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TRABZON FOR ARMENIA AS AN OPPORTUNITY OF
ACCESS TO THE BLACK SEA AND PONTIC GREEKS
POSITION (1919-1920)

The issue of sea access was one of the priority issues of the foreign politics of the
First Republic of Armenia. So, this issue has always been on the agenda of both the
RA Government and delegations operating in Paris. Immediately after the
publication of the «Armenian Demands Memorandum» jointly presented by the
two Armenian delegations at the Congress held in Paris on February 12, 1919, the
Armenian-French relations sharply worsened because of Cilicia, which has also
been included in the circle of Armenia’s territorial demands. However, as is known,
by the common consent of the Entente powers, Cilicia has been included in the
French influence zone. After the manifestation of some resistance, avoiding the
dangerous perspective of being involved in the confrontation with France, the
Armenian delegates publically refused from the demands for Cilicia, putting an
emphasize on the access to the Black Sea, and Trabzon has been initially
considered as its most possible variant. Trabzon has been also included in the
«Armenian Demands Memorandumy», which has been first of all conditioned by the
Russian-Turkish Agreement on the Armenian reforms signed by the Russian-
Turkish-German consent on January 26 (February 8) 1914 as a natural access to the
Black Sea. The circumstance that the further Armenian-Turkish border, which
would pass through the Trabzon, Erzrum, Bitlis and Van vilayets, has already been
principally outlined at the Paris Congress, also especially contributed to the issue
on the provision of Armenia’s access to the Black Sea through Trabzon. Some part
of the Greeks also supported these expectations of the Armenians, about which
assured Greek Ambassador to Paris Romanos Boghos Nubar. Even the head of the
Greek government Venizelos during one of the sittings of the Paris Congress stated
that Armenia is worth of having Trabzon'.

But the Greeks, represented by the Greek «Pontos» company, which was
founded after Turkey’s defeat in the First World War, appealed to the Paris
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Congress, demanding that the Greek (Pontic) state should be formed in the Trabzon
vilayet (together with the Janik and Amasia sanjaks) or it should be attached to
Greater Armenia”. The following publication of the «People’s Voice» daily is the
evidence of this: «A special Committee will be organized in order to restore the
historical Pontic state between the Trabzon and Samsun vilayets. The headquarters
of the Committee is located in Marseilles, the agitation committees will be in the
Caucasus, Egypt, Switzerland and America. The committee states that one million
Greeks live in the Black Sea coast, between the Caucasus border and Samsun. They
hope that the Congress of solidarity will satisfy their demand and the Pontic state
will revive».® Konstantinidis, the Chairman of the abovementioned «Pontos»
organization established by the Pontic Greeks in Europe, submitted a complaint
against the aspirations of the Armenians. The Greeks publish articles in French that
they do not want to change the Turkish oppression with the Armenian oppression;
they are ready to protect their rights with weapon, etc.!

This complaint has been conditioned by the fact that according to the Greeks,
in the circumstance of being separated from Turkey together with the Armenians,
there will appear danger of the Pontic Greeks’ swallowing by the Armenians.” It is,
of course, a false viewpoint, which contributed to the destruction of Pontos.
Negotiations were conducted between the representatives of the Armenian National
first congress and the European Pontic Greeks in Paris in April, 1919. The Greeks
rejected the suggestion on joining to Armenia with the right for internal autonomy
and the Armenians rejected the suggestion on the formation of confederation. So,
two suggestions remained in the agenda:

1. Pontos becomes an independent republic and Armenia is given an open
access with the ports of Rize and Athens (the Greeks’ suggestion).

2. Armenia and Pontos form the Federation by the example of Switzerland
(the Armenians’ suggestion).6

Here Konstantinidis was indignant at the behavior of representatives of the
national delegation Boghos Nubar pasha and G. Noratunkyan, when the Armenian
political figures advanced an issue on Trabzon’s joining to Armenia, which
disappoints Konstantinidis and jeopardizes the possibility of the further
cooperation. Some Armenian figures being the apologists of the Armenian-Greek
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joint front have also been against the sharpening of the Armenian-Greek relations
by Trabzon’s request. On this occasion, A. Tyurapyan writes: « What was the sense
to raise the issue of Trabzon or some other issue and to catch from each other the
skin of a non-killed wolf?»’.

Anyway this viewpoint contained some element of defeat. But the Greeks
partially changed their position at the beginning of 1920. Of course, they continued
complaining in the issue of the provision of Trabzon to the Armenians, but,
proceeding from the negative position of the great powers in the issue of the
independence of Pontos, they had to think about joining to Armenia, so they have
sent a delegation to Armenia for continuing the negotiations started in Paris. Greek
metropolitan Phillipidis Xrisantos (Xrisanph) of Pontos arrived in Yerevan on
January 1, 1920, on the pretext of visiting the Armenian Catholicos. Xrisanph was
a close associate of Venizelos and the Chairman of the Pontic delegation in Paris.
According to Simon Vratsyan, the Pontic Greeks demanded that Pontos should be
separated from Turkey and a separate Greek state should be formed. The whole
territory of Rize-Sinop (Lazistan) between the Pontic mountains and the Black Sea
with the population of 1 220 000 (800 000 Moslems, 350 000 Greeks and 70 000
Armenians) would be included in that state. Xrinasph came to decide the relations
between Armenia and Pontos and suggested the following:

Either the Republic of Pontos would be one allied part of the Republic of
Armenia,

or Pontos would be independent and would join Armenia on the co-allied
bases,

or Independent and equal Pontos and Armenia would be connected with each
other with alliance and unification.

In the last case Armenia would have its own sea access in Athines. Xrisanph
has been well received in Yerevan, and the Armenian-Pontic treaty has been
concluded, according to which:

Pontos would be included within Armenia as its allied part under the
abovementioned conditions, but Pontos would be governed in its internal affairs
through its own Seym.

The Armenian and Pontic delegations would operate in Paris in harmony.

If the independences of Armenia and Pontos were rejected, the Armenians and
Greeks would undertake together actions up to the revolt for obliging that the
common independence should be recognized.8
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In addition to these points, it has been also predicted that the Pontic army, the
military ministry, the monetary system, the state finances, the foreign policies, the
post and telegram department, as well as the land and sea communication would be
common and united with the Republic of Armenia.” This treaty was signed at
Khatisyan’s home on January 2 with the participation of members of the
government, and Xrinasph and Greek diplomatic representative in Tiflis Stavritakis
represented the Greek party.10 In fact, the suggestion advanced by the Armenians in
Paris has been approved, and by the example of Switzerland Pontos would be
connected to Armenia. On January 7, the government of Armenia approved the
Armenian-Pontic Agreement.11 At last, after the Yerevan Agreement by the order of
the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia A. Khatisyan and the
head of the Greek delegation in Paris, Prime Minister of Greece E. Venizelos, the
Colonel Dimitros Goteniotis (Kateniotis) being engaged in the issues of Pontos
signed in Tiflis the Treaty on the formation of the Armenian-Greek Federation. The
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia A. Khatisyan and Military
Minister R. Ter-Minasyan participated in these negotiations from the Armenian
party. According to Ruben, it was decided to come to an agreement with Greece
and to form a front against the nationalists threatening both of them. A port
between Rize and Chorokh in the Black Sea would be given to Armenia as an
ownership, and Pontos would become an independent state, forming a
confederation with Armenia.'?

But in the meantime, the Armenian delegation of Paris did not refuse from its
demands for Trabzon and did not recognize this treaty, reproving Yerevan for
concessions. This is the evidence of the fact that Aharonyan, during the February
24 meeting with Goteniotis arriving in London, after being acquainted with him
and the treaty signed with Khatisyan, says: «My government has not informed me
about anything, and it is pity that I am not able to change our demands. In addition,
we authentically have not demanded Trabzon, we just requested from the
Conference some territory in the Black Sea coast, allowing the Conference to
decide itself the issue on the territory of ports and coasts.. »

On this occasion, Colonel Goteniotis sent a telegram from London to the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Athens on February 17: «...I have visited Nubar
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pasha and presented the agreements reached in Tiflis, and he has been astonished.
Mr. Aharonyan, a representative of the Yerevan Republic, also expressed surprise
the next day. I stressed my perplexity on the occasion of such unawareness.. i

As we see, the disharmony of actions between the Armenian government and
the Armenian delegations has been noted: on the one hand, the government signed
an agreement with the Greeks, on the other hand, the delegation was not aware of
it, and after being acquainted with it, rejected it. This divergence of opinions
caused damage to the common cause and showed that the government has not been
always on top of issues. According to Poghos Nubar and Aharonyan, this
agreement, where the government showed unnecessary concession, declining the
pretention as regards Trabzon, became a reason for the sharp change of the position
of Greeks in the issue of Trabzon.

According to A. Aharonyan, «.... and hence they do not wish to listen any
more about the concession of Trabzon to us».'> Warm and friendly contacts and
negotiations between the Greek and Georgian delegations also gave birth to some
doubts at the Armenian delegates. Our delegates thought that to abuse confidence
of the Armenians by the Greeks is the only reason for the cooperation reached at
the price of such sacrifices, and Pontos can cooperate with Georgia as soon as it
becomes independent with the support of the Armenians.'

This mistrustfulness, as we will see in the next pages, was not groundless,
because the Georgian delegation came up against the transference of Trabzon to
Armenia. Such aspirations of the Pontic Greeks raised indignation of the Lazers,
who were supported by the English being opponents to the idea of the Greek
autonomy of Pontos. The «Islam Gyurjistan» («Moslem Georgia») newspaper
released in Batumi and being controlled by the English writes: «The Lazers are
quite indignant with the information that the Greek national committee has been
formed in Constantinople for the restoration of the historical Pontic kingdom. The
Lazistan’s youth expressed readiness to protect their homeland and its existence.» '’

In spite of all of this, on 23 February 1920, Efxinos Pontos President
Constantinidis presented a memorandum at the London Congress about the
separation of Pontos from Turkey and the formation of the Federation with the

Republic of Armenia. 18
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This idea started to be encouraged to some extent by the Entente, because at
the beginning of the 1920s the Bolshevik Red Army registered serious successes in
the struggle against Denikin and conquered Rostov, opening way to the Caucasus,
and the Armenian-Pontic possible alliance would considerably strengthen the
barrier raised against the Bolshevks in the region. The matter was that on the
advice of Venizelos the military convention has been concluded between Armenia
and Pontos for struggle against the Bolshevik invasion, which was signed by
Ruben Ter-Minasyan and Colonels Cateniotis (Goteniotis) and Ananias."’

Of course, for the Greeks and Armenians the use of this alliance against the
Kemalists was top-priority. It is quite important to mention that the Armenian-
Greek anti-Turkish cooperation has started much earlier. With the purpose of
conducting negotiations against the Kemalists 1. Stavridakis, the head of the Greek
diplomatic mission in Tiflis, arrived in Yerevan on 1 September 1919.%° The
purpose of the Greeks was to form in the region the military forces from the local
Greeks, whose area of formation would have been Armenia”’.

The position of the Entente powers about Armenia’s access to the Black Sea
through Trabzon is also interesting. The French position became more exact during
the regular meeting between our delegates and French Foreign Affairs sub-
Secretary Philip Bertlow held in London on 20 February, 1920. Answering the
question of the Armenian delegates what is the status of the issue of Armenia’s
access to the Black Sea, taking into account the circumstance that it is of vital
importance for Armenia, Bertlow mentioned in a cold tone that Switzerland also
lives without sea. Our delegates inverted that «Switzerland is located in the heart of
Europe, it is surrounded by civilized states, so the analogy is not convincing here.
At last, before the war we made used of the sea roads of both Turkey and Russia.
Now unyoking us politically from these two states, it would be unfair and
contradictory to put us now under the economic yoke of all our hostile
neighbors.»22 Bertlow again gave an avoiding response. Members of the Italian
delegation also hinted on the ill will of France around this issue during a meeting
held with the Armenian delegates.23 But visible shift was noticed in this issue in
February. On February 23, the Foreign Affairs Commission of the parliament
adopted a resolution after a meeting of Boghos Nubar pasha and A. Aharonyan
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with a member of the English parliament lord Robert Cecil held in London on
February 22, where it was, in particular, mentioned: «Armenia’s small republic
should have its access to the Black Sea...»>".

So, it becomes obvious that England and France had serious disagreements
around the issue of Armenia’s having access to the Black Sea. France obviously
came up against the solution of that issue, when the matter was related to Trabzon.
The suggestion on the transference of Trabzon to Armenia was considered as
unreasonable yet in the January 11 memorandum with the motivation that,
according to the French government data, the overwhelming majority of the
population of the Trabzon vilayet was Moslem. In essence, for settling down in the
eastern coasts of the Mediterranean Sea (Cilicia, Syria) and Small Hayk, the French
supported the Turks in the issue of keeping of these parts of the Empire within
Turkey. And as Trabzon was considered for Armenia as one of the possible ways of
sea access, the French categorically came up against it. According to them, 80% of
the population of the Trabzon vilayet is Moslem, so the country should also stay
Turkish, and the construction of a railroad from Erzrum to Trabzon is impossible in
practice because of the country’s mountainous position, hence it is useless to give
Trabzon to the Armenians.»> Trabzon was of vital importance for Armenia. The
US especially supported Armenia in that issue, proceeding from the aspiration for a
united mandate. The US government sent a Memorandum to the allied states on 26
March 1920, where the following was mentioned: «Taking into consideration the
fact that Trabzon has always been the last station of the trade road along Armenia,
and that Venizelos, speaking on behalf of the Greeks living in that territory, stated
that they rather prefer communication with Armenia than with Turkey, the US
government hopes that the powers will come to an agreement to give Trabzon to
Armenia.» 2® But the Greeks became more aggressive. The Greek delegation,
visiting the Armenian delegation in March and also before it in London, threatened
that if the Armenians continued demanding Trabzon, they would join the Turks,
because Trabzon is the head of Pontos, and the Greeks will not allow to separate
the head from the body.27 Of course, those visits and sharp conversations did not
bear official character and their purpose was to keep the Armenians back from the
pretentions as regards Trabzon.

**1bid., 56.
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So, the Armenian side decided to refuse from the demand for Trabzon with the
purpose of not adding the Greek enmity to numerous difficulties, as well as for
keeping the goodwill of the Greek government.28

The circumstance on the provision of an economic access through the Trabzon
port to Armenia predicted by the Treaty of Sevres also influenced this decision.
And already in July, Venizelos published his changed position: «My papakha saw
that Pontos and Armenia formed a united state. But the implementation of the
program became impossible. The Pontic Greeks wanted to be autonomous...
Trabzon, the capital of Pontos, should serve as an economic access for Armenia
(Sh.T)»>.

After the signing of the Treaty of Sevres, when it became clear that the US
President should decide the Armenian-Turkish borderline, the Greek delegation of
Paris decided to send a long telegram to W. Wilson and ask, while deciding the
border of Armenia, not to forget that Trabzon from the very beginning was a
Hellenic city, and now one cannot separate it from Hellenism.”” The great powers
were against the formation of the second Greek state in Pontos, so the Greeks
should search more serious collaboration verges with Armenia. But Colonel
Goteniotis noted that the naivety and unprofessionalism of the Pontic Greek
diplomats, including Trabzon metropolitan F. Xrisantos, hindered the matter.
Armenia, having to access to the external world, demanded Trabzon, considering it
as its only rescue. But the Pontic Greeks advanced the hypothesis about «the non-
separation of Pontos» and finally buried the issue of liberation of Pontos, in which
the great powers, of course, contributed their share.”!

So, the Armenian-Greek agreement has not been brought into effect. Due to
the comprehensive support of France, Italy and especially the Soviet Russia the
Kemalists smashed the Greek Army in 1921-1922, and the whole Pontos was
cleaned up from the Greeks. And the theme on the formation of the Greek sate of
Pontos has been closed at the Lozan Congress.
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HINPAK TOPOCSH
Kanouoam ucmopuueckux nayx
Hayuonanvnoe coopanue PA

TPANIE3YHT JJISI APMEHUH KAK BO3MOKHOCTbD
BBIXOJA K YEPHOMY MOPIO 1 TIO3ULIHS
MOHTUMCKUX I'PEKOB (1919-1920)

PE3IOME

[IpoGnema BBIXO/a K MOPIO SIBJISTIACH TIEPBOOYEPEIHON JJIsI BHEITHEH TOJIH-
tuku [lepBoii pecryOnuku ApMeHus, TaKk YTO STOT BOIIPOC HE CXOJMII C T0-
BECTKHU JHS KaK MpaBUTEIbCTBA, TaK U paboTaBmux B Ilapimke apMsSHCKHX
neneranuii. Cpasy ke mocie nmyonukanuu npeacrasieHsoro 10-oro ¢espa-
a1 1919 1. nva IMapmwkckoit KOHPEpEeHIMH IByMST apMSHCKUMHU JeeTalus MU
«MemopaHayMa apMsSHCKHUX TpeOOBaHUil», pe3ko O0OCTPHIIUCH apMSHO-
(paHiy3ckue oTHouieHus u3-3a Kummkuu. IlsiTasce n3bexarb onmacHOCTH
koH(uukTa ¢ OpaHuueil, apMIHCKUE JIeJeraTbl OTKa3aJuCh OT TpeOOBaHUN
B OoTHOmEHUM Kuimknuy, cTaBd BO INIaBy ymila BOIIPOC BbIXOAAa K YepHomy
MOpI0, HauboJiee BEpOSATHBIM PEIICHUEM KOTOPOTO OHU CUMTAIH BBIXOJ Ye-
pe3 Tpanesyna. [IpeTBopeHUIO B )KU3Hb 3TUX YasHUM apMsiH COAEHCTBOBaIa
Tak)Ke 4acTh TpeKoB, 0 ueM 3asBui B [lapmxke [lorocy Hybapy mocon I'pe-
uun Pomanoc. Jlaxke pyKOBOAUTENb IPEUECKOTO MPaBUTEILCTBA BeHusenoc
BBICTYNWJI HAa OHOM U3 3acenanuii [lapmxckoii KoH(EepeHLIUH ¢ 3asBICHHEM
0 TOM, YTO apMsiHE JJOCTOWHBI TOTO, YTOOBI MOIYUYUTh Tpane3yHa.

B anpene 1919 . B [lapuke cocTosauch nNeperoBopsl M0 MOHTUHCKOMY
BOIPOCY MEXIy IpeacTaBUTEIAMH lIepBOro apMsHCKOTO HalMOHAJIbHOTO
KOHIpecca U JercTByromer B EBpone opraHusanueil NMOHTUHCKUX TPEKOB
«IIoHT», OOHAKO MEpPEroBOpbl HE yBeHYaNIHCh ycnexoMm. Ho yxe B Havase
1920 r. rpeku YacTUYHO MEPECMOTpeNid CBOIO mo3uuuio. Mcxons u3 Hera-
TUBHOM MO3MIMH BEJIUKUX JEP>KaB B BOIpoce HezaBucHMocTH IloHTa, oHM
BBIHY)KJICHbI OBUTH OOBEIMHUTHCA C ApMEHHMEH M IMOCEMY HalpaBWIUd B
ApPMEHHIO JEIErannio s IPONOJDKEHMS IIEPEroBOpOB, HayaThIX B [laprxke.
1 suBapst 1920 r. rpeueckuii mutponoaut Ilonra @uinunuauc XpucaHroc
(Xpucand) npubsut B EpeBan, rae oH Hamien Teriblid nmpuemM. B EpeBane
ObUIT 3aKJIIOYECH apMSIHO-TIOHTUHCKUI JOTOBOP, cortacHO kotopomy: 1. IToHT
JIOJDKEH BOWTH B COCTaB APMEHHH B KauecTBe ee (hepepaibHOW 4acTh, CBOU
BHYTPEHHHE BOIPOCHI OH OyAeT pemiarbh uyepe3 COOCTBEHHBIN ceiiM; 2. ap-
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TPAIIE3YHT JJJIAI APMEHHH KAK BO3SMOKHOCTb...

MSIHCKasi U TIOHTHICKas JeJeraluu JOJKHBI AeiicTBoBarh B Ilapuxke B co-
apyxectBe Apyr ¢ apyrom; 3. Eciu Apmenun u [1oHTY OTKaXyT B He3aBU-
CUMOCTH, apMSIHE U T'PEKU MPEAIPUMYT COBMECTHBIE NEHUCTBHS BIUIOTH 10
BOCCTaHMS, YTOOBI 3aCTaBUTh MPHU3HATH OOIIYI0 HE3aBUCHUMOCTh. OMHAKO
apMsHcKas nenerauus B [lapuke He oTKa3zajgach OT CBOMX TpeOOBaHUM B OT-
HolleHuH Tparme3yHna u He Mpu3Haia 3TOT JOTOBOP, BhIPA3UB HEAOBOJILCT-
BO YCTYIIKAMH CO CTOpOHBI EpeBaHa.

YerpemiieHusl MOHTUMCKUX TPEKOB BBI3bIBAIM TAaKXKe BO3MYIICHUE
J1a30B, KOTOPBIE MOIYy4Yajad MOIJAEPKKY CO CTOPOHBI aHIVIMYAH, BBICTYIAB-
[IMX MPOTHUB UI€H AaBTOHOMHH MOHTUUCKUX TPEKOB.

Hcxonst u3 atoro, 23-ro deBpans 1923 . mpesunent [lonta DBKCHHCKO-
ro Korcrantunuaec npencraBuwi Ha JIOHTOHCKON KOH(epeHIIMH MeMOpaH-
nym 00 orwreauHenuu [lonta ot Typruu u 3akimroueHnn coro3a ¢ Pecmy6nm-
Kol ApMeHus. JTa ujes Hallljla B KAaKOW-TO CTENEHU MOJJAEPKKY AHTAHTHI,
MOCKOJIBKY BO3MOYKHBIM apMsIHO-TTIOHTUMCKUI COK03 MOT CTaTh B PETMOHE CY-
IIECTBEHHBIM OapbepoM it OOJBIIEBUKOB. Pazymeercs, uist apMsiH U Tpe-
KOB IEPBOOYEPEIHBIM ObLIO MCIOIB30BATh ATOT COI03 MPOTUB KEMAJIHMCTOB.
Opnnaxo B mapte 1920 r. rpeku ctanu BeCcTH 00Jiee arpeCCUBHYO MOIUTHUKY.
I'peueckas neneramnus BeICTynuiaa B JIOHZOHE ¢ yrpo3aMu HpOTUB apMsiH-
CKOU JieJieraliiu, 3aBepsis B TOM, UYTO €CJIM apMsHE HE TepecTaHyT TpeOo-
BaTh Tpame3yHa, TO OHH OOBEAMHSTCS C TypKaMH, MOCKONbKY TpamesyHn
SIBIISIETCS. «ToJI0BOM» [OHTa, ¥ TpEeKH He MO3BOJIAT OTJAEIUTh TOJIOBY OT TeJa.
[ToaTomy apMmsiHCKas CTOpOHA, aObl KO BCEM CIOXKHOCTAM HE 100aBUTH
BpaXAy TPEKOB U COXPAHUTH JIPY>KECTBEHHBIC OTHOILECHUSI C TPEYECKUM
MPaBUTEILCTBOM, yke B aBrycte 1920 . mpuHsia pemeHue o0 OTKaze OT
TpanesyHpa.

Benukue nepxaBbl ObUIM NPOTUB co3aHus B [IoHTe BTOpOro rpedecko-
TO TOCYIapCTBa, CIEAOBaTEeNIbHO, TPEKH JOJDKHBI ObLTM TOWTH Ha Oonee
CepbE3HOE COTPYAHMYECTBO ¢ ApMeHHeil. OIHAKO MOHTUMCKHE TPEKHU BBI-
nBuHynu Bepcuto «Llenoctoctu IloHTa», U TeM cambIM BOIpoc 00 OCBO-
6oxennu [loHTa OB OKOHYATENBHO CHAT C TIOBECTKH JIHS.
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