Ideological Essence

It is common knowledge that still in the 70s and 80s of the 19" century Pan-
Turkism emerged as an ideology among the Muslim peoples of Russia. The
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“ideological smithies” were such organizations as “Turkish Yurdu” and “Turkish
Hearth” established in the Russian cities of Ufa and Kazan (the founders were
Ismail-bek Gasprinsky considered as the “father” of the ideology, Ali Hussein
Zade!, Ahmed-bek Aghayev, Fuad Kyoprulu, Yusuf Akcura and others)’. The
ideology having originated in Russia to fight the czarist policy of Christianizing and
alienating Muslims, initially aimed at increasing their national self-awareness, in
other words “to protect the Sharia from the Russian encroachment and save the
Muslims from the looming danger of Christianization™.

At the end of the 19" century the Pan-Turkish ideology was also popularized
in the Ottoman Empire, when many of the above-mentioned well-known figures of
Pan-Turkism moving to Turkey, settled in Constantinople and other cities®. Al
Hussein Zade the representative of the Russian Pan-Turkism was the first to have
moved to Constantinople (1889)°, and his poem “Turan” became the initial
“bugler” in the Ottoman capital®. Yusuf Akcurawas one of the well-known
ideologists, the proponent of nationalism, ethnicism and Turkification. He is also
considered the theoretician of the ideology of Pan-Turkism as he authored its
political doctrine and plan’. One of the most outstanding representatives of Pan-
Turkism, the student of Ali Hussein Zade (the latter is considered as the founder
of the ideology in the Empire), the most famous ideologist of Turkism, the founder
of the organization “Turkish Hearths” (“Tiurk Ocagi”), the editor of the Turkish
magazine “Turkish Homeland” (“Turk Yurdu”) and the follower of the Young
Turks’ movement, Mehmet Ziya (later he took the name Gdkalp — “the hero of the
sky”) was the ringleader of Turkish nationalism. His ideology of Turanism and

! Ali Hussein Zade was born in Salian town, in the vicinity of Baku (see ®Pwwjwi 2014,
23-24).

2 See 3apesaHa 1930, 38; Apwapynu, Fabugynnun 1930, 13. It should be noted that
such European Orientalists-Turkologists as Arminius Vambery (Hungarian), Leon Davis Kahun
(English) and Arthur Lomeli (French), who were all of Jewish origin, played a great role in the
formation of Pan-Turkism and its propaganda. With their works they tried “to substantiate” the
linguistic, cultural, genetic similarities found in the Turkish-Tartar peoples (see Ptghgwujwu
1995, 48). According to the Turkish author Dogan Avcioglu, Jews were the founders of Pan-
Turkism (see Uwpqujw 1983, 13).

® Qupbwun 1987, 13:

4 3apesanp 1930, 42-43, 50, see also Qupbkiwun 1987, 16, 18, 20.

5 See Rupbwwun 1926, 25.

6 See Mnnnuywi 1990, 8.

" 3apesang, 1930, 42.
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Pan-Turkism was completed in the work “The Bases of Turkism” (it was originally
published in 1923). The work was visionary, becoming the theoretical basis of the
developments in the external and internal policy pursued by the Ottoman Empire
and thence by the Republic of Turkey®. According to Ziya Gokalp’s doctrine, the
ideology of Pan-Turkism was to be put into practice through a three-stage system.
The first was Turkism with the abandonment of the ideology of Pan-Ottomanism.
The latter entailed the Turkification or extermination of non-Turkish peoples
within the borders of the Ottoman Empire. When the Turkification of the Empire
was completed, the second stage followed, consisting in the creation of a Pan-
Oghuz state. The Pan-Oghuz state was to include Turkey, Transcaucasia, the
Turkish speaking countries of Central Asia and Iranian Atropatene and their
subsequent annexation to the Ottoman Empire. In the third stage the dream of
creating a Turanian Empire was to be fulfilled. The Empire would stretch from the
Mediterranean to the Pacific Ocean and cover the territories lying between China
and the Arctic Ocean®. Due to active propaganda, Pan-Turkism based on uniting
all the Turkish speaking peoples in one state led by Turks, infatuated the whole
Turkish society of the multi-ethnic Ottoman Empire.

In June, 1908, after Young Turks’ Ittihad (Committee of Union and Progress)
seized the power through military coup, more favorable conditions emerged for
the large-scale propaganda of the ideology of Pan-Turkism' which finally became
part of the state policy"* when Young Turks abandoned Pan-Ottomanism and Pan-
Islamism altogether, adopting Pan-Turkism as its official ideology (including the
latter in the agenda of state policy) at the 4" convention of the party held from
September 29 to October 9, 1911 in Thessaloniki.

In the years of the First World War, 1915-1916 the mass genocide of more
than 1.5 million Western Armenians perpetrated by Young Turks with Imperial
Germany’s complicity can be regarded as the first step towards the realization of
Pan-Turkism, i.e. Turkification with its true essence manifested. Nonetheless, with
the appropriation of Western Armenia the “Armenian wedge” was not eliminated
from the cherished idea of Pan-Turkism.

8 See a comprehensive historical-philological study on Ziya Gokalp in Uw$wpjut 2001,
1-6, Uw$wpyu 2016, 86-93.

9 3apeBanp 1930, 89-92. See also lunipaniyui 1995, 34.

10 See Uwdpwuwnjwis 2011, 138.

I See 3apesang 1930, 68-69. Cited in Ujtinhujwi 1996, 3. ABaksn 1999, 13-18.
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The Ideological, Political Bases of the Project “Great Azerbaijan: the
Methodology of its Implementation

The First World War created favorable conditions for the realization of Pan-
Turkish ideology. One of the theoreticians of Pan-Turkism the writer Omer
Seyfettin on November 11, 1914 after the Ottoman Empire’s involvement in the
war, claimed: “This war is fought for the ideal of the nation, at the same time it is
a war for religion. That is why we will save our brothers, the Turks from the
Russian oppression, who share religion and language with us, thus, accepting
them in our political borders. We will firstly seize the Caucasus from Russians,
and then move to Turkestan to our homeland, where more than 50 million
Muslims live™2. These aggressive plans received a great response in Baku, the
Pan-Turkism centre of Transcaucasia’® and were obviously encouraged by the
Musavat (Equality) which was formed in October, 1911 due to the ideological
influence of the Ittihad party. The motto of the Musavat was “Turkification,
Islamization, Modernization™**, and since 1913 the main ideologist and the
torchbearer of Pan-Turkism Mahammad Amin Rasulzade'™ was the party’s®
leader. Highlighting the ideological and practical similarities between the Ittihad
and the Musavat along with the covert aims of this partnership, Constantinople’s
newspaper Chakatamart wrote: “During the world war the Musavat fully adopted
the political course of the lIttihad, i.e. inspiring the Muslim population of the
Caucasus with the spirit of Pan-Turanism and Pan-Islamism, making them
envisage a union among all the Islamic states, starting from Constantinople and
ending with India™".

Thus, despite the defeats that the Young Turks suffered in the Russian-
Turkish front, despite the advances of the Russian army in Western Armenia, the
plan to conquer the Caucasus and create a Turanian Empire underwent a new
development in the ideological “kitchen” of Young Turks. It is notable that in the

2 Omer Seyfettin 1958, 21-22 as cited in Uykwnhujwi 1996, 3.

¥ Qupbwwuun 1926, 23:

4 Nscefov 2007, 29-38; Bexunos 1998, 28.

!5 See y6uHckuii-Myxapse 1968, 207.

!¢ See Caprucos 1960, 204, see also bapceros 2008, 232. On more details about the
cooperation between Young Turks and the Musavat see UyGunpujut 1991, 43-64.

7 Misak Torlakian’s 40™ trial for the assassination of Javanshir held by the British tribu-
nal Awlwwwdwpw, 5.10.1921.
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light of creating “Great Turan” at minimum the formation of a Pan-Oghuz state
was seen crucial. Hence, in their undertakings of bringing that plan to fruition,
the Young Turks worked out a somewhat known military-political concept — the
artificially created “Eastern Caucasian Muslim” formation, which was to be named
“Azerbaijan”. On this basis, the creation of a new state stretching from the Black
Sea to the Caspian Sea (from Batumi to Baku) — “Great Azerbaijan”, as part of the
Ottoman Empire would become feasible. As one of the first components of the
creation of the Pan-Oghuz state, it was to become a bridge between the Ottoman
Empire and all the Turkish speaking peoples®® of the Caucasus and Central Asia.
This would help realize to the full the far-reaching plan of uniting all the Turkish
speaking nations under the “Pan-Oghuz state’s” flag, thus, creating “The Great
Turan”. Therefore, the program of “Great Azerbaijan” would become the
ideological and political basis for the Pan-Turanian Empire. Ruben Ter-Minasian,
a knowledgeable author in the events of the time, in his scientifically and
theoretically accurate, valuable study “Armenia and Azerbaijan” that chimed with
the current events, concluded: “Whether one likes it or not, to the north east of
Armenia a new ‘“nation” came into existence, which aims to create a united
Azerbaijan, the majority of them consider themselves “Azerbaijani Turks,
whereas the minority — “Azerbaijani” (emphasis is ours — G.S.)”*°. Revealing
the essence of Pan-Turkish ideology Academician Lendrush Khurshudian stressed
out that the Azerbaijani factor was to some extent a constituent of the Turkish one.
“There is not such a nation as the Azerbaijani. The Azerbaijani are in fact Turks,
descending from the Oghuz Turkmen tribes, and the Pan-Turkish ideologists
relied on this reality for the creation of the Oghuz state”?°.

It is more than obvious that this plan being of pivotal significance for the Pan-
Turkish ideologists was to be realized through the physical extermination of
Eastern Armenians. Their objective was to annihilate the “Armenian wedge”
“forced” between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish speaking peoples® of
Transcaucasia and Central Asia. According to the ideologists of Pan-Turkism, both
Western Armenians and Eastern Armenians were equally seen as obstacles for the
creation of “Great Turan”. Turks planned to annihilate Armenia through the

18 «fdwjdu»-h dh unp jonywép, Swnwy, 19.06.1920: See also 3apesang 1930, 92.
° Mnipk 1927, 72

20 lynipaniywin 1999, 100-101:

% See 3apesang, 1930, 13.
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extermination of Armenians that were in between the Ottoman Empire and
Baku?.

Remaking the political, administrative map of the Caucasus, the genocidal
alliance of Young Turks and Musavatists devised a plan according to which, the
governorates of Gandzak, Yelizavetapol, the southern part of Yerevan governorate
along with the southern part of Tiflis governorate, Georgia and some southern
areas of Dagestan were to be included in the so-called “Great Azerbaijan”. Thus,
an attempt was made to entirely seize away Artaskh and Syunik from Armenia,
Nakhichevan and Sharur from Yerevan governorate, the governorates of Yerevan
and Etchmiadzin, Surmalu along with the foot of Masis stretching up to the
governorate of Kars. In other words, a territory of 50.520 sg. km* was to be
seized from Armenia. According to the map made by Enver pasha and Tapa
Cermoyev, one of the leaders of the union “The United Mountaineers of the
Caucasus” the total territory of “Great Azerbaijan” was to make 140.000 sq.
km?*. After the Turkish army’s conquest of Baku, on September 22, 1918 the map
of “Great Azerbaijan” was at one point illustrated in the government affiliated
daily “Yeni giin” (A New Day) published in Constantinople. In this map compiled
with the spirit of Pan-Turkism the ethnographic picture of Transcaucasia was
utterly changed. Armenia as such did not exist on the map, while the allocation of
Armenia was represented by a few islets. In stark contrast to this, “Great
Azerbaijan” was portrayed as an expansive state of the Caucasus®.

Fed by the villainous ideology of Pan-Islamism and Pan-Turkism, by order of
the Young Turks, the Musavat was feverishly trying to prepare the acceleration of
the Turks’ advances towards the Caucasus. After the Revolution of February,
1917% the Musavat’s affiliation to Turkey became even more apparent. At the first
Pan-Russian congress of Muslims held from May 1-14, 1917 in Kasan M.E.
Rasulzade driven by the long-cherished dream of Pan-Turkism claimed: “At
present the Turkish nation has the greatest and most powerful influence on the

22 lunippniywin 1995, 34-35:

% Mbnpk 1982, 183-184:

2 @.d. Lw Tpuk; Ypopwy, 12.02.1992:

% «&nphgnu», 30.10.1918, see also luniphuyw 1989, 37-38: Another map of “Great
Azerbaijan” was published by the Ministry of Social Affairs of Azerbaijan in the yearbook
Appecb-kanenaapb AsepbaiimkaHckoii Pecnybnmku Ha 1920 r., Ha THOPKCKOMb U PYCCKOMb A3bl-
Kaxb (1-bIii rog usganva): nog, pepakumein A.U. Crasposckoro, baky, 1920.

%6 banaes 1998, 3L.
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international, Islamic brotherhood. We Turkish-Tartars are the children of this
nation (Turkish) and are proud of it. Of 30 million Russian Muslims 29 belong to
the Turkish nation. The free Turkish-Tartars of Russia must unite”?. The ardent
proponent of Pan-Islamism, the Ittihad party (the namesake of Young Turks’
Ittihad) of Russian Muslims was formed in September, 1917 and led by Kara-bek
Karabekov?®, carried out more potent activity in Baku. Hence, due to the collapse
of the central government, with Turks’ help and under their aegis, the Musavat
explicitly tried to grab the opportunity and through the genocide of Eastern
Armenians put into practice the Pan-Turkish plan of creating the new state of
“Great Azerbaijan”. According to the evidence of a document, “Turkish officers
joined their efforts with the National Muslim Committee to create Muslim
statehood in the Eastern Caucasus™®. In this respect, it is worth mentioning that
the issue of creating “Great Azerbaijan” led to an internal discord and
disagreement in the public and political circles of the Caucasian Tartars. The
discrepancies between groups divided them into two wings. The discord among
them mainly referred to the issues on the borders of the state and the political
direction of its government. In this respect, of great interest are Tigran Nazarian’s
(the editor of the journal Taraz published in Tiflis) noteworthy, substantially
evidenced observations and revelations that were published on the eve of Batumi
Treaty conference. Answering the question concerning the goals the Caucasian
Tartars pursued in realizing the Pan-Turkish plans, T. Nazarian introduced the
following significant information: “In regard to the Turks of our country it should
be stated that they also are divided into two wings. Some of them want to create
an independent state of Azerbaijan, consisting of Gandzak and Baku governorates,
Dagestan, a part of Yerevan governorate (the province of Nakhichevan) and
Persian Azerbaijan (Tabriz-Khoy-Salmast-Vormi-Kurdistan) under Turkish sway,
that is why they are dissatisfied as Turkey wants to seize the province of
Nakhichevan from Azerbaijan, whereas the other wing strives to join the whole of
Transcaucasia to Turkey, except for Georgia, expanding its borders up to the
Caucasus Mountains™=°.

Z Quipbkiuwtn. 1927, 107:

28 Uhpwyktwt 1923, 165:

2 Ugbwnhuywta 1991, 47:

30 Lwqupbiwy S. Lwnwpwywu npnyzhiup, Uswl, 2.06.1918 (20.05.1918):
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Thence, proceeding with his observations consistent with the political state of
affairs of the time, T. Nazarian emphasized: “The first wing does not want to
join Turkey as they know pretty well that under the Turkish sway they are to
be forced to provide army. Besides they would be oppressed and deprived
of the possibility of development, security and benefits they enjoyed under
the Russian dominion’®! (emphasis is ours — G.S.).

Thus, summing up the two above-mentioned approaches we can notice that
they are in fact opposed to one another in terms of political orientation and in
essence. The disagreements mainly concerned the issue of future political stance
on Turkey. The first group favored the formation and preservation of a state on
the grounds of allied ties with Turkey under its guardianship. The second one
consistently supported the idea of becoming Turkey’s adjunct.

The first step taken towards the creation of “Great Azerbaijan” was the
proclamation of Young Turks and Musavats on May, 28 1918 in Tiflis, about their
Pan-Turkish plan of establishing®? the artificially born “Eastern Caucasian Muslim
Republic” which was up until then non-existent in the Caspian region, on the left
bank of the Kur. The denomination of the latter was based on the historical name
of the Persian governorate Atropatene-Atrpatakan Adarabaigan (New Persian) —
Azarbaijan (in Arabic), which in the Turkish version was called “Azerbaijan®. The

3 Lwqupbwy S. Lwnwpwlwu npnieshiup, Uswl, 2.06.1918 (20.05.1918):

32 See Uhdnuywiti 1991, 305. The fact that the “new growth”, trying to find its political
place on the map of Transcaucasia, was also known under the name of “Eastern Caucasian
Muslim Republic”, was evidenced in the report that the military figure, chief-lieutenant
Heribert von Laris sent to Berlin on June 15, 1918. It said: “Turks obviously want to join the
Northern Caucasus, Dagestan included to the Eastern Caucasian Muslim Republic, which is
called Azerbaijan here” (Wykwhujwt 1997, 285).

33 Not a single geographical name or state with the name “Azerbaijan” has ever existed
in eastern Transcaucasia. Professor Art. Abeghian, a philologist and historian, stated straight-
ly: “Before the war (refers to WWI — G.S.) a state called Azerbaijan and a nation under the
name of Azerbaijani never existed. The old Russian statistics only acknowledged “Eastern
Transcaucasia”, “Governorates of Baku and Gandzak” which replaced the khanates of the
same names under the Persian dominion. The tribe that made the majority in that region was
either known as Tartar or just Muslims in the old census (Uptnbwt 1928, 135). After the
dissolution of the Transcaucasian Seim on May 26, 1918, due to the Young Turks’ scheme
and support, the Caucasian Tartars’ “national” Council (Rasul Zade being its leader) on May
28, in Tiflis proclaimed a new “state”. With the help of the very name it aimed to make terri-
torial claims to the historical, north-western Persian governorate of Atropatene-Atrpatakan (it
had originated from the name of Media’s satrap Atropates in the 4" century BC) —

12
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usage of that name pursued the following far-reaching goal — with the help of the
same name to make territorial claims, annexing the region of historical Iran to the
newly created formation which would become “Southern Azerbaijan™. This would
put into practice the Pan-Turkish plan of creating “Great Azerbaiajan”3*. The fact
that the Persian governorate of Azerbaijan was of special strategic significance for
the Pan-Turkish plans was evidenced with well-grounded facts by Zarevand in his
works: “The Azerbaijani plan is to firstly join the Persian Atrpatakan to their state,
then convert the Caucasus into “Great Azerbaijan” (bold — G.S.)”*®. Having a
clearly devised plan and adequate resources and succumbing to their bellicose
ideas, the Turkish Musavatists resorted to practical steps.

The Ottoman Empire having re-conquered Western Armenia, in the spring of
1918 invaded Transcaucasia in four directions. According to the military plan put
forward by Enver pasha, the objective of the 1%, 3" and 4™ Turkish military troops
was to conquer the governorates of Tiflis and Yerevan, while the 2" troop under
the command of the general-lieutenant Nuri Killigil pasha®® was to conquer Baku®’
and, through committing a genocide of Eastern Armenians, realize the idea of
creating the “Oghuz State” the cornerstone of which was the formation of the new
state “Great Azerbaijan”.

Turks’ invasion into Baku was encouraged by the puppet government of
Musavatists®® settled in Gandzak that sought after the existence of the artificially
born state “Great Azerbaijan” on the map.

The defense of Baku, occupying a special place in the military actions of
WWI, was of decisive significance not only for the Armenians in the governorates
of Gandzak-Yelizavetapol and Baku but also for the further fate of the newly
created Republic of Armenia. As a result of the Armenian army’s four-month self-
defense combats full of unimaginable feats, at the expense of numerous victims

Adarabaigan (New Persian) — Azarbaijan (in Arabic) which in the Turkish version was called
“The Democratic Republic of Azerbaijan” (see Swietochowski 1985, 129). On more details
see Euwbpnywh Nhqu 1994, Uuwwnpjw, Funpgyui 1990, Galichian 2010, 35.

34 bapTonbg 1963, 703.

3% Qupbiiwtn 1987, 166:

36 Nuri pasha, being Enver pasha’s stepbrother within a short period of time was as-
cended from a centurion to the rank of general-lieutenant (see N"Y & Lniph thwow, dnnn-
ynipn, 13/26.11.1918).

37 Quipnipyniuywt 1984, 174-175, 207:

38 O auH 2018, 452, see banaes 1998, 107.

13



The “Great Azerbaijan” Project in the Pan-Turkish Concept...

the Turkish troops were “glued” to the region of Baku up until September 15,
while the Ottoman Empire’s capitulation was looming. Thereby, the Turkish army
failed to enclose the Republic of Armenia and carry out the Pan-Turkish plan of
exterminating Armenians downright. Averting the planned assault on Artsakh,
Syunik and Yerevan, the heroic battle of Baku played a decisive role in the
defense of the newly created Republic of Armenia®. After fierce fightings, Baku
was seized on May 29, through implementing the strategy of the conquest and
appropriation of Constantinople in 1453. Intending to make Baku an
administrative unit for this artificially born new formation called “Azerbaijan”,
Absheron peninsula was given to them as a gift. To be more precise having no
interconnection with the ethno-religious origin, civilization processes or city
building of Baku whatsoever, through the machination of appropriating the
toponym “Azerbaijan” as their ethnonym, Baku was granted to the descendants of
the nomadic Turk-Oghuz tribes — Tartars who had invaded from Trans-Altaic
steppes and were still groping their way in search of national identity (even up to
now), and only at the end of the 1930s started calling themselves “Azerbaijani”.
On September 15-17, 1918, with the explicit consent and support of the Musavatist
government (F. Khan-Koyski being its president) in the person of the Minister of
Home Affairs Behbud Khan Javanshir and the appointed chief of police Bahaeddin
Shakir‘® (a theoretician of the Ittihad, one of the principal criminals of the
Western Armenians’ genocide) the Turkish Army massacred more than 30000
Armenians, robbing their property*.

The following noteworthy fact evidences that the massacres of Armenians
perpetrated by Young Turks and Musavatists was preplanned. Thus, when at the
beginning of September-October, 1921 at the English tribunal’s trial (chaired by
Major Frisby) of the Armenian avenger Misak Torlakian (who had neutralized B.
Javanshir, one of the butchers of Armenians), a participant of the 1918 heroic
battle of Baku, Grigor Amirian, a member of Armenian Revolutionary Federation,
publicized the coded telegram that Javanshir had sent to the mayors of Nukhi,
Aresh, Shamakhi. In the telegram the criminal ordered: “This is a holy war for

3% Unbthwiyw 2009, 53-64, Unbithwiywi 2019, 421-432, Unbithwiyw 2021, 103-
118:

4° Nappaun 2007, 450.

4 holuwtbwi 1920, 185, see also Lwjwunwuh wqgwiht wpfuhy (from now on <UU),
1267, g. 2, g. 94, p. 96-99. See also Hepcucan 1982, 524.
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uniting all the Turkish peoples. Armenians are an obstacle on our political path
towards India. It is necessary to exterminate Armenians, to walk over their dead
bodies. Show no mercy to anybody, comply with your orders”. It undoubtedly
entailed the planned monstrous genocide of one segment of the Armenian
population. The noteworthy fact in the document is that the order of the Musavat
leader is strikingly similar to the secret orders of Talaat pasha — the Minister of
Internal Affairs, sent to the heads of governorates during the massacres of
Western Armenians.

“Great Azerbaijan” in the Pan-Turkish Plans of Kemalists and Musavatists

The genocidal policy of the Musavatist authorities contributed to Mustafa
Kemal Pasha’s (formerly a Young Turk in the Ottoman Empire, later known as
Ataturk) nationalistic movement*® (milli) formed at the beginning of spring, 1919.
The objective of the movement was the preservation of territorial integrity of the
Ottoman Empire after its defeat in WWI. It should be noted that the formation of
the Kemalist movement was planned, formed and guided by different circles of
Young Turks’ “Progress and Union” party**. Mustafa Kemal’s views, principles
and modus operandi were anchored on Z. Gokalp’s ideology of consolidating the
“Turkish”, “Oghuz” “Turkmen” and “Turanian”, which was closely
interconnected with the agenda of the Pan-Turkish concept*.

Being well-aware of the role that Azerbaijan could play in expanding in the
Caucasus, the Kemalists, following the example of Young Turks, intended to make
it a stronghold, and through their practical policy promoted the idea of creating
“Great Azerbaijan”*®. Hence, for reinforcing the Turkish-Musavatist ties, the
Kemalists thought the participation of the Azerbaijani military representatives*’ in
the activities of the two congresses held on July 28 — August 6, 1919 in Karin
(Erzurum) and on September 4-11, 1919 in Sivas (Sebastia) to be of paramount

42 Bwlwwnwdwpwn, 5.10.1921, see also Mbhwynun fuwtu Shwuzhph uwwups Uhuwp
(anpupbwuh nwwwywpniphlup wug. 2hutnpulwt wnbwuhtu wngtt, Upkup, 1936, 141-
142, see also Uio 1970, 107-111.

4% Udwwnniup 1941, 107-111:

44 In connection with Kemalists’ and Young Turks’ activity based on similar ideology and
world view see Ubkpnujwt 2018, 152-165.

“ Uwwpyui 2012, 10, 24:

¢ Updntywit 1991, 315-316:

47 3apesanp 1990, 122.
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importance. At these congresses alliance between Kemalists and Musavatists was
forged*® and pointed at Armenians in the first place. For executing their genocidal
and belligerent activities the ruling circles of the Ottoman Empire were in constant
touch with the Musavatist government of Baku. In the late 1919 Halil pasha, one of
the butchers of Armenians reinitiated his activity to create a united front of Pan-
Islamism and Pan-Turkism and support the Kemalist movement in their efforts to
save the Empire from falling to pieces. At that time Nuri pasha, another
executioner of Armenians enjoyed a carte blanche in Azerbaijan. Nuri pasha was
in charge of the committee “Turkish Nation’s Delegation”*® that was closely
interconnected with the Musvatists. In those days the newspaper Ittihad published
in Baku wrote about the premises of merging between the Kemalists and
Musavatists: “From now on the fate of Turkish people is connected with the fate of
Azerbaijani Muslims™®. Thus, at the end of WWI, in September, 1919 the
Azerbaijani delegation headed by the speaker of the Azerbaijani Parliament
Alimardan bey Topchubashov, a well-known proponent of Pan-Turkism, to bring
the question of the creation of “Great Azerbaijan” to its final solution, introduced
a memorandum at the Peace conference of Paris held on February 19, 1919
under the title “The Azerbaijan Republic in the Caucasus”. Having utterly
groundless territorial claims, the memorandum aimed to complete the realization
of the concept “Great Azerbaijan” in practice. The Caucasian Tartars’ desire to
solve the strategic problems of Pan-Turkism at the expense of Armenia and
Georgia, had turned their territorial claims unimaginable; the claims covered a
territory starting from Gandzak and stretching to Kars, including the territory
between the Kur and Arax rivers which was the cradle of Armenians. The
memorandum and the appended map® highlighted all those territories to which
Azerbaijan made claims. The latter stretched from Batumi to Baku (“Azerbaijan
from sea to sea”), covering a large geopolitical zone. Hence, in the 9™ section of
the memorandum “The Structure of Caucasian Azerbaijan: Administrative Units”
written with expansionist intentions (in the memorandum Azerbaijan was called in
that way) the so-called “Caucasian Azerbaijan™ included not only the governorate
of Baku, situated on the left bank of the Kur, but also the governorates of Kars

48 CUU, $. 275, g. 5, g. 184, . 67 opobipbu, see also Qupbkiwwun 1926, 169.
*° Uwpquywii 1992, 23:

50 Swnuwy, 19.06.1920:

5! See the map in the appendix.
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and Batumi, the provinces of Nakhichevan, Sharur-Daralagyaz, Surmalu, Nor
Bayazed, Etchmiadzin, Yerevan, Alexandropol being constituents of Yerevan
governorate. From Yelizavetapol governorate provinces of Gandzak, livanshir,
Nukhi, Aresh, Shushi, Jabrail (formerly known as Jrakan), Zangezur, from the
governorate of Tiflis some part of Borchalu, Tiflis, Sghnakh, Akhaltskha provinces
along with the Okrug of Zakatala, from the region of Dagestan the Okrugs of
Kyurin, Samur, Ghaytagh-Tabasaran and the city of Debend with its regions were
seen as part of it>2. Accordingly, the territory of “Great Azerbaijan” designated by
Enver pasha and Tapa Cermoev made 140.000 sg. km®3, while in this case it was
to cover 150.184,88 sg. km®. As they say the appetite (in this case the wolfish
appetite) comes with eating.

Certainly Azerbaijan’s illegitimate, expansionist claims were not considered
seriously at the conference. Simon Vratsian in regard to Alimardan bey
Topchubashov’s expansionist aspirations wrote: “According to Alimardan bey
Topchubashov’s plan introduced at the Peace conference, Armenians were left
with approximately 10.200 sqg. km. of territory, the rest was claimed for
Azerbaijan. In Azerbaijani nationalists’ opinion Gandzak, Karabakh, Zangezur,
Nakhichevan, Sharur some part of Yerevan province, Surmalu, Kars, Olti,
Ardahan, were to become part of Azerbaijan, which according to a treaty of
friendship was to join Turkey”®. To put it another way, Turkish-Musavatists
intended to force Armenia to go back to the borders of Batumi Treaty of June 4,
1918, according to which the territory of the newly independent Republic of
Armenia was to make about 12.000 sq. km®®. Herein, the following observation is
of great significance. The fact that in the period of Musavatist government (May
28, 1918 — April 28, 1920) Azerbaijan did not have clearly delimited borders and
territory®’, while at the same time it made unjustified territorial claims to the areas

52 See bapceros 2008, 545, see also Tonun6awes Anu Mappan bek 2015, 440441,
457-460.

53 @. d. Lw Tpuk 1992, 41-42:

54 Tonunbawes Ann Mapgan bek 2015, 443.

5% dpwgbiwt <wjwuwnwup b hp hwpbwwtubpp, Hogwly, Pwnphg, 1925, ubwunbdptp:

®¢ Upwgbiwu 1982, 156:

57 On November 19, 1918 AliMardan bey Topchubashov meeting the Colonel Tamploy,
representative of the English military forces in the Ottoman Empire, at the Pera Palace hotel
in Istanbul in response to the question on how many kilometers their country covered, he
answered 85-95.000 sg. kilometers (see Tonunbawes Ann Mapaan bek 2015, 92).
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that did not belong to it and were out of its control, in particular, originally
Armenian territories of Artsakh, Zangezur and Nakhichevan is evidenced at the
fourth session held on December 4, 1920 by the Committee of 5 of the League of
Nations, (elected by the Assembly and chaired by A. Haneus) when the latter
introduced a substantiated resolution in regard to rejecting Azerbaijani petition
for membership to the organization®. The decision was based on the following
arguments:

“It is hard to decide the exact size of the territory upon which the
government of this state (the Republic of Azerbaijan — G.S.) exercises its power”.

“It is impossible to set the exact boundaries of Azerbaijan because of
arguments concerning its boundaries with its neighbouring countries.

The Committee decided that the provisions of the charter do not allow in the
current conditions to admit Azerbaijan to the League of Nations®.

However, this did not mean that the Musavatist government abandoned its
expansionst, Pan-Turkish policy in Transcaucasia. Failing to seize and appropriate
the Armenian territories via diplomatic machinations, Musavatists instructed by
Kemalists aimed to realize their plan resorting to the old weapon of their arsenal,
i.e. to the new massacres of the indigenous nations, Armenians in particular.

The extermination of the indigenous population in eastern Transcaucasia still
occupied a significant place in the realization of the Pan-Turkish program of
“Great Azerbaijan”. Numerous facts evidence that succumbing to their
expansionist, Pan-Turkish ideas and following the example of the Ottoman
Empire, the Musavatists planned to appropriate the homeland of the original
population of the Lezgin peoples (namely Lezgins, Udis, Avars, Tsakhurs,
Budughs, Qrizes,) along with the ethno-spiritual motherland of Armenians, Tats,
Talish, and transform it into a “homeland” for a homogenous Shia population,
consisting of new-come nomadic Turkish-Oghuz tribes, i.e. Caucasian Tartars®. It
should be noted that in the process of implementing their policy of ethnic
cleansing, estrangement, displacement, deprivation of homeland, Vviolent

58 Lnp whwnnushiuubpp W Uggbiph Lhqwu, Uwy, 3.02.1921, see also Hovhannisyan
2004, 28-29, see also bapceros 2008, 592-593.

5° bapceros 2008, 593.

80 «fdwydup»-h dh unp jorpwdp, Swnwy, 19.06.1920:
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conversion to Azerbaijani, the Armenian ethnic element® was seen as the main
target because of being a hard-to-break nation.

For that purpose they started to devise new genocidal plans in Baku.
Therefore, the Young Turks’ policy of exterminating Eastern Armenians was
handed over to the Musavatist government® as “heritage”. In other words, in the
name of the artificially created formation “Azerbaijan”, the Azerbaijani identity
was built on the basis of xenophobia, Armenophobia in the first place. The
correspondent of the newspaper Mshak rightly stated: “The two-year existence of
Azerbaijan consisted in nothing else but political machination and perpetration of
massacres of Armenians. The ruling party Musavat along with the scarce
intelligentsia for the most part were only “fed” by the Pan-Turkish and Pan-
Islamism ideas. Thus, the mere goal of their existence was the policy of
exterminating Armenians’:.

The massacres of Baku Armenians in September, 1918 were only a prelude
to those genocidal actions that were more coordinated and continued with greater
vigour all over the left bank of the Kur mainly populated by Armenians. If the
extermination of Western Armenians was carried out by Teskilat-Mahsusa along
with its scum, then the Musavat following in the footsteps of Young Turks created
and directly instructed the organization Colladlari komitssi (Committee of
Executioners) in Baku, acting for the same purpose®. The committee Milli
(National)®® in Shamakh also had an explicit anti- Armenian orientation. All the
above-mentioned once again testifies to the fact that in 1918-1920 during the
massacres of Eastern Armenians, Musavatists had a close ideological and practical
cooperation®® firstly with Young Turks then with Kemalists. By and large as a
result of Turk-Musavatists’ genocidal policy in 1918-1920, in such areas having a
large Armenian population as Gandzak-Yelizavetapol governorate, the provinces of
Nukhi (Shaki), Aresh (lying on the left bank of the Kur) along with Baku
governorate, the ethnographic picture completely changed to the detriment of

o Uwbthwiywt 2021, Ne1, ko 9-34, Unbthwiywt 2021, Ne 2, 15-38:

52 Umbithwywa 2015, 125-146:

8 Lwqupkpbwlu hus £ Unppbowun (1IV), Uswl, 20.08.1920:

54 CUU, $.245,9.1, q. 12, p. 7

5% Cwdwfubigh 1920, 7:

¢ Cnqubithjw 1995, 5-29, Unbthwiywt 2015, 125-146, Ttwyhpwjwl 2014, 202—
211, Punnuuwpjui 2017 4-20:
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Armenians. In the area lying between the Kur and Absheron, by and large, about
117.106 Armenians were killed during the massacres of 1918-1920°".

Meanwhile, Azerbaijan took an active initiative to conquer Artsakh, Zangezur
and Nakhichevan. Moreover, these territories being originally Armenian were to
be seized through the implementation of the policy of exterminating all
Armenians. The wave of mass killings and massacres of Armenians became even
more wide-ranging. On January 15, 1919 the Azerbaijani government appointed
Kh. Sultanov, a notorious Armeno-phob as the General-governor of Shushi,
Zangezur, Jebrail, Jivanshir; in other words he was commissioned in Gandzak-
Yelizavetapol governorate’s south-eastern Armenian provinces. Musavatist
Azerbaijan backed by Turkey in response to Artsakh-Armenians’ national,
liberation fight, decided to solve the issue through the absolute extermination of
Armenians. Within the period of March 23-26, 1920 by order of the villainous
criminal Kh. Sultanov the first blow was landed onto Shushi — the administrative
and religious center of Artsakh, the massacres killed more than 10.000
Armenians®®. Meanwhile, villages of Chardakhlu (formerly known as Khachisar),
Banants, Getashen, Suluk in Gandzak province were subjected to massacres and
destruction.

Therefore, the internationally acknowledged definition of genocide leaves no
reason to doubt that the horrors Armenians were subjected to in Artsakh and on

57 In Nukhi and Aresh provinces out of more than 50.000 Armenians approximately
40.000 were exterminated (Unbtthwuyw 2002, 23-28). As a result of massacres perpetrat-
ed in March-April, 1920 in the villages of Nizh, Vardashen, Chalet about 500 Armenians and
Christian Udis from Bun-Aghvank ethnic community were killed (<UU, $. 245, g. 1, . 7, Je.
9, see also «Hawe Bpemsa», Tudpnuc, 1920, 18 anpens, see also Umbthwuywtu 2002, 27).
After the massacres the number of Armenians in the governorate of Baku drastically de-
creased. According to the data of 1921, the number of the Armenian population made 50.212
in the provinces of Gokcha, Shamakhi, Ghuba, Baku, Lenkoran, Javati (also Jevad) (see
3akaBKasbe 1925, 152-153). If we compare this number with the number recorded before the
massacres (127.318), the great dimension of the losses that were inflicted by Young Turks and
Musavatists becomes more obvious. Hence, approximately about 77.106 people were killed of
whom 49.927 were put to death only in the city of Baku (Before the massacres the Armenian
population in Baku and its industrial regions made 88.673 (see hojuwubkwu 1920, Ly 17),
while according to the data of 1921 it constituted 38.746 (3axaBkasbe 1925, 152-153 ).

58 Mynpwipywii 1994, 226: Unppbywuh gbinwuwwuwywu Juwppp. Mwwndnyeniu b wp-
nhwlwunyeniu (hpwywpwnwpwlwu quwhwwnwlwuhg dhusk dhowqgquiht nwwnwpw):
Uhowaqaquiht wngwug ghinwdnnny udhpywsé Cnipghh hwy puwlsniejwt gbinuuwwuntejwu
100-pn wmwnbijhghu: Ujnebiph dnnnwént, Gplwt, 2021

20



Stepanyan G.

the left bank of the Kur in 1918-1920 testify to the fact that it was nothing else but
genocide. Noteworthy is the fact that the indigenous Armenian population of the
area was subjected to genocide in its own homeland in the same manner as
Western Armenians were exterminated by Young Turks. Hence, the policy
implemented by Turk-Musavatists has to be characterized as the continuation and
constituent of the genocide of Western Armenians, as the Armenian Genocide
with its geographic expansion (from Cilicia up to Baku) was the outcome of
realizing the entire plan of Pan-Turkism.

Thus, the fictitious state “Azerbaijan” that came into existence due to the
perpetration of genocide was a Turkish project that under the Ottoman Empire’s
guardianship was to become a stronghold for the creation of the new state, i.e.
the so-called “Great Azerbaijan”, that would serve as a bridge between the
Turkish state and all the Turkish speaking peoples of the Caucasus and Central
Asia®®, which would fulfil the far-reaching plan of uniting all the Turkish speaking
nations under the “Pan-Oghuz state’s” flag and support the creation of “The
Great Turan”. According to the theoreticians of Pan-Turkism: “Azerbaijan has to
become a fortress for the great homeland — the large and powerful Turan”. This
is what the famous political figure of Pan-Turkism M.E. Rasulzade wrote back in
the day: “Not only “Turkish Turkey” is considered “Turan” but also “Turkish
Azerbaijan”, “Turkish Turkestan”, etc,”™.

On April 28, 1920, with M. Kemal’s active support Musavatist Azerbaijan
became Sovietized™. In no way did the Sovietization avert the Azerbaijani ruling
circles’ policy of Pan-Turkism disguised under the Soviet veil. The Russian-
Turkish “heartfelt and sincere treaty of friendship” signed on August 24, 1920
along with the first congress of Eastern Nations initiated by Commintern on
September 1-8, 1920 in Baku highlighted even more visibly the anti-Armenian
intentions and the cooperation between Kemalists and Bolsheviks. It was apparent
that the war against Armenia and the plan of joining Azerbaijan to Turkey was on
the Pan-Turkish agenda. In 1920 Turkish newspapers openly wrote: “Azerbaijan
was an inseparable part of the Turkish body and is now falling into its mother’s

59 Bwnwy, bpbiiwu, 1920, jntupup 19, also see 3apesang 1930, 92.
0 Ugbtwhujwt 1996, 3:

™ Pacyn-3age 1930, 3L

2 Uwhwlyywt 2007, 200:
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arms””. On September 23, 1920 the Kemalists waged a war against Armenia as it
was impossible to neutralize the threat of the Sevre Treaty (August 10, 1920)
without defeating Armenia on the battlefield. In the conditions of massacres
committed against Eastern Armenians and heavy territorial losses, the
Sovietization of Armenia was accomplished (December 2, 1920) due to the efforts
of Kemalist — Bolshevik alliance™.

After the Turkish-Armenian war, with a flagrant breach of the international
law, the aggressive Treaties of Moscow (March 16, 1921) and Kars (October 13)
were signed between the Kemalists and the Bolsheviks, and this alliance was seen
as one of the first steps towards the creation of “Great Azerbaijan™ at the expense
of the Armenian historical territories. Soviet Russia, flattering Kemalist Turkey,
which in Russia’s estimates would be one of the first countries to follow the route
of Socialist development, and sacrificing the national interests of Armenia to the
“interests of the world revolution” ceded the originally Armenian region of Kars
along with its Surmalu province to Ottoman Turkey, while in the name of
“guardianship”™ Bolshevik Russia gave away Sharur — Nakhichevan to Soviet
Socialist Azerbaijan. This, as a matter of fact, paved a way for Pan-Turkism.
Thence, on July 5, 1921 by illegitimate resolution of the Russian Communist Party
(Bolshevik) of Caucasia, Armenian Artsakh™® was annexed to Soviet Socialist
Azerbaijan. In 1920-1921 with Russia’s complicity the annexation of ancient
Armenian territories to Azerbaijan practically contributed to the realization of the
plan of “Great Azerbaijan”. It was only possible to preserve Syunik thanks to the
liberation fight, which is mainly connected with the talented military commander
Garegin Ter-Harutyunian’s (Garegin Nzhdeh) self-sacrificing activity.

Hence, after the irreparable losses that Armenia suffered due to Moscow
Treaty (March 16, 1921), the Soviet government of Azerbaijan, having inherited
Young Turks’, Musavatists’ and Kemalists’ heinous modus operandi, playing the
“International” out of tune, on state level continued its villainous, aggressive
policy. As a result, after the Yerevan treaty signed between the Republic of
Armenia and the Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic (December 2, 1920),
due to illegal demarcation and occupation, the territory of the Armenian Soviet

 Pwypniprywn 1990, 58:

™ 2nhpwpjwt 1997:

s 2nhpwpywt 2010; Mapyxkan 2021, 3-19.
6 Nynipwpwjwi 1994, 243-244:
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Socialist Republic was reduced from 47.000 sq. km”” to 29.8000 sg. km™.
Contrary to this, at the end of May, 1918 springing out of nowhere, the newly
born “Azerbaijan”, up until then unknown to history and covering only 42.850.62
sg. km.™ on the left bank of the Kur, expanded its territory mainly due to the
annexation of the originally Armenian lands (the Armenians’ homeland Artsakh,
almost all of Utik including Gardmank, the region of Nakhichevan, Syunik
provinces of Kashatagh, Kashunik, and Kovkasakan, the eastern provinces of
Paytkaran), and in 1926 became 85.363 sg. km®. As R. Ter-Minasian pointed
out: “Currently the territory on the right bank of the Kur, making up 25.000 sg.
km (up until the borders of the Araks) was seized by Azerbaijan, half of which
belonged to the formerly Armenian provinces of Syunik, Artsakh, Gardman, the
other half - to Aghuank (Caucasian Albania)”.

Conclusion

Still back in the 70s — 80s of the 19" century Pan-Turkism emerged as an
ideology among the Muslim peoples of Russia, also penetrating the Ottoman
Empire at the end of the century. The Young Turks’ Ittihad (Committee of Union
and Progress) coming to power in June, 1908, abandoned Pan-Ottomanism and
Pan-Islamism altogether, adopting Pan-Turkism as its official ideology. According
to the project devised by one of the founders of Pan-Turkism Zia Gokalp, the first
stage, i.e. the Turkification of the Ottoman Empire was to be realized, followed by
the second stage at which a “Pan-Oghuz State” was to be created. The state was
to include Turkey, Transcaucasia and Iranian Atrpatakan. The first step to the
creation of the “Pan-Oghuz State” was the Young Turks’ carefully planned
conquest of Baku on September 15, 1918 which was aimed at making
Transcaucasia a “homeland” for the descendants of Turk-Oghuz nomadic tribes,
i.e. for the Caucasian Tartars that had raided from trans-Altaic plains. In order to
artificially create “Azerbaijan” they pursued a policy of subjecting the indigenous
peoples of the area (Armenians, Udis, Lezgins, Qrizes, Avars, Tsakhurs, Tats,
Talysh, etc.) to massacres and ethnic cleansing, displacement, alienation and

" Minpku 1982, 104: lvwigwnpyuiy, Uniphwujwy, Punwpywi 2015, 18:

8 Bonbluan Cosetckan dHuuknonegua (BCI) 1950, 49.

™ fbnpku 1927, 78.

80 Bonbliaa Cosetckaa dHumknoneguna 1926, 639. <Udwn. bonbwas Coeetckaa Huu-
knonepua 1949, 434.

8 Nnipk 1927, 79:
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deprivation of homeland. Under Turkey’s guardianship the area lying between the
Black Sea and the Caspian Sea (from Baku to Batumi) was to become a stronghold
for the artificial creation of the new state that proclaimed itself “Great
Azerbaijan”. It was to become a bridge between the Turkish state and all the
Turkish speaking peoples of the Caucasus and Central Asia, which would fulfil the
far-reaching plan of uniting all the Turkish speaking nations under the “Pan-
Oghuz State’s” flag, thus, realizing the third stage of Ziya Gokalp’s plan that
consisted in creating “The Great Turan” planned to stretch from the
Mediterranean Sea to the Pacific Ocean and cover the territories lying between
China and the Arctic Ocean. The rulers of “New Turkey”, the Kemalists claimed
by word of mouth to have abandoned the “Pan-Turkism”, however, in fact they
inherited the ideologies of “Turkism” and “Pan-Turkism”. Being well-aware of the
role that Azerbaijan could play in expanding in the Caucasus, the Kemalists,
following in the footsteps of Young Turks promoted the idea of creating “Great
Azerbaijan” and intended to make it a fortress for the further development of
their ideology.
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USEPUL3UL G.
Udthnthnud

Pwbugh punbp' hwdwpnippulwunipiniu, «UGd Unppbowy, «Unwwlwe»,
Gpphwpenipptp, ptdwjwywuubp, Upubjwu Uupyndywu, gbnuuwwunieiniu:

Cwdweinippwywunteginiup, npwbu qunwgwpwfununiyeiniu, ulqpuw-
Yynpdtp £ wwywydhu XIX nwph 70-80-wlwu pwlwuubphu Mnwuwuwnwup
dwhdbnwywu dnnnynipnutiph dbe: XIX nwph 4bpebphg wju hp nnwpwdnuip
gunwy twl Oudwujwu Ywyupnyeniunud, Gpp npwt ddwsd gnpdhsubipp (Ugh
<nubhu Rwnb, budwjhi-pbYy Qwuwppuuyh, Uhdbn-pbly Unwl W nipphoubip)
nbnwihnfudbight Y. Mnjhu b wynip: Ywjupnyejwu ubpund wyn qunwtwpw-
fununipjwu hpduwnppu £ hwdwpynd 2njw $npwithp: Cuwnn upw, hwdw-
pInnpwywu whwnnyejwu unbnddwu wnweht tinth' Oudwuywu Ywyupniejwu
nne wqgqupuwysnipjwu pppwgnwihg htwn, wbwp £ hpwywuwgytp Gpy-
pnpn thnyp' hwdwonniquwu whwnyejwu Ywqdwynpndp, nph dbg Ehu
dwubint (Enipphwu, Upubywu Wupyndywup b Mwpuulywu Unpywnw-
Ywup: Wn gnpdpupwgp Gupwnpnud Ep Ul dndhg dhusk Ywuwhg ony (Pw-
pnuihg dhusk Pwpnt) pulwd wnwpwdpnid Snipphwih futwdwwinyejwu
ubippn «Ut& Unppbowu» unp whwnnipjwu unbndnidp: Wu wbwp £ wudpebp
pnippwlwu whwnnyeintup bW Ynlywuh nt Ysunpnuwwu Uuhwih pynippuwb-
gnt dnnnynipnubiphu, husp wbnuynpydnid Ep 2hjw $npwpthh wnwownpwd'
pintppwikgnt pninp dnnnynipnutipht dhwynpytint b «UGS Snipwu» hnp-
onpoynn whiwnnieyntt hhdubnt hnwhwp dpwgpbph dbe: «ULS Unppbowux-h
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unbinddwt qunwhwpp wnwuduwyh tpwuwlniegyniu niubp dniuwdwpwywuut-
ph, Gphunenippbnh W phdwjwlwuutph hwdwenypppwywu pwnwpwlwunyzjwu
dbg:

NMPOTPAMMA «BEJMKUIA ABEPBANIAH» B
MYCABATUCTCKOI, MIALLOTYPELLKOI U KEMAJIMCTCKOM
MAHTHOPKMCTCKOM KOHLEMLLUW

CTEMAHAHT.

Pe3iome

Kmouesble cnosa. naHTiopkusm, «Benukuii AsepbaiigmaH», «MycaBaT», Mna-
LOTYpKM, KemanucTbl, BoctouHoe 3akaBKasbe, reHoUMA,

[NaHTiopku3m Kak naeonorua cdopmuposanca ewle B 70-80-x rogax XIX
B. cpeau MycynbMaHckux Hapopos Poccun.C koHua XIX B. OH nomyymn pac-
npocTpaHeHue Takxe B OcMaHCKoii uMnepun, Korpa CTOPOHHUKK 3TOi uaeono-
rum (Anm Xyceitn 3ape, Mcvann-6ex acnpuHckuii, Axven-6ek Araes u ap.)
obocHoBanucb B KoHcTaHTUHOMONE U UHbIX MecTax. OCHOBOMONOMHMKOM NaH-
Tiopkusma B OcmaHckoii umnepun cuntaetca 3ua [ékann. CornacHo [€kanny,
Ha NepBOM 3Tane CO3aHNA NaHTIOPKUCTCKOro rocyjapcTea, Nocne oTypeynsa-
HUA Bcero HaceneHna OCMaHCKO MMNepuUn CnepoBano MpUCTYMUTL K NPeTBo-
PEHNIO B ¥M3Hb BTOPOro 3Tana, a UMeHHO — K hOPMMPOBaHMIO NaHOIy3CKOro
rocyfapcrsa, B KOTopoe JomHbl Obinu BoliTn Typuua, BoctouHoe 3akaBKkasbe
n nepcuackaa AtponateHa. DTOT MpoLEecc npeanonaran cospaHnMe HOBOro ro-
cypapctBa «Benukuii AsepbaiigmaH» Ha Tepputopun mexay YepHbim u Kac-
nuiickum mopamu (o1 batyma po baky) nog npotektopatom Typuun. «Bennkuii
AzepbaiipiaH» fomkeH Obin cnysuTb MOCTOM Memay Typuweid U TIOpKoA3bIY-
HbIMM Hapopamun KaBkasa v LleHTpanbHOW A3uun, 4TO BXOAMIO B BbIABUHYTYIO
[€kannom nporpammy co3paHus rocypapctea «Benukuit TypaH» n KoHconupa-
LMK BCeX TIOPKOA3bIYHbIX Hapopos. Mpea «Benukoro AsepbaiimaHa» umena
0Ccobyto 3HAYMMOCTb U B NMaHTIHOPKUCTCKOI MOMUTUKE MycaBaTUCTOB, MNafoTYy-
POK 1 KEManuCToB.
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