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THE ARMENIANS IN BILAD AL-SHAM

Any definitive history of Bilad al-Sham must al.so inc‘lude an
in-depth study of the minority groups that have mhal_:nte:d the
region since ancient times, for they too have played a significant
role in its political, economic, and social development. The Ar-
menians constituted one of these minority groups, §m§1 yet very
little is known of their long and intimate associations \f\"lth
historic Syria. This presentation will, theref_ore, atFempt. briefly
to trace the Armenians’ historical associations with ]?1lad al-
Sham. Tt will also examine the significance of the Armenian sour-
ce materials relating not only to th
also to the history of the region in

e Armenian settlements but
general.

I
nium B.C. the Armenian people

settled in their historic homeland, whos'e boundalt—;]es }‘:’ef_f Fr
ghly the Trans-Caucasus and the Pontus 111 t.he 1"1301' ,dt : aur}‘is
range in the south, the present Turco-Iranian h?un guyson the
east, and the Euphrates River %ﬂ the “.IESt' i 1sf rilom.ltﬁ;nousf
country was coveted at various times by 1ts pov.ver W ’ors.
Greeks, Romans, and the Byzantines on the west; Medes, Persians,
Arabs, and Turks on the east ar}d south. The _easterr} powers
strove to control this highland for its easy access into Asia Minor;
the western powers sought possession f’f .the v_alleys 01.: the Eu-
phrates and of the tributaries of .the ‘.1"1gr15 wh}ch led into Iran
and eastern Mesopotamia. From ‘flme 1mmemor1:al, th§refore, the
Armenians were compelled to emigrate from their native country

distant lands, and a number of Armen-

to neighboring as well as
ian colonies were founded abroad.

As early as the first millen
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Armeni iati :
as the Aclllll::mzjisgman?n s with Bilad al-Sham began as earl
bounds of this anciei:r;:d .(6th-4th. centuries B.C.). Within ch
of the thirteenth satra rs}lfn empire, Armenia constituted part
to the fifth satrapy ofpSy' w ich was contiguous on the southwest
found in the Achoem yria. :‘\:rmt?nlan settlers and traders were
and Commagene enid terr'-lt.ones of the Pontus, Cappadocia
the imperia] arn;i :SS t\i\llell as C.ﬂfcia and Syria. As mercenaries 11;
waged by the Pers; €y participated in practically all the wars
ians'. Followin tlllanil against the Scythians, Greeks, and Egypt-
the Armenian vagssalz ofeath of Alexander the Great in 323 B.C.,
ty of the Selouories Dthe. Achaemenids recognized the suzerain-
Seleucids, Armen; . urmg. their long associations with the
the Lycos and Halans §ett1ed in large numbers in the basins of
the Euphrates andy§ rivers as well as in the territories west of
of Antioch®. In northern Syria, in particular the capital
In 189 B, ; :
Zarindris (Zargl;)ﬂishArmeman princes Artaxias (Artashes) and
leucids, took adv;.nt O governed Armenia as vassals of the Se-
the Romans rag Mage Of, the defeat of Antiochus the Great by
doms, the firet in Ai%;les%a to festablish two independent king-
Minor. In the fie; enia Major and the second in Armenia
granes the Groat (;5 5century B.C. a descendant of Artaxias, Ti-
his scepter but et ]; 5 B.C.), not only united all Armenia under
the Selonoida . ablished ?t the expense of the Parthians and
extended fromm tl;,asé Ar{:nenlan empire. At its peak, this empire
0 the Meditens ¢ Caspian Sea and the Kura River in the north
on the east 10 l;ulean and tltfe borders of Egypt, and from Media
regions of CﬂiCitaJman-occupmd Cappadocia and the mountainous
and the Phoe iy on the west. Unlike Palestine, southern Syria,
rely recopnized Ta}n coas’t south of Ptolemais (Acre), which me-
Pedias wors 1 lgranefs suzerainty, northern Syria and Cilicia
¢ Integrated into his empire as a satrapy, with Antioch

1. See A. T. O ,

Edition, Chi‘{:al‘;img,éol)‘hg;rg; 1?‘5 1t6he Persian Empire (Phoenix Books
2. Armenian.S Sy ki g

de l’Arméniilegmd relations are discussed in RENE GROUSSET, Histoire
3. Sec § purde, des origines & 1071 (Paris, 1947), pp. 1984 '

arabe iusqu’en’gg:;mén?e entre Byzance et U'Islam, depuis. la conquéte

de Rome, CXVIL p af'x glblhgc;tgl;équewdes Ecoles Frangaises d'Athénes et
4. Consult \ ; ; - 301.

(in I:i':i’.*’ SM‘?;-;NDI;N, Criticlal History of the Armenian People

’ ., Yerevan, 1945 i
of thelsmeetWO Armenion ingdomms. 1957), 1, 114-135, for the history
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as its capital®. During his short-lived hegemony, Tigranes trans-
planted to Armenia and his capital of Tigranocerta a considerable
number of native inhabitants from the territories which he oc-
cupied. Probably an appreciable number of Armenians were
transplanted to Syria and the Levantine coastal regions, some
of whom remained there even after Tigranes’ defeat at the hands

of the Romans®.

King Khusrow of Persia occupied
and transplanted to these two cities '
Christians, including numerous Armepians’. Since these regions
were strongholds of the Nestorian sectarians, Catholicos Chri-
stopher I felt compelled to send an épistle to his Armenian flock
urging them to remain steadfast in their faith; he even journe-
yed to northern Syria to ensure that his instructions were dis-

charged®. ' N
Arab occupation of Greater Armenia, from the close of the
marked a new phase

seventh to the middle of the ninth century, ¢
their early marauding expe-

in Armeno-Syrian relations. During

ditions, beginning in 639/40, the Arabs not only plundered §evera1
provinces but also carried off thousands of mative captives to
the territories adjacent to the Euphrates, principally to Edessa,
Antioch, and northern Syria®. ;. - ' ,

5. Among the original sources dealing with the military exploits of Ti-
granes the Great consult, in particular, STRABONIS, Geogmph'lca, .ed' A.
Meineke, 3 vols. (Leipzig, 1915-1925); APPIANI ALEXANDRINI, Historia Ro-
ma, ed. L. Mendelssohn, 2 vols. (Leipzig, 1879-1881); JUSTINI JUNIANT,

Epitoma historiarum Philippicarum Pompeii Trogi, ed F. Ruehl (Leip-

zig, 1915).

6. Fgr Tigr)anes’ military conflicts with and eventual defeat.at the hands
of the Romans see MANANDIAN, Tigranes II and R‘o‘me (in Ax_'menian;
Yerevan, 1940). Consult also H. Y. ASTURIAN, Political Relations bet-
ween Armenia and Rome, 190 B.C. to 428 A.D. (in Armenian; Venice,
1912); and K. GUTERBOCK, Romisch-Armenien und die fdmisclier? Satra-
pen im 4. bis 6. Jahrhundert, in «Schirmer Festschrift» (Konigsberg,

7. ége(LO)E TER-MINASIAN, The Relations between the Armenian and Syrian
Churches (in Armenian; Etchmiadzin, 1908), p. 122

8. See MaGHAKIA ORMANIAN, National History (in Armenian; 3 vols. Cons-
tantinople-Jerusalem, 1913-1927), I, 356-357. . N

9, See ASCGHIK, Stepanos Vardapet Taronetsi's Universal History (in Ar-
menian), ed. K. Shahnazarian (Paris, 1853), bk. II, p. 24; GHEVOND PAT-
MIcH, Arab Invasions of Armenia (in Armenian), ed. K. Shahnazarian
(Paris, 1859), bk. IIL, pp. 2627, 30.

Edessa and Antioch in 539,
a considerable number of
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Du.ring their occupation of Armenia, the Arabs provided a
ha:ven in their territories for those Armenians who were victi-
mized _by the religious persecutions of Byzantium. For instance,
when in 711-713 Emperor Philippicus expelled a large group of
Armenians from Asia Minor for refusing to conform to the Greek
Orthoc%ox faith, the Arabs permitted these refugees to settle in
Arn.ael‘lga proper as well as in the regions of Melitene and northern
Syria'®. Many were enlisted in the Muslim frontier guards in the
Taurus Mountains and in Mesopotamia to defend these lands
agalns.t Byzantine attacks. On the other hand, the Arabs counte-
red with ruthless reprisals all Armenian attempts to rid their
country of Arab rule. In 653, for instance, the Arabs carried off
to Damascus some 2000 Armenian princes and their families as
hostages. After an insurrection in Armenia in 665, about 1775 of
these hostages were put to death''. The greatest and most fier-

“cely fought insurrection occurred in 851 /2. In order to guard
against the recurrence of such uprisings, large numbers of Ar-
menian nobility were carried off into captivity and a segment of
the population of the province of Taron was dispersed to all
parts of the Arab empire, particularly northern Syria'2.

Asoghik’s work is an important primary source for the history of Ar-
menia, particularly in the eleventh century, as well as the neighboring
countries. Besides several Armenian editions, this work is translated
into French, Part I by E. DULAURIER, SDEPANOS ASOGHIK, Histoire univer-
selle, Paris, 1883, and Part II by F. MACLER, Etienne Asolik de Tarén,
Histoire universelle, Paris, 1917; and into German by H. GELZER and
A. BURCKHARDT, Armenische Geschichte, Leipzig, 1907.

Ghevond Patmich’s work is one of the more important Armenian pri-
mary sources dealing with the Arab occupation of Armenia to the
year 788.

10. See Chronique de Michel le Syrien, Patriarche Jacobites d'Antioche,
trans. by J. B. CHABOT (3 vols. Paris, 1899-1910), II, 482; THEOPHANES,
Chronographia, ed. C. de Boor (2 vols. Le;pzig, 1883-1885), I, 382; Asu
AL-FARAT BAR-HEBRAEUS, Chronicon syriacum (Paris, 1890), p. 121.

11. See SEBEos, History of Heraclius by Bishop Sebeos (in Armenian; Cons-
tantinople, 1851), bk. XXXVIII. (The title of this historical work is so-
-mewhat misleading. Besides providing considerable information on
Emperor Heraclius, it is also the most important and reliable Arme-
nian primary source on the Arab occupation of Armenia in the seventh
century and has valuable data on Persia. The work is translated into
Russian by K. Patkanian (St. Petersburg, 1862), and into French by
F. Macler (Paris, 1904).

12. See Tovmas ARTSRUNI, History of the House of the Artsrunis by Tov-
mas Vartapet Artsruni (in Armenian; Tiflis, 1917), p. 131. (This work

Fid
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In 963-965 Emperor Nicephorus Phocas succeed'ed in rec:hp-
turing Cilicia, the Amanus, and northwestern Syria fromth e
Arabs, all of which remained in Byzantine hands for‘mo.re an
a century. The outflow of Muslims from 1:h<-:se'terntc?lels11 v::;
accompanied by a considerable inflow of ﬁ.eremans, Sflmde{?e e
by the Byzantine practice of using Armenian officers to

in 999 Empe-
i onquest '®. Moreover, in 9 .
e o e taneed & oin umber of Armenians to

sil II transplanted a sizable n - 1
E(;I;sfria in Syria, I;n the Orontes River'*. Fmalg, theddi‘;astfli;
tion of Armenia by the Seljuk Tqus‘ tov\.rardsf :n:::anians ”
eleventh century exacerbated the emigration ioli o lain. the
the direction of the Taurus Mountains, the Cilician Piaifl

Amanus, and northern Syria. .

The emergence of the Armemian :
1375), and itsgintimate associations W.lth. t:le 'Cl;uiafdg:e:;‘,i .Zh;:
subsequently established Frankish. princip {?t_lIerusalem o ked
tioch, and Tripoli and the Latin kingdom ©O ; :h . Arm;.nians o
a significant turning point in the fo.x'tqnes o e of political
historic Syria. The Frankish-Armenian comm

v i ited them, and finally in-
interests, the religious bonds 'Wh;cfbﬁﬁly d licia and the ruling

termartiage among the Armenian o iod to the sizable
classes of the Crusaders — all these ._cq::n 4
increase of Armenians in these territories.
As seen earlier, long before 'the art
menians already constituted an 1mpo

pulations of the regions of Efj.essa an:n‘3 oo, Morontes and
trenchment of the Crusaders 1t the valley

i number of Arme-
the Levantine coastal :ﬁgixrrll; a:lrlll safcﬁze;i:ilethese lands as well.
jan: Cilicia and the Aman! . snterlands of
nHla:ll:efr?: addition to the Antioch region, the shizlts:li.:aanLaodi-
Egessa'l and the maritime towDS of Alexandr‘;lttﬁf taf of Ar,menian
a (Latakia), and Tripoli became the new ha dl themselves into
cettl In due time, these colonizers organize
settlers. )

. : ia from
. . dal Artsruni dynasty of Armenia
is a detailed history :: Igeﬂﬁzuyear 907; continued by another author
the m(IJISt ar:ﬁﬁ: :::nIZZé The earlier accounts are replete with legen-
or authors .
dary stories). . :om TII, 198; also A. H. SAYCE, Les He-
. Mlchel le syfle 'y ' »
13. See Chronique ‘:;un empire oublié (Paris, 1891), p. 250. . el

téens; Histoirs L'Epopée byzantine a la fin du dixiéme siecle,

14. See G. SCHLUMBERGER,
3 vols. (Paris, 1896-1905), II, 151.

kingdom in Cilicia (1080-

dvent of the Latins the Ar-

ant proportion of the po-
Antioch. With the en-
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1

ecclesiasti < :
Churcflllasctgiilcirimgslc? s evidenced by the fact that the Armenian
a number of I;relet “ Hroxnkl‘a in 1179, was also attended by
SO Relestine Arr?oes representing the episcopal seats in Syria
bishops  of AI.ltiOCh ngc these, specific mention is made of the
Jerusalem 's. » Lyprus, Apamaea (Hama), Laodicea, and

It is kno
were married“;z :}l::tLa number of Cilician-Armenian princesses
graphers assert that atn princes of Tyre and Sidon. Arab geo-
1111104 }Acre o Wh‘sllllbsequent to its occupation by Baldwin I
Armenian element 1;- ha_d a mixed population — also had an
had its own hostel ‘; i, m‘the middle of the twelfth century
was still a large A N th-e middle of the following century there
the fact that if 124{111&1115lrl community at Acre, as attested by
when, after Saladi ? they had a prince's. This was the period
the principal ce L Conq}1est of Jerusalem, Acre had become
In the first ;llt?; Off Chrlst_ian power in Palestine.

through Armenjaa 3 ft he thirteenth century the Mongols swept
protecting the int = e mFO. :‘\natolia, Hence, with a view to
cluded milita 1?-gnty of Cilicia, King Hetum I of Cilicia con-
and also withryh-a 1ances with the Mongol Guyuk Khan in 1247
Armenian contiris successor Mangu Khan in 1253. As a result,
Anatolia as well gznsts fought side by side with the Mongols in
L e PR P yria. They joined forces with Hulagu in the
b e e citie???’ Hama, Homs, Heliopolis, Damascus, and
Jerusalem, but the . They had also planned the conquest of
- interru;pt ik news of Mangu Khan’s death compelled Hulagu
no-Mongol tro successful .Campaign. In consequence, the Arme-
blus, in Palestigl; s left behind in Syria suffered defeat near Na-
forth, the Ciliciar al:' the hands of the Mamluks in 1260'®. Hence-
By iy tClan ingdom became one of the principal targets
attacks. The Mongols’ preoccupation with internecine

15. See NERSE -
(in Arm:ﬁfaffn;(’n“*‘”: Encyclical Letters by St. Nerses the Gracious
bifhoprics we)r iiusalem, 1871), pp. 198-199. Whether the above-named
S 2 s only ones in Syria and Palestine at this time can-
O thas Armg’ni;lerm.med, p.articularly since it is known that not all
hsiiadlL n episcopacies in the east were represented at this
See GHEV :

G angNEeﬁd:; A?I:Isgm, Sissouan; Documentary Study of Armenian

e Great (in Armenian; Veni

gee I\I?NANDIAn, 46 el enice, 1885), p. 482, note 2.
ee KIrakos Ga ; e . :

372,373, NDZAKETSI, History (in Armenian; Venice, 1865), pp.

16.

17.
18.
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conflicts prevented them from coming to the aid of the Arme-

nians, forcing Hetum to surrender to Sultan Baybars (1260-77)
a number of his fortresses in the Amanus and along the Syrian
border. When the Mongols renewed their Syrian expedition they,
together with Hetum, scored temporary victories at Homs and
Damascus in 1299; but another invasion in 1303 ended in the
decisive defeat of the Mongols near Damascus. In the meantime,
Tripoli (1289), Acre (1291), and Arwad (1302) having fallen into
Mamluk hands, Latin rule in the Levant had already come to an
end. With the fall of the capital of Sis in 1375, the Armenian
kingdom of Cilicia became incorporated into the Mamluk empire.

The Cilician kingdom distinguished itself in cultural achieve-
ments; it also attained an important position in the international
affairs of the east. No less significant was the Armenian role in
the economy of the Levant under Latin rule, both on the local

and international levels. The accounts of contemporary tra:velers,
pilgrims, and geographers“’, indicate that the Crusaders yege-
mony in this area stimulated maritime activity and international

trade to a degree which had not been attained since Roman Firnes.
After the dissolution of the kingdoms and principalities in Ar-
menia proper in the cleventh century, Armenian traders bad
established important commercial contacts with the I:evantme
maritime centres as well?°. These merchants engaged in a vast
international trade; their caravans brought manu.factured good.s,
such as silk, dyes, and spices, from interior Asia to the Latin
principalities?'. This merchandise was not only sold locally 'but
also traded with European firms through their .representatwes
in the Latin commercial centers. The local Armenians, who cons-
tituted an appreciable segment of the Levantine populatmr;ls,
also distinguished themselves as artisans and craft-smen. In the
first half of the thirteenth century, the cosmogohtan town of
Tripoli had a considerable number of ﬂ_krmel-uans vtrho were
active in this seaport’s economic life, especially in the silk manu-

Dhikr al-Sham, ed. J. Gildemeister

hat al-Mushtaq:
e ricH, Description of the Holy Places,

19. AL-IDRISI, i
Bonn, 1885), pp- 12, 15; THEODO
(trans. Aubrey Stewart (London, 1896), pp. 71-73; JOANNES PHocas, The
Pilgrimage of Joannes Phocas, trans. Aubrey Stewart (London, 1896),
pp. 9-10; WILLIAM OF TyrE, History of Deeds, Babcock-Krey trans., 11, 6.
20. MANANDIAN, Op. Cit., 111, 166. ] (el _ I
21. ARSHAK ALBOYAJIAN, History of Armenian Emigrations (in Armenian;
3 yols. Cairo, 1941-1961), II, 453-454.
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facturing industry?’. It can be conjectured that the same was
true in the other Latin-dominated towns — such as Acre, Tyre,
Sidon, and Beirut — whose manufactured goods found markets
in Europe.

The Mamluks’ occupation of Palestine and Syria, and their
periodic invasions of Cilicia in the thirteenth and fourteenth
centuries, had the most adverse effects upon the large Armenian
settlements in Syria as well as those in the Cilician kingdom. In
Cilicia the Mamluks destroyed numerous towns, fortresses, and
villages, as well as a large number of religious establishments
and cultural centers. They decimated the Armenian population
in Cilicia and northern Syria, carrying off countless captives
and slaves to their territories in Syria, Palestine, and Egypt.
Thousands of Cilician Armenians, unable to withstand the
Mamluk tyranny and cruel exploitation, migrated to Cyprus®
as well as to various European countries where they founded
new colonies.

In Syria itself, the prominent position which the Armenians
occupied under the Latins was dealt a severe blow under the
Mamluks. Despite the absence of documentary evidence, it may

be assumed that many of the captives and slaves from Cilicia

and northern Syria were gradually assimilated with the Muslim
populations in the Mamluk dominion to escape the anti-Christian
discriminatory restrictions and burdensome taxation. It is not
unlikely that a substantial segment of the Armenians inhabiting
the Levantine coast took refuge in the Lebanese mountains and
eventually were assimilated with the Maronite community. It
seems equally probable that others joined with the Latins who
returned to Europe, particularly to the Italian cities. And, finally,
the drought, famine, pestilence, and earthquakes that punctuated
almost the entire Mamluk era and reduced the population of
Syria and Egypt to about one third of its former size*, must
have taken a heavy toll of the Armenian communities in the
Levant. In consequence, the once prosperous and multitudinous
Armenian population was appreciably diminished. Whereas un-

22. Ibid., 11, 453.

23. Ibid., 11, 550-553.

24. PuiLip K. Hitni, History of Syria, from the Earliest Times to the Pre-
sent (London, 1957), p. 638; cf. also D. AvaLoN, The Plague and Its
Effects upon Mamluk Army, in «Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society»,
1946, pp. 67-73.

|
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der the Latins members of this ethnic group were found almost
everywhere from the Taurus Mountains to Egypt, under the
Mamluks they were represented by small enclaves in Cilicia, in
northwestern Syria?®, Aleppo, Latakia, Damascus, Mount Leba-
non, and in the Palestinian towns of Jerusalem, Bethlehem, Jaffa,
Ramle, Gaza, and so forth. This state of affairs continued until
the Ottoman conquest of historic Syria in the beginning of the
sixteenth century.

The principal Armenian enclaves in northwestern Syria were
located in Antioch and its neighboring villages. In the Amanus
there were communities at Payas, Alexandretta, Suwaydiyah,
and their immediate villages. On the slopes of Musa Dagh (also
known as Jabal Musa), Armenians. were concentrated in six
exclusive villages, and also lived with the local Turkomans,
Alawis, and Arabs in nearby villages. In the region of Jabal Agra
(Mount Cassius) not only the principal town of Kasab but also
twelve neighboring villages were inhabited almost solely by» Ar
menians. The existence of a number of sanctuaries, nOW in rums,
in the vicinity of Kasab?® suggest the presence over the centuries
of an organized network of Armenian monastic and eccl_esms.tm
institutions. They also indicate the large size of thfe community
there in medieval times-as well as under the earlier period of
Ottoman rule. | . .

Throughout the Ottoman period the Armenian settlers in
northwestern Syria were, in the main, peasants. In contrast, the
Armenians at Alexandretta were petty merchants and sx.nall-scale
commission agents®’; at Antioch they were lgrgely artlsanfB and
craftsmen, though not a few were engaged 11:9 ggmmerce ; at
Kilis they were traders, artisans, and farmers®’; and at Beylan,
a resort town, and its neighboring villages, they were primarily

fruit and vegetable growers®.

ific ences to historic and modern Armenian s?ttlements

25. 11:?; :ftiﬁz t;':rflegyﬁa, see PauL Jacouor, Antioche (3 vols. Beirut, 1931).

26. Ibid., III, 501-502. . .

27. S(;:I’ASIIEPRIKIAN, Dictionary of Natural Geography (in Armenian; 2
vols. Venice, 1900-1905), L, 51. .

28. Ibid., I, 220-222. . .
29, II\blgl;RfHOVHANNBSIANTS, A Brief Journey to North Syria (in Armenian)

o Sionn. 3 (1868), p. 23L. _
in «Sions, 3 (1863), P . History of the Armenians of Aleppo

30. Ibid, p. 174; also A. SURMEY
(inld}{rgleiian; 3 vols. Aleppo, Beirut, Paris, 1940-1950), IIL, 745-746.

42.- pLQUUILLD 1977
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. As .we have seen, Latakia was the seat of an Armenian
blsh.opnc during the Frankish hegemony in the Levant. This
testlﬁes to the existence of a substantial colony and a large
organ.lzed ecclesiastical institution ecnompassing the city and
ie V.lllages in its environs. Under Mamluk and Ottoman rule
‘ nfi gsrlzctei of these communi?ies was considerably diminished by
similatiozn te hother, esgeaally Christian, countries and by as-
R thiWI; the n.atlve Christian and Muslim populations,
e s at.er period the records no longer refer to an Ar-

nian ishopric. Nevertheless, Latakia continued to serve as
an important transit station for pilgrims to the Holy Land. The
?1:3811371;; there was built in 1755, and the church was constructed

. Following the downfall of the Armenian kingdom of Cilicia
in 1375 a large group of Armenians migrated to Lebanon and
settled p.rmcipally in Tripoli, the neighboring villages of Zagharta
and Ihdin, and the region of Ghazir. In the course of time most
of :chese migrants were assimilated by the native Christian popu-
Iations®'. Not until the seventeenth century is there any record
of anot.her sizable Armenian migration to Lebanon. This was
t}}e period when Fakhr al-Din II encouraged the settlement in
his territories of political refugees and religious minorities, and
when Christian families migrated from Syria to Lebanon to
escape.Ottoman tyrannical rule®. According to an unpublished
Armenian manuscript??, several thousand Armenians, who had
fled from Sis in Cilicia during the years 1683-90, had settled
among the Maronites in the region of Jubbat Bisharri. The docu-
ment also asserts that the Maronite Baladi monks had appropriat-
ed some fifteen monasteries which the Armenians had founded
in that region. :

Toward the end of the seventeénth century, the Maronites
began to welcome to their territories in Lebanon Greek, Syrian,

- 31. SISAK VARIABEDIAN, The Armenians in Lebanon (in Armenian; Beirut,
1951), pp. 89.

32. CoMmTE DE VOLNEY, Voyage en Syrie et en Egypte (2 vols. 2nd ed. Paris,
1787), 11, 68.

33. MS. no. 669 of the Armenian monastery of Bzommar (Lebanon) writ-
ten by Andreas Agheksandrian, superior-general of the same institution
(1880-1909). The passage referred to here is reproduced by H. TOPIIAN,
The Armenians in Syria (in Armenian) in <Hayastani Kochnak», 28
(1928), p. 747. .

f %
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and Armenian refugees who had defected from their historic
native churches, and also admitted pupils from these groups
into their seminaries. Moreover, the Maronite feudal lords, nota-
bly the Khizan shaykhs of the district of Kisrawan, bestowed
lands and money on these newcomers and helped establish them
in their adopted home?*. Under the hereditary governorship of
the Khazins, Kisrawan became 2 flourishing Christian district®®,
and Syrian, Greek, and Armenian Catholic communities were

planted in north Lebanon.
ted to Lebanon in the last quarter

The Armenians who migra
of the seventeenth century were for thé most part people who
were persecuted by the authorities of the Armenian church and
millet because of their adherence to the Catholic faith and who
sought a safe refuge among the Maronites. It must be aseumed_.
that the monasteries founded in the region of Jubbat Bisharri

belonged to these converts, and that aft_er their ess"il:nil;ti;n
with the natives these institutions passed mto";he. hands of the
ho had defected

Maronite church. i}

The Armenian Catholics in Greater Syria, who I efect
from the national church, established several religious institu-
tions in Mount Lebanon in the eighteenth century. The first ?f
these, known as the «Antonian» monastic "'ord_er, was feunded in
1716 by four brothers from Aleppo who built a monastery at

illage of Ghusta in Kisrawan, on a site grant-
Kraym, near the villag o, O e

ed to them by the Maronite Prince Sakhr '
of this order }\’;vere patterned after those of the }Vl.aromte order
by the same name. In 1742 Bishop Abraham .Artsnnan ‘?f 'Al.ePI?O
founded a separate Armenian Catholic patriarchate with juris-

diction over Armenian adherents to Catholieism in Cilic.ia a’}d
:an organized bishoprics and missions In

Greater Syria®’. Artsivi
es, pp. 3233, 3738, 4142, 88.

"the Maronit
Role of the fi Jabal Lubnan (Beirut, 1859), pp.

34, RapHAEL, The i
Akhbar al-A'yan

35. TANNUS AL-SHIDYAQ,

85, 201-203. - . .

' i i der, which now is

36. i ublished history of the Antonian order, i

i'Ix'lh:rhz llsibiral.r;mcgf the monastery of Bzommar in Mount Lebanon. ‘Thls

MS. has been extensively utilized in vol. III of ORMANIAN'S National
History (see note 8). . ) o o

. No DAVIDIAN, Biografia di sua beatitudine Abramo Pie-

T triaroa e catolicos degli Armeni (Cairo, 1861). For a

iarca di Cilicia 4
tro I patriar tholic patriarchate see ANDREAS AGHEK-

h on the Armenian Ca : ANDREA
:;;l;:IgAr; pBrief History of the Twelve Catholicoses of Cilicia (in Arme-

nian; Venice, 1906).

(R}
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these regions, which he directed from the monastery of Kraym.
In 1750 his successor, Hakob-Petros II, transferred his seat to
the monastery of Bzommar (Armenian Zmmar), and the small
ecclesiastical community in this institution became the nucleus
of a second Armenian Catholic monastic order known as «Zm-
marian» %,

Little is known of the actual size, organization, and admi-
nistration of the Armenian Catholics in historic Syria before the
middle of the nineteenth century. By 1860 they had founded
sixteen churches and several parochial schools to accommodate
their community needs®?. On the eve of World War I, there were
7500 Armenian Catholics in Greater Syria: 5000 in the gazas of
Aleppo, Iskenderun, and Beylan; 2000 in the gazas of Antioch,
Shughur, and Sahyun; 300 in Beirut and its environs; and 200
in the sanjaks of Mount Lebanon and Jerusalem *°.

The origin of the Armenian colonization of Aleppo cannot
be easily determined because of the absence of documentary
evidence. Nevertheless, it can safely be assumed that Armenian
associations with this important commercial city date back to
the earliest Christian centuries. It can be surmised that sub-
sequent to the establishment of the Cilician state Armenians who
inhabited the region of Antioch spread into Aleppo as well. With
the growth of commercial contacts between the Cilician kingdom
and Syrian mercantile centers, more and more Armenians were
attracted to the city of Aleppo*'.

The earliest indication of an organized community at Aleppo
is found in a colophon of an Armenian Gospel manuscript copied
in that city in 13292, Following the fall of Sis, the Mamluks
carried off some 40,000 Armenian captives, a number of whom
settled at Aleppo“’. Before the ,end of the fourteenth century
the Armenian community had developed to an extent that war-
ranted the erection of two churches adjacent to those of the
other Christian communities, namely, the Greek Orthodox, Ma-

38. See MEsroP TERZIAN, The Armenian Monastery of Zmmar, 1749-1949
(in Armenian; Beirut, 1949).

39. Ibid., p. 78.

40. See M. ORMANIAN, The Church of Armenia, trans. from the French by
G. Marcar Gregory and ed. by Terenig Poladian (London, 1955), p. 207.

41. SURMEYAN, op. cit., III, 5.

42. Ibid., 111, 25-26.

43. Misak KELESHIAN, Sis-Matian (in Armenian; Beirut, 1949), pp. 59, 72.
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Armenian church in Aleppo soon acquir-

- ians. The
ronites, and Syrians ich, as attested by the

ed the status of a separate bishopric wh :
extant manuscripts copied in that city, ngressad_ Suﬁczﬁg
to establish a regular scriptorium to meet .the growing & :

i : . i iptorium emerged as
for religious and liturgical books. This scrip N re
the cultural, intellectual, and artistic Cﬁnt?r of 7 ¢ Iljplife
community“. As the Armenian Comm-u[11tys e;deﬂ? st:;ilsient
advanced, Aleppo attracted an increasing nl;m erax?d e
clergy who traveled between Armenia OT i _1c1a1 catholicosate
Land**. Finally, with the founding of .the reglona.t e
of Cilicia at Sis in 1446, and the growing pzosgf;;dy o el
pine colony, the bishopric of Aleppo Was & Iy to that of the
position within the see second in importance on'y
catholicosal seat itself. i in

hSince the institution of the pilgrimage to th“’stHﬁi’LeLiﬂfVed
the earliest centuries of Christianity: Alepp 2 £ for Armenian
as one of the most important .Syrlan ?lt'ap(;nfnust have been
pilgrims, and in the course of time faClIHes By Be oy pri.
established for their accommodation and €0 tion, which dates
vately owned Armenian ecclesiastical msfclt: undoubtedly as-
back to the middle of the fourteenth C;n uislhrims, At the end
sumed the responsibility of caring et iI;ctegenth century the
of the fifteenth or the beginning of t}-lft : number of inns and
Aleppine Armenian magnate Reis Isa bu-1 ts and particularly for
hostels for the accommodation of transien

. . J’erusalemdb. 5 L " . .
pllgr;mst}iogfofggn period, Armenias efmfres‘ ?rzuﬁr?:fir?
n . sixte .

T d half of the : skt

Cilicia in the secon onsistin
%Leigx?dfiﬁznenil of the same centug a.no‘tthi‘leiﬁul?fh‘; émigréi

Julfa 1n :

Lems irnte ders, came from Ny s

_prlmarlly. i iz venteenth century were Prlnclpally fro
in the middle of the se d by others from the

: who W followe
e h?i'stierf;uished themselves as bakers,
; : i
same town in later times,

i Poland
Armenian monk from b
i at traders. An Arm iy
gl'lllerS, an};i “fhfvho visited the city 11 1616, _reports th;il i s
ylme‘;ﬁ = ats:é three hundred Arabic-speaking Armenian
ear there we
111, 68, 77-7
ns in Aleppo, 1
p. 312- 315; ALBOYAJIAN, op. cil.,
26-27.

9, 8283, 146-210, 227, 392; a.lso NERSES
1605-1635 (in Armenian) in «Handes
11, 451-452.

44. SURMEYAN, op. cil.,
AKINIAN, The Armenid
AJTISDrya»,_ 47 (1933}: p

45. Surmeyax, op. cit., 1L

46. Ibid., 111, 32-33.
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lies in Aleppo, most of whom were merchants who engaged in
commerce with India, Baghdad, and Isfahan*’. In 1737 Armenian
settlers arrived from Erzurum, and in the late 1740’s there was
a new wave of migration from Cilicia. The magnates originally
of Julfa, after occupying a position of prominence in Aleppine
commerce and in the administration of the local Armenian com-
munity’s affairs for over two centuries, gradually dwindled in
number and influence. They were replaced by a group of enter-
prising merchants who, beginning in the eighteenth century, ar-
.rived from the Anatolian cities of Akin, Arapkir, and the villages
in their vicinities. These traders, and the artisans who accompani-
efl them, gradually emerged as the dominant class in the Alep-
pine community. In the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries Ar-
menian colonization was principally from Erzurum, Erzincan
and Akin, as well as from Cilicia, notably Ayntab and Marash.
And, finally, after the Hamidian massacres of 1895-96, refugees
arrived from eastern Anatolia as well*®,

The period from the sixteenth to the eighteenth centuries
stands out as the most prosperous era in the history of the Ar-
menians of Aleppo, from the standpoint of the organization of
their ecclesiastico-national institutions as well as their economic
status. The preeminent position of Aleppo among the Armenian
communities of northern Syria stemmed primarily from its signi-
ficance as one of the most important centers of international
trade. Armenian traders began to play significant roles as inter-
mediaries in this international trade as early as the sixteenth
century*®. By the 1550’s the local Armenian community of Aleppo
counted in its ranks a large number of prominent merchants
from Julfa, who as enterprising and wealthy magnates occupied
an important position in Aleppo’s international trade. They en-
gaged in large-scale transit trade between Europe and the Orient,
principally by acting as intermediaries between the European
colonists of Aleppo and the eastern markets or by establishing
direct contacts with the producing firms in Europe through the

W3

47. See SIMEON LeHATsI, Accounts..8f His Travels (in Armenian), ed Nerses
Akinian (Vienna, 1936), pp. 319-320. :

48. For details concerning the Armenian colonization of Aleppo during
the Ottoman period, consult SURMEYAN, op. cit., III, 67, 103, 116, 120,
680-682, 694-695, 728-729, 770, 894. ’

49. Ibid., III, 270-271.
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i uls. During the years 1590-1632 the French,
agency of foreign consuls g e Y Lt Aleppo

i utch, Venetian, and Sp '
f:rfcllﬁcl?t’ec:) their silk trade solely with the mercantile ﬁrm of Kho;a
Petik, who apparently monopolized the supply of thls productf.
He and his brother Khoja Sanos operated a vast netv.rork o
commercial establishments in Anatolia, ?ersia, and India, sup-
plying raw silk and in exchange distributing

tured goods. . -
urin 1630-60 a number of Armenians were
e f the mint at Aleppo, and

trusted with the superintendency o ) .
even as late as the end of the seventeenth cexllltmzl :gc:liembmu :111]11:31;
sarrafs (money chargers) for'the most part hanc

of foreign exchange®. __— C
The period extending from the mlfldlg of thteh s_lxtt:;:;ha:;
about the end of the seventeenth centuries marl;sdin: i’f .
of Armenian Aleppine commerce. The grafiual de “oflow of Arme-
of merchants of .Tu]fi,1 o:;gin k;:roiifiﬁiaﬁf: t'l;gese * ntororising
jans from Akin an ap . S s,
glzll'lchants soon replaced those o_fA._Tulfa as foﬁfiﬁizﬁlce
on a relatively smaller scale. Many at first enter Fiorals, foreign
of governors, highranking civilian and miltery OFPR5
o e e it thsoamasid gt
wealth by establishing independent commerct tuties many na-
deed, during the eighteenth and nineteerith .c-il:mberlains com-
tives' of Arapkir distingul she.d tﬂli:n;ie)i";e:h:sn ((:)ne hundred 'khans
::sulting from the opening of the Suez Cfan?‘,l'nf]l:;o&n merchants
community still possessed 2 number 0 ~w;4mor as well as in
whose firms had branches in eastern Asia »

.. PSP | l“’ ’ ecom.
Baghdad, Basra, and Persia. Begit 8 o he fxs'gl:ng:n Alep-
mercial activities o the lt;gdginmz:ln‘ﬁ:lr‘:d to the role of middle-
pine comxpunifsysggzr:glgntseand to small-scale banking. After the
mfa; or cocrln,;nurkish pogroms in Anatolia 'in 18?5-9'6‘:_3. lﬁrge n:lrlx;
;gr ejil") I;'(::fugee merchants chose Aleppo as tl?elrtlif:ast?r:e oy
established commercial contacts with firms 1% % €00 O
vinces. Armenians continued to serve in ,

European manufac-

50. Ibid., 11, 531-533.
51. Ibid., III, 738.
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forei :
dealtg: szzzi:lg;zf”imi the genera1. massacres of World War I
The economic fu(;-l e onceflourishing Armenian community.
nity were not confined itlons of the Armenian Alep pine commu-
settlement in the f 0 commerce alone. Indeed, since the first
brought with the Outll‘lte.enth century the majority of the colonists
established s aﬁm i-lr traditional arts, crafts, and trades, and
tary ,I]? Emﬂy occup:::’f:n:gfms. developing their trades as heredi-
to the %ﬁjﬁ;’g ;fe ;ilzzl :‘lizlrz?ﬁanbcolonization of Damascus prior
rule in Armenia, pertodicell obscure. The Arab.s, durmg their
other parts of tjhf cally carried off Armenian captives to
Damascus, Whethelr ;mplre, including the Umayyad capital of
important Sytian r there was an established community in this
the Mamluke cannn:el';mpolfs under t.he Arabs as well as under
Nevertheless. it | o le; easily determined from historical works.
Arab Canue:st DS perhaps safe to assume that even before the
From Avgin Itamascus served as a way station for pilgrims
menian ecdles t_Calll also be surmised that as elsewhere an Ar-
the spiritaa] I,lasdlca institution had been established to meet
lities for tto e;f s of the sm?.ll ?ommunity and to provide faci-
there was an i\(;m ort of the pilgrims. By the mid-seventh century
engaged i intel enian cultur.al center ?t Damascus where monks
ey ellectual pu.r’smts., as evidenced by the translation
b enian of St. Basil's Discourses in 661.
was tﬁledt:ll;tile Ottomans the monast.ery and church of St. Sarkis
Commanit c equD of the small Armenian ecclesiastical and secular
church 1 y of Damascus. The date of the construction of this
ch is u.nknown, but the fact that it was restored in 1617 sug-
gests ‘th.at it was built at the latest in the sixteenth century.
seemUItlctﬂf those of Aleppo the Armenians of Damascus do not
cortain r:VG played a notable role in the city’'s commerce. A
Small-sczle li)c:Jrstilr(::s engaged in coml.ne{'cml activitic-es and operated
keepers, ses, but the majority were artisans and shop-
i B§123°:1gg§ut the long .history of the Armenian communities
distina -Sham the I?atrlarchate',_of Jerusalem has always been
1S inguished as the single most i ?portant institution. Its posi-
tion of preeminence among the vagious sees of the Armenian
church stemmed first, from its unique association with the domi-

52. Ibid., 111, 421422, 680-682, 701-702, 972977.
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d its custodianship, with

nical sanctuaries in the Holy City an
of the shrines; secondly,

the Greek Orthodox and Latin churches,

from its control of a sizable number of privately owned mona-
steries and churches in the Holy Land and neighboring countries;
and, thirdly, from the great influence which the see e.xercxsefd
over the large segment of the Armenian communities in Syria
and even beyond which were under its direct administrative juris-

diction. ,
The official recognition of Christianity by Constantiné the
Great, and the construction of the dominical sanctuaries at
Jerusalem and Bethlehem in the first half of the fourfTh centtl;tll;)l',
induced numerous pilgrims to se¢ for themselves the glagesd > -
lowed by Christ. The extent of the pilgrimage can be ju g; ojf,
the fact that by the beginning of the fifth century the num eruld
monasteries and hostels in the Holy City where P,ﬂgnm s €0 all
be housed was over three hundred®’. 'I.‘he, same perg’dt,l'lzsl';::; o%
from the fourth to the sixth centuries, Mt:sls;edrganize 1 mo-

m ici ticism centered in regul
e aations. Ea h historians attest to the fact

nastic institutions. Early churc > > environs

that the initial monasteries in the Holy city :sm\lar;re S nduct.

were multiracial and that the devotional servic

ed in various vernaculars®.
Along with other Christian gmupls; o a

arrive in Jerusalem in substantial num er

. istiani
residents after the proclamation of Chrlsof thfayfourth century.

religion of their country in the be.g' g astic facilities, but in
They at first shared the mulwathey founded a number of pri-

due time, not unlike the others, e BUR Trioly Land.

i churches thr e
vate monasteries and the heterogeneous Christian com-
: ffected for a whole

Religious harmony among ool

oo lem was not seriousty & s

::lllrlxrtll;t:;safizrjflf: s\:rifie breach occasioned by the decisiors -Of'the

controversial Council of Chalcedon (A.D. 451), ft?r all Christians
oversi der the spiritual authority of the bishop of Jerusa-

remained under ites, among them the

. th hys
lem. cutions of the monophysl .
:m er'fihe spi:/seie initiated by the Byzantine Emperor Justin 1

(518-527) and reached their climax during the reign of his suc-

Armenians began to
s pilgrims and as
as the official

53 See A, Co La Palestine sous les empereurs grecs (Grenoble, 1869),
. 1 . URET,

54 IS)ee2 113‘. LAGRANGE, Lettres choisies de St, Jérome,

p. 160.
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cessor, ini
domtiar, ‘Z‘:::l;la; I (527-565), a staunch adherent of the Chalce-
clergy of he H T 1 result of these persecutions, the Armenian
hierzrchy of J: r?'lsaland severed their ecclesiastical ties with the
their monacterin | etllxll. Many I.nonophysite clergy abandoned
regions of the HolmL ¢ Holy (?lty and sought refuge in other
who remuined form}; h and and in neighboring countries. Those
Henceforwand. 1o an Armenian see independent of the Greek.
patriarchate eners _see of Jerusalem was split into the Greek
regardlees of naﬁcxsmg jurisdiction over the dyophysite Christians
having authoritymcl,:lelﬁy tf;l' language, ar}d the Armenian hierarchy
the .glcobite Syrian, Coptiz, I:;;)clll cz)l?ys;ssliﬁia;ommunities, potably
o theygigflgzl islorfm?lanon in Palestine and Syria came to an end
the Arabian Penc’) :11 e seventh century. The Muslim Arabs from
Syria. Tt was Lo 11;15 a hac.l occupied several strategic towns in
born Emperer Hc ecl.s their further advance that the Armenian-
Antioch g Alo eraclius (610-641) mustered from the vicinity of
mostly Armen PPO an army of some fifty thousand mercenaries,
army by he A:lnbs and local Arabs®. The crushing defeat of this
Hum’s doom Ja s at the battle of Yarmuk in 636 sealed Byzan-
The torme o t;alrusale.m su.rrendered to Caliph Umar I in 638.
the monMuli einiapl.tulatlon allegedly offered by the caliph to
Versionasé TLm abltzjln.ts of the city are preserved in several
S bute.authentlcuy of. this charter seems highly ques-
Vi the ) its terms.essgntlally reflect the Arab policy vis-a-
non-Muslim subjects under their dominion generally®e.

55. See T ’
215 f‘rB;:;'P é::saslez:hig‘ngd. J. d.e Goeje, 15 vols. (Leyden, 1879-1901), I,

. é 385), 1, 337, ) graphia, ed. C. de Boor, 2 vols. (Leipzig, 1883-
g::t;fiﬁ' Annales, 1, 2405-2406; BELADSORI [AL-BALADHUR1], Liber expu-
1866), p 13§7:egl;0nt€m (Futuh al-Buldan), ed M. J. de Goeje (Leyden,
Islan'lic .Staté Cnthh .trans: of Beladsori by P. HiTr1, Origins of the
Public Law ‘;01 o) 6!;.mbla University Studies in History, Economics and
rikh), ed. 1\'4 T. H, pt. 1 (New York, 1915); AL-YA‘ouB1, Historiae (Ta'-
translation o.f th ;utsma, 2 v‘ols. (Leyden, 1883), II, 167. An English
phate, Its Rise eD oc.ument will be found in WiLLiaM MUIR, The Cali-
Ttalian version 2 ;C:)Yle, and Flel (Edinburgh, 1924), p. 134; and an
lanlahan, 1905.1926) wlllclﬂ - ;le Caetani (ed.), Annali dell'Islam, 10 vols. (Mi-

57. See Camran » vol. III, pt. 2, pp. 956957, A.H. 17, para. 173.

58, It is wen I, op. cit., pp. 956957.
the tgrm t:ral‘l?y asserted that the Greek Patriarch Sophronius arranged

of the capitulation of Jerusalem with Caliph Umar I. The
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'I:he Christian inhabitants of Jerusalem were granted religious
!lberty and security for their lives, property, and’ ¢hurches; ahd
in return they were to pay the jizyah and to assist the Arab

rulers in warding off Byzantine tro¢ps and raiders.

The roster of Armenian patri. chs of Jerusalem begins with
the reign of Abraham: it was k. who, upon the Arab conquest
of Jerusalem in 638, allegedly re-eived a charter from the Caliph
Umar guaranteeing the integrity of the Armenian possessions in
the Holy Land and recognizing him as the spiritual leader not
only of the Armenian community but also of the other mono-
physite Christian commurities. With the Arab conquest of Jeru-
salem, the Armenian see of the Holy City attained a stature which
perhaps equaled the Greek patriarchate,-whose associations with
the Byzantine efnpire rendered it suspect in the eyes of thle

conquerors. : , _
A widely published document attributed to-a seventh-centl{ry
monk, Anastas Vardapet, contains a list of seventy monasteries
and churches which the Armenians are said to have owned in
5% The list supplies

that century in Jerusalem and its environs
arding the alleged Arme-

the barest minimum of information regarci’s ; .
nian institutions, and is limited 'solely‘ to réc?r‘.img (.)f their
names, locations, and the feudal families 1n Armenia which pro-

vided their endowments. The document asserts that an unspecifi-
asteries confiscated by the Greeks

ed number of Armenian mon . ! A
were eventually recovered by the Armenian Princes after pay-
ment of a large sum of money t0 the Byzantine Emperor Justin-
ian. When subsequently the Greek authorities 10 Jerusalem warn-
Greek claim that the Arab conquerot granted a charter to the same
ecclesiastic, entrusting the custody of all the Holy Places exclusively
to the Greeks, is based on a later forgery designed to further this
community’s claims to the sanctuaries. (See L. G. A. Cust, The. Status
Quo in the Holy Places, London, 1929, p- 6). Equally unauthentic are
the edicts which the Armenian patriarch of Jerusalem is alleged to
have received not only from Caliph Umar

1 but also from the Prophet
Muhammad and the Orthodox Caliph Ali. (For details see A. K. San-
Communities in

: Syria under Ottoman Dominion,
g:g;bf:ieg: r;ﬂn:;:f n1965, pp. 351-352, note 2). Al} of 'the:,se documents,
which must have been fabricated to support Tival’ claims to the do-
minical sanctuaries, have 0o historical foundation. =~ o

59. For a study of this text see my article Anastas Varqapet's .Lnst of Ar_-

Seventh-Century Jerusalem: A Critical Exami-

menian Monasteries in
nation in «Le Muséon», LXXXII, nos. 34 (1969), pp- 265-292.
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ed the monophysites — that is, the Armenians, Jacobite Syrians,
Copts, and Abyssinians — that unless they adhered to the Chal-
cedonian doctrine they would not be permitted to sojourn in the
Holy City, some five hundred Armenian monastics were advised
by Catholicos Hovhannes II (557-574) to abandon their monas-
teries rather than make doctrinal concessions to the Greeks.
Although many of the monks are sajd to have left for Caesarea
in Palestine and Egypt, others remained in their institutions at
Jerusalem, despite the persecutions meted out to them by the
Byzantine authorities, until the Arab conquest. Under Arab rule
the Armenian monastic institutions gradually disintegrated and
fell to ruins; some that had been left without administrators were
occupied by the Greeks. This disintegration is ascribed to the
failure of the catholicoses and princes to dispatch the revenues
from the endowments in Armenia and to the heavy taxes imposed
by the Arabs. The last section of the text, which appears to have
been a much later addendum, asserts that there remained only
fifteen monasteries in the hands of the Armenians. These were
scattered on the Mount of Olives, in Bethlehem, on Mount Sinai,
along the shores of the Sea of Galilee and Jordan River, on
Mount Hermon, and on Mount Tabor®°, R

In a separate study I have shown that the document at-
tributed to Anastas Vardapet is of doubtful authenticity*'. Though
probably containing a core of truth going back to an earlier do-
cument, in the form in which the text is preserved there are many
elements which clearly show that it is not reliable. Nevertheless,
there is ample evidence that the Armenians did indeed have im-
portant religious institutions in the early Christian centuries,
albeit not to the extent claimed by the document attributed to
Anastas.

The existence of these establishments at an early date is
confirmed by the fact that in the mid-fifth century the Armenians
had established a scriptorium in Jerusalem®?. This scriptorium
also emerged as an important intellectual center, where a.signi-

60. It is alleged that Anastas Vardapet also prepared a list of the Cau-
casian Albanian monasteries at Jerusalem. See this text in C. J. F.
DowserT, The History of the Caucasian Albanians by Movses Dasxu-
ranci (London, 1961), pp. 184-185.

See note 59,

See NErses AKINIAN, Classical Armenian and the Mekhitarist School
in Vienna (in Armenian; Vienna, 1932), pp. 69-70.

61.
62.

|
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ficant number of religious and canonical works as welcl1 a; I_::tt;‘ls‘;lr‘i
texts written in Greek, Syriac, and Latin were ren lie s eom.
menian®®, Evidence of a fully organized %Zﬁi; Iictionary,
munity there is also furnished by the extant Christian liturgy in
a translation of the Greek Liturgy — or LArn the fifth cen-
general — as it was performed in the H-OIY g 1;}' lfclhe remains of
tury®4. More importantly, it is s}let,anua.te . n); found on the
mosaic pavements with Armenian inscriptio

ith a Greek
Mount of Olives agd in Jerusalem, as “i':llllo?s ?l}l'o(:;i:r::holars are
inscription which mentions an Armeng the exact dates of these

tin
not i mplete -agreement respec m as early
n;)os:ilc (;c;vfments,g various suggestions have placelclltuﬂl:is“. These
as the fifth and no later than the ninth to tel..11:‘131(:e¢3vidence for the
artistic remains provide ample and most I:eha eirons and for the
presence of Armenians in J erusalen.l and 1tshf:‘1;f nintained there
important religious institutions which the)f’ oab rule.
from the Byzantine period to the time od the establishment of
With the arrival of the Crusaders aIl187) many Christians,
the Latin kingdom of Jerusalem (1099-1Tars’us Cappadocia, Ci-
mostly Armenian, from Antioch, Edessa, to Jer’usalem, some to
licia, Mesopotamia, and Syria, flocked :1nothers performing pil-
estat,>lish permanent residence there‘anb cause of the close rela-
grimages. As a result of this influx andf J:rus alem and the Arme-
tionship between the Latin kingdom © ligious institutions and
nian kingdom of Cilicia, the Armer.ga;e ;eali O e of prominence
3 3 lem enJO . Al ost
secular community in Jerusa > 1 before or after. Alm
ttame .
ity, perhaps never atid” f the princesses
aﬁd lfr(;,?t?: yuelzans and a substarftlal nunzllzfr 'l?he Kingdom had
an the th 2 enian or of Armenian blood™.
were either Arm

. ian Co-
i the History of Armenian
A Brief Outline I 64, 266-261.
See A. G. Ammm.m,tx.ni Brs erevan, 1964-.1967), I,‘ 2‘ o,
s ey Ms. du lectionnaire armenu—m5 Terusalem
Consult A. REN"U}‘;,%I s Muséons, 74 (1961): 361:385, an
(Cod. Jérus. arm.

4 Christ le Ven-
ison de la sépulture du

: Sni et commén:torazso 4 (1962): 463476,
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These mosalc p?ve{ne2f1§h:r Quarterly of the Departinent of Ax;ug:::st;?cs:
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in Palestine», tal
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entries) 117120, 13 ian Communities in Syria, D. .

Sonsult SAmm?ef rArfrirgniens en Syrie et en Palestine (Marseille, 1919),
See F. MACLER,
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63.
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in its service an infantry corps of Armenians®®. In addition to
a sizable number of ecclesiastics, there was a considerable secular
community as well. These colonists had a number of private
hostels or inns, and they also occupied several quarters in the
city, one of which was known as «Ruga Armenorum» as late as
the year 1222¢°,

During and after the Latin rule in Palestine, the patriarchate
of Jerusalem enjoyed, particularly in the twelfth and thirteenth
centuries, the active interest of the Armenian kingdom of Cilicia
whose royal family and princes bestowed on it munificent gifts.
Moreover, a number of Armenian princes and prelates from Ci-
licia visited Jerusalem and secured significant privileges for the
local community from the Frankish authorities. Among these,
Catholicos Grigor III Pahlavuni (1113-1166) attended the Latin
church council held at Antioch in 1141, and then accompanied
the papal legate Albericus on a pilgrimage to Jerusalem, where
he was given a place of honor at the second Latin council. In
consequence of the considerably enhanced bond of friendship
between the Latins and the Armenians which was consummated
on this occasion, the Armenian community not only secured im-
portant privileges guaranteeing the continued prosperity of the
institutions which it already possessed, but was able to increase
the number of its monasteries and hostels in the Holy City’°. In
1165 the Armenians erected the large monastery and cathedral
of St. James on Mount Zion, consisting of a complex of sanctua-
ries, which became the principal headquarters of the Armenian
ecclesiastical institutions in the Holy Land. The accommodations
of the monastery were considerably enlarged for the benefit of
the local monastics as well as for the countless Armenian pilgrims
who annually arrived in the Holy City”'.

Saladin’s occupation of Jerusalem in 1187 and the fall of the

68. See JACQUES pE VITRY, The History of Jerusalem, trans. Aubrey Stewart
(London, 1896), p. 79.

69. AvrIsHAN, op. cit., p. 482.

70. H. VINCENT and F. M. ABEL, Jérusalem; Recherches de topographie,
d’archéologie et d’'histoire, vol. II, pt. 3, Jérusalem Nouvelle (Paris,
1922), p. 522,

71.

In later times the limits of the monastery were extended through the
acquisition or purchase of lands. The whole complex, consisting of
many buildings, occupies a dominating position on Mount Zion in the
southwestern elevation of the city.
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Latin kingdom marked another turning point in theff?rtunaelse I;;f
the Armenians in the Holy Land. The Annemzln o nde;;.lsmilies,
comprising some five hundred monks and one ouslil ; slave;
were — unlike the Latins — neither expelled nordta e of the
by the lieutenants of the sultan’®. As an avo‘{;? fenencllyit expe-
Latins and ever suspicious of the Greeks, Sala md Om']tl* A
dient to endow the Armenians of the Holy Lannd “Irllisl igeading
privileges. The Armenian Patriarch Abraham ?d e their loyal-
clerical associates are said to have hastened to.]f 3 goll tax. The
ty to the sultan and to pay him the prescn_eﬂe is e
patriarch requested the sultan to reaffirm all privileg

d
EN i ters allegedly grante
guaranteed to the community in the Charthe Calipahs Umar and

to the Armenians by the Prophet and bythe sultan reconfirmed

Ali. The text of the charter” issue:)ifbgis e

ccessors but also the
the new pact granted

the «sacred and benevolent acts» i
The sultan enjoined that not only his s

Muslims generally should faithfully honor‘ i M
by him. Saladin guaranteed absolute religiou

: nd Abyssi:
Armenians and their communicant COpts, Stzga:asl’lc?uaries.y
nians, as well as the integrity of the Amfenihe Holy Land pro-
The four centuries of Ottoman rule ;nthe P
duced a marked change in the fortunes Othe second half of the
communities in the Holy Places. From tury time and again
sixteenth century until the nineteenth Ce?ally the Greek Ortho-
the paramountcy alternated, although gene

= t the expense
. 3 a e
dox secured the balance of power 11 their favor
of the Latins.

The strongest and almost cont A e
nians and their holdings in the Holy Lan

issued in March
: hat the charters issue
c ity, despite the fact t . S
1517 10 he Acmenian and Greek Pt 0 T
lem, Sultan Selm % ; .
;:fnqtl}?ml; c;i geTjaOn the basis of ancient ed1c£cls, aémloin}g1 \;1;11121;
: ont le s itionqis made of those glianted' by 1;: eh 1 rll)n Ao
azralzmg 1mc;n Selim guaranteed the integrity ol the
aladin,

TANTS Chronological History of Holy Jerusalem
rusalem, 1890), I, 154. o .
fi::‘ this charter will be found in 15161.,' I, 160-163;
History of Jerusalem (in Armenian; 2 vols.

inuous challenge to the Arme-

72. See A. TER-HOVHANNES
(in Armenian; 2 vols. J
73. Armenian translations O
and in TIGRAN SAVALANIANTS,
Jerusalem, 1931), -1, 409-413.
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age-old possessions within and without the Holy City, as well as
those of their dependent non-Armenian communities’”.

Under Ottoman rule, the Armenian communities in Syria
and Palestine constituted an integral part of the empire’s Arme-
nian millet, whose de jure and de facto representative before
the Sublime Porte was the patriarch of Constantinople. As in
the past so also under Ottoman rule, the administrative jurisdic-
tion of the patriarchate of Jerusalem extended not only over the
Armenian monastic and secular communities in the Holy Land,
but also over the small and scattered communities in Trans-
jordan, the provinces of Damascus and Beirut, and the bishoprics
of Egypt and Cyprus. As leader of the monophysite group of
Christian churches, the patriarchate extended its protection, as
well, over the small Jacobite Syrian, Coptic, and Abyssinian com-
munities in the Holy Land, notably in Jerusalem.

Besides Jerusalem, Armenian religious and secular commu-
nities were found in other localities in the Holy Land as well as
in Transjordan.

From time immemorial there has been in Bethlehem a mo-
nastic community to oversee the Armenian interests in the Nati-
vity cathedral, which is controlled jointly with the Greeks. The
secular community there is perhaps as old as ‘the ecclesiastical,
for its presence has been indispensable for the protection of the
Armenian possessions in the Nativity cathedral. A privately own-
ed monastery adjacent to the cathedral, which still occupies a
dominant position in the Nativity Square, housed the ecclesiastics
and accommodated pilgrims.

Jaffa, the principal port of entry for pilgrims arriving by
ship, has had an Armenian hospice and the monastery of St.
Nicholas. The monastery is claimed to have existed as early as
the time of the Arab conquest of Palestine in the first half of the
seventh century’®. This assertion is by no means certain, but
there seems to be little doubt about the establishment’s antiquity.

Like Jaffa, the nearby town of Ramle had always been an
important way station for pilgrims. Here the patriarchate had

74. The Turkish-language Armenian-script text of this charter will be found
in SAVALANIANTS, op. cit.,, II, 880-889; a classical Armenian translation
of same appears in TER-HOVHANNESIANTS, op. cit., II, 222-229,
BarRNABAs HOVSEPIAN (GANBZAKETSI), Chronology of the Patriarchs of Je-
rusalem (in Armenian; Constantinople, 1872), p. 32.

75.
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established a hospice and a monastery. The founding of this
monastery is generally attributed to the seventeenth-century
Patriarch Yeghiazar, but it seems more logical to assume that
it antedates his incumbency.

At Gaza, too, there was an Armenian monastery and church
as well as a hospice where the Armenian pilgrims from Egypt
lodged and rested before continuing their journey to the Holy
City. It is generally believed that these institutions were founded
during the Latin kingdom of Jerusalem?’¢, but there is no histo-
rical record supporting this claim. ' )

In the twelfth century the Latin fortress cities east and
south of the Dead Sea constituted part of the Latin kingdom of
Jerusalem, which administered them through princes. The pros
perous trade of this region attracted many Christians, including
perhaps Armenians as well. The first historical reference to Ar-
menian associations with this area dates back to the. s.econd h.alf
of the twelfth century, when Prince Reuben of Cilicia married
the daughter of Prince Renald de Chatillon of Kerak?”’. In 1257
the combined forces of King Hetum I of Cilicia and the MoPgol
Khan Hulagu occupied the territories east of the Jordan River,
which remained under Armenian dominion for seven years (1257-
64), until their seizure by the Mamluks”. The fact that King
Leon IV of Cilicia, after a visit to Jerusalem in 1330, dg’nateq an
expensive manuscript to the Armenian church of Kerak testl'ﬁes
to the importance of the community in this outlying region.
There is also some evidence of an Armenian settlement at the
town of Salt, where they had a small church named after St.
George®°. ‘ ‘ )

%he Armenian communities which were established in Trans-
jordan during the Latin kingdom of Jerusalem continued to

76. ALBOYAJIAN, op. cit., II, 456. . , N .
77. It has been suggested that, upon his return to Cilicia, Prince Reuben

i i ’ in the prosperous city of

d his fellow Armenians to settle in the :
igei(;‘llcr:gsetmd':rs especially in view of the facilities ?rovuled by t.he
Latin authorities: See M. AGHAVNUNI, Ancient Armenian Monasteries
and Churches in the Holy Land (in Armenian; Jerusalem, 1931), p. 52.

. cit., pp. 56. . : ;
See MACLER, op. cit., PP (no. 1822 of the Armenian patriar-

h of this manuscript 2
lell:t: (;lt? geg?ssalem), which record its donation to the church of Kerak,
are reproduced in SAVALANIANTS, Op. cit,, I, 512-513.

80. See AGHAVNUNI, op. cit., pp. 438-439.
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exist until about the middle of the nineteenth century. As early
as tl.le seventeenth century, however, their numbers had begun
to diminish because of emigrations to New Julfa in Persia, Je-
ru.salem, and Europe, notably Italy, and because of assimilation
with the native populations.

II

His.torical writings represent one of the most important
genres in the rich legacy of Armenian literature, which began
in the fifth century A.D. Despite the fact that Armenia never
emel.'ged as a first-rate power in Middle Eastern history — ex-
cepting the brief period under Tigranes the Great in the first
centm.'y B.C. — and its borders were physically narrow, its geo-
graphmal position afforded Armenian writers a close view of
major world events. Hence, while narrating the history of their
own country, the Armenian authors give us a great deal of in-
formation, often otherwise unknown, on the affairs of the oriental
w.orld. This assertion is also true of the large number of Arme-
nian chronicles which have survived®', as well as the colophons
of Armenian manuscripts®?. These colophons were written by
scribes in localities extending from Central Asia and Iran on the
cast to Constantinople and Europe on the west, and from the
Crimea and the Caucasus on the north to Egypt on the south.
Although the historical information contained in them are for
the most part local in nature, many colophons however provide
data that are broader in scope and therefore of interest to those
who are concerned with major Middle Eastern developments.
The uniqueness of the Armenian colophonic literature lies in the
fact that the authors of these texts did not confine themselves
tf’ brief statements concerning the circumstances of the produc-
tfon of the manuscripts. In the process of providing these essen-
tial data, they also recorded contemporary information on a
broad range of subjects. More importantly, they supplied eye-

81. See, fgr example, Short Chronicles, XIII-XVIII Centuries, ed. V. A.
Hakobian (2 vols. Yerevan, 1951-1956). This is an important collection
of the original Armenian texts, with extensive annotations.

See A. K. SaNyIAN, Colophons of Armenian Manuscripts, 1301-1480: A
Source for Middle Eastern History (Cambridge, Mass., 1969); also idem,
The Historical Significance of the Colophons of Armenian Manuscripts
in «Le Muséon», LXXXI (1968), pp. 181-195.

82.
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witness and contemporary accounts of historical events which
transpired during the production of the manuscripts. In vievg of
these, the colophons emerge — alongside the Armenian histonca}l
works, the chronicles, and the inscriptions — as important pri-
mary sources for the history not only of Armenia but also of

the entire Middle East. . .
As seen in Part I of this study, the Armenians from earliest

times were compelled to emigrate from their rfatufe homeland
to neighboring countries and distant lands, resulting in the fOuL:ld-
ing of many Armenian colonies abroad. Some of these Folomes
have survived for centuries, while others could not mthsta:nd
the powerful assimilationist factors. Armenian scholars, es;:ieaa:i
ly since the beginning of the nineteenth century, have produce
a considerable wealth of monographic literature on the various
historic and modern colonies in the Armenian Dlasl?orlai. Prctﬁ)a-
bly unique in its extent among minority groups, th: ; t?l;ae 1:
constitutes an important source for scho,!ars engaged 1 g
neral study of minority colonies and their problem;. ling with
The nature and scope of some of the.workls) N 1(;, 1nag jth
specific Armenian colonies are examined in ahilt :)f:l I;ocio.
study by this author®. Many of these works are thi OI;iiscutlss o
graphic, and ethnographic studies. In the man:l, tlfe s o
topography and history of the area under study, sett emert
of the Armenians there, their religious mstlt.utlons,than1 ° o
tural, economic, and social life. They a!so .dlscus?:l e octaitt.0 Il:-
lects, social customs and traditions, prejudices and SUperstitions,

and popular literature.

There are only two attempts at 2 comprehensive scholarly

history of all the Armenian colonies. The first :f Etilne:;altioz
Alboyajian's three-volume History of Armemar, two-volume
(Cairo, 1941-1961); the second is A. G. {\brahamlan s 954.1967)
Brief Outline of the Armenian Col.omes (Yert;v , 19et1561 .
Both works have serious shortcomings but 1 ?Y ih rounc{
conceived, contain a wealth of information, and lay the g

. . :an Com-
i ks on Historic and Modern Armenian
B %Nm}m Aémi’;;az;v glrn:'ent Research on the Middle Ea§t, 1958»
mumites N e D.C., 1958), pp. '47-54. This study

. nstitute, Washington, . . ] ‘
%ﬁﬁifgﬁfyla fraction of the vast hteratux:e that is avaulable.uMacl)s
reover, works on the colonies by non-Armenian scholars, as we

’

studies by Armenian authors in languages other than Armenian, aré

excluded.
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work for future historians of the Armenian colonies. Moreover,
Sukias Eprikian’s Dictionary of Natural History (2 vols.; Venice,
1900-1905) is a valuable reference work which provides general
information on localities inhabited by Armenians in Armenia
and elsewhere, including the settlements in Greater Syria.

The historic and modern Armenian settlements in Bilad al-
Sham are the subject of a number of monographs which however,
in contrast to works on other communities, are limited in variety
and scope. There is, of course, no dearth of historical works on
the religious community of Jerusalem. Hovhannes Hanne Varda-
pet’s History of Jerusalem (Constantinople, 1807) is a very valu-
able source for the history of the Armenian patriarchate in the
first half of the eighteenth century. A. Ter-Hovhannesiants' two-
volume Chronological History of Jerusalem (Jerusalem, 1890)
covers the history of the same institution up to 1865. T. Savala-
niants’ two-volume History of Jerusalem (Jerusalem, 1931) sup-
plements Ter-Hovhannesiants’ and brings the history up to 1872.
And, finally, M. Ormanian’s three-volume National History (Cons-
tantinople-Jerusalem, 1913-1927) — to date the most comprehen-
sive and authoritative history of the Armenian church — deals
at considerable length with historical developments affecting the
Armenian patriarchate of Jerusalem to the year 1910.

The works of Ter-Hovhannesiants and Savalaniants concen-
trate on the history of the Armenian religious institutions in the
Holy Land, particularly Jerusalem, against the background of
the history of the Holy Land. Both monographs begin by tracing
chronologically the historical developments of the Christian
Church in Jerusalem. It is only after Saladin’s conquest of the
Holy City that they concentrate on the Armenian church and
become chronicles of events relating to the controversies with
other churches over rights in the Holy Places, the various court
proceedings and rulings, and so forth. In essence, therefore,
their contributions are limited primarily to ecclesiastical history.
Both authors utilized a large number of original Armenian histo-
rical writings, as well as secondary sources in Western and in
Arabic and Turkish languages. More importantly, both Ter-Hov-
hannesiants and Savalaniants made use of the manuscript and
archival materials available in the Armenian patriarchate of
Jerusalem. These included numerous edicts issued to the Arme-
nian patriarchs of Jerusalem by the Mamluk sultans of Egypt
and by Oftoman sultans beginning with Selim I, and a large
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number of official documents issued by provincial governors and
local functionaries. Many of these texts, which are totally un-
known to non-Armenian scholars, have been reproduced in Ar-
menian translation.

Other works dealing with the community in Jerusalem in-
clude: M. Aghavnuni’s Ancient Arimenian Monasteries and Chur-
ches in the Holy Land (Jerusalem, 1929), a valuable scholarly
work on the history and topography of forty ancient Armenian
places of worship based upon archaeological findings and other
historical evidence; Ghevond Alishan’s The Monasteries of Jeru-
salem (Venice, 1896), a historico-topographic study utilizing af-
cient and medieval Armenian sources; and Barnabas Hovsepians
(Gandzaketsi) Chronology of the Patriarchs of Jerusalem (Cons-
tantinople, 1872), a study of the Armenian patriarchs who oc-
cupied the hierarchical see founded by St. James, the brotl_le-r of
Jesus, at Jerusalem. M. Aghavnuni’s Armenian Monks and Visitors
in Jerusalem (Jerusalem, 1929) is a kind of «Who's Who» of
monks who have served in the monastery of St. James, and‘ of
historically important clerical and civilian pilgrims. Mention
should also be made of M. Ormanian’s Armenian-Jerusalem (Je-
rusalem, 1931), which describes the monastery of St. James and
its administrative, monastic, and educational life at the time of
writing (1915). There is some historical value, as eril, to E.
Chilinkirian’s two-volume Memoirs and Documents (Beirut, 1928-
1929), which encompass the author’s correspondence ( 190.1-1908)
during his tenure of office as locum tenens of the Armenian pa-
triarchate of Jerusalem. :

In the nineteenth century there also appe.ared' a series of
monographs describing the Christian sanc.:tuarle.? in tl;;: Hol;g
Land, particularly those in J erusalem and its environs. Many o
these topographic studies also provide historical data concerning
the individual dominical shrines based upon texts presesrved in
medieval Armenian manuscripts. Among such wqu‘,s spemal. e
tion can be made of the following: M. Artsrunian's ’DGEC?‘lleOn
of Jerusalem (Jerusalem, 1859); A. Ter-Hakobiants ’The }};:Io_ly
Land or Palestine (Tiflis, 1883); I_{horen Mekhitarian's ‘% rief
History of Jerusalem and Description of the Holy Places_(tc.en:s:];
lem, 1867); and Trdat Balian's The Holy Land : A Discrigga;): 4
Holy Jerusalem and the Holy Places (Constantinop e’th Ay
all these studies the major emphasis, qf course, 1 on1 i :
nian sanctuaries and religious institutions in the Holy Land.
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The Lebanese-Armenian community has been treated in only
one work: S. H. Varjabedian’s The Armenians in Lebanon (Bei-
rut, 1951). Its sub-title, History of the Lebanese-Armenian Colony
(from the most ancient times to the end of World War 1), is
misleading, since its historical discussion is sketchy, at best.
Actually, the chief merit of the monograph lies in its collection
of biographical studies on individual Armenians and families
who have been prominent in the political, cultural, and economic
history of Lebanon, particularly in the nineteenth century; and
in the discussion of the final period (1895-1918), where the author
also touches upon the internal organization and institutions of
the Armenian colony. While abounding in irrelevant and super-
fluous details, the volume on the whole contains much material
for a future definitive study of the Lebanese-Armenian com-
munity. .

M. Terzian's The Armenian Monastery of Zmmar (Beirut,
1949) is confined to the Armenian Catholic institution in Mount
Lebanon, and is dedicated to the second centennial (1749-1949)
of its founding. Besides discussing the institution’s history and
ecclesiastical, literary, and missionary activities, the monograph
also provides considerable information about the Christian com-
munities in Mount Lebanon. R

Artavazd Surmeyan'’s three-volume History of the Armenians
of Aleppo (I, Aleppo, 1940; II, Beirut, 1946; III, Paris, 1950) is
an ambitious endeavor, but unfortunately the author’s scholar-
ship was not equal to his task. He has felt it necessary — without
any real justification — to devote two large introductory volu-
mes, one to the history of Syria and the other-to that Aleppo,
before tackling his primary objective. Hence, only Vol. III, which
deals with the history of the Aleppine colony from the middle
of the fourteenth century to 1908, bears directly to the title. Its
material is drawn from a rich varie‘tyq:oﬁz-.l‘lé‘(_i\fﬁi'ces, principally
from the manuscripts and archives of the prelacy, and from mul-
tifarious inscriptions in the Armenian churches of Aleppo. Ho-
wever, the study revolves to a very large extent around the reli-
gious institution. In the process of providing the history of the
Aleppine Armenian ecclesiastical institution and to some extent
the economic role of the Armenians, the author also gives a great
deal of information concerning the other Christian minorities.
Nevertheless, the generally unbalanced presentation, irrelevant
material, and extensive quotations detract considerably from the
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value of the study, which otherwise is replete with imp9ﬂant
meIiT?stlgl;- no means surprising that the works on tlclle (15:::2:11‘
Syrian Armenian colonies are generally confined to ec th:ss “holar
history, since most of the authors were clerics. Hence, e s
engaged in the general historical study of these ;0 o -
and in the more specific study of the economic and so bl
tutions, is confronted with serious, but not insurmoun )

dlfﬁcnl/l[l;le:)s‘;"n monograph, The Armenian Commur;ztufs :ﬁeSgﬁ;
under Ottoman Dominion (Cambridge, Mass., lfgihz:’ ;Zttlements
attempt at a comprehensive histoncal. study o t he evolution
in Bilad al-Sham. Although it is a detallet.i study o unties, social
and internal- organization of the Armenian Comtmthe em:ire Ot-
institutions, and economic functions thrc’ughouthe background
toman era, it is nevertheless presented agamst. r to the advent
of their historical associations with the area prlOth century. The
of the Ottomans in the beginning of the smte:: in the prepara-
preponderant use of Armenian-language .Sc;lur; sign of the study
tion of this work was a part of the ongh : gil;:laccessible to
— that is, to make available materials hlt(ilertoood deal of the
scholars who do not read Armenian. Indeed, 2 &

: jtherto un-
information provided in this work is based upon hi

t d materials. . ¢ the Ar-
app;et srll:ould be pointed out that the seculzzr hulz’zgf i(l)l oted
menian communities in Syria is far from a ;%r e e it is
Dy the limited Armenian-la;liuagArme szlrlnli:fls;nerchants controlled
hat under Ottoman ruie, | . d that
km:llfc‘;,'xno; t?le trade of the Midd!e East andfCtilztI;Zlc :lilra’ an rion
much of the economic and social power O Arm

its important
role in commerce and finance throw valuable light on the

nian activity might be expected to w valuzble B dile
organization of international trade among )

. u-
East. and farther Asia; the relations of urban and rural comm

nities in Syria; and the role of Christian and Jewish bankers in

. . ities: hence,
activities and foreign relations of th? Synz}n commur;)ltles ?c)ei nce
for these aspects other source materials will .have to fe eilpr e.
Because of I'zhis the commercial and financial role of the Arm
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nians in the Ottoman administration is presented in my work
only in general terms, and the major emphasis has been on the
economic activities and occupations of the communities scattered
throughout historic Syria.

Despite the fact that the Armenians have been associated
with Bilad al-Sham for over two millennia, there does not exist
a single history of the area written in the Armenian language.
Moreover, we do not know of any ancient or medieval Armenian
or non-Armenian historical work that deals with any of the Ar-
menian settlements in historic Syria. On the other hand, certain
historical writings in Armenian, Arabic, and Greek occasionally
make peripheral references to some of these communities, usual-
ly in the context of the description of some specific events.

We have seen that many of the major ancient and medieval
Armenian historical writings provide ample information on de-
velopments in the countries neighboring Armenia. Some of these
refer to developments in Mesopotamia and historic Syria and
supply data not only on the Armenian settlements but also the
various ruling powers and the Christian minorities. Among the-
se, special mention should be made of the Armenian historian
Matthew of Edessa, whose History covers the years 952-1136;
this work was continued by the Priest Grigor who brings it up
to 1162. Another important work is the Chronicle of General
Smbat, which covers the history of Cilicia for the years 951-1274;
the work was continued by an anonymous author who brings it
up to 1331. An appreciable number of other Armenian historical
works deal with the Frankish, Mamluk, and Ottoman conquests
of Syria and Palestine. o

The general histories of the Armenian church also contain
a wealth of information pertaining to the Armenians and other
Christian religious institutions in Greater Syria, notably M. Or-
manian’s, three-volume monumental: work- réferred to earlier,
which is based upon documentary sources. Monographic studies
of the various hierarchical sees of the Armerian church also are
important secondary sources on the communities in historic
Syria.

By far the most important source materials relating to the
Armenian settlements in Bilad al-Sham are to be found in the
colophons of the Armenian manuscripts. It is known that there
were active Armenian scriptoria in ancient and medieval times
at Antioch, Edessa, Aleppo, Damascus, Jerusalem, and elsewhere,
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and the colophons written by the scribes in these" locali:nes ‘
contain considerable historical data. For the medieval period,
also, the accounts of Armenian travelers in the Near East, mostly
ecclesiastics, provide first-hand information on the local commu-
nities. Among these, particular mention should l?e made of ﬂ.‘l’e
Chronicle of Grigor Vardapet Daranaghtsi, and Sl.meon LehaFm s
Account of His Travels. A widely traveled cleric,. Simeon pr °V1de§
a most interesting eyewitness account of conditions at Constanti-
nople, Aleppo, Cyprus, Jerusalem, and elsewher.e during tl‘le z:;ll‘s
1608-1619. Armenian manuscripts also contain a conside le
number of accounts written by medieval Armenian travelers hlln
the Holy Land; these also supply extensive histonFo:tOPOETaI; c
descriptions of the Christian as well as non-Chnst1a111i saml‘; ;:;
ries. Regrettably, only a small fraction of these texts have

ublished. e ]
d Insofar as other primary sources pertaining to th.e S.’E'l'lanci
Armenian settlements are concerned, the arch.ival matefrlilzlisii c(‘)unin
in the patriarchate of Jerusalem, the ca.thol.lcosate o ia o
Antilias near Beirut, the monastic institution at Bzililmar
Mount Lebanon, and the chancery of the bishopric Og elflléoi;
to mention only the major holdings — are of clc;in;l stl;xam ol
portance. The patriarchate of Constant.mo.pl?: whic o thi o
entire period of Ottoman rule had juns.dlc.tlon over il the A
menian institutions and communities Wlthll; dﬂ:: encg . .pg to
dically compiled demographic and statistica’ (#% B "o By
them, including those in Syria and Palestine, pallrti wviod are
nineteenth century. Equally important for the latter psocieti e
the archives of the European and American fn}ZSl:lnal'i sionaries'
and the memoirs and travel accounts of indivi '; mi e uately;
To date, these important resources have not been a q
utilized. | . i hival and docu-

By far the most extensive and meOf'tant arc , i

mentai,'y sources are those in the An.neman p gtnta;]rchatei ogg:;_
salem, which has had an unbroken h1§tory since the ear. 1};1 e
jan centuries. It was pointed out ?arller .ﬂ'{at, in co.mptc.)snsgin T
respective histories of the Armenian religious mst(lltlé atsalaniants
rusalem and the Holy Land, Ter'Ho"hanne,SiéI:;s alé in Armeni an
had made extensive use of and h.ad reproauce the vatriarchs
translation many of the official edicts issued tod 'be llécal func-
by the various Mamluk and Ottoman sultans an yresent only
tionaries. It should be noted, however, that these rep
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a .
abll-ee:a;-ll‘:;lge sr?}?u proportion of the documents that wer il
these docm:r;ent:r;me magnitude and historical Signiﬁcaen:: aOf;
assessment, and pubrl(;cszg?if:;e% Sttlllll await exhaustive examination
undoubted] -4U0n In their original languages. This wi ’
understandj};;nzlf(e ﬂ:;l 51g.mﬁc?.nt contribution notggnlgy iol;hlbse::gl{
gious and secular : hISto.n.Cal evolution of the Armenian reli
on the history ofcol];i]lI:cllm ;tllgsﬁ it will also shed important lighlt-
Ayyu:ida Mamluk, and Ottomanalll-ll;l ePaI‘thularly under Fatimid,
ending a :
of a list . » this author h
chate f)f C.,Tfexl'gg ?ﬁimal documents found in theaAsmsegnu;:: aatc?py
sued by Maml;keszge list is confined only to those eclljict??::
}ocal functionaries thatt:‘(e):ﬁien tsui;ans’ as well as provincial and
y Places, pri ’ ‘0 e Armenian rights in the Ho-
of such eslit)ab‘;?stlig owned religious properties, agnd restothiocl’)
the system of taxa:ntst the institution of the pilgrimage, and
document is a chartlon' and so forth. Among these, the oldest
buted to Saladin; ther' dated A.H. 583 (= A.D. 1187) and attri-
given by Sultan éelie (;lfleSt decree by an Ottoman ruler is that
these documents ham Irln A.H. 923 (= A.D. 1517). Reference to
S already been made in Part I of this study.

Insofar as theij
; eir contents
can be divided into nine grou ;:e concerned, the 160 documents

1) Documen
in the cot:mtf:i:] r;aflﬁrm tl{e }”ights of the Armenian church
Jerusalem. aq wgl.l e d‘Chrlstlan sanctuaries in and around
rule, con ﬁ’rm the A::n n Bet.hlehem. These documents, as a
particularly visAi enian jurisdictions in specific shrines,
Y vis-a-vis the Greek Orthodox and Latin churches.

Document .
specific § thét Perl'I}It. the restoration or reconstruction of
Armenian religious edifices in the Holy Land.

Docr :
nian l;:g‘;z rg;f:t reagirm the legal jurisdiction of the Arme-
site Christian € o Jt?r.usalem over the smaller monophy-
and Tacobite ;Omunltles, namely, the Copts, Abyssinians,
stitutions and yrians, and the superintendency of their in-
been a s property holdings, which occasionally had

ource of controversy between the Armenians and

the Greek Orthodox.

3001}11115nt; ltha,t enjoin Ottoman functionaries on the pro-
incial and local levels not to harass the nuncios of the Ar-

2)

3)

4)
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5)

6)

7)

8)

7
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menian patriarchate and to guarantee their free travel du-
ring the performance of their missions. -

Firmans issued by Ottoman sultans confirming the election
or appointment of patriarchs to the Armenian hierarchical

see in Jerusalem.

Documents relating to the Armenian patriarchate’s wagf
properties in the Holy Land, in the provinces of Damascus,
Aleppo, and Beirut, and in Egypt, all of which were under
the administrative jurisdiction of the patriarchal institution.
These included the monasteries; churches, and other proper-
ties, as well as the hostels for pilgrims. One of these edicts
enjoins that Muslims could not be appointed as custqdians
or agents of wagf properties anywhere in the Ottoman em-
pire belonging to the Jerusalem see, unless of course this
was done with the patriarch’s consent. Apparently as a re-
sult of disputes among Armenian monks in Jerusalem, in
A.H. 1162 (= A.D. 1748) an edict issued by the Sublir.ne
Porte ruled that properties acquired by individual monastics
legally belonged to the patriarchal institution. This ed{ct
was reaffirmed on four other occasions subsequent to its

first issuance. .
Documents dealing with the levying of legal and, more im-
portantly, illegal taxes by Ottoman governors of Dar.nascus
as well as district and local officials upon .the Armenian ec-
clesiastical institution and rims traveling to and.ﬁ:om
the Holy Land. In these edicts the officials are prohibited
from imposing levies beyond the prescribed l.1m1ts.and from
making other excessive demands from the lnhablta.nts. S?-
veral of the edicts exempt from taxation the Armenian reli-
gious institutions and the monastics. Sil.nilarly, .customs 9ﬁi-
cials also are frequently ordered not to impose illegal levies.
The earliest documents pertaining to taxes date back to
A.H. 1112 (= A.D. 1700) and A.H. 1166 (= A.D. 1752).

relating to Armenian pilgrims who annually at
n the Holy Land from all parts of the
e of these documents instruct Ottoman
the pilgrims anywhere, especially when
ports as Latakia, Beirut, and Jaffa. So-
free in making their vo-
d that ships carrying

pilg

Documents
Easter-time arrived i
Ottoman empire. Som
officials not to harass
they arrived at such
me enjoin that pilgrims are to‘be
yage on any ship of their choice, an
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pilgrims should not allow Muslim passengers to join them.
In other documents, customs officials in the Holy Land are
instructed not to collect the poll-tax from pilgrims, and they

are prevented from confiscating their possessions under any
pretext. Finally, a number of documents prohibit the levying
of taxes or fines by government officials when a pilgrim hap-

pened to die in the Holy City of Jerusalem.

9) One document, dated A.H. 1239 (= A.D. 1823), which de-
crees that Ottoman troops who had been stationed in the
Armenian monastery at Jaffa should be promptly removed

and its recurrence strictly prohibited.

Even this partial list underscores the great value to histori-
cal research of the archival materials preserved in the Armenian
patriarchate of Jerusalem. It can be assumed, therefore, that an
examination of all the documentary resources in this institution
will yield most important data for the history of Bilad al-Sham.

University of California AVEDIS K. SANJIAN
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