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Introduction  

In post-Soviet Azerbaijan where the anti-Armenian state policy along with the 

far-reaching falsification of history has become a common trend, the Azerbaijani 

taken the initiative of new large-scale informational 

independence. As rightly mentioned by Academician Ashot Melkonian, 

proclamation of independence with the direct guidance of the Aliev government, 

the Azerbaijani historiography got out of any scientific control, and due to its 

unlimited fancy 1. The fraudulent 

c scrutiny (Z. 

Buniatov, G. Geibulaev, R. Geyushev, F. Mamedova, R. Melikov and others) in the 

studies on the history and historical geography, concerning Aghwank and 

                                                   
*    02.01.21,   19.03.21,   -

 13.04.21: 
1  2011, 13  
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Shirvani2  the 

state of Azerbaijan emerged on the basis of the formation of the nomadic tribes 

efforts to appropriate the ethno-cultural and political history of the regions lying 

between Kur valley and Absheron peninsula (including the regions of Aghwank 

lying east of the Kur). Their targets also included the Trans-Caspian areas lying 

north-east of Aghwank along with the regions of the downstream of the Araks/ 

Yeraskh (these were originally part of Baku province) and eastern coastal areas of 

of the 

Araks3.The descendants of Oghuz-Turks, also known as the invaders from trans-

Alpine prairies were nothing more but Caucasian Tartars who started to proclaim 

to Turks the appropriation, annihilation of the century-long history and civilization 

of the natives (Armenians, Udis, Lezgis, Budughs, Khinalughs, Krizis, Haputlis, 

Avars, Tcakhurs, Tats, Talishes, etc.), along with the falsification and distortion of 

statistical 

civilized nation . 

Goal and Objectives 

Within the scope of the given article, we shall dwell upon the history of 

cultural activities carried out by the Armenians since the early Middle Ages in 

Absheron peninsula, particularly in Baku. The importance of this question is 

stipulated by the fact that the anti-Armenian state policy on the part of the Aliev 

administration drove the Azerbaijani story-tellers, aka historians, to intentionally 

falsify and distort the facts, introducing the anti-scientific perspective on all the 

events that involve the Armenians on Absheron peninsula, especially in the city of 

Baku. In their studies on different historical periods of Baku the erzats historians 

(S. Ashurbeili4, F. Taghin5, and others), employing the anti-scientific approach to 

                                                   
2 In the historical sources since the X century the area lying between the downstream of 

the Kur river and the Caspian sea has been mainly known as Shirvan (see  1963, 

85, 106 119; also see  1953, 80, 86). In this respect Mikael Chamchian writes: 

and. And 

 1984, 131).  
3  2009, 133 142:   1994: Galichian 2013.  
4 See 1964;  1992. 
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data fabrication and distortion of sources consistently conceal the accurate 

Armenian and international sources, testifying to the fact that the Armenians have 

been old residents on the peninsula, especially in the city of Baku and have long 

carried out culture-creating activities. It should be noted here that another 

Azerbaijani fabricator, Enver Pasha-Zade6, who has authored the so-called work 

the fact that the residence of the Armenian population in the city dates back to 

ancient times, has only introduced the Catholic churches. Whereas, the historical 

truth is contained in the fact that since the earliest times, specifically since the 

Middle Ages, when the Trans-Caspian regions teemed with the indigenous 

Armenian residents, the history did not know and could not have known about the 

different historical events, concerning the Armenian population in Baku enable us 

to bring to light all the falsehoods about the Armenians that have consistently 

been disseminated by the state propaganda of Azerbaijan.  

The History of the Research 

The trustworthy historical records testify that since ancient times an 

Armenian segment7 coexisted with Afghans in the multi-ethnic region on the left 

bank of the Kur. The Armenian segment played a unique role in the ethno-

cultural and political development of the region. As stated by Hr. Atcharian, 

f Armenian origin in the country of Aghwank. Those tribes 

were so powerful that not only did they preserve their independence and have a 

permanent presence there, but also owing to some favorable circumstances had 
8. Of special interest are the data 

introduced by Yu. Gagemeister, an expert on the 

former Caspian population only the Armenians and the Udis can prove their 

proto- 9. According to some data, in the Middle Ages a great number of 

                                                                                                                                 
5 See 1999. 
6 See -  1997. 
7 See ,  2003, 91 92. 
8 See  2002, 44: 
9 See  1847, 58. 
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Armenians lived in the whole region stretching from the Kur river to the Caspian 

Sea. The settlements populated by the Armenians approached more than 20010.  

As an indigenous and culture-creating nation of the region, the Armenians 

were actively involved in the socio-political, socio-economic, educational and 

cultural life of the area, creating a rich history. The undisputable testimonies of 

the cultural activities by the Armenian  populated villages are represented by the 

churches, monasteries (Saint Yeghisha Arakyal of Kish, Saint Astvatsatin of Chalet, 

Saint Stepanos Nakhavka of Saghian and Saint Astvatsatin of Meysari), chapels, 

constructed on the concept of the Armenian architecture and hundreds of 

khachkars (cross-stones) and gravestones with Armenian inscriptions found in the 

cemeteries of the villages Nizh, Vardashen, Tchalet, Amuravan, Gandzak, Ghalaka, 

Vank, Rushanashen, Hnghar, Saghian, Matrasa, etc. Of exceptional value are a 

great number of Armenian manuscripts11 copied throughout the XIV XVIII 

centuries that are found in various educational centers of the region (Baku, 

Shamakhi, Saghian, Meysari, Tchalet, Matrasa, etc.). On the left bank of the River 

Kur the Armenian cultural influence is mainly reflected in spreading and 

reinforcing C

the Illuminator and the Armenian King Trdat III, the Great (298 330) 

disseminated the 

reaching the Caspian area 12. It is historically corroborated that in the 

early 30s of the IV century it was Grigoris the elder priest (ordained as the bishop 

of Aghavank and Vrik by the Catholicos Vrtanes A Partev) who preached the 

Christian teachings in the region. By the order of the Maskut king Sanesan 

Grigoris was martyred in the Caspian valley of Vatnya (presently Khachmas), lying 

to the south of Derbend. B. Harutyunian introduced a more accurate date of 

t III 

died in 330 33113. The spread of Christianity, literacy and enlightenment in 

Aghwank is closely connected with the educational activities of Mesrop Mashtots. 

At the beginning of the V century having finished the reinforcement of the newly 

created alphabet and the establishment of literacy in Armenia, Mashtots 

undertook the same initiative to spread the Caucasian Albanian alphabet of his 

                                                   
10  1989, 57  
11 See  1997;  2005, 67 73  
12  1909, 439  
13 See  1981, 76 77  
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own creation. The king of Aghwank and Yevsghen, bishop Yeremia and elder 

priest Beniamin helped him to accomplish his mission of enlightenment in 

Aghwank14.  

In terms of administration and religion, the church formed in Aghwank 

became part of the Armenian Apostolic church, thus acknowledging its 

supremacy15.  

Many references about the bishopric dioceses of Kapaghak, Baghasakan, 

Hashu, Bakhaghat, Tcri, Shaki, date back to the V century manuscripts, testifying 

to the existence of the Christian, including Armenian population on the eastern 

bank of the Kur River and preservation of the religious traditions peculiar to the 

Armenian Apostolic Church16. At the end of the X and at the beginning of the XI 

centuries the Armenian dioceses of Shamakhi (Shirvani) and Shaki were founded 

on the aforementioned dioceses17 which were under the jurisdiction of the Aghvan 

Catholicosate. The Aghvan Catholicosate (at the end of the XIV and at the 

beginning of the XV centuries the Catholicosate existed under the name of 

Gandzasar18) was another see under the auspices of the Armenian Apostolic 

Church, while the Catholicosses were ordained by the All-Armenian Catholicos19. 

The Churches and Chapels of the Peninsula 

The historical records attest that the Armenian-populated settlements have 

been found in the Trans-Caspian region, including Absheron peninsula going back 

to ancient times. Here Armenians had their sites of worship. Such villages of the 

peninsula as Buzovna, Balakhan, Sabunchi, Mashatagha, Shaghan, Surakhani, 

Mardakyan were populated by the Armenians20. According to records, despite 

adverse political circumstances, great work has been done to construct and 

renovate churches and monasteries in the aforementioned settlements. After 

visiting Buzovna, in September 1874 the public figure Al. Kalantarian wrote an 

                                                   
14 See  1941, 70.  
15 See  1987, 137, see also  2002, 33.  
16 See  1941, 70, 72, see also  1983, 89, 122, 346. 
17 See  2005, 870 873.  
18 See  2009, 168.  
19 See  1911, 162, see  2006, see also  1998, 

119, see also  2005, 47.  
20 See  1997.  
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populated by the Armenians since ancient times. The author of the article 

introduced data on the churches that had disappeared in the villages of Balakhan, 

Buzovna and highlighted the existence of Armenian gravestones in that region. 

According to Al. Kalantarian, the date 

showed that she died 400 years before21.  

The local Arab geographer and traveler Abd ar-Rashid al Bakuvi at the 

beginning of the XV century presented noteworthy information on the Armenian 

rural communities in the surrounding region of Baku, referring to the latter as 

of them has a fortified citadel with strong walls. All of the villagers are Christian 

(i.e. Armenians  22. In order to study the history of Armenian-Tats, in 1928 

B. Miller, a professor of oriental studies at Moscow University undertook an 

expedition on Absheron peninsula. Travelling around such Tat-populated 

settlements as Buzovna, Balakhan, Mashtagha, Surakhan, Khousan, Ghala, 

Turkan, Sabunchi and other surrounding areas, he recorded multitudinous traces 

of Armenian churches and cemeteries dating back to ancient times. The old 

residents of the region also told Miller ancient stories according to which, it had 

been previously an Armenian location23. The Armenian correspondent of the 

information on the Christian component of the Armenian culture found on the 

peninsula according to which, earlier on 

-

Armenian nuns, however now the Turks dominate the pilgrimage site and the land 
24. On the instructions of the Armenian Catholicos Nerses V 

Ashtaraketsi Archbishop Sargis Djalaliants visited (August, 1850) the diocese of 

Shamakhi in order to collect the church revenues. On his visit, the Archbishop 

                                                   
21   , « », 1874,  19  
22  -  -  1971, 89 90. It should be noted that Buniatov, the pu-

blisher of the work, who is charcaterized by his aptitude of falsifying and distorting the 

hi

account.  
23 See 1929, 13. 
24     , «  

», 1183,  23  
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also went to the oilfield regions, indicating that the debris of the church were still 

traced25.  

to 26. In August, 1842 Ilya Beryozin, a 

professor at the Universities of Petersburg and Kazan, an expert in the oriental 

studies visited Absheron peninsula, stating that many villages in the vicinity of 

Baku were populated by the Armenians, however during the Iranian rule, they left 

their settlements, moving to Baku, while the Muslims occupied the abandoned 

areas27. The philologist S. Tsotsikian, a former resident of Baku, stated that an 

Armenian village called Nor Shen was located in the vicinity of Baku, where 

during the excavation carried out in 1892 a heathen statue of worship was 

located in the vicinity of Baku, a statue dedicated to one of the Gods (of Fire and 

Sea  28. 

It should be stated that a lot of data on the former Armenian settlements 

which were populated by Muslims later on Absheron peninsula can be traced back 

to the village of Buzovna (situated on the eastern border of the peninsula at a 30 

km distance from Baku). The correspondent Sahak Muradian (who was also know 

 the XIX 

.000 Armenians used to live 

all over Absheron peninsula, on the way from Baku up to the town of Absheron. 

Later on the incessant attacks of violent people from the eastern coast of the 

Caspian Sea (Central Asia) forced them to spread around, while the present-day 

Turks occupied 29

description of Buzovna in many respects verifies the data introduced by the 

notable facts, concerning the evidence on the Armenian segment in Buzovna. The 

author of the article presents valuable information on the Armenian religious sites 

                                                   
25  1858, 409 410  
26  1858, 409 410   
27 1850, 41. 
28  1922, 279  
29   , « - », 1903,  17   
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Armenian village now Buzovna serves as a summer resort for the Baku 
30. 

Other archaeological data also testify to the fact that Buzovna was populated 

by the Armenians in the period in question. At the entrance of a tomb unearthed 

in the village there was an inscription written in Arabic, stating

grave  the son of Bahram of Armenian (Tarsaich) descent, dating back to the 
31. In the village of Buzovna the debris of 

gravestones and cross-stones with inscriptions dating back to the years of 700, 

800 and 900 were conserved. The ruins of churches and ancient coins with 

Armenian letters were also found in the village. There were Armenian inscriptions 

on one side of a golden coin excavated in 1902 , while on the other side there was 

a cross32. Up until the 1500s Buzovna existed as a purely Armenian village33. The 

facts show that the village had the Tat-speaking Armenian population and the local 

people were forced to emigrate to various places due to the Qizilbash invasion into 

the region in the years of 1501 and 150934.  

The history of the religious sites and sanctuaries in Buzovna village will be 

briefly introduced below. 

The chapel of St. Yeghia and St. Andreas35 was a well-known pilgrimage site 

in Buzovna. The Christian preachers Andreas and Anania are related to the 

chapel. The chapel is situated in a scenic location. Professor I. Beryozin put 

forward crucial information on the Armenians in the village of Buzovna, their 

sanctuaries and the tomb situated next to the chapel of St. Yeghia and St. 

Andreas. Accordin

grave there was a small square chapel with an arched dome, which in the local 

Saint Hermits. At the entrance of the 

chapel the traces of an Armenian inscription were seen36. The Arabic inscription 

                                                   
30 -  1902, 482   
31  1999, 13  P. Chobanean cited the aforementioned significant information 

from the Azeri historian Sima  
32 See -  1902, 486. 
33 See -  1902, 484 485. 
34 On the thorough study of the Tat-speaking Armenians, their genealogy, the history of 

formation, as well as their cultural specifics and identity see  2002.  
35 See -  1902, 483.  
36 See 1850, 64. 
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on the sidewall next to the chapel stated that in 1480 148137 the building was 

constructed by a certain Armenian called Atanvar. The Armenians living in Baku 

and its vicinity mainly performed their religious rituals in that chapel38. I. Beryozin 

wrote that there he met three Armenian families that were on a pilgrimage39.  

After I. Beryozin it was Mesrop Archbishop Smbateants, the patriarch of the 

Shamakhi Armenian diocese, who presented a further description of the chapel. 

such religious holidays as Varadavar, Astuatsatsin, Surb Khach, a priest from 

Baku comes 40. 

The next description is authored by a Baku resident Yer. Ter- 

Hovhanniseants who visited the ancient site in 1902. Yer. Ter-Hovhanniseants 

The chapel is surrounded by white-stone pavements and wooden cages, behind 

them leafy trees like fans are standing like bodyguards, in the shade of which 
41. 

Similar valuable information about the chapel was proposed by Al. 

Kalantaryan. Al. Kalantaryan in his correspondence sent to the Mshak in 

Andreas. I have been told that the latter were pious vardapets (archimandrites) 
42. The chapel had a hand-written book of records 

where the details of the chapel chronicle, a number of village estates were 

mentioned43. When the Archbishop Mesrop Smbateants and Yer. Ter-

Hovhanniseants visited the chapel the inscription made by the elder priest Nerses 

about the 

built a well in memory of my parents  father Nerses and his wife Khatun in the 

year of 87044 45. 

                                                   
37 See 1850, 65.  
38 See - 1855, 502. 
39 See 1850, 64 65. 
40  1896, 173  
41 See -  1902, 485  
42  .,  , « », 1974,  19  
43 See -  1902, 485  
44 Yer. Ter-Hovhanniseants mistakenly mentioned that according to the Armenian calen-

dar the inscription dated back to the year of 820 instead of 870 (see -  

1902, 484).  
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Noteworthy is the fact that on August 12 18 one of the five religious holidays 

of the Armenian Apostolic Church, the Feast of The Transfiguration of the Virgin, 

was celebrated in the chapel. The pilgrims came from the neighboring locations 

and bordering provinces. Taking this circumstance into consideration, Sahak 

Adamian, a merchant and manufacturer from Shamakh, constructed three stone 

rooms on the western side of the chapel46. While entrepreneur Levon 

bottom47

memory of pious Saints Yegya and Andreas, thanks to honorable Levon 

Gasparean- 48. According to the 

Absheron peninsula (at a 30 feet distance from the city. A chapel has lately been 

built (i.e. rebuilt  G.S.)49 in the place of the graves of the Saints. It is worth 

mentioning that Orbeli50 

 

The chapel was greatly damaged during the 1905 Tartar-Armenian clashes51.  

The Chapel of Saint Simeon and Saint Hovhannes52. The chapel was built 

in the location where the hermits were martyred. The date 111853 was written on 

-Hovhanniseants found the given date to be 

implausible. However, an additional source clarifies the issue under discussion. At 

the city museum of Baku different materials from the debris of the Armenian 

inscriptions (brought from various regions of the republic) were exhibited. On a 

fragment of the debris it was written

currently residing in Baku, built 54. 

                                                                                                                                 
45  1896, 173, see also -  1902, 484.  
46 See -  1902, 484. 
47  1896, 173, -  1902, 484  
48  1896, 173  
49   1874, 124  

been  
50 See  1963, 419. 
51 See    ( ), . 458, . 1, . 217, . 1   
52 In Ter-  Simovn is mentioned.  
53 See -  1902, 486. 
54  1976, 89  
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(shinetsi) referred to the renovation of the chapel in 1830.  

The Chapel of Saint Minas. It was situated not far from the chapel of Saint 

Andreas an

Gurgeneants, the wife of Sergey Melikeants, built the chapel in memory of Saint 
55. No other data on the chapel have been preserved. 

It should be noted that to the east of Saint Yeghya and Andreas Chapel the 

fourth religious site with no inscription56 was situated on a cliff. 

Summing up the aforementioned data extracted from different sources, we 

draw the following conclusion: peninsular Buzovna used to be a densely populated 

Armenian settlement, where Christian traditions were strongly maintained. Yer. 

Ter-

literary monuments and inscriptions, it must be assumed that Buzovna was an 

ancient settlement populated by many Armenians, having its own sanctuaries, 
57. 

Of all the Armenian-populated settlements on Absheron peninsula the city of 

Baku built by the Armenians played an important role in the history of 

Armenians58. At different periods, under the jurisdiction of the Shamakhi diocese, 

five Armenian churches functioned in Baku. They maintained the underlying 

traditions of the Armenian architecture, dating back to the depths of centuries. 

The history of each church will be briefly illustrated below59.  

St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin) is the first Armenian church to have been 

built in Baku. It was situated in the old district of the city at the foot of the citadel, 

caravanserai. Previously we mentioned that the Armenian influence in the 

civilization developments on the left bank of the Kur river spread from Greater 

-eastern provinces of Artsakh and Utik. During the lasting and 

efficient rule of the king Vachagan the Pious (Barepasht) (485 523)60 the 

                                                   
55  1896, 173 174   
56 See -  1902, 486.  
57 -  1902, 482   
58 On a more thorough study, concerning the history of Armenians in Baku province see 

 2010: Stepanyan 2013. 
59 On more details see  2007, 63 75.  
60 See  2008, 72 88.  
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Armenian influence Artsakh was reinforced in the ethno-cultural events of 

Aghwank. The king of the strong country of Artsakh ruled over the land of 

Albanians and Kambech. According to a historical legend, when Vacahagan the 

Paytkaran province) as a dowry to his 

winter resort while Shamakhi  a summer resort61. Reverend S. Eprikean wrote: 

0 AD this fiery country was given by the king Vachagan residing in the city 

of Barda, as dowry to his daughter Varsenik, whose winter resort was Baku and 

summer resort  62. The legend about Vachagan Barepasht and 

princess Varsenik was reflected in the religious-

Varsenik  

pedagogue Mesrop Taghiadian.  

In history Vachagan Barepasht is remembered as a pious leader who was 

utterly devoted to his nation and his church. His patriotic and godly activities were 

n enlightening source of 

theology. The blissful was also a role model because of his various acts of 
63 64 on King 

concluded that King Vachagan took the initiative of strengthening Christianity. To 

that end he carried out the church building activities that spread up to Abhseron 

peninsula (the winter resort)65. The fact that in 500 he built St. Virgin (Surb 

Astvatsatsin) church in the location where M. Mashtots formerly had laid the 

been built in the place of pagan altars dedicated to heathen non-Gods of fire and 

altars, later translator Mesrop built a chapel there, dedicating it to Mother of God, 

and the king Vachagan the Pious (Barepasht) from Aghwank built a church there 

in 500 AD. Thus, it is the ancient and remarkable church of St. Virgin (Surb 

Astvatsatsin), a sanctuary in Baku, which is situated in the citadel in front of the 

                                                   
61 See    1915, 199.  
62  1903 1905, 362   
63  1983, 83  
64  1983, 50  
65 See  1903 1905, 362, see also   -

 1915, 199. 
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66. It should be noted that the author refers to the most ancient church of 

St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin) in Baku. Despite the folkloric nature of the data 

according to which it was Vachagan Barepasht, the king from eastern Armenia 

who had built the church of St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin), undoubtedly they 

reflect the reverberations of the real historical events. The mere existence of the 

Armenian church can be considered as powerful evidence, testifying to the fact 

that in the early Middle Ages there was an Armenian community in Baku. The 

cross-stones67 with Armenian inscriptions and carved images in the neighboring 

areas of the already non-existent church St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin) are 

unquestionable pieces of evidence, proving that since ancient times the Armenians 

used to live and create cultural monuments in Baku. The philologist S. Tsotsikian 

wrote about old Baku and the Armenian church constructed by the king Vachagan 

buildings, residence of Shirvani Shahs and Persian Khans, narrow, crooked 

streets and newsstands and houses with nearing facades are found, too. The 

Armenian church of St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin) is within the walls of the 
68. The Bishop Makar Barkhutaryants, having visited Baku in 1890 wrote:  

-built churches. The small one was 

built at the foot of the citadel and named St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin). From the 

outer and inner architecture of the building it can be assumed that it was the only 

Armenian church 69. 

The church of St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin) was a basilica. The rotund broach 

of the church was erected from the drum of the dome. The western entrance 

door had belfry of two floors. The lower floor of the belfry had four pillars, while 

the upper consisted of eight pillars, ending with a pointed broach. The church 

was built with unhewn stones, while the belfry - with carefully polished ones. The 

                                                   
66  1896, 373  
67 As a result of a years-long policy pursued to destroy the Armenian churches, cemeter-

ies, cross-stones and gravestones there were just four cross-stones out of many in the vicinity 

of St. Virgin (Surb Astvatsatsin) Church. The Armenian inscriptions on those four cross-

stones were erased and half ruined. They were moved to a one-time market situated in the 

citadel of Baku next to the Virgin Tower. Untimely deceased Zaven Sargsian the former direc-

tor of the museum named after Parajanov handed us the last photos (made in November, 

1986) of the cross-stones.  
68  1922, 280 281   
69  1893, 153   
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ancient church caught in the turmoil of history was renovated by the local 

Armenians in different pe
70. 

1796) at the Shamakhi diocese, the 

church was renovated with the donations of the Armenian community. The 

Catholicos Ghukas A Karnetci played a great role in the renovation of the church. 

In 1784, the Catholicos issued a kondak, instructing Yeghiazar  the treasurer of 

treasurer 
71. 

Another kondak by the Catholicos, sent to priests Hovsep, Hovhannes, Barsegh, 

build a church in the Armenian Tagh (residential area 72. Five years later in 1789, 

the church was again in need of repair. Wealthy merchants, Tarumian brothers  

Marcos, Zohrap, Hovahannes, Karapet from Nakhichevan, provided the financial 

assistance for the renovation of the church. In 1799 the church was again in a 

decadent state. In 1881 1882 the Armenian patriarch of the Shamakhi diocese 

Bishop Tadevos Dzyunakan (1876 1887) initiated the thorough reconstruction of 

the decaying church and the surrounding wall. A two-storied inn73 was also built 

in the courtyard.  

The church was included in the 1916 list of functioning churches74. After the 

establishment of the Soviet rule in Azerbaijan the church being considered a 

cultural monument, was reconstructed75. At the end of 1986 an initiative was 

undertaken to renovate the church. However, due to the widespread anti-

Armenian policy in Azerbaijan, the reconstruction was suspended.  

After the Baku massacres of the Armenians, perpetrated by the Azerbaijani 

ruling circles in January, 1990, the Armenian cemeteries and archaeological-

historical monuments were destroyed. By the order of the Azerbaijani authorities 

the next barbaric act was committed when the church of St. Virgin (Surb 

Astvatsatsin) (which though without its crosses was still standing) along with its 

                                                   
70  1922, 292   
71  1896, 217   
72  1896, 217  
73 See , . 57, . 2, . 1921, . 37 .  
74 See , . 56, . 2, . 904, . 1   
75 , . 409, . 1, . 2685, . 2  



Stepanyan G.  

19 

 

neighboring inn was levelled to the ground. The British journalist and writer 

stand the area is abandoned and vacant. In 1992 in the most violent periods of the 

Karabakh war, from the account of a diplomat working in Baku one can learn how 

the chapel was demolished 76. After demolishing the upper two floors of the 

belfry, its spared first floor was transformed into a new building. The latter 

resembles a heathen temple77, lying 3.3 kilometers east of Sarukhan settlement 

on Absheron peninsula. In the place of the church and its inn a tea house was 

built78.  

Saint Gregory the Illuminator (Surb Grigor Lusavoricvh). The increasing 

number of the Armenian residents79 in Baku brought about the need of building 

other churches (apart from the church of St. Virgin in different parts of the city. 

The Patriarch of Shamakhi diocese Daniel vardapet Shahnazariants80 (1863 1868) 

undertook the initiative of building the second church. In June 1863 the Patriarch 

laid the foundations of the church81. A Baku resident, a philanthropist and a 

with the St. Astvatsatsin revenues and parish donations82 contributed to the 

construction of the church in the center of Baku, in Kolyubakinski Square 

(Parapet), situated next to Velikoknazhevski Avenue. The construction of the 

1874) 

prelacy at the Shamakhi diocese. On May 4, 1869, the church was consecrated 

under the name of St. Gregory the Illuminator (Surb Grigor Lusavorich)83.  

As an architectural monument, the church of St. Gregory the Illuminator 

(Surb Grigor Lusavorich) was indeed one of the most remarkable buildings of the 

                                                   
76    2007, 155   
77 See  2017, 17.  
78 See  153. 
79 According to the pan-Russian census of 1897, the number of Baku Armenians approx-

imated 45.402 (see  ,   (I) « -

», 1897  31) while on January 1, 1916 the Armenian population of Baku 

(including the police station of Balakhan-Sabunchi) reached 77.166 (46.657 males and 30. 

509) females.  (from now on- ) 1916, 183, 185. 
80 See  2009, 45 53. 
81 See  1896, 375. 
82 See  1896, 375. 
83 See , . 56, . 1, . 4348, . 3, see also  1896, 377. 
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city. It was accredited with the honor of becoming the Holy See for the Armenian 

residents of Baku. The church is architectured as a basilica, with central-domed 

courtyard, having octahedron drum and pointed broach and a three-floor belfry 

on the eastern wing. It is built of polished stone, the northern and western 

entrances are edged with two elevated cross-stones on both sides84. All the 

patriarchs of the Armenian diocese of Shamakhi constantly kept the renovation of 

the church on their agenda. In 1887, on Easter day one of the most outstanding 

figures of Armenian music, the composer, choirmaster, a specialist in folk music, 

the great master of the four-part harmony Kristapor Kara-Murza performed his 

four-part liturgy for the first time, getting acclaim85. 

The church was mentioned in the 1916 list of functioning churches86. On 

September 15, 1918, after the Turkish army seized Baku, the church was 

thoroughly robbed87. After the Turkish campaign the city of Shamakhi was set on 

fire, forcing the local Armenian population to migrate to Baku. As a result, on 

October 16, 1918 the Patriarch of the Shamkhi diocese Bagrat Archbishop 

Vardazarian (1916 1921) decided to move the primacy and diocese court from 

Shamakhi to Baku, converting the local church of St. Gregory the Illuminator 

(Surb Grigor Lusavorich) into a primacy See, while the diocese was renamed as 

Baku Diocese88. In 1988 1990 when a large-scale policy of persecuting the 

Armenians was unfolding, on December 25, 1989 the Azerbaijani mob 

barbarously set the church on fire, as a result of which a great number of 

valuable church books, icons and all the church property89 were burnt to ashes. 

After desecrating the church, the Azerbaijani authorities used the building for 

other purposes. With its damaged inscriptions, missing crosses90 (on the dome 

and belfry), the church that had been transformed into a book storage, is still 

standing.  

The Church of Saint Resurrection/Surb Harutyun (St. John the 

Baptist/Hovhannes Mkrtich?). The construction of the church started during the 

                                                   
84 See  1997, 69. 
85 See  . 1904, 39. 
86 See  . 56, . 14, . 298, . 56  
87 See , . 57, . 3, . 280, . 1:  
88 , . 57, . 5, . 280, . 1   
89 «  », 1990,  2   
90  2009, 45 53   
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Grigorian Mikatdze born in Tbilisi, but residing in Baku was the initiator and 

financial contributor to the construction of a church. In her letter addressed to 

the patriarch on July 23, 1891 Mariam Mikatdze explained her initiative by the fact 

that unlike the Armenians, the Russians of Baku had a small church within the 

d. 

Since it was prohibited to perform funeral rituals at city churches it would have 

been desirable that the Armenians too had a similar church in their new 

cemetery, where they would serve a liturgy91. The patriarch accepted the proposal 

and the preparations of the construction began without delay. The archpriest of 

Baku churches, the elder priest Khoren Mirzabekiants presented the project to 

the collegial assessor and city architect Anton Kadimov and suggested 

constructing the church adhering to the architectural style, common to the 

churches of one of the Armenian capitals, namely  Ani92. In 1894, Archbishop 

Mesrop Smbateants laid the marble foundation-stone of the church, on which it 

in 

4386) with Tbilisi-born Armenian, Mariam Grigorian-

93. The church was being built 

on one the city cliffs (there was a Park named after Kirov since 1939, while since 

1990 it turned into the so- 94. Indeed, the church was to be 

small church of the Armenian cemetery creates a beautiful view for the city of 

Baku. From the whole city the church is seen as a jewel crown placed on a head, 

being built on an elevated, remarkable location. It is relevant to cite the 

 about St. 

Resurrection (Surb Haurtyun) church in Baku, according to which, Vayotc Dzor 
95. 

                                                   
91 The old Armenian cemetery of Baku was situated in the center of the city. Later being 

included in the Montin neighborhood , the cemetery also took its name.  
92 , . 56, . 1, . 8720, . 1   
93  1896, 380   
94 1999, 56. 
95  1896, 380  
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At the beginning of 1895, the construction of the church built with polished 

stone, ended. In terms of its layout and structure, the monument stands out 

among all the other Armenian monuments. Its architecture replicated the 

churches of the V VII centuries with cruciform domes that were widespread in 

Armenia. The entrance opened on the western cross-wing. The church had an 

octahedral dome with a pointed broach, and was illuminated by eight windows. At 

the top of the western door there were two arch windows. Outwardly, facades 

were built on arch pillars. It should be noted that due to its small size the church 

to be built was also called a chapel96. On January 29, 1895 the bishop Makar 

Barkhutareants who was interim vicar of the diocese in 1895 1896, anointed the 

church. In this connection noteworthy is the fact that though the church had been 

originally anointed under the name of St . Resurrection (Surb Harutyun), due to 

some circumstances it was re-anointed as St. John the Baptist (Surb Hovhannes 

Mkrtich). In his report addressed to the Etchmiatdzin synod the interim vicar 

secration ceremony and 

anointed this church according to the ritual of the Armenian Apostolic Church. On 

January 29, the church was named after Saint John the Baptist (Hovhannes 

Mkrtich), while the altar  97. It should be emphasized that 

the church was mentioned under the name of St. Resurrection (Surb Harutyun)98 

in the list (of 1912, 1916 and of successive years) on churches functioning under 

the jurisdiction of Shamakhi diocese. This may be accounted for by the fact that 

later on after a thorough renovation, the church was again anointed under the 

name of St. Resurrection (Surb Harutyun).  

In February 1922 the church was half-ruined. On February, 1922 the vicar of 

Turkestan and Baku primacy Grigoris Vardapet Yarmishian (November 4, 1921  

99. 

The Azerbaijani authorities in their pursuit to erase the traces of Armenian 

culture from Baku continued the cultural genocide. In June, 1928 under the 

pretext of building a road from Chemberiqend to Bayilov and a park the council 

of Baku intended to demolish the half-ruined church and the neighboring 

                                                   
96 , . 56, . 1, . 8720, . 5, see also , . 149, . 1, 141, . 232:  
97 , . 56, . 1, . 8720, . 11.  
98 , . 57, . 2, . 1921, . 30 ., , . 56, . 14, . 298, . 56  
99 , . 57, . 3, . 404, . 3   
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Armenian cemetery (it had more than 800 graves) both situated in Verkhne-

Kladbishchenskaya street100. The victims of the Armenian massacres of 1905 and 

1918 in Baku were also buried there101. On January 3, 1930 the director of the 

Communal National Economy Pishkin, inviting the patriarch of the diocese 

Archbishop Matevos Matevosian demanded that he hand in the church keys, 

promising to return102 them shortly. However, after getting the keys on the night 

of January 5, the Azerbaijani mob broke into the church and robbed it103. 

Although the church was not demolished for a 

the cemetery was ravaged and desecrated barbarically104.The church, converted 

into a storage of street lamps, was eventually ravaged in 1979. In 1995 in the 

place of the church a mosque was built105.  

The Church of St. Jude (Surb Tadeos) and St. Bartholomew (Surb 

Bardughimeos). At the end of the XIX century the number of Armenian 

population increased so much in Baku, that it was indispensable to build the 

third church. The merchant and manufacturer Yenovk Budaghian bequeathed 

the financial means for the construction of the church106. In those days the 

Mshak107 

church lacks space especially on holidays, the parishioners do not have an 

opportunity to enter the churc

contest was announced for the project on the construction of the church. 

Architects from Moscow, St. Petersburg and Baku presented their projects at 

vic Engineering, 

architect Gabriel Ter-Mikelian along with his friend Al. Rostinian also 

participated in the contest, introducing a project108. Academician G. Grimm won 

the first prize of the competition, the civic engineer A. Ditrich gained the second 

one, while the architect T. Berhard  the third. Noteworthy is the fact that 

-

                                                   
100 , . 149, . 1, . 141, . 229 230, 234: 
101 , . 458, . 1, . 330, . 4, see also  1999, 56.  
102  
103 See  1999, 56. 
104 See  1999, 56. 
105 , . 462, . 1, . 4, . 43, see also . 57, . 2, . 1921, . 29: 
106 « », 1897,  26  
107 , . 149, . 1, . 214, . 1  
108  1971, 51   
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109. The project in terms of its creative insight, 

resembled the layout mo 110. However, due to some 

unknown circumstances none of the projects introduced at the contest was seen 

valid for the construction of the church, thus the solution to the question was 

postponed to 1906. In the same year, the second contest on the projects of the 

first prize. V. Pokrovski, an architect from St. Petersburg was also awarded with 

 the 

architectural style, peculiar to the Armenian churches. Hence, the church 

committee of the diocese decided that the church should be built on G. Ter-

issue dragged on and was resolved in an unexpected way. The deceased 

decided to hand the construction project of the church to architect Hovh. Ter-

Hovhannisian (Kajaznuni)111. The church was being built on Bondarnaya Street 

(later renamed as Dmitrov). On September 26, 1913 the ceremony of anointing 

the church foundation was performed. The construction ended at the beginning 

of June112, 1913. 

The newly built church was constructed with white polished stone, having a 

nave of 1000 seats and a spacious parish vestibule113. In the foundation layout of 

the church the concept of an equilateral cross and a central dome was 

preserved. The main dimensional four angles of the church were formed with 

four-perimeter curved tabernacles. The belfry having an arch gable and a 

vertical, staged tower narrowing at the end, was situated next to the western 

facade. The church had a sixteen column drum with a pointed broach supported 

by two powerful cross-shaped arches (due to this the space of the chapel was 

enlarged). The western facade had three-arched windows. The subtle outer 

layer of the church being composed of white stone and gold, endowed it with 

exceptional sublimity114 ost 

                                                   
109  1971, 52   
110  1971, 52   
111  2008, 8   
112 « », 1913,  12  
113  1997, 10   
114  200, 237   
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magnificent building115 

September 15, 1918) the Turkish-Tartars robbed the entire church116. The 

church of St. Jude (Surb Tadeos) and St. Bartholomew (Surb Bardughimeos) 

 Under the pretext of reconstructing the center of 

Baku, the Azerbaijani authorities using the acoustics and other features of the 

church reconstructed it in 1931-1939 to serve as a conservatoire117.  

The Church of St. Translators (Surb Targmanchats) was situated in the 

suburb of Haykavan  Armyanskaya 8118. 

The growing population (according to the data of 1911, the settlement already had 

a 400-member parish)119 led to the need of building a new church in Haykavan. At 

the beginning of 1907120 the construction of the church started at the site of a 

former chapel. Having no accurate source of data, we are however inclined to 

assume that the architect of the building was Freidun Aghalian (who in that period 

had authored the project of the second part of the city), while Hambardzum 

Grigorian121 was its stonemason. The initial sum (10000 roubles) for the 

construction was provided by the Council of Oil Manufacturers of Baku the 

president of which was A. Ghukasian122. It was a relatively small church, being 

annointed in October, 1907 by the patriarch of Shamakhi Diocese Bishop Anania 

Hamazaspian123 (1903 1914). It was included in the 1912, 1916 list on functioning 

churches124. On September 15, 1918 after the Turkish army captured Baku125, the 

church was totally robbed by Turk-Tartars. The church was eventually ravaged in 

the 1930s.  

It was planned to build St. Hripsime church in Haykavan while in the suburb 

of Balakhan-Sabunchi the church of St. Sahak and St. Mesrop was intended to be 

                                                   
115 , , « », 1914,  32  
116 , . 57, . 3, . 280, . 1  
117 ,  1992, 55   
118 , . 458, . 1, . 188, . 10   
119 , . 458, . 1, . 188, . 47 48  
120 , . 458, . 1, . 188, . 10, 26 .   
121 , . 458, . 1, . 188, . 12  
122 , . 458, . 1, . 188, .10   
123 , . 458, . 1, . 188, . 26 .   
124 , . 57, . 2, . 1921, . 30 ., , . 149, . 1, . 167, . 1, 5 6   
125 , . 57, . 3, . 280, . 1   
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constructed126. However those churches were never built because WWI started. 

The churches are not mentioned in the list of the churches127 functioning in the 

diocese in 1916. It should also be noted that the evangelic Armenian community 

had a chapel too ( it was built in 1912)128.  

Conclusion 

Annalistic, lithographic, documented sources evidence that on Absheron 

peninsula the settlements of Buzovna, Balakhan, Sabunchi, Mashtagha, Shaghan, 

Surakhani and Mardakyan had been populated by the Armenians since early 

times. In those population centers local Armenians had such sites of worship as 

monasteries, churches and chapels. Particularly in the city of Baku constructed by 

Armenian enterpreneurs, the local Armenian population was actively involved in 

public, political, socio-economic cultural and educational life of the city, creating a 

rich history. The church life of the city was sustained by the churches functioning 

under the jurisdiction of the Armenian Shamakhi diocese, as well as by the 

The sanctuaries on Absheron peninsula 

became powerful institutions for local Armenians surrounded by the Muslim 

segment. These sanctuaries conditioned the preservation of Armenian 

entity 

as a whole.  
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POLITICAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS OF THE «TRILATERAL 

STATEMENT» OF NOVEMBER 10, 2020 «ON A CEASEFIRE IN 

NAGORNO-KARABAKH» 

MARUKYAN A. 

Summary 

Key words: Republic of Artsakh, Republic of Armenia, Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict, Russia, «trilateral statement», 1994 agreement, «Kazan document». 

The «trilateral statement» signed in gross violation of a number of basic 

principles and norms of international treaty law, which, in terms of its content and 

the issues under discussion, as well as from the legal point of view, is not a 

statement on a ceasefire, but an international treaty attempting to resolve the 

Karabakh conflict. The signing of this illegal document is only a temporary, 

situational solution to the issue, which does not settle the conflict, but only freezes 

it, because the concessions made to both Azerbaijan and Turkey not only do not 

weaken, but, on the contrary, whet the appetite of this anti-Armenian genocidal 

bloc.  

Armenians in Armenia, Artsakh, and around the world consider the "trilateral 

statement" to be simply a documented post-war reality, but never a legal 

document that finally settles the Karabakh issue. The Armenian people will never 

accept such injustice, illegality, will fight by all possible means to restore their 

violated rights, which will eventually lead to a comprehensive, complete settlement 

of the Karabakh conflict and establish long-term security and peace in the region.  
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MARTYRDOM IN EUROPEAN TRAVELOGUES 

KARAGYOZYAN G. 

Summary 

Key words: 

ext, expedient-recipient.  

Among the numerous legends on Christianity the story of Hripsimean 

story underwent several modifications in travelogues. Those modifications were 

conditioned by the mode of providing information i.e. in some cases the 

information was obtained from written sources (intertextual borrowing), while in 

other cases via oral sources when information was conveyed by the speaker 

(expedient) to the listener (recipient). In the process of myth creation the main 

the interpretation of a hagiographic legend constructed in accordance with the 

, play a decisive 

role. As a result a product based on individual creative fantasy comes into 

existence. 
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THE DEMOGRAPHIC ISSUES OF IRANIAN ARMENIANS IN THE 

2000S 

MKRTCHYAN K.  

Summary  

Key words: the Armenian community of Iran, demographic processes, 

emigration, Christian communities, regional developments, the Armenian Diocese of 

Tehran, community leaders.  

The military-political developments in the Middle East are affecting the life of 

the Armenian community in Iran. The Iran-Iraq war and the subsequent decades-

long sanctions against Iran have caused great socio-economic damage to the 

Armenian community that is part of the country's population. Emigration alone 

has reduced the community more than threefold.  

Even today, with the escalation of Iran's foreign policy, the prospects for 

Armenians are bleak. That is why emigration rates and moods are rising. On the 

other hand, it is noteworthy that due to the US immigration policy, the flow of 

Armenians from Iran will decrease to some extent in the near future. 
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Introduction 

The Ottoman Empire has paved its unique way in transforming itself into a 

constitutional state. The attempt was recorded in 1876. The establishment of the 

Ottoman parliament and the constitution authored by Midhat pasha were the 

cornerstones of this historical event. Unfortunately, this parliament was short-

 but also returned 

to the historical arena, for this time it had been reformed and refined in terms of 

 

The first parliament convocation  

characterized by its multi-national, multi-religious, and more importantly by its 

multi-layered social classes. No matter how much the Armenian and Turkish 

revolutionaries advocated revalidation of constitution and formation of the 

parliament, after the elections the majority of the parliament consisted more of 

ashrafs rather than revolutionaries. These retrograde powers of the Ottoman 

Empire entered the parliament due to the election rig  falsification that was 

areness and permission.  

Constitution and Election Law as the Basis for the Formation of the 

Parliament 

In 1907 1908 the sole goal of the Young Turks was to overthrow Sultan 

a revolution or a coup would be made in the aftermath of which parliamentary 
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elections would be held and a parliament formed. The parliamentary elections 

were to be held in accordance with the 1876 election law as well as with the 

election amendments introduced in the pre-election program of Young Turks.  

According to the 1876 election law, only male representatives without any 

religious segregation were eligible to participate in the elections. Each 50000 

Ottoman resident had one deputy represented in the parliament. However, in 

case of 75000 inhabitants it was permissible to elect a second deputy. The 

elections were meant to be a two- 1. 

There existed two categories of voters. The voters of the first category elected 

-category electors. The latter 

respectively voted for a deputy or deputies. The candidate of a committee, party 

or alliance of parties who would gain more second-category electors would be 

elected as a deputy of the Ottoman parliament.  

The 1876 election law was based on such privileged categories as property, 

residence, education and the requirement to have a command of the Turkish 

language. The election law in question only granted rights to those who paid land 

and income taxes to the state i.e. the privilege of property was acknowledged only. 

In the election campaign publicized in September, 1908 the Young Turks 

maintained the validity of this law only for the first-category voters, while they 

expanded the scope of second-category voters, including those individuals who 

paid taxes for cattle farming as well. The election campaign prioritized the 

thirds of the Senate, endowing the deputies with legislative authority, allotting 

Parliament seats to the ethnic minorities2. If the previous bill banned the political 

parties to nominate candidates, then since 1908 the electoral campaign was 

mainly between the committees and political parties or their alliances.  

Hence, during the election campaign of 1908 the Ittihat members made some 

amendments both in the election law and in the respective constitutional bills. As 

far as the location of electing and being elected was concerned, it did not undergo 

any changes, any candidate could be elected in any region, however it was 

considered that he represented the whole population of the Ottoman Empire in 

the parliament. On the whole, it can be assumed that the electoral system of the 
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Ottoman Empire was based on the principle of proportional representation. The 

main powers of the Ottoman parliament, consisting of retrograde Turkish, 

Kurdish clergy and feudal noblemen (ashrafs) considered such a situation in the 

Ottoman state as utterly unacceptable. Those were basically the people who 

throughout the years terrorized, abducted, robbed and expropriated the wretched 

and poor population of the rural and urban regions. The ashrafs opposed any 

political or ideological progress. Any progressive ideology or movement like 

-determination, 

perceived by ashrafs as dangerous phenomena invented by either the Armenians 

or Europeans. Thus, those ideas were to be rooted out then and there. The 

majority of ashrafs saw the Armenians as the initiators of establishing the 

constitutional law. Therefore, the 

accompanied by violence and massacres perpetrated against Armenians should be 

viewed in this line of logic. 

The 1908 parliament consisted of 275 deputies of which 142 were Turks and 

Kurds, 60 Arabs, 25 Albanians, 23 Greeks, 12 Armenians, 5 Jews, 4 Bulgarians, 3 

Serbs, and 1 valakh3. It should be noted that none of the Armenian, Greek, 

Bulgarian, Jewish, or Serbian deputies were ashrafs. The Kurds and Turks were 

mainly ashrafs. As for the committees and political parties, 160 represented the 

25  the Ahrar political party, 4 were from the 

Armenian Revolutionary Federation, 2 from the Bulgarian Constitutional Clubs, 1 

was from the Social Democrat Hunchakian party and 70 did not have allegiance to 

any political party4. The aforementioned ashrafs mainly belonged to the Ittihat or 

were independent or deputies with no party affiliation. On March 31, 1909 after 

attempt of rebellion. A great number of ashrafs cooperating with the leaders of 

formed new political parties, while a few of them merely left the Ittihat and 

remained independent. As a result, a different political situation developed in the 
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parliament, where the Ittihat was represented by 85 90 deputies, 25 30 deputies 

were from the newly formed cleric 60 deputies 

belonged to the Ahrar and 90-1005 had no political affiliation whatsoever. After 

the failure of the coup against Abdul Hamid, the number of Ittihat members 

naturally increased up to 125-130, while Ahrar consisting of a great many ashrafs 

formed an alliance with a range of political powers, thus transforming into a new 

political party named Freedom and Accord ( ). 

parliamentary parties would eventually fight for victory in the upcoming elections 

ir 

reproduction ensured by law. In May 1910, they were given such an opportunity.  

The Rebellion of Ashrafs in the Parliament  

May of 1910 is a notable phase in terms of establishing constitutional law in 

the Ottoman Empire, as during those days the parliament discussed and passed a 

range of greatly significant bills. Nevertheless, of special interest for us is the 

discussion of the law on census, specifically its Article 38. The content of the law 

was closely related to the electoral law, which was drafted and endorsed in 1876, 

before the enactment of the constitution on which the elections were held6. The 

election law consisted of seven articles, which were included in the charter on 

 

Article 38 similarly endorsed the electoral laws of 1876 and 1908, thus it was 

not random at all that the local Turkish and Kurdish seedy noblemen rebelled 

against this reform.  

On May 11, 1910 the ashrafs of the Ottoman parliament took their colleagues 

by surprise. The first 37 articles of the law were discussed and passed without any 

objections. However, when Article 38, in fact the last one, was being discussed,  

the majority of the parliamentarians displayed such intolerance that many 

politicians were taken aback. The insurgence of the ashrafs was first reflected in a 

petition. In opposition to this article, they introduced a petition which suggested 

that in case of changing his residence the citizen had a right to vote or be elected 

e. Instead, he would preserve his rights in his previous 

residence. One hundred and fifty-six deputies signed under the petition. In other 
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words, they represented the majority, and this was accounted for by the fact that 

the bill was not based on any ideology or public interest. The majority of the 

ashraf deputies (who belonged to the seedy nobility) were convinced that the bill 

suited their personal interests. Hence, the given majority included deputies from 

nearly all political parties i.e. from moderate 

from the Ittihat7. In fact, the ashrafs were tools for the highest echelons of the 

that after the coup of 1908 the Ittihat did not want to come to power directly8. 

Young Turks preferred to become a majority in the parliament and in this way 

counterbalance the government9. The use of ashrafs in the introduction and 

enactment of this infamous law can be explicated by this political strategy.  

A deputy from Kumulgina (Komotine) Ismail Hagg bey, who was from the 

Ittihat, introduced the petition10. He was an educated man with a good command 

of law, and always supported the ashrafs. He was also the non-official speaker of 

the Ittihat. When it was necessary to make pressure on the ethnic minorities or on 

the intellectuals,  Ismail Hagg bey was used.  

Parliament Reaction  

All Armenian deputies, irrespective of their party affiliation, along with many 

Greeks and some pro-center powers from the Progress and Union opposed the 

bill11. Since the initiators of the petition represented the overwhelming majority, 

they allowed the rest to speak their mind openly. However, when the opponents 

started to affect even those who had authored the bill the latter started to protest, 

here, what would you do to the people who voted for you, what would keep you 
12 

In his speech, Jahid bey mentioned that the enactment of the census bill, 

being an amendment to the functioning law, would be a huge step towards 

separatism. He added that true patriots were self-reliant, consequently they were 

                                                   
7 « », 12.05.1910  
8 « », 21.02.1909  
9  1919, 32   
10 Meclisi Mebusan Zabit Ceridesi, 11 Mayis 1326, Doksanaltinciinikad, Devre 1, Cilt 5, 

Ictima Senesi 2.  
11 « », 12.05.1910   
12 « », 12.05.1910   
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to reject the new bill which restr

patriots should not be afraid of having rivals as the state benefitted from such 

parliament announced a two-hour adjournment. After the adjournment Khoneos 

from Sinop tried to dissuade the advocates of the bill from making that proposal. 

Then Zohrap spoke, pointing out that the minority of the deputies were naturally 

expected to propose such a bill, as they might fear that the majority of the 

deputies, having formed a government would violate their rights in the next 

elections, but the fact that the majority had also signed the petition appeared to be 

illogical13.  

Ismail Hagg bey speaking on the legal basis of the introduced petition 

emphasized the importance of civil rights, pointing out that a citizen belonged to 

his community thus, as a deputy he had to be elected there, serving for the 

communi 14

characterized it as absurd, while the introduced bill as illegal.  

law contradicted both the Ottoman constitution and the electoral law. In cases like 

this the constitution was prioritized. Undoubtedly, Ismail Hagg bey having a good 

command of jurisprudence and being well-aware of such a regulation tried to 

mislead all the other parliamentarians.  

Soon the backers of the bill made such an unbearable noise that Zohrap was 

forced to leave the rostrum. The chairman of the Union and Progress party Khalil 

bey who found himself in a quandary called on the opponents to the bill to 

demand that the government express its position over the matter. Mehmet Talaat 

bey announced that he could not give an immediate response, as he had not 

discussed the issue with other ministers. Thus, he proposed that the discussion of 

the matter be delayed. The authors of the article suggested that the introduced 

bills should be read out and put to the vote. The opponents of the article put 

forward a new bill, adhering to the postponement introduced by the government. 

Meanwhile, two deputies rescinded their signatures on the article. The 

parliamentary majority  the ashrafs seemed to be losing control of events .Ilias 

                                                   
13 « », 12.05.1910  
14 See Meclisi Mebusan Zabit Ceridesi, ibid.  
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Sami the Kurdish ashraf from Mush also known as a notorious slaughterer and 

Armenophob expressed his surprise at the postponement of passing the petition 

supported by 156 deputies. Then he appealed to his ashraf colleagues not to 

rescind their signatures15

then accused his Ittihat colleagues of not clarifying the article while making the 

1908 amendments. 

Hovhannes Serenkulyan also spoke on the issue. He basically refuted the 

arguments proposed by Ismail Hagg bey and Ilias Sam, hoping that even if the 

parliamentary commission passed it, the Senate (the upper chamber) would veto 

this infamous bill16.  

Brawl and Mutual Understanding 

Durin

that ashrafs postpone the discussion of the petition.  

The two bills were read out, then a controversy emerged over which of the 

bills should be put to the vote first. According to the law, the bill on the 

postponement of the discussion was to be put to the vote first. However, the 

authors of the bill persistently ignored this constitutional requirement, as a result 

their opponents attacked them and a brawl started. The President announced that 

the vote first. The authors of the article attacked the President and the 

proponents of the postponement. The Minister of Economics having found shelter 

fearlessly fought back17. Meanwhile Zayn-el-Apetin effendi and members of the 

erty party moving around the ballot box 

collected the votes. Ahmed Riza bey stated that he would consider the vote invalid. 

Seeing that his words had no impact, he tried to leave. The authors of the article 

surrounded Ahmed Riza and forcibly made him hold the session. Seeing no way 

out Ahmed Riza, announced that the session lacked majority, thus it was officially 

closed. The next day the parliament discussed the controversial article on the 

census. On May 12, when the parliament was about to put to the vote the bill on 

                                                   
15 See Meclisi Mebusan Zabit Ceridesi, ibid.  
16 See Meclisi Mebusan Zabit Ceridesi, ibid.  
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the change of residence, Ismail Hagg bey introduced a new bill according to 

which, a person who had changed his residence had the right to vote or be 

elected in three years instead of five. It goes without saying that the bill was 

approved by the Ittihat government and it was not random at all that it was Ismail 

Hagg bey who introduced it. Before putting the bill to the vote, the Prime Minister 

of the Ottoman Empire Hagg pasha took the floor. He stated that the given issue 

should be dealt with when the code of electoral law was studied. The Prime 

Minister also noted that the elections were held based on the electoral regulation 

As a result, the President Riza bey put to the vote the bill introduced by Ismail 
18. 

Conclusion  

Actually this was a movement supported by the ruling party or at least by its 

highest echelons which was aimed at obstructing or 

parliamentary elections this bill became the cornerstone due to which the local 

embezzlers, former officials with a criminal past, tribal chiefs with anti-Armenian 

views and other waste appeared in the parliament. Choosing ashrafs as its 

buttress, the ittihat annihilated the supremacy of law in the Ottoman Empire, the 

as 

breached, thus eliminating any possible prospects of forming a lawful state.  

which would eventually pave path to the collapse of the empire.  
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ARMENIANS IN THE CITIES OF TURKESTAN 

SHAGOYAN A. 

Summary 

Key words: general-goverment of Turkestan, Armenian emigrant, Ashgabat, 

Armenian merchants, Merv, Armenian spirituality, benevolent organization. 

In 1867, the creation of the general-governorship of Turkestan not only 

facilitated the management of the region, but also availed possibilities of its 

development, using the potential of the local population, the inhabitants of the 

Empire, in which the Armenians did not stand aside. 

The Armenian population living in the largest cities of Turkestan (Ashgabat, 

Merv, Samarkand, Kokand) since the 1980s, took an active part in both the social 

and cultural-spiritual life of the republic, making a considerable contribution to 

the development of the region in question through establishing educational and 

spiritual centres, as well as women's benevolent organizations.  
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RELIEVE YOUR VESSEL FROM HEAVY LOAD...

NAGHASH AND THE THRONE OF THE CATHOLICOS 

SARGSYAN A. 

Summry 

Key words: Amida, aq qoyunlu, Constantine of Vahka, Archbioshop of 

Mesopotamia, Tovmas of Medzop, Metropolis of Syunik, Florence Cathedral.  

As a result of moving papacy from Avignon to Rome, the Catholic Church 

appeared in a conflict known as Western Schism or Papal Schism (1377 1417).  

The Armenian church faced a similar problem. After the collapse of the 

Armenian kingdom of Cilicia (1375) the question arose about the transfer of the 

Armenian catholicosate in Sis, to a territory in the historical Great Armenia. 

However, the Catholicosate of Sis initially did not agree with this, and the Holy See 

was moved to Echmiadzin in 1441 when the disagreements within the church were 

overcome. 

The mentioned events were directly connected with one of the key figures of 

the time  Catholicos Konstantin Vahketsi. It is in the context of the political 

activities of the latter that the life and work of the Mesopotamian Archbishop, 

poet, architect and miniaturist Mkrtich Naghash are considered in the present 

article. 
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Introduction 

Ancient and Medieval Armenia was known for its rather lively urban life, the 

details of which have been reconstructed through a wealth of information 

provided by the Armenian and international historians and archaeological sources. 

However, prior to that, the cities in Armenia had passed a long and difficult way. 

Without comprehension of that process, it would not be possible to imagine the 

type of the Armenian town, the reasons for its coming about and development. It 

is sufficient to say that almost all the large cities/towns of ancient Armenia, and 

especially the capitals (e.g. Artashat, Dvin, Ani, Ani-Kamakh), were built on the 

places of earlier settlements, fortresses, and were of similar importance. 

Moreover, in both Ancient and Medieval Armenia, the topographic criteria for the 

selection of central settlements and the basic patterns of development were 

essentially related. In this sense, it is not accidental that Medieval Armenian 

historians linked the establishment of a number of urban centers (such as 

                                                   
*    17.02.21,   25.02.21,   -

 13.04.21: 
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Armavir) with the earliest patriarchal period. Below an attempt is made to trace 

the history of the formation of the Armenian city1. 

The deeper we go into history, the more difficult it becomes to decipher traits 

of human thinking and the more we understand the conditional nature of applying 

modern concepts to ancient social phenomena. The same pattern can be observed 

also in the case of the concept city . Trying to define it, we often use the 

shackles of modern thinking. Meanwhile, in contrast to our times, in ancient 

societies the difference between the city and other types of settlements was not 

clearly defined. Thus, the Mesopotamians, who actually "discovered" the city, were 

using the same term for both the city and the village (Sumer. URU, Akkad.  

Scientific research also reveals conventionality in the definitions of an ancient 

city. If we try to differentiate the types of ancient inhabited landscapes 

(concentrated around valleys, mountains, oases, seas), the emergence and 

development of the city within each landscape could have taken different forms. In 

one of them the city could be formed on the basis of irrigated agriculture, in the 

other  on the basis of a temple or palace, in the third  based on trade, etc. 

However, despite the different modes, researchers try to figure out common 

criteria, according to which it would be possible to generalize the process of 

emergence of the earliest city. Accordingly, the city is defined in the relevant 

historical-cultural and socio-economic context, along with other criteria, the sum 

                                                   
1 The issue of the emergence and development of the ancient town (for the theory cf. 

Oppenheim 1992; Herzog 1997) has received little coverage in the context of the Armenian 

Highlands. In addition to a few general works ( ,  1996:  1997; 

 1997; Kushnareva 1997; cf. also  1986 :  1986 : -

 2009; Donabédian, Mutafian 2010), certain questions of the Neolithic and 

Chalcolithic periods (  1973), Early Bronze Age ( ,  2004: 

Areshian 2005;  2010:  2012:  2012), Middle and Late Bronze 

as well as Early Iron Ages (  1978; Biscione et al. 2002; Badalyan, Avetisyan 2007; 

Smith et al. 2009;  2014) have been discussed. The issue was partially considered 

also in the context of cultural relations (  1998:  2004). The 

observations made in the context of Ancient and Medieval Armenia are very useful too 

(  1958 1964:  1959; 1985; cf.  1960; -

 1963;  1970). 

This article presents results, which are grounded on  2000 and Bobokhyan 

2008. For other reflections cf. Bobokhyan 2014;  2016. 

For the location of archaeological sites mentioned in the text, see detailed maps in 

Kushnareva 1997; Biscione et al. 2002; Badalyan, Avetisyan 2007; Bobokhyan 2008; 

Smith et al. 2009.  
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of which is called civilization . Among them the monumental architecture, active 

economy and trade, separated crafts, the presence of the rudiments of writing 

and science, developed art, social inequality and the state are often mentioned. In 

this context, the city acts as an organized space with complex public relations, to 

be characterized by 1. a central position in the hierarchy of settlements, 2. 

construction with a regular plan, 3. citadel, 4. defense system, 5. palace, 6. 

temple, 7. cemetery outside the settlement, 8. central craft and agricultural 

organization, 9. social stratification, 10. active trade relations. Thus, the research 

of a city is a study of communication system of a society and a process that has 

various preconditions2. 

The Near East is the ancient heartland of the emergence of the city. In the 

context of Near Eastern archaeology the concepts of proto-city, early city and city 

are distinguished, according to the frequency of occurrence of the above-

mentioned civilizational features. Although the Armenian Highlands had some 

connections with the Circum-Pontic cultur  world in the pre-Urartian period, the 

archaeological data outline the Near Eastern direction of its connections, which is 

the basis for implementing the Near Eastern model of the emergence and 

development of a city (especially the one typical of the mountainous societies of 

the Near East). 

Before we describe the process of the formation of the city we consider it 

important to define the historical-geographical area of our research, the 

Armenian Highlands (further, the Highlands). Located around lakes Sevan, Van 

and Urmia, this area since earliest times has formed not only a geographical, but 

also a cultural unity, based on the common value system of its populations. 

Regardless of the peoples, who lived in this area, it showed unique patterns of 

development that were closer to the cultural world of the Caucasus on the one 

hand, and to the central and eastern regions of Asia Minor, northern Syria-

Mesopotamia, and northwest Iran on the other. Recent studies indicate that the 

Highlands, during the Bronze and Iron Ages and possibly also earlier, could be 

divided into three cultural sub-zones: 1. the western, which included the Upper 

Euphrates basin (historical provinces Tsopk and Armenia Minor) and was 

characterized by active relations with Central and Eastern Asia Minor and 

Northern Syria, 2. The Southern, which included the regions south of Van 

                                                   
2 For details cf.  1989, 5 12. 
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(historical Aghdznik and Korduk provinces) and was characterized by connections 

in the direction of northern Mesopotamia, and 3. the central-northeastern, 

together with several sub-regions (historical Ayrarat, Upper Armenia, Vaspurakan, 

Mokq, Turuberan, Tayk, Syunik, Utik, Gugark, Artsakh, Paytakaran, 

Persarmenia), characterized by connections to the Caucasus3. Those three areas 

have been in active communication with each other, experiencing the emergence 

and development of the city in a unique way. 

On the Threshold of Organized Society: the Proto-Urban Period 

With the emergence of productive economy in the Neolithic period (ca. 9 6th 

millennia BC) early agricultural societies appeared, which reached a fairly high 

level of development in the Chalcolithic period (ca. 6 4th millennium BC), when 

the metal smelting was first done. Early agricultural societies were characterized 

by sedentism, emergence of architecture and crafts, as a result of which the 

rudiments of urban life began to appear.  

The Neolithic Revolution  started in the region of Fertile Crescent, the most 

important part of which formed the western and southern sub-zones of the 

Highlands4. In general, our region was located in the area of primeval cultivation 

of plants. Discoveries made in recent years indicate that already during the pre-

Pottery Neolithic period, especially in the 9 8th millennia BC, a center was formed 

in the south-western sub-zone of the Highlands, characterized by a monumental 

mentality, a complex cultic and imagery system (Gobekli Tepe, Nevali Chori, Cafer 

Hoyuk, Hallan Chemi, Chayonu Tepesi). In this system the settlement Chayonu is 

especially important (the Upper Tigris valley) with a walled area of 3 ha. The high 

level of architecture is indicated by the presence of regular-formed structures. 

The presence of domestic animals, the organized religious system, and finally the 

first experience of copper mining indicate that we are dealing with one of the 

most developed areas of the Neolithic world. Some features of the Chayonu 

tradition, in particular the method of processing the stone tools, reach the 

territory of present-day Armenia (Kmlo, Gegharot). 

In the 6th millennium BC the archaeological culture of Hajji Firuz spread in 

Urmia regions of the Highlands, which partly shows connections to the early stage 

                                                   
3 Bobokhyan 2008, 47 52. 
4 For the Neolithic and Chalcolithic periods in Armenia cf. Gasparyan, Arimura 2014; as 

well as Chataigner 1995; Badalyan et al. 2004. 
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of the Hassuna culture of northern Mesopotamia (Hajji Firuz, Yanik Tepe). 

Whereas in the 6 5th millennia BC, in the northern and central parts of the 

Highlands and the South Caucasus the Shulaveri-Shomutepe culture spread, 

being contemporary to the late Hassuna and to the Halaf cultures (Shulaveri Gora, 

Shomu Tepe, Gargalar Tepesi, Kghzyak Blur, Aratashen, Aknashen). In the 

second half of the 6th and the first half of the 5th millennia BC the Highlands was 

influenced by the Halaf and Ubaid cultures of northern Mesopotamia such as 

Aratashen and Sioni traditions, with settlements known in the basin of lake Van 

(Tilkitepe), Aghdznik (Girikihacian), Kharberd (Tulin Tepe), Urmia region (Yanik 

Tepe, Geoy Tepe), etc. At the end of Chalcolithic period, in the second half of the 

5th and first half of the 4th millennia BC, the Areni-Godedzor tradition is 

characterized by growing complexity, relations to Syro-Mesopotamian (Late Ubaid, 

Uruk) and North Caucasian (Maikop) worlds, as well as by extractive copper 

metallurgy (Teghut, Areni, Nerkin Godedzor). The cultural sub-zones of the early 

agricultural period of the Highlands are characterized by artificial hill-settlements 

with mudbrick or clay round (mainly in the north), rectangular (mainly in the east 

and south) or round-rectangular (Halaf influenced sites) structures, as well as by 

active use of caves. 

A number of features typical of the proto-city are documented in the depths 

of the early agricultural societies of the Highlands. The frequency of their 

occurrence is indicated below. 

1. Despite the significant variations of the built-up areas of the settlements 

(from 0.25 to 3 4 ha, on average 1 1.5 ha) there is no typological difference or 

hierarchy among them. As a rule, the arrangement of a few small settlements on 

the banks of the river around one main settlement (which could accommodate up 

to 800 people, e.g. Shulaveri Gora) is conditioned by tribal affiliation. 

2. In general, construction is chaotic. However, settlements like Chayonu are 

organized areas, where certain parts (residential and craft) are separated from 

some settlements, at the end of the Chalcolithic period, there were dwellings with 

kilns (Alikemek Tepesi). There are living, kitchen and storage spaces inside the 

houses (Hajji Firuz, Yanik Tepe). Living areas are grouped around the central 

square of the settlement (Shulaveri Gora, Shomu Tepe, Imiris Gora). Densely built 

houses are separated from each other by narrow passages in the yards, free 

spaces are formed between the structures (Teghut, Tulin Tepe). At the end of the 
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Chalcolithic period, in the central part of some settlements, residential complexes 

were regularly located along the streets (Tulin Tepe).  

3. The center of the settlement is not separated, citadels are not known. 

4. The settlements are not fortified, but the artificial ditches around them 

could also be of defensive significance (Arukhlo, Masis Blur). 

5 6. Monumental architecture is not known as such, but there are elements 

of appropriate thinking. Unique data on the origins of monumental religious 

buildings have recently appeared in the pre-Pottery Neolithic sites of the western 

and southern regions of the Highlands (Gobekli Tepe, Nevali Chori, Chayonu). 

Later, at the end of the Chalcolithic period, massive buildings are present that 

could be of public significance (Kultepe I, Tulin Tepe), and be interpreted as 

temples (Deghirmentepe). 

7. The funerary architecture is not known as such (burials are inside the 

settlement, under the floors, in pits or jars), although since the late Chalcolithic a 

certain complication in burial rites and property management is observed 

(Kultepe I, Korucutepe, Shikahogh). 

8. It is too early to talk about the existence of craft and agricultural centers, 

but the wells/storages of agricultural products (Chayonu, Hajji Firuz, Shulaveri 

Gora, Shomu Tepe, Aratashen, Teghut, Alikemek Tepesi) are known. During the 

Chalcolithic period metal-producing centers appear, revealing the whole process 

of production (Areni). Evidence for public construction works are the artificial 

ditches surrounding the settlements or located on edges, the primary purpose of 

which, however, was to accumulate water resources (Arukhlo, Shah Tepe, Masis 

Blur). 

9. Social stratification is not observed yet. The seal impressions of the 

Mesopotamian type on the Chalcolithic pottery (Geoy Tepe, Norshuntepe, 

Arukhlo) may indicate the formation of the rudiments of social stratification. 

10. In the Neolithic and Chalcolithic periods there existed a rather active 

trade and cultural exchange, that was mainly directed to northern Syria and 

Mesopotamia as well as to the North Caucasus. The basis of trade in this period 

was the obsidian, later also metal, in which the Highlands is rich and from where 

it was exported in almost all directions. 
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Poleis in the ountains: the First Early Urban Period 

From the mid 4th millennium BC the Highlands entered a qualitatively new 

stage of development, the Early Bronze Age (ca. 35 24th centuries BC), with its 

Kura-Araxes cultural tradition5. It corresponds to the late Uruk, Jemdet-Nasrand 

Early Dynastic periods in Mesopotamia. However, while during the initial stage of 

the formation of the Kura-Araxes culture this tradition was typical of the central-

northeastern regions of the Highlands, the northern Syrian-Mesopotamian 

influences were strong in the south-western regions. In particular during the third 

quarter of the 4th millennium BC, the influence of the Uruk IV (or Sumerian) 

culture is obvious in the sites of Tsopk (Tepecik, Arslantepe, Korucutepe, 

Norshuntepe), which was primarily the result of trade relations. There is an 

opinion, that Uruk merchants could have partially reached the central-

northeastern zone as well. It is noteworthy, that in the middle of the 3rd 

millennium BC, when the Kura-Araxes tradition was declining in the central-

northeastern regions of the Highlands, that culture was flourishing in Tsopk. 

Meanwhile, in the same period Hurrian city-states appeared in the south of Van, 

which were under the direct influence of the north Syrian-Mesopotamian centers 

(Tell Brak, Tell Leilan, Tell Mozan). 

The Kura-Araxes social system, which existed for more than a millennium, 

with the center in Ararat valley, in the first half of the 3rd millennium BC occupied 

almost the entire Fertile Crescent, extending from the North Caucasus to 

Palestine and western Iran. The Kura-Araxes area was characterized by a 

sedentary economy with developed plough farming, cattle breeding and crafts. 

Metallurgy was especially advanced: the Kura-Araxes society used arsenic bronze, 

but already in the transitional period from the 4th to 3rd millennia BC specimens of 

tin bronze (Talin) appeared. Due to a new phase of social division of labor, the 

separation of crafts from agriculture began. Wheeled vehicles were in use. The 

Kura-Araxes settlements were spread in the valleys (artificial hills) and foothills 

(natural hills), they had round (mainly in the north) and rectangular (mainly in the 

south-west) dwellings. From the beginning of the 3rd millennium BC, the western 

and southern regions of the Highlands are mentioned in written Mesopotamian 

sources as the Upper Land and Subartu. 

                                                   
5 For the Early Bronze Age in Armenia cf. Kushnareva 1997; Badalyan, Avetisyan 2007; 

Badalyan 2014. 
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It is believed that the first elements of the early cities appeared during this 

very period. In particular: 

1. A hierarchical system of settlements is formed on the principle of 

concentrating satellite settlements (6 10 on average, located at a distance of 2 8 

km from each other) around the central settlement (Elar, Shengavit, Mokhrablur, 

Metsamor, Aygevan, Dvin, Akhtamir, Norshuntepe). Some centers rise about 50 

meters above the surrounding (Elar). It is possible to distinguish small (1 1.5 ha), 

medium (3 5 ha), large (6 10 ha) (Dvin, Elar) and in exceptional cases up to 12 ha 

(Harich, Norshuntepe) settlements. It is supposed that Metsamor could cover an 

area of 30 ha outside the citadel (E. Khanzadyan). The outer city, however, had 

not formed in the Early Bronze Age yet. 200 300 people lived in small 

settlements, while in large ones - up to several thousand people. 

2. Regular construction plan is present in settlements (Mokhrablur, Jrahovit, 

Shengavit, Harich, Norshuntepe). There are two principles of construction: 

arrangement of dwellings around a common center or square (Pulur/Sakyol, 

Kvatskhelebi) and grouping the houses on both sides of the street (Mokhrablur, 

Jrahovit, Agarak, Norshuntepe, Tepecik). Two-story houses appeared (Yanik Tepe, 

parts of the same settlement was important (Shengavit, Amiranis Gora, Kultepe II). 

3. The appearance of citadel-type units (Metsamor, Harich, Elar, Shahlama II, 

Tagavoranist, Norshuntepe, Tulintepe) is noticeable.  

4. Defense systems constructed of unbaked clay (Mokhrablur, Yanik Tepe, 

Shresh Blur, Kultepe II, Tepecik), or, probably, of large stone blocks (Shengavit, 

Elar, Tsovak, Dzyanberd, Harich, Lchashen, Shahlama II and III  which, however, 

has yet to be proved by stratigraphic data) are also present. The walls made of 

unbaked clay sometimes have monumental nature, reaching a thickness of about 

3 m (Adablur). In some settlements there are underground passages (Shengavit, 

Elar). 

5. In the south-western parts of the Highlands palaces appear, located in the 

upper central part of the settlement (Arslantepe, Norshuntepe, Tepecik). The 

Norshuntepe palatial complex, which was larger in size than, for example, the 

Anatolian settlements Ahlatlibel or Karatash (while the fortified territory of a local 

prince reached the correspondent area of Troy II), emerged in the environment of 

direct relations with the Syrian-Mesopotamian cities. 
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6. Ritual-cultic structures/sanctuaries/temples, characterized by unique 

architecture and ritual spaces  occupying large areas (the rock platform of 

Agarak is about 200 ha) are known (Mokhrablur, Shengavit, Jrahovit, Harich, 

Kosichoter, Talin, Korucutepe). They are located in or outside the settlement. 

Ritual platforms appear also in the system of cemeteries (Talin). The temple in the 

central square of Mokhrablur is separated from residential structures. It is a 

square building made of tuff stones, with an altar of about 4m on its top, of it 

made of one-piece basalt, comparable to the structure of Anatolian Beicesultan. 

7. In the Early Bronze Age, a previously unknown type of monumental 

architecture  the funerary architecture with tomb structures and complex stone 

structures within them (Jrvezh, Tsaghkalanj, Talin, Mayisyan, Berkaber, Trialeti, 

Arslantepe) emerged. It is important to note that cemeteries were separated from 

the settlements. 

8. Some settlements are craft centers: either metallurgical (Karnut, Garni, 

Jaghatsategh, Baba-Dervish, Khan Tepe) or pottery-making (Lorut, Velikent). 

Settlements specialized in metallurgy (Fioletovo, Margahovit) and exploitation of 

mines (Kajaran) are also known. The presence of grain wells, public storages and 

cellars indicates the emergence of agricultural centers (Yanik Tepe, Elar, Jrahovit, 

Shengavit, Baba Dervish, Arslantepe, Norshuntepe). Irrigation systems/reservoirs 

(Mokhrablur, Shengavit, Sghnakhner) are known around a number of central 

settlements. The presence of ditches (Norabats) is an evidence of large-scale 

public works.  

9. Obvious social stratification is observed in the last stage of the existence of 

the Kura-Araxes culture (Norshuntepe palace). Until then, the tombs (the royal 

tomb of Arslantepe, the tombs of the priests of Kvatskhela and Amiranis Gora) 

provide little information on social stratification, at which, however, the seals 

could hint (Ozni, Norshuntepe), the houses built in different ways and with 

different property in them (Kultepe I, Shengavit), the existence of economic 

buildings and wells near the houses (Shengavit, Garni), temple-like structures 

(Mokhrablur), the use of labor during the construction of massive walls 

(Mokhrablur, Harich), as well as the presence of separate hoards (Yerevan, 

Arslantepe, Tulintepe). 

10. Active trade and economic relations with neighboring regions are visible. 

The Highlands was rich in raw materials, especially in metal. A large export of 

metal is obvious to the north  to the southern Russian steppe zone. As for the 
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south, the Uruk trading colonies at the end of the 4th millennium BC were 

directed to the sources of raw materials in the western and southern regions of 

the Highlands. Tepecik was the center of Uruk traders in Tsopk, where 

Mesopotamian merchants controlled the export of raw materials. Finally, by 

expelling the Uruk people from the Highlands, the society of the Kura-Araxes 

culture created a unique trade and economic system in which Tsopk, where the 

centers of the Kura-Araxes communities (Pulur/Sakyol) and settlements with 

Syrian-Mesopotamian influence (Norshuntepe, Korucutepe) acted as intermediary 

spaces for the rest of the Highlands, played a particularly significant role. The 

gradual weakening of relations between the centers of Tsopk and the south-west, 

and the stimulation of contacts with central-north-eastern regions of the 

Highlands can be explained by the activation of trade. Reaching central-western 

Iran, the Kura-Araxes communities, in fact, occupied the main part of the 

Khorasan road. From the point of view of the development of urban life, the direct 

contacts of the Kura-Araxes people with the Syrian-Palestinian cultures, which 

were the centers of active urban life in the Early Bronze Age II III, could be of 

significant importance. The Kura-Araxes trade system began to decline in the 25

24th centuries BC, along with strengthening of the famous northern Syrian city 

Ebla, which took control of important trade routes connecting Asia Minor to 

Egypt, one of the main highways of which passed through the western and 

southern regions of the Highlands. The invasions of King Naram-Sin of Akkad 

(second half of the 23th century BC) into the southern regions of the Highlands 

(where he left his inscription near the village of Pir Hussein, not far from 

Tigranakert) put an end to the Ebla monopoly and made the Upper Euphrates 

copper road accessible to Mesopotamia. The rise of the economic life in the 

Tsopk-Armenia Minor area in the second half of the 3rd millennium BC has been 

linked by some researchers with the establishment of the Akkadian trade system. 

Decline and Revival: the Second Early Urban Period 

The end of the 3rd millennium BC was a period of decline of urban life and 

settlements in the Near East due to the climate change and ethnic movements. 

Although at the beginning of the 2nd millennium BC (especially during its second 

quarter) the situation stabilized, however, cultural isolation remained typical of 

various areas. The Highlands did not stay away from this process. The economic 

crisis and the emergence of new ethnic groups completely changed the historical, 



 Bobokhyan A.   

137 

 

cultural and demographic environment of the Kura-Araxes culture. Many former 

urban settlements were replaced by cemeteries. The cultural traditions of the 

Middle Bronze Age (ca. 24 16th centuries BC) were formed due to the integration 

of indigenous and migrated tribes, that was characterized by a completely 

different social and political economy, dominated by cattle breeding. At the same 

time, a number of progressive innovations are observed, including the emergence 

of city-states, the widespread use of tin bronze, precious metal jewelry, and fast 

wheel, as well as the development of horse breeding6. 

During transition from the Early to the Middle Bronze Age, the Kurgan 

cultures were spread in the Highlands, and then an obvious cultural diversity 

could be traced in the region. So, four related cultural groups of painted pottery 

were formed in the northern regions: Trialeti-Vanadzor, Sevan-Uzerlik, Karmir-

Berd, Karmir-Vank. A local cultural center emerged in the Tsopk-Armenia Minor 

zone, where partial Syrian-Mesopotamian-Anatolian relations could be observed. 

Meanwhile, in the regions south of Van, there is a local cultural zone, which is 

characterized by connections with northern Syria and Mesopotamia, and partly 

with the regions of Van and Mush. The city-states of the Highlands are quite often 

mentioned in written Syrian-Mesopotamian sources (in the western zone 

Tsupana, Degishana, Hahhum, in the southern zone - Nihria, Kadmuhi, Shinamu; 

the central regions are less mentioned - Shuhna by Erzurum, Apishal by Van, Ulivi 

by Mush, Zamua by Urmia). 

There were only few settlements within the Highlands during the Middle 

Bronze Age, especially in its early stage. However, their number increased 

beginning from the mid 19th century BC (Middle Bronze Age II) and especially 

during the 17 16th centuries BC (Middle Bronze Age III). Tsopk and Armenia 

Minor (Korucutepe, Norshuntepe, Tepecik, Arslantepe), as well as Aghdznik-

Korduk (Uch Tepe, Kenan Tepe, Giricano, Ziyaret Tepe) are represented mainly 

by artificial mounds. Cyclopean fortresses are spread in the foothills of the central 

and north-eastern sub-zone (Jaghatsategh, Beshtasheni, Harich, Karmir Berd, 

Karmir Vank, Garni, Metsamor, Elar, Lori Berd, Shish Blur, Lernakert, Voskevaz, 

Kari Dur, Shagat, Uyts, Sotk), while the artificial mounds are present in the 

steppe regions (Kultepe I and II of Nakhichevan, Shor Tepe, Garakyopek Tepesi, 

                                                   
6 For the Middle Bronze Age in Armenia cf. Kushnareva 1997;  2014: 

Badalyan, Avetisyan 2007. 
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Aygevan, Mukhanattapa, Uzerlik Tepe). This series of settlements continued in 

central Armenia as well (Sos Hoyuk, Nuretin, Sariveli (Karin), Hin Norgyugh, Van 

Havzasi, Karagunduz, Tilkitepe, Van Kale (Van), Atabindi (Aghri), Chaygeldi, Yilan 

Kale (Mush) and Haidar Kale (Khlat). Among them the settlements of Hin 

Norgyugh and Yilan Kale are particularly noteworthy, which in their plan have 

parallels with Lori Berd, Uzerliktepe, Kultepe II. Small-scale excavations in the 

above-mentioned settlements indicate few traces of habitation in them. In the 

rectangular dwellings with stone-based and mud brick walls, evidence of 

agriculture appears, however data indicating active urban life in the central-

northeastern zone seem to be lacking. The centers of urban life (mainly in the 

second and third phases of the Middle Bronze Age) are especially obvious in the 

settlements of the Nakhichevan area, where evidence of Syrian-Anatolian 

architecture emerges (Kultepe II, Chalhan Kale): these sites were in active contact 

with Urmia region (Geoy Tepe, Yanik Tepe, Dinka Tepe, Havtavan Tepe, Kordlar 

Tepe) or Tsopk (Korucutepe, Imikushaghi). The mentioned settlements are as a 

rule small  2 5 ha. Kultepe II occupies an area of 10 ha, has double-walled 

towers with buttresses and a citadel. There is also a continuous set of dwellings 

(Lori Berd). Thus, a question arises: to what extent do the late Middle Bronze Age 

settlements correspond to the concept of the city? 

1. There must have been a certain hierarchy among the settlements, which, 

however, is not comparable to previous or subsequent periods. In this sense, the 

Kharberd valley stands out, where Korucutepe becomes the central settlement in 

the Middle Bronze Age, around which a number of other settlements are 

grouped. 

2. There is also evidence of regular construction (Kultepe II, Chalhan Kale, 

districts are present in developed settlements (Kultepe II, Kenan Tepe, Tepecik). 

There are data on craftsmen living outside the citadel (Kultepe II). 

3. Citadels were in the central part of the settlements, surrounded by a wall 

(Uzerlik Tepe, Kultepe II). There is a piece of evidence on the existence of external 

residential areas outside the walls (Kenan Tepe, Kultepe II, Shaghat I). 

4. The settlements were protected either by cyclopean-like fortresses (Karmir 

Berd, Lori Berd, Shahlama I and II, Sotk 2) or by brick walls (Uzelik Tepe, 

Korucutepe, Imikushaghi). The settlements of Nakhichevan (Chalhan Kale) had 

defense systems similar to toothed walls.  
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5. Palatial complexes are not known (cf. nevertheless, the large building  of 

Norshuntepe, or the building with monumental walls  of Tepecik). However, 

cuneiform sources indicate the existence of palaces in the Upper Euphrates and 

Upper Tigris regions of the Highlands (Hahhum, Samuha, Tegarama, Nihria). 

6. Temple-sanctuaries are known in some settlements (Kultepe II). The 

temple is mentioned in written sources in Korduk (Kurda). Tombs could also play 

the role of a sanctuary. Some elite tombs-kurgans have ritual roads (Trialeti, 

Karashamb), as in some ancient Near Eastern states. Ritual areas could consist of 

regular arrangement of menhirs (Zorats Karer) and megalithic sites (including 

vishaps) which appear in the context of settlements, cemeteries or free areas in 

the mountains.  

7. The Middle Bronze Age monumental architecture is mainly represented by 

royal  funerary structures. In the first stage of the Middle Bronze Age 

(Kurgancultures) there are 25 80 m diameter tombs of timbered construction 

(Joghaz, Martkopi, Bedeni). In the next stage (Trialeti-Vanadzor), the huge tombs 

(Trialeti, Lori) are evidence of monumental mentality, which could be 11 13 m 

high, 140 m in diameter and possess an inner chamber of up to 170 m2. From 

burial structures cities of the dead  (Zorats Karer, Ghirghi, Choratan) were 

formed, which are densely filled with tombs arranged along the passages.  

8. There is some information on the existence of crafts, particularly 

metallurgical (Uzerlik Tepe, Kenan Tepe, Tepecik) and agricultural (Uzerlik Tepe, 

Tepecik, Imikushaghi) centers, as well as salt extraction (Duzdagh salt mine 

exploited by Kultepe II). Irrigation systems (from mountains to lowlands, like on 

Aragats and Geghama mountains), water pipes (Tepecik) are also known. 

9. The Middle Bronze Age is a period of marked social inequality, with an 

influential elite trying to imitate the Syrian-Mesopotamian and Central Anatolian 

ruling circles, with obvious links to the elite of those zones (Trialeti and 

Karashamb silver goblets with typical features of ancient Near Eastern 

iconography). The human resources (up to 48,000 human-days) spent on the 

construction of the elite tombs ( royal tombs ) are not inferior to the resources 

spent on the construction of the temples of the early Mesopotamian cities, which 

testifies to the enormous power of the leaders. 

10. The Middle Bronze Age was also a period of active trade and economic 

relations. The beginning of the 2nd millennium BC was marked by an organized 

trade between northern Mesopotamia (Assyria) and central Anatolia (Kanesh), in 
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which also the western and southern regions of the Highlands were participating. 

There were two types of trading settlements in that system. 1. karum, which was a 

market and was governed by a state or community body located outside the city 

itself; and 2. wabartum, which was a temporary residence of these merchants and 

governed by karum. Thus, the Mesopotamians introduced the structural elements 

of their city beyond Taurus (the Mesopotamian city was divided into three parts - 

the fortified city itself, the suburbs outside the wall, the merchant district  

karum). The study of the Cappadocian trade mechanisms is important for us not 

only because a number of city-states of western and southern Armenia were or 

had karums (Durhumit, Nihria, Hahhum; the latter is compared to Norshuntepe) 

and wabartums (Samuha, Tuhpia), but also because the appearance of the 

Mesopotamians in Cappadocia and the Highlands greatly contributed to the 

development of new urban settlements. According to some authors, the 

Cappadocian trade system was the follower of the trade system established by the 

Kura-Araxes culture, but it was much more comprehensive. The people of 

Mesopotamia could create karums and wabartums also in the central-

northeastern regions of the Highlands. However, the Kanesh texts do not mention 

the corresponding place names, which could indicate that these regions were 

indirectly involved in this trade. Here, at least, there were meeting places for 

merchants which could have distant similarities with karum. The prototype of such 

a meeting place was Kultepe II of Nakhichevan. Excavations have shown that 

merchants and artisans lived here outside the citadel, as in Kanesh. A similar 

situation is also recorded in Tepecik settlement of Tsopk. This comparison, in 

addition to the archaeological data (metal, pottery, iconography) testifying to the 

relevant connections, is also confirmed by the early Babylonian cylinder seal 

found in Nakhichevan and dated to the first quarter of the 2nd millennium BC. 

This seal could appear here from other regions of the Highlands, as such objects 

have been known in Tsopk (Imikushaghi) and Urmia region (Geoy tepe), which 

might have been important junctions in the Cappadocian trade system. 

Emergence of Cities: the Urban Period 

One of the most significant periods of urban life in the Near East was the Late 

Bronze Age (ca. 16 13th centuries BC), which was a period of political and cultural 

integration, following the demographic explosion . However, these global 

processes stopped in the Early Iron Age (ca. 12 9th centuries BC), when cultural 
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systems became more concise. Early Iron Age is often referred to as the Dark 

Age  in the Near Eastern and Aegean archaeology, as it was probably a period of 

climate changes, the collapse of various cultural and political systems, new ethnic 

movements, the rise of barbaric cultures  and the militarization of societies. 

The Highlands has not escaped these developments. This is especially true in 

the western and southern regions, where there is an obvious gap between the 

Late Bronze and the Early Iron Ages7. Meanwhile, in the northeast, particularly in 

the present-day Armenia, in the Urmia Basin and the areas between Van and 

Mush, the rift between the Late Bronze and Early Iron Ages is less pronounced. 

That is why we are discussing those two periods together. Crisis processes in this 

zone are observed only in the transition period between the Late Bronze and Early 

Iron Ages (12th century BC), when a sharp demographic decline in population is 

observed (cemeteries of Artik, Karashamb, Lchashen), some settlements are 

destroyed or abandoned (Tsaghkahovit, Gegharot). However, in the 11th century 

BC a large increase in population again occurs (Aygeshat, Talin, Shamiram 

cemeteries) and centralization around large urban centers (Metsamor, Lchashen, 

Shamiram) is observed. 

In the Late Bronze Age sedentary life became dominant again. 

Unprecedented economic growth is visible in all areas. The agricultural lifestyle is 

being restored in the lowlands, the mass craft production indicates the growth of 

a market economy. The chariot is widely used. Large settlements with a large 

number of population concentrated around it start to emerge. In the western 

(according to written sources, the land of Ishuwa) and southern (the lands of 

Alshe, Nihria ) zones, mixed cultures consisting of Hurrian-Hittite and local 

elements are present, while in the central-northeastern zone (in the written 

sources  the lands of Hayasa, Etiuni) the Lchashen-Metsamor culture is 

predominant. Within the mentioned three zones, Hurrian influences predominate 

at the beginning of the Late Bronze Age, whereas in the mid of the Late Bronze 

Age, in the southern, central-northeastern sub-zones the Hurrian (Mitannian) and 

partly Babylonian (Kassite) influences are present, while in the western sub-zone, 

the Hittite influences are strong.  

                                                   
7 For the Late Bronze and Early Iron Age in Armenia cf.  2014; as well as 

 1974; Smith et al. 2009. 
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As for the Early Iron Age, during this period processes of cultural integration 

are observed in the Highlands. Similar to the Early Bronze Age, now all the three 

sub-zones, having demonstrated peculiar elements of development, are in lively 

interactions, forming a single cultural world, to be expressed first of all by the 

same gray-polished pottery, similar historical and cultural developments, the 

signals of which derive from the zone of spreading of Lchashen-Metsamor 

culture8. Unprecedented growth of fortress-settlements is noticeable. The society 

is essentially militarized, its power is represented by the military elite (especially 

expressed in soldiers' tombs ), which already possess the secret of the iron use. 

As a result of these processes, large state formations consisting of various sub-

powers emerged, such as the principalities of Mushkians and Urumeans in the 

vicinity of Tsopk, Nairi in the south, and Etiuni in the central-northeastern 

regions. It was the further strengthening and development of these large unions 

that led to the emergence of the Urartian Kingdom at the end of the Early Iron 

Age. 

Late Bronze and Early Iron Age settlements in the western and southern 

regions of the Highlands are represented mainly by artificial hills and are 

concentrated in the vicinity of Kharberd (Korucutepe, Norshuntepe, Pirot) and 

Tigranakert (Uch tepe, Giricano) valleys. As for the third zone, there are artificial 

hills (Dvin, Guzelova, Pulur, Dilkaya), but the most common type of settlements 

are fortress- c hes 

several hundred, which find their parallels with similar structures of the Aegean 

Worldand of Asia Minor. The range of cyclopean fortresses continues between 

Ararat, Mush and Van (Yurekkale, Panzkale, Aliler, Meidantepe). These fortresses 

are located as a rule in foothill zones, a few in lowlands (Metsamor, Aghin) and 

have a rational urban-defensive nature, due to which they have been preserved 

and developed both in the Urartian period and afterwards. They are built of large 

boulders, mostly without mortar. According to location features they can be 

                                                   
8 At the transition between the Late Bronze and the Early Iron Ages (mid of the 12th centu-

ry BC) one can discern decrease of population in the territory of modern Armenia. However, 

from the 11th century BC a clear increase is evident. Everywhere this demographic growth is 

accompanied by the appearance of urban settlements such as Metsamor, Dvin, Shamiram. It is 

possible that the decrease in population mentioned above in certain regions is primarily the 

result of a migration (rural exodus) and a concentration in urban centres (Avetisyan, Badalyan 

2007, 305). 
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classified into three main types: hill (Zolak, Vardadzor), plateau (Ashkala, 

Akhtamir) and mountainous promontory (Shish Blur, Ujan). They can have one 

(Topkar, Tufashen), two (Sarnaghbyur, Beshtasheni), three or more fortifications, 

when the citadel, the terraces and the residential districts (Akhtamir, Lanjaghbyur) 

are separated by particular walls. Fortresses usually have rectangular towers and 

one or two, in rare cases up to four (Shamkhor) entrances. Many have citadels 

(Nagharakhan, Sangar) and most importantly, residential areas outside the walls 

(Metsamor, Sarnaghbyur, Shirakavan, Tsaghkahovit, Yoncatepe). 

In the Late Bronze and Early Iron Ages we can speak of a real urban life. 

What are the main features of the urbanism during that period? 

1. Each geographical sub-zone is characterized by an obvious hierarchy of 

settlements  fortresses with central and satellite settlements and their guard 

posts. From the point of view of defense, they are in an advantageous position in 

relation to each other, have a functional relation, are connected with the use of 

local resources and the exchange relations and form one or more socio-political 

commonalities. So, the investigations of the Armenian-American expedition in 

Tsaghkahovit valley on the northern slopes of Mount Aragats indicate that from 

the beginning of the Late Bronze Age the main settlements (Hnaberd, 

Tsaghkahovit, Gegharot and Aragatsi Berd) were synchronously populated, and 

around them a system of satellite settlements and cemeteries emerged. Some of 

them (Tsaghkahovit, Hnaberd) reach large scales (ca. 5000 tombs in162 groups, 

on an area of 30 km2). These settlements had small fortresses (Hnaberd  1.56 

ha, Tsaghkahovit  0.59 ha, Gegharot - 0.36 ha), but together with the settlement 

itself they occupied a larger area (Sahakaberd I  30 ha, Hnaberd  33.2 ha, 

Tsaghkahovit  39.6 ha). Among them there were craft and religious centers 

(Gegharot)9. 

The investigations carried out by the Armenian-Italian expedition in the south-

western part of the Sevan basin are supplemented by written sources. Thus, the 

construction of 28 fortified settlements in the region began in the pre-Urartian 

period and was already completed during the invasion of the Urartians. These 

settlements were concentrated around four units (Arkukini, Lueruni, Kamaniu, 

Tulikhu), the central settlements of which were Nagharakhan, Mtnadzor, Tsovak, 

Sangar fortresses. Closest to the idea of a city-state was the Kamaniu group with 

                                                   
9 Smith et al. 2009. 
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its central settlement Nagharakhan (15.5 ha), which was surrounded by five small 

(0.15 ha) fortresses and played the role of a unique capital . In the 8th century 

BC Urartian written sources in this area mention three types of political units: city-

state (Tulikhu), tribal unions (Arkukini, Lueru, Kamaniu), confederation (Uduri-

Etiuni), which included the above-mentioned tribal unions with their settlements. 

Accordingly, two types of settlements are mentioned. 1. URU  town, village, 

community (= Urartian patari, but used mainly for Tushpa and settlements built 

by the Urartians). At the beginning of the 8th century BC, 120 URU-s were 

captured by the Urartians on the south-western shore of Lake Sevan, including 

Tulikhu (Kra or later Sangar fortresses) and the city of the god Teisheba (Tsovinar 

fortress). 2. E.GAL  palace (economy), fortress, administrative center. In the 

Urartian written sources they are mainly fortresses without citadels (Tsovak, Bruti 

Berd in Sevan Basin), fortresses with external settlements, palaces in the 

settlement or fortress (Tsovinar). It is assumed that the E.GAL-s of Etiuni could be 

cities and the URU-s urban areas, which is slightly different in the Sevan Basin. A 

unit called E.GAL agununi also appears: fortified areas with additional fortresses, 

citadels (Nagharakhan, Sangar)10. 

2 4. The central urban settlements have regular construction, divisions of 

districts, according to separate functional significance, as well as traces of 

monumental architecture. 

For example, Lchashen Fortress, with its two citadels, 22 towers, 3.5 m wide 

walls, numerous structures, entrances, secret passages, was like a surface 

labyrinth. Together with the external settlement, it occupied an area of about 55 

ha, spread over 15 hills, rising on 50 100 m above the surrounding area. The 

total length of the outer walls of the fortress and settlement was about 5000 m. 

The town of Lazaravan occupied an area of about 35 40 ha, 1.5 ha of which 

was occupied by the citadel located in the center. It was protected by massive 

walls, which were in three rows on the southern side. It had ten rectangular 

towers with a front length of up to 17 m. Inside the citadel traces of monumental 

architecture are present, straight streets up to 6 m wide, with houses on both 

sides. There are special districts and squares connecting the streets. 

                                                   
10 Biscione et al. 2002. 
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The citadel of the Motkan fortress, about half a kilometer long, was divided 

into eight sections by latitudinal internal walls. It had fortified walls on the slopes 

and together with the settlement occupied an area of about 40 ha.  

The pre-Urartian settlement of Karmir Blur, located by the Urartian city 

Teishebaini occupied about 40 50 ha and consisted of the complexes of 

dwellings, cemetery and a cyclopean fortress.  

In the Early Iron Age, Metsamor occupied an area of about 200 ha, together 

with the citadel fortified by a cyclopean wall and residential districts adjacent to it. 

With its public, religious, economic, industrial (metallurgical) complexes and two 

cemeteries, it resembled a real city. During the Early Iron Age the massive 

fortress of Uyts, together with its surrounding settlement, occupied ca. 200 ha.  

5. The mentioned powerful cities would surely have palatial complexes, of 

which few are known (Metsamor, Tsovinar, Yoncatepe). The Hittite sources 

mention palatial complexes in the western regions of the Highlands (Ishuwa). 

6. There are temple-like complex sanctuaries within (Gegharot,Metsamor, 

Dvin, Shirakavan) and beyond (Byurakan, vishap stone platforms) the settlements. 

Hittite texts mention temples in Hayasa. 

7. In the Late Bronze and Early Iron Ages monumental funerary architecture 

(mainly tombs) is known with materials from different social strata (Lchashen, Lori 

Berd, Metsamor, Karagunduz). Although the elite continues to be buried with 

luxurious property, the Middle Bronze Age tradition of building large-scale tombs 

disappears, which indicates a completely different social and psychological 

Middle Bronze Age society is becoming "state-centered". 

8. There were craft, particularly metallurgical (Metsamor, Sotk, Dvin, 

Lchashen, Karmir Blur, Haghartsin, Gyumri, Gegharot, Shirakavan, Mtnadzor, 

Klor Dar) and agricultural (Dvin, Tsaghkahovit, Karmir Blur) centers. The tombs 

of craftsmen (Lchashen, Akhtala, Artik, Kanagegh) indicate the existence of deep 

subdivisions in crafts. Metal mines (Alaverdi, Akhtala, Sotk) are actively exploited. 

The fact of mass production (especially pottery) is remarkable. In a number of 

regions (slopes of Aragats and Geghama Mountains) large-scale irrigation systems 

are known, among which artificial lakes and canals, directly related to cyclopean 

fortresses, can be observed.  

9. Social stratification is obvious. We can talk about the existence of different 

social strata (princes, priests, warriors, merchants, craftsmen). In written sources, 
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the rulers of Hayasa and Nairi are called kings . Moreover, if in the Late Bronze 

Age we deal with a theocratic power, in the Early Iron Age the dominance of the 

military elite can be observed (tombs of Lchashen, Lori Berd, Metsamor, the 

stelae of Hakkari). 

10. The Late Bronze Age was a period of active trade and economic 

interaction between the Near Eastern civilizations, which is brilliantly expressed in 

written sources (e.g., the Amarna archive) and archaeological sources (such as the 

tomb of Tutankhamun, the shipwrecks of Uluburun and Gelidonia). Leveling 

processes are also observed in the mental perceptions of the Late Bronze Age 

people (the discovery of the monotheism  in Akhenaten Egypt and among the 

Hebrews). As a result, a system of relations was formed, to be characterized by 

the elite exchange/trade, the state-controlled royal economy, the transformation of 

the palace into both the king's residence, and also into the storage-workshop and 

center of barter. Gold becomes a trade unit, Akkadian  an international 

language, horse and camel are established as means of transportation, (battle) 

chariot is used, sea and land roads are activated, the Aegean, Balkan and the 

Caucasian regions are actively involved in the Near Eastern cultural relations. 

These tendencies are also fully expressed in Armenia, with cultural elements, 

which more than ever speak of the existence of Mesopotamian, Syrian, Egyptian 

and Mycenaean contacts. Among them, the Mitannian seals (Artik, Lchashen, 

Kanagegh, Norshuntepe) found in Armenia, the seal of the Kassite king Kurigalzu 

I (end of the 15th century BC) with the Egyptian inscription (Metsamor), the weight-

stone of the Kassite king Ulam Buriash (ca. 16 15th centuries BC) with cuneiform 

inscription (Metsamor), the scaraboid of the Egyptian King Thutmose III (edge of 

the 16 15th centuries BC) with an Egyptian inscription (Metsamor), the bitumen 

medallions with Elamite iconography (Verin Naver) (mid 2nd millennium BC), a 

bead with the cuneiform inscription of the Assyrian king Adadnirari I (edge of the 

14 13th centuries BC) (Khojali). 

As for the Early Iron Age, this period does not stand out for active trade and 

economic relations in the Near East. During this time span of cultural isolation, 

the connections of the Highlands were mainly directed to central-western Iran 

(Gilan, Talish, Mazandaran, Luristan). Moreover, those relations are noticeable in 

all spheres of material and spiritual culture (weapons, horse bit, pottery, burial 

rites, general patterns of development), which testify to the existence of the 

Western Iranian-Armenian koine . 
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Discussion 

One of the most important questions is which version of the formation of the 

city and civilization is reflected in the Highlands, and which external or internal 

factors were more active during this process?  

According to H. Manandyan, the reason for the emergence and development 

of the city in Ancient and Medieval Armenia, should be sought in disposition of 

settlements on trade routes and in the vicinity to the civilized world11. Indeed, the 

Highlands, especially the areas of its western and southern regions, was in active 

contact with the advanced centers of urban life of the time. The nature of these 

relations can be understood in the context of the so- -

theory, according to which in the Ancient Near East there were mountainous 

regions rich in raw materials (Asia Minor, the Highlands, Iran, Pakistan, the 

Levant) and river valleys poor in raw materials, however, high in terms of socio-

economic organization (Mesopotamia, Egypt, Indus valley). The criterion for the 

normalization of relations between these zones was the exchange, as a result of 

which the mountaineers became acquainted with the civilizational values, and the 

lowlanders acquired the necessary raw materials. In this sense, ancient Asia 

Minor, Armenia and Iran with Syria and Mesopotamia were in almost the same 

relationships as Europe with the Mediterranean.  

As for the internal factor, recently V. Masson put forward a hypothesis of the 
12. According to it, the early Caucasian societies 

were characterized by: 1. obvious social differences and unequal distribution of 

wealth, 2. the existence of a military elite that was the main accumulator of wealth 

and the organizer of the exploitation of human power, 3. settlements with large 

areas, but relatively few archaeological data: they did not form artificial mounds 

and were hierarchically concentrated around the fortresses, 4. investment of 

wealth and human resourses mainly in the construction of burial structures 

(kurgans), during which the invested energy is comparable to the energy 

expended during the construction of the Mesopotamian temples. These processes 

led to the creation of a proto-urban society, which, however, did not develop into 

a classical city. It went along the non-urban path of civilization . This finds 

parallels, for example, in the ancient societies of Balkan Peninsula or Early Iron 

                                                   
11  1985, 7 229. 
12 1997, 124 133.  
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Age societies of Central Europe. This view is applicable to the earliest societies of 

the North Caucasus (of Maykop culture type), the South Caucasus and the Middle 

Bronze Age societies of the Highlands. In fact, the early agricultural societies of 

the Highlands, which acted from the Neolithic period until the end of the Early 

Bronze Age, were going mainly through the Near Eastern path of the urban life. 

There have been artificial mounds and large settlements with their internal 

infrastructure, typical of early urban societies since the Early Bronze Age. 

Irrigated agriculture played a certain role in the public life of the lowlands since 

the Chalcolithic period, especially in the Early Bronze Age. Although those 

processes are incomparable in size with the complex Mesopotamian social 

relations, the paths are distantly similar. However, by the end of the 3rd 

millennium BC, this process terminated for various internal and external reasons 

(climatic conditions, invasions of steppe tribes) and already in the Middle Bronze 

During the Late 

Bronze-Early Iron Ages, the above-mentioned Near Eastern and Caucasian ways 

seem to have an equal impact on the development of urban life. From the 

coexistence of these two ways, the version of the development of Urartian and 

later Armenian cities was formed. 

The ways of internal development of the earliest societies of the Highlands 

were substantially different from those of Syria-Mesopotamia. The closest parallel 

to the process of city formation in the Highlands is to be found in the 

geographically and culturally close Hittite-Hurrian world13. Both the Hittite and the 

Hurrian societies were agricultural in their nature, concentrated in the valleys 

(where the developed urban communities were located) or in the mountains 

(where the tribe was the dominant organization). The Hurrian society consisted of 

related family communities, which had their own land resources and were ruled 

by the patriarch. Several kinship and non-kinship communities formed an 

organization called a settlement (Akk

around one or more fortified centers, which can be conventionally called the 

city , and where the temple was located, together with the houses of the ruler. 

Here the council of elders met.  

In the Hittite-Hurrian world, the significance of the temple and temple 

economy was especially emphasized, together with the worship of the Thunder 

                                                   
13 For details cf. Diakonoff 1984, 24 38. 
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god, on which the state ideology was based. The temple (resp. the sacred area ) 

here, as in the Highlands, was to be the foundation on which city life could be 

built. As we have seen above, the ancient cities primarily served as agricultural 

communities, centers of craft and trade and, most importantly, ideological 

leadership centers. That is why the existence of a temple center was the most 

important impetus for the emergence of an urban settlement. This version is quite 

visible in Ancient Asia Minor and Armenia, and finds parallels with the 

ethnographic materials of the Caucasian mountain dwellers. In these areas, 

starting at least from the Hittite period (perhaps even earlier), the temples were 1. 

theocratic communities, 2. public places of worship, 3. royal places of worship14. 

The earliest and most common of these was the theocratic community, from which 

various political organizations later emerged. During the period of the decline of 

the tribal system and the formation of territorial communities in the agricultural 

zones, the organizational center and the cult center (i.e. the rural and temple 

communities) coincided. Most of the agricultural population was concentrated 

around the temples. The temples were not only sacred, but also economic centers 

for the local autonomous communities, engaged in production, creating material 

goods, and later in issuing coins. And it is no accident that many of them were on 

trade routes and were centers of exchange. The lands of the community were 

considered the property of the deity (i.e. of the temple), which embodied the idea 

of the unity of community. From the temple communities centered around the 

sanctuary, these units gradually grew into political organizations. Temples such as 

Gobekli Tepe in the Neolithic and Deghirmentepe in the Chalcolithic periods, 

Mokhrablur in the Early Bronze Age, Kultepe II in the Middle Bronze Age, 

Gegharot, Metsamor, Dvin in the Late Bronze  Early Iron Ages could be the 

centers of public life, around which the city gradually emerged. This tradition 

developed more in the Urartian period (Tushpa, Musasir, Kumenu) and continued 

also in the post-Urartian period (Astghi Blur, Salkar, Artsvaberd, Khortambots), 

and found its expression in the Armenian environment. It is enough to remember 

the existence of the temple-cities Ashtishat, Ani-Kamakh (Kumakha of the country 

Hayasa), Yeriza and finally the ancient capital of Armavir. In addition, the 

construction or relocation of the city in ancient Armenia was necessarily 

associated with the idea of relocation of the sanctuary there (Bagaran, Artashat). 

                                                   
14  1959, 170 181. 
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Moreover, as in a number of ancient Near Eastern states, also in the Highlands, 

the sanctuaries could be located outside the settlements (Harich, Babadervish, 

Amiranis Gora, Byurakan, Salkar, Ashtarak), to which the ritual paths led. Thus, 

the Armenian version of the city emergence and development outlines the main 

features of the Hurrian and Hittite ways. These cultures entered the stage of 

urban life almost simultaneously with the Highlands (at the end of the 3rd 

millennium BC). However, if the rise in the urban life of the mentioned regions 

led to the emergence of a society of a Near Eastern type at the beginning of the 

2nd millennium BC, then in the Highlands the same happened with the emergence 

of the Urartian state. 

Finally, referring to the emergence of the Urartian city, it should be noted 

that the latter is closer to the model, which developed in the depths of the Hittite-

Hurrian and Late Bronze-Early Iron Age cultures of Armenia than to the Syrian-

Mesopotamian model. Although the Hittite-Hurrian, pre-Urartian and Urartian 

fortresses had the same function as the Mesopotamian city (administrative-

religious center with large storage houses, a temple and a palace), however unlike 

the latter, a large population was not concentrated in them. In particular, the 

Urartian urban environment (asuni) consisted of a central fortress (E.GAL) 

surrounded by unprotected urban settlements (URU), irrigation canals, cultivated 

fields, and forests. Such an accumulation of population was more similar to pre-

Urartian Armenia rather than to the Syrian-Mesopotamian environment. The lack 

of tepes also supports this opinion. Interestingly, the same situation prevails in the 

initial zone of formation of the Urartian kingdom, in the Van basin. In this regard, 

the Urartian fortresses can be considered the last stage of development of pre-

Urartian fortresses, and the Urartian state  the continuation, development and 

the final result of the urban processes in pre-Urartian Armenia, influenced by the 

Assyrian administrative system15. In this sense, the pre-Urartian settlements, 

surviving through the Urartian period, formed the basis of the Armenian city.  

Let us emphasize again, that the version of the development of the central 

settlement in pre-Urartian Armenia finds parallels first of all in the Hittite-Hurrian 

world. K. Hovhannisyan is restoring the same path in Hayasa (according to Hittite 

sources)16. Here, it is enough to remember Hattusa, which was located in a foothill 

                                                   
15 For such an approach cf. Biscione et al. 2002, 351 370. For Urartian state infrastruc-

ture cf. Zimansky 1985. 
16  1996, 95: 
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zone, and consisted of complexes of monumental architecture with few traces of 

population. It is noteworthy that evidence on this type of urban space is preserved 

also in Mesopotamian sources in face of kirhu. It was an area fortified by a citadel 

on a hill, with a palace and a temple, and beyond it spread the outer settlement, 

where the main population gathered. This was the sacred part of the common 

area and a kind of city within a city . An urban space of this nature was alien to 

the people of Mesopotamia. The latter used to call kirhu mainly the Hurrian cities 

of northern Syria and Mesopotamia (Chagar Bazar, Nuzi, Arrapha). According to 

the exact definition by L. Oppenheim, the people of Mesopotamia used the same 

term to describe the cities of Armenia17, which is fully confirmed by the above-

mentioned archaeological studies.   
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MIGRATION PROCESSES AND ISSUES OF CULTURAL 

INTERACTION IN TRANSCAUCASIA  

IN THE XII VI MILLENIA B.C. 

MANKO V., CHKHATARASHVILI G. 

Summary 

Key words: Migration, Transcaucasia, culture, stone industry, archaeological site, 

territory, the Caucasus. 

Authors propose a new model of Neolithization of Transcaucasia. The 

transition to the Neolithic way of life was prepared by a series of population 

migrations from the territory of the Near and Middle East. Those migrations did 

not occur in the Neolithic, but at the end of the Plestocene and at the beginning 
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of the Holocene, that is, on the eve of the Neolithic. The immigrants, apparently, 

sought to continue the development of traditional forms of economy in new 

territories. Such migrations are associated with the relocation of carriers of 

igrants 

did not lose ties with their mother territories, which eventually led to the spread of 

Neolithic innovations in material culture and economy. Almost all migrant 

industries have become the basis for the formation of Neolithic cultures in 

Transcaucasia. 

The Zarzian migration occurred at the end of the Pleistocene and opened the 

way for the Trialetian migration of the late X-IX millennium BC. On the basis of 

the Trialetia complexes, the Chokh culture was formed. The migration of the 

ion led to the emergence of the Kobuleti industry. It became 

the basis for the Odishi Neolithic culture. The migration of carriers of Chayonu 

traditions led to the emergence of Neolithic cultures in Armenia. 

Thus, at the end of the Pleistocene and at the beginning of the Holocene, we 

observe large-scale migrations. The development of the Neolithic is accompanied 

by diffusion processes of small population groups, which carry out shuttle 

movements between Transcaucasia and the starting points of migration. These 

movements of small groups of the population ensured the creation of a single 

information space within which Neolithic innovations spread. 
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THE ROLE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF KOMITAS IN ARMENIAN 

CULTURE 

ASATRYAN A. 

Summary 

Key words: Komitas, Edga

Neverending 

the image of Komitas․ 

Komitas is the founder of Armenian national classical music: building on his 

predecessors achievements and the vast international experience, he created the 

national style of Armenian music, anchored on the Armenian folk song. Komitas 

saved from oblivion the Armenian peasant song and polyphonized Armenian folk 

and sacred songs, thereby creating national polyphony.  

Komitas was a dedicated propagator of Armenian music. One of his life goals 

was to convince the world that the Armenians had their own authentic music. 

Komitas was a researcher: his studies pioneered the new Armenian 

musicology, paved the way for musical folkloristics and medieval musical studies.  

Komitas was a pedagogue: in his teaching practice he gave priority to 

preparing national professionals of  

have a national conservatory. He was also a rare singer and unequalled 

choirmaster.  

Thus, during his short creative life, Komitas had carried out multifarious and 

fruitful activities, largely predetermining the further directions of development of 

Armeni

in Armenian culture. Valuable works dedicated to him are created in Armenian 

music.   
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Introduction  

u-

voir. Partisan

seule

force les Arméniens et les autres peuples chrétiens, dans le but de créer un État 

panturc, allant de la Mer Mé

tous les peuples musulmans. 

                                                   
*    29.12.20,   20.01.21,   -

 13.04.21: 
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A peine un an après la promulgation de la Constitution turque (1908), la ville 

aux massacres précédents, deviennent la cible de la haine des ittihadistes. 

et les villages des environs brûlent dans les flammes. La foule pille toutes les bou-

tiques, massacre les Arméniens désarmés et sans défense, sans ménager ni 

femmes, ni enfants. 

« Que les Arméniens pleurent le cruel mas-

sacre, 

sformée en 

désert, 

Le fer, le feu et les pillages impitoyables 

Ont détruit de fond en comble la maison de 

Rouben1. 

 

En une seule minute, les Arméniens désarmés 

Sont passés au fer par la foule de sang assoif-

fée. 

Les églises, les écoles sont vouées aux 

flammes 

 

 

Les Turcs sans merci ont fait des orphelins, 

Laissant les enfants sans mère, les femmes 

sans mari 

Ils ont détruit tout sur leur chemin, 

Ils ont bu à satiété le sang arménien. 

 

Trois jours et trois nuits, brûlant dans les 

flammes, 

Exposés aux balles, livrés au yatagan, 

Les Arméniens ont disparu de la surface de la 

terre; 

Les rues arméniennes étaient des fleuves de 

sang. 

 

Hélas, la riche Adana est désertée mainte-

nant, 
2. 

é-

rquie, adressé à 

tous les responsables turcs de la Cilicie, où il est dit : « Il faut faire très attention à 

ce que les établissements religieux étrangers et les consulats ne subissent aucun 

dommage »3. 

Ces événements historiques et politiques sont restés dans la mémoire des 

Arméniens de Cilicie comme 4. 

                                                   
1 

(1080 1198), puis comme royauté (1198 1219) : Le Royaume Arménien de Cilicie. 
2 Variante populaire de la poésie de Smbat Burat, chanteur épique de Zeytoun. Voir 

 1994. Ci-

ciliciens, sont citées avec le numéro successif du livre et le page. Ci-après : Cilicie, 447, 

173-174.  
3  1930, 174: 
4 Pour plus de détails, voir la narration de Mikaél Kéchichian (né en 1904), originaire 

1409, 299. 
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« O les cèdres, les cèdres, les cèdres variés! 

A chaque rayon de soleil, la résine coule, 

goutte à goutte, 

 

 

Je suis venu à toi, Adana massacrée! 

ois, enfants égor-

gés! »5. 

 de 

nombreux bourgs et villages arméniens sont rasés et incendiés. Toutefois, Mous-

sa-Dagh, Dyortyol, Hadjn, Sis, Zeytoun, Cheikh Mourad, Fendedjak et un certain 

milliers de Turcs et évitent les massacres. 

a-

rent à exterminer le peuple arménien, attendant un moment propice. Ce moment 

arrive avec le commencement de la Première Guerre mondiale. La Turquie entre 

en guerre avec ses objectifs de conquête et ses plans mons

des Arméniens.  

Le Génocide Arménien organisé par les Jeunes Turcs et les batailles hé-

 

turc, Enver pacha, Ministre de la Guerre et le Dr. Nazym, secrétaire général de 

 un ordre secret adressé aux orga-

é-

niens6. Plein de haine, Talat pacha ordonne : « Il faut régler leur compte aux 

Arméniens », promettant de ne rien ménager pour la réalisation de ce but7. 

akir 

o-

calisation des Arméniens, tout en massacrant la population : « Nous sommes en 

temps de guerre, dit-

puissances, ni les protestations de la presse mondiale. Même si cela arrive, cela 

restera sans résultat, puisque le fait sera accompli »8. 

                                                   
5 Cilicie, 446, 173. 
6  1965, 244:  
7  1921, 232: 
8  1955, 258: 



   

194 

 

t turc, promulgue un 

ordre spécial : « Le droit de vivre et de travailler sur le territoire de la Turquie 

r-

nement ordonne de ne pas ménager même les enfants au berceau... »9. 

Le c s-

celle des criminels et des assassins libérés des prisons. 

Dans ces circonstances historiques et politiques, la mobilisation générale (Se-

ferberlik  turc) devient une véritable catastrophe pour les peuples chrétiens 

vivant en Turquie, y compris les Arméniens. Sous prétexte de mobilisation, les 

hommes arméniens de dix-huit à quarante ans sont enrôlés dans les bataillons 

inistre de la Guerre, tués 

dans des lieux secrets, loin des yeux du commun. 

vessica 

(prescription  Turc.), un jeune Arménien a le pressentiment que «c'est le chemin 

de la mort». 

« Mère, réveille-moi pour que j'aille à la 

 

Que je tienne à la main un fusil à miroir, 

Je marcherai tout droit sur la route natale, 

 

Seigneur, protège-moi! 

Les Arméniens y sont très nombreux, 

Que Dieu nous vienne en aide! »10 : 

Et le jeune Arménien en vient à une conclusion juste : 
 

Je dois prendre un fusil, 

-je à faire en Turquie, 

énie »11. 

Le recrutement des soldats est suivi de la confiscation des armes. Cette der-

nfisquer 

les « armes », les gendarmes turcs ruinent et pillent les maisons des Arméniens, 

arrêtent et mettent à mort beaucoup de gens. 

si usitée chez les Arméniens de Cilicie, un officier turc demande à un jeune Ar-

ménien : 

« - Garçon gâvur, dit la vérité, as-tu un fusil ? 

-  absurde, 

 

. 

Mais ensuite, il ajoute à voix basse en arménien : 
 Je ne trahirai pas la nation arménienne »12. 

                                                   
9  1991, 564 565: 
10  
11  
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Le recrutement des soldats et la confiscation des armes sont suivis de 

non seulement de la force des armes, mais aussi de sa pensée directrice. Le sa-

medi 24 avril 1915, à minuit, des centaines de notables arméniens de Constanti-

nople sont arrêtés et conduits en prison, puis exilés le lendemain même. On 

Zohrab, juriste et écrivain, membre du parlement ottoman, Daniel Varoujan et 

Siamanto, poètes, Rouben Zardarian, Rouben Sévak, Hovhannes Tlkatintsi, Mel-

kon Gurdjian, Eroukhan, Smbat Burat, le grand musicien Komitas, Tigran Tchu-

gurian, Nazareth Taghavarian, écrivains et médecins, et beaucoup, beaucoup 

stantinople, de Sivas, de Diarbékir, de 

 

Partout, les écoles et les collèges arméniens sont fermés. 

î-

tresse, 

O mon Dieu! 

Ils lui ont ouvert la bouche et lui ont coupé la 

langue. 

O mon Dieu! »13. 

é-

nienne aux enfants arméniens, elle a dû subir cette affreuse punition. 

s, on détruit aussi les églises armé-

niennes. Le Patriarcat arménien de Constantinople est réuni au Catholicossat de 

Sis et le Catholicos Sahak II Khabayan est reconnu chef spirituel des Arméniens 

de Turquie. 

Le 15 mars et le 3 avril 1915, les agents russes notent dans leurs rapports sur 

des massacres systématiques à Erzeroum, Dyortyol, Zeytoun et leurs environs, 

que des conflits sanglants ont lieu à Van, Bitlis et Mouch, des pogromes et des 

ineure, le peuple est pillé et 

massacré... 

éniens, malgré 

Lors

                                                                                                                                 
12  
13 Cilicie, 449, 174. 
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Hovhannes Toumanian et Alexandre Chirvanzadé, elles découvrent des tableaux 

atroces

Hovhannes Toumanian dans ses souvenirs. «...Surtout les hommes et ils ont em-

mené les jolies femmes avec eux. Et quand ils en ont eu le temps et que la menace 

organisé des réjouissances barbares, ils ont crucifié, démembré tout vivants les 

gens pour disposer leurs membres de différentes façons, ils ont inventé des jeux, 

ils ont plongé à demi-corps les gens dans des chaudrons et fait cuire la moitié de 

les différentes parties du corps et les ont fait rôtir encore vivants. Ils ont massacré 

les enfants devant les yeux de leurs parents et les parents devant les yeux de leurs 

enfants »14. 

énie 

Orientale par les Arméniens de Van et de Sassoun qui ont héroïquement combat-

 

« La petite ville de Van et ses banlieues 

Se sont remplies de centaines de milliers de 

cadavres, 

 

Les nuages ont poussé des cris, et le ciel et les 

étoiles; 

Ils hurlent ainsi et commandent 

ntendent »15. 

a-

tionaux soutiennent le peuple, mais ils sont peu nombreux, alors que les forces 

des ennemis sont innombrables. 

« Sassoun est une province riche en forêts, 

Entourée des murailles de ses hautes mon-

tagnes, 

 

Mais Sassoun sent maintenant le sang chaud 

»16. 

à Mouch, à Sébaste, à Chapine-Karahissar, à Kharberd, à Malatya, à Diarbékir, à 

Bursa, Ankara, Konya et ailleurs. On extermine tout le monde avec une cruauté 

inimaginable, sans ménager même les enfants au berceau. 

Les Arméniens de Cilicie ne sont pas moins éprouvés. La ligne de chemin de 

fer Berlin- é-

r-

                                                   
14  1959, 212-213: 
15  1990, 127: 
16 Ibidem, 128. 
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nement de la Turquie, car la population arménienne de la Cilicie, habile, labo-

rieuse et prospère, peut facilement occuper une position dominante dans 

-Montagne est parsemée de villages et de bourgs 

arméniens à partir de Hadjn et de Zey ants se 

traditionnels, mais la génération montante est instruite grâce aux écoles et aux 

collèges arméniens et étrangers qui y fonctionnent et assument un rôle important 

dans le développement de leur monde spirituel. En outre, les violences et les 

massacres perpétrés dans beaucoup de provinces de la Turquie pour étouffer 

 « réformes » promises après la guerre russo-turque, 

mais jamais réalisées, les violences et les pillages commencés dans beaucoup de 

qui cherchent depuis longtemps un prétexte pour se libérer du joug turc. Zey-

jours la bête noire de la tyrannie 

turque. Il est donc temps pour cette dernière de régler leur compte aux auda-

cieux Zeytouniotes aussi. 

Les Zeytouniotes, possédant de glorieuses traditions de libération nationale 

du passé, auraient pu commencer cette fois 

mais ils en sont empêchés par Sahak Khabayan, Catholicos de Cilicie, et les no-

tables arméniens qui, trompés par les fausses promesses du gouvernement turc, 

font appel à la « soumission », arguant que même « un petit mouvement social 

pourrait mettre en danger tous les Arméniens des provinces turques ». Cette       

« inactivité » imposée par les chefs est décrite par des vers tragiques dans un long 

chant épique intitulé : « Le Catholicos est venu avec sa mauvaise nouvelle » -

à-dire la nouvelle de ne pas prendre les armes  V.S.)17. 

Comme ailleurs, en Cilicie aussi le gouvernement turc a déjà confisqué les 

u-

coup de recrues ont réussi à fuir et se sont réfugiées à Zeytoun. Khourchid pacha 

est arrivé avec trois mille soldats pour exiger que les déserteurs cachés dans le 

vieux monastère de la Sainte Vierge, construit sur le mont Berzingue, se rendent 

 mitrailler le monastère. Les 

défenseurs de Zeytoun, commandés par Panos Tchakrian, répondent au feu de 

 

                                                   
17 Cilicie, 406, 158 159.  
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« Monsieur Panos Tchakrian a dit : 

- iquer, 

Notre or se fait étain  
18. 

 , nous a raconté Ka-

rapet Tozlian (né en 1903), originaire de Zeytoun, témoin des événements.        

« Nous, les Zeytouniotes, nous observions de loin. Soudain, nous avons remarqué 

quelques soldats qui portaient un bidon de pétrole pour mettre le feu au monas-

tère. Mais les eshkhiés (combattants  V.S.) 

tués »19. 

harné, les jeunes Zeytouniotes sortent de 

nuit par les fenêtres de derrière du monastère et gagnent la montagne20. 

Le lendemain, les troupes turques attaquent de nouveau le monastère, 

croyant que les révoltés y sont encore, et y mettent le feu. 

Le 9 avril, trois cents notables de Zeytoun sont conduits à la caserne, suivis 

des membres de leurs familles. Puis, ils sont tous chassés vers des lieux inconnus. 

Ce sont les premiers délocalisés. La déportation de Zeytoun com

on vide de ses habitants le quartier du monastère, puis les villages des environs 

 

p-

sius, président des missionnaires du Proche-Orient, parle de la déportation de 

ation arménienne de 

Les habitants ont été chassés les uns après les autres, souvent les femmes et les 

enfants séparément des hommes. Seuls six Arméniens ont pu rester sur place, 

A la seconde moitié de mai, Zeytoun était absolument vide. Six à huit mille habi-

tants de Zeytoun ont été envoyés dans les districts marécageux de Karapounar et 

de Suleymaniyé, entre Konya et Ereyli ; dix à quinze mille ont été dirigés vers Deir 

                                                   
18  
19  
20 Soixante braves parmi les défenseurs du monastère, se battant à la vie ou à la mort, 

volent au secours de leurs frères de Fendedjak, non loin de Zeytoun, eux aussi menacés 

centaines de soldats. Les munitions des Arméniens sont épuisées. Ils commencent à se battre 

avec des pierres. Vingt-six Zeytouniotes sont tués dans ces batailles. Certains sont sauvés, 

 



 Svazlian V.   

199 

 

ez-Zor, le désert de Mésopotamie su

fait pour les installer quelque part ou du moins les conduire à la destination de 
21. 

La déportation et le massacr

Ayntap, Sis, Tarse, Mersine, Yarpouz, Albistan, Adana, Hadjn, Antioche, Iskende-

ur population. 

Karine, Pont, Sébaste, Chapine-Karahissar, Kharberd, Malatya, Diarbékir ; à tous 

les lieux p identale et Centrale : Izmit, Bursa, 

Ankara, Konya, atteignant Tchanakkalé, Rodosto et ailleurs. 

Le peuple arménien sans défense, désarmé et privé de ces chefs, les larmes 

aux yeux, affamé et assoiffé, est chassé de son foyer et ses terres ancestrales sous 

22, journaliste 

français. 

Sur les routes de la déportation, les gendarmes et les criminels libérés des 

èvent et 

violent les femmes et les jeunes filles. 

les lieux de leur exil, dans les immenses déserts de la Mésopotamie, surtout à 

Raqqa, Havran, Ras-ul-Ayn, Meskené et Deir ez-Zor. 

ntemps, 

 

Ne ravive pas nos plaies, elles sont profondes, 

profondes, 

 Deir ez-

Zor ? 

pleurer ! »23. 

Et comme il est interdit de parler arménien, ils sont contraints à exprimer 

leur douleur et leurs souffrances principalement en langue turque24. 

« La brume couvre le désert de Deir ez-Zor, 

O ma mère, ô ma mère, quel sort tragique! 

Le sang couvre les gens et les herbes, 

Les Arméniens meurent pour leur foi! »25. 

                                                   
21  1934, 178: 
22 Pinon 1916, 27. 
23 Cilicie, 451, 174. 
24 À ce sujet, voir aussi:  1987, 38 47: 
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Le massacre des Arméniens commence le dimanche de Pâques, le jour de la 

Résurrection du Christ, et ils subissent un martyre 

exterminés. 

« Le dimanche de Pâques, on a ravagé les 

tentes, 

 

Pour les égorger comme des moutons, 

Les Arméniens meurent pour leur foi! »26. 

Les innombrables cadavres des « Arméniens qui meurent pour leur foi » jon-

chent les alentours. 

« Deir ez-Zor est un grand espace 

Où les Arméniens égorgés gisent innombrables; 

Les chefs ottomans sont devenus bouchers, 

Les Arméniens meurent pour leur foi! »27. 

Innombrables sont tant « les Arméniens égorgés » que les malades et les mo-

ribonds, car une épidémie de typhus fait rage . 

-Zor, 

Les déportés arméniens ont le typhus, 

Ô ma mère, ô ma mère, quel sort tragique! 

Est le nôtre au désert de Deir-Zor »28. 

Le désert de Deir ez-  

« La menthe a poussé dans le désert de Deir-Zor, 

 

Cet exil est pour nous pire que la mort, 

Les Arméniens meurent pour leur foi! »29. 

Les scènes horrifiantes se succèdent et le peuple arménien est seul et aban-

donné dans sa douleur : 

« Les blessés sont nombreux au désert de Deir-Zor, 

 

 

Les Arméniens meurent pour leur foi! »30. 

Sur leur chemin de mort, les exilés arméniens expriment leur indignation par 

des malédictions : 

« Que tu perdes la vue, Enver pacha, Il ne reste plus de jeunes Armé 31. 

Et aussi : 

 32. 

Particulièrement pénible est la situation des mères pillées et privées de leurs 

enfants. Voici pourquoi les mères arméniennes, privées des plus élémentaires 

conditions de vie après avoir tout donné au gouvernement turc et aux bandits 

armés, sachant leur fin proche, confient leurs enfants bien-aimés aux Arabes du 

                                                                                                                                 
25  
26  
27 Ci  
28  
29  
30  
31  
32  
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ndamnées au 

martyre. 

« Laisse-moi passer, Khabour33, traverser le 

désert, 

Mon enfant tout nu est au village arabe 

»34. 

Dans ses souvenirs, Grigor Guzalian (né en 1903, Moussa-Dagh, village de 

Kabousié), âgé de quatre-vingt- n-

naissance de la bonne vieille Arabe chrétienne du village de Mouhardi, sur la 

route de Homs à Hama, qui chaque soir partagea

avait préparé et les morceaux de pain cachés dans sa ceinture entre les orphelins 

arméniens couchés sous les murs, avant de dis 35. 

« Je suis resté seul au désert de Deir ez-Zor, 

a mère et mon père, 

Ô ma mère, ô ma mère, quel sort tragique! 

Est le nôtre au désert de Deir ez-Zor »36. 

Dans les souvenirs racontés par nos rescapés, il y a de nombreux témoi-

Haroutiun Alboyadjian (né en 1904)

arméniens affamés, petits ou grands (même des bébés), ayant perdu leurs pa-

rents, grouillaient au c

que les autres étaient traînés pour être circon
37. 

Voici pourquoi, souhaitant échapper à la conversion forcée, au mariage avec 

 

nnent par la main, 
38 39. 

 Le serment des jeunes filles arméniennes est leur protestation : 

« En route, en route, jeunes Arméniennes, 

Un jour la mort doit venir à notre rencontre, 

 
40. 

e par le sang des Arméniens : 

                                                   
33 Khabour ou Habour  rivière qui coule près de Deir ez-Zor.  
34 Cilicie, 500, 182.  
35 Cilicie, 1400, 280.  
36 Cilicie, 492, 181.  
37 Cilicie, 1410, 301 303.  
38  

rivière Euphrate.  
39 Cilicie, 450, 174. 
40  
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« Le désert de Deir ez-Zor est pierreux, im-

possible de le traverser, 

 

Impossible de les boire ! 

é-

nien ? »41. 

Soghomon Eténikian (né en 1900), originaire de Mersine, qui avait quinze 

ans à cette époque, nous a communiqué : 

ns des Turcs. On 

autres comme une forteresse et les chiens étaient devenus enragés à force de 

manger de la chair humaine... »42. 

Poghos Soupkoukian, dit Achough [Ménestrel] Dévelli (né en 1887), ori-

ginaire de Moussa-Dagh et témoin oculaire de ces événements historiques, nous a 

communiqué en 1956 ses douloureux souvenirs de la délocalisation de la Cilicie 

dans un chant épique de sa propre composition : 

« En mille neuf cent quinze, 

Les Arméniens de Cilicie ont été massacrés! 

Les pachas turcs Enver et Talat 

Sont devenus cause de la déportation ; 

Ils ont exterminé le peuple arménien, 

Que leurs langues ne se sont-elles pas dessé-

chées 

Avant de donner cet ordre ! 

De quoi étaient coupables les enfants inno-

cents ? 

Que les mains tenant des épées soient punies, 

Comment oublier les enfants arméniens ? 

main ? 

rménien »43. 

En effet,  arménien » 

 

La déportation et les massacrés perpétrés par la tyrannie des Jeunes Turcs 

Occidentale, à la Cilic

Sivas, de Chapine-Karahissar, de Kharbert, de Malatya, de Diarbé

i-

dentale se vident de leur population arménienne. 

jours- nvois de 

déportés de Zeytoun, atteint son Moussa-Dagh. Le 19 juillet, presque tous les 

                                                   
41  
42  
43  1984, 128: 
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habitants des sept villages du Moussa-Dagh conviennent de ne pas se soumettre à 
44 : 

 

- Grimpez sur la montagne, a-t-il dit à tous, 

 

Vainqueurs ou battus, mourons sur notre 

terre »45. 

Movses Panossian (b. 1885), âgé de cent six ans, dernier participant de la 

résistance héroïque du Moussa-Dagh, nous a communiqué le récit de ces événe-

ments et surtout le serment prêté par les combattants : 

 

sclave, 

Mais le fusil à la main, je mourrai ici, 

Plutôt que de devenir émigrant »46. 

Hommes ou femmes, jeunes ou vieux, abandonnant maisons et vergers, montent 

tous au sommet inaccessible du Moussa-Dagh pour défendre leur honneur et leur 

dignité, pour tenir tête aux innombrables troupes ennemies. 

 ensemble à 

dresser des tentes, à creuser des tranchées, à élever des fortifications en y ména-

geant des points de feu. Ailleurs, ils taillent la forêt pour élargir leur champ de 

vision. Même les petits garçons ont leur devoir à remplir, ils assurent les commu-

nications entre les différents secteurs, ce qui leur vaut le surnom de « garçons-

téléphones ». Les femmes préparent la nourriture, les jeunes filles apportent aux 

n

positions du Moussa-Dagh, mais le feu ouvert de divers points laisse une impres-

sion de défense circulaire et les Turcs fuient terrorisés, laissant des centaines de 

morts. 

Pendant quarante jours, on livre des combats acharnés sous le commande-

de Pétros Demlakian et du Révérend Tigran Andréas-

sian. Pendant ce temps, quatre sérieuses batailles ont lieu sur les hauteurs de 

Kyzyldja, Kouzdjegha, Damlajek et Kaplan-

du renfort pour maîtriser les révoltés arméniens. Les vivres et les munitions des 

défenseurs de Moussa- isables les trois 

                                                   
44 

Moussa-

Thovmassian du livre Les quarante jours du Moussa-Dagh de Franz Werfel (Voir Andréassian 

1967, 5).  
45 Voir le chant épique en entier dans:  1984, 128: 
46 Cilicie, 1397, 268. 
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cents fusils de chasse dont ils disposent, mais ils ne perdent pas courage et conti-

nuent à se battre héroïquement. 

« Nous sommes les courageux soldats du 

Moussa-Dagh, 

Tous parfaitement entraînés à manier les 

armes, 

Les Turcs voudraient nous déporter, 

Et dans les déserts nous exterminer. 

Nous ne voulons pas être battus comme des 

chiens, 

Nous voudrions laisser un bon souvenir, 

Mourir bravement est  

Notre fierté : servir la nation jus

mort »47. 

- evoir du 

secours du côté de la Mer Méditerranée, les combattants dessinent une grande 

croix rouge sur un drap bl

jours plus tard, le «Guichen», un navire militaire français, remarque de loin le 

drap. Le 13 septembre, plus 4.200 personnes sont transportées à Port-Saïd48. 

Le combat héroïque du Moussa-Dagh bouleverse le monde entier. Il montre 

éroïques et 

une volonté collective49. 

u-

ation des quarante notables arméniens 

du lieu et exige de tous les Arméniens de remettre leurs armes au gouvernement 

-huit heures. A la fin de juillet, il met également en prison 

massacrées dans les localités de Goussémé et de Karakeupri. Ensuite, cent com-

merçants sont emprisonnés et malgré la rançon payée par leurs familles, ils sont 

ésormais privée de ses courageux jeunes gens, les exilés 

de Zeytoun, ainsi que de nou

provinces 

ayant perdu leurs enfants, des récits horrifiants sur les jeunes filles et les petits 

                                                   
47  
48 Voir les narrations de Movses Panossian (né en 1885), Movses Balabanian (né en 

1891), Hovhannes Iprédjian (né en 1896), 

- 1399, 268 274.  
49 Pour plus de détails, voir:  1935 (en arménien) et  1970 

(en arménien). Voir les chants folkloriques et épiques relatifs à ces événements dans: 

 1984, 128 133:  
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innocents en bas âge. Les 35.000 Armé

du Moussa-Dagh et de mettre les armes à la main. 

Mekertitch Yotnéghbayrian et de Haroutiun Rastekélénian. Tous les Arméniens 

né-

gation pendant vingt-cinq jours et nuits sans connaître aucun repos. Les quartiers 

arméniens sont partagés en six secteurs militaires où sont répartis huit cents 

u-

rir les armes à la main »50. 

Toutefois, les gendarmes turcs et la foule qui les suit passent à de nouvelles 

énien, dont ils 

ferment ensuite les portes, et se mettent à exterminer les Turcs. Leur bravoure 

est devenue légendaire. 

« Urfa est grande, on ne la partagera pas, 

Ses fondements sont solides, ils ne crouleront pas, 

 
51. 

Confrontés à cette résistance obstinée, les Turcs envoient à Urfa une armée 

de douze mille combattants irréguliers. 

acreurs turcs. Ra-

é-

 ? »52. 

Grièvement blessé au genou, M. Yotnéghbayrian passe en civière de position 

en position pour encourager les combattants. 

ivili-

sé et chrétien, sauvez plutôt le peuple arménien innocent qui est exterminé dans 

les déserts! »53. 

étruit 

é-

                                                   
50  1955, 818: 
51  
52  1969, 453: 
53    1965, 804: 
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niens empire de jour en jour. Le 23, les Turcs assaillent le quartier arménien et 

familles encore vivant au village voisin de Kamourdj, elles sont chassées vers Deir 

ez-Zor et leur majo  

i-

ovinces 

ntrale, autrement dit à toute la 

c-

times du Génocide ou se dispersent à travers le monde54. 

trois mois le Problème arménien, ce 

pendant quelques décennies. 

e-

Turquie, les 2.600.000 hectares de terres cultivables et fertiles de la Cilicie doi-

vent passer sous le protectorat de la France. Les pouvoirs anglais et français ont 

passé un accord préalable avec la Délégation nationale arménienne, selon lequel 

si les volontaires arméniens combattent à côté des Alliés contre la Turquie, après 

la victoire les Arméniens recevront de vastes possibilités politiques et les volon-

taires arméniens deviendront les soldats de la Cilicie arménienne autonome nou-

vellement formée. 

Dès lors, les jeunes Arméniens (originaires du Moussa-

Marach, Kessab, Hadjn, Houssénik, Tchengouch, Sébaste, Kharberd, Arabkir et 

i-

vant même de la lointaine Amérique, se font recruter par 

former la Légion orientale (arménienne). 

Méprisant la mort, les volontaires arméniens, pleins du désir de venger les 

centaines de milliers de leurs compatriotes martyrisés, infligent une défaite aux 

troupes turco-allemandes en rempor a-

blus en Palestine. Les braves légionnaires arméniens sont loués par les comman-

dants des troupes anglaises et françaises. Le 12 octobre 1918, le Général Alembi 

envoie une dépêche à Poghos Nubar, Président de la Délégation nationale armé-

                                                   
54 Pour plus de détails, voir  1965: 
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c-

toire »55. 

 

doit être établi sur la Cilicie et les troupes turques doivent déjà la quitter56. 

Miraculeusement rescapés des déserts de Deir ez-Zor, de Ras-ul-Ayn et 

é-

niens arri

Cependant, les kéma

ntente et à contraindre les Français à retirer leurs corps paci-

ficateurs de la Cilicie. Non seulement le commandement militaire français ne 

prend pas de mesures sérieuses pour garantir la sécurité des Arméniens, mais il 

laisse sur place le pouvoir aux mains des militaires turcs, et les musulmans ne 

déposent pas leurs armes. 

faiblesse du commandement militaire français, les troupes kémalistes et les mer-

cenaires locaux tournent leurs armes contre les Arméniens de la Cilicie. 

Dès janvier 1920, les troupes kémalistes attaquent les localités arméniennes 

de la Cilicie. Pendant les combats acharnés qui durent vingt-deux jours, les Ar-

méniens de la ville de Marach sont massacrés et la ville réduite en cendres. 

arach ! 

Mais comment appeler Marach 

 ? 

Et les Arméniens y sont réduits en cendres ! »57 

Verguiné Mayikian (née en 1898), survivante miraculeusement rescapée des 

massacres de Marach, nous a communiqué : « rtyrs de 

Marach était construite sur une hauteur. Les Arméniens qui remplis

attendaient que les portes soient ouvertes la nuit, mais à dix heures, onze heures, 

vert les portes. Les Arméniens étaient là sans eau, sans 

i-

n-

dions leurs voix de la cave de notre maison où nous nous étions cachés. Soudain, 

à une heure et demie nous avons vu par la lucarne que quelques Turcs étaient 

montés sur la cou

                                                   
55  1949, 592: 
56 Pour plus de détails, voir  1970, 117:  
57 189.  
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épandue partout

s, semblait être 

58. 

Ensuite, les huit mille Arméniens restés vivants sont contraints à prendre la 

amas, 

 

Le 1er avril 1920, les kémalistes assiègent Ayntap. Après la trêve et la fin de la 

 et huit mille déportés de 

nquille que la 

tempête recommence. Un organisme militaire central est créé au

ompte des 

armes et des munitions dont disposent les sept cent cinquante combattants et 

organise la fabrication de bombes. 

Guévork Hékimian (né en 1937) nous a communiqué avec inspiration ces 

événements historiques : « Adour Lévonian a fait fondre même les marmites des 

a-

-quatre mille sol-

doldu » (« Les infidèles voient rouge »), ce qui signifiait que les Arméniens avaient 

 

Adour pacha, réveille-toi! 

Jette bien vite tes bombes! 

Les Turcs attaquent : 

Volontaires, en campagne! »59. 

rmée 

de sept cent cinquante personnes. Les batailles continuent à Ayntap avec certains 

inter  

A la même époque, Gozan oghlou Doghan bey, commandant en chef des 

troupes en campagne contre la Cilicie, assiège la ville de Hadjn avec son armée de 

plusieurs milliers de soldats. Des trente à trente-cinq mille habitants arméniens de 

destruction de fond en comble de Hadjn, citadelle arménienne de la Cilicie, de-

                                                   
58 307. 
59  
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xterminer les six 

mille Arméniens »60.  

Cependant, les habitants de Hadjn sont pleins de résolution et avec leur chef, 

du général Andranik. Ils organisent quatre compagnies et un escadron de soixante 

cavaliers. Ha

liberté : 

« En avant, en avant, habitants de Hadjn! 

Nos ennemis, les Turcs sont là, 

En avant, battons-nous, aux armes, aux armes ! 
61. 

On partage entre les mille deux cents hommes de seize à cinquante ans, ca-

pables de porter des armes, les cent trente-deux fusils qui sont à leur disposition. 

Par la suite, on apporte trois cents autres fusils, mais tout cela est fort insuffisant 

pour combattre les troupes turques armées des inépuisables munitions fournies 

par les bolcheviks62. 

itions, 

e-

t-

tendu apparaît dans le ciel : 

u-

velles, 

 

Tous les combattants errent sans armes, 

ulent battre les 

Turcs. 

Nos frères nous ont déjà écrit une lettre : 

« Combattez, frères, nous arrivons », disent-ils, 

Mais, pas de nouvelles! Nos jours passent vite, 

»63. 

La situation des défenseurs désarmés de Hadjn est bientôt désespérée, car 

les hauts représentants militaires français mènent une politique hypocrite. Non 

                                                   
60  1956, 241:  
61  
62 Sur ces événements et ceux qui ont suivi, voir la narration du Zeytouniote Hovsep 

Bechtikian (né en 1903), Cilicie, 1392, 253.  
63 

fierté, mais les larmes aux yeux, par Nazéni Satamian (né en 1926), native de Hadjn, Voir 
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contents de ne pas tenir leur promesse de fournir des vivres, des armes et des 

 

« Vivre ou mourir, courageux fils de Hadjn, 

On nous dit de prendre, sinon nous mourrons, 

Prenons donc le terrible canon, 

Afin de remporter une victoire glo 64. 

-

nt pas de boulets pour le faire tirer et se défendre. La 

famine sévit à Hadjn : « Les gens sont contraints à manger des chats, des souris, 
65 u-

veaux renforts en canons et innomb ulière. Après une 

résistance obstinée, longue de huit mois, les maisons en pierre de Hadjn sont 

détruites par une canonnade bien nourrie et les kémalistes réussissent à détruite 

et à brûler la ville. Des centaines de braves combattants tombent dans leurs posi-

quatre-

combattant du terrible cercle de feu. 

« Avec ses trois cents courageux Arméniens, 

Tous armés de fusils de chasse, 

Résistant bravement à Doghan bey, 

Hadjn est tombé en criant « Vengeance »66. 

Après une résistance héroïque de trois cent quatorze jours, Ayntap aussi 

ncienne capitale de 

ités 

gouverne elon lequel la 

Cilicie passe sous la juridiction de la Turquie, et abandonne à leur sort les Armé-

o-

mane, seuls mille cinquante-huit rescapés par miracle survivent après le Génocide 

m-

a-

kian, héros na

m-

                                                   
64 Ibidem. 
65  1961, 242: 
66 Cilicie, 415, 163. 
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67, ils forment un détachement de cinq 

cents personnes, hommes et femmes, qui, les armes à la main, combattent jour et 

nuit dans les montagnes infranchissables du Taurus, plongeant dans la terreur les 

villages turcs des environs et, bien que poursuivis par les soldats turcs, ils sur-

montent des difficultés incroyables et se battent contre les troupes turques jus-

les rois Roubé  

Bien que le gouvernement turc réprime impitoyablement les héroïques mou-

vements de résistance 

arméniens, qui combattent pour les droits humains les plus élémentaires et 

l

lutte de libération nationale du peuple arménien. 

Conclusion 

Bien que la tyrannie ottomane aient cruellement écrasé les batailles hé-

é-

voués héros arméniens, qui combattaient par leurs droits humains élémentaires et 

ysique de la nation, ont laissé un souvenir ineffaçable dans la lutte 

de libération nationale du peuple arménien.  
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Introduction  

It is known that H. Tumanyan had a special attitude towards the Russian 

best traditions of the magnificent literature of the great Russian nation and their 

was connected with Russian literature and culture with warm 

spiritual ties. Moreover, it is not random that H. Tumanyan deserved the mutual 

love, respect and high appreciation of the Russian intellectuals of the time (Yuri 

Veselovski, K. Balmont, V. Ivanov, V. Brusov, S. Gorodetsky and others).  

multidimensional and multifaceted. The Armenian scholars often referred to 

and cultural connections with Russian intellectuals thus, 

reverberating the literary-historical reality and interpreting each fact through the 

prism of their own research approaches and scientific preferences.  

One cannot fail to observ

multi-layered and the present research is an attempt to reveal those spiritual ties 

comprehensively.  

Nowadays, when new perspectives are opened for Russian-Armenian literary-

cultural relations, naturally there is a need to reinterpret the historic-cultural 

values.  

                                                   
*    30.12.20,   11.01.21,    

13.04.21: 

mailto:MnacakanyanEva@mail.ru


 H. Tumanyan: the Evaluation of Russian Intellectuals of the Time.   

215 

 

In the present article an analysis is carried out comprehensively and 

fundamentally, bringing together the pivotal characteristic features which portray 

the poet and his verbal creativity through the light of historical perspectives.  

The Origin and the Process of Evaluation 

Yu. Veselovski, the Russian literary theorist, critic, poet and translator, made 

his contributions are extensive in the study and dissemination of the Armenian 

literature, culture and history.  

In the 90s of the XIX century with 

collections of «  » (in two volumes, Moscow, 1893 1894) 

and «      » (Moscow, 1897) 

were published.  

literary publications of the contemporary writers of the 90s, the theorist 

expressed his utmost faith and love towards Tumanyan, evaluating him as an 

critic come to state that lyric poetry ha

Nature whose uncomparable and unique singer became the poet. Obviously, the 

 Studies in the 

further decades of analytical research. 

M. Berberyan underlined that Tumanyan, having been the descendent of the 

nature, was connected with native mother land, perceived its secrets, admired 

and painted it in multiple colours and expressive overtones.  

In this context Berberyan draws parallels with Russian and British poets  

The Song of 

reminded him of a land cultivator Epos  

this is his real destination d that the highest expressions of 

were his poems and ballads of epic nature.  

Dwelling upon further observations, 

merely the sketches or artistic verbal creativities for his great poems and ballads. 
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1.  

One cannot but notice that Berberyan's evaluative statements find their 

further reflections in Veselovski's analytic research (the Russian intellectual was 

 

In 1901, in the issue of Moscow scientific journal entitled «  » (N 

12, pp. 97 123) Veselovski published a voluminous article «   XIX 

   », where he presented his research within the 

framework of the development process of Armenian poetry from the ancient 

periods to the beginning of the XX century.  

Referring to the literary creations of the Armenian poets (H. Hovhannisyan, 

A. Tsaturyan, Lerents, Av. Isahakyan), the theorist briefly touched upon the 

question of Tumanyan's literary works.  

M. Janpoladyan, a theorist in the sphere of Tumanyan Studies, truthfully 

states: «Yu. Veselovski g

for example to Lerents. But the quantity of interpretive lines is of less importance. 

The fact is that in the framework of Yu. Veselovski's analysis Lerents and 

Tumanyan are presented as writers of nearly an equal level. It is obvious, that 

Lerents is more preferable for him, as the theorist evaluates his literary works as 

«unique in nature», whereas Tumanyan is perceived as «one of the most prolific 

poets of the time» 2:. 

Fully agreeing with the literary critic, we however think, two observations 

literary treasuries: two collections and several translations printed in Moscow. The 

scholars in the sphere of Tumanyan Studies kept repeatedly mentioning that in his 

initial collections the poet was still in search of his individual self, he had not yet 

found himself completely. It is not a coincidence that the second collection was 

published only two years after the first, whereas the third one was illustrated 

more than a decade later. But this does not mean, of course, that the previous 

With their inevitable verbal scarcity, the works came to testify that the poet was 

endowed with extraordinary talent, which came to the fore. Veselovsky partially 

                                                   
1 See the revised and enlarged edition of      

 1898, 587. 
2  2009, 79: 
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narrative verse, which touches upon the crucial situation of Western Armenians, 

A 3.  

2. The Russian literary critic briefly represented the essence of the 

popularization of the poet and appreciated the literary works related to the 

national life, 

poems are those connected with the national life and reality. Probably, the poet 

was aware of the peasant lifestyle, its customs and traditions, beliefs, contacts with 
4. Obviously, the literary critic emphasized 

c

privilege over other contemporary poets, which insight into 

Shahaziz, Hovhannisyan or Tsaturyan mostly in their national expressive-

emotional- 5.  

of verbal creativity on the basis of folklore material. Often Tumanyan elaborates 

the Armenian national folk traditions and legends in the form of short poems and 

narrative verse, most of which are beautiful and poetic. Particularly famous and 

popular is 

legend connected with Akhtamar island of Lake Van in Western Armenia6  

The reference of Yu. Veselovsky, with its occasional omissions , for the first 

time presents several subtle nuances and overtones and outlines the poet's 

creative world, which would later become the defining features of his poetic way 

of thinking and creative horizon.  

                                                   
3      -

 (1890-1913) 2019, 78: 
4      -

 (1890 1913) 2019, 78: 
5      -

 (1890 1913) 2019, 78: 
6      -

 (1890 1913) 2019, 78 79: 
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A book entitled «   » was published in Moscow, 

in 1903, whose editors were Leo Umanc and Araqel Dervish. In a review, 

authored by Araqel Dervish, dedicated to Tumanyan, different mistakes and 

inaccuracies existed.  

For instance, in the above-mentioned collection Leo Umarac translated the 

title of the poem Smiling eyes  as «  » (Insidious eyes), which led to 

Dervish's inaccurate interpretations: «In his various poems the author sang about 

love urging to beware of the temptations of black eyes which destroyed the poet 

himself. He desired to conceal his feelings towards unkind beauty, but he could 

not resist and confessed his love» 7.  

Tumanyan's sincere and close relations with V. Brusov even more deepened 

the Russian-Armenian interconnections in the sphere of national culture and 

tradition. From the first meeting of the famous Russian intellectual and the 

Armenian poet Tumanyan a spontaneous spiritual bond was created between 

them which in a short time turned into a warm friendship, enduring the ordeal of 

difficult years full of socio-political, literary-cultural unsteady atmosphere and 

upheavals. Before personal meeting Tumanyan was well acquainted with V. 

Brusov's literary works though their literary preferences were different. V. Brusov 

became familiar with Tumanyan's works scarcely only in Russian translations. 

While working on the collection and translating some of Tumanyan's verbal 

creativity, Brusov revealed and illustrated the world of the Armenian poet, its 

unique beauty and charm. V. Brusov's visit to Tbilisi was only a favourable 

occasion for personal acquaintance and friendship of the two poetic souls.  

Brusov's lectures on ancient, medieval and modern Armenian poetry in 

Moscow and the 

unprecedented response, especially in the Armenian literary and social circles in 

Transcaucasia.  

illustrated an extract from Brusov's report presented in Moscow on October 15, 

several months; before I had no idea about it, except for those fragmentary little 

translations from Gamar-Katipa and others, which could not unfold the general 

                                                   
7      -

 (1890 1913) 2019, 89: 
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literary impression and aesthetic impact. But now I got acquainted with Narekatsi, 

Akhtamartsi, Nahapet Kuchak, Sayat-Nova, Tumanyan, Isahakyan, Tsaturyan, 

Hovhannisyan, Teryan and other Armenian poets, I perceived what type of 

impeccable treasury was hidden behind Armenian literature, and the Russian 

society had no idea about it. It seems to me that a door was closed before us, 

leading to a wonderful paradise, the existence of which we were not aware 8.  

As the researcher confessed, the depth and the rich connotative overtones 

Armenian nation is a great civilized nation, and the Armenians were civilized even 

in those period

culture9. He especially emphasized that the Armenians were ancient not only as a 

nation, but also with their unique mode of literary-

poetry is not similar to the poetry we have known so far; it differs with its 

imaginative depth, resilience, delicacy and expressive manners. At least I have 
10.  

According to the information posted in the newspaper, at the end of the 

poetic evening event the translations of Armenian poets were cited and among 

them the honourable place was attested to some of Tumanyan's literary works. 

Ivanov who spoke about the poet w

vivid overtones, vibrancy, flowers and resilient language and style. I wish my 

utterance reached the Armenian poet. Tell him, I love him very much and I 

admire him from the bottom of my heart. Warm greetings to the respectable 
11.  

Brusov's first lecture in Tbilisi entitled Armenian Poetry  took place on 

January 13, 1916. Tumanyan's daughter Nvard Tumanyan recalled the occasion. 

 as warm 

Brusov Days  and in Brusov's life as bright days in Tbilisi. It was for the first time 

that a famous figure of magnificent Russian culture praised and evaluated the 
 12.  

                                                   
8 « », N 243, 29.10.1915: 
9 « », N 239, 29.10.1915: 
10 « », N 239, 29.10.1915 
11 « », N 243, 29.10.1915: 
12 , 1969,140:  
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In Tbilisi V. Brusov was surrounded with Tumanyan's tender regard. It is not 

in vain that Ioanna Brusova confessed that from the meetings in Tbilisi the 

memories related to H. Tumanyan were the brightest. All the faces became 
13.  

Brusov's evaluative attitude towards the spiritual culture of the Armenian 

people during Tbilisi lectures found the echo both in the Armenian and Russian 

content and the fundamental statements of Brusov's first lecture. Particularly, the 

lecturer's imaginative expressions were cited when he made a reference to 

Tumanyan's poem entitled In front of Ayvazovski's picture . The theorist stated. 

n his hand who 
 14. After 

people again is heard and is visible in his literary work. In his brilliant poem the 

Armenian people are represented with their emotions and wisdom. Tumanyan is a 

novel, a national 15.  

After his trip Brusov was not in a hurry to publish his collection immediately, 

though at the end of 1915 it was already ready. Time was necessary to re-edit the 

extensive preface and to bring it to full completion. The professional theorist and 

poet was aware that it was a great responsibility to evaluate and represent in an 

appropriate manner a thousand and five hundred-year old poetic culture of a 

nation to the Russian reader. And today, a hundred years later, obviously we can 

assure that he did a brilliant work. His unique observations and conjectures on 

the internal logical development of the Armenian poetry have not lost their 

scholarly significance even nowadays.  

Making a reference to the values of the modern period of the Armenian 

poetry, Brusov speaks with special admiration about Hovhannisyan-Tumanyan-

Isahakyan trinity whose names are associated with the revival and development of 

millennial national traditions in the late XIX and early XX centuries.  

                                                   
13    1969, 694: 
14 « », N 23, 31.01. e-

supposes the following lines of the poem; «Stop! Shouted the old magician the brush in the 

hand and excited  (« ° »,     

  »): 
15 « », N 23, 31.01.1916:  
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(born in 1869) compared to Hovhannisyan, represented himself as more 

vehement and immediate poet. Born in Mountainous Lori, he was self-taught in 

many ways; he was portrayed as a well-read, multidimensional man, but with 

unsystematic reading tendencies. His spirit was so close to the life of people, its 

livelihood and traditions, as if he personified within himself the southern manner 

where, surprisingly, two principles were connected  feast and genius. Now 

the cornerstone of Armenian literary life in Tbilisi, as he improved and advanced 

thus, being imbued with innovative ideals and embodying the new generation of 

poets. Tumanyan's popularity as a poet is enormous, especially due to the fact that 

he wrote many children's books: fairy tales, legends, short stories mostly in verse 

that children read eagerly. Thus, the growing generations, thanks to Tumanyan's 

literary works, learn to love writing and literature, the logos and poetry. It is 

through his poems that they are inspired with passionate love for the mother 

tongue 16.  

Brusov does not agree with the opinion that Tumanyan's poetry does not pass 

the procedure of aesthetic enhancement. As an example, he recalled the author's 

poems where his talent was represented with exceptional power and with the 

perfection of art, thus, revealing the national characteristic features of his people, 

nuances of bio-life vision, deep layers of psychology and its overtones; 

multifaceted illustration of national life and the enlivened penetration into the 

depths of the national spirit is expressed. For foreign readers the acquaintance 

information for recognizing and understanding contemporary Armenia and its life 

than thick volumes of s 17.  

ancient and new, which resurrected and expressed in the poems of the great 

master. Finally, Tumanyan translated poetic works from Russian (such as epic 

songs, etc.). These translations amaze us, as they surprisingly penetrate into the 

                                                   
16 78. 
17 79:  



 Mnatsakanyan E.  

222 

 

spirit of the original. The genius poet subtly perceived the essence and the main 

plot of the literary works 18.  

With the same warmth V. Brusov expresses his respect and honour on the 

occ  », N 14). 

Similarly, as in the preface of the collection, he presents his soul-mate with 

greater insight,and underlines that Tumanyan devoted his whole conscious life to 

his people. Brusov wrote: 

both in poetry and in life. Tumanyan reinforced his poetry with legends, popular 

proverbs, the echoes of popular songs and the description of national rituals and 

customs. Tumanyan was a poet for everyone both for Armenian intellectuals 
 19. 

It is remarkable to observe Tumanyan's relations with S. Gorodetsky, who 

considered himself the successor of Brusov's glorious work. The meeting of both 

poets again was a tragic period for the Armenian people. The Russian poet, who 

went to Tbilisi for special assignment, then to Van in 1916, found and recognized 

Tumanyan, as well as the spiritual greatness and the poetic expressiveness of the 

Armenian people. Tumanyan told Gorodetsky, who was going to visit Western 

Armenia, the following words; It happens that a human being finds its straight 

path only through the prism of a difficult path. You are a poet. You go to the 

cradle of the ancient homeland of Armenia. Write about it. Poetry is the cognition 

of life. Otherwise it is useless. You will witness a terrible life, the life of the people 

on the verge of death. Write about it, whatever you see, and it will be the 
20.  

These words had a prophetic power on Gorodetsky and accompanied him, 

becoming a signal for reconstructing the reality through the guise of fiction. It did 

not take long for the Russian poet to reveal the characteristic features of 

Armenians, to recognize the inner essence and the identity of the nation, as well 

as the unbreakable faith and devotion to life and motherland and human values. 

had an influence on Gorodetsky, who got 

                                                   
18         1916, 79: It is important to 

underline Brusov's words of appreciation about Tumanyan which were separately published in 

the joint issue of Bazmavep

occasion of the 50th anniversary of the poet.  
19  1963, 181 182. 
20   , 872 873: 
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son 

Artavazd. Being involved in orphan salvation process with Gorodetsky in Van 

 the Russian 

pieces and reproduced them in Russian. With 

orodetsky learnt Armenian.  

During his activity in Western Armenia, Gorodetsky cooperated not only with 

newspapers by publishing articles, but also wrote reports, notes, articles, as well 

as weaved poetry influenced by heartbreaking and terrifying impressions. In 1918 

by summarizing and publishing the book entitled   (The Angel of 

dedicate this book to you, my bright friend, because I am enchanted from the 

bottom of my heart not only by your personality, but also your name which is a 

notion  a beautiful notion of the Armenian resurrection through the friendship of 
21.  

In Tbilisi a warm and pure relationship arose between Gorodetsky and 

Tumanyan, which was reinforced with mutual trust and the willingness to perceive 

and appreciate constantly the notions of beauty and honesty. Gorodetsky initiated 

tc.  
th 

the newspaper 

. The new attempt of the Russian intellectual to evaluate 

personality and literature as a harmonious entity, Gorodetsky wrote: 

understand H. Tumanyan means to understand Armenia with its ancient concepts 

of serene earthly life, its aspiration for an idyllic life in relation with nature and 

people, despite the tragic stream of life. His literary works are monuments of the 

historic sufferings of Armenia and an oath towards wealthy future 22. 

Gorodetsky, who had been in close relations with the Armenian poet for years, 

 

with his proficient observations.  

                                                   
21   , 874: 
22 , N 27, 20 , , 1919: 



 Mnatsakanyan E.  

224 

 

Conclusion  

Hence, H. Tumanyan had a special relationship with Russian poets. He always 

encouraged them with his wise words and not only organized events, meetings of 

Russian and Armenian writers, lectures, translations of the best literary works, 

but also wrote different articles, public speeches, etc. It would not be an exagger-

ation to say that Tumanyan was one of the exceptional personalities, who, as a 

centripetal force, constantly united representatives of not only Russian, but also 

other nationalities. With his rare human character, Tumanyan became a living 

example of serenity and creation, a loving and forgiving person.  

To date the exceptional appreciation of H. Tumanyan by Russian intellectuals 

remains a unique manifestation of evaluation of his creative world, a summary of 

the deep and comprehensive interpretations of Russian intellectuals and their 

endeavor to perceive the inner layers of the 

efficient and relevant personal and creative contacts with Russian intellectuals has 

not lost its literary-historic significance for more than a century, and today it is 

truthfully considered to be a symbol of cultural-spiritual relationship and 

centuries-old connections between Armenia and Russia.  
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THE ANDASTAN  IN THE WAY OF EXPANSION OF 

NATIONAL  CULTURAL WORLD OUTLOOK 

BALAYAN N. 

Summary 

Key words: The Andastan , literary-cultural activity, assimilation, aesthetic 

taste, high value of literary works, national identity, aesthetic worldview. 

The role of The Andastan  is unique in disseminating the Armenian 

culture in France, especially in the field of literature. Poems, short stories and 

novels, essays and prose writings, literary, theoretical and literary criticisms, 

selected works of translated literature, as well as studies in various fields of art, 

accompanied by paintings, were not only of immense importance to the 

Armenian language. but also for the development of the aesthetic outlook of the 

communities of other countries. The overreaching goals of creating literature in 

Armenian, translating and publishing high-quality literary works, and thus saving 

the Armenian generation from assimilation in foreign countries, and educating 

an Armenian with high aesthetic taste, were honored in the twelve issues of the 

eighteen years' editions of The Andastan . 
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ARSHAK SAFRASTYAN ON THE TREATY OF SEVRES AND 

THE ARBITRATION OF PRESIDENT W. WILSON 

CONCERNING THE FRONTIER QUESTION 

The Treaty of Sevres signed as of August 10, 1920 was considered by Arme-

nian socio-political thought exclusively in the context of Articles 88-93, which are 

directly related to Armenia. This was quite natural, as these articles restored the 

right of the Armenian people to their homeland, a part of Western Armenia. The 

mentioned articles of the Treaty of Sevres de jure recognized not only the Repub-

lic of Armenia including the Armenian provinces of Transcaucasia, but also United 

Armenia with Eastern and Western Armenias united. The signatory states, includ-

ing the Turkish state that was defeated in the First World War, recognized the 

independence of United Armenia and agreed to expand the borders of Armenia 

by annexing most of the territories of the provinces of Erzurum, Van and Bitlis, as 

well as part of the province of Trabzon, thus ensuring the exit of Armenia to the 

Black Sea1. 

The Conference of the Prime Ministers and Foreign Ministers of England, 

France, Italy and Japan, convened in London from February 12 to April 10 in 

                                                   
1 NAA, f. 412, l. 1, work 85, p. 4. 
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1920, worked out all the main technical issues related to the Armenian-Turkish 

border. 

On April 26, on the initiative of the Prime Minister of Great Britain D. 

George Lloyd the issue of the demarcation of Armenian territories was redirected 

to US President W. Wilson, who was invited to take on the role of border 

arbitrator2. 

The arbitration process started before the signing of the Treaty of Sevres, 

therefore it was a completely independent international legal document by Great 

Britain, France, Italy, Japan, as members of the Supreme Council of the Allied 

Powers on the one hand, and Woodrow Wilson, as President of the United States 

on the other3. 

W. Wilson had signed the arbitral resolution just 10 days before the 

sovietization of Armenia on November 22, 1920. The official and the full name of 

the 

respecting the frontier between Turkey and Armenia, access for Armenia to the 

sea and the demilitarization of the Turkish territory Adjacent to the Armenian 
4. The arbitral award made be US President Woodrow Wilson on the 

demarcation of the Armenian-Turkish border is an international legal document 

by which Ottoman-era Turkey, subject to legal rights, was held politically 

responsible for the Armenian Genocide. This document deprived Turkey of its 

sovereignty over its former territories5. The area to be transferred to Armenia by 

an arbitral resolution was to be 103,599 sq. km, approximately 40% of Western 

Armenia6. 

The 1921 London Conference should be considered as an attempt to review 

the Treaty of Sevres. In January 1921, at a meeting of the Entente General Council 

in Paris, France proposed a revision of the Treaty of Sevres. In February-March of 

the same year, at a conference in London with the participation of Germany and 

the Ottoman Empire, which had lost the war to the Entente Powers, the issue of 

revising the reconciliation of the Treaty of Sevres was discussed at the suggestion 

of France and Italy. On the eve of the conference, the official delegation of the 

                                                   
2  2020, 81: 
3 See  2014, 115. 
4  2016, 48: 
5  2014, 120: 
6 See  2007, 75. 
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Republic of Armenia headed by Avetis Aharonyan and the National delegation 

headed by Boghos Nubar Pasha had arrived in London. 

In that conference an attempt was made to replace the provisions of the 

Treaty of Sevres, which represented the legal rights of Armenia and the Armenian 

people, with the vague idea of a "Home National", which, however, was rejected by 

the Turks themselves. By rejecting this idea at the London conference, the Turks 

themselves were, in fact, the first to reject the cancellation of the Treaty of 

Sevres7. 

The Treaty of Sevres could only be replaced by a new document in London, 

the preamble of which should have specifically emphasized that the treaty was 

revising or amending the previously signed Treaty of Sevres. Albeit the signatories 

of the Treaty of Sevres in London announced their intention to revise it, no 

document was signed during the London Conference. This means that the 

conference did not achieve its goal, and the attempt to review the Treaty failed. 

 

No.7.  

The Armenian Bureau, 

153, Regent Street, 

London W.1.  

12th August 1920. 

 

The Future of Armenia 

 

 

Russians  Bolshevik, Cadet or Tsarist  have lately been saying that the 

Western Powers in attempting to re-establish Armenia are defeating their own 

aims by depriving her of her legitimate, geographical and economic bases. Great 

Britain and France, they assert, have detached from Armenia. Cilicia and the 

provinces of Kharput, Diyarbakir and Sivas recognized as Armenian in all previous 

International pacts, have restricted Armenia to the Republic of Erivan and the 

immediately adjacent districts, the main part of which was formerly under Russian 

sovereignty. Starting from these premises the Bolshevik Russians have drawn 

                                                   
7  2001, 142 158: 
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their own conclusion, and it appears that they are proceeding to effect the 

reunion of the Russian Empire, as it existed before the war. 

It is to be hoped that by the time these lines appear, the Turks may have 

signed the Peace Treaty, which in the natural course of events will confront 

President Wilson with the necessity of delimiting the frontiers of Armenia as 

requested by the Supreme Council of San Remo. 

In drawing the Armenian frontiers the following fundamental questions have 

to be considered: whether Armenia is to be a Black Sea country or an Eastern 

Mediterranean Power; whether the reconstruction of Armenia in the near future 

is to tend to national concentration in the North, or an opportunity is to be 

created for her gradual orientation towards the Eastern Mediterranean following 

the natural configuration of Anti-Taurus mountains. 

It is undeniable that the pressure of historical events has dispersed the 

Armenian people into peripheries remote from their original nidus; and as a 

result the Armenian element has been established, firstly on the plateau between 

the Arax and Kura valleys and secondly between the Arax and the Western 

Euphrates, the latter plateau being bounded on the South by the Anti-Taurus. 

The tendency of the whole discussion regarding the Armenian boundaries, 

official or otherwise, has been to make Armenia entirely dependent on the Black 

Sea. It must be admitted at once that the independent Armenia established within 

any frontiers hitherto proposed, would inevitably be driven into the ambit of 

Russian influence now and in the future. An independent Armenia made solely 

dependent on the Black Sea for its economic and political development must not 

be expected to be anything but the southernmost marches of the Russian Empire. 

It may be argued that as far as elementary security and a fair measure of material 

prosperity are concerned the proximity of Russian influence over the Northern 

frontiers of Armenia may be regarded as not an unmitigated evil.  

On the other hand, however, it would be futile to maintain that a spontaneous 

development of the country can be ensured under those circumstances. The 

constitution of Armenia under the powerful domination of the Northern Colossus, 

would be tantamount to the very negation of all that is implied in the terms 

 

The Armenia of the future, restricted to the region of the Black Sea, would 

be practically as much land  looked as it used to be, cut off from the West under 
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the Empire of Byzantium and Turkey when those two Powers were dominating the 

Dardanelles. 

The next alternative is therefore, to provide an unhindered outlet to open 

seas on the Eastern Mediterranean: a point of contact with the West in 

emergencies when the Black Sea is again blocked up by wars and blockades in the 

future. In the absence of a powerful mandatory like the United States to guarantee 

the security of Armenia for the first generation, there does not seem to exist a 

single responsible Armenian who desires to see the Armenian boundaries 

stretching from Sea to Sea. In the light of past experiences of the Armenian 

people there is at this moment no desire to grab land which is bound to be a 

among the leading Armenian circles, as has been suggested by certain people. It 

is essential, however, to draw the frontiers in such a manner as to ensure an easy 

approach to the Eastern Mediterranean by an economic corridor or otherwise. 

Bearing in mind these political and economic factors, it may now be 

permissible to harmonize those factors with the geographical features of the 

country.  

The town of Malatia, immediately West of the great bend of the Euphrates, 

holds a central position in regard to delimitations of the Armenian frontiers. It is 

not only a centre of agricultural and industrial possibilities, but also a link 

connecting Inner Armenia with Cilicia and Central Mesopotamia with Asia Minor. 

In the Middle Ages the Byzantine Empire and the Arab Caliphate fought some of 

their decisive battles near Malatia. The Armenian Taurus, gradually inclining 

westwards, suddenly drops here into the 3000 feet level and then with a series of 

undulating spurs juts up again into the Cilician Taurus and Eastern 

Mediterranean. Its trade routes lead to Mersina, to Samsoun and Diyarbakir; it is 

therefore likely to be a great emporium in the future. 

If the frontiers of Armenia were extended to the district of Malatia in the 

South-West, there is every reason to believe that the gradual regrouping of the 

Armenian people would inevitably follow in years to come, thus enabling the 

Armenian state to rely more and more on its South Eastern outlets to the Sea for 

its political and economic development.  

According to the Turkish Peace Treaty, President Wilson is asked to arbitrate 

in the question of the Armenian frontiers respecting the provinces of Van, Bitlis, 

Erzeroum and Trebizond. It is to be hoped that President Wilson will pronounce a 
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clear and decided moral judgment, taking the whole question into consideration 

as to what ought to be a scientific and reasonable frontier for Armenia. 

 

Circular to the publisher in the British press this week, 

 16/2/1921 A.S  

 

The forthcoming Conference in London on Near Eastern questions has 

given rise to rumours of impending modifications in the terms of the Treaty of 

Sevres. Whether any changes will be proposed or adopted in the provisions 

relating to Armenia is not known, but the British Armenia committee desires to 

take the opportunity of publicly declaring that no whittling down of those parts 

of the Treaty can be justified on any ground whatever. 

Of all the nations that fought on the side of the Entente, none sacrificed as 

much as Armenia in proportion to her numbers. Trusting to the Allied pledge of 

liberation and independence, she gave about one-fourth of her population in 

fighting and massacre to the common cause. By the Treaty of Sevres, in August 

s national 

aspirations and bound themselves to accept the frontiers, which President 

Wilson has since then delimited. 

Between the signing of this Treaty and the present date, the only events 

which have occurred effecting the position of Armenia in relation to Turkey and 

the Allies have been a conquest of one half of the Armenian republic of Erivan 

by the Kemalists and the adoption of a Soviet Government by the other half. 

Both these changes took place under overwhelming military pressure and 

through no desire or action of the Armenians themselves. They cannot relieve 

the Allies of their obligations any more than did the parallel events in Belgium, 

Serbia and Rumania during the War. Surely, too, political morality has not sunk 

so low that the Allies would seek to evade their responsibilities upon this pretext. 

The recent misfortune to Russian Armenia has cleared the situation in that 

they have compelled the Allies to deal with the problem of Turkish Armenia as a 

part of a Turkish settlement alone. It may of course be objected that Turkish 

Armenia is now without any Armenian population. But in this respect the 

situation is exactly the same as when the Treaty of Sevres was signed; and, 

besides, support of that objection would have the immoral effect of endorsing 

and justifying majority by massacre as a basis for determining political 
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questions. The Turkish Armenians who survive will return to their homes 

immediately they are allowed to, and in spite of their diminished numbers, their 

prolific and industrious character will soon make them once again the 

predominant. One possible method of obtaining the evacuation of the Armenian 

vilayets by the Turks suggests itself. The Allies could announce to Mustafa Kemal 

that the Greek troops will not retire from the territory now occupied by them in 

excess of what the Treaty of Sevres allots them until the Armenian vilayets are 

evacuated. In any case, the Allies ought to come to no decision effecting the 

Armenian provinces of Turkey without consulting the representative of the 

Turkish Armenians themselves, Boghos Nubar Pasha, who is now in London. 

NAA, f. 412, l. 1, work 85, p. 1 2, 1 4. 
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KAREN KHACHATRYAN,                                       

HAMO SUKIASYAN, GEGHAM BADALYAN  

ANNEXATION OF THE ARMENIAN TERRITORIES TO TURKEY 

AND SOVIET AZERBAIJAN IN THE 1920S AND  1930S  
(Yerevan, NAS RA, Institute of History, 2020, 187 pages + 1 loose leaf and 2 maps)  

As a result of cooperation between the Chair of History, Yerevan State 

University and the Institute of History, NAS RA 

Annexation of the Armenian Territories to Turkey and Azerbaijan in the 1920s and 

 Karen Khachatryan, PhD in 

History, Associate Professor Hamo Sukiasyan and PhD in History Gegham 

Badalyan is now available to readers. The editor of the book is K. Khachatryan. 

The academic board of the Institute of History, NAS approved the book and it was 

the complementary 
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(Yerevan, 

 

borders but also the pivotal issue, concerning the annexation of 

the 1920s and 1930s.  

For political-ideological reasons the study of territorial disputes was not 

approved in the Soviet era. Such studies were considered as topics that 

1991, the Armenian historiography was enriched with worthy studies on the loss of 

the Armenian territories in 1920 1922.  

Presently, the interest in the territorial, border issues has increased. It is 

conditioned by the 44 day war that Azerbaijan and Turkey jointly waged against 

the Republic of Artsakh in 2020 and by the severe losses that the two Armenian 

Republics suffered. The issue is also topical due to the 100th anniversary of the 

three treaties  the Alexandropol Turkish-Armenian Treaty signed on December 

2, 1920, the Moscow Russian-Turkish Treaty of March 16, 1921 and the Kars 

Turkish-Transcaucasian Treaty of October 13, 1921. These three treaties were fatal 

Territories to Turkey and Azerbaijan in the 1920s and 193  is not only a 

noteworthy historiographic reference to the unresolved territorial, border issues 

of the Republic of Artsakh, being still on the agenda of the international diplomacy 

but also it valuably complements the Armenian historiography.  

The valuable documents of the national archives in Georgia, Armenia and the 

Republic of Artsakh serve as basic source data for the joint research penned by K. 

Khachatryan, H. Sukiasyan and G. Badalyan. A great many of these documents 

are available to scholarly diffusion for the first time. The excerpts from the 

 resolutions

Central Executive Committee and commissions determining the borders of the 

provinces and regions of Armenia, Georgia and Azerbaijan, also the detailed 

reports attached to them are the new-found documents. The book also includes 

documents from the regional executive committee of the Nagorno Karabakh 

Autonomous Oblast (NKAO) and from the regional committee of the Azerbaijani 

Communist party, various official party notes, accounts, petitions and letters sent 

from provinces, maps reflecting the changes in the Armenian and Artsakh 
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borders. Important facts and testimonies are extracted from the published 

anthologies of documents and maps that were created and published during the 

Soviet years.  

 consists of a preface, three chapters, eight subchapters, an 

epilogue, Russian and English summaries and a Bibliography. The two colored 

maps attached to the work highlight the results of the study.  

The first chapter, focusing on such issues as the territory and border 

formation of Soviet Armenia in 1920 1922 also discusses the Sovietization of 

Armenia, the territory of the Soviet Socialist Republic of Armenia (SSRA) as of the 

Yerevan Armenian-Russian agreement signed on December 2, 1920. The present 

chapter also dwells upon the annexation of the Armenian territories to Turkey and 

Soviet Azerbaijan as a result of Moscow and Kars treaties, Azerbaijani assaults on 

the Armenian territories up until the beginning of 1922. The authors emphasize 

the collapse of the first Republic of Armenia conditioned by the Bolshevist-

Kemalist severe political, military pressures which paved the way for the 

annexation of the Armenian territories to Turkey and Soviet Azerbaijan in 1920

1922. Juxtaposing the territorial estimates introduced in different sources, they 

evidence that according to the third article of the aforementioned Armenian-

Russian agreement, the territory of the newly proclaimed Soviet Armenia was to 

make up more than 43000 sq. km (page 43). However with the Sovietization of 

Armenia the issue concerning the Turkish occupation of the Armenian territories 

was firstly eclipsed by the Soviet-Turkish border designation based on the Treaty 

of Moscow and Treaty of Kars. Thence, the state border designation was initiated 

by the Soviet Russia and Kemalist Turkey at the end of 1922. In 1925 1926 due to 

the work of the Soviet-Turkish committee (having been formed for that particular 

purpose) the Armenian-Turkish border was set, based on the principles of the 

aforementioned treaties. In the subsequent decades the border was subjected to 

re-designation. According to K. Khachatryan, H. Sukiasyan and G. Badalyan, 

borders of Soviet Armenia. The territory was situated in the Ararat-

Kyomurludagh-Arazdayan triangle, lying south of Yerevan province, due to which 

the village of Kyarki (currently Tigranakert) with a strategic road stretching from 

Ararat valley to Daralagyaz (currently Vayots Dzor) along with other two villages 

Jafarlu-Gyunut (Genut) were joined to Armenia. In G. Badaly
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covered about 35-

Nakhichevan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic. The work singles out another 

advantageous point for Armenians in the Kars Treaty as opposed to the Moscow 

Treaty. If according to the Treaty of Moscow, Azerbaijan was not entitled to 

concede its custody over Nakhichevan 

with the efforts of Moscow the given condition was eliminated in the Kars Treaty. 

Moreover, in fact Turkey acknowledged Sovie

Transcaucasia (pp. 49 50). Referring to the Lori neutral zone, the territorial-

border issues in Zangezur, NKAO and north-eastern regions of the Armenian 

Soviet Socialist Republic, the authors of the work state that the resolution of these 

problems at the beginning of 1922 resulted in reducing the territory of the SSRA 

for about ¼, approximating it to 32.000 33.000 sq. km (page 73). The changes 

Formation of the Armenian Soviet Socialist Republic (from December 1920 up to 

the beginning of 1922).  

Soviet Armenia 

during the Transcaucasian Federation illustrates the formation of the 

Transcaucasian Federation and the ongoing Armenian territorial losses to 

Azerbaijan in 1922 1936. K. Khachatryan, H. Sukiasyan and G. Badalyan have 

divulged the territorial losses that Socialist Soviet Republic of Armenia suffered in 

the northeastern, eastern, southeastern parts, bordering on the Soviet Azerbaijan 

as well as in Lori region bordering on the Soviet Georgia during those years. The 

rounding up to 29. 742. 59 sq. km.  

The third chapter  the NKAO and the 

Azerbaijan and its territorial losses. As the authors note, on July 5, 1921 at the 

plenary session of the Caucasian Bureau of the Central Committee of the 

Communist (bolshevik) Party (RC(b)P) it was illegaly resolved that the territory of 

the NKAO was to make up 8000 sq. km. However, in 1923-1924, breaching that 

resolution the NKAO was formed only in one part of the Nagorno Karabakh, 

covering about 5000 sq. km. In the subsequent years the authorities of Soviet 

Azerbaijan gradually seized about 600 sq. km, leaving the Oblast with a territory 

corrid 165). In the 
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the SSRA and NKAO in 1923

the aforementioned territorial-border changes are clearly depicted.  

The authors of the study K. Khachatryan, H. Sukiasyan. G. Badalyan have 

drawn the following conclusion: as a result of the territorial-border losses, the 

NKAO, the Soviet Armenia and the Republic of Armenia, being its assignee, 

appeared in strategically unfavorable conditions. Only due to the Arme

victories in the Artsakh liberation fight, many territories formerly annexed to 

Azerbaijan in the Soviet rule were liberated, becoming an integral and 

constitutionally ratified part of Artsakh (Nagorno Karabakh) Republic (AR) (p. 

167). From September 27 to November 9, 2020, took place a Turkish-Azerbaijani 

aggression against the Republic of Artsakh, with the involvment of international 

terrorist forces. As a result, occurred military-political and territorial changes, but 

the reference to them is a subject of a separate study. 

studies published up until now as for the first time it comprehensively illustrates 

the territorial losses of Soviet Armenia and the NKAO in terms of chronological 

existence of Transcaucasian Federation (1922 1936).  

The study is not only of scientific but also of ideological-political importance. 

It is a historically substantiated, unbia

on the given issue that have been written from a completely different angle. That 

is why it is desirable that the work be translated into Russian and English.  

LILIT HOVHANNISYAN  

PhD in History, Associate Professor 

Institute of History NAS RA 

lilithovannisian@yahoo.com
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