

















PREFACE

Today the history of Javakhk, Akhalkalak and the adjacent districts of
Akhaltskha and Tzalka is still one of those domains of Armenian history
that needs cxhaustive study (it was only in recent decades that some
researchers manifested certain interest in it). In the Soviet period, the dis-
cussion of the recent history of the problem, covering the 19th to 20th
centuries, was banned for the Armenian historians. They either directly
avoided investigating issues connected with Javakhk or confined them-
selves to the analysis of the friendship and cooperation of the Armenians
and Georgians, instead of touching upon the complicated political prob-
lems facing these two peoples. Taking into account the current geopolit-
ical changes in both Armenia and Georgia. as well as the fact that these
countries, which have shared many misfortunes, are in process of
strengthening their independence, it is in their interest that a complete
revelation of historical truth be made, for the sake of establishing peace
and cooperation in the region of Transcaucasia. It is important to clearly
distinguish the pursuit of true history (with the painful lessons of the past
and pivotal turning-points) from the present-day political problems and
Armeno-Georgian cooperation. We are-of the opinion that th!S study,
which gives an outline of the ancient, medieval and recent (19th to early
20th centuries) history of Javakhk, with a particular emphas’is on the
issues of the most tragic period (i.e. 1918 to 1921) of its hist6ry, can be
of utmost use for that cooperation.

The book mainly covers the 19th century as well as the period
between the first decades of the 20th century and the Soviet times,
marked by the active conquest policy of the Russian Empire in the
Transcaucasian region, including Javakhk and its neighboring areas.
Realizing that the elucidation of many problems regarding the afore-
mentioned century is almost impossible without the study of the histo-
ry of the preceding.ones (at least in most general terms), we have devot-
ed the first chapter of the work to the ancient and medieval history of

Javakhk.
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There exists a misleading perception that Javakhk and the neighbor-
ing districts of Akhaltskha, Aspindza and Tzalka bear no relation to
Armenian reality and acquired Armenian identity only after the immigra-
tion of Western Armenians in 1830, which became possible thanks to the
favorable demographic policy of the Russian government. To refute this
viewpoint, we have devoted the first chapter of this work to the ethno-
demographic picture of the region in the 16th to 17th centuries, with a
concise history of Javakhk from ancient times to the late 18th century. We
-have done this by investigating different multi-lingual medieval sources,
comparing the available Armenian and Georgian! bibliographical
records, and citing official Turkish tax lists.

The second chapter deals with the political, administrative and demo-
graphic history (1801 to 1917) of Javakhk and other regions of Northern
Armenia in the context of the Russian policy conducted there.

The third chapter treats the stormy period of 1918 to 1921.

The existing Turkish sources, part of which was translated into
Armenian and published by A. Kh. Safrastian? and Avetis Papazian,® are
of exceptional importance to the research into the demography and socio-
economic history of Northern Armenia in the 16th to 18th centuries. With
this regard, special mention should be made of the Ottoman tax lists
(davtars), translated and published in Georgian studies. Sergi Jikia trans-
lated a unique record (16th century) entitled The Great Register of
Gyurjistan Vilayer* published in the original Turkish language and
Georgian translation. Ts. Abuladze and M. Svanidze studied and translat-
ed another tax list, Jaba Register of Cheldr Eyalet dating back to the late
17th and early 18th centuries.?

The works by 18th-century Georgian scholar Vakhushti Bagrationi
and Ghukas Injijian, a member of the MEhitarist Congregation (19th cen-
tury). are also of certain interest with regard to the historical geography
of Javakhk.6 '\

The problem of Javakhk received more serious consideration in the
19th century: the Russian researchers particularly expanded their activi-
ties in this field in the first half of the century as a result of the establish-



ment of Russian dominion in the region. Unlike West-European
researchers and authors of travelling notes, they focused their investiga-
tion on Akhaltskha and Kars Provinces situated beyond busy trandit
roads.

With the active assistance of the Russian military authorities and the
Russian Geographical Department in the Transcaucasian regions (found-
cd by the Russian Military in 1830), a vast amount of archival materials
were assembled (we studied them in Thilisi, Moscow and Yerevan). On
the order of 1. F. Paskevich, the commander of the Caucasian Special
Corps, a group of military officials carried out a thorough research into
the Ottoman provinces bordering on the Russian Empire. Staff-Captain
Iskritski carried out a statistical survey in his study of the eyalets of
Akhaltskha and Erzrum, its results being published in a valuable work by
N. Ushakov.”

Another important four-volume work was written after an expedition
organized on the order of Minister of Finances Kankrin.® In 1830 O.
Yevetski’s and P. Zubov’s books were published.? These authors made
use of the reports of different committees, some of which were unpub-
lished, despite their importance. One of these reports, kept in Russia’s
State Military Historical Archives and entitled Notes about the Invasion
of Asian Turkey by the Russian Troops Led by Count Paskevich (in
Russian*),10 gives a detailed description of the Eastern provinces of the
Ottoman Empire, along with the general characteristics of Akhaltskha
during the Russo-Turkish war of 1828 to 1829.

In the 1830s, certain aspects of the problem were also dwelt with by
the Armenian scholars. Commissioned by Archbishop Karapet
Bagratuny, several Armenian intellectuals from Erzrum embarked upon
writing the history of the resettlement of 1830. According to a preserved
archive document, Shahan Jrpetian, an Armenian from Erzrum living in
Tiflis, was the author of one of these works. He sent his manuscript to
Archbishop Karapet requesting the latter to read it and offer his com-
ments. !

* The titles of the works are given in English translation. with the language of the orig-
inal text mentioned in brackets.












problem from historical, geographical, administrative, political, econom-
ic and cultural perspectives, focusing on the right of self—determinatign,
which was violated in every possible way, despite its having been formal- -
ly declared acceptable by the Georgian Social Democrats. Jamalian’s
works, as he rightly pointed out, were important *...not only for the abo-
lition of all the complicated issues ruining the relations of the two peo-
ples but also for the political cooperation between Armenia and
Georgia.”??

The correspondence of Poghos Abelian (a prominent intellectual,
public figure, and Secretary of the Board of Akhalkalak Armenians’
Union) and, particularly, his report entitled Akhalkalak District (in
Armenian) and published in the press of the time, are of utmost sig-
nificance for the study of the 1918 Turkish invasion of Javakhk, the
deplorable conditions of the refugees, the policy of the Georgian
authorities conducted in the district from 1919 to 1921, as well as for
the interpretation of the territorial disputes between Armenia and
Georgia. Written on the order of A. Mravian, National Commissar of
Foreign Affairs of Soviet Armenia, the aforementioned report is kept
in the National Archives of Armenia.30 Of great interest for the mat-
ter under discussion is a series of articles entitled The Present
Economic and Political Situation in Akhalkalak District and pub-
lished in the“Zang” Armenian newspaper by a correspondent from
Javakhk under the pseudonym of Arax.3!

Famous politician Ruben Ter-Minassian’s series of articles entitled
The Struggle of Akhalkalak (in Armenian) gives a brief history of Javakhk
from the Middle Ages till the late 19th and early 20th centuries. It has a
special place amongst different research works devoted to Javakhk. Like
Jamalian’s articles, these articles are a response to the biased publications
on the Armeno-Georgian relations issued by Georgian political figures in
various European newspapers and magazines. The author draws the
attention of Armenian investigators, political activists and intellectuals to
the issues of the ethnic make-up of the population of Javakhk before the
immigration of 1830. He points out that there are still some scholars and
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Lori and Akhalkalak in the general context of the Armeno-Georgian rela-
tions of 1918 to 1920.38

The restoration of the Armenian statehood gave the Armenian. his-
toriographers an opportunity to conduct serious investigation into the
history of Javakhk and other complicated issues of Armenian history.
Even during the Soviet years, a group of intellectuals from Javakhk,
dissatisfied with the available published literature, traveled to numer-
ous Armenian settlements of the region and assembled a vast amount
of material. The newly-established social order gave most of these
people a chance to publish their works, which mainly represented
informative booklets® containing interesting details on the author’s
native village, its nature, inhabitants, their everyday lives and cus-
toms.

In the studies of distinct settlements of Javakhk can be mentioned
Albert Isoyan's works, the latest of which gives a complete picture of
Satkha, Metz (Greater) Aragyal and Pokr (Smaller) Aragyal Villages of
Javakhk.40

Mention should also be made of the works by A. Sanossian, A.
Davtian and S. Aroyan. Using archival and ethnographic materials,
Artyusha Sanossian published a great number of articles, the summaries
of which were included in his valuable monograph entitled The Self-
Defence of Akhaltskha and Akhalkalak Districts in 1918 (in Armenian).4!
Through this work, the author showed that in the terrible days of 1918,
the Armenians of Akhaltskha and Akhalkalak were able to survive thanks
to their heroic self-defence, although some of them chose the disastrous
route of emigration.

In 2000 Yervand Simonian published a notable book in the Armenian
language entitled Akhaltskha in a Fiery Circle (A. Sanossian makes very
frequent references to its unpublished text). Apart from its scientific sig-
nificance, this work is also of great source value because the author, a
contemporary and immediate participant of the heroic struggle of
Akhaltskha (1918), presents an account of those days with the awareness
of an eyewitness.
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Avetis Davtian’s year-long valuable research resulted in two books
entitled Javakhk and The Armenian and Predominantly Armenian-
Populated Settlements of Georgia (in Armenian).42 Though of little sci-
entific value, these works made some contribution to the study of the
Armenian settlements in Javakhk and, particularly, throu0hout present-
day Georgia.

The Armenian scholars also focused their studies on the history
of the Catholic Armenians of Javakhk. Well-known Armenologist
Pion Hakobian’s book is a valuable contribution in this domain.43 It
elucidates the pericd covering the last decades of the 18th century,
when a number of settlements inhabited by the members of the
Armenian Apostolic Church and the Armenian population of
Akhaltskha City were converted to Catholicism. Salavat Aroyan
touched upon the same subject in his valuable book entitled
Fragments of the Great Stone of Mush (in Armenian).44 With prop-
er scientific approach and patriotic spirit, the author presents the
history of a number of Javakhk villages and their inhabitants’ ances-
tors from Mush, revealing numerous unknown pages of his native
region’s political and socio-economic history. This work stressed the
importance of preserving national unity between the Catholic and
Apostolic communities of the Armenians.

Samvel Karapetian, distinguished for his investigation into the histor-
ical and cultural monuments of different Armenian regions, also conduct-
ed most praiseworthy research in Javakhk. His work entitled The Cross-
Stones of Javakhk (in Armenian)*> was a major breakthrough in the study
of the region’s Armenian historical and cultural monuments and, particu-
larly, cross-stones. The researcher personally succeeded in finding, deci-
phering and dating a great many khachkars, thus again proving that the
Armenians ha\/e inhabited the region and created its culture since time
immemorial.

Of parucularly great value is S. Karapetian’s large-scale work entitled
Javakhk (Yerevan, 2006, in Armenian) which contains a vast amount of
research material relating to the history of Javakhk and its monuments.
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The problems of Javakhk have also been touched upon by well-known
historians H. Simonian, G. Galoyan, H. Avetissian, A. Hambarian,46 V.
Ghazakhetsian,47 Tz. Aghayan, E. Zohrabian, V. Tounian, E. Sargissiafiy
A. Harutiunian, V. Diloyan, P. Mouradian, economist G. Karapetian and
others. _ -

H. Simonian’s two volumes entitled The Times of Andranik (in
Armenian)#8 deal with the Turkish conquest plans regarding Akhalkalak
District during World War I; the approaches of the Armenian, Georgian
and Azerbaijani politicians, as well as those of the Provisional
Govermment and Transcaucasian Commissariat to the administrative re-
partition of Transcaucasia; the reasons for the interruption of Zoravar
Andranik’s military march towards Akhalkalak District in April 1918,
etc.

H. Avetissian’s work entitled The Armenian Question in 1918 (in
Armenian) encompasses the period between the conclusion of the treaties
of Brest-Litovsk (March 1918) and Batum (June 1918), with a new inter-
pretation of the conquest plans of the Ottoman Empire on the one hand,
and the yet-to-be-investigated problems of the intense diplomatic strug-
gle among the national and political forces of Transcaucasia over border
issues on the other. A :

G. Galoyan’s monograph, based on multi-lingual sources and enti-
tled Armenia and the Great Powers between 1917 and 192349 (in
Armenian), exposes the sly policy of the super powers of the time
towards Armenia. It also makes a deep analysis of the complicated
Armeno-Georgian and Turkish-Georgian inter-state relations and
dwells upon the discussions on Javakhk, Lori, Karabakh and other dis-
puted territories in the first months of the Soviet regime.

G. Karapetian's article entitled Javakhk between 1830 and 19300 (in
Armenian) is based on published and archival material showing the dis-
placement of the population of Javakhk and the progress of educational
and spiritual life in each of the local settlements.

In summary, the existing Armenian historiographical works on
Javakhk cannot be considered sufficient and exhaustive. We still lack
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complete and comprehensive ones. The first ste[STakem-in this regard was
a large-scale collection titled Our Native Javakhk (in Armenian) and pub-
lished in Beirut in 2002. It includes part of the aforementioned works by
R. Ter-Minassian, A. Jamalian and A. Abeghian (1920s to 1930s) as well
as notable articles by a group of historians, political scientists and jour-
nalists presenting the history and cultural monuments, of Javakhk along
with the current geopolitical problems facing the district:5!

Georgian historiography has widely covered the history of Javakhk
and Samtskhe since the 19th century. During the pre-Soviet period, I. P.
Rostomov (Rostomashvili), a teacher at St. Nino Female Gymnasium of
Tiflis, carried out important research and assembled archaeological and
cthnographical materials which were partly published in various periodi-
cals devoted to Caucasian studies. One of his works, entitled Akhalkalak
District in Light of Archaeology®? (in Russian) presents the history of
Javakhk from ancient times until the establishment of Russian rule. His
research is based on some records included in the Chronolgy of Kartli
(Jormaols (3bmg@gds). The second part of his work deals with the
decipherment of the Georgian lapidary inscriptions found in Akhalkalak
District.

However, Rostomov’s choice of the materials of political history and
lapidary sources is certainly biased. His work is based on exclusively
Georgian sources, which has rendered it completely one-sided. Other
researchers, guided by political considerations, often re-wrote the afore-
mentioned book without ever bothering to investigate other sources. In
fact, the problem of Javakhk was politicized from the very beginning. It
is not by chance that another Georgian scholar, Ivan Gvaramadze,
reproached the Armenians for “‘appropriating” Georgian lands and cul-
ture, demolishing their churches, and other “sins.”>3

With regard to the Armeno-Georgian relations, can be distinguished
historian and Armenologist Ivane Javakhishvili's book entitled The
Frontiers ofGEorng“ (in Georgian) and dealing with the border disputes
of 1918 to 1919! The author claims that the state of Georgia and its peo-
ple have irrefutable, “legal” rights to Lori and Akhalkalak. In his opinion,
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Georgian) states, “The ethnographic study of the non-Georgian popula-
tion of our country does not only have a scientific value but is also of
practical significance, giveri the current tense socio-political and eco-
nomic conditions.” LA

Berdzenishvili and Janiashvili did not introduce any breakthrough in
the study of the problem, but repeated the previous researchers’ allega-
tions that the Armenians of Akhalkalak District are “non-natives,” the
Armenian Catholics and “Meskhetian” Turks are of Georgian origin; the
Russian Empire conducted an anti-Georgian and pro-Armenian policy
forcing the Armenians to settie down in the region, etc.. Perhaps, the only
novelty in their works, which is more of a political character than scien-
tific, is that in recent years, the Armenians of Javakhk have manifested
separatism,%0

Janiashvili’s “novelty” is that after the Adrianople Treaty of 1829,
when the Western Armenians settled down in Javakhk, they widely
“appropriated” numerous features of the Georgian mode of life, including
crafts, stock breeding and ways of building houses. Evidently, this schol-
ar is unaware of, or is reluctant to accept, the fact that the Armenians of
Erzrum, as attested by various contemporary multi-lingual sources, held
an advanced position in Western Asia thanks to their high level of devel-
opment. Naturally, they could not have been influenced by the locals,
since the districts of Akhalkalak and Akhaltskha were mostly deserted and
almost devoid of any Georgian population before the immigration of
1830. On the contrary, it was the displaced Armenians who influenced the
small Georgian community living there. It is interesting to note that both
the former and the present-day Georgian researchers basically ignore the
existing Armenian sources as well as the Georgian and foreign ones con-
taining “pro-Armenian’ records.

In their work entitled The Armenians in Georgia (in Georgian) and
dedicated to the Armenians of Javakhk as well as those living throughout
Georgia, Shota and Otar Tetvadze continue “developing” a viewpoint
widely accepted in Georgian historiography. It claims that in the late 18th
century, the class of Armenian merchants and usurers as well as the
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official documents on the history of Transcaucasia: although often one-
sided, they are of great significance as a source. The Institute of Hls‘mry
of Armenia’s Academy of Sciences published a valuable anthology enti-
tled The Incorporation of Eastern Armenia into Russia’ (in Armenian)
and containing a great number of archive documents which clearly show
the significance of the region in the context of the eastern policy of the
Russian Empire. With regard to the socio-economic history of 19th-cen-
tury Transcaucasia, of great interest is a collection of documents entitled
The Socio-Political and Economic Situation in Eastern Armenia after Its
Incorporation into Russia. 1830 to 1870 (in Armenian).76

The overwhelming majority of archival publications of the early
decades of the 20th century is devoted to and elucidates the Armeno-
Georgian conflict over Javakhk and Lori (their publication started in
1919).77 Undoubtedly, the most valuable source published by Armenian
researchers is an anthology of documents and materials edited by G.
Galoyan and V. Ghazakhetsian in 2000.78 The authors put into circulation
a large number of seciet documents providing a clear picture of the devel-
opment of the Armeno-Georgian relations, the biased policy on the bor-
der disputes between the two countries adopted by the\English command-
ers’ staff, etc. While dealing with the same question, Ghazakhetsian
republished in the “Nork” periodical the very interesting series of articles
of famous prose writer Aksel Bakunts, previously issued in the
“Hayastani Ashkhatavor.”7? Searching different German archives, acade-
mician V. Michaelian compiled a highly valuable collection of documents
on the massacres of Akhalkalak and the refugees’ conditions®® in 1918.

In the Soviet years, S. Kharmandarian®! published certain materials
on the dispute between the Armenian and Georgian Bolsheviks over
Akhalkalak and Tzalka (1921) and, particularly, the July decisions made
by the Plenum of the Caucasian Bureau of the Russian Communist
Workers® Party and the Political Bureau of the Georgian Communist
Party. It was academician G. Galoyan who discovered these records in the
secret funds of the Institute of Marxism and Leninism and transferred
them to the Armenian branch of the same archives.$2
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After the fall of the Arshakid Dynasty, the Armenian Apostolic
Church retained its influence over Georgia, despite the fact that the latter
was attempting to acquire certain independence.

With the temporary weakening of Tzunda, Zresk became the spiritual
center of Javakhk.

The district of Javakhk is again mentioned in thé mid-7th century in
connection with the Arab invasions. Contemporary historian Hovhan
Mamikonian writes in The History of Taron that Arab commander
“...Abdrahim led his army through Hayk, Basen, Virk, Javakhk and Va-
nand, where he collected taxes and returned to Arabia.”!”

Another source reports almost the same with regard to this event,
“Abdrahim, Mahmet’s cousin, attacked Armenia with an army of eighty
thousand troops...and passed through Hayk, Basen, Virk, Javakhk, and
Vanand...”!8 What is most important about this record is that it mentions
Javakhk together with the Armenian district of Vanand and does not con-
nect it with Virk, a fact which indicates that between the ‘40s and *50s of
the 7th century, the district was part of not Virk, but Armenia. It was
occupied and annexed to the Arab Caliphate only at the end of the centu-
ry. )

Javakhk suffered the Arab domination for nearly a century, un¥il
the early part of the 9th century. Artavazd Mamikonian’s attack on
the Arab tax collectors in Kumayri (Gyumri) instigated a rebellion
in Javakhk in 774. Historian Ghevond testifies that the Armenian
mutineers, escaping the pursuit of the regular Arab army, left
Shirak for the district of Samtskhe (undoubtedly, via Javakhk - A.
M.), which was a subject of Virk. Thence they moved to the
Yegers’ Land. where they wefe free of persecution, since the terri-
tory belonged to the Byzantian Empire.!? This suggests that Shirak
and, probably, its northwestern neighbor Javakhk were still under
Arab dom\l‘qation. while Samtskhe was part of the Georgian state.

The circumstances of Javakhk’s liberation were as follows: after
Nerseh Kamsarakan’s murder (785 A.D.), Prince Ashot Bagratid the
Carnivorous, who had committed himself to the restitution of the
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Samtskhe-Saatabago and donating some of its lands to the church. The
first volume of the Collected Acts, published by the famous
Archacological Commission, includes the Russian translation of a dgna-
tion certificate issued by the kings of Kartli: it enumerates the settlements
granted to the church: including Javakhk, Treghk, and Samtskhe. This
document is thought to date from 1398 to 1498, or the 14th to 15th cen-
turies. It retains the names of a number of settlements of the time some
of which are mentioned for the first time: Karmir (Red) Church
(Kizilkilisa - A. M.) and Beshkenashen (probably, Bash Dash) in Trialet;
Poka near Lake Parvana; the villages of Gokia (Kokia), Alastan, Zemo
Gomi (probably, Verin Gom or Goman) and Hokam in Akhalkalak Dis-
trict; Tolosh Village on the bank of the Kur; and Tzinuban in
Akhaltskha.3?

The aforementioned as well as many other sources reveal that the
region comprised numerous settlements, which attests that it lived a pros-
perous socio-economic life. An unknown l4th-century Georgian chroni-
cler writes that Beka II, Sargis II's successor, conquered a great number
of villages and many districts.3% In the days of the Bagratids as well as
the Zakarians, and their desendants, i.e. the Jaghetsies, Javakhk and the
other districts under the atabek’s reign enjoyed ‘considerable cultural
development. The living proof of this are the numerous monuments of
Armenian architecture and, particularly, the khachkars (cross-stones) pre-
served in Akhalkalak City, Fort Tmuk as well as Orja, Chamdura,
Murjakhet, Kokia, Kulikam, Diliska, Kartzakh, and other villages. Some
of these cross-stones are dated and trace back to the period between 1289
and 1516.37 A gravestone found in the fortress town of Akhalkalak bears
the dates 1294, 1362, and 1451.38 The oldest of the cross-stones found in
Javakhk was erected in 1072. The district also boasts other monuments
attributed to the 13th to 15th centuries.

Akhaltskha, which was the residence of the atabeks, became a great
spiritual and cultural center for the local Armenian population, with
many Armenian churches functioning there. St. Hovhannes Mkrtich (St.
John the Baptist), one of the oldest churches, bears an Armenian inscrip-
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tury, Akhaltskha and Akhalkalak had been part of the newly-established
vilayet of Cheldr (later Akhaltskha). The territory of Historical Javakhk
was partitioned into several self-governing districts having the status of
liva-sanjaks. their centers being Akhalkalak, Khertvis, and Kenarbel.
This marked the beginning of a long and dreadful period of Turkish dom-
ination in the region.

According to the Great Davtar of Gyurjistan Vilayet, a Turkish tax list
dating from the period between the late 1580s and 1595, Cheldr Province
had 9 liva-districts: Akhaltskha, Khertvis, Akhalkalak, Cheldr, Potskhov,
Petre, Panak (Penek, Banak), Metz (Greater) Artahan, and Olti, all of them
encompassing 37 nahies, i.e. groups of villages;>3 more than 1,250 settle-
ments as well as other sites of income, i.e. lakes and rivers for fish indus-
try, mills, gardens, etc. The territory of Javakhk mainly included the dis-
tricts of Akhalkalak, Khertvis, and Cheldr.

The lists of taxpayers provided by the Great Davtar indicate that most
of the inhabitants of Javakhk and the adjacent districts were Christians
whose names were either of Armenian origin, or represented common
names normally used by the Armenians and Georgians.”* It is interesting
to note that there were villages which were almost entirely populated by
the Armenians; thus, only very few non-Armenian names were found in
Orja,_Yerin (Upper) Orja, and Korkh Villages. This fact is substantiated
even now by the numerous cross-stones preserved particularly in the
vicinity of Orja. Samvel Karapetian studied 12 khachkars seven of which
are engraved with Armenian inscriptions. Three of them are datéd and go
back to 1463 to 1465.53 N /

The same demographic features were characteristic of the famous
fortress town of Tmuk (Tmogvi), where one comes across the following
Armenian names: S

- Sargis the son of Arakel; Rostom; Anania’s son; his brother Mkrtich;
Vardan’s son; Yedigar’s son; Hovhannes the son of Bayandur; Papu the
son of Shirin; Berik the son of Piraziz; his son Mkrtich; Murad; Father
Hakob; Berik the son of Murad; his brother Margar; Hakob; Sargis the
son of Melik.

., ~
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Kenarbel (Kanarbel) Village of Cheldr District \\Z‘s'eﬁtirely‘inhabited
by the Armenians: '

- Tzaruk’s son; his brother Asva/tza/tur; Margar’s son; Ghulijan’s son
Norses (Nerses); Khosik-Husik; Rostom’s son; Sargis the son of
Mukhtar; Mikirtich the son of Velijan; Mitich’s son; his brother Sargis;
Murad the son of Karapet; Martiros the son of Avanes Hovhannes the
son of Amiraziz; his brother Karapet; Khachik the son of Hambardzum.

Tornik Tzaruk refers to Mragval Village, whose inhabitants bore
names like Asva(tza)tur, etc.

Metz (Greater) Kartzakh and Pokr (Smaller) Kartzakh Villages of the
district had a large Armenian population, too:

- Nadar the son of Shahnazar; Vardan; Grigor the son of Sukias;
Jhanshe the son of Kirakos; Mkrtich’s son; his brother Vardzel;
Bayandur; Khachik the son of Yaral; Sahak’s son; Anton’s son; Father
Hakob the son of Jomerd; his son Shahaziz; Yaraziz the son of Ter-
Hakob; Sargis; Asva/tza/tur; Diarbek the son of Sahak; his brother
Asva/tza/tur.

Sulda: Shermazan’s son Simon; Erinja (Yernjak): Yeghiazar’s son
Manas; Khozabun, situated on the western banks of LLake Khozabun or
Khozapin: Manuk Asva/tza/tur; Tzegharostav: Ayvaz’s son Shahum; his
brother Shirin; Sahak’s son Kirakos; Avag; Paronvard; Khachatur. |

Special mention should be made of the frequent use of names like
Father Hakob and Father Bek. This testifies to the presence of Armenian
priests in' the given villages, which in its turn attests that they had
Armenian parishes and churches. The name of Paronvard in
Tzegharostav is of particular interest, too: it should be understood as
“Paron Vard,” i.e. Mister Vard, most presumably, implying Landlord.

Throughout the 17th to 18th ccﬁ'turies, as a result of emigration, mass
slaughters, forced conversion to Islam, and the penetration of Turkish-
speaking eth‘n'\c clements, the number of Muslims considerably increased
both in the entire province of Akhaltskha and the districts of Javakhk
(they were known by the collective gcographical name of Meskhetian).
The processes of the Georgianization and conversion of the Armenians to
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fight. Instead of replying to this, the Turks resumed bombing the Russian
positions. '

The bloody battle lasted for about 5 hours: the Russians were unsuc-
cessful in their attempts to crush the city gates with heavy artillery..Lhe
Turks by their artillery fire were able to kill the gunner and the horses,
thus defusing the danger. The enemy, who was fighting in utter despair,
suddenly detonated the gunpowder previously stored in the tower occu-
pied by the Russians, killing a great number of Russian soldiers. This
incident further intensified the confusion amongst the young Russian sol-
diers: the number of casualties, dead and wounded, gradually increased,
amounting to 1,500 to 2,000. To escape final crushing defeat, Gudovich
ordered his troops to withdraw, taking along the bodies of thousands of
the killed and injured Russian soldiers. The Turks captured the heavy
artillery located within 40 paces of the gates.

In utter despair after his defeat, Gudovich, in his report to the Tsar,
confessed bitterly, *“...while withdrawing, I stationed my troops in the
same camp where | had been earlier, and realizing that the army had suf-
fered heavy casualties and was reduced in numbers, I was convinced that
it was impossible to renew the attack.” Pleading for the Tsar’s pardon, he
added, “Contrary to my greatest desire to be useful to Your Imperial
Majesty, success turned away from me.”2 \

In 1810 the Persians and Turks attempted to cooperate in their strug-
gle against the Russians, and Javakhk became the battlefield of their
actions. To avert this, on September 4, a Russian detachment (2 battalions
with a Cossack cavalry of 200) led by General F.  Paulucci entered
Javakhk Plateau from Gandza Village via the mountains of Abul-Samsar.
On the morning of September 5, taking advantage of the rainy and foggy
weather, the Russians, unnoticed, approached the Persian army stationed
on the right bank of the river Taparvan, at a distance of several kilome-
ters from Akhalkalak. General Paulucci divided his forces in two parts:
Colonel Dmitri Lisanevich was ordered to attack the right wing of the
Persian army, and Pechorski was to do the same with the left one. The
Persian patrol noticed the Russians only at a distance of 100 sazhens (213
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they were absolutely unprepared for. Nonetheless, both during the immi-
gration and immediately after it, the Russian officials took some meas-
ures to improve the disastrous state of the resettlers. To do that, they
heavily relied on Archbishop Karapet, who enjoyed unquestionable
authority and popularity among the immigrants. On June 30, the pasha of
Akhaltskha issued an order empowering Archbishop Karapet to oversee
the distribution of winter residences located in Aspindza to these peo-
ple.5! In May 1831, General Paskevich instructed Prince David
Behboutov to allocate jewellery to the archbishop to meet the needs of
the immigrants. In August of the same year, Pankratev issued a decree
exempting these people from customs dutics.52

The native Armenians rendered considerable assistance to their com-
patriots: the inhabitants of Kokia Village supplied them with 270 kurus-
es (Turkish'-money); 19 somars (an ancient unit of measurement equal to
about 16 kilograms, so approximately 300 kilograms) of wheat, 29
somars (approximately 465 kilograms) of barley and 15 hakhas of 0il.53
All these, however, could not even partially improve the miserable situa-
tion of the Western Armenian immigrants.

Archbishop Karapet, deeply realizing his responsibility and duty
towards the resettlers, made every possible effort to improve their condi-_
tions. Unfortunately, when he left for Tiflis in 1831, the situation deteri-
orated again.’4 : -

Taking advantage of the situation, some Turkish spies w{ho had
slipped into Akhaltskha and Javakhk in the early 1830s started ‘instigat-
ing the resettlers to anti-Russian actions, even encouraging them to go
back.”> Escape to Western Armenia assumed larger scale in the spring of
1832. Disappointed at not having got the promised ‘“paradise,” they
decided, difficult as it was, to return.’® A document written in those days
reads, “Until May 27, our people lived in tranquility, but on that very
same day, some of them began to flee home...” The authorities sent a 50-
soldier Cossack cavalry detachment to stop the escapees, but it was con-
fronted with armed ‘i'csistange. Eventually, the resettlers crossed the
Russo-Turkish border.??
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returned to their compatriots who had found refuge in Tzalka and the
woods of Bakurian. It was only the Georgians who were allowed to move
into the depths of Georgia,4> whereas those who had reached North
Caucasia, mainly Vladikavkaz, were denied acces$'to that country.

As was already mentioned, thanks to the prudent policy of Zori
Zorian, after the self-defence of Akhaltskha, the district acknowledged
the supremacy of Turkish rule by mutual consent: thus, it escaped depor-
tation and extermination, which befell Akhalkalak.

Soon the Turkish High Command made a declaration about their
intention to recognize Akhalkalak and Akhaltskha as parts of the
Southwestern Turkish Republic, that was being “established” in
Transcaucasia. Soon the Ottoman administrative system was introduced
everywhere. Landowner Yason Bey from Khospia was appointed
Provisional Governor of Akhalkalak District. Myudirs (village elders)
were appointed in villages. The Turks took possession of all the effects
the Armenians had left in their settlements, now inhabited by Muslims,
like the devastated Georgian villages. Thus, the region entered upon a
six-month period of Turkish rule, characterized by devastation. In retali-
ation, Armenian underground groups emerged in some mountainous
regions and in the city. They took revenge upon some Turkish officials
and succeeded in saving part of the property the district’s former inhabi-
tants had hidden in different places.40

In order to harvest the rich crops of wheat ripening in Akhalkalak, the
Turkish military powers turned to the inhabitants of the neighboring dis-
tricts. They also turned to Zorian, who had stayed in Akhaltskha and
worked to maintain peace between the district’s Christians and Turkish
authorities on one hand, and between the former and the Turkish popula-
tion on thepther (his high popularity and flexible demeanor helped him
much in his efforts). On his order, a great number of Akhaltskha inhabi-
tants moved to Akhalkalak with their agricultu;‘al tools as a “manifesta-
tion of good will.” The Armenians, however, were to experience rather
harsh conditions, working up to 12 hours daily without any payment. In
contrast to that, the local Turks and other Muslims from the interior of the
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state of Georgia; like Armenia, had made serious territorial concessions
to victorious Turkey. Second, being a signatory of an.international treaty,
Georgia was establishing its own rights in the determination of the des-
tinies of those districts. If Turkey suffered defeat in the subsequent wars,
Georgia was entitled to restore its “legal” right to Akhaltskha and
Akhalkalak. Finally, what is most painful, the”Turkish occupation of
Javakhk could drastically change the district’s demographic picture,
namely it could strip it of its ethnic Armenian make-up. The subsequent
events came to reveal the chauvinistic plans of the Georgian political cir-
cles.

As for the steadfast determination of the Turkish authorities to annex
Akhaltskha, Akhalkalak, and Borchalu to the Ottoman state, it reflected
their striving to restore the predominance of Turkey in Transcaucasia. If
accomplished, the Turks would establish direct ties with Azerbaijan and
drive a wedge between Georgia and Armenia. Alexander Khatissian, the
head of the Armenian delegation during the negotiations of Batum,
writes, “They desired to use Borchalu as a link between Akhalkalak and
Karabakh, thus detaching us from Georgia.”49

It is interesting to note that, unlike the Georgians, the Armenian dele-
gation in Batum had a clearer idea about the vital necessity of the
Armeno-Georgian common frontier, which was to be secured throLgh
Borchalu and Akhalkalak. Therefore, it is by no means incidental that the
Armenian side flatly refused to accept Halil Pasha’s (he was the head of
the Turkish delegation) suggestion that Turkey should “cede” a territory
of 2.5 square kilometres in an area adjoining the Armeno-Turkish border,
in return for Armenia’s consent to deliver up Lori and Akhalkalak to that
state.50 Despite that, however, the Armenians had to face the harsh reali-
ty: the Georgian side had alre'z'idy given its accord to the annexation of
Akhalkalak by Turkey. Alexander Khatissian and Hovhannes Kajaznuni
had no o‘th\er alternative but to meet the demands of the Turkish delegates
and hand qver the Marz of Kars, the Districts of Alexandropol and
Hamamlu, as well as a considerable part of the Ararat Valley, together
with Akhaltskha and Akhalkalak.
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Abdrahim; Arab commander 40
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Amir Sargis 46
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Andronikov 1. Z. 8
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Arakel 49
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Argishti I, king 36, 227
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Artaxiad Dynasty 38
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Ashot Kyurapaghat 41

Aslan 122
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Asvatzatur 50
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Avetissian H. 15, 163, 218 (ref.)
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Bagrat I11 41, 48

Bagrat 1V 42
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Bayram, mollah 197
Behboutov David, prince 81






























	0_resize
	0-1_resize
	1_resize
	2_resize
	3_resize
	4_resize
	5_resize
	6_resize
	7_resize
	8_resize
	9_resize
	10_resize
	11_resize
	12_resize
	13_resize
	14_resize
	15_resize
	16_resize
	17_resize
	18_resize
	19_resize
	20_resize
	21_resize
	22_resize
	23_resize
	24_resize
	25_resize
	26_resize
	27_resize
	28_resize
	29_resize
	30_resize
	31_resize
	32_resize
	33_resize
	34_resize
	35_resize
	36_resize
	37_resize
	38_resize
	39_resize
	40_resize
	41_resize
	42_resize
	43_resize
	44_resize
	45_resize
	46_resize
	47_resize
	48_resize
	49_resize
	50_resize
	51_resize
	52_resize
	53_resize
	54_resize
	55_resize
	56_resize
	57_resize
	58_resize
	59_resize
	60_resize
	61_resize
	62_resize
	63_resize
	64_resize
	65_resize
	66_resize
	67_resize
	68_resize
	69_resize
	70_resize
	71_resize
	72_resize
	73_resize
	74_resize
	75_resize
	76_resize
	77_resize
	78_resize
	79_resize
	80_resize
	81_resize
	82_resize
	83_resize
	84_resize
	85_resize
	86_resize
	87_resize
	88_resize
	89_resize
	90_resize
	91_resize
	92_resize
	93_resize
	94_resize
	95_resize
	96_resize
	97_resize
	98_resize
	99_resize
	100_resize
	101_resize
	102_resize
	103_resize
	104_resize
	105_resize
	106_resize
	107_resize
	108_resize
	109_resize
	110_resize
	111_resize
	112_resize
	113_resize
	114_resize
	115_resize
	116_resize
	117_resize
	118_resize
	119_resize
	120_resize
	121_resize
	122_resize
	123_resize
	124_resize
	125_resize
	126_resize
	127_resize
	128_resize
	129_resize
	130_resize
	131_resize
	132_resize
	133_resize
	134_resize
	135_resize
	136_resize
	137_resize
	138_resize
	139_resize
	140_resize
	141_resize
	142_resize
	143_resize
	144_resize
	145_resize
	146_resize
	147_resize
	148_resize
	149_resize
	150_resize
	151_resize
	152_resize
	153_resize
	154_resize
	155_resize
	156_resize
	157_resize
	158_resize
	159_resize
	160_resize
	161_resize
	162_resize
	163_resize
	164_resize
	165_resize
	166_resize
	167_resize
	168_resize
	169_resize
	170_resize
	171_resize
	172_resize
	173_resize
	174_resize
	175_resize
	176_resize
	177_resize
	178_resize
	179_resize
	180_resize
	181_resize
	182_resize
	183_resize
	184_resize
	185_resize
	186_resize
	187_resize
	188_resize
	189_resize
	190_resize
	191_resize
	192_resize
	193_resize
	194_resize
	195_resize
	196_resize
	197_resize
	198_resize
	199_resize
	200_resize
	201_resize
	202_resize
	203_resize
	204_resize
	205_resize
	206_resize
	207_resize
	208_resize
	209_resize
	210_resize
	211_resize
	212_resize
	213_resize
	214_resize
	215_resize
	216_resize
	217_resize
	218_resize
	219_resize
	220_resize
	221_resize
	222_resize
	223_resize
	224_resize
	225_resize
	226_resize
	227_resize
	228_resize
	229_resize
	230_resize
	231_resize
	232_resize
	233_resize
	234_resize
	235_resize
	236_resize
	237_resize
	238_resize
	239_resize
	240_resize
	241_resize
	242_resize
	243_resize
	244_resize
	245_resize
	246_resize
	247_resize
	248_resize
	249_resize
	250_resize
	251_resize
	252_resize
	253_resize
	254_resize
	255_resize
	256_resize
	257_resize

