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Introduction

The new reinterpretation of the Turkish-Armenian war in 1920 becomes
essential, especially taking into account the current military-political situation of
the Republic of Armenia. Now, when the ideology of pan-Turkism and open Azer-
baijani aggression reemerged, it became much more urgent to launch a proper
his-toriographical and political counterattack to the Turkish-Azerbaijani
falsifications.

Different issues of the Turkish-Armenian war of 1920 had been elucidated
in numerous Armenian publications. From the end of the war until today,
various assessments of those events have been given by historians, statesmen,
and politicians from different political standpoints. Among the completed works,
the testimonies of those political and public figures of the time who held various
state, military, party or clerical positions in the Republic of Armenia are
particularly important. Those authors referred to various situations during the
war. All of them emphasize the main grounds and ultimate goal of the war
unleashed by the Kemalists. The goal of the latter was realize the plan of
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the establishment of the “Great Turan” fed by the ideology of pan-Turkism and
pan-Islamism, which was nothing but the continuation of the Genocide executed
out in 1915.

Thus, the public demand of the general commander of the Azerbaijani
forces, Khalil Pasha, to the Armenians to vacate Meghri district in Zangezur, so
that they could establish a direct connection between Turkey and Baku, was
evaluated by the Minister of Defense of the Republic of Armenia Ruben (Minas
Ter-Minasyan) as a return to the ideology of pan-Islamism and new steps towards
the aim of creating a “Great Turan™. In his turn, the Secretary General of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia (abbreviated: RA) Hakob
Ter-Hakobyan (lrazek) notes: “...The to-be-formed Armenia is the barrier that
would separate Turkey from its nourishing motherland, Turan... The Armenians
were a thorn stuck into the side of Turkism™?. Therefore, the time had come, “to
open the roads to Turan™.

“Turkey, having suffered an irrevocable defeat in the west and south, sought
to secure and strengthen its future in the north-east. And the Armenians being
stuck as a wedge between Erzrum and Baku, cut the road to Turks™, adds the
first Prime Minister of the RA H. Kajaznuni. He writes in regard to the
depopulated Western Armenia, that “in order to solve the Armenian Issue in
Turkey fundamentally, (that step) was the most drastic and — as the future has
shown — the most appropriate one™>.

A similar opinion can be found in the report by the diplomatic representative
of the RA in Georgia Tigran Bekzadyan, written in August 1920. When presenting
the political situation in the RA, he writes: “Owing to this state of affairs, the
situation had developed in such a way, that it threatened the security and
existence of the state®. Reffering to the Turkish-Russian and Turkish-Azerbaijani
relations, T. Bekzadyan presents in the same memorandum a method of achieving
the goals of the Turks. This method demanded the establishment of a contact with
Soviet forces and Azerbaijan, so that a required assistance against Europe could
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be obtained. The successful end of these measures should be a “destruction of
independant Armenia, of the state that prevents the aforementioned connection
and serves as a barrier against the formation of a homogenous Muslim mass from
the Mediterranean to the shores of the Indian Ocean™’.

T. Bekzadyan’s assessment clearly depicts the goal of the Kemalists, the
essence of their pan-Turkism and pan-Islamism. He emphasizes that Armenia is
the main barrier against the implementation of the aforementioned plans, and
correctly mentions how the Turks of Azerbaijan had recently been involved in the
implementation of this plan, referring to the Caucasian Tatars of his days, toc®.

The Backgrounds of pan-Turkism according to the Assessment of the
Armenian Historiography of the Time

The authors of the time present how the multitudinous Russian forces, which
advanced from the East and allegedly should put an end to the Azerbaijani-
Armenian conflict, captured Karabakh, then Zangezur and Nakhijevan. The
witnesses and participants of the events clarify, that the Kemalists and the
Azerbaijani troops used that opportunity, and also entered with their detachments
to occupy Armenian territories®. This indicates, that the statesmen of the time
were well aware of how the Kemalists were implementing their long-term plan and
clearly paved the way for the “Great Turan”, under the guise of cooperation with
Soviet Russia.

H. Ohanjanian, one of the direct participants of the events, referred to the
negotiations that should reconcile the Erevan Cabinet with the Kemalists after the
defeat of the RA in the Turkish-Armenian war of 1920. Ohanjanian reveals the
treachery of the enemy’s actions as follows: “When we met the new demands of
the cease-fire were proposed and immediately implemented by them, they
brought in new demands, and by implementing them Armenia would be divided,
disarmed and become completely incapable of self-defense°. Then the leader of
the Republic concludes that in addition to all these circumstances Armenia had to
provide to the enemy the security guarantees, which meant that new demands
would be forwarded to Armenia in the future. “And this time the problem of the
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destruction of Armenia would be probably put on public display, and it was for
this purpose that the government of Ankara moved its armies against Armenia™™.

The Armenian authors had recorded that the Turkish invasion threatened not
only independence, but even the existence of the Republic of Armenia, that the
purpose of the Turks was the final destruction of our country. These people gave
a fair assessment of the essence of the Kemalists’ invasion'?2, One among these
analysts, the second Prime Minister of the Republic of Armenia Al. Khatisian,
came to an interesting conclusion and finally answered the question, why the
Turks could not fulfill their dream of pan-Turkism. He admits that the Bolsheviks
were the main allies of the Turks and actively supported the Kemalist attack on
Armenia. But in the long run, though they supported each other, the Bolsheviks
had to get their share, that’s why they “divided Armenia among themselves™=.

H. Ter-Hakobyan, emphasizes the fact that the time chosen by the Turks for
the attack was convenient. He mentions a number of reasons that prompted them
to start a war and considers the following aim as a primary one: “To open the
roads to Turan and to the ‘ally’ Soviet Russia™*. Then he mentions the following
reasons arising from the primary aim: the alliance with Azerbaijan was of strategic
importance, it would later be directed against or in favor of the Bolsheviks,
depending on the requirement of the moment. The next task was to eliminate the
Treaty of Sévres and to reach the solution of the Armenian Question by squeezing
Armenia, which was the chief bearer of Nationalists demands. So if, nevertheless,
the Kemalists failed to eliminate Armenia completely, it was necessary to prohibit
at all costs the joining of Western Armenia to Eastern Armenia, and to put
Armenia in such a position that it ought to make territorial concessions'™.

We can see that Ter-Hakobian, who was a well-known statesman, was quite
correct in his conclusion that the ultimate goal of the Kemalists was the
implementation of pan-Turkism and pan-Islamism. They executed these ideas
quite freely, and strived to extend their power to “Muslims living in the vicinity of
Masis and Bartogh, who were equally subjected to frequent persecution by the
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Armenian authorities™®.

Thus, the Armenian government officials were clearly aware of the ultimate
goal of the Turks, namely to destroy Armenia and the Armenian people. This
thesis could be illustrated by the following apprehension of Ter-Hakobyan why the
concept of Armenia was most detestable for the Turks: “Since the old times they
like and tolerate everything, but they are seized with an uncommon frenzy, when
it comes to Armenians and Armenia™"’.

The military adviser, Major General G. Korghanian shared the opinion of
diplomat. G. Korghanian who participated in the London diplomatic Conference of
the Prime Ministers and Ministers of Foreign Affairs held in February-April, 1920,
in his message composed in the same 1920, writes: “the Armenians prevent the
implementation of the ideas of pan-Turkism and pan-Islamism, the creation of a
united Muslim state stretching from the Mediterranean Sea to the Turkestan
steppes’™®. The figures of the time, when it comes to the issue of the noted goal,
did not draw a line between the Turks of the past and the Turks of the present.
They thought that the goal pursued by Ottomans or Kemalists in regard to
Armenia and its nation did not change during all periods. “Turkey, old or new,
has one policy towards the Armenians — to exterminate them in order to obstruct
their legitimate claims™®. H. Ter-Hakobian asked: “What is this furious discord
for?”. The answer is the same. “First of all, because as far as future Armenia
could be the barrier that would really separate Turkey from its nourishing
motherland, Turan, where all their ideals are centralized. Armenia was a thorn
stuck into the movement of Turkey”’?°.

The Essence and Purposes of pan-Turkism according to the Assessment
of the Armenian Historiography of the Time

Quite similarly to the Young Turks, the Kemalists had also pursued a goal to
unite with Azerbaijan and through it with the Turkic people of Central Asia®. Let’s
highlight this plan, which is not limited to only economic and cultural goals, but
also includes military and obviously expansionist goals. We should add that this
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plan is already a practical implementation of the idea of pan-Turkism and pan-
Islamism.

Among the Clergy and their deeds we should mention the appeal of the
Catholicos of All Armenians Gevorg V (1847-1930) to the Armenian people (made
on October 4, 1920). The document states: “The enemy comes, the enemy is
merciless... having gathered his last strength, he fights desperately and wants to
completely deprive us of our homes, our homeland and our freedom...”?. The
same circumstance, namely, that the Kemalists strived to destroy the Armenians,
had been traced in an article “Our Enemies” by Bishop Garegin Hovsepyants, who
witnessed the fall of Kars and directly participated in those events. He states the
following: “Today, he (the Turk — N. M.) ... with the fury of a mortally wounded
beast makes the last attempt to strangle the sacred cause of the political and
intellectual revival of the Armenian people, trample the sacrificial Motherland,
destroy our state and unite without hindrance with the co-religional Azerbaijan”%.
In the article under the title “An Internal Enemy” the Bishop Garegin writes: “The
Turks treacherously ... entered our borders and want to use our corpses to create
an opportunity for unification with Azerbaijan and the Eastern Muslims”.

The danger of pan-Turkism and pan-Islamism became so real that even the
European figures understood and realized its threat. The Armenian statesmen of
that time exchanged their anxiety with them. Thus, Avetis Aharonian, as a
Chairman of the RA delegation to the Paris Peace Conference, told to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs Al. Khatisian on March 19, 1920: “England is deeply convinced
that the religious and political teachings of the Young Turks, which is pan-
Turanism and pan-Islamism, are not merely words and that Turkey, armed with
these ideas, can influence Asia and, consequently, the English Muslim possessions
and of course Arabia as well”.

England is firmly convinced that until Turkey stands and the Young Turks are
the masters of its fate, there is no peace in Asia”?.

22 The full text of the message in: Guwqp@bwu 2002, 72-74: It was also published in the
“Etchmiadzin” weekly newspaper. todhwdhu, 04.10.1920. The October 4" date mentioned
under the message title is probably the date of its publication.

2 The full text of the message in: bwgqpkwlu 2002, 74-77. The article was also
published in the “Etchmiadzin” weekly newspaper. touhwdhu, 04.10.1920.

2 See the full message. <UU, $. 57, g. 5, g. 93, p. 20-21, bwqpékwl, 2002, 77-80.
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The Armenian newspapers of the time also associated the goals of the Turks
with the reinterpretation and continuation of their old pan-Turkic plans®. “In
addition to the destruction of the Armenian people, the Turks are paving the way
for a pan-Turkic union”?’. The fall of Kars?® had been considered by the “Mshak”
a victory of the pan-Turkic and pan-Islamic ideas, and Mustafa Kemal’s goal was to
create an empire from Altai to the Mediterranean?®. This is approved by a letter
from Ahmed Mukhtar, the Minister of Foreign Affairs at Ankara, addressed to
Kazim Karabekir on November 8, 1920, which, in particular, states: “Armenia
must be destroyed politically and physically=°.

Although many Armenian experts and politicians did not emphasize “pan-
Turkism”, their memoirs prove that the goal of the Turks was the complete
destruction of Armenia®.

Conclusions

Thus, the Armenian individuals of the time presented in their letters and
memoirs the current political situation in the country, the danger that threatened
Armenia on both sides, the abandonment of it by the allies, the unhindered
actions of the Turkish army and the fact that its assault was primarily directed
against peaceful population, and, thus, clearly represented the essence of
Turkey’s plans, i.e. to destroy the Armenian nation as an ethnic unity. The authors
of the time, who were in the center of the heated events, witnessed all important
developments, which they recorded in detail and gave an appropriate assessment,
in regard to them. Therefore, their monographs and other publications, as well as
writings and correspondence are primary sources of great significance.
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1920 f@. [N L2-<U3UULYUL MUSEruU e NrMsU
NMULFNRLhRU DN LNUSUUP PPUSNPONRU
(dFuvurvuuh <U3 MUSUUSrNihae3UuL FLUKUSUUUR)

UNn4yucU3UL L.
Udthnthnud
Pwbwih pwnbp' punwpwlwu hwpwpbpnuygyniuubn, 1920 p. pnypp-hwjlw-

Ywu wwuwnbpwgd, <wjwunwuh <wupwwbwnyenit, ywupnphqd, wwwndwg-
pnieintu, whnwlwu gnpdhsubn, pnplhlywu Mnwwunw:

Uwudwqbipdtny pnipp-hwjjwlywt 1920 . ywunbpwqgdp, pidwjwlwuub-
pp dgwnnd Ehu hpwagnpdt wwupnipphqdh dpwghpp: <nnwsdh uwwwnwlyu &
ybphwub] updwd hpwnwpényeniuubph quwhwwnwlwup dwdwuwyh  hw)
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wwuwndwagpnijwu Ynndhg: Ugtluwwnwuph hwdwnp wnweuwihu hpdp tu dwnuw-
J6| dwdwuwyh hwy wwwndwgpnigjwu Ynndhg Ywuph Ynsywd dsuwagpnieiniu-
utipu nt hnnywdubipp, uwdwlyubpp, gGynigwgnbipp, npnug Wwpniiwywsd unt-
ptph hwdwnpdwu, hwdtdwwndwu b gbpindnyejwu dhongny thnpéd £ wpyby
ytphwub 1920 p. pnppp-hwjjwywt wywwnbpwqdh pupwgpnd pnypppwlwt
Ywnwywpnipjwu' ywupnipphqdh dpwgnh hpwgnpddw thwuwnp:

dwdwuwyh htnhuwyubipp 2tigwnwnpnd Gu, np <wjwunwup gfuwynp
wpgbipu Ep bpnhhgw| dpwaptiph hpwywtwgdwu dwuwwwnphhtu W hpwyw-
ghnptu upnw Gu, np Ybpohtu dwdwuwywopowund wyn dpwgph hpwlwuwg-
dwup (dyb Ehu uwl Unppbowuh pnippbpp' uywunp niubuwing Yndywujwu
pwpwpubphu:

£bnhuwyubipp upnw Gu, np 1920 e. pnipp-hwjjwywu wywunbpwgdh dhon-
gny Unwunwdw Ltdwip dgunnd Ep ninhn gwdwpwiht  hwnnpnwygnieiniu
hwuwnwwnb| Unpptiowth htwn, huswbu twl Ynpdwub) wjwuwnmwuh wupw-
whwnnieynLun:

TYPELLKO-APMAHCKAS BOIHA 1920 I'. KAK PEAJI3ALIUA
LLENEA NAHTFOPKN3MA
(B OLEEHKE APMAHCKOI UICTOPUOTPADUN)

MOBCECHH H.

Pesiome

KnioyeBbie cnosa: NonMTMYeECKMe OTHOLLEHMA, TypeLko-apMAHCKaA BoitHa 1920
r., Pecnybnvka ApmeHua, naHTIOpKU3M, UCTOpuorpaduaA, rocynapCTBeHHbIE SEATENM,
6onbLuesuctckan Poccua.

Typeuxo-apmaHckas BoiiHa 1920 r. umena Lenbio peannsoBaTtb CTpaTermto
naHTiopKku3ma. Ha ocHoBe conocTaBneHva u aHanm3a PakToB, COAEpHaLLMXCA
B CMeuuanbHoOn nuTepatype — cTaTbAX, MUCbMax, panopTax U MOHorpaduax,
Lenaetca MnomnbiTKa BblABUTL (pakT peanusauuy Mporpammbl NaHTHOPKM3MA,
OCYLLLeCTBNIABLLENCA TypeLKUM MpaBUTENbCTBOM B XOfE TypPeLKO-apMAHCKOW
BOlHbI 1920 .
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ABTOpbI-COBPEMEHHWKM CODbITWIA nopyepkuBatoT, 4To ApmeHua 6bina
rNaBHbIM MPENATCTBMEM [JIA OCYLLLECTBNEHUA MaHTIOPKUCTCKMUX nnaHos. [lpw
3TOM OHM OTMEYatoT, HaCKONbKO aKTUBHO a3depbaiifaHCKue Typku, Nopj, Ko-
TOPbIMM MOAPa3yMeBalOTCA KaBKa3CKMe TaTapbl, MOAKMIOYUMANCL K OCy-
LLLECTBNEHNIO AAHHOW MpOrpamMMbl, KOHCTaTUPyA, YTO MOCPEACTBOM TypeLKo-
apMaHCKoii BoiiHbl 1920 r. Myctada Kemanb ctpemunca yctaHOBUTb MpAMOW
CyXOMNYTHbI KOHTaKT ¢ AsepbaiigaHom, a TaKkKe yHUUTOXUTL Pecnybnuky Ap-
MEHWA.
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