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ISSUES OF THE HISTORY OF THE EARLY HITTITE KINGDOM

Probably, thdnvasionof Kaneshby Kussar also concernéid subjectterritories,
which became part of the unified state of Kanksissar.

There is an interesting episode in tinitta t e xthaw after conquering
Kanesh Pithana king of Kussar ordered not to harm the inhabitgnisoreover,
fimade them his mothers and fatiiei27 10-11; 6: 35-36]. This sentence indicates
that most of the people of Kanesh and the people of Kussar belonged tanthe s
ethnic group. This could also mean that Pitliasa a n c e s t oKaresharelr e f r
thusr';?e king of Kussar was declaring that theople ofKanesh were not strangers
to hinm.

After Pithand@s death, some of his subordinate cities revolted and Anitta had
to suppress those movements. Among them was the Keetasltior?. Later, from
Kanesh Anitta started s policy of conquestin Asia Minor. He conquered
Zalpuva'®, Purushandd, Salativard? During the wars, Zalpuads King Huzziya
wastaken captive. He wasrought to Kaneslalong withthe statue ol god taken
from Kanesh by Zalpua about a century ago. It is important to note that Anitta
called the god of t h="Sipssunmfi-ie]o"oPfobalily ne s h
that god was worshiped in Kussarvesl|.

During one of the campaigns, Anitta defshPiyusti, king of Hattus and
conqueed Hattus, the center of thelattian states welt’. The city was destroyed
on Anittads or deanrl213Aalthdse veho wohld dare toeseattle d |
there after all this or restore the city with divine retribution. However, aftetr Ani
tads death the city was restored and | a

" The name of King Anitta was also mentioned in the teigsoveredn the archaeological sitef

Al i kar (t he Haatlacated im the Yorggt regidn of dmreddal Turkey) Al i Moaer

844 ; Al i k af20 No6d-162) Duridig@h@ @eign of Anitta a certain Pera is mentioned as

rabbi simmiltim( s ee A Ca p p a kt 8¥ki3¢la@IP® 27 49n Givea that princes could also

hold that position, it can be assumed thatR&ru was one of Anittads sons.
8 It can beassumedhat before that the two cities competedachieve the leading position in the
region, to dominate the trade routes and to achieviedigéng rolein the fiHittite worldo.

9In this passage df h Anittédit e it ts also mentioned that the king of Kussar had captured the king

of Kanesh. It is difficult tostateexactly who was the king of Kanesh at that time, perhaps someone
appointed by Anitta. On the kings of Kanesse[13: 14-15].

19 The city of Zalpwa or Zalpa was located on theuthern coast dhe Black Sea oin the nearby
territories For its locationsee RGTC VI: 490192,

1 pyrushanda (Burushattum) was probdbbated on the presedtay ar chaeol ogi c al S i
(in preseniday Aksaray province of Turkey), see RGTC VI. 3231

2 salativara was situated in the areas sew#st of Kanesh, probably closer to Purushanda. For the
location of the settlement, sB&TC VI: 333334.

13127 12). Itis likely that bys a y ioor godfnitta was referring taAnna, the principal deity of
Kanesh. An ancient temple dedicated to thatigddanesh was probably destroyetien Uhm, king

of Zalpuwa, attacked Kanesgmid XIX century BC). Uhndadalso tikenthe statue of the god from
Kanesh as an important trophy, which Anitta re¢arafter defeating Zalpua, buildinga new temple

in honor of the aforementioned god.

“Probably theconquestoHat t usa t ook place in around 1730 BC,
found in thek U r (& trade organization, colony of Assyrian tradefsjattusa dates back to around

1735 BC[37: 35].

19
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Arthur Matevosyan

According to St. Athanasius, if Christ is God, and only God can act as Savior, then
He cannot be a creature under any circumstances. Because the divine nature of
Christ is sinless, then his existence is cantditioned by the existence of the world.
Thus, the idea of God saving people must be different from the idea of the world.
Since the Godhead is unity, and the Son has nothing to do with the world, then He
must be inseparable from the eternal principleuoity, that is, the Father. The
name of the Father proves that the Godhead also has a second Hypostasis. God has
always been a Father, so He has always had a Son. Thus, the Son is not created, as
Arius believed, but is born of inner necessity from thesiess of the Father like
light from the sun. To be begotten means to be in communion with the nature of
the Father, and the Father does not undergo any change as a result. Thus, the claims
of the Arians are false. The Son is as eternal as the FatherpHinéssame nature
as the Father, so they are consubstantial. They do not differ from each otaer in n
ture, but they differ according to the quality of being born or not born. The Father
is the cause, and the Son is the effect. The union of the Word ofvio¢iuman
nature was perfect from the beginning.

Ezni k of Kogb fully shares the gorthoct
ma . i We ¢ o nfrebukesto thenmeanp@med false godself-sufficient,
without cause, simple, ineffable, Creator,-@weful, all-creator, creator and
maker of the visible and invisible. And from Him, and with Him, and to Him, there
is one Birthuncreated, creating, equal, cooperative. And one Holy Ghost of God
forever proceeding from Him and with Him, creating and equahéoFather and
the Son. Thus, confesses the holy and universal Church the perfect Holy-fhénity
incorporeal, invisible, immaterial, foreknowing, known before all creatures, and
established in the one kingdom and one Deity of the three perfect Hypostaises
the Hypostasis of the Father is not the Hypostasis of the Son, for He is nat the F
ther of His Hypostasis. And the Hypostasis of the Son is not the Hypostasis of the
Father, for He is not the Son of His Hypostasis. And the Hypostasis of the Holy
Ghod is not the Hypostasis of the Father or of the Son, because He is not the Ghost
of His Hypostasis, Iut of the Spirit of

By saying that the Trinity is one Go
the Son, and the Holy Spirit have the same name, the same dignity, and eternity.
The Father is God, uncreated and eternal. The Son and the Holy Ghost are the
same. The Father isfinite, the Son and the Holy Ghost are also infinite. Tlie di
ference lies in the characteristics of the Hypostases. The Father is not begotten; the
Son is begotten, and the Holy Ghost proceeds from the Father, and all three are one
perfect God. The only lgetten Son is the wisdom and power of God. The fact that
the Son is born of the Father does not mean that He follows the Father in time; the
same can be said of the Holy Ghost who proceeds from the Father. Every act of
God is always done by the Holy Tripjtnot just one of His Hypostases.

The Christian doctrine of the Gadan makes sense only when the diviae n
ture of the Word incarnate in Jesus is recognized. It is therefore quite logical that
for Eznik of Kogb the tr i toithe ehristolagicald o g m:
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this thesis, but they followed from it with logical necessity. Within the framework

of Antiochian Christology the Blessed Virgin could not be called the Mother of
God, because what was born of Her was not God incarnate, but only the temple of
God. This conclusion was reached by Nestorius, the disciple of Theodore of
Mopsuestia, whose nameas given to the Christological heresy condemned by the
Third Ecumenical Council. For Nestorius and his teachers, the man Jesus brought
salvation, and the Word residing in him only contributed to this. It was a manifest
heresy, firmly rejected by the Clulr.

If Christ's body was not an illusory body, but a real human body, united from
the beginning with the Word, then the Holy Virgin, from whom Christ received
this body, was really the Mother of God, not the Mother of Cheigto]]. Christ's
humanity was born of the Holy Virgin, and her only difference from the humanity
of others was that it was united to God the Word from the very beginning, from the
moment of conception and during his nurture in the womls. fitom this fact that
one should call the Virgin Mary the Mother of God, for Jesus Christ is the only
begotten Son of God and the perfect God. Of course, this does not mean that the
Holy Virgin gave birth to the divine nature of Christ, for that is eteamal unce-
ated. She gave birth to the human nature of Christ, which was initially one with the
divine nature of the Word. His body was not the body of man, but of the Word,
without ceasing to have all the qualities of human nature except sinfulness.

Eznikof Kogb was entirely in favor of t
at the end of time put on flesh, and became man for our sake, without change or
fall of his divine nature, and was born of the Holy Virgin a perfect man according
to the fleshly birthand the Virgin is called and is the Mother of God and ttre Vi
gin, who gave birth18 God and a perfec

Eznik's letter to Mashtots was taken into consideration. In 435, the Second
Church Council wasanvened in Ashtishat by the initiative of Catholicos Sahak |
Partev and Mesrop Mashtots in order to officially adopt the resolutions of the
Ecumenical Council of Ephesus (431) and solve a number of problems connected
with the spread of Nestorianism in Arma. Nestorians were also present in A
menia, where they actively propagated their ideas and translated the works of Di
dorus of Tarsus and Theodore of Mopsuestia into Armenian. The main advocates
of orthodoxy of that time, Cyril of Alexandria, Proclus @bnstantinople, and
Acacius of Melitene were deeply concerned about that. According to Koryun,
flAnd as they drew near Constantinople they joined Eznik, and as most intimate
companions, together they performed their spiritual tasks. Then they came to the
land of Armenia, having brought authentic copies of the-Giwdn book and many
subsequent traditions of the worthy church fathers, along with the canons of Nicaea
and Ephesus, and placed before the fathers the testaments of the Holy Church
which they had wru g ht  wi[5% h2(.tTheecouncil of Ashtishat approved
them, and then engaged in Nestorianism. Along with Theodore of Mopsuestia, the
Nestorians were anathematized, and the delegation was sent to Rturipati-
arch of Constantinople to seek his opinion about the rightness of the resolutions
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The helmet from tb Hermitage Museum consists of two structural elements: a
spherical shaped bowl with slight lateral flattening, and a lower band riveted to the
inner side of the bowl. The height of the helmet including the lower band is 18 cm.
Its upper part has been peeged in almost perfect condition, with a small longit
dinal loss in its side. Around the whole perimeter of the lower band there are ma
sive, decorative iron rivets. These rivets attach loops also probably made of iron,
and were used to attach the chairiragentail. A fragment of the aventail is still
attached to the helmet. In the case of all aventail remains from helmets discussed
below, including the above find, all chainmail rings are woven inra 4 pattern,
which is the predominant constructiorrfoin antiquity [22: 211]. It consists of a
combination of riveted and solid rings [21: 92]. All rings are clearly flattermed, i
cluding riveted ones. It is possible that the solid rings were punched from an iron
sheet.

The helmet was originally dated toet XIII-XIV century AD due to its one
piece construction, but it is now displayiedhe museum as a XXIII century AD
helmet of Western European provenance. This dating of the object has already
been criticised [7: 14].

Another weltknown find is a helmt now in the collection of one of the local
museums of the Tomsk Oblast (fig. 2,3). In August 1983, it was donateddby a
khoze mpl oyee to the | ocal hi stori cal mu s
cntre of Kol pagevsky di Beteratioo [23: 114],ommsek Ob |
it is still located.

Along with the helmet, a sword was brought to the museum, which toehe pr
sent day has not been subjected to serious comparative analysis. It consists of a 66
cm long blade and 13 cm straight form tang.@¢ccdi ng t o Yu. Oger
the blade was slightly curved [ 28- 115
jects, initially suggesting it be dated to the V to X centuries AD. At the same time,
he narrowed this dating to the VII to X centuries withoufrgjva more precisexe
planation [23: 119]. M.V. Gorelik without any further analysis date this helmet to
the VII century AD [24: 273]. From the objects listed above, the sword draws pa
ticular attention. An interesting element of the sword is the hilt m&tleo halves.

From the side view, it can be seen that it has a rectangular form, widening slightly
towards its ends [23: ris. 1]. Its rhomboidal crgsstion was deformed by flatte

ing one of the ends. This rare characteristic probably appeared irsthefandt-

er find from western Siberia, namely on the sword from the Mokinskiy cemetery
[25: 26:27; 26: 12, il. 2.2]. Excavations near the village of Mokino on the left bank
of the lower Mulyanka River have been carried out since the second half of the
1980s, first under the leadership of V. Oborin and then of other researchers. They
studied 310 burials of W centuries AD, referred to as the so called late &lad
novsky period [27]. It can be concluded that the finding of the Tomsk Oblast site
most likely belongs to a similar or close historical period to the Mokino find in
which cross guards of a similar form were present. However, in order to refine the
dating of the find, further comparative analyses are necessary.
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The helmet from the historical museunf Kol pagevo corasi st s
al elements: a hemispherical bowl with slight lateral flattening, and a lower band
riveted to the inner side of the bowl. Ever since the first publication of the object,
the absence of the upper part of the bowl has lorly visible. Its conditionpa
pears to be stable and has not changed significantly to the present time. The height
of the helmet is 16 cm, the bottom length from front to back is 22 cm, the width
laterally is 20 cm. A 3.5 cm high band, attached toltbgom part of the helmet
bell, consists of two uneven parts. It was covered with a row of rivets made pr
sumably of iron (with visible corrosion, analysis has never been carried out), with a
diameter of about 1 cm. These run along the entire circumierehthe helmet
bowl. These rivets attach loops also probably made of iron, and were used to attach
the chainmail collar. Inside some of the loops, fragments of wire have been pr
served. It is difficult to determine conclusively whether these are fragrokttie
chainmail rings or of the wire on which the chainmail was hung. The suspension
system of the browband will be analysed later in the article.

A find that has significantly changed the outlook on this type of armament is a
helmet discovered duringchaeological work in the city of Petra, Georgia (fig.
4,5,6). It was published by D. Mindorashvili in 2020 [28; 29], along withrinfo
mation about the discovery of another helingthe Petra fortress area. According
to the publication, a second helmet vaiscovered in the burn layer, in the 1960s
[29: 69]. The fate of this find or its form is unknown to the authors.

The object published by Mindorashvili in 2020 has an unambiguous archae
logical context. It was in the remains of a tower located betweznldhblewall
that connects the north and south hills of Tsikhisdziri acropolis which was built on
the west side of the city wall [28: 205; 29: 69]. The aforementioned toweravas d
stroyed and possesses a trace of a burnt layer doditery activities The defed-
ers of the tower were unable take anything out and were also unable to even
leave the tower themselves. The clear evidence of this fact is the discovery of a
large number of burnt human remains, weapons, and armour. After the demolition
of the tower, there were no traces of attemptelwild it [28: 206].98 silver coins
were found in the tower. Four of them were scattered in different places, while 94
in the form of a hoard were found in the centre of the fallen building in a small pit
cut into the ground floor. The earliest is arcof Peroz(458-488). Then come the
Wa r d 484488) anK a w U(d88-531) coins. The most recent are thosX of
srow | A(B31-5Y9) [2@ U3]. Along with the coins, given the historical
background, data from written sources, and parallels to teéets found in the
tower, the excavation material should be considered to date to the middle of the VI
century AD, namely to the year 551. According to the coins the identities of the
tower guards are also clarified: all 98 coins are Sasanian and halveemomixed
with any other [28: 231]. Mindorashvili states that these coins in his opinion were
intended as payments to the Iranian garrison of the fortress and were allededly hi
den before the battle by an Iranian officer [28: 232]. The archaeologiotxto
clearly points to events that happened in Petra during the siege by Justinian's army
of a fortress defended by a Persian garrison [29: 75] described by Procopius:
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(é) These were all/l burned to death, a
the wal, others outside where the engines stood with the Romans about them. Then
the other Romans also who were fighting at the fallen part of the wall, since the
enemy were giving way before them in utter despair and strove no longer to resist,
got inside thedrtifications, and Petra was captured completely.

So about five hundred of the Persians ran up to the acropolis, and seizing the
stronghol d t her @rocopiunpellavid,d1.69-63, [80t 171])é )

(é€) Then, as the fI| athebmrbaigns, with disasten gr €
before their eyes and knowing full well that they would speedily be burnet-to as
es, and having no hope, nor yet seeing any possibility of saving themselves by
fighting, still even in that situation would not consent tbifab the power of their
enemy, but they were immediately burned to death, every man of them, together
with the acropolis, while the Roman arn
(ProcopiusBellaVill, 12.16-17, [30: 177])

The events described by [Bopius, as well as the archaeological context,
clearly indicate that this helmet belonged to one of the burned defenders of Petra, a
soldier belonging to the Sasanian armyad s r o w | . Ahis is @ri extred n
ly important find in the context of knowledge regarding the armour used by the
Sasanian army. Until now only one Sasanian helmet has been subject to such strict
dating, namely the find from Dura Europos [3; 31: 104, 4i7; 6: fig. 9691].

The helmet from Petra is made of two components: ap@ee bowl and a
lower rim attached to the inner edge of the helmet bowl. At present, we are only
dealing with the lower part of the helmet, as the upper part has not sufeed.
need to be aware that the helmet, along with other items found in this location,
weresquashed by fragments of the falling defence tower. The bowl was thus sligh
ly deformed. Based on Mindorashvili publication, the remains of the helmet are 12
cm tall and 25 cm long [29: 20]. Only limited measurement was possible due to the
fact that the helmet was not preserved in its entirety. It is difficult to say umequiv
cally whether we are dealing with the width or the length of the helmet. Due to the
exposure twery high temperatures and severe corrosion, which led to the fnagme
tation of the helmet, it is difficult to observe the joining of the lower band which
could suggest that back part of it has been preserved. To determine this cenclusiv
ly, an X-ray wouldhave to be taken. On the lower rim there is a clearly visible line
of the massive decorative rivets made of copper alloy (green patina) running
around the entire circumference of the helmet. These rivets attach the loops used to
suspend the chainmail availt In addition, the bottom edge of the bowl wasadec
rated with a thin copper alloy band (green patina). One visible chainmail ring from
the collar, rusted to the lower edge of the helmet, has survived. It has a vigibly fla
tened crossection. Accordingo the archaeological context, it reached Petra with
the Iranian garrison at the very end of the second quarter of the VI century AD. It
can be considered as a form of armour useXdsrow I's army during his ca-
paigns.
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One more helmet of this type wamuhd in the south of Tatarstan around 2018
(fig. 7,8,9). I't was placed for aucti on
After a search and apprehension, the helmet was seized from the looters by Russian
state intelligence services in 2019. In 20R2Qvas transferred for storage and oest
ration to the Samara Regional Historical Museum. In November 2020, the authors
were given access to the find and studied it prior to restoration. The authors would
like to thank all the people and organisationlagd in the recovery of the object,
and the possibility to study it.

In 2019, based on information reported by the looters to the Russian state se
vices the site of the find was surveyed by a group of archaeologists, L. Vyazov,

Yu. Salova, and D. Petrov@hey explored the area and localized the exact location

of the illegal excavations. The site is situated near the village Butaikha, at the
source of the Kairpy gully, watered by a small unnamed stream, the right tributary

of the river Biodmtaytar iSwdtd arrby tdfe t he ri
right tributary of the Volga. No archaeological sites were previously investigated in

this area, except for a hoard dated to the Medieval Volga Bulgaria [32]. Ohe B
taikha surroundings are covered by deoigsiforest that has been subjected tp lo

ging activities. This poses significant challenges for surface investigations due to

the presence of numerous shrubs and young trees that obscure previous clearings.
The survey revealed a cluster of mydliase ocgpation sites, including large
promontory hillfort with earthen fortification system characteristic for the Volga
Bulgaria period (92250 CE). The soil surface within the hillfort area hak su

fered considerable disturbance due to the illicit activitiesezsure hunters. From

the plateau side of the hillfort, a group of dwellipigs was recorded, rectangular

in shape, 8x8 meters in size and up to 1meter depth, surrounded by shmallow e
bankment, marking the occupation area of the Migration period setifextigbu-

ed to the Imendkovo archaeol ogical cul t
dwellingpi t s of the I mendkovo popul ation we
scarcely ploughed locations of the Mifiblga region [see: 37, for a LIDAR plan of

one of those]. This observation supports the idea that the Volga Bulgarian hillfort
was established on the area of previous
was usual in the MiV/olga region.

Based on surviving photo documentation made bgstree hunters as well as
information provided by the field survey we conclude that the helmet was probably
found at the area of the I mendkovo cul't
pit there was found a shesteeved chainmail (fig. 10), the raims of a chainmail
aventail, a helmet, and a belt buckle. At the moment, we are not able to say with
certainty that the buckle was found together with the helmet. It is difficult to regard
the information obtained from the looters as unquestionably telidihe phab-
graphic documentation taken clearly shows the finding of the assembled chainmail
and the helmet that was laid on top of it. If the buckle was indeed found with the
chainmail and helmet, then it can be used to date the objects. We noteitha var
artefacts, including buckles and belt plates, were destroyed in the past as part of the
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wi despread funerary traditions of the I
later recovered by illegal excavations and looters at the Butaikha sites wisho$ig
destruction. It can be hypothesized, therefore, that the robbers discovered-and di
turbed an I mendbkovo burial site |l ocat e
This type of spatial organization, where burial grounds with cremations are situated
bet ween settlements, is charactermristic
rangements have been observed at ot her
as Makl ageevka, Komarovka, Rogdestveno,
it is reasonale to assume that the helmet and chainmail were part of the grave
goods associated with this burial site.

The coppesalloy buckle, which was possibly found together with the helmet
and chainmail, was cast in a sefm (fig. 11). It consists of a-Bhamd loop, 3
cm long, 1.9 cm wide, and a rhomboid plate that is 1.5 cm in width, with a clearly
mar ked Aonion shapeodo ending. It has a
which a short rectangular tongue is inserted. The tongue extends slightly beyond
the contours of the buckle and is not bent at the end. The buckle was inspected pr
or to restoration, so the presence or absence of ornamentation has not een esta
lished. Judging by the size, it could have been used for straps or a harness or, less
likely, a shoe buckle.

B-shaped buckles appeared in Eastern Europe in the Late Roman pehed, wit
in the chronological horizon D, according to K. Godlovski (30 CE), as devi
ative forms from the Late Roman buckles with zoomorphic endings. In the Early
Middle Ages they can be considered as derivatives of the Early Byzantine one
piece forms [39: 54651]. According to L. Traikova, they belong to the-Cla
types dated to the IV century AD [40: -7, Tab. 47]. At the same time, on the
territory of Eastern Europeokd-form buckle construction is not very typical for
such an early period. Such forms became more widespread in later centuries. The
later forms of this group continue developing until the early VII century AD [41;
42; 43] Closer analogies to the buckleder discussion were found close to the
G| e rOst@\tnoe settlement (Spassky district, Republic of Tatarstan); the dating
of the find in the publication of E.P. Kazakov was slightly overestimated to VII
century [44: Fig. 6:2]. Judging by the morphologyoaf specimen from Nurlatsky
di strict of Tatar st an -Hehreayl db e€ldoomperti @dt
common dating of such belt buckles is the second half of the V centuryfitdd
half of the VI century AD, i.e. the postunnic period and theepiod up to the
Avar invasion. The earliest closed complexes are dated to the second half of the V
century AD (457483) (Hynysly, Republic of Azerbaijan). On the whole, this type
is widespread throughout Eastern Europe, including in the inventory of warrio
burials of postHunnic period in the North Caucasus, nestistern Black Sea+
gion, Crimea, the middle part of the Oka River, the Kama region (Durso, bermo

tovskaya, Kugul 6, Saharnaya Gol ovka, B «
others).

Based on tb above, we can conclude that the helmet and chainmail found at
Butai kha were | ocated in the occupation
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power in the MidVolga region yi&ded evidence of interaction with Iran or with
the areas impacted by Iranian influence. Those contacts are marked by finds of
Sasanian drachmas at the Karmaly, Troi i
and even more brightly by the golden plates of theage belt from the Komintern
fi h o a & sebof illegally collected items suspected to provenance from one of the
destroyed burials of the Komintern burial ground [50]. All centres of power were
associated with multicultural, and maybe also multinatippaulations. In Komi-
tern and Novoslavka, the-bitual funeral rites are neny pi c al for the
population, who used cremation rather than burials. In the2larroundings, the
distinct nomadic presence is evidenced by kurgan burials while thetyvin pd-
tery in the occupational layers detects mixed sedentary groups.

The military equipment of the Mifolga military elite included a bow with
bone or antler plates and a knife. Only after Avarian migration and the replacement
of the military elie a new set of weapons was introduced to the region, including
spears, Avatype singlebladed long swords, and armoumside from small plates
[38].

A brief look at the other regions of the forastéppe zone of East Europe
demonstrates a universal chaeaabf this type of social and political organization
that spread after the Hun invasion. Among the centres of production and trade
formed in 37450 CE, Tanais on t he {Zamnwaimo Don,
group of sites on the Middle Don, and the Stayawthaeological site complex
could be mentioned. Their production included iron tools and weapons, ingots and
artefacts made of bronze and brass, as well as ornaments. They were intérconnec
ed by trade routes [51], which were paths of movement not onlyadsy but
probably also of groups of craftsmen, creating a network of cultural comaaunic
tion. These observations make possible to suggest the existence of one of the local
centres of power in Butaikha. Alongside with others, this centre was established by
mixed population included Hun military elite and local sedentary groups,nand i
fluenced by Sasanian Iran. The distinctive Hunnic presence in the nearby area is
marked by finds of two Hutype cauldrons as close as at 20 km from the Butaikha
site [32].

Thelast find clearly of this type known to the authors was sold to a private
collection at domongol.ru site auction (fig. 12). It was most likely discovered du
ing illegal excavations in the Russian Federation. Along with the helmet, according
to the previouswner, a chainmail aventail, three bracelets, and a Sasanian coin of
Xosrow | wereuigcoveradJfig. 13). Based on auction photographs of
the object, we can conclude that the helmet construction consisted of two-comp
nents: a ongiece helmet bolvand a lower band riveted to the inner part of the
bowl. Massive, decorative rivets made of copper alloy (green patina visible) were
spread along the entire circumference of the lower band. These rivets attach loops
also probably made of copper alloy (gnepatina visible), and were used to attach
the chainmail aventail. Judging by the
were flat. It is likely that they were of the same form as the ones known from the
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Hermitage Museum object. The photos also shioe remains of fabric that has
rusted to the outer part of the chainmail. It is hard to say conclusively if the chai
mail was covered with textile, the helmet was deposited on textile, or whether it
was packed in some form of bag. Unfortunately,dhleseqantfate of this helmet

is currently unknown to the authors.

Two other finds that may relate to this series of helmets

During archaeological work carried out by Kyoto University at the site of the
fortified village of Chaqalaq Tepe in Northern Afganistam,Kunduz province
south of the Oxus river, situated about 6 km sauglst of Kunduz city, someni
teresting objects were discovered. During the archaeological survey conducted by
Kyoto University in 1964 [52], an iron helmet of oblong form was discovesed.
fortunately, authors of this publication provide only brief information about the
discovered object:

A helmet which has an oblong beliide shape: length 25 cm, width 18 cm, the
original height 11 cm. Found upside down in the layer of the Middle P&&od
[52: 17]

It should be noted that the upper part of the bowl is missing and based on the
published photographs [523, il.1-2], we can also conclude that the object may be
deformed due to its state of preservation. Based on the size of the findsednaly
above, we cannot exclude the possibility that we are dealing with the upper part of
a helmetnamely the helmet bowl, with a missing lower rim. According to the i
formation in the publication, the term J8 [SP7] refers to the trench placed in a
cental Jsector of the fortified village. Based on further information it was found in
so-called room i, placed somewhere between sector K14 and K18-f2Based
on the Authors description, in this area researchers discovered a great quantity of
potsherdsstone tools such as rotagyierns and saddliguerns, a stone Budda head,
two postSasanian coins, copper coins, an iron helmet, and iron and glass objects. It
should be noted that the items listed refers to the entire trench. The helmet, on the
other handhas been identified as coming from the middle period. There is some
problem in defining what the author actually meant by the middle period. At the
same time authors moves quite seasnl essl
sifications and the dating ®yakonovand Gardin [53; 5452: 10] showing also a
classification of Bactrian art divided into four periods:[24]. At the same time,
they conclude that based on the examined material, including coins, Chagalaq Tepe
was occupied from about the 1V rthe VIII century AD [52 26)]. If we can cao-
sider the middle period as between the V and VII century AD, given the dating of
the previously analysed objects, the possible helmet from Chaqgalag Tepe can be
considered chronologically analogous. Its dimemsiare similarto those of the
helmet bowls of the discussed type. Based on the chronology and measurements
we cannot exclude the possibility that we are in fact dealing with the remains of the
helmet of the discussed series.

The last helmet which may rédato the aforementioned type was published in
1999 by A. Berdimuradov and M. Samibaev [55]. During the work carried out on
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that led to the spread of similar helmets. Based on this dating, we obtain the info
mation that iron on@iece bowl helmets appearéd Asia long after Rome had
abandoned similar solutions. However, do we actually have a sudden retugn to th
se constructions? It is difficult to state this unequivocally. Unfortunately, the level
of knowledge about armaments incalled Greater Iran is dialedly unsatisfact:
ry. Similar discoveries like the one from Petra [29: 69], or earlier from Dura E
ropos [3], should be considered revolutionary from the point of view of our
knowledge of Iran's armament. They allow us to compare those objects tocspecifi
groups of archaeological finds, mostly with humerous archaeological finds from
European territories. Thus, we cannot exclude the possibility that, for the moment,
we simply do not have knowledge of the earlier evolution of irorpees bowl
helmets inAsia during the Parthian and early Sasanian periods. Some evidence that
a similar evolution may have occurred is the finding fromkhe ¢ p&riod city of
Sirkap on the bank opposite to the city of Taxila, Punjab, Pakistan (fig. d4), a
proximately 25 km northwest of the IslamabRawalpindi metropolitan area. It
was published by J. Marshal in 1951 [57]. Based on information providedaby M
shal the helmet belonged to the stratum Il finds and should be dated to the | century
AD [57: 538, 550]. He wrote that it was found with a cheace rusted to one
side, attached seemingly by a hinge, making it movable. There was just one side of
the hémet still preserved, the other one was missing. The helmet bowl was made
of one piece of iron, beaten out like an oval bowl and afterwards deepened by
means of horizontal bands hammered on it. On the summit there was anfinial i
tended for the attachment a ring, spike or crest [57: 550]. Based on his further
information he wanted to see foreign importations in the appearance of the helmets,
armour for men, horses and elephants found in the Taxila area. Those prere su
posed to be attested by firstly thepeprance of conical and thrbladed arrow
heads in Sirkap stratum II, which in his opinion were introduced by the Parthians
[57: 208]. The Taxila find shows us that at the same time as the still poputar one
piece iron helmet designs in Europe, similarutohs were used in the Parthian
period in the territory of Central Asia. What happened with similar structures in the
territory of K u g U nijthktperiod between the | and supposedly the V or Wi ce
tury AD? At present, we do not know the answer to thisstjon. The currentua
thors cannot exclude the possibility that there was a gradual evolution of iron one
piece bowl helmets, which eventually evolved into the form of analysed finds. The
current authors hope that future finds will emerge to answer tastign and will
fill this chronological gap.

A number of later findings provide us with interesting conclusions. Twab stu
ies on early mediaeval ofeece bowl iron helmets were published in the works of
Nicolle and Kubik in 2017 [20; 7: 237]. The auths therefore see no need t@an
lyse all objects of this type from the early Islamic period. The most important from
the point of view of close analogies seem to be two helmets.

The first helmet was published in 1992 by D. Alexander [58: 302]. The object
belongs to the famous Nasser D. Khalili Collection of Islamic Art. According to
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the publication, it is an Iranian helmet from the M century AD. It's hard to say
unequivocally what was the basis for such dating of the helmet. It is possible that
Alexarder was aware of details about the location of the find or the archaeological
context, which may have influenced his statements. Interestingly, he states that the
helmet made of onpiece of iron is decorated in relief with large and small strap
work rounckls inhabited with animals and birds carrying branches. He also pointed
out that such decoration is based on clear Sasanian influence and relatesto the d
signs depicted on textiles of the period [58: 302]. This helmet has interesting d
mensions. Its lengtis 21 cm, while its height is about ~13 cm. If we compare its
size with the other objects discussed above we can say that the bowl has not been
deformed. Its low height of ~13 cm, comparable to the upper part of the helmets
discussed above, allows usgpeculate that we are dealing not with a helmet but
with its upper part the main helmet bowl. The helmet was therefore found during
the production process or with the lower band removed. It should be noted that A.
Kubik in 2017 pointed out that the geadmeof the helmet from The Nasser D.
Khalili Collection of Islamic Art appears to be the same as geometry of the dra
ings of the aforementioned helmet from the temple Jartepe Il [7: 15, rysi2}. Co
paring it with the other discussed helmets we can statéhthaelmet published by
Alexander is unusual because of the decoratiohas a strongly individualized
form and because of that it was not included in the analysed series. Still, its form
and size seem extremely similar to the helmets under discuasioiit, is possible

that it represents the closest later analogue to the series of finds in question.

The second helmet to be mentioned here is a find firstly published in the 2011
in the work of H. Tofighian, F. Nadooshan and S. Mousavi [59: 17, rist Whs
recovered from a shipwreck off the Iranian coast at Bandar Rig in the Persian Gulf.
It was initially recognized as a helmet of the Sasanian period. In 2017 D. Nicolle,
however, published another epice helmet undoubtedly of a similar type to the
find from the shipwreck [20: 22225, 233237]. So, it is not possible to disagree
that we are dealing with a find fnrom tt}
ion it should be dated to the VAIX century AD. The current authors do agree with
this theory, while adding that the finial of the Bandar Rig helmet shares sore sim
larities with the one known from the helmet found close to the Kazazove-settl
ment [60 148158. Based on O. Komar's work, the find from Kazazovo should be
dated to the VIII ceniry AD [61: 17§. Despite the differences between the helmet
discovered in the Persian Gulf shipwreck and the type in question, it still shares
some similarities indicative of continuity of the Sasanian armament tradition in the
early Islamic period. Namg| to the singlepiece bowl of the helmet, there it a
tached a lower rim, in this case to the outside part of the edge. It is covered by a
silver plate decorated with a pattern in the form of two rows of pyramidal spikes
running around the entire circumégrice of the helmet. Thus, it can be said that
both construction and aesthetic influences similar to the helmet series under discu
sion are still visible in this helmet. It should be noted, however, that the bowl of the
helmet from the Persian Gulf is vigibhigher, which has resulted in the lack of a
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Greater Iran. Their geographical distribution undoubtedly coincides Xa#row

I's war policy and his campaigns uéiing in the recapture of the Empire's eastern
frontiers and the Caucasus conflict [69: 1Wl7; 70: 115122; 71: 532550; 72; 73;
74:72;75: 118121 and others], (map 2).

The distribution of helmets can be found in two different environments: Sib
ria, and the border regions of the Sasanian state in Central Asia and the Caucasus.
It should be borne in mind that finds of arms and armour in the case of the Roman
Empire are concentrated along borders, as exemplified by the fisgamgenhelm
type helmetg76; 77; and others]. This is related to the fact that most of the found
weaponry is associated with battle sites, places of military concentration aad som
times with cataclysmic events in the form of massive fires or earthquake collapses
[see for example78]. On the other hand, we can say that most of the finds come
from the eastern part of what is known as Greater Iltas.difficult to say ure-
quivocally whether this is related to the production of similar helmets in the eastern
territories. The Petréind, however, clearly indicates that similar weaponry was
used in the event of conflicts with Rome. The level of our knowledge of the distr
bution of similar armour pieces is undoubtedly influenced by the level of archae
logical investigation of sites amsated with the armed conflicts waged by Sasanian
Iran, which we may consider unsatisfactory.

If this theory is correct then it changes the outlook on Iran's army during this
period. As we have tried to demonstrate, these objects bear the signs ofenass p
duction. The dimensions appear to be similar and, unlike the more commonly
known finds of complicated, decorative forms, they do not significantly differ from
each other. We cannot consider the change in rivets as a significant difference, nor
the thin opper alloy band riveted to the bottom edge of the bowl. It could tre co
cluded that those wearing similar helmets were not particularly different from each
other, creating the impression of a certain unified unit. Can we hypothesize then,

that there wereane kind of armaments factories createdbyg s r ow | Anugi
in a form similar to Romafabricae armoru®® We cannot exclude this possibility. )
We must remember that after the Mazdakid revolo, s r ow | ukdedogki r wUn

a series of reforms aimed to reduce the power of the great feudal lord9]B%;; 8

82; and others). His tax reforms significantly increased revenues to the central
budget [83 367; 82: 237239, 279284). A series ofXosrowbs mi | i tary r
[83: 364-373;84; 85; 86; 87: 240; 75: 118; 72:495; and others] lead to the are

tion of new elite and cavalry units directly dependent on the ruler and paid, at least
during campaigns, by the state. He thus created what we could call the foundations
of a regular military formation or professional army:[228. Is it possible that we

are ckaling with helmets belonging to a new centrally dependent military formation
formed as a result ofosrow I's reforms? Was mass production of unified @am
ments for these units established during this time? We cannot exclude this; howe
er currently the ahbrs of the publication are not aware of sources that could prove
such a theory.
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ARMENI AN K AQRTNE PORVSIS OF TRASCAUCASIA
IN THE 17"-18™ CENTURIES

monastery [ 22: 281] . They were the repr
branch of tle princely family of Gb el i ans of Syuni ko6 [ 29:
Islaminthe 185century [20: 187]. Syunikoérwas a

menians with the number reaching 500,00®[12-303, 315%. .

We have very limited information aboutthe A&nm i an kal Unw-ar s i
ing towns: Juj a ( Ol dandZagafhimthe, 17-28§aenui s, Bz
ries.

As menti oned above, we have only the
Ar meni an equivalent of kal Untieed)inhsf Juf
epitaph dated 1604. After consideration of the evidence of contemporary sources,
Armen Ayvazyan has concluded that before the deportation of its inhabitants the
town should have had an entirely Armenian population with the number varying
from 15,000 to 25,000 [7:180]. )

The kalUntars of Erevan ( GQalsowtiethe, Agu
title of 6khojadéd and &édmeli ko. Al t hough
significant portion of their income from trade, a fact reflected also in the reyal d
crees confirrmg their rights. In some decrees confirming the rights of the Armen

an melikds there was a strict order f ol
without their awareness [22: 355]

The most featuring is the castethewi t h
head of the town community with a population of abouBR300 Armenians [7:
95] , and were often confirmed as | ocal
ShUhnazar and after hi m, Mel i k Ovanes
k a | U nthedate 1 century [36:80, 85, 139hnd the early 18century [6: 66].

So the functions of a melik of town a
as witnessed by Zakdéariya of Agul i s, t
decree confirming® st atus of | ocal meli kdé to a

the O6HiIistory of Bawni tMe | B&kgdd nmnomeskoM] a
equi val ent for k alkljl Asha Hovhamiiantinthie researcin (1
on O6Zakoarya of isAighutd trase azertain combmatidn iofrthe 6

rights of a town6s meliko6 to that of a

period, there are the decreeskoir g m  Kh Unlg mmpaqd0 SMuOh QUj O
cownpri nce O0AbbUs MOQr znd 1825%respeetidely comfirniing 7 4

the rights of Melikdé Arutodyun and his s
of kal Untar of the Armenians 94995 10& 0dj i |
136, 213] .

The equalization obdtomn hangoists kéal dnme
traced to a case referring to Tiflis, v

as meliké and kal Untar during NUdir Sh
[8: 16, 87] We should keep in mind that Tiflis was among tivens where Arra-

nians formed the majority of its population in thé"1B" centuries [7: 388]. Tau

nefort gives the following description of the population of Tiflis at the beginning of
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writs regardingHoly Etchiadzin and then about his fall at the beginning of the rule
of ShUh 6 A-Nh666)0: 152153]( 16 4 2

Sources have maintained information &
Gahnazaryan family of Gej ar kydflcenu-r unni
ryand inthe 8cent ur vy : Mel i ké6 Gahnazar, Mel i k
Manul ar .

The evidence about Melikdé Gahnazar an
post after his death, ih013 (604/9, hasbeen recorded by the Persiastbriog-
rapherf #FmUn @ .[ IMe:l ik56Yj]avri, |ike his fat

I in his war against Ottoman forces and therefore was rewarded with high position
notonlyasamelk but al so as kal Unifarh Onfdo, Erhev ¢
played an important role in freeing the Armenian prisoners in 1605 and in holding
negotiations around t HaavidRersia{lOs360, 444]. of M
However, Melild Yavri did not hold this post for long, as there is a statement
about hé death already in a royal decree of 1610, by which his brothemial
was appointed at the post of mélik [. 2 7 ]
Later, at the beginning of NUOdir ShUh
held the post of the kalUnkéar Gahn&revwna

accompanied Catholicos Abraham Kretatsi
was present at NeB, b9 Sdbrs (the exacbtima is nad clear] 8 :

kal Ont ar Melaihlnjazmar Mahi Kell as a wresult
shUhos order, and then his son Manuchar

After NUdir shUhés death Manuchare-was a
revan in June 1747 [26: 341Db].

As witnessed by sources,fGehara&appoint e
to the post was a kind of reward for <co
Iran in their fights against Ottoman forces in Transcaucasia

The Persian documents of the Matenadaran contain evidence also about Khoja
S a h a k tarkthelsthrof Grigpe nd t he grandson ofd- Khoj @
ing the post in the mideventeenth century. We have few Persian documents on
purchase where the name of this kal Unt a

in 1651, he is mentioneda a cont emporary kal Unt-ar, W
chard from his sister Zaman [25]. Then in 1661, already after his removal from the

position of kalUntar, he sold his estat
in Daralil ak, mi.r5 dvainlglsagoef itnheDaA ak 6end
Juj ayet si of Holy Etchmiadzin and in 16
of an orchard) in Darakdéend to the | oce

monastery [24: 1-13]. .
The informationabut t he Ar menian kal Untars of
define some peculiarities in their functions. Catholicos Abraham Kretatsi gives a
very distinct definition for the posi
Ar meni an Brevaniplobisc of which are mel. o)
also those of the 9 mMal s of Karpi, Jirkhhiul a
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political forces in Eastern Transcaucasia, and its intdi@sthe neighboring
khanates graduallincreased. In the first place, this concerned the Ganja, Yerivan
and Nakhichevan khanates; however, in the case of a favorable situation, naturally
Er e k| e 6 sisiop wduld quickty sgdreadsto other khanates as well.

That is why, during the movement of
Caucasian Khanates, Erekle Il pointed out to the Russian Court that Iran was not in
a position to harm them in the provincedrain on the southern coast of the Gasp
an Sea: AiThe majority of Persian Mus|

|

I

other, will gladly welcome you and obey

mentioned accidentally it was the area directly bagdng with an independent
khanate, to which the power of Kerkkhan extended.

Erekl ebs strategy was to present hi
its main stronghold in the South Caucasus. Accordingly, with its strengthening and

expansion, Rusasi6 s i nfluence in the region wol
wanted to use Medembs army to subg-ugate

sus to his power.
On the other hand, if it was not possible to persuade the Russian government

to make general Medei move f or war do, t h arnentioned , t o

Khanates, then why did Erekle try to keep the Russian army in Derbent for as long
as possible? The answer l'ies in that
against the Dagestani leaders. The catiion of this expedition would lead to the
weakening of Dagestani forces. That is why, in his letter to Medem, Ereklenil me
tioned with satisfaction the victories won over them by the Gesperaichik. Even

if active hostilities were stopped, the present®ussian troops in Derbent, even

of a small part, would definitely remain in the center of attention of the Dagestanis.
And in such a situation, the probability of aggressive actions on their part against
easterrGeorgia would be significantly weakendfhot completely stopped.

This situation would make it easier for Erekle Il to fight agalDagestani
raids It is true that after the treaty &faynarca the extent of Dagestani raids was
much reduced, but Erekle probably pursued even monedahinggoals. He was
long worried about the issue of Eastern Kakheti, aka-Bbtakani, conquered by
the Dagestanis. Most likely, he wanted to take advantage of the presence- of Ru
sian troops in Derbent to hinder the actions of the Dagestanis towards Katkéieti, a
to solve the ChaBelakani problem once and for all. If possible, the King probably
hoped for coordinated military operations with Medenttatwo opposite sides of
Dagestan.

Medem demanded to increase the army to 10 thousand men-Kfetalalso
expressed his desire to restotiee previous control over his possessions and
himself to enter the protection of Russi@éeneral Medem informed the Imperial
Court about this in his report of May 24:187-789. Geneal-poruchik also
indicated that his military measures were sufficient to punish Ufsimig?].

The abovementionedreportwas discussed at thmperial Council of State on
June22, and it was decidethat Meden had torefrain from military action with
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turn to the I mperi al Court for Ahel po
from expanding its political influence on them in the future. The most ambitious
rulers inTranscaucasia at that time were Erekle 1l and FHtadin (this was the
reason for the open hostilityvalry between these two monarchs).

In this case, the matter was further complicated by the concern of e Ott
mans due to the appearance of the Rusaiery in Derbent simultaneously with
the start of hostilities against the Ottomans by Kerim Khan. In St. Petersburg the
possibility of a sharp reaction from large southern neighbors caused by sending a
military detachment to Dagestan was sensed in adv@nrcépril 26, Catherine I

urged Medem to refrain from military
Amir-Hamza fion the borders of Persiao and
of Gmelinds expedi@lbshn i n some easier w

Nonetheless, the conduct of military measures and the entry of the army in
Derbent were already inevitable. The Ottomans did not know anything about the
number of Medembés army or about its go
army would invade South Caucasus from Derbent towards the Ottoman borders.
Istanbul persistently demanded the answer from St. Petersburg, for which purpose
the Russian army was in Dagestarp6-157]. Russia hrecently concluded the
favorableTr eat y of K yith thé Ottiragsraadrwasanot going to make

it questionable. Agreeing to Erekleds p
Sultandés court and pose a ¢geedRktissigand e at
the Ottomans. This was not in Ruessiabds
sponse to the Ottoman request, Medem wa

t he hi gkRlsan®dgdr so |

We should also take into account that during the war of -1'6d8&, the inte
ests of the Russian Court and the King of Kaftikheti showed significanint
compatibility, which considerably cooled the relationsween them for some
time. With his proposals Erekle Il tried to somehow turn these relations towards a

new partnership, but in vain. At Cat hel
Russian army from Derbenthis was ordered to Medem the rescript sat on
July281 n September, Catherine 11 caledl ed M

|l ess and troubl esome actdo and cheldmi ssi o
Of course, King Erekle knew nothing about$le moods of the imperial court.

The withdrawal of Russian troops from Derbent was delayed. In the spring of
1776, after the reconciliation of Fat&lhan and AmirtHamza through the meatdi
tion of Russian representatives, Russian soldiers left Derbent.tAdtieit became
clear to Erekle 1l that Russia was not ready to renew relations with him anedemo
stratively turned its back on him. Therefore, the King preferred to look to tloe rest
ration of the relations with the Ottomans, which had been seriouslygeandae to
the alliance with Russia during the 176874 war. That same summer, Gurgina
Enakolopashvili, the ambassador of the King of KatHkheti, visited Istanbul
with new proposals from the King. The confidant of Erekle Il was received with

P

greathoor s at the Sultanédés Court and sent

98








https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/pohod-russkih-voysk-pod-komandovaniem-de-medema-v-dagestan-v-1775-g-prichiny-i-posledstviya
https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/pohod-russkih-voysk-pod-komandovaniem-de-medema-v-dagestan-v-1775-g-prichiny-i-posledstviya
mailto:datomerkvila@yahoo.com







COVERAGE OF THE SITUATION OF WESTERN ARMENIANS
IN EGYPTIANARMENIANPRESS (1899904)

18652010[39:20]. Currently, four Armenian newspapers and magazines dre pu
lished in EgyptHusaber, Arev, AregndTeghekatu

One of the most important issues raised by the Egyptiarenian socie
political periodicalsof the beginning of the J0century was the liberation of the
homeland from Turkish rulédlmost all EgyptiarArmenian periodicals of the ea
ly 20" century Phyunik, Arshalouys, Joghovurd, Azat Bem, Partez, NOrr©r
ferred to the coverage of the natibfiberation struggle at the end of the™&n-
tury and the beginning of the ®@entury and tried to communicate the difficult
situation in Western Armenia to Egyptian Armenians with their publications. U
like the EgyptiarArmenian periodical$hyunik,Arshalouys, Azat Bem, and Nor
Or, which severely criticized the Armenian persecution policy of the Ottoman a
thorities, Joghovurdand Partez were satisfied with reporting only some info
mation about the situation of Western Armenians.

Coverage of TurkishrKurdish persecution

At the beginning of the 2Dcentury, the rights and dignity of the Armenian
people continued to be violated in the Ottoman Empire. All of this was reflected in
the EgyptiarArmenian press of the time. In the articles on Western Armsnia
much attention was given to the coverage of Kurdish atrocities, and Armenian
Turkish and ArmeniaiKurdish collisions. The plight of Western Armenians and
the TurkishKurdish persecution were mostly covered by Bigyunik periodical
edited by Smbat Byat, a supporter of the ideas of the liberation movement, public
speaker, and public figufg1: 32(], who criticized the anthrmenian policy of the
Ottoman authorities with editorial articles and tried to kdize #he hope of reste
ing the independence of the Motherland. Referring to news from the newspapers of
ConstantinoplePhyunikperiodical reported that Armenians killed 5 Turks in one
of the villages of Bitlis in May of 1899, because of which 7 Armeniaese a-
rested[3: 15]. In theMatnich article, the periodical reported that in 1899, ag-ar
sult of the betrayal of Gegham Vardanyan from Arabkir, arrests began in the areas
from Erzurum to Arabkir. Many teachemnd merchants were imprisoned in
Yerznka, Baghesh, Tevrik and Sebastia. After these events, the traitor of the Arm
nian nation, paid by the Ottoman authorities and accompanied-ti% $0ldiers,
roamed the villages of Kharberd and spread terror amongrthenian peoplg©:

5-6].

The EgyptiarArmenianPhyunikperiodical noted that although according to
article 61 of the Berlin Treaty in 1878, the Ottoman government undertook to carry
out reforms in Western Arméx the situation of Western Armenians had mo i
proved for 20 years; on the contrary, it had worsdfied.The periodical reported
in the article "News from Taron" that Bitlis authorities sent 1,500 soldieasrest
8 Armenian hayduks hiding in Tsnork village of Mush region on September 8,
1899. The Turkish army destroyed and looted the village of 500 Armenian houses.
Armenian hayduks were killed during the uneven clashes that took place. The

newspaper notedi Af t er this incident, t he Ar men
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terror[6: 13]0 . On the way to the vmylcdnéugedaof T
search under the pretext that Aghbyur Serob was allegedlyghidithe village of
Berdak, which was also accompanied by robbery and looting. During this same
period, two Kurds killed Armenian fellow villagers during a dinner in Yerishter
and Asvarich villages. In response to the complaints of the families of the mu
dered Armenian villagers, the local authorities of Mush imprisoned the sons of the
murdered as rioters. S. Father Lazar and three congregants were killed by Kurds of
Khut village in the Aghberka monastery; the property of the church was looted. In
addition, the periodical added that Armeni&urdish clashes took place in Ba
shen and other villages of Mugh 13-14]. After looting and destroying the vitia
es of Spaghank, Helenk, Khastur, Shushnamerk, and Simmadlurkish army,
with the support of the Kurds, carried out searches and destructions in Bdrdak vi
lage under the pretext of looking for Armenian hayduks, during which 3 Armenian
villagers were killed and 7 were injured. "In order for Europe to interweaeyill
have to wait for all the Armenians to be destroyeid®][added the columnishi
dignantly. The periodical pointed to the armed struggle as a way out of the existing
situation for Western Armenians. Farch an outputhe libertarian editor also used
the thoughts and ideas of progressive Armenian writers commemorating the armed
struggle. This position of the periodical was probably due to the fact that in 1896
editor Smbat Byurat barely survived the Arnsmimassacres and took refuge in
Egypt with his family.

EgyptianArmenian periodicalArshalouysedited by Eghishe Torosydr2:
709 also reported about the Armenilurdish clashes in early November, of
1899, wha bloody ArmeniarKurdish clashes took place also in the city oflzrz
rum. These clashes were witnessed by German traveler T. Belk who informed that
the Armenians were attackers, armed with Russian weapons; 50 casualties were
registered on both sides. Pe&es been established only with the help of thekTur
ish regular army. The German telegram ended with words of praise for the gove
nor of Erzurum, whose efforts put an end to the clashes. The Berlin correspondent
of t h e DaidynCGhmnictie sewspaper, anveying this information to the
newspaper's editorial office on November 16, added that from German traveler
Belk's telegram he concluded that the governor of Erzurum had asked him to
spread information about the attacks of those Western Armenians BHutbpean
press. In connection with this telegram, both the correspondent of the London
newspaper and the editorial office Afshalouysagreed that "there will be a great
bl oodshed and that Tur ki sh[l@BfThemaal s wi
goal of Arshalouyswas the liberation of Armenia, like other Egypti&rmenian
periodicals of the early J0century. However, unlike the famous Egyptian
ArmenianPhyunikperiodical of the early 20century, whith saw the liberation of
Armenia only in the event of an armed struggle, on the pagkssbélouysarmed
seltdefense, if not completely denied, was at best considered the last resort. The
periodical considered that, first of all, peaceful means shaulgsed to find a sot
tion to the current situatiorshalouyscriticized the working style of the Armen
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an national parties, blamed the Armenian rulers and party leaders for the iunhapp
ness of the Armenian people, who, instead of building industrial dndagonal
institutions in the country, wasted huge sums on various senseless actiong: Howe
er, in the publications of 1911914, the periodical finally changed its attitude t
wards the constitutional authorities and became convinced that the lattetheere t
descendants of the Hamidian regime and had a sense of Turkish supremacy over
foreigners, which could lead to newly organized massacres.

The EgyptiarArmenianNor Or periodical, likePhyunik pointed to the armed
struggle as a way out of the existinguattion for Western Armenians, as it was
edited byP h y u'sidditodSmbat Byurdtt3:150. The periodical also noted that
at the beginning of the #Ccentury, the Kurds in Western Armenia continued to
plunder, vith green light from the Ottoman authorities. The newspaper noted:
"Many Armenians converted to religion in the hope of finding protection from the
authorities, but the Kurds continue to
[17:3]. The periodical complained that the majority of Egyptian Armenians showed
indifference towards the massacres taking place in Western Armenia, Western A
menian immigrants and orphans. In order to make an impression on Egyptian
Armenians, the Egyptiah\rmenian newspaper presented the translation ofahe f
mous lover of Armenia Mr. Anatole France's article dedicated to Armenian orphans
published in newspaper Figaro on June 13, 1900, which reflected the geoneral pi
ture of the deprivatios that took place in Western Armenia at the end of tife 19
and the beginning of the #@entury. The article covered the Armenian massacres
in 18941896, during which more than 300,000 Armenians were killed. In many
places, such as Sasun and Zeytun, émi@ans showed serious resistance, but in
many villages there was a massacre of unarmed Armenians. The Egyptian
Armenian periodical urged the Egypti@dmmenians to become active and provide
assistance to Armenian refugees and orphans. "If we allow thesathiee slaulg-
tered, at | east wWed2must help the childr

In 18991902, Armenians of Sasun and Mush also fell victims to Turkish
Kurdish atrocities. Referring to the news published in the British Tireespaper,
the EgyptiarArmenian Phyunik periodical reported that the Kurds robbed the
Sasun monastery, killed the monastery's abbot, two monks and also set fire to 5
Armenian villages, killing 150 Armenians and kidnapping 20 Armenian women.
"Atelegramfron Vi enna wi | | increase the numbe
[4:18]. The field of Mush was covered with blood in the spring of 1BGD4-5].

106 Armenians were kéd in one month On July 8, 1900, one thousand Kurdish
gangs set fire to the area between the villages of Talvorik and Geiliguzan, not spa
ing children, the elderly and women. In particular, they tortured and killed priest T.
Petros and the pregnant widéthe head of the village of Spagank. After setting the

in particular, 10 Armenians were killed in the village of Arak, 4 in Havaturik, 7 in Karfein 1
Bifshidz, 17 in Hunna, 2 in Berdak, 6 in Ashuarinj, 4 in Akhjoi, 2 in Tsronk, 30 in Korvon and 20 in
Mokunk village.
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tomb on fire, the Kurdish thugs organized massacres in the villages of Yeghard and
Dzorer. Phyunik sarcastically turned to progressive humanity, asking if these are
private cases, and answered: "Neg arch, this is the repetition of events 1892
1893, which will soon be followed by 18948 9 6 ma §15.4a6¢ Atdhe &e-
ginning of the 28 century, the Egyptiaf\rmenian periodical already predicted the
impending disaster and considered the Turkigahdish atrocities to be the fer
runner of the Great Genocide.

In yet another articl&hyunikreported that the Turkish police, together with
the Hamidian Kurdish detachments, carried out many destructions weng in
the villages of Baghesh, looted S. Aghbrik monastery located between Mush and
Sasun, killing the abbot and two churchnjén.7]. In the spring of 1901, thet©
toman authorities arrested the bishop of/tda, priests, and a large number of
teachers and transferred them to Marash. After being imprisoned for several weeks,
most of them were released for a bribe of 600 ¢old]. Taking news from other
newspapersPhyunikreported that the anarchy prevailing in Van and surrounding
villages created a disastrous situation in 1901, in connection with whichathe N
tional Patriarchate of Constantinople submitted complaints regarding the disputes
that took place. In JunE901, a group of 500 people led by Mahmud agha Boybek
attacked the village of Alpis, where 72 Armenian families lived. The Armenians
managed to escape to the nearby Kefertis village, with 4 casualties as a result of the
clasheq16:5-7]. A few days later the aforementioned gang set fire to Kefeltis vi
lage, killing 5 more Armenians. In the summer of 1901, due to the murder Bf She
iff agha's brother, the villages of Havatorek, Marnink, Arak, Berdak and Mokunk
were greatly destroyed, with most of the villagers kill@@:7].

The ring around Zeytun and Sasun was getting tighter as the Ottoman-author
ties-built barracks and fortresses on the hills and ravines surrouridngties. On
July 3, 1901, the Hamidie detachments, together with the regular troops, resumed
the destruction and massacres in the Mush field, as a result of which many villages,
particularly the important center of the Armenian population, the village of
Shekhokhan, were completely destroy@tyunikregretfully noted that after all of
this, Europe still remained silefit1:3].

At the endof 1901 and the beginningf 192, the situation of Western
Armenians inCilicia and the provinces of Western Armenia continued to be
disastrousln July-August1901, Kurds killed more than 100 Armenian villagers.
The Kurds looted Gotanli village, burned the fields and imprisoned 40 Armenian
villagers, citing the murder of Shiragha, theKurdish chief of the villaggl2:15].
Referring to the article about Armenia published inBingish Tan daily,Phyunik
repored that on September,11901,the governor of Bitlis sent 8 troops kush.

The author of the article nate¢hat the situation in Mush and $a wasthe same
as on the eve of the massacres in 18846and expresskfear that new massacres
might take place.ln addition the author of the article add that the Ottoman
authoities not onlyfailed toimplement the Armenian reforms stipulated by Article
61 of Berlin, but also organidenew murders and massacf&s:9-11].
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Sasunarewi ting for the repzild. Partezwasafpar event

odical of a pedagogical nature and its educational orientation was Christiai moral
ty [44:37]. The periodical saw the guarantee of the existence and stability of the
Armenian nation in the improvement of the character of the individual and instilled
in the readers noble human qualities: kindness, honesty and others. Beingla perio
ical of a pedagogal nature Partezwas satisfied with reporting about the atrocities
of Turkish-Kurdish barbarians in Western Armenia, Sasun's uprising in 1904 and
did not mention the exit of Armenians from the existing situation.

The Ottoman government started the campaigainst Sasun at the beginning
of spring of 1904. Uneven fighting continued until Akiyy. The enemy, having
taken over Sasun, retaliated against the civilians who remained there, looting and
desolating the villages. Reporting various information altle@itcourse of theps
rising, Parteznoted that the events of 1894 were repeated. In addition, itewas r
ported that 20 Ottoman soldiers were killed, 23 were wounded, and 12 villages of
Talvorik region were destroyed during the clashes at the beginning af Apr
[28:14]. In another article about the Sasun uprising, the newspaper reported that on
May 15 they received a telegram from Mush, in which it was said that the tinhabi
ants of Sasun resisted valiantly against Ti#kish regiments and a 7&f@rong
Kurdish militia led by Sheikh Ahmad on the heights of Talvorik, but the forces
were very unequal. 45 Armenian villages of Sasun were destroyed; 12,0@0 Arm
nians were captured, and another 8,000 Armenians were Kkilledebyurks. To
avoid torture and massacre, 12 Armenian women in Talvorik threw themselves into
the river with their childrefi32:13-14]. The EgyptiaPArmenianAzat Benperiod-
cal edited by Ervand Otyaj#4:26] reported that in ApriMay 5000 Armenians
were killed in Sasun, and 50 villages were destrg¥éd-4]. According to private
sources in Constantinople, the periodicalices that, contrary to the claims of the
Ottoman authorities, a large number of unarmed and innocent people were killed in
Sasun[22:4]. Azat Bemcondemned the arfirmenian policy of the Ottoman
Empire, with words of accusation against the diplomatic games of Western
European countrie.he periodical raiskthe idea of solidarity and cooperation of
Armenian national political partieand saw the nation's salvation in working
together

During the spring in 199 the Armenian villages of the Mush plain werg-ca
tured by Turkish regular troops, and, to avoid torture and massacre, the Armenians
of the province went up to the mountains of Sasun. After the Sasun massacre, the
Ottoman government began to forcefullypde the Armenian population of Sasun:
more than 6,000 Armenian women, children and the elderly. In addition, the co
struction of 8 new barracks and the process of formalizing the lands belonging to
Armenians in the names of Kurds began in SaPamtezreported that despite the
presence of foreign consuls, the Armenian massacres continued in the Mush field,
during which the villages of Araks, Alita, Komar, Tatrako and Trink were almost
completely destroyed, many women and children committed suicide, astdomo
the corpses of Armenians were not buiied 13-14].
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the goods of Armenian merchants, and the local authorities forbade journalists to
cover tle fire[25:3-4]. On July 26, Kurdish chieftain Salo attacked the villages of
Ichkilise and Kumlupuchak with his gang, robbing and killing many Armenians.
Other Kurdish terrorist groups destroyed the village€béipun and Karapazar,

and set fire to the Armenian shops in the city of Miish4].

After the massacre of Sasun, a difficult situation was also created in Erzurum.
Partezreported that arrests of Armenians Hestome frequent, with local autiror
ties inciting Muslims against Armenians. The situation was the same in Khnus,
Baghesh, where many Armenian shops remained c[@§eiB]. On July 9, 1904, a
fire broke out in he Christian neighborhoods of Marzuan, a city of 2,000 irthabi
ants in the Svaz province. While the Christian population of the town tried to move
their families and movable property to safety in terror, the two wells of thea-gove
norate did nothing to putub the fire. During that fire about 600 houses and 200
shops belonging to the Christian population of the city, including Armenians, were
burned[34:13]. Referring to the article published in the British newsp&iard-
ard, Partezreported that the British consul in Erzurum was arrested as aurevol
tionary while visiting the Armenian provinces, but after a short time the leeal a
thorities apologized and released the consul. The newspaper noted that the Ottoman
government intentionally created such obstacles for foreign consuls so that the la
ter would refuse to visit the distant provinces of the empire and would not learn
about the conflicts that were actually happening thgeel3]. After climbing the
mountains, under the pretext of looking for the Armenian hayduks, the regular O
toman troops and the Kurdish guerrilla groups attacked the Armenian settlements
with fire and sword. In particular, in AuguSeptember 1904he small town of
Shahira located on the shores of lake Van suffered a similafFateztestified
that in the same period, they were expecting a new massacre in Van every minute.
AiThe | ocal aut hori ti e smethbesternoristoguptirette we a p
city, and if clashes occur in Van, the Ottoman government will bear all thenrespo
sibility [38:10-11]0 .

Eastern Armenians did not remain aloof in providing assistance to Western
Armenians, which dichot escape the attention of the EgyptRnmenian press.
Taking news from European newspapers, the Egygtramenian periodicalAr-
shalouysreported that on November 9, 1899 an Armenian group of 120 people
from the territory of the Russian Empire entered &lashkert field and fought
with Turkish troops and Kurdish detachments near the village of Astur. Causing
great human losses to the Turks and Kurds and suffering 15 casualties, asd 2 pri
oners, the Armenian group managed to return to the territory dRubksian -
pire. After this incident, the governors of Bitlis, Mush and Van ordered the Hamidi
regiments to be more ruthless towards the Armenian populgtiars]. Referring
to the European newspapers, Bte/unik periodical reported that the group comsis
ing of Eastern Armenians, which was going to support the liberation movement of
Van, got into a battle with the Turkish troops on the way and retreated, leaving 10
victims on the battlefieldl>:17]. Referring to newspapérmenia Joghovurdmag-
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ON TEACHING OF PERSIAN LANGUAGE IN ARMENIAN SCHOOLS OF IRAN IN THE SECOND
HALF OF THE 18" CENTURY AND THE FIRST HALBF THE 23" CENTURY

the combination of the material provided by different sources allows us not only
briefly introducingthe activiy of Armenian schools in Iraduring certain histér

cal periodsbut also to revealing the goals, perceptions and concepts of teathing
the Persian language in those schools.

Armenian colonies appeared in Irantie 3rd-4th centuriesA big emigration
of Armenians wasorganizedin the 4th century as a result of thavasion of
Sasanian King Shapul in Armenia According to the Armenia historiansbe-
tween3rd and the 5thenturieshey made abouine hundred thousand Armenians
immigrate to Iran. New Armenian settlements were established Mdttkern part
of Iran in the 1T century as a result of Seliskinvasions. And finally,new
Armenian settlements were created in Iras aresult of the deportation of
Armenianpeopleorganized bysafavidAbbasl (Abbas the Greatxtthe beginning
of the 17" century[14: 193194;5: 13-15; 20: 41-61; 22: 22-25; 22: 2482573.
Abbas | settled the Armenians in Isfahaowever he allowed them to choose any
place theywould like to live in [9: 26] Historically, Armenians lived in Tabriz,
Salmast, Urmia, Gharadagh, Maragha, Maku, Ardabil, New Julfa, Kyarvand, Peria
(Fereydan), Charmahal, Masjed Soleyman, Aghajari, Abadan, Khoramshahr,
Ahvaz, and Shirazetc. [24: 30-41; 13: 132-141]. Until the mid40s of the20th
century, the Armenian community in Iran was conditionally divided into two:parts
Northernpart (with Tabrizas thecenter) andsouthernpart (with New Julfaas the
centej [15 150-157].

The education in Iran until the 70s of th@th century hada scholastic nature
[34: 5]. In 1854 theMinistry of Education was established in order to regulate
educatioml processn the county. Intellectualsbegan todiscuss the issue dtfie
fiEuropeanization of the educatiomal systemThe ssue of creatingew booksfor
secular schoolalso became subiject to discussiBuablic activist and writeMirza
Melkum Khan (18331908) insisted on theimplementationof the European
educatioml system in Irand3: 10-12; 33: 47-49]. Next to the mosques there were
schools callednadrasain Iran. In those schoolshe Muslim prieststaught the
learnes to read and write. Europe&ype educational institutions were established
in Iran due to efforts ofNaser alDin Shah Qajar in the 70s of théth century. In
honor of Qajar prince Muzaffar adDin, the theological schools1 Tabriz were
called Muzaffeiye. Soonmany schools were opened Tehran, the most famous
one b B U n grunuid where thestudents weretaught physics, algebra,
geography, history, arithmetic, French, gié: 155160; 34: 8-10; 34: 30-31; 25
211-213. The higher schools where Persians received religious education were
calledtalabiyeh[25: 21522(.

In 1828 Eastern Armeniavas annexedio Russia under the Treaty of
Turkmenchg, and about 45 thousand Armeniafrem the Northern provinces of
Iran moved to Yerevan and Nakhichevan![19¢. During the reignof Naser a
Din Shah, some decrees were published, which forbade forced religious
conversions of Armenian people and put an enthéorestrictions on Armenians
[24: 9]. The existence of Armenian schools in Iran was allowed by proclamations
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It is mentionedn the book of Yedgarya(publishedin 1963: fiOver50 years
ago, in the Armenian villages of Charmahal ordy people could read Farshose
people were considered to be outstanding individaadsfavored among the pep
lation in the provine 0 [9: 60]. Yedgaryan notd: fi éreading and writing Persian
was a necessityor instance the children of modern village headmalways deal
with Persiarvillage heads, governors and other Iranian officitdas they [Arne-
nian village headren] haveto teachtheir sors Farsi However, tlis had its effect
on the societythe villagers becomejealous, and manpeople do the same thing
[learn Persian]Thus, the number opeople who learrFarsi in the province is
increasing evergay0[9: 60-62).

Since the beginning othe 17" century, New Julfa has become the main
cultural center ofthe Armeniancommunityin Iran. The first Armenian schools
were opened hera (or near) the churches amtbnasteriesThose schoolsvere
exclusivelyreligiousuntil the first half of thel9th century P5: 106, 25 110. The
Armenians of Julfa were not only good craftsmen, but also succéssfals. It is
noteworhy that the merchants considered it importargrivide education to their
children [6: 61-66; 1. 5-6]. In 163Q the first school was established in
Amenaprkich Monastery. In 1710, MuradiaBurb Hakob St. Hakob) and Surb
StepanogSt. Stepanos schoalgere opend [10: 6-7]. In the17"-18" centuiesthe
most famous school of fa was that of monastery Surb Amenaprkich (St.eAm
naprkich) that school wasftencalledUniversity [26: 335 19: 116-117, 16: 5; 35:
387-500. In the 19th century schools of monasteri€durb Astvatsatsin(St.
Astvatsatsiip SurbMinas St. Minag, and SurlStepanos were famo{s6: 7].

In 1830s a school named Amenprkchyan Seminary was opened dioe to
support of Grigor Samyaran Armenian philanthropist from Madra%6] 8; 13
210, 35 133. The school provided its students with proper education which fully
met the requirements of that time. This was probably due to the fact that the school
curriculumwas based othat of Lazayan Seminary in Moscowsfk 55]. In 1837,
this school was closed, but it wasopened in 1840. In this school, Armenian
grammar, arithmetic and calligraphyistory, Englishand Persianveretaught The
school contiued its activity until 1853. Then, thanks to the financial support of the
Armenianphilanthropist Margar Sukiasyan, Samyan sclioottioned for30 more
years, untiit merged with theNational Central Schoolof Julfa[l: 17; 35 588
59(. In 184Q a school was opened in the courtyard of Astvatsatsin Church in
Maidantagh district of Bw Julfa due to the financial aid of Harutyun Abgaryan
Armenian merchant living in Calcutta (Indidh 1843 a two-story buildingwas
built for the schoothat was latenamedHaykyan hayrenasirakan usumnaréit:
Haykian Patriotic Seminajy16: 7; 13: 21( This schooffunctiored for 40 years.

At school, the Armeniarnyoung people of Julfestudied religion, elementary
arithmetic, Armenian and Persifin 10; 23: 271; 35: 590-591].

In 1834 Karapet Sarafyan, an Armenian merchant living in Tehran, wanted to
bequeath D00 tumans to &b Amenprkich Monastery of New Julfa in order to
open a school for twelve adopted children and teach them Armenian, Russian,
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Armenian language, 4 houfser Russian,and 3 hoursfor Persian, 3 hoursor
French [L8: 87-90]. They tried touse the curriculunof the Armenian schals in the
Caucasuin the Armenian school of Tabriz, and also to invite teactiers Thilisi

[18: 80; 25: 109. In one of sourcesegarding the teaching ddnguages irthe
Armenian diocesan schbof Atrpatakan, it is mentioned that the Persian teacher
came and taught for an hoperday. The girls dichot learnPersianthey leared
needleworkinstead 18: 21].

In the 19111912 school year, the total number of studantthe Armenian
diocesan school of Atrpatakan reached 74. The students of the school were mostly
former graduate of Aramyan and Haykazyafamagyan schools of Tabrizvho
had completeda sixyear courseof education During the first four years of the
schoolés activity the number of subjects taugivas doubled. In the 1913916
school year, the schoalasclosed andlid not function; in thel9161917 school
year, the school was reopengdS: 63-66]. It is interesting thathe ole of the
diocesan school of Tabriz is great in the disagpgaf the old Armenian dialect
of Tabriz. Thousands of boys and gstepped speakintheir dialectbecause they
learned thditerary languaget school, andilsotook the literary languagéome.
Except for languages, all subjects were taught in Armdniar26, 18: 64].

In the 19161917 school year, in theschedule for the and %' grades, a
person named Mirza Jafar is mentionedresteacherof the Persianlanguage In
the 4th and 5th grades, they saddPersian 3 times a week.vitas mentioned that
in the 19171918 school year, Mirza JafdaaughtPersian in allgraces [L8 77,
1818: 81]. On September 211917, theeducators of the schodlscusgdthe issue
of textbooks or noteboetextbooks.However, in the sourcd is not mentioned
what kinds oftextbools would be used for sehingPersian [8: 82]. There were
mentioned different books for teaching different subjects in the-1918 school
year, but nothing was noted about textbooks for teaching the Persian lafijtiage
89-90].

The first Armenian residents in Tehran were 7 families who were brought as
hostage by Agha Muhammad Khan from Karabakh. They lived in the district
called DarwazaGhazvin, located in the western part of Tehram.17901795,
Armenians bull Surb Gevorg (St. Gevory Church. Later FathAli Shah Qajar
brought10 other Armeniarfamilies who wereglassmakesfrom New Jufa. They
settledin the DarwazaShahkhAbdul-Azim district in the south of the city and in
1908 theybuilt Surb Tadevos and Bardughimd&s. Thaddeus and Bartholomgw
Church B: 394. In 1870Usumnasiratdliutyun was established in Tehran which
in the same year established Haykazyan schothléiDarvaze Ghazvin district of
Tehran B: 39€]. The school used the curriculum of Caucasian schools, but from
time to time it was subjet¢b changeln Haykazyarschoolthe educationgbrocess
was organizedaccording to the educational methods of the time, and the
classrooms were equipped witlkew tables and chairfor the studens [3§]. In the
19301931 curriculum ofHaykazyamixed-genderschool in Tehrathe number of
English and Persian lessons increg &Sl
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As mentionedthe firstpublic school called Haykazyan was opened in Tehran
in 1870. However, before that, since the 185Q@ke children of Armenian
community of Tehranhad beenattendng the fi k h a $choal® located in the
churche. In the beginning, the Haykazyan school wasdbcated in the church.

In 1884 Usumnasirats Miutyuwonstructed a newuilding for the schoold4: 192
193.

In 1903 in the nortlern partof Tehran, in Hasanabad district, a buildings
madeand three classasere opened 1a branch oHaykazyan school ibarvaze
Ghazvin.Until 1906-1907 Haykazian schools in two districts of Tehran were male,
but there werealso separate classfor girls. Soon, thanks to the efforts of the
teachers and the trustees, temale students ghped wearinghadras, the classes
were combined, and the schowalas declaredto be mixedgender[24: 193. In
191Q the new Haykazyan school was builttime Hassanabad district of Tehran
[13 217.

Until 1890 mainly Armenian teachers from Iran and Turkey taught in
Haykazan school, but later Armenian educators fromThiisi were also invited.
Starting withJanuaryl892, Hovhannes Khan Masehyan, a velbwn diplomat,
the first ambassador of Iraie Japan, who also taught Persian and Frenas
supervising the school. Hovhannes Khan Masehyan taught Persian until the
relevant textbooksvere compiled P1: 10-12], and afterthat aPersiarteacher was
invited to teaclthe Persian language. Here thesed taeach Armenian, Armenian
grammar, Persian, French, geogramiyArmenig general geography, Armenian
history, general history, algebra, mysgince 1892they also taughtgymnastics
[30: 227-22§. In 18921892 the first Armenian school for girls was founded in
Tehran. In 189, the National School was opened in Darvaze Ghazvin disamct
in 1903 anotherschool was opened in Darvaze Dovlat districk: [212-217. In
19321933 Armenian philanthropist from IndiBavit Davtyan visited the Davtyan
mixed-gender school in Terhan, where the students were taught Persian. Before the
closure of the national schoois 1936, the teachingprocesswas organizedin
Armenian,andafter theschools were again opened, teaching wagonductedn
Persian [2: 184].

In the provinces of Iran Armenian schools were establighéide last quarter
of the 19th century[24: 202]. In 1881, in Salmast the basisf regular schoolwas
laid [25: 120]. In the villages of Gharadagind its surroundingthe first schools
were opened in the 1890s. Maragha school was founded in 188bschirt 1876
somelarge rooms of a number bbusesn the city wereused asclassrooms{4:
202-209. In 1889190Q due to the efforts of the Armenian wondercharitable
society of Tabriz, some schools were opened in Urmia, Maku, Gharadagh,
Baranduz, among other places3 211-213. In the 1920s there was an Armenian
school in Vanak village near Tehran, where Persian was also taughits]. In
1923 Persian was also taughttime Armenian school of Ghazvinlp: 18518€]. In
1931, in Armenian National School calleSurb Lusavorcyan(St. Lusavorcyan
and establisheith Hamadarsomesubjects taught in Persian increased frona3@

121









Tereza Amryan

Among the biographies of Armeniaieachersof the Armenian diocesan
central school of Atrpatakan, the biographyttod teacher othe Persian language
Jafar Akhgeari was also mentiondd.19201921 Jafar Akhgeari was invitegs
the teacher of thBersian language amaught in that schdantil 19351936. After
Armenian schools were closdtk worked for some time in the Armenian Prelacey
of Atrpatakan as the person in charge of papenivoRersian [8: 121-127.

Before the implementation of the state progiamll schools Armeniangirls
generallydid not learn Persiamnstead they practiced needlework amaftsduring
the classhours when boys studied Pers[did: 125. After Qajar dynasty, in 1925,
Reza Pahlavi was declaretih in Persia. An educational reform was carried out
during his reign. According to the reforie administrationof all schoolshad to
be transferred from theeligiousclass to the state. lime 19271928 school year,
with the implementation of the progm developed by the Ministry of Education,
the class hourdor a more profound teaching of the Persian language were
increased. For example, Armenian schoeise instructed tesubstituteRussian
classewith Persiaronesin Armenian schools dsharadagh18: 173174.

In 1927 because of thdemandof the Ministry of Education, the lessons of
the Persian language were to be increasethe 19271928 and subsequesthool
years they hadto include the history of Persiaand Rersian geography in the
curriculum [18 177. In 1934 the Iranian governmentdemanded the
implementation of state educatamprogram in all schoolwith a special calendar
[12 200. In 1934 adecree was received according to which the state progeaim
to also beused in diocesan school aadl subjectshad tobe taught in Persiaill
graces of the schoslhad to have 16@ours (for languagesper week 67 hours
werefor Persian, 5hours forArmenian, and 3®ours forFrench. Persian was to
be taught using textbooks determined by the Ministry of Educatianlp9-191].

A committee was created under the Ministry of Education, and a special program
for Armenian schodal in Iranwas developediranan state educational program
(first to sixth graces) defined 3&lasslessons per weekyith every clasdesson
lasting for 40-45 minutes for Armenian elementary schoddscording to the
timetable, 121 class hours were allieckto subjects taught in Persian, and 95 class
hours were allocateth subjects taught in Armeniaid: 201; 43]. In this pretext,
Armenian priest Yedgarian mentioned that afterséheforrs é the Armenians
were able to speak the language of the countighbeith their Persian neighbsr 0

It wasalsomentiored that after tht programpeople ofCharmahaprovince both

male and femaldgecamditerate p: 32].

In 1935 national schools adoptatie commoneducatiomal programof the
state Armenian schools were closed all over Irdre state education progrgran-
etrated intoArmenian schoolsthey used to studyeligion or Armeniarlanguage
once or twicea week, in mixedyroups (classesyith Persiarchildren[16: 39, 16:

47, 16: 66).

Starting from the 1938936 school year, only those national schools could

continue tleir existence in Iran which would operate according toetthecational
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ans were eager for regional autonomy and demanded reforms from the Turkish
government in accordance with Article 23 of the Treaty of Berlin; at thigt,p@in
bloody and deadly rebellion by Macedonians could not be ruledlduil?1-127].

In July, Prime Minister Hohenlohe mentioned that the Macedonian issue was ente
ing a dangerous phase, and that the Armeniavement for autonomy had stim

| ated the MacedoniansO6 desire to break
union with Bulgaria [3: 124. In November, the German ambassador to Austria
Hungary stated that velutionary movements were being awakened in Macedonia
and that the situation would be critical if the Turkish government did not gain a
firm foothold in the Balkans1]2: 163. In view of theserioussituation n Macea-

nia, the German ambassador in Constantinople proposed that the Great Powers
couldintervene jointly in Macedonian affairs, on the one hand, to suppressithe a
bitions of the Balkan states, and, on the other hand, to urge the Sultan to agree to
implement reforms in Macedonia as soon as possible, so as to preserve the status
guo in the Balkans and the Ottoman Empira [L29.

In order toavoidfurther deterioration of the situation in the Balkans, Germany
issued a stern warning to the Bulgarian government and its support of Macedonian
revolutionary groups, in an attempt to quell the potential renewed unrest & Mac
donia. Germany noted it doubted that the Great Powers would support the existing
Bulgarian govenment if European countries decided that the actions in Macedonia
were motivated solely by Bulgarian instigation3{L23. However, Germanta
tempts to quell the Near East crisis were thwarted again by the-Guekish War
of 1897. According to Hohenlohe, the Greek government had already planned to
attack the Turkish frontier in Macedonia in the future, and the Serbian andiBulgar
an armed forces would attack the Turks immediately. Therefore, only stramg co
binedpressure from St. Petersburg and Vienna could deter the restless sauds of S
fia and Belgrade. Germany supported Augtussian cooperation, and would be
more than happy to help if Russia needed German cooperation in Vighrid ]].

The Secretary oState Marschall also stated that as long as Russia and Austria
Hungarywerecoordinated, both countries would not tolerate the peace and order in
Macedonia being broken by any Balkan countries [L44]. In 1897, the Austro
Russian agreement was signed under the strong impetus of Germany. Despite a
tempts by Russia and Austfifungary to maintain the status quo in the Balkans
and to avoid the spread of unrest in Macedahi@,situation in Macedonia did not
improve [L4: 51652(. In December 1898, the German ambassador in Constant
nople mentioned that in the local diplomatic circles, the Macedonian issueehad b
come the main topiof political dialogue, that it was only a matter of time before a
catastrophe in Macedonia, and the intervention of the Great Powers had become
indispensable, but that the Macedonian region was full of fierce conflicts between
different Christian peoplesyhich prevented the final settlement of the problem,
and the Turkish government enjoyed such strife, so it was necessary for the Great
Powers to act in concert to urge the Turkish government to carry out reforms. In
January 1899, after communication betweserman, British and Italian ambass
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from advancing asnuch as possible, and to preserve the interests of the Empire
and the prestige of the Sultan. Ger man)
the Dual Alliance, support AustiBussian leadership in the reforms, createasbst

cles for the reforms, minimizthe loss of the Ottoman Empire, and promote the
development of Germanhurkish relations.

On the issue of the reorganization of the gendarmerie, the major powers pr
posed to grant foreign officersoé mull r
darrrerie, increase the number of officers of the Great Powers and speed up the
process of the reorganization. Faced with the proposal of the Great Powers, the O
toman government responded with countermeasures.

On the same day that the Ottoman government amoluits acceptance of
thefiM¢ r zst eg @&,y oriatmanien proposed to send
to reorganize the gendarmerie, and the Great Powers could specify the duties of the
officers, formulate rules of procedure and set up committeéég4]. The British
proposal was immediately supported by France and lItaly. Audtnmgary and
Russia, on the other hand, advocated that they had to take the lead in matters of
reforms. In addition, there was consialele disagreement among the Great Powers
over the appointment & foreign general to take charge of the reorganization of
the gendarmerienlorderto draw Italy in and undermine the Triple Alliance, tBri
ain proposed that an Italian hold the pdsiip6]. AustrizHungary, on the other
hand, opposed the appointment of an Italian general in charge of the gendarmerie
reorganization, fearing that Macedonian reforms would tilt in favor of Italy and
facilitate its expnsion in the western Balkans, which would harm Austria
Hungarydés interests in the region. Fac
Powers, the Ottoman Empire oppogsbd proposals of the Great Powers one by
one.

First of all, the Ottoman governmentfused the proposals of the Military
Commission, established by the representatives of the Great Powers, on the powers
and responsibilities of the officers of the reorganization of the gendarmene. It i
sisted that the authority of the representatives appadiby AustriaHungary and
Russia was limited to consultation and did not have the power to intervene directly
in the administration, while the representatives sent by the Ottoman government
had full authority over Macedonian reforms, and their instrastizvere all from
the Ottoman government. In a note sent to Ausiiagary and Russia, the @it
man government wrote that the plans of the Military Commission did not take into
account the views of the imperial government and violatedovereignty and
prestige. In addition, the privileges granted to foreign officers were contrary to the
previous agreement between the OttomarpiEe and AustriaHungary and Russia,
which stipulated that foreign officers were only responsible for reorganizing the
gendarmerieand did not have the right of command and executionl{7/7]. By
denying executive powers of foreign officers, the Ottoman Empire aimed to put the
initiative of reformsultimately firmly in its own handsSecmdly, the increase in
the number of foreign officers beyond what was stipulated in the agreement by the
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Great Powers was not accepted. The Turkish government expressed the hope that
the AustreRussian ambassadors would reach a consensus with the imperial g
ernment on the issue in a spirit of reconciliation and would not send additional fo
eign officers 7:102103. The reorganization of the gendarmerie had already
achieved remarkable results, and it was beliglkatit would achieve even more in

the short term. Adding the number of foreign officers would only increase-the f
nancial burden on the three Macedonian provinces. Therefore, increasingrthe nu
ber seemed superfluous [38-40.

In order to force the Ottoman Empire to accept the offer of additional officers,
the Great Powers (except Germany) sent officers to Macedonia with the intention
of creating a fait accompli. However, the Turkish government did not giaad
once again rejected the overturés’B]. Enraged by the repeated refusal of the O
toman Empire, the Great Powers decided to take joint action to force the Turkish
government into submission. The AusRossian ambassadors in Constantinople
sent a strongly worded note to the Turkish government: in view of the disorder and
chaos in the Macedonian provinces, it was imperative to hire additional officers. If
the Turkish government refused to accept the prdptsa Great Powers would
embark on joint action, and France and Italy had already expressed their support
for such action§:79). Britain expressed its support for coordinated efforts by the
Great Powers to pyiressure on the Turkish government [8: 79]. The French a
bassador also drafted a document asking the Turkish government to acknowledge
the additional officersq:80]. Eventually, the ambassadors of the five posv(e-
cept Germany which promised to support the actions of the representatives of the
five powers) formally signed the joint note and presented it to the Turkish Go
ernment §: 80, 8:95-9€]. In the face of the combined pressure of the Great Powers,
the Turkish government finally made a compromise decision, but on the following
conditions: first, the number of foreign officers was not to be further increased u
der anypretext or reason; second, the period of appointment of new officers was
not to exceed the period established by previous officers; third, the new officers
were not to have effective command of the gendarmerie, and their duties were to be
limited to the eorganization of the gendarmerie; fourth, the Great Powers would
do their utmost to limit the revolutionary agitation that led to the existing evils [8:
98]. Subsequently, the imperial edict of the Ottoman Empire officially recognized
that the Great Powelsad assigned additional officers to reorganize the geredarm
rie [8:116].

During the period of gendarmerie reform, Germany basically followed the po
icy of noninterference, tried to undermirtee Concert of Eufge as much as @
sible and gained the confidence for the OttomarkiBh Empire to resist. Ina-
sponse to the British request to put pressure on the Ottoman Turkish Empire, Ge
many stated that it had no intention in the Near East other than to keep ¢be pea
that it was satisfied with its position in the second or third line, that it supported all
measures to improve the situation in the Balkans, and that it would give Austria
Hungary and Russia the right to take the initiative if they could coordinate the
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actions with Britain §:151-157]. In order to avoid causing a political dispute with

the Ottoman Turkish Empire, Germany relinquished the military command it e

joyed in the formed Macedonian gendarmerie c§ifslO(. Furthermore, regdr

ing the Military Commissionbés view that
Germany considered that the command of foreign officers serving in the Turkish
army was something &rely new and that the Turks, for political and religious-re

sons, would protest against it in the strongest possible terms. For the sake of Ge
manTurkish relations, the German representatives on the Military Commission
would exercise restraint and wouldt accept the position of the commandEes: |

100100 . Finally, Germany refused to part:.i
partition Macedonia as a gesture of goodwill to the Ottoman Turkish Empire.
Howe\er, it also made it clear that it would not interfere with the actions of-its a

lies, AustriaHungary and Italy, and tried to resolve the Audtedian differences

on the issue of partitioned occupation in order to preserve the stability ofithe all
ance.

In terms of the dispute between the Great Powers and the Turkish government
over the number of commissioned officers and their responsibilities, it could be
concluded that firstly, the Turkish go
reform program wasgjuestionable. Although the appointment of officers tarreo
gni ze the gendarmerie had the element o
ternal affairs and endangering the prestige of the Sultan, the intention of the Great
powers was to calm the restlaess of the Christian population in the region and to
eliminate the elements of revolutionary unrest, which would contribute toahe st
bility of the Turkish European territories. Secondly, the Concert of Europe Wwas di

ficult. Ge r ma Anyedesence antl fejecyion of the meform program
made the reform process extremely difficult, and the effeth@fConcert of -
ropewas i nsufficient due to Germanyés pol

On the issue of financial reform, Austiitungary and Russiaitially submi-
ted a draft of reform to the Ottoman Empire that was mainly the responsibility of
the Imperial Ottoman Bank.d.t e r due to the Turkish
AustrizHungary and Russidrew up a new reform proposal, which consisted
mainly in the establishment of a Fiscal Council by one financial representative of
each of the Great Powers, with full responsibility for the reform.

The Turkish government refused to accept the AuRtrssian reform proposal
and considered it as an infringemef its sovereignty by giving the Imperiakt-O
toman Bank government powerks| 214). In order to make it harder for the #u
tro-Russian reform proposal, the Turkish government asked the Great Powers to
raise taiffs from 8% to 11%, and argued that since the reorganization of the-Mac
donian gendarmerie, it had been overburdened with financial deficits in order to
maintain a large military force in Macedonia to suppress the fighting between et
nic armed groups. Ehincrease in taxation would be only used to cover Maced
niabs budget deficit, not in other way
would amend the commercial treaty with the Ottoman Empire to meet its demands
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[9:23-26]. In addition, the Turkish government took advantage of the conflicts
among the Great Powers with the intention of undermining the Concert of Europe.
Firstly, the Ottoman Empire asked Germany to mediate, urged the Great Powers to
abandon thereation of the Fiscal Council in Macedonia, which threatened ¥ts so
ereignty, and expl ai ned iitcensideg¢gheaa-i on o
tion of the Fiscal Councibeyondt he scope of the Great P
program, and believethat once the Turkish government accepted the proposal,
more reforms would follow. The idea e$tablishinghe Rscal Councilwas merely

a product of British design, which took advantage of the current lack of political
power in Russia and the plight ofustrizHungary, busy with its internal affairs,

with the intention of gradually taking the reins of reforms into its own haBuils

ain had been trying to persuade the Turkish government to extend the reforms to
the province of Arianople which was boundo cause a series of chain reactions.

In view of this, the Turkish government hoped that Germany would use its infl

ence to persuade the other Great Powers to drop the idea of cithatifigcal

Council [L5: 270-271]. In addition, the Turkish governmeptesentedo Italy that

the establishment of the Fiscal Council meant clmnm the Balkan situation,

which Italy had been trying to maintain the status quo of, and therefore hoped that
Italy would not particigte in the action of the joint notéd 250 . Ger many 6 s
tancy over the coordinated action of the Great Powers had emboldened the Turkish
governmentto reject the proposal. The Turkish government statatithe new

proposal of the Great Powers was a direct interference in its internal affairs and
seriously undermined the independent sovereignth@Empire, which theGreat
Powershad repeatedly declared and promised to respeitte past The Turkish
govanment had already fulfilled the requirements offivee, r z st eg @r ogr a
and the reforms were effective, while the new propot#ie Great Powers, which

went far beyond the scope of the original plan, was unacceptable to the Turkish
government]0: 50-51].

In order to force the Turkish government to accept the reform plan, the Great
Powers decided to resort to naval demonstrations. In order to solve the dilemma,
the Turkish government once again sought e bf Germany. Although Gemmn
ny wanted to support the Turkish cgovern
cept the reform plan in order to maintain the stability of the Dual Alliamagew
of the firm position of AustrigdHungary in the reform at i time. Germany e
pressed the hope that therkish concessions would provide a modicum of a
commodation in diplomatic relations between the Ottoman Empire and the Great
Powers [5 293294. Under the coercivpower of the Great Powers and in the
absence of any hope for foreign aid, the Turkish government finally had to accept
the financial reform plan of the Great Powers.

Germany became proactive on financial reform instead of the policy of staying
out of thegendarmerie reform. It emphasized that if international financial control
over Macedonia were to be exercised, the possibility of such control extending to
the entire Turkish Empire was to be considered and Germany was to have a seat in
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the Fiscal Counci[15:21€] . The reasons for Ger many 6
mainly the following.

Firstly, Germany believed that the Imperial Ottoman Bank was a French
institution that competed with German enterprisesh ®ttoman Empire. Inse
sence, France was Germanyods real enemy
which was the pioneer of the economy of France, enhanced its political character, it
would be contrary to Germanyo6s iispot er est
sition in the Ottoman Empire. In view of its huge economic interests in tlee Ott
man Empire, Germany could not accept the financial control of Macedonia by
French or even foreign banksy 209-21(.

Secomly, Germany believed that the basic idea of the fiscal reform plan was
to separate Macedonia from other Turkish provinces, which not only meant that
Macedonian revenues would not have to be handed over to the Turkish Treasury,
but also that this mode afiternational control might be extended to other provin
es of the Empire, which was harmful to Turkish national interests and wouléd inev
tably be resisted by the latter5§209-21(.

Thirdly, the contradictioneamong the Great Powers provided the conditions
for Germany to destroy the Concert of EuropetHe first placeBritain opposed
the AustreRussian fiscal reform plan and argued that it could result in Macedonian
local authorities without enough funds faagional development and payment of
civil servants §:76]. In addition, the ran assigned by AustriBlungary and Russia
to the fiscal reform were not financial experts, and Britain worried about the effe
tivenessof the implementation of the reform plat [LE]. In the second place, Italy
was dissatisfied with the lack of prior consultation with Auskisngary and Rs+
sia believed that thettowe ¢totahybseshta
count [L5: 20€, and hoped that the signatories of the Treaty of Berlin woudd s
pervise Macedonian fiscal reform togethét:P47), with the intention of trast
forming Macedonian reforms from AustRussian domination to shared maeag
ment of the Great Powers. Italy had proposed to Britain that the situation @ Mac
donia was at stake and that it was important for the Great Powers to agree o
certed actionI7: 79. In the third place, France sought to use its opposition to the
Austro-Russian reform plan as an opportunity to mediate the ARgksian red-
tions. On the one hand, on the groundshaintaining friendly Francdurkish
economic relations, France expressed that it did not want the Imperial Ottoman
Bank to take the responsibility of Macedonian fiscal reform, aimed at denying the
Austro-Russian reform planlp: 224). On the other hand, France reminded Russia
that the continuation of the current predicament in Macedonia would only facilitate
the expansion of Austrblungarian influence 1[7: 79; Germary and Austria
Hungary might take advantage of Russi ab
hegemony in the Balkans. Austtitungary, as an instrument of German policy,
pursued policies in both the Balkans and the Near East that were strictly Germani
Therefore, France had good reasons to frustrate GeAmstnian policy in a ce
tain way [L7: 79-80]. Finally, Russia, which had been tied up by the Russo
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Japanese War, was interested in shifting its diplanfatus to the Mar East in
ordertor i d the plight of the Far East . Ru
abandon the Chr i 4% 234, mrd wasftiredvbbhaend Austiiaa 0 [
Hungary play a domimd role in the Balkans while it was subordinaié&:[249.

Germany seized the divergent interests among the Great Powers and constantly
strengthened the differences between them in order to increase thetylifficrd-

forms.

Fourthly, Germanydid its best not to participate in the joint action of the Great
Powers and to provide support to the Turkish resistance. Germany had suggested
that the joint action by the Great Powers could easily cause the Turkism-gover
ment to make negative decisions, because the Turks were accustomed to strong and
threatening notes from the Great Powensthe opinion of the Ottoman Empijre
the action of one or two countries had to be valued, because a strong attitude of one
country siowed its firm determination to act; consensus could be easily reached
between two countries, and the collective action of the Great Powers often ended in
failure because of their divergent interests [26G. Germany was also pessimistic
about the formation of the Fiscal Council, which it considered to be hasty and full
of uncertaintiesfor example, the Great Powers had not yet defined the rules of the
organization, the mechanism of its operatitme terms ofeference of the council,
the selection of the chairman, the powers of the inspectors, the relationship with the
Imperial Ottoman Bank, among other issues. If the Fiscal Council could nat-form
late detailed regulations in advance, it would not functi@mpery and the Great
Powers might then talk to themselves and reduce the effectiveness of financial r
forms in Macedonial[5:26€. In addition, when the Great Powers resorted to naval
demonstrations to force tAaurkish government to accept the reform plan, Germ
ny did not put it into practice despite verbal expressions of cooperation with the
ot her Powersodo actions. Germany exmpl aine
ticipate in the joint naval demonsti@ti because it had no warships in the Medite
ranean and was in the winter maintenance period for its warships(4].

On the issue of judicial reform, differences between Austriagary and
Russia had interfséd and the reform process had become deadlocked. After the
RusseJapanese War, Russia, whose ambitions for expansion in the Far East had
been suppressed, wanted to escape from domestic pressure by expanding its infl
ence in the Balkans; thus it becamegutive in the issue of judicial reform. gu
tria-Hungary, in order to accelerate the pace of annexation of the two provinces of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, wanted to make concessions to the Ottoman Empire on
the Macedonian judi ci &Vor, sodatbecammpaasiveionwi n
the judicial reform. Faced with the intensification of conflicts between the tivo mi
itary blocs,the foreign policy of the Ottoman Empire was to fall back on the- Ge
manAustrian blocs and resolutely reject the demands ofatteat Powergor re-
forms. The German foreign policy was vaden the differences between Austria
Hungary and Russia, undermine the reform process, and promoteakeatigtion
of AustroTurkish relations and the development of Gersiarkish relations.
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In November 1906, when Russia proposed to Auktriagary an extension of
thMifAzsteg Progr ammeoduce judici a-l ref
Hungary stated that Russia was preparing for the collapse of the Ottoman Empire
and that it would not padipate in the implementation of the policy. Germang-su
ported the position of AustriaHungary which believed that if Austridungary
supported the Russian proposal, it would only be detrimental to its interests and
would stimulate the revolutionary enthasin of the Macedonian people. ThesRu
sian proposal was sinister; it was merely a way of looking at Eastern affairs from
the British point of view in order to achieve reconciliation with Britain on other
issues [5: 405. To prevent Russia from taking the initiative in the judicial reform,
Germany and Austridlungary wanted the Ottoman Empire to assume the role.
AustriaHungary stated that it would support the Ottoman Empire if the latter could
take the initiativeto propose improvements in the Macedonian judiciary [15: 407].
The Great Powers had to pursue conservative policies in the Balkans to ensure the
integrity of Turkish territorial sovereigntylp: 411]. Germany &0 proposed that
judicial reform had to wait, as much as possible, until the Ottoman Empire co
pleted other reform measures before implementing them separately and that the
Ottoman Empire had to decide on the measures to be taken at its own discretion
[15: 407).

With the support of Germany and AustHaingary, the Ottoman Empiresd
cided to take the lead in proposiagudicial reform plan in line with its own inte
ests in order to avoid further infringementiwf sovereignty by the Great Powers,
and at the same time it sent specialized personnel to Macedonia to take charge of
the judicial reform I5 409. In March 1907, the Ottoman Empire formulated a
judicial refom plan based on its saliterest. AustrizHungary welcomed the
Turkish initiative and proposed that Austtiungary and Russia had to give the
Turkish government sufficient time to implement reform and give the Fiscail-Cou
cil an important role in judiciateform. Russia, on the other hand, advocated the
immediate process of judicial reform and the establishment of a new speuial co
mission to take charge of the reform. Russia actively sought British support for its
claim to be widely accepted. Britain fulggreed with the Russian program and
aimed to develop relations between the two countries in the direction of an agre
ment. The rapid development of AngRussian relations led Germany to lament
that there was no trace of Russian distrust of Britain. Tisiah political trust that
had accumulated during the Macedonian reforms process helped Britain and Russia
finally conclude an agreement to adjust their colonial differences.

The establishment of theiple Ententevor sened Ger maniy6s di
ronmer; in order to avoid isolation, Germany paid more and more attention to the
stability of the Dual Alliance and the development of friendly Gerfiarkish re-
lations, so Germany was particularly active in promoting the easing of Austro
Turkish relations. Fatly, Germany persuaded Austingary not to follow in the
footsteps of Britain and Russia and implement a hardline policy towards the Ott
man Empire. Germany told Austridungary that it opposed the AngRussian
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proposal and feared that military actiby Britain and Russia to force the Turkish
government to accept the demands of the Great Powers would trigger a war against
the Ottoman Empire and threaten the peace of Europe. So, Gehopegthat
AustriazHungary would stick to its original position édsettle the row over the
dicial reform [L5: 448449. Secondly, Germany was outside the Concert of Europe
and undermined the reform process. Although Germany noted it would support the
actions of the Great Rers, it reserved the right to act in the event of furtleer d
velopments. In any case, Germany would not participate in the violence against the
Ottoman Empire over the issue of the judicial reforr: [456457). Moreover,
Germany tried to divert the attention of tBeeat Powerdrom the judicial reform
by using the issue of negotiatitige renewal of the tersrof the members respans
ble for the reorganization of the gendarmerie and the financial reform. Germany
successfullypersuaded Austritdlungary and Russia to back its position that the
judicial reform proposals had to be shelved for the time being and the extension of
negotiations had to be put on the agenda {64-465]. Finally, Germany privately
advised the Turkish government to accept the note from the Great Powers as soon
as possible to strengthen its position on the issue of the judicial reform, gnd su
gested that it linked the extension of negotiations wi8%b tariff increase to add to
the difficulties of the judicial reformlp: 465-466|.

With the support of Germany, the Turkish governmesrbinedthe exta-
sion of negotiations with the judicial reforas a egponse to the joint note. As a
sign of its sincerity in developing Germdaumrkish relations, the Turkish gowver
ment stated it had been doing everything in its power to maintain friendly relations
with the Triple Alliance. For examplét was prepared to ige a royal decree
which approved the AstroHungarianNovi Pazar Railway Project and madeneo
cessions inripoli in favor of Italy[15 499. The Tur ki s h g ogoagwilh me n t ¢
received a positive response froner@any. At a meeting of ambassadorsaerg
nized by the German ambassador in Constantinople, the German ambassador made
it clear that he insisted on resolving the issue of the negotiations first, since the |
dicial reform could be discussed only if the coundtion of the functions of the
Fiscal Council was ensured, and that Germany refused to participate in tlte colle
tive intervention of the Great Powers. The French ambassador was impressed by
the German ambassador és ef f ototascepths per
position throughout the meeting, and he mentioned that the German ambassador
took up the note that the ambassadors had prepared and were ready to sign to refute
it article by article. The disagreement among the Great Powers made them realize
that this was a retreat and, in the present circumstances, even with the help of naval
demonstrations, it was sure that the resistance from the Sultan could notrbe ove
come [L8 474. Eventually, the conferencef ambassadors unanimously rgeo
nized that the Great Powers were unable to force the Turkish government to accept
the judicial reform plan through diplomatic means:[470471). With the an-
nouncement of th&lovi Pazar Railway Project by Austrldungary,a new crisis
emerged in the Balkans that distracted the attention of the Great Powers, and the
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struggle for the judicial reform in Macedonia, which lasted for more than two
years, finally came to an end.

The failure of the judicial reform was closely related to the foreign policies of
Germany, AustridHungary andhe Ottoman EmpireFirstly, Germany was retd
tant to participate in the collective actions of the Great Powers, at the same time
tried to undermine th@int note to the Turkish government as much as possible,
and hoped to maintain a friendly relationship with the Ottoman Empire so as to
establish Germanyds economi c, political
the latter. Secondly, Austrldungay had aggressive intentions toward thd-Ba
kans, but its focus was on the two provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina. As the
conflicts between Austria and Serbia intensified, the rise of the nationalig- mov
ment in Boshia and Herzegovina prompted it to acatdethe pace of annexation
of the two provinces. Therefore, on the issue of the judicial reform in Macedonia,
AustriazHungary not only wanted to keep pace with Germany and maintairathe st
bility of the Dual Alliance, but also hoped to obtain Turkish cesis on Bosnia
and Herzegovina through the reforpm. Thi
position to the judicial reform was also an important reason why it could not be
implemented. On the one hand, the Turkish government was well aware ohthe co
tradictions among the Great Powers, especially the support of Germany, which
strengthened its determination and confidence to resist the reform proposal. Naum
Pasha, the Turkish deputy foreigng- mini s
gestthatthe Sidtn accepted t he | ufdi7g.iOathe atherf or m
hand, the Sultan hoped to win the support of the Muslim masses by resisting the
judicial reform program of the Great Powers, to increase hisigeesnd to save
his faltering regime from collapse. It was the cooperation of Germany, Austria
Hungary and the Ottoman Empire that made the Macedonian judicial reform end in
failure, and the cooperation among the three countries also provided the candition
for further deepening of their relations in the future.

Conclusion

After the internationalization of the Macedonian issue, the diplomatic games
of the Great Powersround the Macedonian reforms played a key role in promo
ing the restructuring of the mions among the European Powers. Germany had
great political, economic and military influence in the Ottoman Empire, and the
latter had always sought to establish friendly relations with Germany; thig&yo
appeal promoted the rapid development of #lations between the two countries.
During the Macedonian refosnbased on the development of GerrTamkish
friendship, Germany repeatediyndermined the Concert of Europad put obst-
cles in the way of reforms in order to safeguard the Turkish inser@saddition,
in order to maintain the stability of the Dual alliance, Germany supported Austria
Hungary to lead the Macedonian reforms, and, at the same time, in order to avoid
being dragged into the confrontation with the Ottoman Empire by its alliance
Germany took the proactive diplomacy aimed at guiding the diplomacy of Austria
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The situation aggravated by the fact that the majority of the population in
Azerbaijan did not know Russian, so it was necessary to recruit personnel either
from the Turkic intelligentsia or from other nationalities who would also know the
Turkic language. For example, in the Aresh (Aghdash) uezd no one agreed to pa
ticipate in the census from the center and there are no educated people among the
locals. If the People'€ommissariat of Justice did not provide people from the
ranks of prisoners, it is possible that the census would nottake. [

Az. CSD hoped to recruit people for the census from Turkish teachers, but it
became clear that the majority of teachers had worked at different organizations of
communist party organizations, and the other part was damsjucting teacher
training courses. In addition, the CSD did not have any other choice but to recruit
census workrs from those cadets:[Il ]. It is noteworthy that those cadets are u
prepared to conduct the census. In reality, it was an illiterate mass. It was necessary
to undertake a preparation with them before stgrtive census process. That is
why in different places the census started at different tiieseover, qualified or
at least literate Turkish personnel were lacking not only in places during the actual
accounting, but also in CSD, where from the 12 regptmgersons only one was
T ¢ rikV].

The problems of ethnic differentiation

In the territory of Soviet Azerbaijan many nationalities, ethnic and subethnic
groups had lived. In the first period of Soviet powis ethnic diversity served as
an example of internationalism, which would attract the people of the East and
hel ped to export the revolution. Except
Tats, Talishes, East Caucasian mountaineers, RussianspiansieJews, Geo
gians and others.

Tats inhabited at the Apsheron peninsula, the southern parts of Quba uezd,
small quantities also found in the northern part of Shamakhi. The total amount of
tats was 10B82. The Talishes were inhabitied in the bordenmigh Persia
Lengoran uezd. Total amount was 88. The number of Persians were quite
small, only 1031, where was not found a place of compact settlefnés} [The
tribes of East Caucasian mountaineers (QyuKriz, Jeck, Khinalukh, Avar,
Tsakhur est.) mainly lived in the northern uezds, which are near to the Caucasus
mountaineers (Nukhi, Zaqatala, Quba). Their language called Lezgin generally
[17:3].

However, thee were some uncertainties in both theoretical and practioal pr
cesses of ethnic differentiation. As it said above, the theoretical bases used in Ru
sia adopted. In the instructions of the census conducted in Russia in 1926, it wri
ten, "Nationality is undrstood as a group of people, united by a common national
self-consciousness, so that nationality should not be confused with citizenship
(subordination)f4:42] . The ethnic puzzl e opportuiAz er b a
ty to use this principle in practice.

Demographic elements in 1921 were included in the program of the lagricu
tural census in the most modest way, because of which all the relevant material can
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lized background is Islam, which both united the local multiracial population and

created an almost unified "Muslim nation" out of it. But as we knowthfe con-

plete crystallization of the national group, a deeper consciousness and a mere co

pl ex pr oces s 25a6.eSommetneemaple mgicated[words Muslim,

Molokan, Subotnik as their nationalityhTer e i s no wunited | ang

were cases when it was impossible to determine exactly what language aagiven n

tionality spoke. On the other hand, instead of nationality, a place of residence

where the respondent or the respondent's ancestdr diten mentioned. Faosx-

ample, in Nukhi the newcomers named themselves Mdlekli, LazLezgi, and came

from Mchi kh and Laz. They ideatl] fied the
The other phenomendixed by the census too, and then some small groups

changed their mother tongue, but not former-ghdhtification. For example, W

diev mentioned; AiThe inhabitants of t h
Avar language and now speak the Azerbaijdialect, but they never consider
themsel ves T¢r ks. The same can said ab

speak the Azerbaijani dialect, but have preserved their way of life and manners.
And it can be said that this is the case in all of Azerbaijéth, the only difference
that in one place the differentiation and concentration is more or less clear, while in
the other there is not even a hint of the existence of a certaia el r e 2 s s 0 |
47. Thereve se process had also reported. AT
khi. All of them are fluent in the Azerbaijani dialect, but almost never abandon
their mother tongue. Only in one irreplaceable case, to maintain the connection
with the Armenian Apostolic Rurch. The fate of the Armenians of Orban village
is an excellent expression of this. In 1918 during the invasion of Turks irs-Tran
caucasia, when the Armenidiurk struggle had reached its heyday, Orban'séArm
nians, about 15 families, accepted Islam anerghy insured themselves from
death. During the census, we met an Armenian family, in whose house we stayed
for a whole day. 4 years since the conversion to Islam had unbelievably increased
the already great Muslim influence on Orban's Armenians. Youngleeapeak
exclusively in the Azerbaijani dialect. If the local Armenians stay Muslim in the
future, the next generation will finally forget their native language and turn into
Azeri Terkso.

The third side also existed; some assimilation processes hgeréiy In Zg-
atala Avars are assimilated, in Nukhi the same fate befell those from the Cyurin
and Samur regions. M. Avdiev higheti ght e
stanis are among the Turks in Nukhi, but it is undoubted that the number idtgreat.
is even possible that a detailed anthropological study of the Nukhi population will
show that it is not the Turkic people who predominate, but representatives of the
East Caucasian mountaineers group, who have now lost their dialect, manners and
customs [25: 56]. But this did not apply to the entire population of the uezct. A
cording to physical features, the population of Nukhi can be divided into two
groups: Caucasian and Memgebpitade¢er ®RAL 1T wh
to Mongolian race, are included in the first group. However, if we recall the-histo
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numerous notable works on subjects such as US policy toly&ualsiet policy o-

wards Afghanistah and the impact of US policy towds South Asia on Afghan

starf, etc. However, these works generally lackdepth analysis of the policies

and underlying rationales implemented by the Carter administration in response to
the outbreak of war. Although there was a brief surge of intanesiei 1970s,a-
search on Afghanistan policy both domestically and internationally has sinte shif
ed towards US policy towards Afghanistan p8sptember 11th attacks. Noneth

less, there remains significant potential for research on US policy towards Afghan
stan during the 1970s, particularly given the ongoing declassification of US-nhatio

al archives.

AfiBal ancedod policy toward Afghanistan

In the wake of the Cold War, Afghanistan's unique geographical position
drew the renewethterest of the US and the Soviet Union, yet the US pobey t
wards the country remained largely subordinate to its broader South Asian policy

prior to the Carter administration. The
dia and Pakistan in South Asia cwgithis period to curb the expansion of thee S

vi et Unionds communi sm. Regarding its

of fset the Soviet Unionbés influence in

Soviet power in the area, fighting for an equiliim among Afghanistan and its
neighboring countries, and supporting an equilibrium of political power within A
ghanistan, all designed to counterbalance Soviet infiltration in the region. The US

! Several publications on the topic of US policy towards Afghanistan include: Mohammad Khaild Ma
Aroof, Afghanistann World Politics: A Study in AfghatS Relations, Delhi (India), Gian Pulfiis

ing House, 1987, 164p. Mohammad Yousaf and Mark Adkin, Afghanistan The Bear Trap: The Defeat
of a Superpower, London, Casemate, 2001, 244 p. Tom Lansford, A Bitter Harvestrdiff Roi-

cy and Afghanistan, London, Ashgate Publishing Company, 2003, 216p. Jacqueline Fitzgibbon, US
Politics, Propaganda and the Afghan Mujahedeen: Domestic Politics and the Afghan War, London,
I.B. Tauris, 2019, 240p. Douglas A. Borer, Superpowere#&iefl: Vietnam and Afghanistan i6o

pared, London, Frank Cass Publishers, 1999, 288p. Raymond L. Garthoff, Detente and Confrontation:
AmericanSoviet Relations from Nixon to Reagan, Brookings Institution, 1994, 1206p.

2 Several publications on the topic ®bviet policy towards Afghanistan include: Gregory Feifer, The
Great Gamble: The Soviet War in Afghanistan, New York, Harper Perennial, 2010, 326p. Henry S.
Bradsher, Afghanistan and the Soviet Union, Durham, Duke University Press, 1985, 336p. Anthony
Arnold, Afghanistan: The Soviet Invasion in Perspective, Stanford, Hoover Press Publication, 1981,
126p. Ant hony Arnol d, The Fateful Pebbl ep- Af gha
vato, Calif, Presidio Press, 1993, 225p. Toms T. Hammod, Regd@lar Afghanistan: The @o

munist Coup, the Soviet Invasion, and the Consequences, Boulder, Westview Press, 1984 s262p. Ru
sian G. Staff, The Sovigtfghan War: How a Superpower Fought and Lost, trans. W. Lester Grau
and Michael A. Gress, Lawrence, UnivgrsPress of Kansas, 2002, 392p..

3 Publications on the topic of US policy towards South Asia and its impact on Afghanistan include: A.
Z. Hilali, U.S-Pakistan Relationship: Soviet Invasion of Afghanistan, London, Ashgate Publishing
Company, 2005, 322p.dRert J. McMahon, The Cold War on the Periphery: The United States, |

dia, and Pakistan, New York, Columbia University Press, 1994, 448p. Hafeez Malik,-Soviet
American Relations with Pakistan, Iran, and Afghanistan, New York, Palgrave Macmillan, 1987,
444p
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point was nearing equality in strategic weapons. The decisive American superior
ty, which had characterized the entire
1969 it was clear that theumber of Soviet missiles capable of reaching the US
would soon equal that of all American missiles available for retaliation against the
Soviet Union, and, if Soviet building programs continued through the Seventies,
woul d come t 09 1le5@de @ader wak eompelled to pursue a new
foreign policy to counteract the Soviet Union due to the decline of the US in polit
cal, economic, and military power after he assumed office. On May 22, 1977, for
the first time Carter offered a systematic presentation of his foreign policy at the
University of Notre Dame and annorunced
der Strategyo, which mainly incl wded 1t}
macy o, st r en g with dapan mrgl Ewdpd, in@easing attention to the
Third World and pursuing a d®tente with
As the focus of Carteroés fNew VWorl d
macyo primarily targeted the ®Smplirgeot Uni
undermine the unity and power of the Soviet bloc by supporting dissidents in the
Sovi et Uni on and the satlélld]i Neeertheldsgt e s
motivated by interests, the US was hugdly ver gent in 1 mpl eme
fihuman rights diplomacyd and did ihot ab
stan, the US considered the country to be of little interest to it, and thus there were

noseccal l ed Ahuman rightdoiiondsepraoespi ba
and economic support, and there was no need to devote too much attention to the
region.

In developing relations with the Third World countries, the Carter adnanistr
tion obtained three major achievements: 1. The issue congdirte Panama &
nal: Carter and General Torrijos inked the Toriijdarter Treaties in Washington,
D.C. in September 1977. 2. The Carter administration prompted the signing of the
Camp David Accords between Egypt and Israel in September 1978, takingpthe t
countries towards normalization of relations. 3. China and the US issued the Joint
Communi qu® on the Establishment of Di r
1978, which recognized the Peopl ews Rep
ernment of Chinarad helped normalize the relations between the two countries. It
could be seen that Afghanistan was not a top priority for the Carter administration.
When it came to the region, as |l ong a:
alignedodo pol hecUs need rot dineatly striictura tts agtivities ifa A
ghanistan on the basis of 8&8€ompetition w
The Carter administrationds efforts t
and Japanesulted in increased cooperation among NATO countries to enhance
European defense and prevent Soviiet Un
stan was offered economic assistance from Westentrolled international ec
nomic organizations, as well as Westduropean countries and Japan. @ens
guently, from the US perspective,p-fithe
plier to Afghanistan, is less |likely t
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ancing power via diplomacy and instead emphasizing the economic and military
importance of the Middle EaS&touthwest Asia regions for the US. The US was
more capable of managing conflicts, furnishing the country with a more coherent
and potent deterrent pacity. Despite these efforts, the US was unable to fally r
verse its decline until the introduction of the Reagan Doctrine after President
Reagan took office, followed by a shift in US policy towards Afghanistan.

Whether the Soviet Union or the US weretba offensive or defensive infA
ghanistan, their policies were centered on their respective Cold War integests, r
ducing Afghanistan to both a beneficiary and a victim of the competition between
the two superpowers. After the withdrawal of the Soviet bnibe US deployed a
covert operation to train and arm Muslim guerrillas who then overthrew the Naj
bullah regime, which was backed by the Soviet Union and founded in 1986. Ho
ever, the Muslim guerrillas failed to bring stability to Afghanistan. On th&aon
a more violent civil war broke out between various factions, igniting the underlying
ethnic and religious tensions that had simmered in the country. Coupled with the
emergence of the Islamic revival movement in the 1980s, the political foundation
was laid for the rise of the Taliban in Afghanistan. As the Cold War came to a
cl os e, the US celebrated victory in the
Mi ddl e Easto strategy. Vi ewing Afghani ¢
the US covertly gspported the Taliban to gain a foothold in Central Asia, lim$-Ru
siabds traditional sphere of i nfluence,
US favoritism towards Israel led to dissatisfaction among the Taliban, whict poin
ed the finger of blamat the US. Al Qaeda took advantage of the support to the
Taliban regime to carry out terrorist attacks, and thegedy war in Afghanistan
failed to eliminate the Taliban, which instead regained control of Afghaniskan fo
lowing the withdrawal of the US tops, catching the US by surprise. History will
tell to which extent the statement that
will be fulfilled in the US.
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their neighborsp and fAArtsakhp wemnre rep
notations [: 222-235.

P. Chobayan also carried out teaching activities at various universities. He
conducted general and professional courses at David Anhaght University, ffedago
ical University after Kh. Abovyan, Yerevan State University, and Yerevani-Mkh
taryan Congregationds school

The scholar also participated in many international conferences, made-prese
tations World Congresses of Oriental Studies at the 35th (Budapest) and 37th
(Moscow), and participated in an international conference organized on the initi
tive of the Mekhitaist Congregation of Vienna to mark the 200th anniversary of
the Mekhitarist Congregation of Vienna [L-4].

Pavel Chobanyan was awarded the Garegin Nzhdeh Medal by the R#& Mini
try of Defense in 2010. He receivether medals, including "150 years since the
birth of K. Mechiev" ® 10) and fA20 years since the
Karabakh Republicp (2011).

The first day of the conference began in the round hall of the Presidium of
NAS RA, and the second day continued in the conference hall of the Institute of
Oriental Studie®f NAS RA.

The conference was jointly organized by the Institute of Oriental Studies and
Institute of History of the National Academy of Sciences of NAS RA and the D
partment of History of the Yerevan State University.

AcademicianSecretary of the Divisiolf Armenian studies and Social iSc
ences of NAS RA Yuri Suvaryagave an opening speeohthe conference. Dite
tor of the Institute of Oriental Studies of NAS RA Robert Ghazaryan and director
of the Institute of History of NAS RA Ashot Melkonyan made wehing remarks.

Edik Minasyan, Dean of the YSU Faculty of History, welcomed the conference
participants as well. The conference was also attended by members of Pavel Ch
banyan's family who made welcoming remarks.

In his speech, Director of the Institute @fiental Studies of NAS RA Robert
Ghazaryan stated that he considers it a problem that most of our society does not
have a clear idea of the state called "
and how they created the state, such as it is todayrdiog to R. Ghazaryan, it is
necessary to educate and imfiothe public at the state, univeysitvhy not also at
the school level. Naturally, it is not about instilling hatred, as is done in Azerbaijan,
but simply about showing the true course of historyA Azer bai jan' s fi
Armenians because amtirmenianism is one of the cornerstones of their state. Not
much has changed since 1918, but on t he
countries in the region. They are also appropriatieghitorical and cultural hevi
age of the I ranian, Georgian, a3.d Cauca

Thirty-one participants spoke at the conference, including thirteen from
abroad (Georgia, Russia,etlUnited States, Iran, and China). Eight participants
from Georgia (Ivane Javakhishvili Thilisi State University, Institute of History and
Ethnography, Georgian National Center of Manuscripts, Institute of Orientd Stu
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ies) presented the results of th@search on various issues of Armer@gorgian
relations and Caucasian history during the conference. Remarkable reports were
made on various topics of Armenian and Georgian history of the early Middle A

es to the Modern Age, and the ethnopolitical andeseconomic history of the
Eastern Caucasus.

Mariam Chkhartishvili, one of the Georgian participants, presented the paper
il dentification of Nobl eman Atrnerseh o
Political History of Georgia in 6ti t h  C e rDavd Merlkvikadzes paper was
iThe Plans of E r e kKakhetl ds regatdd e cEmpaign ofo f k
Russian troops i n Maaughbré&antsadgaesemtedilo¢ir 50, a
economicIssue in the Democratic Republic of Georgia (3218 2 .1Jjlbat
Meshkanbarians with a papercal@ih e Safavid | ranésl Taxat
ingto 16~18"centuri es Armenian Historians an
represented Iran. Among the Armenian participants, Azat Bozoyan, Doctos-of Hi
torical Sciencespresented a remarkable paper entiiecRe sear ch on t he
of the history of the Caucasus in Payv
Mailyan presented a paper callédhe Adjarian questin in GeorgianTurkish-
Azerbaijanian relations (191B921)0. Thee were other interestingaperson the
early Middle Ages, modern history of Armenia and Georgia, and the -ethno
political and socieeconomic history of the Eastern Caucasis [

One of the sessions was held agli with the participation of Prof. Sepuh
Aslanian (Chair of the Department of Armenian Studies of Los Angeles, USA), S.
Lusineh Gushchyan (Russian Museum in St. Petersburg), Gilbert Meshkanbaryans
from Iran, and Mariam Bezhitashvili (Georgia).

The conferace papers were printed in advance and distributed to therconfe
ence participants.

The conference has been organized within the framework of the thenwatic pr
gramii21T-6A163 Science Committee of Ministry of Education, Science, Culture
and Sport.of Armeniap
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masin)(in Armenian)
4. Kostandyan E.An Internatonal scientific conference dedicatidthe 200th annive
saryof the Mkhitaryan Congregation of Vienna Lr at u,-420 (1 € psppnd§al
Micazgayin gitagosev' nvirva- Viennayi Mxit#ryan miabanowtyan 200-amyakin)(in

Armenian)
5. Mkhitaryan L., Pavel Giobanyan fought with his pen against the manipulations of
Armenian history fiHayast ani Hanr ape

https://hhpress.am/socium/2023/18082/ 2 0 2 3. (Mkhitaryan L.,
orl ov paykdrowm Ut Hayastani patmowtyan nengapdxowmnri dem) (in Armenian).
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«4N4yuubh MUSUNRE3UL <hUTLULUNrSEM» UhRURIU3PL
ghSudNINY' LYbLPHUT N NPUL3ULP OLLAE3UL 75 UU3UUPL

Unuplyw Uppgnjwiti

Pwuwh pwnbp® dhowqquwjhtu ghnwdnnny, Mwyb] npwiyw, Yndyuuwghunt-
RN, hwjwghwnieiniu, << FUU wpubjwghwunnyjwt huunhunun:

2023 p dwpwh 15-16-hu Gplwunu' << FUU-nW Yujwgwy «4ndluiup
wwwndnigjwt hhduwhwngbip» dhowqquiht  ghwnwdnnnyp, npp udhpywsd tp
hwjwgbwn-Ynlyuuwgbicn M 2npwjwuh Sutrywt 75 wdjwyhu:

Muwyhy (Mwyb) 2opwiywup duytp £ 1948 . dwpuh 15-hu Unppbiow-
twlwu UL uwujwp pwnupnd (hwiptuh gyninp’ ywwndwwu Phth-2wgihy):
1973 p. wywpwb t Gplwup ybrnwlwt hwdwuwpwuh ywndnygjwu dwynt-
nbinnp: 1974-1976 pp. Yndywuwghwnnieniu-ypwugwghunnypnit dJwutwghunwg-
dwdp nwwib] b <uU< GU Upbubughunigjwt huunmhwnnunh wuwyhpwuwnnt-
pwjnud’ nwuntduwnniginiup hpwlwuwgubing Ypwgwwu U< U Atnwagnpbiph
huumhununnd® wywnbdhynu 6. M. Ubnplubine nGywdwpnigjwdp:

M 2npwljwup ghunwlwu gnpdnwutinueniup ulubp £ Uplbjwughunnigjwu
huuwnhwnnunnud: 1977-1985 pp. tinti| t wjn huunhwninunh YUnyuwuwghwnnipiuu b
pniquunwghwniejwu pwduh Ypwubp ghunwfuwwnnn, 1995-1996 pR." «2phu-
nnujw Upubp» pwduh Jwphy: Swup nwpnig wytih' 2002 p. dhusk 2013 .,
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gpwnbignt) £ Uplubjwghwnniejwu huunpunnunh ghunwlwtu gény thnfuinuoptituh
wwownup: 1985-1995 pr. M. 2npwijwup woluwwnb] << FUU wywundniejwu
huunhwinunnud npwbu wjwg ghunwfuwwnnn: Gplwp wwphubp Gnbp 5 dh wpp
ghunwlwu b fudpwgpwwu funphnipnubph wunwd, 1999-2003 pRe. qpwnbgpt) &
<< QUU Mwundw-pwuwuphpwlwt hwuntup fudpwgph wnbnuywih wwownnup:
2007 p. npybu wywg ghntwywu-yepndwpwi’ M. npwujwup wotuwwnby <L
ML Ugqqwjht nwgiwywpwlwu hGwnwgnunyejniuubph huunhunnunnd (<< MU
Muonwwuwlwt wqgwiht hilnwgnunwlwu hwdwuwpw):

Shwnuwlwup htnhuwyb) £ 150-hg wybiih ghnwlwu hpwwwpwynwubp: Lw
uwl  Gpynt  vwubwy  ghnwlywtu  wofuwwnienwiutpp  fudpwghp £ M.
2npwljwup wofuwwnnenuubpp yipwpbpnd Gu hwing ywwndnigjwu, hwj-ypw-
guwywu, hwjp-nnwuwlwu hwpwpbpnieniuutiph, ypwgwlwu ninbgpnieniuutipp
nwnwuwuhpnipjuup: Lpw gpsht GBU Wwnwund «dpwgwlwt nintigpnipniu-
ubipp L bpwug wbinbynyeniuubpp hwjtpp dwuptu» b «<wp-nnw-Yypwgwlwu hw-
pwpbpnieniuubpp dC nwpph Gpypnpn Yeupu» hpduwpwp dGuwgpnieniuubpp:
Shwnuwlwup <. Uwpgupyuup htn hwdwwnbn hpwunwpwyt E uwb U. Swuhdbh
htnhuwlwé «<pu Ypwgbpbu [Gquh pbpwlwunieniu» woluwwnnyepjwu pwpgdw-
uniejniup: 1990 e. |nyu b wbubp M. npwujwup dwutwlygnypjudp jugqdywd
«Lwj-nnuwlwu hwpwpbpnueniuubpp XVIIE nuph Gpypnpn Yeuhu (1760-1800
pR.)» hwuwmwpnprtpp dnnnjwdniu, huy 1999 p. ghnuwywuh woluwwnwuhpnt-
pjwdp U wnwowpwuny Ybpwhpwwwpwyyt) Gt Uwlwp Pwpfuninwpwugh
«Unwuhg Gpyhp b npwghp» nt «Upgwifu» inbnugpuwu wofuwwnniegniutubpn:

M. 2npwjwup dwyw|b) £ twl dwuuwywpdwlwl gnpdniutinyentu tnwpptip
hwdwuwpwuubpnu: Cunhwunp nu dwutwghunwlwu nwupupwgubp b Jupb|
“Ywyppe Uthwne hwdwpuwpwund, fu. Upnjuuph wujwt dwulwywpdwywu
hwdwuwpwunwd, Gpuwuh wbnwlywu hwdwuwpwund, Uuppwpwt dhwpw-
unipjwt Gplwuh yupdwpwunid:

SGhunuwlwup dwutwygh) £ bwl dhowqquiht pwqdwehy ghinwdnnnyutinh,
qtynignudutipny hwunbiu £ &Ytk Upubjwgbinubph 35-pn (Pninuwbiom) b 37-nn
(Unuyyw) hwdwotuwphwihtu Ynugpbuubpnid, dwutwygl) dpbutwh Uluhpw-
nwu dhwpwunypjwt twjuwdbnunyejuwdp Juqdwlybpywsd dhowqqwihu ghunw-
dnnnyht’ uyhpdwsd Yhbuuwih Utuppwnwu dhwpwunigjwu 200-wdjwyhu:

M. 2npwujwup wwpglwwnpyt) F <& MU «Ywptight Ldnkh» dEnwiny (2010
B), MYt «150 net co aHa pompenus K. Meumesa» (2010 jg), «20 net npoo3rna-
weHuna HaropHo-Kapabaxckoit Pecnybnukmny» (2011 @) hnipwdtinwutpny:

SGhunwdnnnyh wnwoht opyw wofuwwnwupubpp deluwpybght << FUU Lw-

fuwqwhnipjwu 2tuph Yinp thuwnbtiph nuhihénu, huly Gphpnpn opyur wtuw-
wnwupubipp 2wpniwwlyybght << FUU wpbbjwghwnyejwt huunhwunninh bhuntph
nwhhnud:
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SGhunwdnnndp Ywqdwlybpwytb) tp << FUU wpubjwghnnpjutu b ywwn-
dnipjwt phuunpwnnunubiph, Gpuwuh wbwwlwt hwdwuwpwuh wwndnyejwu
dwynyunbinubiph hwdwwnbin gwupbipny:

Shwwdnnnyh pwgdwup nnonyup funuptipny hwunbu Glwu << FUU Lwjw-
ghunnypjwt U hwuwpwlwlwu ghwnienubph pwdwudniuph wywntdpynu-
pwpwuininup 3niph Unjwpjuup, << SUU wpbbjughunnygut  huunpunnunp
wuopbu Mnpbpn Mwqupuup, << FUU ywwndniypjwu huunhwnnunh wnuopbu
Ugnwn Ubpnujwup, 6M< Mwwndnygjut dwynynbnph nblwu EnhYy Uhuwujwp:
SGhwwdnnnyhtu ubpyw Ehu L nnonyup funupny hwunbu Glwu twlb Myt
2npwlywup punwuhph wunwdubpp:

hp funupnid << GUU wplbjwghwnygjwt huunhunnunh intoptu MNnpbipun
Awqupjwuup bgkg, np fuunhp £ hwdwpnud wju, np dbp hwuwpwYnigjwu qquih
dwup hunwly ywwnybpwgnid sniuh «Unppbowt» Ynsynn whwnnipjuu W «wnppb-
owugnw» dwuht, pb npbip Gu, Gpp U hugwbu Gu whwnnieinu unbindt), huswhuhu
E wyn whwnnyeniut wyuop: M. Nwqunwup Yuwpdhpny' hwplwdnp £ wyhnwluw,
pnthwlwu, husne sk, twb nupnguwywu dwlwpnuwyny Ypeb), wnbnblwgub
hwupnyejwup: funupp, puwwuwpwp, wnbnyejwu ubpdwudwu dwupt sk, husu
wpynud £ Unppbowtnud, wy ninnuyh wwwdnigjwt dodwpunwgh pupwgpp
ubpluwywgubnt. «Unppbowuh phpwiund wnwoht htpeht hwibpu Gu, npnyhbunl
hpbug wbwniejwu hhduwpwpbphg dGyp htug hwywhwywywunienu . 1918
pYwlwuhg uluwd W dhus opu owwn pwu sh thnfudb), pwjg dinw Ynndhg upwug
«gnnnigjniup»  nwpwdynd £ wnwpwdwopowuh djnw tpypubph ypw: Lpwup
jntpugund Bu twb ppwuwlwu, Jpwgwwu, Yndywujwt dnnnynipnutinh,
mbinwpuhlubph ywwndwdwynipwiht dwnwugnyeniup»:

SYhunwdnnnyhu gbynigniubipny hwunbu Bywu 31 Jwuuwlyhg, npnughg 13-p'
wpwnbpyphg (Lpwunwt, Mnwwunwu, UUL, bpwt, Qpuwunwt): Ghinwdnnnyp
wnlyw upunbph pupwgpnd hwj-ypwgwlwt hwpwpbipnygniiutph, 4nyyuwup
wwwndnipjwl wnwpwpunye hwpgbiph onipg hpbiug hGunwagnunnyeniuubph wpn-
jntupubipp ubpywjwgnbght Ypwunwuhg dwdwuwd nye dwutwyhgubpp (hJwub
Quywfup2yhiph wudwu Sphihupp whwnwwu hwdwuwpwu, Mwwndniygjwu b
wqqugpniejwu huunhwnun, Abnwagpbph wqgquihtu Yeunpnt, Upubjwghunnt-
WU huuwnhwnun): Lubight npwagpwy gtynignidutip <wjwuwnwuh b Ypwunwup
wwwdnipjwu Jwn dhouwnwph, unpwagnyu opowup, Upubywu Wupynylwuh
ErUunpwnwpwlwtu U unghwj-nunbuwlwt ywwdniypjwu quuwqwu fuunhpubiph
ptdwutph YyGpwpbpjw:

Ypwuwnwuh dwutuwyhgubphg Uwphwd 2puwpprhoppht hwuntbu btlwy
«hotuwu Uinpubipubhh unyuwwuwgndp « bwdwlubph gppnw» b VI-VIE nupbph
Jpwuwnmwth pwnwpwiwt wwwdnigjwu  JGpwuwnwip»  gtiynygnd, “Fwyhn
Ubpyypjwabu' «Rwppip-bwfubph pwqwynp <bpwly; P-h dpwapbpp nnwuwlwu
gnpptiph nbwh twnuunwu Yunwpws 1775 p wppuwjwiuph Juwwygnigjwdps,
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Uwunswp dniugwabt’ «Unghw-nunbuwwt fuunhpp Ypwunwuh Hdnypw-
nwlwu <wupwwbnnyeniund (1918-1921)» phdwubtipny: hpwuhg dwutwlygnid
Ep w.q.p. dhipbpe Ubopwupwpjwtup, nd ubpluwjwgnptg «Ubdyjwt hpwuh hwp-
Ywhwudwt gnpdpupwgp hwdwdwiu XVI-XVII nwpbph hwy wwwdwaghpubph
wofuwwnnipniuttiph b dwdwuwwopowuh wyp uygpuwnpynipubiph» pidwu: <w-
jwunwijwt Jwutuwyhgubphg w.q.n. Uquu Pngnjuup ubpywjwgnpbg «Wupyny-
Ywuh wwundnipjwt fuunhpubph hbwnwgnuinejniup Mwyihy npwjwup wfuw-
wniejnutbpnud» npwgpwy qtiynygp, huy w.q.p. Puhwdhu Uwhywup hp qb-
Ynygnwd  wunpuwnwnpdwy «Ugwpwlwtu hwpgp Ypwg-pnipp-wnppbiowtiwlwu
hwpwpbipnygyniuubpnud (1918-1921 ppe) rEdwhu: Gnwu w) hGnwppppwlwu qb-
yngnuwiubip <wjwunwuph b Ypwunnwuh ywndniwt Jun dhouwnwnph, unpw-
gnyt opowuh, Uplubywu Wupynyywup bpunpunwpwlwu b unghw|-intunbiuw-
Jwu ywwdnigjwu quuwqw fuunhputiph ptdwubipny:

Uhuwnbiphg dtyp wnbinh niubgwy hwdwgwugwihtu gqnd hwpprwyh dhongnd,
nphtu dwutuwlygbighut UUL Lnu Uuebibuph Lwjwghwinigjwt wdphnuph Jwnhs
wpndbunp Ubwnth Uujwtywup, Mnwwunwuh Ywouneiniuhg U Mbwnbippnipgh
Mnwwlwt pwuguwpwuh woluwwnwlhg Lnwhub Nnpgwup, bpwuhg dhipbipun
Ubigpwupwpjwuup b Ypwunwuhg Uwphwd PEdhwnwsayhihu:

<< QUU wplubwghwnygjwu huunhunnunh ghwfunphpnh Gpwofuwynpne-
pjwdp twhuwwbu nwywagnyt| b ghnwdnnnyh dwutwyhgubphu Ep tpwdwnpyb
ghinwdnnnyh qtiynignudubiph ujnyebiph dnnnywiéniu:

Shwwdnnnyp Yugdwlbipwyt) tp << YFUUL SGhunngywt Yndhinbh «21T-
6A163» pGdwwnhy dpwaph onpowtwlutipnid:
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