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1. PROGRESSIVE BRITISH FIGURES
CONDEMNATION OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE
AND DESTRUCTION OF THE CIVILIZATIONAL
VALUES

The civilizational values of Armenia are rooted in the past
millennia. Since ancient times Armenia’s importance has been
conditioned by the rich natural resources of the Armenian Highland,
its strategic position in Western Asia and the creativeness of the
native Armenian nation. The ethno-spiritual, political and cultural
history of Armenia and the Armenian people is testified to by
archaeological, cuneiform, ancient and medieval historiographical
written sources, historic monuments — petroglyphs and rock pictures,
sites of early urban culture, masterpieces of architecture (castles,
temples and churches), art and craftsmanship - khachkars,
manuscripts and miniatures, carpets and jewelry, etc.

e G

Stellar symbols on the rocky hill of Metsamor (the 3™ millennium BC) in the Ararat
valley of Ayrarat province of Great Armenia with a view of Mt.Ararat-Masis

Historic evidence of the civilizing significance of Armenia is
shown by the monuments of the past researched by Armenian,
French, American, Austrian, British, German, Russian, and other
specialists in archaeology, botany, astronomy, architecture and
history according to which the Armenian Highland since ancient

4



times was one of the world-centers for the processing and export of
obsidian, cultivated wheat, astronomical observations, creation of the
Zodiac, the origin of metallurgy, horse-breeding, chariots and
specific features of architecture.

All these have contributed to the assessment (in historiography
and cultural history) of Armenia as cradle of civilization.

Rock-picture of the stellar s y and a celestial calendar from
the Geghama mountains (the 4™-3 millennia BC)

Archaeology is the field of historic research of primordial
testimonies of the roots of human activities and ancient cultural and
civilizational values, on the one hand, and on the other hand, of
passed and survived nations. The research on the ancient history of
Armenia testified by archaeological materials and architectural
monuments of the Armenian Highland and their cultural assessment
in comparison with Mesopotamian and Egyptian -civilizations
together with the inclusion of biblical notions connected with Mount
Ararat brought Professor of the University of London, David
Marshall Lang to the following conclusion: “The ancient land of
Armenia is situated in the high mountains... Although Mesopotamia
with its ancient civilizations of Sumeria and Babylon, is usually
considered together with Egypt as the main source of civilized life in
the modern sense, Armenia too has a claim to rank as one of the
cradles of human culture. To begin with, Noah's Ark is stated in the
Book of Genesis to have landed on the summit of Mount Ararat, in
the very centre of Armenia... Whether or not we attribute any
importance to the Book of Genesis as a historical source, none can



deny the symbolic importance of its account of Noah's Ark, which is
cherished by both believers and unbelievers all over the world.
Again, Armenia has a claim on our attention as one of the principal
homes of ancient metallurgy, beginning at least five thousand years
ago. Later on, Armenia became the first extensive kingdom to adopt
Christianity as a state religion pioneering a style of Church

architecture which anticipates our own Western Gothic” ™.

The church of St. John the Baptist
(1216-1238) of the monastery of
Gandzasar, the province of Artsakh
of Great Armenia.

DAVID MARSHALL LANG

After such a high assessment of Armenia’s civilizational values
David M. Lang noted with distress: “It is difficult to convey the
horror of events of 1915, as the Ottoman government set into action
its design for genocide. In April 1915, the Armenian intellectual and
community leaders in Istanbul were rounded up and transported in
ships to their doom; among the victims were a number of priests,

poets, doctors, and the great composer Komitas™”.

! David M. Lang, Armenia: Cradle of Civilization, London, 1970, p. 9.
2 .
Ibid., p. 288.



It seems that such appreciation of the deeply rooted history of
Armenia given by David M. Lang (and earlier by A. Toynbee) would
be enough to open an exhibition entitled Ancient Armenia in the
British Museum presenting artifacts of Armenia accompanied with
maps of the archaeological sites of the Armenian Highland. But
contrary to historic data and their researches in historiography an
exhibit in “Room 54” (entitled “Ancient Turkey”) has been opened
in the British Museum. Many questions arise naturally, but the most
important one is: was there a country with the name of Turkey in
ancient times? It is impossible to detect such an absurdity in
historical sources all over the world. If nomadic Seljuk and Oghuz-
Turkic tribes (the ancestors of the present-day Turks) began invading
Western Asia from far away Trans-Altai and Cis-Aral steppes and
deserts only since the second half of the 11" century and whose
descendants captured Constantinople in 1453', how could “Turkey”
“appear” in ancient times? It is not a matter of discussion, because
“Turkey” simply did not exist in the Neolith, Eneolith, Bronze and
Iron epochs.

Since the Middle Ages British cultural-spiritual perception of
Armenia has been associated with the Biblical Paradise and the
cradle of civilization. The British figures of the Enlightenment and
Romantic periods along with other European and Russian
intellectuals” expressed their inspiration for Armenia and its spiritual
roots in history’, even in very hard conditions for the Armenian
people.

With the origin of the “Eastern Question”, on the one hand, the
political interests of the Great Powers clashed in Western Asia, on

! A monastic scribe in Crete wrote about the capture of Constantinople by the Turks:
“There never has been and never will be a more dreadful happening” (Alan Palmer,
The Decline and Fall of the Ottoman Empire, New York, 1992, p. 1-2).

% Sergei Nikolayevich Glinka (1774-1847), Valery Yakovlevich Bryusov (1873 —
1924), Sergey Mitrofanovich Gorodetsky (1884 —1967).

> The Hereford Mappa Mundi (ca. 1300 AD), world map reflected Biblical
perceptions of Armenia. In the 19™ ¢. such a spiritual concept was observed in
French religious literature (e.g.: “L’Arménie revendique pour elle I’honneur d’avoir
été le pays choisi par Dieu pour y créer I’Eden; aux sources de ces quatre fleuves...
Noé sortit de 1’arche et descendit jusqu’au pied du mont Ararat... L’ Arménie doit
étre considérée comme le berceau du monde”. - Encyclopédie théologique, publié
par M.I’Abbé Migne, tome premier, Paris; 1846, p. 590).
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the other hand, the “sick man™', agonizing, in the course of time,
turned into a criminal genocidal monster.

The Armenian Genocide (from the 1890s to 1923, which
culminated in 1915) in Western Armenia (in the western part of the
Armenian Highland), Armenian Cilicia and Armenian (Northern)
Mesopotamia, as well as in other parts of the Ottoman Empire (the
provinces, cities and towns of Asia Minor, particularly, in
Constantinople) was organized and committed by the Turkish
predatory state (the Ottoman empire, the Young Turks’ and the
Kemalist regimes).

It was accompanied and continued by the genocide of the
Armenian cultural heritage and the policy of the obliteration of
historical memory” in relation to the Armenian territories occupied
by the Turkish state using genocidal means. It was not a result of
“the clash of civilizations”, but a misanthropic bloody and
destructive crime of genocide which was committed by the
uncivilized, nomadic, brutal Turkic savage and deformed state
against the Armenian people and civilizational values which
constitute a part of the treasure of world culture.

* G 8 et S L e :
The monastery of St.Apostles The ruins of the monastery
attacked and destroyed by Turkish troops  of St.Apostles after destruction

"' “On 9 January 1853, in a conversational aside to the British ambassador (Hamilton
Seymour) as he was leaving a private concert, Nicholas I for the first time applied
his anthropomorphic metaphor of “sick man” to the Ottoman Empire” (A. Palmer,
op. cit., p. 118).

2 In the sphere of historiography it took the form of concoction of hypercritical,
revisionist anti-Armenian and anti-scientific falsifications.
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France, Great Britain and Russia were the first to condemn
Turkish genocidal policy against Armenians in Western Armenia,
Cilicia and Constantinople, asserting in their joint declaration, dated
24 May 1915, that “... in the presence of these new crimes of Turkey
against humanity and civilization, the Allied Governments publicly
inform the Sublime Porte that they will hold personally responsible
for the said crimes all members of the Ottoman Government as well
as those of its agents who are found to be involved in such
massacres ...”".

In the same spirit, in January 1917 the Allies wrote to President
Wilson that one of their aims was "the turning out of Europe of the

Ottoman Empire, as decidedly foreign to Western civilization"”.

! History of the United Nations War Crimes Commission and the Development of
the Laws of War, London: His Majesty’s Stationery Office, 1948, p. 35, in: William
A. Shabas, Genocide in International Law, The Crime of Crimes. National
University of Irealand, Galway. Cambridge, 2000, p. 16. Concerning this
declaration W. Shabas noted that the term “crimes against humanity” was first used
in its contemporary context in 1915, but “no persecutions were ever undertaken on
an international level for the genocide of the Armenians”. Then this term
“reappeared in 1945 as one of three categories of offence within jurisdiction of the
Niirnberg Tribunal” (William A.Schabas, An Introduction of the International
Criminal Court, Second edition, Cambridge, 2004, p. 41-42). It was adopted in
London (United Nations, Charter of the International Military Tribunal - Annex to
the Agreement for the prosecution and punishment of the major war criminals of the
European Axis ("London Agreement”), 8 August 1945, Article 6 (c)
http://www.refworld.org/docid/3ae6b39614.html).

2 Hacobian A.P., Op. cit., Ch.III. A century later a similar alienation of Turkey
from western values is noted by contemporary researchers in the social-legal field:
“The totality of the ideological control of the dominant radical nationalism is best
shown in the official treatment of topics like the Armenian genocide in 1915. The
public mentioning of this topic itself was tabooed during the entire 20™ century,
and the attempts for discussion today end with a lawsuit (as in the case of Pamuk
and Belge). Furthermore, in the ideology of political Islam, democracy - as far as
it exists — is not liberal. Thus, the alternatives of the state-political development of
Turkey are enlightened secular authoritarianism, manifested by Kemalism, or
Islamic democracy, which may imitate liberal reforms, but in essence it is alien to
the values of Western liberal democracy. To these two alternatives, in different
proportions, the ideological and political influences of neo-Ottoman, pan-Turkic
and Turkic-Eurasian political doctrines could be added” (Ognyan Minchev. The
case of Turkey in the EU:
http://www.iris-bg.org/files/The%20Case%200f%20Turkey%20in%20the%20EU_

eng.pdf).



On 14 April 1995 the State Duma of Russia adopted a statement,
condemning the Armenian Genocide in 1915-1923.

In January 2001 the French parliament adopted a law stating:
"France publicly recognizes the Armenian Genocide of 1915".

In England' the question of recognition of the Armenian
Genocide has been politicized and subjected to the interests of the
UK-Turkey relations and pushed into the genocide denial deadlock
by the UK Government.

The Armenian Genocide Memorial (buillt in 1966-67) in Yerevan

"t is necessary to remember that the Allied (among them the British Empire) and
Associated Powers signed the Treaty of Sevres. Taking into account the fact that

Armenians suffered genocide in their Homeland, according to some of the Treaty’s
articles, on the one hand, Armenia’s territorial integrity’s restoration was defined
(Articles 88-93), on the other hand, Turkish government being condemned as the
terrorist regime (since November 1, 1914 and during war) was held responsible for
massacres, forcible deportations and Islamization, and “the injustice of the law of
1915 relating to Abandoned Properties” (Articles 142, 144) (The Treaty of Peace
between the Allied and Associated Powers and Turkey Signed at Sevres, August 10,
1920 (The Treaties of Peace 1919-1923, Vol. II, Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace, New York, 1924).
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Mt. Sipan-Nekh Masik (4434 m) and Lake Van, Western Armenia

Prime Minister of the United Kingdom David Lloyd George
(1916-1922) several years after his resignation confessed: “Had it not
been for our sinister intervention, the great majority of the
Armenians would have been placed, by the Treaty of San Stefano in
1878, under the protection of the Russian flag. The Treaty of San
Stefano provided that Russian troops should remain in occupation of
the Armenian provinces until satisfactory reforms were carried out.
By the Treaty of Berlin (1878) — which was entirely due to our
minatory pressure and which was acclaimed by us as a great British
triumph which brought “Peace with honour” — that article was
superseded. Armenia was sacrificed on the triumphal altar we had
erected. ... The action of the British Government led inevitably to
the terrible massacres of 1895-97, 1909 and worst of all to the
holocausts of 1915. By these atrocities, almost unparalleled in the
black record of Turkish misrule, the Armenian population was
reduced in numbers by well over a million... if we succeeded in
defeating this inhuman Empire, one essential condition of the peace
we should impose was the redemption of the Armenian valleys for
ever from the bloody misrule with which they had been stained by
the infamies of the Turk”".

! D.Lloyd George, Memoirs of the Peace Conference, vol. 2, New Haven, 1939, p.
811-812.
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William Ewart Gladstone (1809 — 1898) David Lloyd George (1863-1945)

The high authorities of the British state forget the lessons in
humanism and compassion by Prime Minister of the United
Kingdom (1868 — 1874, 1880 — 1885, 1886, 1892 - 1894) William
Ewart Gladstone who condemned the massacres of Armenians
committed by the Abdul Hamid regime in the 1894-1896. Gladstone
considered those massacres of Armenians as crimes against humanity
and civilization.

Highly appreciating Armenian civilizational values and worrying
for their destruction William Gladstone stated: “To serve Armenia is

91

to serve civilization™".

" Independence for Armenia. An appeal to the Congress and the People of the United
States of America by John G.Moskoffian, A.M., Professor of Modern Languages in
Defiance College. Ohio. With a Preface by the Hon. C.J.Thompson, Congressman-
elect, Fifth Ohio District, U.S.A., 1919, p. 4. On 3 March 1896 the under secretary
of state for foreign affairs Mr. George Curzon (The Lord Curzon of Kedleston) in
the debate on Western Armenia held in the House of Commons said: “When Lord
Salisbury came into office he laid down at a very early date—July 26—a clear
statement of his policy with regard to Armenia. I think my hon. Friend has not
succeeded in giving the House a fair impression of the nature of those massacres. |
do not see how it is possible to deny or even to minimise the appalling character of
these events. I suppose I have read more about them than any other man in the
House, because, in addition to the Papers in the Blue-books, I have had other
information, public and private, put before me, and my impression of the massacres
is this... The massacres were openly participated in by Turkish soldiers and
gendarmes. The proceedings were conducted with an organisation that was perfect
and almost mathematical. The massacres in some cases began and ended by sound

12



In 1897 was published “Letters from the scenes of the recent
massacres in Armenia” by J.R. Harris and H.B. Harries with an
Introductory Letter dated January 14 1897 from Mr. Gladstone:
“Dear Mr. Rendel Harris, I am very glad to hear that you intend to
publish a volume of your letters on your experience while
distributing relief and travelling through Armenia. [ am sure that it is
of great importance that all the information possible should be given
on this subject, especially where it can be given at first hand”"'.

Modern British enlightened figures following the humanistic path
paved by William Ewart Gladstone felt responsibility “to raise the
conscience of the nation”. On the 27th October 2009, Member of the
House of Lords, Professor of Citizenship at Liverpool John Moores
University, a cross bench member of the British House of Lords,
Baron Alton of Liverpool delivered the 87th Roscoe Lecture:
“Gladstone -~ son of Liverpool, scourge of tyrants” in St.George’s
Hall, Liverpool. He reminded the audience that “Low Hill was the
nineteenth century home of Hengler’s Circus and it was here that, on
September 24th 1896, at the age of 86, the Liverpool-born Victorian

of trumpet. The Armenians were almost the only Christians who suffered... And
finally these massacres were followed by the forcible conversion of the survivors to
Mahommedanism, accompanied by the greatest cruelty... It is fair also to bear in
mind the incidents that have followed this carnival of blood. Whole districts have
been desolated; whole villages have been destroyed.... ” (Armenian Christians. HC
Deb, HANSARD 4" series, vol. 38, cc. 72-85 http:// hansard. millbanksystems. com/
commons/1896/mar/03/armenian-christians#column_79).

' J Rendel Harris and Hellen B. Harries, Letters from the scenes of the recent
massacres in Armenia, London, 1897, p. ii. Describing their visist to the Armenian
Patriarch of Constantinople M. Izmirlian on April 1 1896, the authors of the book
wrote: “He is a noble old man, but extremely sad-looking... He spoke very warmly
and gratefully of the efforts of English people, “Friends” and others, to relieve his
suffering nation, but with intense surprise and indignation at the lack of action on
the part of the Christian nations politically...” (Ibid, p. 8-9). The whole book is full
of descriptions of horrible cold-blooded crimes committed against the native
Armenian population by the Sultan regime in Western Armenia. For example, the
authors witnessed the consequences of massacres in Kharberd (Harpoot) in the
valley of the Aratsani river (the Eastern Euphrates): “This neighbourhood has
suffered more largely in pillage and destruction of property than any other in
Armenia... More than 150 villages have been pulled down and burned... The
missionaries lost everything they had in the looting that followed the massacre and
fire...” (Ibid., p. 143, 145-146).
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Prime Minister, William Ewart Gladstone gave his last public
speech”. After resignation of the premiership Gladstone couldn’t
enjoy his retirement keeping himself far away from the injustice and
evil that reigned in the world. David Alton paid attention to the fact
that: “The Hengler’s Circus speech came after a minor uprising in
1894, in Sasun, in Turkish Armenia (Western Armenia-E.D.).
Throughout 1895 a series of pogroms were carried out throughout
Turkey’s Armenian provinces — and even in the capital, Istanbul.
Gladstone took first-hand accounts of the killings from Armenians
who travelled to Hawarden Castle, his home in North Wales. He said
“the powers of language hardly suffice to describe what has been and
is being done, and exaggeration, if we were ever so much disposed to
it, is in such a case really beyond our power.” Gladstone reflected
that only the enormity of the “sickening horrors” perpetrated against
the Armenians, and “a strong sense of duty” could have induced “a
man of my age” to abandon what he called “the repose and quietude”
of his retirement to embark on what would be his last great mission.
He declared that “We are not dealing with a common and ordinary
question of abuses of government. We are dealing with something
that goes far deeper.....four awful words — plunder, murder, rape,
and torture.” By the time he came to speak in Liverpool, a year later
— and where an immense crowd of 6,000 people gathered to hear him
— Gladstone knew that it was his duty to rouse the conscience of the
nation...”. Baron Alton of Liverpool remembering Gladstones’
lessons, said that “...he demands no ambiguity, no neutrality but
condemnation of crimes against humanity, “which have already
come to such a magnitude and to such a depth of atrocity that they
constitute the most terrible, most monstrous series of proceedings
that have ever been recorded in the dismal and deplorable history of
human crime”. Gladstone was right to prophesy that indifference
would lead to catastrophic consequences. Seventeen years after his
death, the Armenian genocide of 1915-16 would become the first

9l

genocide of the twentieth century”.

" Lord Alton of Liverpool, Gladstone — son of Liverpool, scourge of tyrants,
Gladstone Lecture, 27th October 2009, The 87th Roscoe Lecture: St.George’s Hall,
Liverpool. Posted by David Alton on February 18, 2012.
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Baroness Caroline Cox

Baron Alton of iverpool

On March 26, 2010 a cross-bench member of the British House of
Lords, Baroness Cox, wrote a letter to British Government recalling
on it to recognize the Armenian Genocide. Mrs. Baroness wrote that
“she did it without any hope of a change in the British government’s
consistent policy of refusal to acknowledge the truth. She stated that
nevertheless the question is timely for three reasons.

First, the recent recognition by the Swedish Parliament of the
state-organized massacres of 1.5 million Armenians by Turkish
authorities, beginning in 1915, as genocide the latest in a long line of
Parliaments and other official bodies, such as the Vatican, to do so.

Second, the publication last October of ‘Was there an
Armenian Genocide?’ Geoffrey Robertson QC’s opinion with
reference to Foreign and Commonwealth Office documents which
show how British ministers, Parliament and people have been
misled”".

http://davidalton.net/2012/02/18/gladstone-lecture-liverpool-son-of-liverpool-
scourge-of-tyrants/
! http://www.panorama.am/en/politics/2010/03/26/baroness-caroline-cox/
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Geoftrey Robertson . S.Tehlirian monument in
Ararat Cemetery, Fresno, CA

Geoffrey Robertson QC noted that the position of Her Majesty’s
Government would certainly have perplexed Raphael Lemkin, the legal
architect of the Genocide Convention, since the Armenian massacres
were uppermost in his mind'. He coined the word genocide— a hybrid of
the Greek “geno” (meaning “race” or “tribe”) and the Latin “cide” (from
“caedere” i.e. “killing”)’. G.Robertson wrote that Armenian massacres
had pre-occupied Lemkin ever since he read about the case of
Soghomon Tehlirian (Tehlerian), an Armenian whose family had been
killed in the massacres’ and who in reprisal assassinated Talaat Pasha,

' R.Lemkin. Totally Unofficial. The Autobiography [unpublished], see Yahreas H.
The World’s Most Horrible Crime//Colliers. 1951. Vol. 127, p. 2, 12, 32A CBS
program (1949) includes a rare TV interview with R.Lemkin (1900-1959) on the UN
Convention and the Armenian Genocide. R. Lemkin explains to the moderator how
his interest in genocide began, and notes particularly: “I became interested in
genocide because it happened to the Armenians; and afterwards the Armenians got a
very rough deal at the Versailles Conference...” (Harut Sassounian, Lemkin
Discusses Armenian Genocide.
http://www.armeniapedia.org/index.php?title=Lemkin_Discusses Armenian_Genoc
ide_In_Newly-Found_1949 CBS_Interview).

2 R.Lemkin, Axis Rule in Occupied Europe: Laws of Occupation, Analysys of
Government, Proposals for Redress, Washington, Carnegie Endowment for World
Peace, 1944; R.Lemkin, Genocide as a Crime under International Law, 1947, vol. 41
(1). - American Journal of International Law, pp. 145-151.

? There is also an earlier information that Lemkin at the age of 15 first encountered the
idea of intentional mass murder of a population in 1915 when news of the Turkish
slaughter of Armenians reached his native village Bezwodene, near the town of
Volkowysk (W.Korey, "R.Lemkin: 'The Unofficial Man'," Midstream, June-July 1989,
pp. 45-48; Guide to the R.Lemkin (1900-1959) Collection, 1763-2002.
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the former Ottoman Interior Minister regarded as primarily responsible
for them. The evidence called on Soghomon’s behalf at his trial, in
Germany in 1923, had convinced Lemkin that “the purpose of the
Turkish authorities in deporting the Armenians was to destroy the
race...”. G.Robertson is sure that “Lemkin’s lecturing to and lobbying
of the delegates of the UN legal sub-committee in Geneva during the
drafting of the Genocide Convention leaves little doubt that the
Preambule statement “RECOGNIZING that at all periods of history
genocide has inflicted great losses on humanity” was intended to refer,
inter alia, to that period in history, 1915-16, when approximately half
the Armenians living in the Ottoman Empire were starved or
slaughtered. Indeed, in the first case, on the interpretation of the
convention, the US government submitted to the International Court of
Justice that “the Turkish massacres of Armenians” was one of the
“outstanding examples of the crime of genocide.”"

william A schabas

Genocide in
International Law

SECOND EDITION

William Shabas

' WA. Shabas, Genocide in International Law, The Crimes of Crimes. National

University of Irealand, Galway, Second edition, Cambridge, 2009, p. 19, footnote 12;
International Court of Justice. Pleadings, Oral Arguments, Documents. Reservations to
the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. Advisory
opinion of May 28", 1951. Contents. Section C. — Written statements. 4. — Written
statement of the government of the United States of America. I. The Genocide
Convention. http://www.armenian-genocide.org/Affirmation.388/current_category.6/
affirmation_detail.html).
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About the position of Her Majesty’s Government G.Robertson
wrote: “The invariable attitude of the British government over the
past decade whenever this issue is raised — whether in parliamentary
debate, by way of ministerial question or in diplomatic exchange — is
to describe the events of 1915 as “a tragedy” and to state “in absence
of unequivocal evidence to show that the Ottoman Administration
took a specific decision to eliminate the Armenians under their
control at the time, British government have not recognized the
events of 1915 and 1916 as “ genocide™'. This formula ... was most
recently echoed in February 2008” in the House of Lords’ written
answer by Lord Malloch-Brown, when replying on behalf of HMG
to the question of whether it would recognize the existence of
genocide in Armenia in 1915...”2,

Soghomon Tehlirian Rafael Lemkin

G.Robertson concluded: “The truth is that throughout the life of the
present government and throughout previous governments, there
has been no proper or candid appraisal of 1915 events condemned
by HMG at the time and immediately afterwards in terms that

! Baroness Ramsay. House of Lords, Hansard, 14 April 1999, Col 826.

2 “Was there an Armenian Genocide?” Geoffrey Robertson QC’s opinion with
reference to Foreign and Commonwealth office documents which show how British
ministers, parliament and people have been misled, 9 October 2009, p. 4.
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anticipate the modern definition of genocide and which were
referred to by the drafters of the Genocide Convention as a prime
example of the kind of atrocity that would be covered by this new
international crime. HMG has consistently (at least until 2007)
wrongly maintained both that the decision is one for historians and
that historians are divided on the subject, ignoring the fact that the
decision is one for legal judgement and no reputable historian could
possibly deny the central facts of the deportations and racial and
religious motivations behind the deaths of a significant proportion
of the Armenian people...”".

Geoffrey Robertson is right, because it is not an issue for a
discussion by historians. The Armenian Genocide is a crime against
humnity which has been recognized by more than twenty countries
and many international organizations. Its condemnation and
punishment under international law would make it possible to
prevent further genocides and terrorist attacks and violations.

The irrefutable fact of the Armenian Genocide is that the most
part of the cradle of the Armenian people — Western Armenia is
deprived of its indigenous Armenian population and, as a result of
the genocide, is occupied by Turkey, which by the genocide
denial tries to escape the condemnation and territorial, material,
moral reparations, and prolong its occupation of Western
Armenia.

Baroness Cox continued: “Finally, the third important issue is that
this year marks the 95th anniversary of the beginning of the genocide
and recognition is long overdue. Every genocide which remains
unrecognized 1is, in effect, condoned and can serve as an
encouragement to other potential perpetrators of subsequent
genocides. This was most infamously illustrated by Hitler’s reference
to the Armenian Genocide before he embarked on the extension of
the Holocaust in Poland: “Who, after all, speaks today of the
annihilation of the Armenians?”’

! bid., p. 38.
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Raphael Lemkin (standing row, first from the right) among the representatives of
four states who ratified the Genocide Convention

Baroness Cox in conclusion of her letter wrote: “Whenever
initiatives are taken to encourage recognition of the systematic
slaughter and deportation of between one and two million Armenians
as genocide, the Turkish government becomes extremely active in
attempting to prevent this, through intimidating political pressure and
threats of economic boycott. Times change, but as other civilized
nations recognize, the universal crimes of genocide and torture have
no statute of limitations. This debate offers HMG an opportunity to
join other civilized nations. I greatly fear that it will fail to do so, and
perpetuate Britain’s dishonour. But at least it will provide an
opportunity for the truth to be recorded once again in the British
Parliament, for British citizens to make up their own minds and, as
the Welsh Assembly has already done, to its great credit, to
acknowledge and proclaim the historic truth”".

! http://www.panorama.am/en/politics/2010/03/26/baroness-caroline-cox/
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The opening ceremony of the
Armenian Genocide commemo-
rative memorial in Cardiff, Wales
(United Kingdom). The presiding
Officer of the National Assembly
of Wales Lord Dafydd Elis-
Thomas along  with Bishop
Nathan Hovhannisian and His
Excellency Dr Vahe Gabrielyan,
Ambassador of the Republic of

Armenia to the UK unveiled the

Monument.

Speech by the Presiding Officer of the National Assembly
of Wales (Lord Dafydd ElissThomas) given at the unveiling of
the Welsh National Monument to the Armenian Genocide (3rd
November 2007)

“It is a great honour to be here today at the invitation of ‘Wales-
Armenia Solidarity’ to receive this stone cross, the khatchkar (cross-
stone), on behalf of the people of Wales, and to see the cross being
consecrated in memory of the Armenians who were killed during one
of the worst genocides ever seen in the world; the Genocide of a
million and a half of the people of Armenia by the Turkish state in
1915.

It is a great pleasure also to welcome to Wales the Ambassador
of Armenia to the UK, Dr Vahe Gabrielyan, as well as Bishop
Nathan Hovhannissian, the Primate of the Armenian Apostolic
Church in the UK.

It is a reflection of the consuming interest in Wales in the
history of Armenia that the finance for this beautiful monument
was raised wholly by Welsh Armenians. It is a symbol of the
special sympathy of the people of Wales for the people of Armenia
that here, in the building raised in order to promote peace'

' The Temple of Peace in Cardiff.
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throughout the world after the horrors of the First World War, that
the cross is placed. This building is a symbol of the wish and the
ambition of Wales to have a voice in international affairs and I am
pleased to say that Wales has recognised the right of Armenia to
her freedom and has called on the rest of the world to recognise the
suffering of her people. It is not just a matter of sentiment that
Wales identifies with a small country with a unique language, a
religious character which derives from the world’s oldest Christian
Church; and experience of living next to a rabid and imperialistic
neighbour.

The relationship of Wales with one of the world’s oldest
countries and the world's oldest Christian Church back to the end of
the nineteenth century and the massacre of the people of Armenia
in 1894 in Sasoon.

Llewelyn Williams, the Liberal MP from Wales, wrote a book
"Armenia Past and Present" on the shame of the massacre. Protest
meetings were held, poems were written, and money was
collected to ease the suffering, and a "Wales-Armenia Society"
was formed. When the terrible Genocide happened, of course, we
were in the middle of the Great War, and to our shame, not the
same attention was paid to the sufferings of Armenia in 1915 as
was the case in 1894-96. In the wake of Turkey's victory over the
allies in Galipoli in 1915, the Turkish state began the work of
trying to exterminate the whole Armenian population of the
country. On the 24th April 1915, the intellectuals were arrested
and murdered and the wider Armenian population then suffered
the same fate. As Robert Fisk noted in his powerful book, "The
Great War for Civilization", this was the first ever genocide and it
is significant that it was the silence of the rest of the world in the
face of such a tragedy that led the Nazis to consider the Genocide
of the Jews...

I am glad that people are not turning their back on Armenia
today as they did a century ago. The National Assembly has given
true support to the campaign to recognise the reality of the
Genocide. In October 2002, the majority of National Assembly
Members supported a motion by Rhodri Glyn Thomas A.M. (the
present Transport minister) to this effect:
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- Recognising the truth of the Genocide that occurred under the
government of Turkey in 1915.

- Calling on Turkey to end her economic blockade on Armenia

- Call on The UK Parliament not to support Turkey's application
for EU membership until she recognises the Genocide of 1915 as
well as ending her economic blockade of Armenia

The majority of Welsh MPs have also signed similar motions in
the House of Commons in 2006 and 2007.

In 2001, the First Minister of Wales laid a wreath of flowers
to remember the victims of the Genocide and in the National
Holocaust Day ceremony this year in Cardiff. The Armenians
were remembered as well as the Jews and the Darfuris. So this
occasion is not only a way of remembering the million and a half
that lost their lives in the Genocide, but also an opportunity for us
to redress in a small way, because the rest of the world failed to

91

intervene” .

The Armenian Genocide Monument in Wales. Inscription: "In memory of the
victims of the Armenian Genocide" (translated into Armenian and Welsh) %. The
khachkar that was vandalized by a hammer”.

! http://www.azad-hye.net/news/viewnews.asp?newsld=461hfs59

2 http://www.armenian-genocide.org/Memorial.158/current_category.62/memorials_
detail.html

3 Mark Grigorian, a journalist and a blogger at Live Journal, wrote on the morning of
January 27, 2008: “The Armenian Khachkar monument in Cardiff commemorating
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Eilian Williams of Wales Armenia Solidarity condemned the
attack, which happened on Holocaust Memorial Day (marked in the
UK, January 27, 2008) just hours before a memorial service could take
place in remembrance of the Holocaust, the Armenian Genocide and
Hrant Dink. Eilian Williams said: "I call on Armenians and other
sympathisers throughout the world to send messages of support to
Wales Armenia Solidarity which we can send to the Prime Minister of
the National Assembly of Wales. We shall repair the cross again and
again, no matter how often it is desecrated. We also challenge the UK
government and the Turkish Embassy to condemn this racist attack™'.

The fact of sheltering and showing the Turkish falsified
“Interpretations” given to the archaeological artifacts from ancient
sites of Asia Minor, on the one hand, and on the other hand, of the
Armenian Highland in the British Museum’s “Room 54” exhibit,
wrongly entitled “Ancient Turkey”, is a vivid example of how the
Turkish policy of the denial of genocide pollutes the Britain’s
historical-cultural treasury and distorts rational minds and cognitive
inquisitiveness of many visitors from different countries of the world.

It is necessary to remember that truth and justice are higher than
the momentary whims of political interest.

Mt.Maruta (2967 m), Sasun, Western Armenia

the Armenian Genocide, which had been consecrated only in November in the face
of vehement opposition by official Turkey and UM Turkish nationalist groups has
been badly vandalised and desecrated last night” http:/blogian.hayastan.com/
2008/01/28/wales-nationalist-turks-vandalize-genocide-monument/

" http://www.caia.org.uk/v1/news/newsitem052.htm

24



2. THE ROOTSOF THE BRITISH ETHNO-SPIRITUAL
PERCEPTION OF ARMENIA AND ARMENIANS

In 1816 George Gordon Byron (1788 — 1824) visited the
Armenian Mekhitarist Congregation on the Island of St. Lazarus in
Venice and being inspired by Armenian culture in particular by its
literary heritage, began to learn the Armenian language.

e

ARMENIAN EXERCISES

LORD BYRON'S
ENCLIATE AN ARMIENIAN

HAKDWRITING
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POETRY
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VENICE

1N TN ISLAND OF 8, LAREANO.
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George Gordon Byron

Lord Byron wrote about Armenians and Armenia: ‘“Whatever
may have been their destiny - and it has been bitter - whatever it may
be in future, their country must ever be one of the most interesting on
the globe; and perhaps their language only requires to be more
studied... It is a rich language... If the Scriptures are rightly
understood, it was in Armenia that Paradise was placed... It was in
Armenia that the flood first abated, and the dove alighted™"'.

' Lord Byron's Armenian Exercises and Poetry. Venice: in the Island of St. Lazzaro,
1870, p. 8, 10-12. At the end of the next century English Enterpreneur Richard
Branson wrote with inspiration: “A breathtaking sight is emerging in front of us. We
are flying over the snow-covered mountains of Armenia. ‘This is the place where Noah
landed his ark during the great flood. In the noise and tone of the headphones we heard
the voice of the Armenian dispatcher: ‘Welcome, accept our greetings from the whole
Armenian nation’. The voice had such a sincere friendliness in it! If only all countries
were so hospitable’ (R.Branson — English Enterpreneur when flying over Armenia in a
hot air balloon in December 1998) http:// www. welcomearmenia. com/ armenia/
famous_ people about armenia
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Hovhannes (Ivan) Aivazovsky.- "Byron visiting Mkhitarists on island of St. Lazarus
in Venice”

In Britain George Gordon Byron had not been alone in his
cultural interest towards Armenian historical and cultural
heritage. A century earlier, Gulielmus & Georgius, the Gul.
Whistoni brothers, presented British intellectual circles with their
Latin translation of the founder of Armenian historiography
Movses Khorenatsi’s (the 5th century) works (“History of
Armenia” from ancient times till the beginning of 440 AD and
Ashkharhatsoyts”/“Geography” ).

' Mosis Chorenensis Historiae Armeniacae. Libri III. Praefatio... Accedit ejusdem
Scriptoris Epitome Geographiae. Armeniace ediderunt, Latine verterunt, notisque
illustrarunt Gulielmus & Georgius, Gul. Whistoni filii, Londini, 1736. In the 7t
century “Ashkharhatsoyts” (“Geography” or “World Atlas”) was continued by the
famous geographer, mathematician, the founder of Armenian natural philosophic
thought Anania Shirakatsi who, together with editing the text, added data relating to
the 6™ century.
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Viscount James Bryce

Viscount James Bryce (1838-1922), law professor at Oxford and
historian, summited Mount Ararat in 1876 and wrote an article for
the Journal of the Royal Geographical Society in London titled “The
Ascent of Mount Ararat in 1876”. He was persuaded that the Ark
might still have survived on Mount Ararat. About geographical
position of the region he particularly mentioned “the part of Armenia
which lies round and commands a prospect of Mount Ararat”™'. Later
he published a book devoted to his travel and ascent of Mount
Ararat’.

Henry F.B.Lynch (1862 — 1913), a famous Irish-British traveler
and geographer, Armenologist, political figure and lawyer,
Corresponding-Member of the Royal Geographic Society and
Liberal Member of Parliament (1906-1910) repeatedly traveled in the
countries of Western Asia. Twice he traveled in Armenia (1893-
1894, 1898) — Eastern Armenia and Western Armenia and published
a two-volume book: “Armenia: Travels and Studies™. His books

! British Viscount and Ambassador James Bryce, p. 145, http://www.noahsarksearch.com/
The_Explorers_ Of Ararat 1876 James_Bryce.pdf

% James Bryce describes Mt Ararat in the province called Ayrarat by Movses of
Khorene, “the well-known Armenian historian of the fifth century (Viscount James
Bryce. Transcaucasia and Ararat, being notes of a vaction tour in the autumn of
1876, London, 1896, p. 212).

3 H.F.B.Lynch, Armenia: Travels and Studies, vol. I-II, London, 1901.
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being very educative for those who are sincerely interested in
historical geography of Armenia, may be also instructive for those
who intentionally “suffer” of historical memory loss.

ARMENIA

TRAVELS axp STUDIES

H: F. Ik LYNCH

LONGMANS. GREEN, AND

Henry Lynch

Henry Lynch wrote: “What attracted me to Armenia? I had no
interests public or private in a country which has long been regarded
even by Asiatic travellers as a land of passage along prescribed
routes. One inducement was curiosity: what lay beyond those
mountains, drawn in a wide half-circle along the margin of the
Mesopotamian plains? The sources of the great rivers (the Euphrates
and the Tigris-E.D.) which carried me southwards, a lake with the
dimensions of an inland sea (Van Lake-E.D.), the mountain (Ararat-
E.D.) of the Ark, the fabled seat of Paradise... Meanwhile the events
occurred with which we are all familiar—the Armenian massacres,
and the comedy of the concert of Europe™. ... The country and the
people which form the theme of the ensuing pages are deserving, the

"bid., vol. I, p.v-vi.
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one of enthusiasm and the other of the highest interest. It is very
strange that such a fine country should have lain in shadow for so
many centuries, and that even the standard works of Greek and
Roman writers should display so little knowledge of its features and
character. Much has been done to dispel the darkness during the
progress of the expired century; and I have been at some pains to
collect and co-ordinate the work of my predecessors. In this task I

2l

have been assisted by my friend, the Hon. Mrs. Arthur Pelham...”".

Cathedral of Ani. 1001 AD

Fascinated by the Armenian architectural masterpieces of Ani -
the capital (since 961 AD) of the Armenian Bagratuni Kingdom
(885-1045), H.Lynch wrote: “A lesson of wider import, transcending
the sphere of the history of architecture, may be derived from a visit
to the capital of the Bagratuni dynasty, and from the study of the
living evidence of a vanished civilization which is lavished upon the
traveller within her walls. Her monuments throw a strong light upon

! Ibid., p.viii.
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the character of the Armenian people, and they bring into
pronouncement important features of Armenian history. They leave
no doubt that this people may be included in the small number of
races who have shown themselves susceptible of the highest
culture” “At Van for the first time we become sensible of a different
impression, derived... from the monuments of a remote civilization
which abound in the neighbourhood, and of which the spirit is wafted
towards us across the ages. Here the massive substructures of an
aqueduct, there the Cyclopean masonry of the fragment of a wall tell
the tale of man's mastery over Nature, and insensibly conjure the
vision of the plains crossed by great roads, the rivers spanned by
bridges, the fertilising waters brought from afar. Our curiosity is
enhanced by the inscriptions in the cuneiform character which are

deeply incised in the hard stone of the various works™”.

Armenian
atrocities, the
murder of a
nation

Arnold Joseph Toynbee

The British historian Arnold Toynbee (1889 — 1975), highly
valuing the significance of the original Armenian civilization, wrote
in 1915: “The Armenians are perhaps the oldest established of the
civilized races in Western Asia, and they are certainly the most

"bid, p. 391.
2 H.Lynch, op.cit., vol. 11, p. 53.
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vigorous at the present day. Their home is the tangle of high
mountains between the Caspian, the Mediterranean, and the Black
Seas. Here the Armenian peasant has lived from time immemorial
the hard working life he was leading till the eve of this ultimate
catastrophe. Here a strong, civilized Armenian kingdom was the first
state in the world to adopt Christianity as its national religion. Here
Church and people have maintained their tradition with extraordinary
vitality against wave upon wave of alien conquest from every
quarter... The Armenian is not only an industrious peasant, he has a
talent for handicraft and intellectual pursuits. The most harassed
village in the mountains would never despair of its village school,
and these schools were avenues to a wider world... The Armenian
has lost the undivided possession of his proper country... the original
Armenia, east of the upper Euphrates and north of the Tigris... the
intermittent sufferings of the Armenian race have culminated in an
organized, cold-blooded attempt on the part of its Turkish rulers to
exterminate it once and for all by methods of inconceivable barbarity
and wickedness™".

On October 6™ 1915 Lord Bryce in his speech “Armenian
massacres” delivered in the House of Lords said with horror: “There
is no case in history, certainly not since the time of Tamerlane, in
which any crime so hideous and upon so large a scale has been
recorded””. A.Toynbee marked on the map the places of massacres
and deportations of Armenians. He depicted on the map Anatolia
(within the limits of Asia Minor), Western Armenia between the
Euphrates and the Arax rivers and Eastern Armenia within the limits
of the Russian Empire’s Transcaucasia and Persian state. Mt.Ararat
is marked in the eastern part of Armenia’.

A.Toynbee and Lord Bryce desired the civilized mankined to
know that the Turkish misanthropic regimes committed massacres
and destruction of civilizational values in Armenia where was the
world’s highest spiritual symbol - biblical Mt.Ararat.

! Toynbee A., Armenian Atrocities. The Murder of a Nation, with a speech delivered
by Lord Bryce in the House of Lords, London, New York, Toronto, 1915, p. 17-19.
2 .
Ibid., p. 11.
? Ibid., p. 2-3.
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J.M.W.Turner’s Self-Portrait, ¢.1799, H.C.Aivazovsky‘s Self-Portrait.
Tate Gallery, London 1874, Uffizzi Gallery

The biblical theme of the Deluge, Mt. Ararat and Noah’s Ark was
reflected in British painting. English Romantic landscape painter,
water-colourist, and printmaker Joseph Mallord William Turner
(1775-1851) painted ‘The Deluge’ c. 1805 and exhibited at the Royal
Academy in 1813.

The 67-year old English master of landscape painting, J. M. W.
Turner, who saw in 1842 young Hovhannes Aivazovsky’s' “The Bay

! Aivazovsky was born on 17 July 1817 to an Armenian family in the city of
Theodosia in the Crimea and was baptized in the local Armenian church where he
was registered as “Hovhannes, the son of Gevorg Aivazian”. His ancestors with the
family name Aivazian in the 18M¢. migrated from Western Armenia to the south of
Poland and from there to Theodosia. Among them were a merchant Constantin
(Gevorg) Aivazjan and his wife Hripsime who was a skilful embroideress. The
Artist and his brother (in future Archbishop, scientist, writer, historian, educator
Gabriel Aivazian) decided to call themselves Aivazian or Aivazovsky. Hovhannes
started his education in a parish school. Some of his works bear the signature
Hovhannes Aivazian, in Armenian}. At the age of twenty he graduates from the Art
Academy of St. Petersburg (the Russian Empire) with a gold medal. He goes to Italy
to continue his studies and returns home as an internationally acclaimed seascape
painter. He participates in exhibitions all over the world, getting recognition and
glory and contributed greatly to the Russian, Armenian and world art... In
Aivazovsky's creative work one finds such aspects of Armenian culture and national
temperament that it becomes impossible to separate his art from his native people. It
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of Naples on a Moonlit Night” in Rome praised it greatly and even
dedicated to him a rhymed eulogy in Italian®:

J.M.W.Turner. The Morning after the Deluge

In thisyour picture

Of a mighty king!

| see the moon, all gold and silver.
Forgive meif | err, great artist,
Reflected in the sea below...

Your picture has entranced me so,

And on the surface of the sea

Reality and art are one,

There plays a breeze which leaves a trail
And | am all amazement.

is this characteristic that gives Aivazovsky's creativity its unique quality (cf.
http://www.armsite.com/painters/aivazovsky/index.phtml).

! Nikolai Novouspensky, Aivazovsky, translated by Richard Ware, St. Petersburg,
1980, p. 8; Khatchatur I. Pilikian , Turner — Aivazovsky. An Auspicious Encounter,
An abridged version of the paper first read at the Aivazovsky International
Symposium on July 23rd 1990, Theodosia, Crimea.
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Of trembling ripples, like a shower

S0 noble, powerful isthe art

Of fiery sparks or else the gleaming headdress
That only genius could inspire!

In 1843 Turner painted two more pictures on the biblical theme of
the Deluge accompanied by verses. One is Shade and Darkness —
The Evening of the Deluge and the other - Light and Colour
(Goethe's Theory) — The Morning after the Deluge — Moses writing
the Book of Genesis:

"The Ark stood firm on Ararat; th' returning sun.
Exhaled earth's humid bubbles, and, emulous of light,
Reflected her lost forms, each in prismatic guise
Hope's harbinger, ephemeral as the summer fly
Which rises, flits, expands and dies"™.

Hovhannes Aivazovsky also painted in the spirit of Mt. Ararats
biblical theme. Among his paintings devoted to this theme the most
prominent is the picture Noah Descending from Ararat.

H.C. Aivazovsky The Descent of Noah from Mount Arararat

! The Makers of British Art, Edited by James A. Manson; J. M. W. Turner, R.A.,
London, 1902, p. 201.
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Ayvazovski also depicted Mount Ararat in the pictures “Baptism
of the Armenian people. Gregory the Illuminator (IV century)”,
"Mkrtich Khrimian near Echmiadzin", etc.

The theme of Mount Ararat was also touched on by some other
British painters. There is drawing of Mount Ararat by a noted
English artist, author, diplomat and traveler Sir Robert Ker Porter
(1777-1842) in the text about “Mount Ararat”: “Ararat is celebrated
as the resting place of Noah’s ark after the Deluge... It rises... on a
large plain, detached, as it were, from the other mountains of
Armenia, which make a long chain...“'.

English Romantic painter, engraver and illustrator John Martin (1789
—1854) and Irish painter of the Romantic era, Francis Danby (1793 —
1861), painted pictures under the same title: “The Deluge”. An English
painter and illustrator and one of the founders of the Pre-Raphaclite
Brotherhood, Sir John Everett Millais (1829 — 1896) painted “The
Return of the Dove to the Ark”. The leading British religious painter of
the 20th century Norman Adams RA painted “The Flood”.

k% %k ok
The earliest British notions about Armenia and Armenians were

formed on the basis of The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle compiled by the
order of the Anglo-Saxon King Alfred the Great (871-899) of Wessex.

Venerable Bede (672-735)

! Mirror of Literature, Amusement and Instruction: Containing Original Essays;
Historical Narratives, Biographical Memoires; Sketches of Society; Topographical
descriptions etc., Vol. XX, London, 1832, p. 313.
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According to The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle (Part 1: AD 1 — 748):
“The island Britain is 800 miles long, and 200 miles broad. And
there are in the island five nations; English, Welsh (or British),
Scottish, Pictish, and Latin. The first inhabitants were the Britons,
who came from Armenia, and first peopled Britain southward. Then
it happened that the Picts came south from Scythia, with long ships,
not many; and, landing first in the northern part of Ireland, they told
the Scots that they must dwell there.”".

! The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle Everyman Press edition, London, 1912, "Originally
compiled on the orders of King Alfred the Great." Translation by Rev. James Ingram
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Notwithstanding a critical comment on the opening extract from
The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle with reference to Armenia ("De tractu
Armoricano." — Bede, "Ecclesiastical History" i. I. The word
Armenia occurring a few lines above in Bede, it was perhaps
inadvertently written by the Saxon compiler of the "Chronicle""),
there is a fundamental reasoning in the British historiography on the
issue concerning Armenia’s mention in The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle.

History and Geography

The history of Devonshire.
In three volumes. By the
Reverend Richard
Polwhele, ... Volume 3 of 3

Richard Polwhele

Rev. Richard Polwhele (1760-1838), while researching The
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, paid special attention to the reference to
Armenian resettlers in southern Britain. Taking into consideration

(London, 1823) with additional readings from the translation of Dr. J. A. Giles
(London, 1847)
http://archive.org/stream/Anglo-saxonChronicles/anglo_saxon_chronicle djvu.txt.

' The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle. Part 1: AD 1 — 748, Online Medieval and Classical
Library Release #17, n. 3, http://omacl.org/Anglo/part1.html).
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the commonly accepted theory about the colonization of the Island of
Great Britain by the continental Gauls he touched on the issue of
primordial settlers: “And not only in Devonshire, but in the South of
Devonshire, we may discover, perhaps, some traces of original
colonization of the island. That the Aborigines of Britain came from
the neighbouring continent of Gaul, is the commonly-received
opinion. But it has likewise been maintained, on no improbable
grounds, that our primitive Colonists emigrated from the East before
the existence of the European or Continental settlers™".

R.Polwhele commented on the mention of Armenia in the The
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle in the context of the European population’s
origin from the east: “That the original inhabitants of Danmonium were
of eastern origin, and, in particular, were Armenians, is a position which
may, doubtless, be supported by some shew of authority. But, whilst I
assert, that our first Colonists were of eastern origin, I do not intend to
deny what I conceive cannot be denied, that all Europe was peopled by
emigrations from the east: I mean only to draw a line of distinction
between the Aborigines of this country, who came from the east by sea,
and settled at once in Britain, and those tribes who came from the east
by land, and gradually spread over the continent...”.

It is in accord with a modern theory of the expansion of Indo-
European languages with the spread of agriculture 8,000-9,500 years
BP from Asia Minor and the Armenian Highland as follows from the
results of research work realized by glottochronologic and
computational phylogenetic methods. As the authors of this method
note, “our analysis of a matrix of 87 languages with 2,449 lexical
items produced an estimated age range for the initial Indo-European
divergence of between 7,800 and 9,800 years BP™”. Thus, they
concluded that the Hittite lineage diverged from the Proto-Indo-
European around 8,700 years BP, Tocharian, and the Greco-
Armenian lineages are shown as distinct by 7,000 years BP, with all
other major groups formed by 5,000 years BP*.

!'Mr.Polwhele, Historical View of Devonshire. In five volumes, vol.1, Exeter, 1793, p- 3.
2 Ibid., p. 3-4.

* Gray R. D., Atkinson Q. D., Language-tree Divergence Times Support the
Anatolian Theory of Indo-European Origin, Nature, vol. 426, 2003, p. 435.

*Ibid., p. 438.
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“The topology of the tree is consistent with the traditional
Indo-European language groups... Recent parsimony and
compatibility analyses have also supported these groupings, as
well as a Romano-Germano-Celtic supergroup, the early
divergence of Greek and Armenian lineages', and the basal
position of Tocharian™.

The authors of this theory and their colleagues researching “the
estimated posterior distribution for the location of the root of the
Indo-European tree” and noting that “the distribution for the root
location lies in the region of Anatolia in present-day Turkey”, came
to the following conclusion: “Our results strongly support an
Anatolian homeland for the Indo-European language family””.

As follows from Fig.l and Fig.2 (particularly the inset)
Armenian is located in the Armenian Highland, but the authors do
not use this term. Instead they write: “region of Anatolia in
present-day Turkey”. It is not hard to see that the term “Anatolia”
here is wrongly expanded and applied to the territory to the east
of Asia Minor. Thus, the correct application of the geographic
terms on this subject reveals the fact that the territories of Asia
Minor (Anatolia) and to the east of it the Armenian Highland, are
meant tf signify the “homeland for the Indo-European language

family”™".

! Rexova, K., Frynta, D. & Zrzavy, J. Cladistic analysis of languages: Indo-European
classification based on lexicostatistical data. Cladistics 19, 2003, p. 120-127.

% Ringe D.,Warnow, T. & Taylor, A. Indo-European and computational cladistics.
Trans. Philol. Soc. 100, 59-129 2002. Gray R. D., Atkinson Q. D., Language-tree
Divergence, p. 436.

3 Remco Bouckaert, Philippe Lemey, Michael Dunn, Simon J. Greenhill, Alexander
V. Alekseyenko, Alexei J. Drummond, Russell D. Gray, Marc A. Suchard,Quentin
D. Atkinson, Mapping the Origins and Expansion of the Indo-European Language
Family. - www.sciencemag.org SCIENCE, VOL 337, 2012, p. 957-960.

* Cf. T.B. Tamkpenuzze, Bau.Bc. Mpanos, VHI0eBPOIIEHCKYiL S3BIK W HHIOEBPO-
nednpl, Tommucu, 1984, wacts 11, c. 865, 895.
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Fig. 1. Inferred geographic origin of the Indo-European language family. Map
showing the estimated posterior distribution for the location of the root of the Indo-
European language tree under the RRW analysis. Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) sampled locations are plotted in translucent red such that darker areas
correspond to increased probability mass'.
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Fig. 2. Map and maximum clade credibility tree showing the diversification of the
major Indo-European subfamilies. The tree shows the timing of the emergence of the
major branches and their subsequent diversification. The inferred location at the root
of each subfamily is shown on the map, colored to match the corresponding
branches on the tree. Albanian (in the Balkans-E.D.), Armenian (in the Armenian
Highland-E.D.), and Greek (in the Balkans and the western Asia Minor -E.D.)
subfamilies are shown separately for clarity (inset)™.

! R Bouckaert, Ph.Lemey, M.Dunn, S.Greenhill, Al.Alekseyenko, Al.Drummond, R.
Gray, M.Suchard, Q.Atkinson, Op. cit., p.959.
2 1y~

Ibid.
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The spread of agriculture across FEurope, according to the
radiocarbon analysis of the earliest Neolithic sites, had the following
sequence: “agriculture arrived in Greece at some time during the ninth
millennium BP and had reached as far as Scotland by 5,500 years BP”".

In his above-mentioned book R.Polwhele, considering the problem
of “the Armenian emigration” from the religious-linguistic aspect,
remarks: “That this distinction is not fanciful, may possibly appear,
hereafter, from the religion of our first colonists, as well as their
language, their manners, and usages, and several other particularities,
in which they bore not the least resemblance to the Celtic race that
peopled Europe....”. Using Gibson’s edition of The Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle he notes: “In the meantime, let us consider the testimony of
one of our chronicles, which speaks to the point of the Armenian
emigration. The Saxon Chronicle positively asserts, that “the original
inhabitants of Britain came from Armenia, and that they seated
themselves in the south-west part of the island” (Gibson’s Edit.
Oxford, 1692, p.1, 2). The same Chronicle next records “the arrival of
(p.4) the South-Scythians, by sea, in long ship, whom the Scoti in
Ireland declined receiving advised their settling in Scotland — which
they did... The Saxon Chronicle is said to have been written by a
monk, at Lincoln. And similar chronicles were kept by the most
learned monks in several monasteries throughout the kingdom. The
monk of Lincoln seems to have been well informed; and there is no
more reason to dispute the authority of the passage before us, than that
of any other part of the book. For it is not a conjecture: It is not
hazarded as an opinion. It is a positive assertion and relation of an
event, as a thing generally known and understood to be true. The only
doubt that can be thrown upon this passage, must arise from a note in
Bishop Gibson’s edition of the Chronicle, in which a different reading
is suggested, and the word Armorica substituted for Armenia. And
Bede is quoted as authorizing the conjecture. I have to add, that the

context of the passage does not seem to warrant the word Armorica’™.

! Gkiasta M., Russell, T., Shennan, S. & Steele, J. Neolithic transition in Europe: the
radiocarbon record revisited. — Antiquity, 77, 2003, p. 45-62, Gray R. D., Atkinson
Q. D, Op. cit., p. 437.

2 Mr.Polwhele, Historical View of Devonshire, vol.1, p- 4-5.
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In the first place, R.Polwhele advances ethno-geographic
arguments for the substantiation of his viewpoint: “The Saxon
Chronicle, speaking of the original inhabitants, plainly intimates, that
they who settled in the South of the South-western parts, came a long
voyage by sea... About the Southern Scythians there seems to be no
dispute. In the meantime, it is absurd to describe a colony from the
opposite coast of Gaul, as coming a long sea-voyage. If, indeed, the
original inhabitants settled in the western parts of the island, before
the Southern Scythians came, they formed their colony in Britain,
when the coasts of Gaul were uninhabited; when on the coasts of
Gaul, there were no settlers of any description, and of course no
Armoricans. The Armoricans, indeed, are comparatively of a modern
date... If the Picts, then, came from South Scythia, why not the
Danmonii from Armenia?”".

Secondly, R.Polwhele, disagreeing with Gibson’s opinion that
Armenia had been substituted for Armorica, advanced chronological
and manuscript argumentations: “It is yet an unsettled point, whether
the first part of the Chronicle was written before Bede’s time or not:
Bishop Gibson and Bishop Nicolson hold contrary opinions; but, if it
were necessary, I think I could bring forward some substantial
arguments to prove that the former part of the Chronicle is actually
taken from Bede... Bede’s ecclesiastical history with King Alfred’s
Anglo-Saxon version was first printed, in this country, at Cambridge,
1644, by Abraham Wheloe, who had the use of several MSS. A
splendid edition was afterwards printed at Cambridge, in 1644, by
Dr.Smith, who had the use of other MSS. Of these MSS, the most
ancient is that which is deposited in the Royal Library at Cambridge,
and was written in 737, only two years after Bede’s death. Neither
Smith nor Wheloe have said that the passage is not in this MS. On
the contrary, all the MSS, seem to agree in all points, as to this
passage, for there is not the most minute variation noticed in the

" Ibid., p. 5. According to R.Polwhele’s observation, “Armorica was colonized from
Danmonium — not Danmonium from Armorica” (R.Polwhele, The History of
Cornwall, vol. I, London, 1816, p. 32). Danmonium comprised Devonshire and
Cornwall, (Bath and Bristol, with the Counties of Somerset and Gloucester Displayed
in a Series of Views, Including the Modern Improvements, Picturesque Scenery,
Antiquities, Etc., from Original Drawings by Th. H. Shepherd; with Historical and
Descriptive Illustration, by John Britton, London, 1829, Cambria, p. 1).
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readings. Bede died in 735, King Alfred died in 901. Alfred's Saxon
translation closely follows Bede’s Latin. Is it likely that at the short
distance of a century and half, the king, whose extensive learning
and sound judgment are so highly extolled, should have made use of
a corrupted or interpolated manuscript, and should even have
adopted and sanctioned an error, and that in a most material point?
Our passage forms the fourth paragraph of the first chapter of the
first book... The fourth paragraph could not, at any rate, be a mere
interpolation...”".

Thirdly, R.Polwhele, for clarification of the problem, investigated
the ethno-demographic composition of the island of Great Britain in
the pre- and post-Caesarian times: “As to the inhabitants of the
island, it must necessarily have taken place many centuries before...
In the 5™ book Caesar (Caesar's Commentaries on the Gallic and
Civil Wars) prepares for a second invasion of the island. He passes
over into Britain and he thus describes the inhabitants. The sea-coast
or maritime parts are inhabited by different tribes from Belgium,
who came from the Continent... But the interior parts are inhabited
by those, who, according to general fame, are reputed to be the
original natives of the soil... His distinction between the parts of
Britain, which had been settled from the Continent, and the parts
which were inhabited by those who did not come from the Continent,
is strongly and decisively marked. And, in his account of the war-
chariots of the Britons and their manner of fighting, utterly new and
unknown to the Romans, and of their other customs as well as their
religion... With respect to the first settlers, Caesar’s account directly
implies, that they did not come from the Continent... But where on
the continent of Europe shall we find the name of the Aboriginal
Britons? Yet they had a name and their name was Danmonii. When
in a subsequent age, some of the Danmonii passed over from Britain
into Ireland, they carried thither their hereditary name, though it was
still retained in Britain....”.

Fourthly, R.Polwhele, advancing ontological and historical
approaches to the problem of the ethnogenesis of the population of
the British isles, combined biblical and historical data, attributing a

' Mr.Polwhele, Historical View of Devonshire, vol.], p- 5.
2 Ibid., p.8-9.
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religious meaning to his interpretation: “If it be asked, at what period
are we to fix the emigration from the east or from Armenia to the
British isles? 1 answer, that, probably it was not long after the
dispersion from Babel' — at the destruction of the great monarchy or
empire of Nimrod”. Polydore Virgil® recites the various traditions
and accounts of the first peopling of Britain, and inclines to the
opinion, that it was originally colonized not long after the dispersion.
Humphry Lloyd* quotes Aristotle de Mundo addressed to Alexander
the Great, where it is asserted that Britain, which he calls Albion,
was settled A.M. 2220, and was so named by the ancient inhabitants
long before the Roman name was ever known in Britain. Theophilus
(Bishop of Antioch, writing 160 years after Christ) considers this
island as already peopled, and inhabited by Britons, even before
these emigrants, some time after the dispersion at the Tower of
Babel, began to colonize the different parts of the world. Nothing in
truth, is more credible, than that the south-west of our island was
peopled by sea; whilst the western parts of Europe were absolutely
uninhabited; since it was long before mankind could have migrated
so far westward by land. In the nature of things, emigrations by land
must go on much slower than by sea... Without entering into
conjectures on a period so remote, it seems unquestionable that
Britain, as well as Ireland, was peopled in very early times, from the
eastern countries. The Danmonii, in short, are entitled, beyond
dispute, to rank among the most ancient Nations in the world — as the
Romans termed them Aborigines — that is, among the first race of
mankind. The Romans never employed this expression in any other
sense. This much for the first peopling of the island, or rather the
south-west parts of it. For I consider the south of Devonshire as
actually colonized, whilst the rest of the island was yet a desert, and
even the opposite continent of Gaul and the greater part of Europe
were uninhabited. That there were other emigrations from distant
countries into Britain, before the invasion of Julius Caesar, is

' Gen., 11.9.

> Gen., 10. 9-10.

* Polydorus Vergilius (c. 1470 —1555), an Italian humanist scholar, historian, priest
and diplomat.

* Humphrey Lloyd (1610 — 1689), Bishop of Bangor (1674-1689).
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extremely probable. .. The voyages of the Phenicians' to Danmonium
were not mercantile only...”*. Concluding his research on The Anglo-
Saxon Chronicle’ s notion about Armenia R.Polwhele used the term

“Armenian Britons™.

The Hereford Mappa Mundi®.

British spiritual and cognitive interest towards Armenia has been
reflected in the Hereford Mappa Mundi, which is considered to be

! Phoenicians.

2 Mr.Polwhele, Historical View of Devonshire, vol.1, p- 10-11.
3 Ibid., p. 11.

* http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hereford Mappa Mundi

46



“unique in Britain's heritage, an outstanding treasure of the medieval
world, it records how thirteenth-century scholars interpreted the
world in spiritual as well as geographical terms... Superimposed on
to the continents are drawings of the history of humankind and the
marvels of the natural world. These 500 or so drawings include
around 420 cities and towns, 15 Biblical events, 33 plants, animals,
birds and strange creatures, 32 images of the peoples of the world
and 8 pictures from classical mythology.”'. The Hereford Mappa
Mundi dating to ca. 1300 AD is currently on display at Hereford
Cathedral in Hereford, England’. “The map is based on traditional
accounts and earlier maps such as the one of the Beatus of Liébana
codex, and is very similar to the Ebstorf map, the Psalter world map,
and the Sawley map; it does not correspond to the geographical
knowledge of the 14th century. Note, for example, that the Caspian
Sea connects to the encircling ocean (upper left). This is in spite of
William of Rubruk's having reported it to be landlocked in 1255, i.e.
several decades before the map's creation”. Christopher de Hamel, a
leading authority on medieval manuscripts, said of the Mappa
Mundi, “.. it is without parallel the most important and most
celebrated medieval map in any form, the most remarkable illustrated
English manuscript of any kind, and certainly the greatest extant
thirteenth-century pictorial manuscript™. Armenia is depicted in
some detail: Noah’s Ark in the mountains of Armenia, Armenia
Superior (Great), Armenia, Armenia Minor.

Taking into consideration the fact of the existence of a collection
of Armenian masterpieces in the storeroom of the British Museum,
as well as broad historiographical literature on different periods of
Armenia and especially its civilizational heritage, it would be
expected that there would be a special “Room” entitled “Ancient
Armenia”.

! http://www.herefordcathedral.org/visit-us/mappa-mundi-1

% Evelyn Edson, Mapping time and space: how medieval mapmakers viewed their
world, London: British Library, 1997, p. 118, 187.

3 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hereford Mappa Mundi

* http://www.herefordcathedral.org/visit-us/mappa-mundi-1
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3. THETRUTH ABOUT THE HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF
THE ARMENIAN HIGHLAND AND ASA MINOR

The Babylonian map and Herodotus’ (c. 484-425 BC) map of the
world and the maps of Great Armenia and Armenia Minor with the
adjacent territories of Asia Minor, by Claudius Ptolemy, are vivid
examples of the absurdity of labeling the exhibition and maps placed
in “Room 54" under the name of “Ancient Turkey”.

THE BABYLONIAN MAP OF THE WORLD.
6th century BC Unger E., From the Cosmic Picture to the World Map, -

British Museum, London, Ant. Ref. 92687 Tocap et v Xomie E57: 8.1
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From the point of view of its spiritual history the geographical
term for the natural environment of Armenia is “the mountains of
Ararat”!, which is known from ancient geography as “the Armenian

mountains™>.

' Gen. 8, Cf. Aratta; according to the Sumerian epic “Enmerkar and the lord of
Aratta (3™ millennium B.C.)”: "Now if Enmerkar just makes straight for ... Aratta,
for the benevolent protective spirit of the mountain of holy powers, for Aratta, which
is like a bright crown of heaven...” (274-280, translation) (The Electronic Text
Corpus of Sumerian Literature is based at the University of Oxford, 2001,
http://etcsl.orinst.ox.ac.uk/section1/tr1823.htm)

2 The Geography of Strabo, with an English translation by H. L. Jones, Cambridge,
Mass., Harvard University Press, London, William Heinemann LTD, in eight
volumes, vol. V, 1954, XI. 1I. 15.
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The map of Ptolemy, "The third map of Asia™

About Meydhn Apuevia (Armenia Major) - Great Armenia'
Claudius Ptolemy (83-161 AD) wrote: “Great Armenia is terminated
in the north by a part of Colchis, by Iberia, and Albania on the line
which we have indicated as running along the Cyrus (Kur) river; on
the west by Cappadocia along the accessible part of the Euphrates
and the part of Pontus Cappadocia... on the east by a part of the
Hyrcanium (Caspian) sea from the mouth of the Cyrus river... and
by Media on the line leading to the Caspius mountains... on the
south it is terminated by Mesopotamia... then by Assyria...”.

' KAAYAIOY IITOAEMAIOY TEQI'PA®IKH Y®HIHEIZ. Parisiis, Editore
Alfredo Firmin-Didot, Instituti Francici Typographo, M DCCCCI, V. 12. 1.

2 The Geography of Claudius Ptolemy. Translated into English and edited by E. L.
Stevenson, with an Introduction by J. Fisher, New York, The New York Public
Library, 1932, V. 12; cf. Strabo, XI, 12.3.
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The map of Ptolemy, "The first map of Asia”

About Armenia Minor situated to the west of Great Armenia
Claudius Ptolemy wrote: “The part of Armenia Minor farthest north
is called Orbalisene, below this Aetulane, then Haeretica and below
this Orsene and further south after Orsene is Orbisene...”"'

Since the time of the publication of the works of the German
geologist, academician Herman Abich (1806-1886)" the geologic—
geomorphologic-geographic term Das Armenische Hochland or
Bergland, the Armenian Highland® - have been used characterizing the
physical-geographical- geologic—geomorphologic features of Armenia.

' Ptol., V.7; cf. Strabo, XII, 3.29.

2 Herman Abich, The Geology of the Armenian Highland. Western Part,
Proceedings of the Caucasian Department of the Imperial Russian Geographical
Society, t. XXI, 1899, Eastern Part, t. XXIII, 1902 (in Russian).

> The Armenian Highland is an adequate form of the term Das Armenische
Hochland or Bergland.
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Historical Armenia - Great Armenia and Armenia Minorl, and
Cilician Armenia included the whole territory of the Armenian
Highland and costal zones of the Black, the Caspian and the
Medeterranean Seas - from the valley of the Kur river in the north and
east to the Iranian Highland in the south-east and the Caspian Sea’s
south-western coast, the Black Sea’s coast in the north-west. the Asia
Minor Plateau, Cilician Taurus and the Mediterranean north-eastern
coastal region in the west and the Mesopotamian (northern) plains in
the south.

The basis of the term “Anatolia” is the Greek word dvaTo\) which
means “east™. Byzantine theme system located in Asia Minor had
been formed since the middle of the 7th century to protect the empire
from the attacks of the newly formed and aggressively expanding Arab
Califate. The Anatolikon theme was in central Asia Minor stretching
over the ancient regions of Lycaonia, Pisidia, Isauria, as well as parts
of Phrygia and Galatia and was settled by the army of the East, which
gave it its name’. It was to the west of Cappadocia, and Cilicia, and the
Armeniakon theme was between Kolonia, Sebastia and Paphlagonia®.
That is to say, according to the historic sources and historiographical
and geographical literature, Anatolia with all its parts (northern,
southern, eastern and western) corresponds to Asia Minor to the west
of the Armenian Highland’. Henry Lynch wrote: “I have invited
attention to the characteristics which Armenia shares in common with
her neighbours in the series of the Asiatic tablelands, Persia on the east

and Asia Minor on the west”™®.

' Ptol., V. 6. 18.

2 H.G. Liddell, R.Scott. Greek-English Lexicon, Oxford, 1966, p. 123.

3 John F. Haldon, Warfare, state and society in the Byzantine world, 565—
1204, Routledge, 1999, p. 73, Warren Treadgold, Byzantium and Its Army, 284-
1081, Stanford University Press, 1995, p. 23.

* The Cambridge Medieval History, vol. IV, The Byzantine Empire, part I,
Byzantium and its Neighbours, Cambridge, 1966, p. 193, 194.

> JI.H.3orpabsiH, Oporpadust ApMsiHCKoro Haropbsi, Epesan, 1979, c. 14-15 (L.N.
Zohrabyan, Orography of the Armenian Highland, Yerevan, 1979, p. 14-15).
E.L.Ywupbpul, Zht Zuyjuwunwih quudnipjub hukguupgquyht hhdbw-
hwpghpp wuwndwgpnipyut dky. — MRZ, N 3, 2003, ke 30-37 (E.L.Danielyan,
Conceptual Issues of the History of Ancient Armenia in Historiography, - Historical-
Philological Journal, N 3, 2003, p. 30-37).

S H.Lynch, vol. I, p. 439.
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In the article about Asia Minor George Ripley and Charles A.
Dana wrote: “Asia Minor, a peninsula at the western extremity of
Asia... between lat. 36° and 42° N. and lon. 26° and 41° E., and
bounded N. W. by the Dardanelles (the Hellespont of the ancients),
N. by the sea of Marmora (Propontis), the Bosporus, and the Black
sea (Pontus Euxinus), E. by the Armenian mountains and their S. W.
prolongations to the gulf of Iskanderun (of Issus), S. by the
Mediterranean, and W. by the Archipelago (the Aegean Sea); an
area, about 212,000 sq. miles. The eastern portion of the district
consists of an elevated plateau from which rise mountain ranges of
considerable height, among them the Taurus and Antitaurus...
During the earliest period of its history Asia Minor appears to have
been inhabited by a number of different tribes, and even by entirely
different races. The names of these tribes gave rise to most of the
designations afterward given to the divisions of the peninsula... In
reviewing its history Asia Minor cannot be treated as a united
whole... the great nations for 3,000 years contended for its
dominion... It flourished until King Croesus was defeated by Cyrus,
and the Persian Empire gained the dominion of the peninsula... The
boundaries of these were not well defined until, under the successors
of Alexander, they became separate states, generally under the rule
of Macedonians and Greeks... It remained under his various
successors until the victories of L. Scipio (190 BC) and Manlius (189
BC), followed by the treaty with Antiochus in 188 BC, the bequest of
the kingdom of Pergamus to Rome by Attalus III. (133 BC), and the
overthrow of Mithridates (65 BC) gave the territory to the Romans,
in whose hands, and those of their followers of the Byzantine
Empire, it continued till its conquest by the Turks in the 13th
century. - Asia Minor now forms a part of Turkey in Asia; its larger
portion constitutes the district called Anatolia, or Natolia, from the
old Greek name given to Asia Minor — ‘the east or land of the rising
sun’”. The authors denoted Armenia Minor and Great Armenia
accordingly to the east of Asia Minor on the map “Ancient Asia

951

Minor”" .

! George Ripley and Charles A. Dana, The American Cyclopaedia. Vol. 1, D. Appleton and
Company, 1873, http://chestofbooks.com/reference/ American-Cyclopaedia-1/Asia-Minor.
html#.UZkn_7bNPMJ
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As is seen from the “The Encyclopedia of World History”
western historic thought knows quite well this geographic truth:
“Asia Minor, or Anatolia, is a peninsula stretching westward from
the Armenian mountains to the Aegean Sea...”. Touching the period
of the Urartian (Araratian) Kingdom’s history the authors of “The
Encyclopedia of World History” noted that at the time of Menua
(810-786 BC) the Kingdom included ‘“the entire Armenian
Highland™'.

Contrary to the scientific data, the anti-Armenian policy of the
negation of the Armenian geographic names by the Turkish official
circles went hand in hand with their genocidal policy which resulted
in the Armenian Genocide. The Ottoman Empire’s genocidal actions
accompanied by the changing of the Armenian toponyms served the
policy of the conquest of Western Armenia, Armenian Cilicia and
Armenian (Northern) Mesopotamia by means of the extermination of
the native Armenian population.

The falsification of Armenian geographic names constituted a
part of the crimes perpetrated by the Ottoman Empire towards the
conquered nations.The leaders of the Young Turks inherited this
Pan-Turkic policy and directly applied it to their genocidal policy
which was continued by the Kemalists who came to power. The
policy of the distortion of the Armenian toponyms also has a
psychological purpose which is targeted at deleting from memory the
aboriginal place names in the greater part of the Armenians’
homeland — Western Armenia. The name of the Armenian
Highland’s western part (Western Armenia) has been replaced by the
wrongly used expression “eastern Anatolia” in the Turkish official
terminology’, as a result of the Armenian Genocide organized and
committed by Turkey.

" “The Encyclopedia of World History”, p. 37, 39.

% Concerning different manipulations in regard to the term Armenia in the Turkish
historiography, British historian Christopher Walker in his book-review (The
Armenians in History and the Armenian question. By Esat Uras. An English
translation of the revised and expanded second edition, pp. xiv, 1048. Ankara,
Documentary Publications, 1988. - Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society of Great
Britain and Ireland, 1990, N 1, pp. 165-170) unveiled the falsity of the book of Esat
Uras (1882-1957). Ch.Walker quoted in his English translation a sentence from the
original Turkish publication’s (1950) foreword (“I regard it as necessary, and
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As an instrument of the Pan-Turkic ideology in the realization of
genocidal policies, Enver Pasha, Deputy Commander-in-Chief on
January 5 1916 sent to the Turkish military-political authorities a
decree with the following misanthropic content:

“l. It is important to change into Turkish all the names of
provinces, regions, villages, mountains and rivers belonging to
Armenian, Greek, Bulgarian and other non-Muslim peoples. Making
use swiftly of this favourable moment, we beseech your help in
carrying out this order.

2. Cooperating with military commanders and administrative
personnel within the boundaries of your jurisdiction, respective lists
of name changes should be formed of provinces, regions, villages,
etc. and be forwarded to military headquarters as soon as possible.
After being studied and approved, these lists of proposed changes
should be sent to the Ministry of the Interior and the
Communications Ministry for generalization and implementation.

3. It is imperative that the new names reflect the history of our
hard-working, exemplary and praiseworthy military. The glorified
events of our present and past war experiences should, by all means,
be mentioned. In case this is not possible, the names of those who
had highly moral principles and who have fallen rendering
invaluable services to their country should be remembered; or names
should be found that are appropriate to the given area’s specific crop,
product, trade or geographical situation.

Last but not least, teachers at schools in different parts of our
Fatherland should find appropriate topics to teach about the given
territory’s glorious history, climate, crop, trade and culture. It should
be borne in mind that any sudden change of a conventional name into
an inconvenient or improper one may bring about the continuation of
using the old name by the population. Therefore, new names should

important above everything else, to point out that Armenia cannot be anything other
than a simple memory based on geography, a region without political boundaries”),
which was omitted in the second edition. Christopher Walker analyzing absurd
statements in the book under review concluded: “Uras shows no understanding of
the history or even the reality of Armenia” (Ibid., p. 166).
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be chosen taking all this into consideration..”'. From the very
beginning of their rule the Kemalist leaders and their accomplices in
the Republic of Turkey added to the assimilation and extermination
policy of the former Turkish regimes this method of the usage of the
toponymical distortions for the purpose of the criminal denial of the
Armenian Genocide.

Professor of History at Georgetown University, Washington DC,
Clive Foss notes that the Turkish government "has been
systematically changing the names of villages to make them more
Turkish. Any name which does not have a meaning in Turkish, or
does not sound Turkish, whatever its origin, is replaced by a banal
name assigned by a bureau in Ankara, with no respect to local
conditions or traditions."*

' For the English translation of the decree see: L.Sahakyan, Turkification of the
Toponyms in the Ottoman Empire and the Republic of Turkey, Montreal, 2011, p.
14. Among distorted renamings it is necessary to mention Sipkor instead of
Armenian Surb Grigor (St. Grigor), Gyoz instead of Arm. Kes (half), Muradie
instead of Arm. Berkri, Murad-su instead of Arm. Aratsani, Bitlis instead of Arm.
Baghesh, Bingyol instead of Arm. Byurakn, Sos Huyuk instead of Arm. Sosi, Aghri-
dagh instead of Arm. Ararat-Masis and many others. The military officer Huseyin
Avni (Alparslan) Bey with the same criminal intentions wrote about changes of the
toponyms following the decree of Enver adding to the list of enumerated peoples the
Arabs. He wrote: “If we want to be the owner of our country, then we should turn
even the name of the smallest village into Turkish and not leave its Armenian, Greek
or Arabic variants. Only in this way can we paint our country with its colours”
(Ibid., p. 15).

% Clive Foss, “The Turkish View of Armenian History: A Vanishing Nation,”. — The
Armenian Genocide. History, Politics, Ethics. Edited by R.Hovhannisian, New
York, 1992, p. 268. In some studies the changing of toponyms in Turkey is rather
strangely considered the result of “nation-building projects in Turkey”, as for
example writes Asli Giir: “If we examine the relationship between the
archaeological practices and the nation-building projects in Turkey since the early
twentieth century, we see that dominant ideologies of nationalism influenced the
way the names and images of archaeological sites and artifacts were appropriated
and circulated publicly through icons, images, slogans, and stories... ”. The author
continues: “Almost all the official Web sites of the Turkish Republic (primarily of
Turkish foreign affairs, the Ministry of Tourism and Culture) organize their whole
historical narratives according to this evolutionary logic of Turkish history rooted in
Asia Minor... Through the narratives of inheritance of 10,000-year-old cultural
wisdom a grandiose role is assigned to the Turkish citizen... The narrative invites
citizens to identify with the peoples of Anatolia throughout the ages and recognize
them as their ancestors... Many “national” excavations were started, particularly at
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Without mentioning the genocide committed by Turkey and, as
its consequence, the destruction and appropriation of the
indigenous cultural heritage and violent renaming the original
toponyms in Western Armenia and Asia Minor, Asli Giir
“qualifies” falsifications sanctioned by Atatiirk as “symbolic
Turkification of pre-Islamic Anatolia”', which “was a nationalist,

Hittite sites in central Anatolia... The early excavations and museumfication
projects were parts of the larger project of rewriting Turkish history... At that time,
the Kemalist historians traced the origins of Turkish identity to the Hittites. This
official historical narrative was known as the Turkish (or Atatiirk’s ) History Thesis.
It was purported to show a Turkish ethnic continuity in Anatolia since prehistoric
times. according to the thesis, Hittites were part of the Turkic tribes who migrated
from Central Asia to Anatolia. This narrative shaped most of the anthropological,
folkloric, and archaeological projects of the 1930s. The motivation behind this
argument was to make a case for a primordial Turkish existence in Anatolia and
hence to support the claim that the Turkish nation-state should be recognized as the
“natural heir” of Anatolia in the international arena..” (Asli Giir, Political
Excavations of the Anatolian Past: Nationalism and Archaeology in Turkey. - In
Controlling the Past, Owning the Future: The Political Uses of Archaeology in the
Middle East. Ed. Ran Boytner; Lynn Swartz Dodd; Bradley J. Parker, Tuscon, 2010,
p- 73). The author very often uses the word “nationalistic”, instead she ought to have
used “genocidal”, because all the actions of “the Turkish state-building” were
motivated and led by discriminative, violent and illegal actions based on the
unpunished genocide. By pseudo-scientific rhetoric the author disguises the fact of
“privatization” with the aim of conquest of the territorial and cultural heritage of
peoples who lived, created and passed away in the 2"-1%' millennia BC (Hittites,
Lydians, Phrygians and others), and what is the most tragic, of those aboriginal
natives (Armenians) who were exterminated during the Armenian Genocide [in
Western Armenia, Armenian Cilicia and other parts of Asia Minor and Armenian
(Northern) Mesopotamia] and other ethnic groups’ genocides (Pontian, central and
western Asia Minor Greeks, Orthodox Syrians and Assyrians).

! Former prime-minister of Turkey Turgut Ozal (with his consultants) adherent of
Turkish falsifications of history, first, confessing the Turks’ nomadic origin (from
central Asia), wrote that his book was mainly “concerned with Turkish history after
our entry into Anatolia in the 11™ century”, then contradicting himself, suddenly
“discovered” millennia-old “roots” in “Anatolia”: “In looking at our history as an
insider of Anatolia, we can claim to have lived on this land since the beginning of
the Anatolian civilizations, for both culturally and demographically the preceding
civilization has each time been carried over, at least to a certain extent, into the
succeeding one. It was we, therefore, who brought about the Neolithic revolution.
The Sumerians were also a people whose language was agglutinative like ours and
had the most important word, namely God, in common with us...” (Turgut Ozal,
Turkey in Europe and Europe in Turkey, Published by K.Rustem & Brother,
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anti-imperialist, and counter-Orientalist discursive move. The
Turkish nationalist archaeological discourses reinterpreted the
chain of historical continuity constructed among European,
Anatolian, and Mesopotamian civilizations by inserting Turkish
culture in chain™'. Asli Giir explains it from the point of view of
providing “a rich discursive repertoire for nationalist elites eager to
construct a national identity that could claim historical connections
with European culture. Consequently, the investigations that the
Turkish History foundation undertook to label the Neolithic
civilizations in Anatolia as “Turkish” firmly articulated the Turkish
state’s cultural politics with the nationalist archaeological
discourses in the postcolonial world. It is rather strange to think
that such a fraud in history could bridge non-existent “ancient
Turkey’s” culture with European culture? The British Museum has
fallen readily into the Turkish fraud trap, as is seen from the
exhibition of “Room 54” - “Ancient Turkey”, in so far as the name
of Turkey has nothing to do with the ancient history of Asia Minor
—Anatolia, as well as the territory situated to the east of it - the
Armenian Highland.

Revised English edition, 1991, p. 110, 346). In his analysis Professor of New York
University, Speros Vryonis remarks that Turgut Ozal’s “book was not initially
intended to recover, reconstruct, and explain history, but rather it is agonistic and
aims to persuade Europe to accede to Turkey’s political and economic goals and
desires. The work is hardly documented, and in the few instances where there is
rudimentary documentation of sorts, they are bizarre and can best be described as
distorted. The lack of scholarly documentation harmonizes with the fact that the
book, which carries the name of Mr.Turgut Ozal, then the prime minister of Turkey,
is in effect a semiofficial, state and party pronouncement on what the history of the
Turks has been, is now, and will be in the future” (Jr. Speros Vryonis, The Turkish
State and History Clio Meets the Grey Wolf, 2nd ed., Thessalonike and New
Rochelle, New York, 1993, p. 2-3).

! Asli Giir, Op. cit., p. 74.

2 Ibid., p. 77-78.
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Baroness Cox and Eduard Danielyan in NAS RA'
studying the map of Ancient Armenia

While unmasking Turkish falsifications of history, first of all, it is
necessary to pay attention to the truthful historical geography and
cartography.

THE CARTOGRAPHIC HER

! Doctor of History, E.Danielyan is the scientific consultant of the Russian translation
of the book “Ethnic Cleansing in Progress: War in Nagorno Karabakh” (Yerevan,
1998) by Caroline Cox and John Eibner. Baroness Cox many times visited Artsakh.
During her 68" visit, in an interview she said: “It has been my privilege to be with your
Armenian people during the significant period when you were defending your historic
land of Artsakh and to visit your people many times during that war and afterwards
with humanitarian aid and to obtain firsthand evidence for advocacy”
(http://www.azad-hye.net/news/viewnews.asp?newsld=148afzs73).
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Rouben Galichian, Historic Maps of Armenia.
The Cartographic Heritage, London: 1.B. Tauris, 2004.

Ancient names of the countries (and their aboriginal population)
and history of Asia Minor (Hatti, Hittites, Kasca, Kizzuwatna-
Cilicia, Troada, Mysia, Bithynia, Aeolis, lonia, Doris, Lydia, Caria,
Lycia, Pisidia, Pamphylia, Phrygia, Lycaonia, Paphlagonia, Galatia,
Pontus, Cappadocia) and Armenia are quite well known from ancient
and medieval sources and maps. The British Museum is the
custodian of the Babylonian and other ancient and medieval maps. It
is impossible to see Turkey on it and other ancient maps of
otkovpévn - the inhabited world.
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The map of Eratosthenes (3%-2™ centuries BC)

61



4. THE POLITICIZED APPROACH TO THE ANCIENT
CULTURAL HERITAGESOF ARMENIA AND ASIA
MINOR

The Hereford Mappa Mundi - the masterpiece of the British
cartographical heritage contains many ancient and medieval geographic
names, at the same time it is not hard to see that there is not a single
mention of Turkey. In the 21* century the British Museum suddenly has
made “a discovery” of “a new civilization”, as represented in the “Room
54” exhibit falsely called “Ancient Turkey”.

The British Museum was established on 7 June 1753 (opened to
the public on 15 January 1759) by an Act of Parliament. Status and
Rules of the British Museum were established in 1759.

The British Museum

As follows from the opening sentences of Status and Rules, “This
Museum, though chiefly designed for the use of learned and studious
men, both natives and foreigners, in their researches into the several
parts of knowledge; yet being a national establishment, founded by
Authority of Parliament, it may be judged reasonable, that the
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advantages accruing from it should be rendered as general as
possible...”".

From the very beginning the British Museum officially took
moral obligations to create conditions for research work, i.e. to set
conditions for the researching of museum pieces and, consequently,
their unbiased exhibition.

Satus and Rules of the British Museum (1759)

The British Museum from the first decades of existence has been
proud of its Egyptian and Greek civilization collections ready for
research: “The founding collections largely consisted of books,
manuscripts and natural specimens with some antiquities (including
coins and medals, prints and drawings) and ethnographic material...
In the early part of the nineteenth century there were a number of
high profile acquisitions. These included the Rosetta Stone (1802),

! Statutes and Rules relating to the inspection and use of the British Museum,
London, 1759, p. 5-6 (http://www.britishmuseum.org/about us/the museums
story/general history.aspx)
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the Townley collection of classical sculpture (1805), and the
Parthenon sculptures (1816)... The Museum was involved in much
excavation abroad. Its Assyrian collections formed the basis for the
understanding of cuneiform (an ancient Middle Eastern script). In the
same way the Rosetta Stone had resulted in the unlocking of
Egyptian hieroglyphic script (a symbol-based script)”'. In the 1872
fragments - the head and hand of the Armenian goddess Anahit’s
statue were found in Satala (Armenia Minor) and taken to
Constantinople and from there to Italy to the dealer Alessandro
Castellani, who eventually sold it to the British Museum. The hand
was presented to the Museum a few years later.

Armenian goddess Anahit’s head

Two and half centuries after the British Museum’s foundation,
along with exhibitions of pieces of Egyptian, Greek, Chinese,
European and other civilizations, rather surprisingly, in accord with
Turkish falsifications, there suddenly appeared “Ancient Turkey”
(“Room 54”) exhibit by robbing the historic heritages of ancient
Armenia and Asia Minor.

' The British Museum, http://www.britishmuseum.org/about us/the museums

story/general history.aspx
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Before the “discovery” of such an artificial and incorrect
expression as “ancient Turkey”, political consultants of the British
Museum had to get acquainted with ancient historical annals, as well
as modern critical researches on the problem'.

The attribution of ancient history to Turkey is performed by a
pseudo-scientific methodology of putting archaeology in the service of
politics and the state. Such a violence to objectivity is studied by Ph.
Kohl and Cl.Fawcett in their article, “Archaeology in the service of the
state: theoretical considerations”, where in relation to a collection of
articles devoted to the negative consequences of the politicization of
archaeology they write: “The articles that appear here deal exclusively
with European and East Asian archaeology... It is unfortunate that
certain areas are not covered. We particularly regret lack of coverage
on the nationalist practices of archaeology in Israel, Turkey, and other
Middle Eastern countries... but it is also obvious that the issues
associated with the relationship between archaeology and nationalist
politics, whether considered historically or in terms of contemporary
developments, are ubiquitous. The articles collected here, however, are
principally concerned with the abuses of the relationship between
nationalist politics and archaeology, with the problems that may
emerge within distinctive regional traditions that are associated with
concepts of cultural or racial superiority and particularly with the
questionable agendas of certain political movements and nation-states.
The case studies presented in this volume clearly show that
archaeologists in the service of the state have frequently manipulated
archaeological remains to justify the ownership of land claimed to
have been held ‘from time immemorial’ or to support policies of
domination and control over neighboring peoples™.

Despite the fact that Turkey is mentioned among the countries on
behalf of which there is a “lack of coverage” on the studied problem,
it is obvious that the usage of the expression “ancient Turkey” is a
vivid manifestation of politicized absorption of ancient cultures’

' Clive Foss, “When Turks Civilized the World”, published in History Today,
London, vol. 55, 2005.

2 Nationalism, Politics and the Practice of Archaeology. Edited by Philip L. Kohl
and Clare Fawcett, Cambridge, 1995 (reprinted 2000), p.3,.5.
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heritages in modern Turkey, as well as a demonstration of the direct
indulgence towards Turkey by the British Museum.

Such an attitude is dictated by certain political reasons. In spite of
the fact that Great Britain was among the Entente Powers which were
the first to condemn “..crimes of Turkey against humanity and
civilization...”, at present supporting Turkey, Great Britain keeps to
the political line of "genocide denial". Gregory Topalian notes that
“between the late nineteenth century and up until the 1930s, the tragic
nature of anti-Armenian pogroms and then the genocide was
commented upon and discussed amongst the general British media and
by politicians of note. However, since the end of the Second World
War, Armenians have felt beleaguered in their attempts to gain
recognition for the crimes that caused such early dialogue, and
embittered by various British Governments’ response to their requests
for recognition. More recently, the British Government has shown
willingness towards allying themselves with the Turkish
Government’s denial of the crime of genocide for political purposes™.

The genocide criminals massacred Armenians in Western
Armenia, including Armenian Cilicia as well as in other parts of the
Ottoman Empire. The Turkish criminal state used religious, racial,
economic and political leverages to perpetrate the genocide in order
to exterminate and eliminate Armenians from western part of their
Homeland — Western Armenia - the greater part of Armenia. The
Armenian Genocide® has been followed by the genocide of the
Armenian cultural heritage in Western Armenia.

The genocide denial acquired a form of persecutions against
journalists, academics and writers under the Turkish penal code’s
infamous Article 301° in Turkey. On 1 December 2005 AMNESTY

' Gregory Topalian, The Armenian Genocide & the British Response. The
commentary for Head Heritage, 10th August, 2004 http://www.headheritage.co.uk/
uknow/features/?id=55

% Vahakn Dadrian, The History of the Armenian Genocide, Povidence-Oxfor, 1995;
L.Z. Znghwuthuywl, Zwng ghinuuywinipniup ginuuwyuwiwughunipiu
hwdwlwunpgnud, Gplwb, 2002 (N.H.Hovhannisyan, The Armenian Genocide in
the Conceptual System of Genocide Studies, Yerevan, 2002).

* It took effect on June 1, 2005, and was introduced as part of a package of penal-
law reform (“insulting Turkishness”, in 2008 changed to “insulting the Turkish
nation”). This law, among other things, makes the recognition of the Armenian
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INTERNATIONAL made a Public Statement: “Turkey: Article 301 is
a threat to freedom of expression and must be repealed now!”
Amnesty International expressed its extreme concern “at the frequent
use of Article 301 of the Turkish Penal Code (TPC) to prosecute
human rights defenders, journalists and other members of civil society
peacefully expressing their dissenting opinion... Amnesty
International believes that Article 301 poses a direct threat to freedom
of expression, as enshrined in Article 19 of the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and in Article 10 of the
European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR). Turkey is a State Party to both
conventions and therefore the Turkish government has a legal
obligation to uphold this freedom. Nevertheless Amnesty International
receives a steady flow of cases opened against individuals under
Article 301, for expressing a wide variety of opinions...”"

Turkish authorities do not limit their anti-Armenian restrictions to
the spheres of their state competence, they interfere and dictate their will
to other states. During the 1980s The Financial Times correspondent in
Turkey and a former member of the Council of the British Institute of
Archaeology at Ankara and the UK Turkish Area Study Group, David
Barchard wrote an article “Western silence on Turkey” in which he
noted: «In the past 12 months, the British Embassy in Ankara has had to
intervene to protect the British Institute of Archaeology which, 10 years
earlier, had published a guidebook to Ankara whose maps of Hellenistic
and Roman Asia Minor showed a region called “Armenia”. The
American Library in Ankara faced a similar problem when a reader
complained about unwelcome geographical expressions in two of its
Atlases. The US Ambassador recommended that the books should be
withdrawn immediately. His officials resisted. A decision by
Washington eventually ruled that the Readers Digest Atlas and the
National Geographic Atlas could remain on the shelves. Meanwhile in

Genocide a crime in Turkey. EurActiv wrote: “Turkey’s new penal code entered into
force on 1 June... However, it continues to elicit controversy” (“Turkey's new penal
code touches raw nerves”. — EurActiv, 02 June, 2005, updated 01, June, 2007.
http://www.euractiv.com/enlargement/turkey-new-penal-code-touches-raw-
nerves/article-140266)

! http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/asset/EUR44/035/2005/en/9208fa44-fal2-
11dd-999¢-47605d4edc46/eur440352005en.pdf
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Istanbul, the deputy manager of Lufthansa briefly stood trial for
possession of an ancient globe on which “Armenia”, “Pontus”... were
marked. Travellers too had censorship problems. Five Britons travelling
in Eastern Turkey' were held for five days in Adiyaman and Sivas after
a farmer had denounced them for photographing old buildings where
massacres of Armenians had once taken place... There was the Foreign
and Common Office Secretary called Gillian, for instance, who had
some difficulty getting into Turkey because police thought she might be
an Armenian’”. Adiyaman geographically corresponds to the Arsanmsur
syncline at the southern prong
branching from the Armenian
(Eastern) Taurus — the southern
border mountain system of the
Armenian Highland®. Present-
day “Adiyaman Province” lies in
the area of the ancient Kingdom
of Commagene (initially a part
of Armenian Tsopk-
Commagene Kingdom, the 3
quarter of the 3rd c. BC)". At the
time of the King of Kings Tigran
Tigran II the Great (95-55 BC), King of I the Great (95-55 BC)
Kings of the Armenian Empire Commagene was a part of the
Armenian Empire.

The famous ancient sanctuary at Mt.Nemrut prospered during the
reign of the King of the Eruandakan dynasty Antiochus I Theos of
Commagene (69-38 BC).

Ancient name of the modern Sivas is Sebastia, a city in Armenia
Minor.

! A present-day term “Eastern Turkey” the author used concerning the territory of
Armenia Minor and adjacent region (to the west of the Euphrates) where travelled
five Britons.

? David Barchard. Western Silence. Index on Censorship, 6/83, 1983. p. 9.

3 L.Zohrabyan, Orography of the Armenian Highland, p. 31.

4 Zwy dnnnypnh wwwnunipmit, Bplwb, 1971, ke 512-513 (in Armenian)
(History of the Armenian people, Yerevan).
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D.Barchard predictively warned: “The point is: what happens in
Turkey happens in some sense in Europe. If there is a conspiracy of
scilence to hide the appalling misuse authority in Turkey, the effects
will spill through into Europe in a variety of ways...” '. And it has
spilled across the English Channel in a form of the British Museum’s
“Room 54” exhibition, which serves to Turkey’s implantation of
pseudo-scientific ideas serving the genocide denial with all its
negative political consequences.

5.THE CONCEPTUAL FRAUD IN THE BRITISH
MUSEUM’S“ROOM 54" EXHIBIT ASAN EXAMPLE
OF THE TURKISH FALSIFICATION OF HISTORY

Since the 1930s pseudo-archeological “interpretations” of history
have appeared in Turkey serving political purposes. The vivid
example of such falsifications can be seen in Turkey where the
primary sphere in the field of history has been archaeology targeted
by “the Turkish History Thesis”, its tentacles and present-day
“inherited concepts”.

There are certain levels of Turkish falsifications depending on the
format of their coverage.

1. The falsification of world history and civilization by the
invention of a non-existent Turkic “cradle” of civilization in Central
Asia at “the dawn of history”.

2. The falsification of the history and the destruction and
privatization of the cultural heritages of different peoples in the lands
conquered by the Ottoman Empire and included within the frames of
“the Republic of Turkey”.

3. The falsification and distortion, particularly of the history and
geography of the greater part of Armenia [Western Armenia, Cilician
Armenia and Armenian (Northern) Mesopotamia which constitute
about half the territory of the present-day Republic of Turkey
(783,562 km?)] and consequently of the whole of Armenia is put into

! David Barchard, Op.cit., p. 9.
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the service of the denial of the Armenian Genocide' on the level of
the Turkish state ideology.

Turkish falsifications in the field of history are generally directed
against the fundamental concepts of the history of humankind, thus
being destructive to the reconstruction of the world’s truthful
historical picture. Consequently, those international institutions
which cooperate with Turkish “archaeological” and other “historical
centres” willingly or not propagandize Turkish falsifications. It may
be seen, for example, in joint Turkish-Australian archaeological
publications, as well as Turkish-British cooperation, which is
reflected in the British Museum’s exhibition of “Room 54” entitled
“Ancient Turkey”.

! Vahakn Dadrian, The Key Elements in the Turkish denial of the Armenian
Genocide: A case study of Distortion and Falsification, Canada, 1999. There is a
substantial academic literature on the baseless denial of the Armenian Genocide,
See: Select Bibliography on Denial of the Armenian Genocide, November 22, 2011
(http://www.zoryaninstitute.org/bibliographies/Selected%20Bibliography.pdf).
Gregory H. Stanton (the James Farmer Professor of Human Rights, The University
of Mary Washington, Fredericksburg, Virginia; President, Genocide Watch;
Chairman, The International Campaign to End Genocide; Vice President,
International Association of Genocide Scholars) states that: “Denial, the final stage
of genocide is best overcome by public trials and truth commissions, followed by
years of education about the facts of the genocide, particularly for the children of the
group or nation that committed the crime. The black hole of forgetting is the
negative force that results in future genocides...” (The 8 Stages of Genocide by
Gregory H. Stanton, This article was originally written in 1996 and was presented as
the first Working Paper (GS 01) of the Yale Program in Genocide Studies in 1998.
http://www.genocidewatch.org/images/8StagesBriefingpaper.pdf).
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Such politicized activities resulted in publication of pseudo-
scientific books entitled “Ancient Turkey: a Traveller’s History”
(1989, 1999) by English archaeologist Seton Lloyd' and “Ancient
Turkey” by Professor, Elected Fellow of the Australian Academy of
Humanities and an Elected Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries
(London) Antonio Sagona with co-author, Professor of Archaeology
and Ancient History of the Department of History of State University
of New York Paul E.Zimansky, as well as Turkish-Australian joint
publications®. Unlike A.Sayce who defined the period of the

! Seton Lloyd, “Ancient Turkey: a Traveller’s History”. Published by arrangement with British
Museum Press, London, 1999. Seton Lloyd (1902-1996) was President of the British School of
Archaeology in Iraq, Director of the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara (President,
1948-1961), Professor of Western Asiatic Archaeology in the Institute of Archaeology,
University of London (1962-1969) http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Seton_Lloyd

% The term “Eastern Anatolia “ [A. G. Sagona, The Asvan Sites 3: Keban Rescue Excavations,
Eastern Anatolia. The Early Bronze Age (British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara
Monograph no. 18, London and Ankara, 1994; Sagona A. and Sagona C., Archaeology at the
North-East Anatolian Frontier. Vol. 1. An Historical Geography and a Survey of the Bayburt
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Kingdom of Van as “the forgotten early history of Armenia”, S.
Lloyd entitled his book’s Chapter 10: “Urartu: a Long-Forgotten
Nation” and wrongly applying the term “Anatolia” to western part of
the territory of Armenia' wrote: “In addition to all the Anatolian
provinces north or east of the upper Tigris and Euphrates’, it
occupied large parts of what are now Soviet Armenia’ and Iranian
Azerbaijan™. S. Lloyd baselessly considered the name “Urartu”
“wrongly spelt as Ararat”. He used many Armenian geographic
names of Western Armenia - Mt.Sipan, Mt.Nemrut, Eriza, Eraskh-
Arax, Aratsani, Archesh, Manazkert in distorted Turkish forms:
Stipan, Nemrut Dag, Erzincan, the Aras, the Murat Su, Ercis,
Malazgirt, etc. The name of western part of the Armenian Highland
S. Lloyd brought in falsified form: “... this highland of eastern
Turkey” or “eastern Anatolia™. Sagona and Zimansky also
crammed into invented and baseless “concept” of “ancient Turkey”
the ancient history of Western Armenia and Asia Minor by
distortion geography and history, particularly, wrongly using the
term “Eastern Anatolia”: “A Kingdom of Fortresses: Urartu and
Eastern Anatolia in the Iron Age (1200-600 BC)™°. It seems that
the “Room 54” exhibit was methodologically planned according to
the mentioned and similar books.

Province, Louvain, 2004; A. Sagona, The Heritage of Eastern Turkey, Macmillan Art
Publishing, 2005; A.Sagona, The Heritage of Eastern Turkey: From the Earliest Settlements to
Islam. New York & Melbourne, 2006, etc.] is wrongly applied to the western part of the
Armenian Highland and modern Turkish names are used instead of the ancient and medieval
Armenian toponyms, thus archaeological materials are politicized by falsification and the
ancient cultural heritage of Western Armenia is unjustly and anti-scientifically ascribed to
Turkey.

! Seton Lloyd (1902-1996) mentions only Soviet Armenia, which included a part of Eastern
Armenia.

? In reality this territory corresponds to Western Armenia.

? This mention is from the previous publication (1989) of the book of Seton Lloyd; this part
was not edited in the publication of 1999. Restoration of the independence of the Republic of
Armenia was declared on September 21, 1991.

* Seton Lloyd, op. cit., p. 96. Iranian Azerbaijan, i.e. ancient Atropatene, to the south-east of
Lake Urmia.

* Ibid., p. 94, 98, 109.

% Antonio Sagona, Paul Zimansky, “Ancient Turkey”, London, 2009. It is rather strange to see
Paul Zimansky as a co-author of a book with such a falsified title, which “includes” also the
period of Urartu, because years earlier he published a book entitled “Ancient Ararat” (1998),
and noted: “Known to its inhabitants as Biainili and given yet other names such as “Ararat”
and the “Kingdom of Van”.
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The main contradictions (rooted in the methodology of the
falsification of the history of Asia Minor and the western part of
the Armenian Highland) in application of the term “ancient
Turkey” arise from enumeration of archaeological epochs, as well
as ethnic (Hittite), geographic (Anatolia, i.e. Asia Minor and
wrongly used “Eastern Anatolia” instead of Western Armenia)
and country (Urartu) names of the 2" — 1st millennia BC which
have absolutely no connection with Seljuk and Oguz Turks who
appeared in Western Asia not earlier than the second half of the
11th century.

What do all the enumerated archaeological-cultural layers have to
do with Turkic nomadic tribes, whose “eponym, ‘Osman, was the son
of a certain Ertoghrul who had led into Anatolia (Asia Minor - E.D.) a
nameless band of Turkish refugees: an insignificant fragment of the
human wreckage... ”'. Alan Palmer’s work on this subject states:
“Originally the Turks were nomadic horsemen from Central Asia who
embraced Islam in the ninth century. Under the Seljuk leader Tugrul
they captured Baghdad, home of the earliest caliphate, eleven years
before William of Normandy invaded England. The first major victory
of Seljuk Turks over Christians followed in 1071, when a Byzantine
army was defeated near Lake Van. Subsequently the Seljuks
established a Sultanate, with its capital at Konya on the site the Greek
city of Iconium. This Seljuk Sultanate survived until the first years of
the fourteenth century, battered by pagan Mongol tribes™.

The British Museum was harnessed to the cart of history’s
falsification serving Turkish political purposes. The “Room 54”
exhibit “chronologically” starts with the Neolithic and Copper Ages,
as follows from a label falsly entitled “Prehistoric Turkey”.

' Arnold J. Toynbee, A Study of History, vol. II, Oxford University Press, London,
New York, Toronto, 1955, p. 151. Rather strangely some expressions from this
extract have been changed by D.C.Somervell, so the meaning of this passage
underwent a certain transformation in the abridged version of Toynbee’s work
(“...of one Ertoghrul the leader of a nameless band of refugees ...”) (A Study of
History by Arnold J. Toynbee, Abridgement of Volumes I-VI by D.C.Somervell,
Oxford University Press, New York, Oxford, 1987, p. 113).

2 A. Palmer, op. cit., p. 2.
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i Nereased trade and
of administration using seals,

In the Copper Age (6000-3000 BC) the development
of walled settlements, such as Hacilar, indicates an
Increase in warfare,

It states: "Turkey’s earliest settlements appeared around 10,000
BC. Neolithic (New Stone Age) sites show evidence of complex
ritual practices as early as 9500 BC. Turkey is rich in metal ores, and
obsidian (volcanic glass) is found in the central and eastern
mountains. Demand for these natural resources led to increased trade
and the development of administration using seals. In the Copper
Age (6000-3000 BC) the development of walled settlements, such as
Hacilar, indicates an increase in warfare”.
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Female figurines
Female figurines were important

ancient Turkey, Often the breasts from Hacilar mm : ;
:nmfmwmm ?ﬂ’uﬁ?’mw ‘ Wﬁ“m
they represent fertility goddesses. ME 134707 ME 132624

From the geographical notions “the central and eastern mountains”
and a modern place name Hacilar (in the province of Burdur) it follows
that on the one hand it is a question of the archaeological materials of
Asia Minor or Anatolia, and on the other, the western part of the
Armenian Highland. Contrary to the falsely applied terminology in the
above-mentioned label in relation to the information about obsidian,
about half a century ago British and American archaeologists wrote that
Neolithic epoch obsidian was exported from ancient Armenia to the
countries of Mesopotamia and the Near East'.

! Dixon J., Cann J., Renfrew C. Obsidian and the Origins of Trade — Scientific
America, 1968, N 218, p. 46.

75



A modern place name, Hacilar, is used deliberately as if it is as
old as the ancient site itself. Without any remark that it is a modern
name there is a mention of “south-western Turkey” in the same
manner in the sign “Painted jar shaped like a woman” dated 6000-
5500 BC. Moreover, continuing falsified presentation, a label reads,
“Female figurines were important in ancient Turkey”. Then in the
same falsified manner it follows that “often the breasts and thighs are
emphasized suggesting they represent fertility goddesses” “in ancient
Turkey”. It is surprising that the British Museum’s specialists,
forgetting traditions of classical British studies, especially on the
history of the ancient East, let themselves be led by the modern
Turkish falsifiers.

The correct scientific term in archaeology describing the
“prehistory” of Asia Minor is “Prehistoric Asia Minor”. Postdoctoral
Research Fellow and lecturer at Leiden University, Bleda S. Diiring,
investigating the archaeological materials of Asia Minor in the
context of its geography, writes: “The geography of Asia Minor is an

99 1

essential element in the study of its Prehistory™ ".

! Bleda S. Diiring, The Prehistory of Asia Minor: From Complex Hunter-Gatherers
to Early Urban, Cambridge, 2011, p. 19, 22.
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Diiring’s archaeological analysis of Asia Minor demonstrates a
critical approach to the state of affairs in the field of archaeology in
Turkey in the period from the middle of the 19th century and with
some variations in the 20th century. Diiring makes the following
negative remark: “Ottoman scholars adhered to the research agenda
of Western archaeologists by investigating sites that could be
connected with classical civilization or the biblical world, while
understandably avoiding the study of the Aegean Bronze Age with
its Hellenistic connotations”. It is not hard to see that since the end of
the 19th century they neglected the share of the Hellenistic heritage
in the Aegean culture. Diiring diplomatically considers “The Aegean
Bronze Age” “gap” as an “understandable avoidance” of the
Ottoman scholars meaning a part of Greek civilizational heritage (in
the west of Asia Minot) which from the late medieval times appeared
under Ottoman domination and since the 1930s had been openly
challanged by the falsified “Turkish History Thesis”. Diiring
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observes different levels of approaches to archacology in the
Ottoman empire and the Republic of Turkey: “The interest in the
classical and Biblical worlds as the birthplace of Western civilization
that motivated most Western archaeologists and that had also been
adopted by the Turkish scholars was of no interest to the Ottoman
empire with its Islamic identity; consequently, archaeology had little
to offer Ottoman society...”"

Thus, scientifically there cannot be definitions: “Prehistoric
Turkey” or “Ancient Turkey”.

The Ear’ly-:
3000-20008C

MﬁEﬂlTurkeyw“ani L 9
mmww
The manufacture of bronze objects was a ¢

and bulls,

Trading connections grew during this
Tigris and Euphrates provided routes into
Mesopotamia. Connections with the

' bid., p. 22-23.
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The next section of the exhibition of “Room 54” is entitled: “The
Early Bronze Age 3000-2000 BC” and contains a fictitious
statement: “Ancient Turkey was an important source of metals. The
manufacture of bronze objects was a significant technological
advance but metals such as copper, gold and silver were also worked.
Rich burials at Alaca Hoyiik contained complex metalwork including
elaborate stags and bulls. Trading connections grew during this
period. The rivers Tigris and Euphrates provided routes into Syria
and Mesopotamia. Connections with the Aegean and the Balkans
grew by the sea. Copper and bronze were exported and tin mining
began in the Taurus Mountains. Textile manufacture was also
important. Many settlements were surrounded by defensive walls.
Troy was established on the west coast around 2900 BC. Heinrich
Schliemann’s excavations there found “Priam’s treasure”, which he
wrongly linked to the Trojan War. The war is now thought to have
happened about 1000 years later”.

This text is accompanied by a map where, falsely “coming out”
from the general title “Ancient Turkey” of “Room 54”, the authors
depicted the name of “Turkey” in the middle of Asia Minor. It is
rather strange but there is not a single name on the territory
stretching from the region of the Euphrates’ basin up to the place of
Mt. Ararat (which is not denoted in the map). Armenia is denoted
only within the limits of eastern part of the Armenian Highland
(which also was intentionally omitted from all maps and labels’ texts
of the “Room 54” exhibit). The authors of the map tried to disguise
the fact that Armenia historically includes the whole of the Armenian
Highland.
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From the use of the modern place name Alaca Hoyiik (34 km
from modern Bogazkdy) it follows that it is a question of the
archaeological materials of Asia Minor, but by mentioning the
Tigris and Euphrates rivers - the western part of the Armenian
Highland is meant. Thus, the archaeological and historical data
described in the above-mentioned label have nothing to do with
Turkey, but relate to the ancient period of the history of Armenia
and Asia Minor.

From the next labeling of “Room 54” it follows that Assyrian
merchants established a number of colonies in Cappadocia, which
from the point of view of historical geography, is wrongly mentioned
as situated in “central Turkey”. In reality Cappadocia was in eastern
part of Asia Minor.
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“Assyrian merchants 1920-1740 BC. In the Middle Bronze Age
Assyrian merchants from Ashur in northern Mesopotamia
established a number of colonies in Cappadocia, central Turkey. The
best known colony, Karum Kanesh, was at Nesa (modern Kiiltepe).
It was burnt down in about 1840 BC, rebuilt and finally destroyed in
about 1740 BC...”.

Such an arbitrary usage of terms conforms to the whole mess
connected with the misuse of the chronological application of the
name of “Turkey”: e.g., on the one hand, the expression ‘“central
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Turkey” is used as contemporary with Assyrian colonies in Asia
Minor; on the other, “modern Kiiltepe” is mentioned.

Stone seal shaped like a lion's paw,
with an animal head handle and

| lapis lazuli eyes

| 1920-1800 BC, early Colony Period

| Central Turkey
ME 134842

Trojan history has also been targeted by Turkish pseudo-
historiography. It follows from the context of the labeling of “Room
54” that the ideological background of the Turkish falsification
reflected there is “the Turkish History Thesis”. The problem of the
new wave of falsification of history in Turkey “defined” as “the
Turkish History Thesis” since the third decade of the 20™ century,
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has been widely discussed and criticized in special and general
researches in modern historiography.

Mentioning that “the Language Reform” movement (“Sun-
Language Theory” launched in 1935) lost much of its élan after the
death of Atatiirk, Professor of the University of Leiden and Director
of the International Institute of Social History at Amsterdam,
E.Ziircher notes that, anyhow, it was continued after the Second
World War. Ziircher makes a critical analysis of “the Turkish History
Thesis”: “The existence and the theorizing of the linguistic society
owed much to the work of the Society of Turkish History, which had
been founded slightly earlier, in 1931. At its first congress, held in
Ankara in 1932, ‘the Turkish History Thesis’ was propounded for the
first time. This theory, which was emphatically supported by
Mustafa Kemal, held that Turks had originally lived in Central Asia,
but had been forced by drought and hunger to migrate to other areas,
such as China, Europe and the Near East; the Sumerians and the
Hittites were really proto-Turks... Atilla and Genghiz Khan were
described as executing civilizing missions. The theory aimed to give
Turks a sense of pride in their past and their national identity,
separate from the immediate past, that is to say the Ottoman era.
Declaring the Hittites (and the Trojans) proto-Turks had the added
advantage of proving that Anatolia had been a Turkish country since
time immemorial, thus extending the roots of the citizens of the
republic in the soil they inhabited. It was one of the means whereby
the Kemalist leadership tried to construct a new national identity and

«l

strong national cohesion®.

! Erik J. Ziircher, Turkey: A Modern History. London. New York, I. B. Tauris & Co
Ltd Publishers, 1993, p. 199-200. Academician Manvel Zulalyan criticized Turkish
falsifications of Armenian history (Uwldb) Qnuupuib, Zujng yuwnunipjul
lutqupympnuip wpgh pripp Wwindwgpnipyub ke (hhtt b uhghtt nuipkp),
Bpliwl, 1995, in Armenian with an English Summary: M. Zulalyan, The Distortion
of Armenian History in Modern Turkish Historiography (ancient and medieval
history), Erevan, 1995). Ruben Safrastyan noted: “Genocide is the greatest crime,
and those who prepare and commit it are criminals, who try in every way to deny or
conceal the fact of the crime. When a state chooses to declare falsification of its
historical past and negation of the fact of genocide one of the topmost goals of its
state policy, thus equated itself to a state that committed it — the impartial and factual
scientific investigation, based on the facts of genocide as part of historic reality, will
certainly contribute to its condemnation and prevention, and thereby acquired a great
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All the manipulations connected with falsification of world
history in “the Turkish History Thesis” were profoundly criticized by
Clive Foss. In his article, “When Turks Civilized the World”, Foss
deals with the whole specter of the anti-scientific fabrication of “the
Turkish History Thesis”. He reveals and condemns all the attempts
by Mustafa Kemal to rewrite history as part of his “radical
modernization” of the Turkish Nation.

Foss touches on the origin of Atatiirk’s idea and its realization in
a way that had been commonly adopted as a fabulous tale: “Mustafa
Kemal, or Atatiirk as he became known, the undisputed ruler of
Turkey from 1923 to 1938, was very fond of young ladies--to such
an extent that he adopted four of them. One, named Afet, was an
eighteen-year-old history student whose family Kemal had known in
his native Salonika. Like the other girls, he encouraged Afet to
pursue her studies, so that she eventually got a doctorate and rose
high in the Turkish historical establishment. According to her own
account, one day in 1929, she came to the Gazi with a problem. She
had read in a French geography book that the Turks were a yellow
race, generally considered second-class human beings. This
provoked a reaction in Kemal, 'No, that can't be' he said, 'let's get
busy about it"””".

World history is fundamentally falsified in “the Thesis”. Foss clearly
notes in this regard: “This might seem to be manifest nonsense,
especially as it was obvious that Chinese and Indians were not Turks.
There was an easy explanation: the Turks arrived, brought civilization,
then were absorbed by the local population”. The American professor
reveals the goal of Kemal’s fraud: “Far more important for the future
were developments in the Near East, which the migrating Turks entered
by a route south of the Caspian. They brought irrigation and drainage to
a land of swamps and established the first organized Turkish states and
cities in Sumer and Elam. The Sumerians developed the world’s first
writing system... using it to express their Turkish language.
Archaeology reveals the grandeur of their civilization. From there,
around 5000 BC, Turks entered their holy land of Anatolia and a

political worth” (R.Safrastyan, Ottoman Empire: the Genesis of the Program of
Genocide (1876-1920)”, Yerevan, 2011, p. 8).
! Clive Foss, op. cit., p. 10.
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millennium later had established the Turkish Hittite (Eti) civilization; all
this is confirmed by excavations in Asia Minor. The language of the
Hittites was Turkish, not Semitic or Indo-European; the volume goes on
to narrate Hittite history in some detail”".

In “Room 54 a special label contains a text on Hittite history,
where the expression “central Turkey” figures wrongly again: “The
Hittite Empire and its legacy. The Hittites were skilled and pioneered
the use of iron. They also adopted Mesopotamian traditions,
including cuneiform writing. Their capital at Hattusa (modern
Bogazkdy) was established in central Turkey around 1650 BC. ...”.
In spite of the fact that the word “modern” is used together with
Bogazkoy, the expression “central Turkey” is again mentioned
falsely.

. skilled charioteers and pioneered the
also adopted Mesopotamian traditions,
 writing. Their capital at Hattusa
was established in central Turkey

tharmy sacked Babylon and by the
; daeiremplre stretched from the

"bid., p. 13.
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Such an incorrect geographical attribution of the Hittite artifacts
to “central Turkey” led to other falsified discrepancies which were
reflected in the following map.

For example, the modern name Istanbul (which instead of
Constantinople officially came into use only from 1923)" is used as
contemporary with the Hittites, Mittani and Assyria, the whole
region again being falsely presented in the exhibit “ancient Turkey”.
In the same way “Clay tablets” and “Treaty concerning fugitive
slaves” of the Hittite epoch (dated 1480 BC) are falsely labeled:
“Hittite from Tell Atchana South-eastern Turkey”, instead of “to the
south-east of Asia Minor”.

! With the Turkish Postal Service Law of March 28, 1930, the Turkish authorities
officially requested foreigners to cease referring to the city with their traditional
non-Turkish names (such as Constantinople, Tsarigrad, etc.) and to adopt “Istanbul”
as “the sole name...” (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Names_of Istanbul).
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Clay tablets Treaty concerning fugitive slaves
The Hittites used a hieroglyphic This treaty was between King Idrimi
wiiting system, examples of which of Alalakh (Tell Atchana) and Pillia
survive on seals and rock reliefs. of Kizzuwatna (Cilicia). It concerns
They also used the cuneiform the capture and transportation
(wedge-shaped) script of of escaped slaves, There is also
Mesapotamia for writing on clay a reference to Idrimi's overlord,
wmhfﬂ?}ﬁn:m the Mitannian king Paratarna,

e
aptalHat row by, A20u¢ 14806 Hitte

histoical and mythological texts South-eastern Turkey
0d wordlsts nother languages Excovated by SirC L Woolly; ME 131447

“The Thesis” reflecting the Turkish zeal for nomadic
expansionism and plunder was intended to devour the roots of all
high civilizational values in the world. As far as genocidal crime
committed by Turkey remains unpunished, it seems that there have
been no restraints left to bridle the Turkish insatiable ideological
fantasy. From the “privatization” of the Hittite civilization “the
Thesis” jumps to Troy’s heritage, not forgetting to make its claims to
Italian soil “via” the fabricated - “related Traklar-Litler-Etruscan”
heritage of the Roman civilization, as well. Clive Foss continues his
critique of such a Turkish nonsence: “Along with the Eti came the
Traklar (Thracians) who founded Troy (archaeology again). Related
Turkish tribes included the Litler (Lydians) of whom one branch
moved to Italy where, as the Etruscans, they laid the foundations for
Roman civilization”. The deadening tentacles of Kemal’s “Thesis”
reached even the Egyptian world and turning the origin of the
Egyptians into an endless debate, came to the following conclusion:
“The earliest settlers came from Central Asia, bringing agriculture
and irrigation around 5000 BC.” As Foss notes, “the Thesis”,
ascribing a “Semitic origin” to the Egyptian pharaohs, blames them
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for “expunging” those “earliest settlers” “from the records after they
took over in 3315 BC™'.

Studying the role of archaeology in relation to national identity
formation Valeria Forte, in her research work “Archaeology and
Nationalism: the Trojan Legend in Etruria” analyzed “one of the
most debated archaeological subjects in the western world, the case
of Etruscan origins, demonstrating how through history the
Etruscan legend has permeated the political reality at many levels
and how this legend of provenance has been used to promote the
formation of national identity and unified mythical ethnic origins™,
The author focuses upon the case of Etruscan civilization in the
development of Italian cultural and national identity, noting that
“the Etruscan case is important for several reasons: Etruscan
culture belongs to and defines not just Italy, but the entire
Mediterranean region, as the Etruscan culture influenced Roman
civilization which later colonized and expanded its power across
the entire area of the Mediterranean. In fact, the debate over
Etruscan origins permeates and involves many nations at different
times™. Forte presents “the intriguing topic of the relationship
between archaeology and nation-state formation, specifically the
political debate of Etruscan origins and the legendary birth of the
Italian population from the divine Trojan hero Aeneas™.
Mitochondrial DNA testing conducted on Etruscan remains in 2004
and 2006 resulted in “the conclusion that the mitochondrial DNA of
the Etruscans is similar to the DNA of the people now living in the
region of Tuscany and also that it is different from the DNA of
people living in other regions of Italy and other parts of Europe...
Several genetic tests conducted on Etruscan remains have produced
similar results, which indicate a common genetic pattern between
Etruscans and populations in Asia Minor. The way in which these
results have been interpreted has generated further controversies on

! Clive Foss, op. cit., p. 13

% Valeria Forte, Archaeology and Nationalism: the Trojan Legend in Etruria. - The
University of Texas at Arlington in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements for the
Degree of Master of Arts in Anthropolgy the University of Texas at Arlington,
December, 2008, p. iv.

3 Ibid., p. 2.

4 Ibid., p. 3.
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Etruscan origins™'. And again Turkish falsifiers lying in ambush re-
appeared and a “new wave” of falsifications started in Turkey. As
Forte notes, “The results of these genetic tests have been received
with great enthusiasm by the Turkish community, which proudly
promotes the theory that the advanced and sophisticated Etruscan
civilization was the historical product of Asia Minor and therefore
a prominent part of Turkish historical tradition. Turkish
newspapers” have published the results of these genetic tests
declaring that Turkey could establish without doubt a direct
connection with the Etruscan past™. This obvious fraud has not
been left without answer. For example, a prominent Etruscanologist
Alberto Palmucci “living in Italy today has reacted energetically to
the clamorous Turkish news of the genetic findings, opening a
dialogue with European and American scholars in both academic
papers and electronic blogs™.

It is not hard to see that the British Museum’s “Rome 54 has
been put at the disposal Turkish falsifiers. But all their efforts are in
vain, because it is quite well known historic fact that present-day
Turks’ ancestors, Oghuz and Seljuk Turks had invaded Western Asia
only since the second half of the 11" ¢.

Contrary to all historic facts, Turkey suddenly “appears”
among the provinces of the Persian Empire “according” to a label
(in “Room 54”) bearing the title “Collapse and revival” 1200-546
BC.

Ubid., p. 41-42.

2 “DNA Shows Etruscans Come From Anatolia,” Turkish Daily News, 9, February
2007”.

? Valeria Forte, Op. cit., p. 42.

* Ibid.

> The Cambridge Medieval History. Volume IV, The Byzantine Empire. Part I,
Byzantium and its Neighbours, Cambridge University Press, 1966, p.736-737, 739-
740, 774.
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Collapse and revival
1200-546BC

The period between lmkmﬂmkmm
collapse in the eastern Mediterranean, ending the Hittite
and Mycenaean civilisations.

ThePhrygmoctupi:dlmWﬁhghrdsmdm
powerful i the Bth century BC. The Phrygian king Mita
was the Midas of Greek legend. His reign ended around
695 BC when Phrygia was invaded by nomadic Cimmerians.
Phrygia then fell under the control of neighbouring Lydia.

“The period between 1200 BC and 800 BC saw widespread
collapse in the eastern Mediterranean, ending the Hittite and
Mycenaean civilizations. The Phrygians occupied former Hittite
lands and became powerful in the 8" century BC. The Phrygian king
Mita was the Midas of Greek legend. His reign ended around 695 BC
when Phrygia was invaded by nomadic Cimmerians. Phrygia then
fell under the control of neighbouring Lydia.

Coins were first minted in Lydia about 650-600 BC. Their use
was spread widely by Greek colonists who had migrated to the
Turkish coast. The Lydian king Croesus was renowned for his
wealth. He was defeated by the Persian king Cyrus the Great in 546
BC and thereafter Turkey became a province of the Persian Empire”.

This label is a falsified “conceptual” continuation of the previous
one: after the “assertion” about Turkey’s so-called -earliest
settlements dating from “around 10,000 BC.” and “the Copper Age
(6000-3000 BC)” settlements, such as “Hacilar”, the turn of Turkish
“privatization” has come to the 1st millennium BC history.
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First, concerning the history of Asia Minor of the period of the
7th and the 6th centuries BC the usage of the term “the Turkish
coast” is an absurdity, because there were no Turks neither in Asia
Minor, nor in Western Asia, and generally none in ancient world
history. On the contrary, Greeks settled along the eastern coast of the
Aegean at least as early as the end of the 2" and the beginning of the
1*" millennia BC. And in the course of time Aeolian, Ionian and
Dorian colonies were established (Miletus, Ephesus, Smyrna, etc.)
along the western coast of Asia Minor. It is noted that “various
dialects were to disappear in the freer intercourse of Hellenistic times
when a development of Ionic became universal”', and in their turn
the Greeks of Asia Minor contributed greatly to ancient Greek
history and civilization.

Secondly, one of the sources of the history of the ancient East of
the 6th century BC is the Behistun tri-lingual inscription (Old
Persian, Elamite, and Babylonian - a later form of Akkadian) of
Darius I (522-486) who describing the Achaemenid Empire’
enumerated the following countries’: Persia, Elam (Susiana),
Babylonia, Assyria, Arabia, Egypt, those by the sea®, Lydia, Ionia of
Asia Minor, Media, Armenia, Cappadocia, Parthia, Drangiana, Aria,
Chorasmia, Bactria, Sogdiana, Gandhara, Scythia, Sattagya,
Arachosia, Maka’, but, naturally, there is no mention of Turks or
Turkey. The unscientific fraud of “Turkey” which was nonexistent in
ancient times shown as becoming “a province of the Persian Empire”
reaches another level of absurdity in the map of “Room 54”, where is
denoted that in “1200-546 BC” Phrygia, Lydia, Caria, Lycia were
“ancient regions of Turkey” without any mention that the word

! This process of the settlement of the Greek tribes is demonstrated in “The Penguin
Atlas of Ancient History” by Colin McEvedy (Harmondsworth, Middlesex,
England, 1983, p. 40-41).
2 Amélie Kuhrt, The Ancient Near East, c. 3000-330 BC.. Volume Two, London and
New York, 1998, p. 667-668.
3 H.C.Rawlinson, The Persian Cuneiform Inscriptions at Behistun, London, 1846.
* P.Lecoq supposes that the matter is about Chypre (Les inscriptions de la Perse
achéménide: Traduit du vieux perse; de 1’ ¢lamite, du babylonien et de 1’araméen,
}S;)résenté et annoté par Pierre Lecoq, Gallimard, 1997, p. 144, 188).

Ibid.
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“Turkey” is a modern term' and has nothing to do with the ancient
and medieval history of Asia Minor.

Ancient regions of Turkey
(1200-546 BC)

Contrary to the fact of the historic absence of Turks and Turkey
in the 1st millennia BC and the following epochs in world history,
the label in “Room 54” states that the Lydian King Croesus was

"It is necessary to pay attention to the fact that the use of the term “modern”
generally is accepted in special literature concerning the place names of
archaeological sites. For example, concerning the archaeological sites of western
Asia Minor (Anatolia) in the Late Bronze Age R. Matthews and C. Glatz write: “...
the results of archaeological survey in the modern provinces of Cankiri and
Karabiik, Inner Paphlagonia in Roman times” (Roger Matthews and Claudia Glatz.
Institute of Archaeology, University College London, The historical geography of
north-central Anatolia in the Hittite period: texts and archaeology in concert,
Anatolian Studies, N 59, 2009, p. 51), etc. http://www.academia.edu/462646/
The_historical geography of north-central Anatolia_in the Hittite period texts
and_archaeology in_concert
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defeated by the Persian King Cyrus the Great in 546 BC and
“thereafter Turkey became a province of the Persian Empire”.

Such cognitive elements as time and space are quite alien to the
authors of those lines. They can not answer to the question: how
could non-existent Turkey become a province of the Persian Empire
in the 6th century BC?

There are other exhibition rooms under the following geographic
names: “Ancient Egypt” (4, 61, 62-63, 64, 65, 66), “Ancient Greece
and Rome” (6, 11-23), “Africa” (25), “Asia” (33, 67, 92-94, 95 ),
“Europe” (38-39, 40, 46-51), “Middle East” (7-10, 34, 52-56),
“Americas” (26, 27), in the British Museum. The definition “ancient”
is scientifically used with Egypt, Greece, Rome, etc., i.e., with the
names of countries which really existed in ancient times and
contributed to world cultural heritage. In the case of Turkey the word
“ancient” can not be used scientifically, because it did not exist in
ancient times.

The citadel of Van, the capital of ancient Armenian Kingdom of Ararat (Urartu).
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6. FALSIFICATION OF ARARAT-URARTU
KINGDOM'SHISTORY
INTHE “ROOM 54" EXHIBIT

Before “designing” and calling “Room 54” “Ancient Turkey” the
British Museum staff had to get acquainted with the corresponding
ancient and medieval written sources (Greek and Roman, Armenian,
etc.) and European (French, German, Italian, Russian) and,
particularly, British historiographical and geographic literature
containing accurate historic and geographic terminology.

Among such works on the problem the most fundamental are the
research works of A. H. Sayce, British Assyriologist and linguist,
who held a chair as Professor of Assyriology at the University of
Oxford from 1891 to 1919. With utter accuracy in the usage of
geographic terms and toponyms (Armenia, Van, Vannic kingdom,
Vannic kings, Ararat-Urardhu/Urartu) he writes: “It is now more
than half a century ago that the existence of inscriptions written in
the Cuneiform character, and found in different parts of Armenia,
first became known. The French Professor, Saint-Martin, in 1823,
gave an account in the Journal Asiatique of the antiquities of Van,
and drew attention to the fact that the Armenian historian, Moses of
Khorene, had described them in such detail as to make it probable he
had seen them with his own eyes”'.

Paying attention to the fact of the inscriptions mentioned by the
Father of the history of Armenia - Movses Khorenatsi, Sayce defined
the period of their usage as “the forgotten early history of Armenia™.
Notwithstanding the fact that in the 19th century Van was under the
domination of the Ottoman Empire, Sayce mentions Armenia in
relation to western and eastern parts of the country. He noted in
particular: “Sir A. H. Layard had already visited Armenia in 1850, at
the time when he was excavating in Assyria, and had there made
copies of the inscriptions in Van and its immediate neighbourhood...
Inscriptions in the Vannic character now began to be noticed to the

! Archibald Henry Sayce, The Cuneiform Inscriptions of Van, deciphered and
translated - The Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society of Great Britain and Ireland
gJRAS), New Series, Vol. 14, No.4, Oct. London, 1882, p. 377.

Ibid.
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north and east of Armenia™'. Later Sayce again mentioned Armenia
and Ararat in connection with Van and the cuneiforms discovered
there: “Inscription of Menuas, King of Ararat, in the Vannic
language. Since the publication of my Memoir on "The Cuneiform
Inscriptions of Van Deciphered and Translated " in the Journal of the
Royal Asiatic Society, xiv. 4, 1882, we have begun to learn
something about a race of kings who ruled on the shores of Lake Van
in Armenia, from the ninth to the seventh centuries before our era™.

In relation to the territory of the western part of ancient Armenia
such terms as “east Turkey”, “ancient Turkey”, etc. are used in the
wrong way in the British Museum’s “Room 54” labels demonstrating
the period of Urartu.

Contrary to such a corrupt toponymical presentation of artifacts,
Sayce used geographic terms, adequate to Armenia’s historic
heritage, concerning the territory of Armenia in the texts describing
the discovery and research of the Vannic inscriptions. In the
chapter “The Geography of the Inscriptions”, Sayce mentions the
sites in Western and Eastern Armenia where inscriptions had been
found: “The sites on which the Vannic inscriptions have been
discovered sufficiently indicate the locality to which those who
composed them belonged. They are Van and its immediate
neighbourhood...”. Sayce mentions that there were also found
“monuments northward of Mount Ararat and the Araxes (Eraskh)
... The country is called Biaina or Biana in the inscriptions, and the
name given to its capital... is Dhuspas or Dhuspaes. The latter is
evidently the @wotia of Ptolemy’, the Tosp of Moses of Khorene®,
which we are told was the older name of Van™. Sayce paid
attention to the fact that “the name Biaina is not met with in the

"bid., p. 385.

2 Records of the Past, Being English Translations of the Ancient Monuments of
Egypt and Western Asia, New series, Vol. I, ed. by A. H. Sayce, London, 1888, p.
163.

*Ptol., V, 12, 8.

* Arm. Movses Khorenatsi. He mentions “Van of Tosp”, (Unyutu funpkiugh,
Nuwwnuniphth Zuyng, Gphwb, 1991, te 300) because the region where was
situated the city of Van, as well as Lake Van were also called Tosp (Tushpa).

> A.Sayce, The Cuneiform Inscriptions of Van, p. 388.
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Assyrian inscriptions™. Further he marked; “The name under
which the kingdom of the Vannic princes really goes in the
Assyrian inscriptions is that of Urardhu or Ararat”. At the same
time he equated “Urardhu” with Armenia, while describing Sargon
II’s expedition northward: “through Bit-Khamban, Parsua, the
Manni, Urardhu (Armenia), and the Kaskai..”>. In the chapter
devoted to the Vannic inscriptions’ history Sayce noted: “It is to the
period of Shalmaneser II... that we must refer the date of the
introduction of the cuneiform syllabary into Armenia™”.

Paul E.Zimansky entitled his book published in 1998 “Ancient
Ararat”, because “Urartu” is the Assyrian form of the name of
Ararat. Zimansky writes: “In the eighth and seventh centuries BC,
Urartu was one of the world’s most powerful empires and
technologically innovative societies. Known to its inhabitants as
Biainili and given yet other names such as “Ararat” and the
“Kingdom of Van” in modern literature, this state united a vast
expanse of highland territory in the Near East that included lands
now governed by Turkey, Iraq, Iran, Armenia, Georgia and
Azerbaijan. Urartian monarchs challenged Assyria, invaded Syro-
Hittite principalities, pushed the frontiers of civilization northward
into Transcaucasia, and meddled in the affairs of the Meds,
Manneans and Persians.... Despite these achievements, the memory
of Urartu faded quickly after the kingdom was destroyed and its very
name is seldom remembered, except in the corrupt rendering
‘Ararat’™,

“Ararat” is not a corrupt rendering of “Urartu”, on the contrary
Ararat is of native origin and the root ar- is found in the Armenian
and other Indo-European languages - Hittite and Greek. For example,
this root forms the bases of such Armenian words as wpuwph]

(ararel- create), Un (Ar - ancient Armenian god), Greek — apaplokw

! A.Sayce, Op. cit., p. 389. Further he writes: “Just as Urardhu is not found in the
Vannic inscriptions, so Biaina, the native name of the Vannic kingdom, is not found
in the Assyrian inscriptions” (Ibid., p. 394).

2 Ibid., p. 389-390.

3 Ibid., p. 402, 405

* Paul E.Zimansky, Ancient Ararat: A Handbook of Urartian Studies, Anatolian and
Caucasian Studies. Caravan Books, Delmar, New York, 1998, p.1.
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(join, fit together)', etc.. As writes Ch.Walker: * ‘Urartu’ is actually
the same name as Ararat, in the Assyrian language’”.

It is clear that Zimansky using the term “Ancient Ararat” in a
historical meaning, mentions Turkey not in an historic, but
modern meaning’. At the same time, contrary to the geographic
term - the Armenian Highland the highest peak of which is Mt.
Ararat-Masis Zimansky wrongly marks this sphere of research as
“Anatolian and Caucasian Studies” (scientifically, on the one
hand, Anatolia corresponds to Asia Minor and, on the other hand,
the Caucasus is the geographic region to the north and east of the
Kur river) and enumerates some country names (Iraq, Iran,
Georgia and Azerbaijan), which have nothing to do with the
territory of the Kingdom of Van (Urartu) identical with ancient
Armenia, including the whole of the Armenian Highland. In
ancient and medieval times Artsakh was one of fifteen provinces
of the Kingdom of Great Armenia. It is the sphere of Armenian
Studies — Armenology.

Since declaration of independence in September of 1991 there are
two Armenian states in Eastern Armenia (eastern part of the
Armenian Highland) - the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of
Nagorno-Karabakh (Artsakh).

As far as it concerns “Azerbaijan” (a corrupt form of Iranian
Azarbaijan), the latter’s name has nothing to do with the history of
the territories to the east of the Kur river. Historically the name of
Iranian Azarbaijan has been derived from Atropatene® (later

! H.G.Liddel and R.Scott, Greek-English Lexicon, Clarendon Press — Oxford, 1996,
p- 234), etc.

% Christopher J. Walker, Armenia and Karabagh. The Struggle for Unity, London,
1991, p.9.

* As a modern name of a state which occupies western part of the historic territory of
“ancient Ararat”, unlike the completely wrong title of the abovementioned book
“Ancient Turkey” co-authored by Antonio Sagona.

* According to the Greek geographer, philosopher and historian Strabo’s (64/63 BC
— ca. 24 AD) “Geography”, “Atropatian Media... got its name from the commander
Atropates, who prevented also this country, which was a part of Great Media, from
becoming subject to the Macedonians. Furthermore, after he was proclaimed king,
he organized this country into a separate state by itself, and his succession of
descendants is preserved to this day, and his successors have contracted marriages
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Adarbaigan) — Iran’s north-western province which lies to the south-
east of Lake Urmia. At the end of May 1918 when “the
Transcaucasian” independent republics were proclaimed: the
Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Georgia and the third one
(with an ethnically mixed population a part of which from the 19"
and early 20" centuries’ Russian statistical documents had been
known as “Caucasian Tatars”") which, due to Pan-Turkic projects, in
the course of time, was artificially called the “Azerbaijani Republic”.
The name “Azerbaijan” in the Soviet period again was sharply
politicized out of the borders of Iranian Azarbaijan and was used as
the name of “Soviet Azerbaijan” with the aim of annexing Iranian
Azarbaijan (in a “revolutionary” way) to it. In 1924, in a lecture
delivered in Baku the famous orientalist, academician V. Barthold
stated that the name of Iranian Azarbaijan had been wrongly used to
show an intent of their unification’, thus planning to annex the
Iranian province of Atropatene-Azarbaijan’. Thereby “the Caucasian
Tatars” were called “Azerbaijanis” since the end of the 1930-40s.”,
but there was no tribe with the ethnic name “Azerbaijani” or “Azeri”
in history and fabrication of a history has been started for them.
“Azerbaijani” falsifiers continue to distort the history of Armenia as
well as of Aluank proper -“Albania” (on the left bank of the Kur)’
and of Iranian Atropatene (medieval Adarbaigan). The permanent
distortion of history by the Baku falsifiers poses a threat in the
region. For example, as it is noted, ““...Tehran has shown... extreme

with the kings of the Armenians and Syrians and, in later times, with the kings of the
Parthians (Strabo, XI, 13,1).

! To differentiate from “Crimean” and “Volga Tatars”.

2 B. B. Baprousx, Counnenus, T. 11 (1), Pa6oTsl mo ncropun Kaekaza n Boctousoit
Esporbl, M., T. 2, yacts I, 1963, c. 703, 775-776.

3 The Iranian official circles, politicians and literary figures protested against
robbing the name of Iranian Azarbaijan, claiming “that this small region in the
Caucasus... has another name and has never been called Azerbaijan” (K. Bayat,
Storm over the Caucasus, Tehran, 2002, p. 66-67 (in Persian), p. 66—67, R.
Galichian, The Invention of History, London, Yerevan, 2009, p. 2).

4 Bonpwas Coserckas Duuuknoneaus, T. L. M., 1926, c. 641, usx. 2, M., 1949,
c. 440.

> Gevorg Stepanyan, Armenians of Baku Province in the second half of the 19"
century, Yerevan, 2013, p. 107.
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concern with prospects of the rise of sentiments calling for union
between the two Azerbaijans”™'.

It is necessary to note that a falsified application of the name of
“Azerbaijan” is also seen on the map entitled “L’Iran a 1’age du fer
(XIV®) milieu du VI° sicle av. J.-C. et les dynasties neo-élamites”
(Salle 11) [“Iran in the Iron Age (14th-mid-6th century BC) and
during the Neo-Elamite dynasties (Room 11)] in the Louvre

Museum.

Antiquités orientales

AILE SACKLER

Salle  Iran

1 ]. ['Iran a age du fer (x1v:-milieu du VI* siecle |

av. J.-C.) et les dynasties néo-élamites

(photo 2012)

! Croissant Michael P. The Armenia-Azerbaijan Conflict: Causes and Implications,
Praeger/Greenwood, 1998, p. 61.
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This mention of the name of “Azerbaijan” chronologically and
territorially has nothing to do with the territory to the east of Lake Van,
north of Lake Urmia and west of the Caspian Sea. In historic reality
this territory corresponds to ancient Armenia’s southern and south-
eastern provinces (central and eastern parts of Vaspurakan, Nor-
Shirakan and Paytakaran — three of 15 provinces of Great Armenia),
situated between Van Lake and the Caspian Sea, to the north of
historic Iranian Atropatene (to the south-east of Lake Urmia).

It is necessary to note that the power of the Araratian Kingdom
(Urartu) reached Zabakha (the ancient Armenian region of Javakhk in
the province of Gugark of Great Armenia). As far as it concerns the
mention of the names Iraq and Iran, it is necessary to pay attention to the
fact that there were certain periods in the Ararat (Urartu) Kingdom’s
history when it widely expanded its limits' stretching beyond its natural
borders to the south of the Armenian Highland and covering wide areas
of Mesopotamia and neighbouring lands (Mana, Bushtu, Parsua) and the
Cis-Caspian regions.

The Armenian name Ararat was read as Urartu in the Assyrian
inscriptions, which were deciphered in the 19" century. Urartu
according to some well-known European orientalists, is an expression
of identification with Armenia of the Biblical name of Ararat. The
Ararat Mountains of the Septuagint’ are identified with Armenia,
according to the Latin translation (Vulgata, 5™ century) of the Bible
(“... montes Armeniae™). According to some European authors of the
19" century the name of the Biblical Ararat corresponded to the name
of the Armenian kingdom, headed by Armenian kings”.

Thus, ancient Armenia and Araratian (Urartu) Kingdom are
identical covering the whole Armenian Highland. Notwithstanding
this fact they are denoted separately in the map of “Room 54”: the

! A.E.Redgate, The Armenians, Oxford, 2000, p. 30-31.

% The Septuagint Bible, VIIL4.

? The Bible Latin Vulgate. Gen. 8.4 (“And the ark rested in the seventh month, on
the seventeenth day of the month, upon the mountains of Armenia”, Gen. 8.4.)

* H.C. Rawlinson. A commentary on the cuneiform inscriptions of Babylonia and
Assyria, London, 1850, p. 40, 70, J. Oppert, Expedition scientifique en
Mesopotamie, Paris, 1863 , t. I, p. 18, 354, H. Layard, Discoveries in the ruins of
Ninveh and Babylon, London, 1853, p. 403; J.Bryce, Op. cit., p.212.
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name of Armenia is denoted in a part of Eastern Armenia, and the
name of Urartu — to the north-west of Lake Van.

GEORGIA

BLACK SEA

ARMENIA

The name of Istanbul and other present-day names in Asia Minor
again are chronologically used wrongly in the same map. Concerning
artifacts from the western part of the Armenian Highland, all of them
are falsely attributed to “east Turkey”.

Late 8th century BC, Urartian Bronze furniture fitting of Late 8th century 8C, Urartian
| From Toprakkale, east Turkey a winged human-headed bull From Toprakkale, east Turkey
d Otstained by AH Layard in 1877 (see illustration); originally inlaid Obtained by AH. Layand in 1877

ME 51248 and gilded ME 91247
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Such a discrepancy is present in the next label entitled “The
Urartian temple at Toprakkale”: “Many of the objects displayed here
were found during excavations at Toprakkale (modern Rusahinili),
the site of a major Urartian temple of the god Haldi. This lay outside
the capital of Urartu, Tushpa (now Van). Urartian temples were built
of stone and mud brick and were square with buttressed corners.
Shields and spears decorated the facades and large bronze statues and
cauldrons on tripods stood in front...”.

The Urartian temple
at Toprakkale

m of the objects displayed here were found during
_excavations at Toprakkale (modern Rusahinili), the site of
' a major Urartian temple of the god Haldi. This lay outside
* Urartu, Tushpa (now Van).

A chronological confusion of the toponyms is obvious in this
label. As far as the artifacts found in Rusahinili [a town of Armenia,
in the neighbourhood of Van-Tushpa (Tosp)] were made in the
period of the Ararat-Urartu kingdom they have nothing to do with
the history of modern Turkey. The wrong identification has led to
false attribution. From this text it follows that “Toprakkale” is
“modern Rusahinili”, but it is quite well known that Rusahinili was
built by Rusa I (735-713 BC). Thus, in reality, the age of Rusahinili
is about 2740 years. Rusahinili is the ancient and not the modern
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name of the archaeological site. In the same false way again the
expression “...from Toprakkale east Turkey” for the period of the 8"
— 7™ centuries BC is wrongly used in the labeling of the following
exhibited artifacts:

Lxcarvated by E. S
Ut by £ Clapon 1 . Ryrkt

“Bronze furniture fitting decorated with a god on a bull (see
illustration), originally inlaid and glided. Late 8" century BC”.

“Bronze figure of a god wearing a pointed horned headdress. 8" —
7™ century BC”.
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“Lead figure with glass and ivory inlays. 8"-7" century BC”.

“Bronze furniture fitting decorated with a recumbent lion originally inlaid and
glided”.
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“Inscribed bronze shield with incised decoration. This was one of
several fragmentary bronze shields found at Toprakkale which may
have decorated the fagcade of the temple. The Urartian cuneiform
inscription can be reconstructed from the other shields as ‘Rusa, son
of Erimena, mighty king, great king, lord of the city of Tushpa (now
Van)'. The concentric friezes show lions and bulls. They are
arranged so that when the shield is upright no animal is upside down.
About 650. Urartian. From Toprakkale, east Turkey”.

All these falsified “toponymical” attributions of the artifacts of the
Araratian (Urartu) period to fabricated term “eastern Turkey” are a
reflection of the Turkish genocidal policy also in “cartographic war”.

' The Armenian toponym Van (in the forms of Biaina and Biainili, according to
cuniform inscriptions of the Van Kingdom) is as old as Tushpa. Biaina-Biainili is
the name of the central royal domain of the Araratian (Urartu) or the Van Kingdom,
as well as a country name - all being the names of the ancient Armenian statehood
attested to in cuneiform inscriptions (the 9"-the beginning of 6™ cc. BC).
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It is necessary to take into account that the period of the Van-
Biaina-Ararat (Urartu) Kingdom is a part of more than five millennia
old history' of the Armenian statehood and historical-cultural heritage
in the Armenian Highland that is attested to by archaeological,
architectural, cultural monuments and written sources.

T T———

Mt.Great Ararat- Great (Mets) Masis (5165 m), the highest peak
of the Armenian Highland

" The Armenian language’s history is a vivid testimony to such an antiquity.
Before the Araratian-Urartian period, Armenian since the initial Indo-European
divergence (8%-6" millennia BC) had already passed a millennia-old way of
development as a separate branch of the Indo-European family of languages. Since the
the 19% c. when initial steps were undertaken to decipher the Vannic cuneiform
inscriptions up to the present some specialists researched the nature of those
inscriptions’ language In the last decade of the 20™ c. researching “Introductory
Formulas in Urartian Inscriptions” Gevorg Jahukyan came to a conclusion that the
Armenian nature of those introductory formulas has been proved and it is possible to
interprete their vocabulary and grammatical structure in Armenian. Thus they may be
regarded as the first known written texts in the Armenian language (¢.R.Quhniljjul,
Mpupunulut wpdwbwgpnipniubph tbpuswljut putwdlitph htwpudnp
hwjjuljut punyph dwuht. Mundw-putwuhpuljut hwunbu, Ne 1, by 124-
129, in Armenian with an English Summary: G.Jahukyan, “On Possible Armenian
Nature of Introductory Formulas in Urartian Inscriptions”. — Historical-Philological
Journal” of NAS RA, 2000, N1, p. 124-129,). Of recent works on the research
regarding the Armenian nature of “the Urartian language” see Sargis Ayvazyan,
“Urartian — Armenian Lexicon and Comparative-Historical Grammar”, Yerevan State
University Press, Yerevan, 2011, p. 33, 100-101).
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CONCLUSION

British historians, theologians, literary, political and state figures
of the 18™-20" centuries Gulielmus & Georgius, the Gul. Whistoni
brothers, Rev. Richard Polwhele, George Gordon Byron, Joseph M.
Turner, Archibald Henry Sayce, William Ewart Gladstone, the
Viscount James Bryce, Henry Lynch, Arnold Joseph Toynbee, David
Marshall Lang, and others contributed greatly to the appreciation of
Armenian civilizational values in treasury of world culture.

Meanwhile the “Room 54” exhibit entitled “Ancient Turkey”
sharply contradicts to the whole system of world historical science.
Turkish historians’ falsifications, especially the fabrication of the
“ancient” history of the Turks have been criticized by American
historians Cleve Foss, Speros Vryonis, Valeria Forte, academician of
NAS of the Republic of Armenia Manvel Zulalyan, Dutch historian Erik
J. Ziircher and British historian Christopher Walker, among others. It is
rather strange that instead of taking into account their criticism the
British Museum’s historians have followed the Turkish falsifiers. It is
not a matter for discussion, as may be presented by biased and unversed
in history persons, it is a fact that Turkey simply did not exist in the
Epochs of Neolith, Eneolith, Bronze and Iron Ages presented in the
British Museum and as a consequence of this discrepancy the ancient
history of Armenia and countries of Asia Minor is corrupted in the
“Room 54” exhibit falsely called “Ancient Turkey”. From the point of
view of international human rights law the directorate of the British
Museum violates the Armenian people’s indigenous cultural heritage
rights in the Armenian Highland, because the archaeological materials
discovered as in Western Armenia which suffered the genocide, as well
as in the territory of independent Republic of Armenia are exhibited in
“Room 54” under the falsified name of “Ancient Turkey”. That is a
continuation of the genocide of culture and the denial of the
Armenian Genocide by the Turkish' government.

In the case of scientific, impartial and objective approaches to the
ethno-cultural heritages of ancient Armenia and the lands of Asia

! David Holthouse, State of Denial. Turkey Spends Millions to Cover Up Armenian Geno-
cide. - Intelligence Report, Summer 2008, Issue Number: 130. http://www.splcenter.org/
get-informed/intelligence-report/browse-all-issues/2008/ summer/state-of-denial
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Minor there should be exhibits entitled “ANCIENT ARMENIA”!
and “ANCIENT ASIA MINOR’? in the British Museum.

i o 7I" 1] e - 1 e ]
The archaeological site of ancient Artashat, the capital of the Kingdom of Great
Armenia built by King Artashes I (189-160 BC)

M L e

The GarniTemple of Sun built by the King of Great Armenia Trdat I (65-88 AD)

' On the basis of archacological artifacts of the Neolithic (sites in Aghdznik,
Ayrarat, etc.), Eneolithic and Bronze [in Ayrarat (Shengavit, Metsamor, Tegut,
Verin and Nerkin Naver), Siunik (Areni-1, Godedzor), Upper (Bardzr) Armenia
(Sosi) etc.] and early Iron epochs the exhibit of “Ancient Armenia” will present
ancient periods of history of Armenia: Aratta (cf. Ararat), Armanum (3rd
millennium BC), Hayasa, Nairi (2" millennium BC), Ararat-Urartu, Great
Armenia and Armenia Minor (1st millennium BC).

2 On the basis of archaeological artifacts of the Neolithic, Eneolithic and Bronze, and
early Iron epochs and the periods of history of Hatti, the Hittite Empire, Kizzuwatna-
Cilicia, Kasca, Troada, Greek - Aeolis, lonia, Doris, Mysia, Bithynia, Lydia, Caria,
Lycia, Pisidia, Pamphylia, Phrygia, Lycaonia, Paphlagonia, Galatia, Pontus, Cappadocia.
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2U3UUSULP LUNULUUEUYUL LCULUUNRE3UL
PCPSULUSE UNFULQUAEU ANOP2AULEP
QLUZUSUYULL CUMIEU «2bU @NRMLPUS
YtN0hLh SNR3UNRESULE ALRSTLUYTUL
EPULeUruuvNhU

E L. hubhbyuib

Udthnthnid

Zujuunnuth yuundnipjul, yqunduljut wyhiwuphwgpnipe-
jutt b huybpkt Eqyh tjuundwdp hbnwppppnipmniup Fphunw-
thuynid junp wpdwwnbbp nith: Appnwbtuljut ywuwndwgh-
nnipjul, qpuijuinipjutt b wpdbunh witduuh gonpshsubpp
(2npe Puypnl, Upshpuyn Ubju, Nihpgud Qqupuunt, Zkuph
Lhug, Qbpdu Ppuyu, Unuiny Onjuph, Ywghn Uwupowy Lutgp b
niphottp) pwpdp bkt quwhwwnb] hwjjuljwt punupulppw-
Jut wpdtputpp hwdwopuwuphuwyhtt dpwlyniyph qudwpuinid:

IX 1. «Ubugn-uwpuniyub dudwiwmjuqpnipniunidy Zw-
juunnwth dwuht hhpwwnwnipiniup XVII 1. yEpohtt dwtipw-
dwut hbnmwgnuws (Fhswupny Onjdtp, hwdwpk) E dodwuphn b
hp Eqpuljugnipiniunid ogurnuugnpsty t «hwy pphunnuubp»y wp-
nwhwjnmpiniup: Zkppdnpnh «Uppjuwuphh pupuntgnid» (Unn
1300 p.) Zujwuwnwp ukpluyugywsé bt npny dwbpudwutk-
pny. Lnjh nmuywip Zwjuunwih Epttpnd” Upwupuwnh qu-
quphl, Uks Zuyp, ©npp Zuyp:

Pphnnwthwunud  Zujuunwth  yuundwdpwlnipuhtt dw-
nwgnipjul Wjuwndwdp hbnmwppppnipjut dwuht o Jiuynid
ntnlu XVII npupnid Unjubu unpkuwgnt (V nup) «Mwwndnije-
mib Zuyng»-h b «Ughiwuphwgnigh» Lnunnunid hpuwwnwpuldus
Mihunnt Enpuypubph junhubptt pupgqwinipmitp, his-
whu twb XIX 1. dwth ubyughp wpdwbwgpmipiniiutpp, h
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phyu npny EYpnuyuljut hbwnwgnunnutph, Upshpuyny Ukjuh
ynnuhg, npybu Zwjwuwnwih dpwlnpughtt dwnwignipmnii
htwnwgnutp:

Zuyng ghnuuwuwunipniup  sdwbwsnn  pphtnwbwluit
pupdpwunhdwt  ukplujugnighsubpp dnpwtmd Eu ULS
Pphunwthuh twphht qupsuybtn Nithjud Bupn Funu-
wuntth nuubtpp, npp Upnny Zwdhy [I-h hpugnpdwé hwytph
ynunnpwsubpp (1894-1896 pp.) hwdwpkiny npyhu hwugu-
gnpénipnitkp dwppynipjut b punupulppnipjut phd,
dhlbunyt dudwbwl), pupdp quwhwwnbing huyjuljut dow-
nipwjhtt wpdtpubpp b fmhun wthwbqunugus nputg nyu-
sugdwtt Junugny’ hwjnwpupl tp. «Owpwyl) Zwjwunw-
tht wpwhwlnid E Swnwyly punupulppnipuipy:

Pphunwtiugh huwynh wtwwywphnpy b wpluwphwgtbn,
hwjwgtwn, swgnuuny hpjwunwugh Zkuph Lhugp tplint wuqud
Swiwwwphnpnt) b Zujuwunwinud (1893-1894 L 1898 pp.) L
hpwwwpuwlt; Uplbbpjut b Upldnjut Zwujuunwiht thp-
Jws Epjhwnnpuith wpuwwnnipini, npnud Wuwndwwowp-
hwgpulwb b quundwlwb wnbnbynipnitutph htn dkjunby,
pupdp quwhwnwlwb £ ndb] hwjjuljut dywlnipughtt wp-
dtpubipht: Lhusp quphnipwipny L ujupwugpl) Upbdunjut
Zujuunnwind pnipp hwiguynp hpwunipiniiubph hpwgnp-
dwd huytiph Ynunnpusubpp:

Pphunwitugh yuwndwpw Untnjn @njupht (1889-1975 pp.),
pupdp quuwhwwnbiny puhy hwy punupulppnipjut tpwbw-
Ymipjniup, hugtph Ypws ghinuuuuwinipjut vwpuwthubph
dwuhtt 1915 p. |nyu wnbkuws hp gppnud gqpbp b «Zuybpp
Unpldunjut Uvhwnd hwdwbwpwp httwgnyt punupwlhpp
wqqu L, b tpwip ukpuynidu npnowlhnplt wdkhg tnwt-
it B ‘Lpwtg hwypbkuhpp Ywuwhg, Uhebkpypuwlwu & Uk
dnytph dholi qunuiynn pwipdp (knutph hwdwlupg b Ujuntn
hwy gyninughtt wwpky £ whhobjh dwdwtwljubphg, hp swup
wpuwwnwtpuwghtt yutipp Jupbing dhtish wyu JEpotwljutn w-
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ntwunp: Ujunbn hgnp, punupwljhpp Zwjng puquijnpnipniin
wpfuwuphnid wnweht ywhwnmpiniub kp, npt punniukg pphuwnn-
ubknipnitp npybtu hp wqquyht Ypnt: Ujunkn Ghtnkght b dn-
nnynipnp swhwqubg Jhtunttwlmpjudp yuhwywitght -
phtg wjwinnypp popnp Ynndtphg wwpptpupup junwpgng
judnidubph nhd... Zuyp ny dhuyt wpluwwnwubp ohtiwljut E,
tw bwlt wphkunh b dnudnp qpununiiph mwunun nith: Lin-
ubpnud wdkuhg mwuqwwwih Jhdwlnid gunndnn gninp tppkp
skp hntuwpynud b niubkp hp gyniqujutt nypngp, b wyu nupng-
ubpp wnnnunw l:hh ntuh Lu1{h]_‘[1 [yt wphuwph... Zuyp Ynpgply
E hp poit Epph Zujuwunwih wdpnpowljub ubkthwljwinipint-
up... yiphtt Gthpuwwnhg wpltyp b Shgphuhg hjntuhu... hwy wg-
g¢h hwonppuljutt munwywupubpp hwuwt ququpbwltnhi
poipp ppuwfuiukph wwebtwpnit YEpyny juquulbpuyus
dwhywl nd&ph hbnbwbpny vhwhquihg b puppupnunippui
ni swpuqnpénipjut pnjnp Ukpnnubpny wyt dkjuptunudhown nst-
sugubnt tyyunwlyny»:

1915 p. dwghuh 24-hu dpwvhwb, Uks Aphunnwtthut b (ni-
unwutwip punwuwuwpnbghtt @nipphwyht, npuytu dwpnynipe-
jutt b punupwlppnipjut nhd tnp hwigugnpénipniutp ju-
wnwpnnh:  Zwjwunwih nwpwspuhtt wdpnnowljunipjut
JEpuubquiwiut ninnué hnpdusubp yupnibwlnn (88-93)
Ulph wuwydwbwghpp (1920 p. ognuiinuh 10) Ywptwljhgutph
htwn unnpugplg twb Pphnnwbwlw uyupnipniip:

Mnruwunwtip (1995 p.) b dpwbuhwt (2001 p.) h phyu wykih
put tpim nwutyul Gphpttph b puquuphy dhgwmqquyht
Juquuljkpynipjniuibph dwbwgkghtt Zuyng ginuuywinipnt-
up: bull Uhwgpu) Pwuquynpnipjut junwjwupnipmniipn Zujng
ginuuyuwinipjut fwbwsdwt gnpépupugp tupwljuytgubing
wiign-prippuljwi punupwljwi pwhkphti' Unkg dandwl thw-
Yninh: Zwng ghnuuwywimpjut wihbppbih thwun b ough
hpoqnipitp, np hwy  dognypnh ploppwih  Uks  dwup
Unpltdwnjut Zuywunwip, qpiyt E hp puhly hwy ptwlsnipiniihg
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b, nputiu ginuuywinipyut htnbwp, quypdus L @nipphugh
innuhg, nptt mntlgynud E dowlnyph ghnuuuubnipjudp:
Enipphwl’ dhanbyny ghquuuyuinipniip iopdnd £ untuwithly
nuunuwywpunnithg b nwpwspuyhl, ynipuljut b pupnuljut
tnjuhwwnnignudhg, gpuim] - pul - Eplupwdgly hp Ynnuhg
Unpludwnjut Zujuwunwih oyniuyugnidp:

Uhugjuy Puquynpmpjub Jupswwbn . Ting Qnpop
(1916-1922 pp.) ywuonnuwpnnnipniithg Uh pwuh mwph wbg
hununnqutl E np, Gpt pphunwbulut junwdupnipjub sw-
puwpwunhl vhpwdwnmpinitp sjhukp, huybkph dbé dwup Uwb
Uwnbkdwunh 1878 p. wuydwbwgpny Yihukp (niuwuwnwuh
nnnoh wupwnywunipjut ukppn, hull Finjhund Jupyws wuy-
dwbiugpny (1878 p.), npp unyuybu nknh niikguy wdpnnen-
Jht ppprnwbwut junwdupnipju uyuntwhg gupdwdp,
«Zwjuwunnwbip qnhwpkpytg hptg jubqubgpuws hwunpuliju
gnhwutnuuhty, nputng hulj pphrnuttwjut junwjupnipjub
gnpénnnipniutbpp «wijuntuwthbjhnpkt hwgkgphti 1895-97,
1909 pp. uwpuuthkjh Ynunnpusibpht b wdkihg hpkowdnpp’
1915 p. hnjnpnuwnht (nnowlhqnid)... »: Linyn @npeh junuwnn-
Juwiunipniip Jupnn b nwuwbbh jhul) giquuyuwinipyut
dundwt ponipp Yhndwpwpubphtt vwwnwpnn ttplughu npny
wlg hwujut punupwgbnttph hwdwp: ULS Fphunwuthwynud,
hwljwunwl tpwbg dunnquljut nhppnpnodwit, Nikjuh Uqqui-
jhtt nnnyp, pwpnunithh LEpnpuy Lnpup, pupnt Fadhn Ug-
wnnbp, QEndph nplpwnuntp b tputg hwdwhinhubpp dwbtwgk)
b puunuwwupunt] ki Zung ginuuuywinipniup b hnpnynpty h-
pkug junwupnipjubp tnyulipy Jupyby:

7. Uwppw) Lwbgp unybybu puwnupulppulut pupdp
quwhwwnwlwing dnnbiwny Zuwjuunwih wuwndnipyuip
qply k. «Zbwgnyt Eplhhp Zujwunwip nknunpjus £ pupan
(Eputpnud... @EL wpph pujuwpdwdp Uhowghwpt E hp htw-
gyt Cowdbiph U Puplknith punqupulpenpmbitpm], Gghuy-
wnnuh htnn dkjunbn, unynpuwpwup hwdwpynid punupwljppu-
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Jut Jjuuph hhdtwlwb wnpmipp, Zuyjuunwip inyuybu Ju-
pnn E npulpdl) npytu dwppughte dpwlnyph oppwiiitiphg dt-
Un: Lwju, hyybu Ouunng gppnid E wuynid, ‘Unjh mwuuyubp
Jwiqg b wnk] Upwpun (kpwb ququpht, Zujuuwnwh hbug
Ykunpnimd... Uhuju wyi pubhg hs-np juplnpnipynih nw-
(hu Gip wpynp Oulnng qppht’ npwhu  wWundwlub
ulqplwnpymiph, pk ns, ny np sh jupnn dhunky Unjub nwyubh
dwuht bpw hwnnpnwsh junphppuiywjut jupbnpnipniup,
nnp hhonnnipjut Uky yuwhwywind Eu nne wphuuphh hwju-
nwgpuubpt nt wthwjuwwnibpp: Fugh wy, Zujuunwip dkp
niwnpnipniut £ yuhwbgnid npybu wntjwuql, hhig hmqup
wnwnh wnwy uljhqp wpws htwugnyt Ukinwnugnpénipju hh-
twlut opwjuiiphg dtyp: Udth nip Zwjuwunwtp nupdwy
pphunntnipiniup npybu Whknwlwt Ypnt pugniuws wnwgh
Uks puquuinpmpmbp hwinhuwbum] Eknbguljut gwp-
nwpuybnnipjut wyt ndh ujqpwynpnnp, npp Ukp ubthw-
Jut’ wpldnjut gnphluh juithiugnpdnidu kpy»:

njuphh b Lwigh quwhwwnwuluutbpp puuljut Yihukht
Pphunutiwljut thqmpwhnLd «ZbhU 2U8UUSUL» gniguupuh
pughkint hwdwp tjuwnh niiktwnyg twb wyt, np puwbqupuih
wuwhbunubpnud jub huyjulwb pugnid gnigudnipubp:

Uhtsptn fphunwbujut pubtquputnd, dh Ynnuhg ®@npp
Uuhuwyh b, dyniu Ynquhg Zugquljut (Enwpjuwphh hadwy-
pkphg hwyntwpbpyws htwghnwljwt ympbph poippuljui
JtEndyuwd «dbjuwpwinipniiubpny» wywuwnwt wnt b gni-
gunpbnt hwuwnp ujuw) YEpwnyg «2htt Cnipphuy wduidws
«54 gniguupwhnid», gujnnit ophttwljn £ wyu hpnnnipyjub, ph
htsytu E @nipphuyh ginuuyuwinipjut dundwt punupu-
Juwunipniup wnmwhwpmd Aphnnwithuwh yuundwdywuln-
puht quudwpwip b wnuwyunnid wohiwphh mmwppkp Eplyp-
ukphg dwdwunn pugnid wygkniutph wenne pwtwljutinip-
it nt fmtwgnnuljutt hknwppppwuhpnipjniip:
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Pnippulutt JEnswpwpnipniuttpp, npnig hhdpnudu k
«pnippuljut yuundwlwb phqp» juhun putbunuwnt) kb nu-
thwgh wwwndwpwt Ephl Snipltpp, wunbdhlnu Uwidl
Oniujyutp, wdkphugh wquudwpwbutp £1hy dnup, Uyk-
nnu Yphnthup, Ywikphw dnpnky, pphrnwbugh yundwpwb
Lphunndtp Ninptpp b wyp:

Uhlunyt dwdwbwl pnipp YEndwpwptbph hbn hudw-
gnpdwljgnid Eu Uh owpp wpunwuwhdwiywt YEunpnuubph
ubpluyugnighsubp: «Zht Bnipphu» Yhptwgpny 1989p. (Yk-
pwhpwwn. 1999p., htn. U.lmm) b 2009p. (htnhtwlubp’
U.Uwgntw b N.Qhdwbulh) hpwwnwpwlytght qppkp npnt-
gnid pugupduwljuybtu Jhnsgws bt yundwlubh wojuwphwg-
poipjniup b mbknutjuunidubpp, pwuqh hpuljwinud htwgh-
nwlwt whnnudutph wopiwuphwgpnipniup Yepupkpnud k
Onpp Uuhuwyht (Ubwwnnihw) b Zuyuljut (Eptwpjuwphht:
bull hbinhtwlukpp oquugnpédtiny upjuwy dtny nindwugdusd
«Utwwnnjhw» nbkpdhup, wyn wdpnnop Jipugpl) Bu gqnynip-
it sniutigus «hhtt Enipphuyghty b wyn JEptwgph wnuy
«ubpjuyugubny» hhtt pwph nuphg (Lw. 1,000,000) L
htinwqu popnp qupuopewikpp’ (Whnjhpjub jubkghnbp, Jun
Ubnwnuqnpsnipmiip. wnudh-puph b ppnugh quipkp, k-
pulwt juyupnipnitp b, hwnljuwbu, Epuph nuph «0i-
pupunit b Uplbkput Utwwnnjhwuby) dhsh Low. 600 p., hus-
whu twl «wpldninpmy quignn tnp dpwnypbkpp @njni-
ghwt, Tjmphwt b Eghjul snywthp»', hisp pugupdwl
tnshp k:

' Pujuljwithtt nwpophtiwly t wikutkp M. Qhudwbulnit npuybu hwdwhbnh-
twl wyjuyhuh YhEnddws whjwunwinyg qpph, npu «puggpynud» E twb
Mpupunth dudwbwluopowip, pwuqh wykh Jun bw hpuwnwpull) kp
«zht Upwpwwny wijuinwing ghpp, nip Wk ko «bp ptwyhsutphtt hwjnp
Ep npubu Fhuylfyh b, nphtt mpdwé Eht twl wy winibtkp, htswhupt B
Unwpuin b Jwih puguiynpnipini:
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®npp Uuhuyh b Zujjuljut (Eptwohiuphh wpbdnju dw-
uh wwwndnipjub JEndwpwpnipjut «dbpnpupwinipniihg»
phlunn «hhtt @nipphw» YEnd wpunwhwjnnipjut Jhpundwb
hhdtwjwt hwjuwunipniukpt wnwewunid tu XI 1. Eplipnpy
Jtuhg ns oninn Unwowynp Uuhuwynid hwyjnudws ubjonil b
onniq pinippkph hkwn ny Uh Juy sniukgnn htwghnwljut nu-
puopowtiitiph, husywtu twlb «Zhtt Enipphwy widu nwl
£.w. II-I hwqupudjulitph weniin] woluphwgpujui’ U-
twunnihw (wyjuhiptl' @npp Uuhw), «wuplbjjut Uhwwnnhu»
(npp upwy YEpwny ogrnugnpsynid £ Uplidnjut Zwjwunwith
thnpjuwpki) nt «Qipupunno maduinidubph tkpjuyugubing:

Pphunutujut putqupuinid punupulut tyuwnwluk-
nny httnbinud G ginuuwwinipiniip duwnnn poipp yuwndwgh-
wnnipjul JEndwpupnipniutiipht: «54 gnigwupwhpy ujuynid £
«dudwbwljugpnpkiy «Lnp pupph» b «Nnudh» nupkpny, his-
whu tpinud £ «Luwpwyundwlwut Bnipphwy jEnd whdw-
unuiny gnigwuwlhg, npntny gpdws bk «@nipphwyh Junu-
gny ptwuuyptptt wnwewgt) tu Unwn 10,000 p. L.w.: Lkn-
1hpjwut Juypbpp Jjuynid Bt hwdwhp Shuwjut wpwpnnnip-
miuutph dwuht 9500 p. Lw.: Pnipphwt hwpniun b dbwnw-
nuwhwbptpny b Juwbtwlwwnny fEunpnuwjut b wpbbjub
(Enubkpnud: Uju ptwjuwt wwowpubph hwdwp tnués yuhw-
op wuwwdwn knuy wnbwnph wéh b Yuhpubkp ogquwugnpédng
Jupswljupgh qupqugdwi hwdwp: Mnudh nupnid (6000-3000
pPe- £.w.) gupuyuwun phufufuptph qupqugnidp, huy-
whuht £ Zwghjupp, wuwinkpuquulub gnpsh gnighy b

«Ghtnpntwlwb b wpbbjwb (Eeukp» wolpwphwgpulju
punmipwqpbphg b dudwbwlwlhg Zwghjwp (Fnipnnip tw-
hwiugnid) wtjwinulhg htnbnd E, np funupp dh Ynnuhg
®Onpp Uuhuyh jud Ubwwunihugh htwghnwlwb Wnipbkph,
huy Unmu Ynnuhg Zuyfulwi (Epbwpiwphh  wpldngui
hwundwsh dwupht k' Zwjwpwl Juibwluunh dwuht nbnk-
Ynipjult juyyugnipyudp §hpunjuws winyhuh ins nkpdh-
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twpwtinipjut, hwdwpyu JEu pup wpwe pphnnwtwlut b w-
Ubphljwt httwgbwnubpp ok kb, np Jubwlwwnp ubnjhpjut
nupuopowinid Zht Zwjwunwthg wpinwhwiynid tp Uhew-
qglinp b Ukpdwynp Unplkp:

dudwtwlulhg Zwghjup minuuntip dnwgushu Jepuny
E oquuuugnpdyty, hppl pl wytt wyupwtt hhtt k, nppwtt b htiw-
Juypp: Unwtg nplbk tonudh, np wytt dudwbwljulhg wtdu-
tnid E, tny jupgny L.w. 6000-5500 pugpius «Uing -
unipjudp gnittwmquipny uwthnpy gnigwbwlnid hhpwnwljgus
E «hwpud-wpbdnyui @nipphwy: Udbjhl, Yinshpp pwpni-
twlbny, gpyuwsd k. «Gubwtg wpdwuhlubkpp Jupbnp Eht hh
Eoipphwynud»: Ujunithbknl, tnyb Ytns Yhpwyny gpdws k, np
wyn pungdjws Yhpwywpbbpp Bupunpty & wwihu, np nputp
«wnwwnnipjull wunjwsdnihhitp tht hht  Enipphuwynud»:
Qupdwtwy Jupkih Lk np Ppprnnwbujut pubquputh dwu-
twgbwntbpp pny) Bu wyk), np gnigumupwhh §End yEptwgph
punpnipyut b ubpuyugdws Wyniptph jubnupmnipdus Jky-
unipjut jpugpnid hpkg wpwetnppkt dwdwwljwlhg pnipp
ytEndwpwpubpp:

Zuwghnmpjut by pugnijws wbpdhtp, npp tuwpw-
qpnud t @npp Uuhugh «bwuugyundnipniipy &hon oginu-
qnpdty E, opptwl Riknw hniphtigp hp ghppp Yplwgpting
«Luhuywndwljut @npp Uuhw»: Lu qpbp L «@npp Uuhw-
1h wohuwphwgpnipniip juqunud £ nppuw twpuywuwndnipint-
up nuunudbwuhpdwt bujut wwuppp». Ujuyhuny, «Lwjuw-
wuundwlwt Gnipphu» b «Zhtt @nipphw» wpunwhwjnnipe-
niutbpp hwjughnwlwt u:

«54 gniguupwhnid» hwenpny pwdhp Ypnud L «dwn ppn-
qh nupp L.w. 3000-2000 pp.», nph gniguwwnwiinwlhi Yplhi
Ytndywd qpnipnit k. «2htt @nipphwt Jknwnubtph juplnp
wnpmnip kp... Uqywew Znnijh hwpniuwn punnudubpp wwpnt-
twlnid tht pupy dknwnyu hpkp... Shgphup b Gthpuwnt ni-
nhutp Ehtt mywhnynid ntyh Uhphw b Uhpwgbwp... Upwnw-
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hwuynud thtt ywnhtdp b ppnuqp, whwgh wpynibwhwinudu
uljuytig Swypnup {Enubpnud... Spoyutt hhdugk) Ep wpbdnjw
wthht Unwn L. 2900 p. ...»:

Uju nkpunhtt nintljgnid £ uh pwpuntq, npnud, Ejukny «54
gnigwupwhh» «Zht Enipphw» Jind wwiunidhg htnhtwy-
ubpp «@nipphw»y wbdwiunidp qhnbnk] bt ®npp Uuhwyh
Jtunpnunid: bulj Zujjuljui (Eptwohiwphh wpbdnyut dw-
uhtt (Upldinjut Zujwunwh) hwdwywnwupwing - Ghpa-
nh wjwuquihg dhtgh Upwpwwn (kep dqynn tmwpwspp ns vh
wintiny  sh Upgws, nphg wplkyp tkplughu Zujuwunwih
Zuipuybnnipjutt ningnmd gpws £ Zuyuunw: Ujuhs,
hwjnth &, np Zujuunuwip gundwwinptb puggpll) Ewd-
pone  Zuyulwi (Entwppowphp:

Lkplughu Ujuow Znjnil] wnknuijut hhpwwnwlnipiniihg
htintnd £, np junupp @npp Uuhuwjh httmghunwljub wynipbph
dwuht E, hulj Shgphu b Ghpuwn ghwnbtph hhpwwnwlnipniup
Jhpwpkpnd £ Zugjuljut (Eptwpjuwphh wpbdnjwt hwndw-
dht: Ujuwhuny, ykpnhhojuy gnigmiwlnid tjupugpus huw-
ghnuljut b yuundwljubt ndjujutpp ny vh juy sniuku tbp-
Juyhu @nipphuyh htwn, wy Jepupkpnd Gu @npp Uuhugh b
Zugujut Eptwppuwuphh wuwudnipjui hhtt dwdwbwluop-
owthi:

Uniu gnigwbwynid junuynid £ Law. 1920-1740 pp. wun-
phunuiyut webwnpuwlwbubph qunpniptubph hwunmuwndwt
dwuhtt Ywwuwnnyihwmd, npp ywundwlwb wohuiwphw-
gpoipjult mbkuwilynithg Ypyhhtt YEnsting yundwwphiwp-
hwgpnipniip todws b «Uknpniulul @nipphugnidy:

Spnjuh ywwndnipiniup unybybu npupdk) E poipp YEndw-
pupwitph phpwpp: «54 gnigwupwhh» gnigwbwlubph pn-
Juwunulnipjniuthg htwnbnd L, np wgybunbn wpunwugnus
pnipp JEndwpwupmipjut tlntwhbupnid £ XX nuph 30-wljub
pyuluuttphg «dbwlbpyué» «pnippuljut yuundwluh

117



npnypp», npp hbnwquynud juyunptt putttwnpunygtg unpu-
gnyu yuundwghunmpiut dbky:

busytu ok k E. 8jnipptipp, Untunwdpw Ludw Upwpnip-
ph §nnuhg hwdwenpkt wewljgyny wyy Yhnshpnid ubkpljuyug-
Ynud tp, np «onudbptipp b jubpbpp twhiw-poippbp By, huly
«Uphjut b 2highq pwbp punupwlppuljut wnwpkinipniu
Eht hpwlwbwgunid» b wyn «nbunipjniupy hpuljubwgynid
Ep «pnipptiphtt hpktg wbguh b wqquphtt hupunipjub
tjuundwdp hyupunipjut qqugnid ukpuplbnt btyunw-
ny, npuytiugh tpwig whpwwnbku hpkug wudhowlwt whgyu-
1hg oudwljul nupwopowihg: Mkpkpht (U wpnpughtkphi)
twpiw-pnipptp hwjnwpupkip dh hwybpjuw) wnwybnipniu
niibp wwywgnighini, np Ghwinnjhwi poippuljui kphp kp
wlhhobih dwdwtwlubphg, wnwhuny hwipuybnniput
puwnupughtiph wpdwwnibpp nupwsting  hpkug ptwltg-
pwd (hdw qupws - E. %) hngniud: Yw wyt Uhonghikphg Ukl
Ep, npnugny phdwjuljuwb nEjudupnipniup thnpdnwd Ep Ju-
nnigk] unp wqquyhtt hupunipmnit b nidkn wqquyhtt Yhwu-
unipnin:

Uwitydl] Qniujyuip juhunn putwnuunnipjut b Eupwupyly
hwnljuwbu Zuyng hht b dhohtt nuptph yuwwndnipjui fuk-
nupnipndp wpnh pnipp yuwndwqpnipjub dke:

«@mppuljmt  wundwlul phgh»  hwdwouwphwhb
wuwwnunipjut Jindwpwupnipjut htn juydws pnnp dkntw-
dnipynituibpht owjugwpuhsy hwpjws t hwugpl] wypnd. £1hy
dnuuli hp «Gpp poipplpp punupulpptghtt wpuwphp» hnn-
Juoénd® puguhwjnbiny Cnudbpnud b Bjudnid  «pnippuljui
whunmpniuubph b punupubph» b, hppl ph, £.w. Unwn 5000 p.
«pnipplph uppuqut Utwwnnjhw qunt b ukpuljut punw-
pwjppnipiniup hhdutnw dwupt YEnshpubkpp:

Cuwnn «54 gnigwupwhh» gnigwwlh, pbpwlwb duypupu-
nuph Mwpniuwb, hhdtwngpdt] tp «@kinpniwlwi Enip-
phuynmid L.w. Unwnn 1650p.»: Quuywus vwpniuwgh juwwlgnip-
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jadp tpdws E dudwbwljuljhg Annuqgnyp, uwljuyt «4knpn-
twlwb Fnipphw» mpnwhwjnnipyut htn «dudwbwlulhg»
punp sh ogunugnpsyws: hpuljut htwmghnwlwb hpkph nk-
nugpnipniup «Ykutnpnbwut @nipphwjnud» hwuglgpky b
Uh owupp withwdwwywnwupiwmtnipinititph nputg ninklgny
pupinkgnud: Ophlly oquiugnpdyws b dudwiwlwlhg bu-
wnwtpni] wtdwiunwdp’ npybtu jubptpht, Uhunnwthht b Uun-
phunnwuht dudwbwlwlhg, hull wdpnnomipjudp Jtpgdus
nwpwswopowin Yind Ypyny ukpjuyugus L npytu «hhu
Pnipphw»: Ldwbwybu «Ywyk nwpinwljubppy b «@upuu-
nwlwt uvnpnijubphtt Jepupkpnn  wuyjdwbwghpp»  upuwg
Ytpyny whunwuwynpjws Lu. «Whpwulub, k] Uswbwghg
Fnipphwyh hwpwy-wplbkpnidy, wyuhts whwp k (hukp «®npp
Uuhwjhg hwpwy-wiplibp»:

«Fnippujutt yundwljub plqp» wpunwugniiny pnippu-
i qupnquiwb b pujwishwliwi pnsynp Eowlnp buyw-
nwluunué Ep Juubknt wopowphh punupulppului
pupdp wpdbputph wpdwwnubpp: Pulj pwth np @nipphuyh
gnpdwé ghnuuywinipjub hwtgugnpénipniup dunud £ wi-
wwuhd, pynud k, pt htwpwynp sk vwbdl] pnippuljub qu-
nuthuwpuybu wulnpwn Ephwluynipmniup: buswhu ok | L.
dnuup, Nbpwult punupulppnipmniup «ubthujubwugub-
Inig» htwn, «pnippuljut phtqp» prhsp £ juwnwpnid nhwyh
Spnjuyh dumul‘hanp]nLh]}, «sUnnwtiwny» hendbwlwb punw-
puljppnipjut bnipniuljjut dwnwiugmipju «thengny» twh
huwjuljunipniuutp  ubpyuyugut] Punwhuwh tuundwdp,
puwigh wnwdunbing thnppuuhwut b pujuiyut dnnn-
Ynippubph wunibkpp b tpwbg hwjunwpwupbing npytu
«poippuljmb ghntp»  (ubphkpht'  «kph», ppwlwughubpht’
«ppuljupy, pniqughubphtl «hpiinoy), pmippuljui phqp»
pniqughubph dh &ninht tkpuyugund £ npytu Prnuhw
qunpwd «knpniuljutp, npnup hondbwljuwt punupwlppenipe-
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jut hhuptpp nplght»: LEdwh «phqnud»  tdwbwwbu Yhns-
Jwsd E Bghyunnuh yuwndnipjniup:

Juwjbphw dnpnbku hp «Zbwghwnnmpniip b wqquytwlju-
tmpmbp  wpnuljul wpwuylp  Bupnphumnody - wohiw-
nnipjut Uke Uoky L, np bwpniuljjut npnp ghubwnhy thnpdbkp
gniyg kb gt bnpniuljubph b @npp Uuhwh ptwyhsubph dholt
gnmipinit mbubkguwsd Juuwp: dnpnbkh ok L «Uju ghubnpl
thnpdtph  wpmynitpubpp ks juwinuydwnnipjudp punniuygb-
ghtt pnippujutt hwuwpwlwjinipyut Ynnuhg, npp hywpunn-
pbt wnwye b pwonmid wytt wbunipjnitp, pk qupqugus bn-
pnuuljjut punupwlppnipniup @npp Uuhwjh wuwndwlwub
wpyniupt kp b, gputng hul, juqunud Ep poippujut yun-
dwljut wjwinnyph tywbwlwihg dwup: Onippuljub phppt-
pp hpuwywpultghtt wju qiubtnhy Gopdbph wpynibpbbpp,
hwjnmwpunptny, np @nipphwt Jupny tp wowbg juulwsh
nipnuih juy unbnsdt] binpnuuljjut wugyuh htwny:

Pnippulut wwwndwgpnipjut dbky whpnny wjuwyhuh
JEndwpwpnipjut dptnnpunid ndup sk mbutk), np Fph-
nwiwlub pwbqupuih «54 upwhp» gpykp L pnipp Yhndw-
pupubph npudwungpnipjut nul: Uwluwyt YEndwpwputph
pninp owuplpp qnip L, pwbqh wuwwundwghwnnipymi dke
hwyinth £, np tkplughu poippliph bwputhkpp onniq b uky-
ontl] pinipplipp wunpuipwiwut b Jbkpdwpuwjjut nwthwu-
wnwubkphg uljulk] Bu hpkug ukppunidnudubtpp XI . Eplpnpy
Jtuhg, hull Ynunwiununiynihup gpuytght, pwjuukght b
wytpkght 1453 p.:

Zujwnwl pnnp wundwlwl thwunbphtt b quundwgh-
nmpjul nkumpnibitphl, pun WoYws upwhh hwenpr
«Pnignid b Jhpwsuniln. Lw. 1200-546 pp.» gnigwbwlh,
nipphwt whuywubkihnpb «hwjntynd by Nupuljuljui
Juyupnipjut Juquh dke, huswytu, wyn gnigumtwlnid k upgws.
«...Ypudubpl wnwghtt wmiqud hwnytght [ininhwynid, onipg
650-600 pp. L.w.: Huwig oqunugnpsnidp juyunpkl tnwpws-
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Jtg hnyt quynmipwptwlutph Ynnuihg, npnup qunpl) khu nk-
wh poippuljub dnduthp: Law. 546 p. Lininhujh Ypkqnu wp-
pujhlt upunnmpjut dwntkg wupuhg Ynipnu ULS wppul,
npuithg htwnin @nipphwt gupdwy NMwpujulut Jujupnipe-
jut twhwgp»:

‘Luihu, ®npnp Uuhwjh L.w. VII-VI qupkpp pungpynn dudw-
twlwppowtth yuwwnunipjut juuwyuwlhgnipjudp «pnippuljui
dnJuth» nkpuhuh ognugnpénidp wthbphpnipnit k, putqh
wjut dwdwtwl pnipptp gnynipinit sniukht @npp Uuhwynid b
Unwowynp Uuhwynid, husybu twb skt hhowwnwlynid hw-
dwpjuwphwyhtt wwwndnipjut dbke: Pull hnyubpp Eqbjuuh
wplbjut snjuhiyu opowtittpnid hwunwwnyly Eht ghinlu
L. II hwq. ytpoht b I hwq. uljqphtt n1 dwdwbwlh ptpwg-
pnid hhduk] Enjhwlwi, Znuhwlwt b dnphuljut qunnipit-
e ©npp Uuhuwjh wpbdwnjut whh Epujupny (Uhikwn, Ght-
unu, QUjnintthw b wyt), hpkug hippht Uké tywuwn phpkinyg
hntttwljwb ywwwndnipjuip b punupulppnipjuin:

Epypnpy Zht wpblph guundnmpjub ujqpiunpmpubphg
E Ywpth I-h (522-486 pp. £. U.) Fkhhupnityjut tnwjkqnt wp-
dwbwgpmipinip, npnud Upbdktyut Jujupmipjut juqunid
Twipthh hhowwnwlwsé tpypubkph b dnnnymippubph pynud
wwpq & np ny’ pouppbph b ny’ b @nipphugh twuht ng th hh-
owwnwlnipnit shw b skp k| Jupnn (hul: Zwjunwl «@nip-
phuyh» puguluynipjuip Lw. II-I hwmqupudjulutph b wyk-
1h n12 duwdwtwlubph hwdwoppwphwihtt uwwndnipiniuhg, Yt-
pnhhoju gnigwbwlnid hwjnwpuwpymd k, np «@nipphwb
nupduy Mwpujulwb fujupnipjubt twhwigp»: Udtht, wn
gnnipmnit smubgws «@nipphw» Yhndhpp owpnitwlynd k
«54 upwhh» hwgnpn pupwnbkqnud, npnid «gnyygy» k npqus, np
«2.u. 1200-546 pp.» Pnjnighwi, Lininhwb, Ywphwib, Lhijhwb
«nipphwjh hhtt opowtitkpt Eh: Uwjuyt «f@nipphw» punp
dudwtwjulhg mkpdht £ b ny th uwy snith ®npp Uuhwjh
hht b Uhptwnunh dké dwuh yuwndnipju htwn:
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Pphnutwjut pubqupuinid jub bwb wy) gniguwupuh-
ukp, npntp htnbju) wpjpowphwgpujut wuntbkpt Gu Ypnd.
«Zht Gghuyunu» (4, 61, 62-63, 64, 65, 66), «Zht Znithwunw b
znnuy (6, 11-23), «Udphiu» (25), «Uuhw» (33, 67, 92-94, 95),
«BYpnyw» (38-39, 40, 46-51), «Uhohtt Uplkp» (7-10, 34, 52-
56), «Udkphlwlbp» (26, 27): «Zht» npnohsp ghnnwljwunpkl
ogunugnnpdyws k Bghwywnnuh, Zntbwuwnwih, Znndh, Yhwypnuh,
wjuhtptt wjt Gpypukph wudwiunidubph hkwn, npntp hpnp gn-
mipinit ku niukghk] hhtt dudwbwlubpnid b ikpnppnud B jw-
nupl] hwdwohmuphwihtt dpwlnmipwjhtt dwnwugnipjut dke:
nipphuwgh nhypnid «hhw» npnohsp sh Jupnn ghnwljuinpk
ogquruqnnpéyk, putth np wjtt gnynipnit sh niukgl) hunud:

Uhty «54 upwhh» dbwynpnudp b wjt «Zhtt Fnipphw» w-
Juubp Pphuwtwlwt  pwbqupuih  wowwnwlhgubpp
whup E Swinpwbuwhtt hwdwywunwupwt ppwtvhwului,
ghipdwtwluib, pniu b, hwnjuyby, pphrnutuljut yundw-
ghnnwljut b wohnmuphwgpuljut gpujuinipyut htwn, npnd
&oqnhnn yuundwwopwphwgpujutt mbpdhtwpwinipni
wwhwywidb;: Uy wowwnnipniiubphg wowyl] wgph Gu
puljuinud W Ukjuh, Z. Lhush b ¢+ Lwiigh gppbpp:

Zunjuytu Utjup, wugpunuetuny dwih puquynpnip-
bt dudwbwljuopowth wuwwndnipjubp, hunwlnpb oquw-
qnpsdt] E Updkuhw-Zuywunwb b Upwpun-Nipupinnt widw-
unwdubpp: Ubjup dwtth ubyughp wpdwbwgpnipiniuubph dw-
dwtwuopowip (Rw. IX-VII nr.) punmpugpl) L npuybu «Zw-
juutnutth Unnwgdws Jun yuwndnipjuiy qupuopeowis:

Zht Zwjwmunwih wpbdnyut dwuh wonwdnd wjtyhup
wbpdhtuubkp, huswhuhtt o «Upbbpw  @nipphwy, «Zhlt
nipphw» b wyil, uppwy bt oqgunugnpddus «54 gniguupw-
hh» Upwpuwn-Nipupunnth dudwbwuopowthtt ybpwpbpnn
gnigubwljubpnid:

Zujunwl htwmghwnwlwb hpbph wnuhuh YEns wnbnub-
Juiwlwi thpjuyugdui’ Ukjup dudwbwlhl oguugnpsty k
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woiwphwgpuljut widwunidutp, npnip hwdwywwnuwupuw-
unud b Zuyuwunwth quundwlwt dwupwignipjuip: Lw hh-
owwwlt] E wy quyptpp Uptduyut b Upbbpub Zuyuunw-
unwd, npuntn hwyunbwpbpyl] o ubywughp wpdwbwgpnipe-
jibikpp, twj' dwip b hp opowluwypp, wjunthtnl Upw-
puwwn 1knhg hjntuhu b Gpuwujuh (Upwpu) hndund  quagng
Juyptpp, tobny np, h mwuppbpnipnit dutth wpdwbwgpnipe-
mitubnh, pthy Fhuytiw-dwt winiup sh hwunhynid wunpbu-
nwijul wpdwbwgpnipnittipnud: Lw qpby E np Jbpohti-
ubipu wjt hhpwwnwyl) B «ipupunnt jud Upwupuwny:
Zugjujut Upwpun wijuinudp XIX qupnid Jipswtdws
wunphunwiyuwt wpdwbwgpnipoitttpnud jupnugdt) | np-
whu Nipwpunnt, npp, hwdwdwju BYpnyuljut npny hwjnuh
wplbjugbnubph, Zujwunwih hbn wunjuswotyyut Upw-
pun witdub inybwgdut wpnwhwyjnnipniut b Ujuyhuny,
yundwluinpbt' Zujuunwbp b Upupun-Quypupnnh bng-
twlub b Quwyud wyu thuunh' «54 gniguupwhh» hwenpry
pupunbqnud Zujuunut wuinudp gpus E dhuyg Uplkjut
Zuywunubh vh dwumd, hul Qupupinn widuimdp Jwbw
18hg hjnituhu-wplbdnunp: Unyt pupunbqmd dudwbwljugpn-
pku uppwy B ogurnugnpdyws hunnwtipnyy b wy) dwdwbwljuljhg
wintbibipp @npp Uuhuynud: by JEpupkpnid £ Zuygjuljut (be-
twohiwuphh wpldnyut dwuntd hwjnbwpbpgws httwghwnw-
Qul ppkpht, wwyw nputip popnpp finddws Ypuyny Jtpugp-
b Bu «Uplbju @nipphughty: Udbiht, YEndhpp wjupwt k
hunpugdt], np ppuig Ybpwpkpnng gnigwbwlnud  unyuhuly
gnyuws k. «Bnhpuljjut (dudwbwljulhg nruwjpuhihh)»:
Zwjnuh E, np Mniuwpuhthihtt juemigly £ niuw I-p (735-
713 pp. Lw.), hul] tnsd gnigwtwlhg htnltnmd b hppl ph
nihpulju bt «dudwbtujuljhg niuwphtthiht by fphunw-
twlwb pubqupuinid whwnp b hdwbuwgh, np 2niuwpupih-
JhG, npp Unwnn 2740 mupyu wuwndnipinitt nith, wyn htwgh-
nwlwt Juyph hhtt wtdutnudu b Ujtybu np, ubkpiuyjugdwus
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hptpp dwdwtwljulhg @nipphwjh htwn ny vh Juy sniuky, b
gnigutwljnd L.w. VII-VII 1. Upwpwwn-flipupunnth puqu-
Unpnipjut undnipjut yEkpugptp puquhu hhpuwnuljgus
«Uplikjjut @nipphuyhty pugupduly Ylnshp k:

«54 upwhh» gnigutwlutpnmd tyyws E twb «Snipwyu
(uydd dwl)»: Uuljuyh huyulumb dwb winibp wjbuhuh
hunipinit nith, hyybu Snipowyuwi k' Uju Jyuydws £ dwbwm
dwynh wpdwtwgpnipiniinud, npunbkn Upupuwnjut puquyn-
poipniip (wunphutnwiyut wpdwbwgpmipniitbph Nipup-
wnnt) hhpwnwljyws £ npybu Fhujtw-dwi: Undubu funpk-
twghtt ywhwwuk] £ dwth dwuht hht hhpwwnwlnipinit, n-
nht wunpunupdby kp phntiu Ukjun:

Uthpwdbon £ ujuwnph muktw, np dwb-Fhuyuw-Upw-
puwn (lipupunnt) puquynpnipjut dudwbwlwopewtp Zuy-
jujut (kntwppuwuphnid Zuyng ywhnwjutnipjut wykh put
hhughwqupuiju yuwndnipjut' twub k juqunid, npp Quwyg-
Jws L htwghunwlwl, dupnupuybnwlut, dowlnipujht
hnipwpdwbttpny b gpuynp uljqptiwnpnipubipny:

Pphunnwtwlwt putqupuih nmbophunipniup dwpgnt hpw-
Yniipubiph dhpwqquyhtt opkuph wkuwulniihg fuwponnd k
Zugujut (Enttwppuuphnid hwy dnnnydpph dpwljnipuyhtt dw-
nubignipjul hpwymbpibpp’ ph’ ghnpuuuywinipyub Gupwpl-

! Zuybipbt hqlh uundmpmip Jun Jyuynipgnit b wjughuh himppuis
Uluws  ulqpbwluitt  himtdpnyuljut wpnhmuhg  (Rw. VII-VI  hwg,)
huytptup dhty wpupunyub-mpupunujut dudwbwljuopeowiin wpnku wighy
tp  qupqugdwt hwqupudjulubph mnh, npytu hugbypnyuljut (Equ-
punwtthph wnwtidht gnin: dwth ukwywghp wpdwbwgpnipeniutbph Ytpsw-
fwtt wnwght puytiphg dhtgh tkpjuyhu dwdwiulubpp npny dwubugtinibtp
htinwqgnunt] Eu nputg (Equh punypp: XX nuph yipehtt mwubundjulubpnud,
htinmwgnunbiny «Mipupunulut wpdwbugpmipnibitph  tbpwswlut  pu-
wdltppy wjuntdhynu unpg Quhmljjuip ol E np wywugmgynud k wyy
pwtwdlbph bugjuljwb punypp, hlvwbku twb bpwbg punwywowpt nu
phpuljubwlui Jurngyuspp hwpunnp t dbyul) hwybpbing, wuhpt' wyy
pauttwdlitpp hwdwipt hwyng (kqyh wnwght gpuynp hwjinth wkpuwntpp:
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Jws Upldngui Zujuuinwih, b pk’ whljw Zujuunwuih Zub-
puybunnipjut nmwpwspnid hwyntwpbpyws httwghnuljut
wynipbpp «54 gnigwupwhnid» ubpjuyugting «Zht Enipphu»
Ytind winjwb wwy, hyp  @nipphuyh Ynnuhg hpugnpéinn gh-
nuuyuwinipjut dundwt pwpnitwnipniub k:

Stnuuywtnipjniup dunbknt hnjuwupktt whghwlub Ju-
nwyjwpnipjniip whwp khinbh wnwownbd pphinwtiugh gnp-
Shyliph thnpdhl, npnup XIX nuph tpehg U wydd £y pupd-
pugunud Eu hwuwpwlulwt Jupshpp h wuwownwywinipnil
Upldnjutt Zujuunwinwd, htiyywhu twlb Oudwiyub Juyju-
pnipjut Ynnuhg quypdws wy] nmmwpwspubpnid ghnuuuyuw-
unipjut Lupwuplyuws huytph hhpwwnwulh b qundnipjub w-
twswnnipjub:

Qhunwljul, wiinndiwluw; b Lodwphn dnnbgdudp Zw-
jumutnwith b ®npp Uuhwyh tpypubph Epundowlnipuwyht htiw-
gnyu dwnwbgnipnibtbpp Fphnwbwljut  pwbqupubnd
whwnp b ubkpuyugyth «PL 2U8UUSULY L «ZPL oNer
UUPU»* winfwinidubpny] gniguupwhubpnud:

! Uyt Yubplywywuglh Unp puph (hnujugptp Unatthpnud, Ugpupuinnid b wy)i),
wnudh-pwph, ppnugh [Uyjpupun (Thuquypp, Ukdwdnp, dEpht b Lkppht
Lutp), Upnitihp (Upktp-1), fupdp 2ugp (Unup) b wyb)] b qun tpluph
nuptph htughnwlwt Wyniptph Ypu hhdudws hht Zuyuunwih Upwnnugh
(hddn’ Upwpuw), Updwinwdh (I hwqupudjuly L. w.), Zuyuuwygh, ‘Luwhphh
(I hwug. L. w.), Upwpuwn-Nipupunnth, Uks Zugph b @npp Zugph (I hwg. L. w.)
dudwtuuopowiitinh yununipiniip:

Uju Yubpyuywgh ®npp Uuhugh wmwppbp pppwtiibpnid huypntiwpbpgus
Unp puph, wnudh-puph b ppnugh m Jun Epluph qupbph htwghnwlui
Wniptph hhdwt Jpw' vwphh, MEpulut Juwjupmpjut, Yhgniuwnbw-
Yhihhugh, Ywuluyh, Spojuygh, hmbwlwb' Enjhwlwb, Znbhwlwb b
Mnphwljutt qunnipubph, Upwuhugh, fmipwihuygh, Lnihwgh, Ywphugh,
Lhyhugh, Mhupnhuyh, Mundthhihugh, @onighwgh, Thjunthwgh, Mwihjwpgn-
thuyh, Qujuwnhuwgh, Mnunnup, Ywyunnyjhugh dwdwbwluppewuubph
wwwndnipiniup:
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The Khtskonk monastery (VII-XI cc.) before 1920. Four of five churches were
destroyed by Turks.

The ruins of St.Sargis church (photo 2000).
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