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PREFACE

Hundreds of books have been written on the Armenian Question and
massacres, yet very little is known about the services of Armenians
in the cultural, economic and administrative life and development of
the Ottoman Empire. This study is an investigation into the con-
tribution by Armenians to the Ottoman public life, especially in
Eastern Anatolia and Syria from 1860 when the Armenian community in
Turkey was given a new legislative Constitution on the basis of
'"Tanzimat' (reforms), until 1908 when the Young Turks seized the
power and followed a bitter fanatic national-religious policy which
had tragic consequences for both the Armenians and Turks.

I have deliberately limited the area of investigation to the
eastern provinces of Anatolia which earlier formed the western part
of historic Armenia and which in the diplomatic language of the
nineteenth century (until the Treaty signed at Sdvres, 10 August
1920) was referred to as 'provinces inhabited by Armenians'. To
these 'villyets' I have added the provinces of Syria which neigh-
boured the Armenian Kingdom of Cilicia and where, especially in and
round Aleppo, old Armenian communities had settled. Both in
Anatolia and Syria, the Armenians were employed in various adminis-
trative, judicial, economic and secretarial fields and, to a lesser
extent, in technical affairs, agriculture, education and public
health. And this in spite of the fact that, for the Armenians,
these were forty-eight years of transition from established status
of a favoured Christian 'millet' to the tragic insecurity of a
hunted people.

This study is necessarily based on the Ottoman provincial year-
books ('salname') which recorded in detail the names, ranks and
functions of the paid officials and unpaid community representatives
and private citizens who served the numerous local bodies. In 1263
H/1846~7 the Ottoman Empire began to publish imperial year-books
('Devliet-i &liye-i osmaniye salnamesi'), listing the officials of the
central and provincial governments (S.R. Iskit, 'Tirkiyede negriyat
hareketleri tarihine bir bakig' ('A Historical Survey of Publishing
Activities in Turkey'), Istanbul, 1939, pp.34-6 and 356-61 and 'EI'
1st, iv, p.83). In 1284H/1867-8 the chief secretary ('mektubcu')
of the province of Aleppo, Ibreshim Halet Bey (a biography of whom
can be seen in 'Trkiye Ansiklopedisi' ('Encyclopaedia of Turkey'),

vii



viii Preface

Ankara, iii, 1956, p.133) published a statistical annual of the pro-
vince. Soon other 'vilAyets' followed the example of Aleppo, and
thus there were created the provincial year-books (Iskit, op. cit.,
pp.96-7). These 'salnames' gave the geography, produce, population
and all the officials and officers of their provinces. As Iskit has
pointed out in an ted way the 'vilfyet-salnames' are 'for
the most part wrong' (ibid., pp.360-1), but in my research, mis-
spellings of names, and also mistakes in geographical and historical
surveys did not cause any special difficulty, because I was inter-
ested in differentiating between the names of the Muslim and Chris-
tian officials, while compiling statistics of personnel of all the
departments of government affairs.

In Burope the best collection of the provinecial year-books of
Eastern Anatolia is possessed by the Bibliothéque Nubar of the
Armenian General Benevolent Union in Paris. In order to study a
sufficient number of these 'salnames' for comparative purposes, I
undertook a tour of the Middle East and worked in the Library of the
American University of Beirut, in the State Library of Aleppo, and
in the libraries of the University and of the Municipality of
Istanbul. The last ('Istanbul Belediye Kfittibhanesi') has quite a
large collection of year-books.

At the beginning of each chapter I have made a historical survey
of the relevant province. For this part of my study I have con-
sulted the 'Bncyclopaedia of Islém' (first and second editions),
'Islém Ansiklopedisi', §. Frageri's 'Qimlls #l-a'ldm' ('Dictionary of
Proper Names'), R. Grousset's 'Histoire de 1'Arménie', Y. Manan-
dian'e 'Critical Survey of the History of the Armenian People',

M. Ormanian'e 'History of the Armenian Nation', local histories of
the Armenian communities in Eastern Anatolia and Syria, and other
sources which are referred to as they occur. In presenting the ad-
ministrative structure of the 'vilayets', I have utilized the im-
perial and provincial year-books, the encyclopaedias mentioned
above, and 'La Turquie d'Asie' of V. Cuinet. In order to enable the
reader to locate the place names of Eastern Anatolia on modern maps,
I have adopted the renderings as given in the gazetteer of Turkey
('Tirkiyede meskiin yerler kilavuzu' ('Gazetteer of the Inhabited
Places of Turkey'), published by the Ministry of the Interior of
Turkey, Ankara, two volumes, 1946-7), except that for technical
reasons instead of the guttural consonant 'g' I have written 'gh' or
simply 'g'.

At the end of each chapter I have appended selected biographies
of those Armenians who acted in Ottoman public life for a long
period or held comparatively high positions in the government. I
have drawn these biographies from local Armenian histories. The
provincial year-books in this case were of little help, since the
officials are very often referred to only by their Christian names.
These biographies will serve to give the reader a more substantial
idea of the participation of the Armenian community in Ottoman
public life.
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INTRODUCTION

THE SCOPE OF THIS WORK

The participation of the Armenian community in Ottoman public life
in Eastern Anatolia and Syria has not been as yet a subject of
particular research. There are numerous studies on the political,
religious and cultural history of the Armenians of Anatolia and
Syria, but there is no special study in any language on their
participation in Ottoman public life.

In Turkish sources the role which the Armenians played in Ottoman
governmental affairs has been intentionally ignored, and even
Armenian sources have paid little attention to it. To the Armenian
mind a churchman or a man of letters tends to be more appreciated
and better remembered than a humdrum administrator in a district or
province. This is the reason why the local histories of Anatolia
and Syria, written by Armenian scholars, contain little material on
the biographies of those who served in the different departments of
the Ottoman Government.

In 1953, at Istanbul, Y. Cark published an illustrated book,
'"Tirk devleti hizmetinde Ermeniler, 1453-1953' ('The Armenians in
the Service of the Turkish State, 1453-1953'), in which he recorded
those Armenians who held more or less important positions in the
Turkish State from 1453 to 1953. In point of time this study covers
a period of five centuries and, geographically, the whole Ottoman
Empire up to 1923 and the Turkish Republic thereafter. Second, the
book related not what the Armenians, taken as a community, have
achieved, but what individual Armenians have done in the Turkish
service. Moreover, the author has not produced any new information,
but has been content to compile only well-known printed material.
Only at pages 168-79 of his compilation does he mention the names of
some of the Armenians who took part in Ottoman public life in
Eastern Anatolia and Syria.

My main sources in writing the present work have been the pro-
vincial year-books of Eastern Anatolia and Syria. Although these
are printed or lithographed books, the fact that they are scarce and
not much explored gives them the character of unedited materials.

The service of the Armenians to the central government of the
Ottoman Empire in and around Istanbul is kmown to some extent. This

1



2 Introduction

is the reason why I have chosen as geographical limits that part of
Anatolia which was called in the West 'Turkish Armenia' and which
was considered in western diplomacy to be 'provinces inhabited by
Armenians'; and Syria, where the Armenians began to settle as early
as the twelfth century, and which since the fourteenth century in-
cluded the important See of Aleppo of the Armenian Cilician
Catholicate.

Chronologically, this work covers the period between 1860 and
1908. The year 1860 is significant in Armenian-Ottoman history for
several reasons: (a) On 3 November 1839 the 'Hatti gerif' (noble
rescript) of Sultan Abd#lmecid (which was reaffirmed on 18 February
1856 by the 'Hatti hilmayun' = Imperial rescript), proclaimed freedom
of worship and civil equality to all Ottoman subjects. As a result
of these imperial edicts non-Muslims were admitted in greater
numbers than before to employment in the Ottoman public adminis-
tration.

(b) From 1857-8 onwards, the Armenians and other non-Muslim
students were also allowed to attend the Turkish state high schools.
Through this new arrangement Armenians enjoyed the opportunity of
learning advanced Turkish and various professions and skills and
were thus fitted to engage in public affairs. It must be mentioned
here that, apart from Turkish schools, the Armenians had their own
secondary schools, as well as others run by French Catholic and
American Protestant Missions which did much to develop popular edu-
cation. Many Armenians, after leaving the local high schools, went
abroad, especially to Paris and New York, and, nearer home, to the
two colleges, later universities, of Beirut, in order to continue
their education. These two universities are the Syrian Protestant
College which was founded in 1866 by the American Presbyterian
Mission and became the American University of Beirut in 1920; and
the Jesuit College founded in 1881 (run by French Fathers), now the
University of Saint-Joseph. Most of the students returned home and
devoted themselves to public service and the private professions.

(¢) In 1860 the Constitution of the Armenian community was first
promulgated. This stimulated a renaissance of education and litera-
ture in the national life and awakened the national conscience of
the younger generation.

(d) In 1860 occurred the massacres of the Maronites of Mount
Lebanon by the Druzes, and consequently Jabal Lubnfn became an
autonomous territory guaranteed by international agreement.

(e) In October 1864 the Ottoman ire was itself reorganized and
divided into reconstituted provinces ('vildyet') under governors
designated 'vali'. This territorial reorganization created employ-
ment for many new officials in public life, for which the Armenians
and Greeks were now available.

My period ends in 1908-9 when the Young Turks came into power and
pursued a nationalistic policy which had its result in the extermi-
nation of the whole Armenian population from Anatolia in 1915-20,
bringing misery to Turk and Armenian alike.

There are hundreds of books on the Armenian Question and mas-
sacree but they emphasize one side of the story to the obscuring of
the other side and, accordingly, one can hardly imagine after read-
ing this type of literature that Ottoman-Armenian co-operation ever
existed or that the Armenians had rendered a considerable service to



3 Introduction

Ottoman public life. My work has been, therefore, to demonstrate
the great part which the Armenians took in the public administration
of Eastern Anatolia and Syria in the period of the 'Tanzimat'
(reforms). It should be understood how much the three million
Armenians of Anatolia contributed to the economy and general
development of the country, apart from official service, through
trade, agriculture, handicrafts and the professions.

THE HEGULATION OF THE ARMENIAN COMMUNITY

The Armenians' way of life had distinctive features and their
cultural and educational affairs were carried out in the main by
clergymen, assisted by prominent laymen. The Armenian communities
in the Ottoman Empire up to 1860 were governed by the Patriarch of
Istanbul through councils in which the ordinary people had almost no
representation.

On 11 'Cemaziyel &hir' 1272H (18 February 1856) the 'Hatti
hiimayun' (Imperial rescript) of the Sublime Porte proclaimed per-
sonal safety and freedom of worship to all Ottoman subjects without
any distinction and promised to non-Muslim communities restoration
of all immnities and privileges in a new legislative form. (1)
Reform in the state suggested reform in the religious communities.
The Armenians with all other non-Muslim communities were pleased and
enthusiastic. Some intellectuals such as Krikor Odian (1834-87),
Nahapet Russinian (1819-76) and Dr Serovbé Vitchénian (1815-87) who
were educated in the secular enviromment of Paris, urged the neces-
sity of a new constitution for the Armenian community in order to
restrict the arbitrary acts of the patriarchs, 'dmirs' (high
officials at the Court) and 'aghas' (chiefs, notables) and to give
the ordinary people a say in the ordering of their communal life.

In the year 1856-7 a special committee led by Krikor Efendi
Markosian drew up a draft regulation for the Armenian community.
This was examined in February-March 1857 by the communal Supreme
Assembly, and on 3 April 1857 was approved by the General Council.
It was not, however, accepted by the Porte, because, it was said,
'no state can be within another state'. (2) The Armenians were thus
compelled to prepare a new constitution which was completed in 1860.
These were its main lines: (3)

1. 'Bach individual has ocbligations towards the nation [ 'millet'
= 'commmity'] and the nation towards the individual.' Every
Armenian would participate in the elections of the patriarch and
commnity councils through representatives and would pay taxes in
order to preserve and defend his rights.

2. The patriarch is no longer an omnipotent authority in the
community, but merely 'the president of the communal councils', who
also 'administered the executive power of these councils'.

3. The supreme communal authority is the General Council with
the power to elect the patriarch, to organize the community, to
oversee and inspect the activities of the directorship of the
councils and to preserve the Constitution.

4. Next to the General Council are set up the Religious and
Political Councils, the Boards of Education, Finance, Expenditure
and Income, Social Litigation (concerning family disputes) and
Parish Councils.
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5. The task of the Parish Council is to administer the local
community affairs of the district, to maintain the church and the
school, to settle the disputes which arise between the members of
the Parish and to help the poor.

6. In the provinces also, there would be Diocesan, Religious,
Political and Parish Councils. Representatives of these councils
and also other Armenians who held a respectable position in Ottoman
public life, would form the General Council of each 'viléyet'. The
duty of the General Council is to elect the prelate, to organize the
Religious and Political Councils, and to oversee the activities of
the councils.

On 5 June 1860 representatives of all classes of the Armenian
community met in General Council in Ietanbul where the new Regula-
tion was approved and signed and at the same time provisional
councils were formed. A copy of the Constitution was submitted to
the Sublime Porte for ratification; in three months new councils
were elected and community life suddenly began to be administered
according to the new regulations until 27 August 1861, when the
execution of the Constitution was forbidden by the Ottoman Govern-
ment. Again a special committee was appointed, thie time by the
Sublime Porte, under the chairmanship of Dr Serovbé Vitchénian
(known as Dr Servitchén) which revised the Constitution and re-
submitted it to the government in January 1862. On the suggestions
of the govermment once more certain changes were made and the people
awaited anxiously the ratification of the Comstitution. (4)

It is of interest to note here the main points which were altered
in the regulations:

1. Some terms such as the council of 'National Administration',
apparently regarded as suspicious by the government, were cut out or
replaced by other words: e.g. in the 'Fundamental principles' in-
stead of 'National Constitution' of articles iv and v, in the re-
vised Constitutions the term is shortened to 'mation' (articles ii
and iii). Again, in article v of the 'Fundamental principles' it
was suggested that the 'National Administration' should not spare
any labour for the reformation and progress of the nation; in the
revised form it is said that 'the nation should devotedly work for
the national progress' (article iii) and thus the dangerous word
'reformation' was omitted. Article 27 also, 'The Political
Council is composed of 20 political laymen' ('qaghagagét' = he who
understands politics, a politician), because of the word 'politi-
cal', is altered to this: 'The Political Council consists of 20
laymen well acquainted with the national affairs and with the laws
of the Ottoman Empire' (article 36).

2. In the revised Constitution all mention concerning the rela-
tions of the Armenian Patriarchate of Istanbul with the Holy See of
Etchmiadzin in Russian Armenia is eradicated. In article 8 it was
said that the National Administration 'in connection with the
Araratean Mother See (= the Holy See of Etchmiadzin) would remain
faithful to the same relations by which the Nation and the See were
joined together from the beginning' and in article 115 appeared
this: 'The patriarch should be ordained by the Catholicos of
Etchmiadzin and should be an Ottoman subject.' These parts of the
Constitution are omitted from the revised form and it is stated that
the patriarch should be elected from the bishops who live in the
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Ottoman Empire and who by birth are Ottoman subjects (articles 1-2).

3. According to the revised Constitution the election of the
patriarch and of the Political and Religious Councils must be
'affirmed by Imperial order', whereas previously only the election
of the patriarch was to be presented to the Porte for approval.

4. In the revised Constitution a special section (articles
17-23) is added concerning the election of the Armenian patriarch of
Jerusalem.

The government did not immediately confirm even the revised Cons-
titution. The people, thinking that the Patriarchate was delaying
the matter, organized demonstrations. Eventually by a decree dated
9 'Sevval' 1279H (30 March 1863) the Sultan Abdfil'aziz approved the
Community Regulation which was handed over to the patriarchal locum
tenens, Bishop Stephan Maghachian, by the Grand Vizier Mehmed Emin
Ali Paga. It is worth noting that, although the Armenians had their
new Regulation called 'National Constitution' (Arm. 'Azgayin
Sahmanadruthiwn'), the Turkish text was entitled 'Regulation of the
Armenian Nation' ('Nizamname-i millet-i ermenian'), whereas in
'Dlistar' (5) it was named 'The Regulation of the Armenian Patriar-
chate' ("Emmeni patrikligi nizamati'). These differences in the
title of the Armenian Constitution help us to observe the dif-
ferences between the Armenian and Turkish attitudes to the national
status. While the Armenians thought that the new Constitution would
bring secularism, intermal freedom and safety to their lives, to the
Turks the Armenian population of the Ottoman Empire, like the other
non-Muslim peoples, in spite of promised or written reforms, were
still treated as a religious community, a 'millet' (6) and were
recognized and treated only through their religious organization.
However, it is a fact that the Comstitution basically organized the
Armenian community, limited the power of the patriarch and of lay
despots, stimulated learning among the people, and thus became one
of the main factors which resulted in a renaissance of literature
among the Armenians of Turkey.

In the days of patriarch Malachia Ormanian, the Constitution was
suspended from 1898 to 1906, because the Sultan Abdfllhamid demanded
a new revision of it. In 1923, in the creation of Turkish republic
it became invalid, since all the Ottoman legislation ceased to be
valid.

RUSSO-TURKISH WAR AND THE TREATY OF SAN STEFANO

No historical phenomenon or event can be precisely represented
without the background of political life of the time. In order to
show the difficult conditions under which the Armenian community of
Eastern Anatolia took part in Ottoman public life from 1860 to 1908,
it will be necessary only to list scme of the principal extermal
events: the Russo-Turkish War, the Treaty of San Stefano, the Con-
gress of Berlin and the Ottoman Reforms proposed by the Powers.

For nearly four centuries the Armenians of Eastern Anatolia were
oppressed under Ottoman rule. Especially in the provinces of Van,
Bitlis and Erzurum, far from the control of the central government
and at the mercy of Kurdish and Turkish petty despots and local
thieves, the Armenian population was much maltreated. In 1876 the
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Armenian Patriarchate at Istanbul published a report (7) based on
material from its archives, in which the sufferings of the Armenians
of the Eastern provinces were brought to the attention of the
public.

On 31 March 1877, the Powers drafted an agreed project of reform
respecting the countries and peoples under the Ottoman rule and sub-
mitted it to the Sublime Porte. On 9 April 1877 the Ottoman Govern-
ment rejected the project. Russia undertook military action and
marched into the Ottoman territories. Turkey asked for an amrmistice
to which Russia agreed and negotiations for a treaty were held at
Adrianople. The Armenian prelate of Adrianople, Kevork Rusdjuklian,
together with Yovhannes Efendi Nurian and Stephan Arslanian (both of
them men of distinction from Istamnbul), on the suggestion of the
Armenian Patriarchate and 'National Council' at Istanbul, presented
the Armenian Question to the Grand Duke Nicholas, the Russian Com-
mander, and to Count Ignatiev, a Russian statesman and former consul
at Istanbul, asking them for reforms in the Eastern provinces. The
Russians promised that the treaty in preparation would include the
following clause in favour of Armenians:

For the purpose of preventing the oppressions and atrocities which

have occurred in the Ottoman Empire's European and Asiatic

provinces, the Sultan guarantees, in agreement with the Czar, to
grant administrative local self-government to the provinces in-
habi ted Armenians (Van, Bitlis, Erzurum, Diyarbakir, Eldzig

and Sivas). (8)

When the Russian delegates came to San Stefano (now Yegil K¥y near
the Istanbul airport, west of the city) and resided at the house of
an Armenian notable named Aragel Bey Dadian, the Armenian patriarch
Nerses Varjapetian went personally and besought Count Ignatiev to
insist on the urgency of the reforms affecting the Armenians of
Eastern Anatolia.

On 3 March 1878 the Russians and the Turks signed a treaty of
peace in San Stefano, granting favours to Montenegro, Serbia,
Bosnia, Herzogovina and especially to Bulgaria which would consti-
tute an autonomous tributary under a Christian govermment and with a
national militia. Article xvi of the treaty also was a guarantee
for the reforms in 'the provinces inhabited by the Armenians', as
follows:

As the evacuation by the Russian troops of the territory which

they occupy in Armenia and which is {) be restored to Turkey,

might give rise to conflicts and complications detrimental to the
maintenance of good relations between the two countries (Russia
and Turkey), the Sublime Porte engages to carry into effect,
without further delay, the improvements and reforme demanded by
local requirements in the provinces inhabited by Armenians and to

guarantee their security against the Kurds and Circassians. (9)
The Armenians at that time were enthusiastic and hopeful that after
long centuries they would again have, if not complete independence,
a semi-independence or local Christian administration in their home-
land, like the Christians of the Lebanon. It was, however, in-
genuous of them to expect any independence or even reform, because,
first, they lacked a resolute Power to protect them and, second, the
eastern frontier of Anatolia, particularly the fortress of Erzurum,
had great strategic importance. A Turkish document which survives
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in French translation in the Public Record Office, London, 'Resumé
de différents mémoirs spéciaux concernant notre arrangement défensif
au théidtre de la guerre aménienne', illuminates the matter. This
document is the report of the meetings of an assembly (1858-60),
under the presidency of Selim Paga, which planned in detail how to
defend the Empire in case of a Russian attack. It is said there,
that Armenia and Asia Minor are the body of the Ottoman State, while
other Ottoman regions form its members, and that Erzurum is the most
important centre from which the body could be defended:
Ce qui le centre du théatre de la guerre, le point auquel toutes
les routes mentionées se réunissent, la ville d'Erzeroum, soit
fortifiée & grande échelle, comme pivot et dépdSt général pour
toutes nos forces. La dite capitale, est, pour ainei dire, la
clef de 1l'espace A& défendre, puisqu'elle domine toutes les
communications importantes qui y aboutissent comme au point de
noeud naturel. (10)
From this statement it can clearly be seen that any demand for in-
dependence or reform by Armenians in or around the province of
Erzurum would inevitably meet with the resistance of the Turks.

THE CONGRESS OF BERLIN

The European Powers, particularly England and Austria, were dis-
contented with the Treaty of San Stefano. The Prime Minister of
Great Britain, Lord Beaconsfield, commented in the House of Lords
that by the Treaty of San Stefano European dominions were put under
the Russian administration and that the Black Sea was to be a
Russian lake as much as the Caspian. Lord Salisbury also expressed
his view on the subject that the Russian Government by the Treaty of
San Stefano would be 'dominant over the vicinity of the Black Sea';
Armenians would fall under the immediate influence of Russia, while
the extensive European trade, passing from Trebizond to Persia,
would be 'liable to be arrested at the pleasure of the Russian
C(ioﬂ)amt by the prohibitory barriers of their commerical system'.
11

The Ottoman Government itself was not at all happy with the
Treaty of San Stefano. The Armenians, being Christians like the
Russians and having a part of their country under Russian domina~
tion, especially after the Russo~-Turkish War, were much suspected of
being Russian agents. For this reason Turkey strongly endeavoured
to reject the Russian troops, who were to guarantee the execution of
the administrative reforms in Eastern Anatolia.

From 13 June to 13 July 1878, Russia was urged by the European
Powers to attend the Congress of Berlin to reconsider the Treaty of
San Stefano. An Armenian delegation, composed of Meguerditch
Kherimian (former patriarch and the archbishop of Begiktag in
Istanbul), archbishop Khorén Nar Bey and the two lay deputies from
the Armenian National Council of Istanbul, Minas Tcheraz and Stephan
Papazian, went to Berlin and submitted a letter to the Congress
together with a project for the reorganization of Turkish Armenia,
in which they said:

Nous ne réclamons donc pas de liberté politique et nous ne

voulons nullement nous séparer du Gouvermement Turc. Nous
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voulons seulement avoir dans une partie de 1'Arménie Turque,
c'est-4~dire dans les 'viliyets' d'Erzeroum et de Van et dans la
partie septentrionale du 'vildyet' de Diyarbakir (v. la carte ci-
jointe) ol nous avons la majorité sur les Turcs, conformement aux
documents statistiques ci-inclus, nous voulons avoir, disons nous,
un 'vali' armenien nommé par la S. Porte avec 1l'assentiment des

Puissances. Ce 'vali' sera chargé de 1'administration locale

pour un temps déterminé; il devra disposer d'une police pour

maintenir l'ordre et la securité, et d'une partie des revenus du

pays, pour en assurer le developpement moral et matériel. (12)
Apparently the Armenian Question was affected by the conflict be-
tween the Powers. Turkey was afraid of the partition of her
dominions; the Western Powers were pursuing only their own in-
terests, while Russia this time was not insistent in respect of the
Armenian problem. Consequently article xvi of the Treaty of San
Stefano was one of the articles tampered with at the Congress of
Berlin in favour of the Turks. It was pushed back to the end of the
new treaty, as article lxi, and direct Russian supervision was ex-
changed for the oversight of six Powers. This is the full text of
the article:

Improvements and reforms in favour of Armenians. Protection

against Circassians and Kurds. The Powers to be kept

periodically informed.

Art. IXI. The Sublime Porte undertakes to carry out, without
further delay, the improvements and reforms demanded by local
requirements in the provinces inhabited by the Armenians and to
guarantee their security against the Circassians and Kurds. It
will periodically make known the steps taken to this effect to
the Powers, who will superintend their application. (13)

The Armenian delegates who were not allowed even to enter the
building of the Congress, returned home dejected, having lost what
was already gained through the Treaty of San Stefano. They realized
that there was no room for any religion or pity in diplomacy and
that in politics self-interest and strength are always triumphant.
M. Kherimian on his return to Istanbul allegorically expressed his
conclusions on the Congress of Berlin thus:

All the dominions came to the Congress with iron spoons and took

their share of the 'harisa' [an oriental dish, cooked with meat

and wheat and pounded together]. Since our spoon [i.e. the

letter] was of paper, we could not get any of it. (14)

The Armenian intellectuals at Istanbul and in Anatolia were dis-
appointed by the Treaty of Berlin, but the Armenian masses were
enthusiastic and active. In 1880 the 'United Society' (Miatseal
Enkeruthiwn') and other societies were organized to sponsor schools
in Turkish Armenia and to stimulate education and literature in the
new generation.

THE MASSACRES OF 1894-6 AND THE ADMINISTRATIVE REFORMS OF 1896

The administrative reforms, which by the Treaty of Berlin the
Sublime Porte promised to the European Powers for the 'provinces
inhabited by Armenians' in Anatolia, were not executed for more than
fifteen years. The Armenians being disappointed protested and



9 Introduction

demonstrated, but this was unwise. The Porte, instead of fulfilling
the promises, grew obdurate, and, as it were by a coincidence,
massive massacres broke out in the Asian part of the Empire. The
'valis' and the army, aided by the Kurds, killed thousands of
Armenians in Anatolia, and many houses, shops and other properties
of the Armenians were destroyed or robbed. The first echo in
England of the Armenian massacres was a short report in 'The Times'
of 21 February 1894 on the troubles in Yozgat.

In March 1894 H.F.B. Lynch, who had just returned to England from
his tour of Armenia, in a letter addressed to the editor of 'The
Times', criticized the oppressive policy and the hostile treatment
of Armenians by the Turks in Eastern Anatolia and concluded thus:

Unless our diplomacy is able to persuade the Porte that in

pursuing their present policy towards the Armenians they are

digging the grave of their Empire in Asia, the consequences are

%i.;gl,y to be momentous not only for Turkey but for ourselves.

1
The European States unfortunately could not stop the massacres
which continued in the years 1895 and 1896 throughout Anatolia. The
correspondent of 'The Times' in Turkey reported on the results of
the troubles as follows:
They [the Armenians] are considerably reduced in numbers; there
are thousands of helpless widows among them, and tens of
thousands of fatherless children; pillage and confiscation have
stripped them of the greater part of their belongings, their
trades and crafts are broken down, their markets disorganized,
and in wide regions there is nothing left from which a man may
earn his bread. (16)
In England the Anglo-Armenian Association had many meetings under
the presidency of F.S. Stevenson, MP, and besought the British
Government to urge the Ottoman Porte to introduce reforms in the
administration of Turkish Armenia. An 'Armenian Relief Fund' was
organized in England in order to help the homeless and the poor in
Anatolia. The president of this Pund was the Duke of Argyll, and the
chairman F.S. Stevenson. The committee itself included such im-
portant persons as the Archbishop of York, Lord Edmond Fitszmeurice,
James Bryce, MP, John H. Kennaway, MP, and Charles E. Schwann, MP.
It must be noted here that Great Britain was the first among the
European States to intervene with the Ottoman Government to stop the
massacres. Russia, France and America joined her in an inquiry to
be made at the places where the massacres occurred. A special com-
mission was organized with the following representatives: (17)
Tevfik Paga, General of Brigade and Aide-de-camp,
Sefik Bey, President of one of the chambers of the Court of
Cassation,

Celdleddin Bey, President of the Correctional section of the
Court,

Necib Bey, Director of the Secretary-General's Office at the
Ministry of Interior,

Bmer Bey, Director of the Savings Bank,

Mr H.S. Shipley, delegate of England,

Mr Prejewalsky, delegate of Russia,

Mr Vilbert, delegate of France,

Dr Miles Jewett, delegate of America. (18)
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During the very time in which the Inquiry Commission had gone to
Erzurum and Bitlis to investigate the alleged outrages, massacres
were actually being carried out systematically in other parts of
Anatolia. On the demand of the commission the 'vali' of Bitlis
Tahsin Paga was deprived of his post and provisionally replaced by
Umer Bey at the end of January 1895, On their return to Istanbul
the Buropean members of the commission presented to the Sublime
Porte the necessity of applying a programme for the reform of the
administration of Turkish Armenia. The Porte received the demands
of the European States, but the Sultan Abdl{lhamid was apparently not
yet satisfied with the blood already shed. In the following months
of 1895 the slaughter was continued in all the principal towns of
Turkey. These anti-Armenian outbreaks were crowned, in June 1896,
by the atrocities of Van, and in August 1896, by the massacre of
Istanbul. Thus in 1894-6 more than 300,000 Armenians perished
during the assaults organized by the Ottoman Porte.

At the end of the troubles, on 11 October 1896 the Porte issued
an Imperial decree which sanctioned some reforms respecting the
administration of Eastern Anatolia which were suggested by the
European commission. The reforming decree was composed of 16
chapters and 32 articles. (19; Although it was dated 'Cemaziyel
evvel' 1313H (21 October 1895), this date was faked in order to
cover the complicity of the Ottoman Govermment in the massacre. The
note in reply by the ambassadors of Great Britain, France and Russia
(Philip Curry for Great Britain, P. Cambon for France and Nelidov
for Russia) dated 24 October 1896 over a year later, supports my
conclusion. These were the main points of the reforms:

1. In Eastern Anatolia (or the 'provinces inhabited by
Armenians') each 'vali' would be accompanied by a non-Muslim
agsistant (art. 1).

2. Likewise, the governors of 'sancaks' and 'kazas' would be
accompanied by non-Muslim assistants (art. 2).

3. The governors of 'kazas' would be elected by the Ministry of
the Interior from among the graduates of the civil school and
appointed by Imperial decree. If there were not sufficient
Christians graduated from the State school to assist the
governors, then people experienced in Ottoman public life
would be called to fill these posts (art. 3 and 4).

4. The number of non-Muslim officials in political administra-
tion, police and 'gendarmerie' would be in accordance with
the number of the Christian population and fixed by the
permanent commission of control (art. 5).

5. The governors of 'nahiyes' would be elected among the
g:)adarity and the assistant-governors from the minority (art.

6. Each 'vilAyet' was to be given a judicial inspectorate of
about six members, half of whom would be Muslim and the
others Christians (art. 19).

7. The number of Muslim and non-Muslim policemen in the
'vildyets' would be in proportion to the number of the Muslim
and Christian inhabitants (art. 20).

8. The number of 'gendarmes' also would be in proportion to the
number of the Muslim and Christian inhabitants (art. 22).

9. In order to improve the collection of taxes, the tax-
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collectors should hand over the tax-bills to the 'muhtars'
of villages and quarters. These, after collecting the
taxes, would remit the money to the State coffers.

10. A dignified Muslim functionary was to be appointed and sent
as High Commissioner by the Sublime Porte to the Eastern
provinces to oversee the execution of the reforms. This
Commissioner would be accompanied by a Christian assistant.

OFFICES AND OFFICIALS IN OTTOMAN PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION

During the nineteenth century the population of Anatolia, especially
the Christians, suffered much through anarchy and oppression and
from irresponsible officials. After the proclamation of 'Hatti
htimayun' (18 February 1856) the Great Powers proposed plans of
reform to the Sublime Porte, including the participation of
Christians in the administrative apparatus. In 1860 the Grand
Vizier Kibrisli Mehmed Paga visited the provinces and personally
listened to the complaints of the people and in October 1864 the new
provincial regulation was promulgated in order to reform the
administration of the Ottoman provinces. (20) By this enactment
the Ottoman territories were divided into: (a) the 'vildyet' (pro-
vince); (b) the 'sancak' (subdivision of a 'vilayet' = county);

(c) the 'kaza' (administrative division next to 'sancak' = dis-
trict); (d) 'nahiye' (subdivision of a 'kaza' = commune) and

(e) 'kariye' (quarter or village).

The 'viliyet' was to be govermed by a 'vali', the 'sancak' by a
'mutasarrif', the 'kaza' by a 'kaymakam', the 'nahiye' by a 'miidiir’
and the 'kariye' by a 'muhtar'. The 'vali', who was appointed by
the Sultan, possessed the executive power in all branches, apart
from the military. Under his immediate authority were all the heads
of the various administrative departments, and he was also in charge
of the police of the province. Usually the 'vali' had an assistant
('muavin') who replaced him in case of absence or sickness. Where
there was no 'muavin' available, the 'defterdar' (general director
of the financial department of a province) assisted the governor
general. The 'defterdar', although acting in co-operation with the
'vali', was immediately responsible to the Finance Minister at
Istanbul. The 'mutasarrif', also appointed by the Sultan, carried
out his office under the authority of the 'vali'. Apart from being
the general administrator of a 'sancak', he was the head of its
administrative council ('idare mcliai'i. and of its boards of
public works ('nafia') and of education ('maarif'). Other senior
officials in a 'sancak', next below to the 'mutasarrif', were the
deputy judge ('naib'), the chief accountant ('muhasebeci'), and the
head of secretariat ('tahrirat mfidiri'). The 'kaymakam' of a
'kaza', like the 'mutasarrif' was at the same time ex officio head
of the administrative council and of the board of public works. His
assistants were the deputy judge, the head of the financial depart-
ment ('mal midtirti'), and the chief clerk ('tahrirat kdtibi'). The
administrator of a 'nahiye', the 'mildlir' was appointed by the
general governor of the province, but he took instructions from the
'kaymakam' of his 'kaza'. He gathered the taxes, executed the sen-
tences of the judicial court, and sometimes personally tried to



12 Introduction

pacify quarrels and disputes. The 'muhtar' (head man) of a 'kariye'
was chosen by the inhabitants of his quarter or village and affirmed
by the governmor of his 'kaza'. He was assisted by a council whose
members were mainly elders, for which reason it was called 'ihtiyar
meclisi' (council of elders).

The Armenian officials in Ottoman public administration appear
mostly in the 'kazas' and at the headquarters of the 'sancaks'. I
shall therefore present here a general picture of the administrative
apparatus at the centre of 'sancaks', and when there is a relevant
department, in outlying 'kazas' also:

1. Political administration

(i) Administrative council

(a) Ex officio member ('dza-i tabiiye')
Governor general
Deputy judge
Head of financial department
Mufti
Armenian bishop
Armenian Catholic bishop (or priest)
Armenian Protestant pastor (sometimes)
Greek metropolitan (if there was one)

In an outlying 'kaza' the ex officioc members were: the governor,
the deputy judge, the mufti, the head of the financial department
and the chief secretary.

(b) Elected members ('Aza-i mtintahab')

Usually two Christian and two Muslim members were elected.

In outlying 'kazas' also two Christians and two Muslims were
generally elected to the Administrative council.

(ii) Municipality

(a) Municipal council ('belediye meclisi')
Mayor f'belediye reisi’')
Members (from 6 to 12)

In a normal 'kaza' the Municipal council had 5-10 members.

(b) Municipal officials ('belediye memuru')
Clerk ('katib')
Cashier ('sandik emini')
Engineer ('mfthendis')
Doctor ('tabib')
Vaccinator ('agi memuru')
Midwife ('kabile')
Inspector ('mtifettis')
Inspector's assistant ('miifettig muavini')

In a usual 'kaza' the Municipal officials were the same, but
there were no inspectors.

2. Secretariat
(1) Chief secretariat (also for the Administrative council)

Administrative council's clerk
Documents' (archives) official ('evrak memuru')
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Chief clerk for drafting letter ('misevvid evvel')
Second clerk for drafting letters ('mfisevvid sani')
Chief copyist ('mifbeyyiz evvel')
Second copyist
Third copyist
Assistants ('mfilézim'), up to 8 in number

(ii) Chamber of archives ('evrak odasi')
Documents official
An assistant
Stationer ('kirtasiye memuru'). He was the official who pro-

vided stationery, printed official forme and other papers
to different romental departments.

Assistants (1-3

(iii) State land registry ('defter hakani idaresi')
Chief official ('memur')
Chief clerk
Assistant clerk
Title-deeds' clerk ('tapu katibi')
Assistant to the clerk of title-deeds

(iv) Secretariat to the financial department
Chief official
Chief clerk
Assistant clerk
Accountant
Assistants (about 4)
Cashier

(v) Secretariat to the Court of first instance ('bidayet kalemi')

Chief clerk
Civil department's clerk (2)
Criminal department's clerk (2)

3. Finance

(i) Office of the controller of revenue and expenditure ('mal
kalemi')
Director ('miidfir')
Assistants (2)
Cashier
Lawyer for the treasury ('hazine dava vekili')
(ii) Taxation department ('vergi dairesi')
Chief official
Cashier
Chief clerk
Accountant
Assistants (about 4)
To the department of taxation was attached the Estimates'
committee ('heyet-i tahminiye'):
Tax assessors, 2 ('vergi muhammini')
Municipal tax assessors, 2 ('belediye muhammini')
(iii) Tax collection
(a) Tax collecting board ('tahsilat komisyomu')
The director ('reis'), who was the head of financial
department
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4 members:
1 from the Administrative council
1 from the Municipality
Chief tax collector ('ser tahsildar')
Clerk
(b) Tax collection committee ('tahsilat heyeti')
Chief official
Chief tax-collector
Clerk
Tax collectors, asbout 15. Some were pedestrian ('piyade
tahsildar') and the others mounted f’s&vu-i tahsildar')
In the usual 'kazas' there were only tax collection committees
which included the same officials as in the central 'kazas' of
'sancaks’'.
(iv) Chamber of commerce and agriculture ('Ticaret ve ziraat
odasi')
Director
Assistant
Members (about 6)
Clexrk
In an outlying 'kaza' this chamber had a head, a clerk and about
4 members.
(v) Agricultural Bank branch ('Ziraat bankasi gubesi')
In 1868 the Ottomen Government established 'Credit offices' ('menafi
sandigi') which in 1888 were replaced by the branches of the Agri-
cultural Bank. Both the 'Credit offices' and the banks gave loans
to the farmers and agriculturists in order to improve agriculture.
In the present study under the heading 'Agricultural Bank branches'
must be understood also the 'Credit offices' for the period 1866-88.
(a) Cash account ('kasa idaresi')
Manager
Assistant
Clerk
In the cash account of the outlying 'kaza' there were: the
account's clerk and two assisting officials.
(b) The council
Head

Members (about 4)
The same officials were in the Agricultural Bank's council of the
outlying 'kaza'.
(vi) Branch of the Ottoman Bank ('Osmanli Bankasi gubesi')
Manager
Accountant
Branches of the Ottoman Bank were only very rarely to be found in
outlying 'kazas'.
(vii) Public Debt administration ('divan-i umumiye idaresi')
Chief official
Clerk
Cashier
Weighing-official ('kantarci')
Tax-collector
In a normal 'kaza' the Public debt had the same officials,
although not usually a special weigher.
(viii) Customs administration ('risumat nezareti')
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Administrator ('nazir')
Accounts chief clerk
Chief secretary
Clerk
Assistant clerk
Offices of Custom administration are very rarely to be found in
outlying 'kazas'.
(ix) 'Régie’
Manager
Accountant
Store-keeper ('anbarci')
Clerk
Lawyer ('d&va vekili')
In a usual 'kaza', the 'Régie' had the same officials, except for
a lawyer.

4. The court

In the central and outlying 'kazas' there were only courts of First
instance, whereas at the headquarters of the provinces courts of
appeal ('istinaf mahkemesi') were also established. In case of
difficulties, the disputes were transferred from an outlying 'kaza'
to the centre of the 'sancak' and if necesesary, from there to the
court of appeal of the 'vildyet'.
Court of First instance ('bidayet mhk.emesi';
(a) Civil department ('hukuk dairesi'
Head (the deputy judge)
Members (2) ‘
Assistant functionary ('milézim')
In an outlying 'kaza' the Court had a head (the deputy judge),
2 members and 2 clerks.
(b) Criminal department ('ceza dairesi')
Head
Members (2)
Assistant functionary
Public prosecutor ('miiddei wmumi')
(e) Other court officials
Executive officer ('icra memuru')
tJuge d'instruction' ('mfistantik')
Notary ('mukaveldt muharriri')
The other court officials of a usual 'kaza', were: the 'juge
d'instruction', the public prosecutor, and the notary.
(d) Commercial court
Head
Members (4)

5. Technical departments
(i) Public works
(a) Public work's board ('nafia komisyonu')
Head (the governor)
Members: Manager of the Agricultural Bank
Member from the Administrative council
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Member from the Municipality
Member from the Chamber of commerce
Registrar of births or census officer ('nfifus
memuru')
Public works engineer
Clexk
In a normal 'kaza' the Public works' board had a head (who was
the 'kaymakam') and 4 members: one from the Administrative council,
the accounts' clerk of the Agricultural Bank branch, the registrar
of births, and one from the Chief secretariat or any other member.
(b) Technicians ('memurin-i fenniye')
Engineer
Two foremen ('kondoktor')
(ii) Post and telegraph ('posta ve telgraf idaresi')
Postmaster ('posta mfldfirti')
Telegraphic superintendents, 2 ('muhabere memuru')
Linesman foreman ('hat gavugu')
Clerk
Postmen, 2 ('milvezzi')
Postal messenger ('posta gakirdi')
In the postal and telegraphic service of a usual 'kaza' there
were: the postmaster, a telegraph superintendent, and a clexrk.

6. Public health service

(1; Municipality's service (see under Municipality)
(ii) Public health board ('heyet-i sihhiye')

Doctor

Chemist

Vaccinator

Midwife

Veterinary surgeon ('baytar')

7. Education

(i) Educational board ('maarif komisyonu')
First director
Second director
Members (about 8)
Clerks (1 or 2)
In an outlying 'kaza' the Educational board had a head and about
5 members.
(ii) School of handicrafts ('sanayi mektebi')
Director
Teacher (of general subjects)
Teachers of joinery, blacksmiths' art, shoemaking, etc.

8. Forest administration ('omman idaresi')

Superintendent of mounted foresters ('orman sfivari memuru')
Tithe officials, 3 ('ondalik memuru')
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Forest-guards, 3 ('korucu')
In an outlying 'kaza' normally there was only one official for
forest tithes.



Chapter 1

THE ARMENIANS OF DIYARBAKIR

HISTORICAL SURVEY

Diyarbakir (the ancient Amida) lies on the western bank of the
Tigris and includes the larger part of the regions of Dzophg and
Aghzniq (Arzanena, Arzan) of ancient Armenia. In 94-93 BC Dzophq
was joined to Greater Armenia by the King Tigran II. Later it was
occupied by the Romans and Byzantines, and in AD 536 the Emperor
Justinian made it a Byzantine province calling it Fourth Armenia.

In 19H/640, during the caliphate of Umar ibn al-Khatt&b and under
the commandment of Iyad ibn Ghanném al-Nahri the Arabs conquered
Diyarbakir. In 958 the Byzantines succeeded in regaining it, but in
1070 the Seljuk Alp Arslan, and in 1093 the Melik of Syria Tadj al-
Dawla Tutush took possession of it. In 1183 Salédh al-Din b. Ayydb
occupied Diyarbakir, ceding it to his ally the Artugid Nir al-Din
Muhammad. In the thirteenth century it fell to the Mongol domina~-
tion, but after 1335 it was governed by Turkomans.

In 908H/1502-3 Diyarbakir was vanquished by the Safawi Shédh
Ismd'il who appointed the Qara Hasan Ustlclu-oglu as 'vali'. The
Persian control, however, did not last long. The Ottomans taking
advantage of the insubordination of the inhabitants, during 921-3H/
1515-17 under the leadership of the vizier of the Sultan Selim I
(1512-20), Biyikli Mehmed Paga, finally brought Diyarbakir under the
direct government of the Sublime Porte.

ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTUHE

The 'vilAyet' of Diyarbakir was first created in 1867. It had four
administrative subdivisions: Diyarbakir, Ergani, Mardin, and
Malatya. In 1297H/1879-80 one part of Diyarbakir was made the
'vildyet' of Elézig which included Malatya. The remaining three
'sancaks', were divided into fourteen 'kazas' as follows.
The 'kazas' of the 'sancak' of Diyarbakir (Diyarbakir):

Diyarbakir

Siverek

Derik

Lice

18



19 Chapter 1

Begiri
Silvan with its centre at Miyafarkin (now called Silvan).
Miyafarkin (previously named Maipheracta, Npherkert and
Martyropolis), is the ancient Tigranocerta, which was built by
the Armenian King Tigran II about 80 BC. It was a notable
centre for trade and transport. (1)
'Sancak' of (formerly called Argana Ma'den, Argana and some-
times Osmaniye), had three 'kazas':
Ergani

Palu

Germik which included the 'nahiye' of Clingfls.
The 'kazas' of the 'sancak' of Mardin:

Mardin

Ndsaybin

Cizre

Midyat

Avine

POPULATION

In the second half of the nineteenth century the total population of
the 'vildyet' of Diyarbakir, according to Cuinet (2) was 471,462,
Muslims, Christians and others. The non-Muslim population was as
follows:

Armenians
Apostolic (3) 57,890
Catholic 10,170
Protestant 11,069
79,129
Greeks
Orthodox 9,250
Catholic 190
9,440
Chaldeans 16,420
Syrians (mostly Orthodox) 27,544
Latins 16
Jews 1,269
Total 133,818

Something which becomes apparent in considering the population of
Ottoman Empire is the great difference between the figures quoted by
Turkish and Armenian publications. In Turkish sources the number of
Armenians in Turkey has been underestimated in order to minimize the
importance of the Armenian Question and to divert the attention of
Europeans. Cuinet, who has used mainly Turkish sources, gives the
number of Armenians in Diyarbakir as 79,129. (4) Published at the
same time, an Armenian booklet (5) records that 355,000 people, of
whom 120,000 were Armmenians, were living in Diyarbakir. Also the
almanac of Theodik informs us that the Armenians in Diyarbakir
before the Pirst World War were 124,000. (6) It will be seen that
while the Turks have reduced the number of Armenians, some Armenians
have exaggerated their statistics. Therefore we can only approxi-
mate the total of the Ammenians in Diyarbakir, by taking the mean
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between the number given by Cuinet and the figures by the Armenian
sources mentioned above. Thus we have a total estimated population
of Armenians in the region of 100,000.

It is worthy of note that the statistical analysis of the racial
elements in Eastern Anatolia, drawn up in 1912 by the Armenian
Patriarchate of Istanbul, attests to the fact that the Armenians of
Diyarbakir numbered 105,000, which confirms our estimate. The
following are the fi?u.mn taken from this statistical analysis con-

cerning Diyarbakir: (7)
Armenians

105,000

Nestorians, Jacobites
and Chaldeans 60,000
Turks 45,000
Kurds 50,000
Kizilbash (Shiites) 27,000

Yezidis 4,000

Total 291,000
J. Lepsius (8) also gives the same figure of 105,000 for the number
of Armenians in the province of Diyarbakir, but 63,000 for the
Turks, thus:

Armenians 105,000
Syrians (Nestorians and
Chaldeans) 60,000
Greeks 1,000
Kurds 200,000
Turks 63,000
Kizilbash 27,000
Circassians 10,000
Yezidis 4,000
Jews 1,500

Total 471,500
It appears from these statistics that the Armenians living in
Diyarbakir were more numerous than the Turks.

TRADES AND PROFESSIONS OF ARMENIANS

In the second half of the nineteenth century, in the province of
Diyarbakir, especially at the towns of Diyarbakir and Mardin, trade
and industry were in a flourishing state. The main productions were
gilk and cotton textiles, articles of copper and earthenware, and
morocco leather. The Armenians took an active part in local trade
and manufacturing as skilled craftsmen, merchants and artisans.
Martiroa Attarian was a famous manufacturer of Turkish linen,
Tchavrashian was a well-known tailor, while architecture was
practised almost entirely by Armenians. We have an interesting eye-
witnese account of a traveller on the business of the Armenians of
Diyarbakir as early as the seventeenth century. The scribe Siméon
from Lwow who visited there in 1612 describes the situation of
Armenians in the town of Diyarbakir itself as the following:

There are 1,000 Armenian houses and all of them are wealthy,

luxurious and glorious. And whatever business and riches exist,
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they possess: the mint, the customs, caravanserais and the rest.
Also the cooks, restaurant proprietors, bakers, grocers and the
butchers, are all Armenian. And, when it is Sunday or a holiday,
and the Armmenians do not open their shops and do not work, you
think [the town] is empty and desolated. (9)
The 'kaza' of Palu in the 'sancak' of Ergani which was densely
populated by Armenians, was also a centre of commerce and crafts.
Nathanian, having visited Palu in 1878-9, attests the following con-
cerning the activity of Armenians there:
Merchandise for twelve thousand Turkish pounds per annum is
imported into Palu. Most of the importers and exporters of the
articles are Armenian. There is a market of medium size where
there are about three hundred shops, two caravanserais built of
brick and stone, and four bakeries. Most of the craftsmen and
traders of this market are Armenian. (10)
Members of the Armenian community were also occupied in different
professions, especially in law, medicine and pharmacy, of whom the
names of Boghos Efendi Der-Gabrielian (lawyer, fl.c. 1890), Karapet
(Garabed) Efendi Dabaghian (lawyer, fl.c. 1890), Kirakos Efendi
Enovchian (lawyer, fl.c. 1890), Dr Tchibukdjian (municipal doctor,
fl.c. 1892), Dr Artin Helvadjian (army cian, fl.c. 1890), Yakob
Hekimian (municipal chemist, fl.c. 1892), and Artin Aghkekian (muni-
cipal chemist, fl.c. 1892) can be mentioned.

CENTRES OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION

Armenians, living all over the 'vildyet' of Diyarbakir, participated
in the public life of the whole province. Localities where they
particularly contributed were the centres of the 'sancaks', and the
'kazas' of Siverek, Lice and Derik in the 'sancak' of Diyarbakir
itself; Palu and Cermik at Ergani, and Midyat, Avine and Cizre in
Mardin.

The city of Diyarbakir was inhabited by 10,260 Armenians who
constituted one-third of the whole population of 35,000. As the
offices of the central government of the province were situated in
the town, Armenians took an important part in the local life, con-
tributing much to the political administration, justice, finance,
technical affairs, education and public health.

MAIN FIELDS OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION

The Armenians in the centres of the province of Diyarbakir served in
most of the governmental departments. In the 'kazas' they regularly
took part in political administration, justice, finance and
mechanics. These posts were, hence, the main fields of Armenian
influence.

In the administrative councils of the 'sancaks' and 'kazas', the
Armenians were usually represented by two elected members. They had
one or two ex officio members as well, the latter being the
spiritual heads of the Apostolic and Catholic communities or some-
times of the Protestant, where they were relatively numerous. There
was also a lay member ex officio, if he held a high position in the
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government such as deputy-governmor, controller of revenue and
expenditure or chief secretary. In the 'nahiyes' the assistants to
the administrators were often Armenian, and from one to three were
members or clerks to the local councils. Many from the Armenian
community were appointed to the municipal councils. Here up to five
elected members, cashiers and clerks were Armenian, as sometimes was
the mayor. This department was the branch in which the Armenians
were occasionally in the majority. In the judicature the Armenians
were included in the courts of first instance, appeal and of com-
merce. In the commercial courts the Armenian and Greek officials
were more numerous than Turks, because, we presume, the trade was
for the most part in their hands. Another sphere of Armenian in-
fluence was the committee for public prosecution. Government
lawyers were found especially in the central parts of the province.
In mechanical affairs Armenians served chiefly as engineers and
foremen; in the postal and telegraphic service as operators, espe-
cially in the foreign language sections; in public works, and on
military transport boards. With regard to finance, Armenians played
an important role in the public debt administration, the state
tobacco monopoly, at the branches of the Ottoman and Agricultural
Banks, and tax committees, though in these they did not hold a
dominant position.

OTHER FIELDS OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION

Facets of Armenian participation other than the above mentioned,
were those of the departments of the secretariat, public health,
education, agriculture and police. The Armenian officials worked as
clerks to the administrative councils, judicial courts, investiga-
tion committees for title-deeds ('tedkik-i senedat komisyonu') and
the board of records ('evrak komisyonu'). They were also employed
as clerks and translators in the postal and telegraphic service and
were always included on the chief secretarial commissions ('tahrirat
komi syonu').

There was a preponderance of Armenian municipal doctors and
chemists, and next to them came Greek medical officials. In
Diyarbakir city and in the centres of the 'sancaks' of Mardin and
Ergani, Armenians sat on the educational councils and committees.
They also taught Armenian and European languages in the schools, as
well as crafts, particularly carpet making. In agriculture,
Armenians were appointed members, both to the branches of the Agri-
cultural Bank and to the agricultural boards and committees. They
also worked on the land inspection and land registry commissions.
The police force accepted a very small number of Armenians as
policemen and assistant superintendents of police. Where there were
from five to nine Turkish policemen in a station there would be only
one or two Armenians.

COMPARATIVE NOTE: GREEK AND SYRIAN PARTICTPATION

The public life of the province was, on the whole, directed by Turks
and Armenians, these latter being in the majority among the
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Christian population. However, to a certain extent Greeks and
Syrians also made some contribution. Greek officials, mainly in the
centre of the 'sancaks' of Diyarbakir, Mardin and Ergani, partici-
pated in judicature, finance, political administration, technical
affairs and public health. It has to be noticed that in the army
Greek doctors, surgeons and chemists were more numerous than the
Armenians.

Syrian Christian officials were to be found throughout the pro-
vince and particularly at Mardin, but there were not as many Syrians
as Greeks. They were usually to be found in the administrative and
municipal councils, but a few held posts also in judicature and
finance.

A GENERAL VIEW OF AHMENIAN PARTICIPATION IN DIYARBAKIR

The Armenians between 1860 and 1908 served the province of
Diyarbakir in many ways. They participated in almost all aspects of
governmental affairs, acting in different posts in the political
administration, justice, mechanical works, finance, public health,
education and the secretariat. As Christians they were exempt from
the fighting forces and from the departments connected with Islamic
life, the Muslim religious court ('mahkeme-i ger'i gerif') and Pious
Foundation ('vakif'). It is worthy of note that they were barred
from the registry of births ('nfifis dairesi'), and very few were
aocepted in the police department. The Armenians in the adminis-
tration of public life were mostly subordinate officials, very
rarely being given high position. They were usually appointed or
elected as members of councils, departments and committees, as
cashiers and clerks. Frequently an Armenian held the office of
treasurer in various departments, not for the reason that they were
wealthier than the Muslim population but probably because the Turks
relied on them in financial affairs. The functions of high rank
gometimes granted to Armenians were administrative and judicial. We
occasionally find Armenians as mayors, assistant administrators of
'nahiyes', or general district attornies. They were also specialist
and technical officials such as municipal doctors, chemists and
public works' engineers.

Viewing the public life of Diyarbakir as a whole within this
period, we notice that generally the Armenians were in a minority
compared with the Muslims.

SOME NOTABLE ARMENIANS IN THE PUBLIC LIFE OF DIYARBAKIR

AMASIAN Efendi. About 1892 he was the head of telegraphic service
in Diyarbakir.

ARMENAK Efendi. 1In 1903 he was an assistant to the deputy-governor
of the 'kaza' of Palu.

ARPIARIAN, Philippos (fl. in the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury). Originally from Harput, he was a manager of the Agricultural
Bank in Diyarbakir.

DER-MARTIROSIAN (Papazian), Meguerditch (1792-1883). Bomm in the
village of Abugeh of Kemaliye, he studied medicine under his uncle
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Dr Boghos and an Italian physician. In 1826 he obtained permission
from Istanbul to practise medicine, and thereafter was employed in
the Turkish army. He followed the army in Baghdad, Bassora,
Diyarbakir, Van and Erzurum. He retired in 1872 and returned to his
native village.

DJENAZIAN, Mattheos Efendi. He was cashier of public finance
administration at Diyarbakir (?-1898). Before him his brother
Alexandr Efendi held the same post, who, in his return had succeeded
his father Aragel (fl.c. 1860).

DJERRAHIAN, Tigran (fl.c. 1900). He was a member of public prosecu~
tion board in Diyarbakir.

HEKIMIAN, Yakob (fl. in the second half of the nineteenth century).
A chemist who worked for the governmment in Diyarbakir.

HELVADJIAN, Dr Artin (fl1. in the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury). A doctor who worked for the government in Diyarbakir.
ILVANIAN, Tigran (?-1915). About 1900 he was the provincial trans-
lator of Diyarbakir, and at the same time a teacher in the govern-
ment secondary school.

KAZAZIAN, Yovseph Efendi (fl.c. 1880). A wealthy and influential
Armenian Catholic who was a member of the administrative council of
Diyarbakir.

KHANDENIAN, Karapet (fl.c. 1900). He was a member of the court of
first instance (in the criminal section) of Diyarbakir.
KIRISHDJIAN, Tigran Efendi. From 1905 to 1908 he was the assistant
to the governor of the 'kaza' of Palu.
MARKOSIAN, Pargew (Barkev) Efendi. From 1903 to 1906 he was the
engineer and inspector of forests and mining in the 'sancak' of
Ergani.

MINASIAN, Yaruthiwn (fl. in the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury). He was the head of the post office in Diyarbakir.

MINASIAN, Yovhannes Efendi. He was a member of the administrative
council of Diyarbakir from 1906 to 1908.

NAKKASHIAN, Karapet-Tigran Efendi (1864~?). Born in Diyarbakir, he
attended the local Armenian primary school, and then taught himself
four Buropean languages and in 16885 became an official in the tele-
graphic services. Later, in Istanbul, he was appointed chief of the
Pera (Beyoglu) office; in 1909 assistant director, and in 1912 was
made director of telegraph office.

NATIK, Karapet (fl. in the second half of the nineteenth century).
A lawyer who worked for the govermment in Diyabakir.

NISHAN Efendi. From 1903 to 1908 he was assistant to the deputy-
governor of Maden.

SHIRIKDJIAN, Missak. He was a member of the municipal council of
Diyarbakir about 1900.

SHISHMANIAN, Sahak Efendi. He was the editor of the government
official newspaper 'Diyfrbakir' about 1880.

TCHELEBIAN, Rizgallah (fl. in the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury). He was a judge of the court of appeal in Diyarbakir.
TCHIRADJIAN, Khosrov (fl.c. 1900). Educated in the Buphrates
Collegeof Harput, he was a clerk to the public prosecution board of
Diyarbakir.

TEMOYAN, Boghos (fl. in the second half of the nineteenth century).
He was a member of the municipal council in Diyarbakir.

TIGRANIAN, Khatchadur (?-1915). A banker who was a member of the
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administrative council of Diyarbakir.
ZORIAN, Kevork (fl.c. 1892). He was an official in the postal and
telegraphic service in Diyarbakir, working in the section of foreign

languages.
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THE ARMENIANS OF BITLIS

HISTORICAL SURVEY

Bitlis (Arm. Baghésh, whence Arb. Badlis or Bidlis, Ott.Turk,
Bitlis) included the larger part of the regions of Taron-Turuberan
and Aghzniq of ancient Armenia.

In 20H/640-1 the Arabs subdued the districts of Bitlis, Mug and
S8iirt, but in 885 the Armenians threw off the yoke of Arab domina-
tion under the leadership of the princes of the Bagratid (Bagratuni)
dynasty and established a kingdom which lasted until 1054. 1In the
eleventh century the Seljuks, and inthe fourteenth the Mongols, con-
quered Bitlis and its surroundings. Shortly afterwards came the
Ottoman Turks, and as the aggressive Kurdish tribes, probably
immigrating from Persia, had become a large element in Bitlis, Mug
and Van, it was the Kurdish chief who ruled under the suzerainty of
the Ottomans. In 1263H/1846 the Ottomans broke the power of the
Kurds and brought these territories under the direct subordination
of their regular government.

ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURE

Bitlis and Mug were formerly included in the 'eyalet' (government-
general) of Erzurum. In 1292H/1875 they were detached and made a
separate 'vilAyet'. The 'sancak' of Siirt which had formed a part
of the province of Diyarbakir, in 1301H/1883-4 was joined to the
'vildyet' of Bitlis.

The province of Bitlis contained four 'sancaks' which were
divided into nineteen 'kazas'. The provincial governor's residence
was in the city of Bitlis. In the towns of Mug, Siirt and Geng were
found the residences of the 'sancak'-governors, and each of the
other 'kazas' was administrated by a sub-governor. The administra-
tive division and subdivisions of the province of Bitlis was as
follows.

The 'kazas' of the 'sancak' of Bitlis:

Bitlis

Ahlat

Hizan

Mutki

26
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The 'kazas' of the 'sancak' of Mug:
Mug
Bulanik
Malazgirt
Varto
Sasun (Kabilcevaz)
The 'kazas' of the 'sancak' of Siirt:
Siirt
Ridvan

Sirvan
Eruh
Pervari

Kozluk (Hazzo)
The 'kazas' of the 'sancak' of Bing®l: (1)

Geng
Bingl (Qapakgur)
Kulp

POPULATION

The population of the province of Bitlis in the second half of the
nineteenth century was estimated by Cuinet as 398,625, and he
divided it as follows:

Armenians

Apostolic 125,600

Catholic 3,840

Protestant 1,950
131,39
Greek Orthodox 210
Chaldeans 2,600
Syrian Orthodox (2) 6,190
Copts 372
Muslims 254,000
Yezidis 3,863
Total 398,625

These statistics are based mainly on Turkish sources. The Armenian
authors give different figures for the population of the province of
Bitlis. Ommanian, (3) followed by Lepsius, (4) estimates the nmumber
of Armenians as 196,000; the Armenian Patriarchate at Istanbul as
180,0003 Es; the Theodik's almanac as 198,000, (6) and M.A. as
308,000. (7) I prefer to accept the figures of the Armenian
Patriarchate as giving the most probable approximate total of the
Armenians who lived in Bitlis, as this presents the mean of two
extreme estimates.

The statistical analysis produced by the Armenian Patriarchate
for the racial elements in the province, is:




28 Chapter 2

Armenians 180,000
Nestorians, Syrians
and Chaldeans 15,000
Turks 40,000
Kurds 77,000
Circassians 10,000
Kizilbash 8,000
Yezidis 5,000
Zaza, Timbali and
Garikli (8) 47,000
Total 382,000

According to this table it can be seen that from a racial point of
view the Armmenians were the largest community in Bitlis.

TRADES AND PROFESSIONS OF ARMENIANS

Bitlis was a centre of commerce being on the intersection of the
Tiflis-Trebizond route, and connected southward with routes to Syria
and Mosul. The Armenians in some parts of the province were
occupied in agriculture and cattle breeding, but their main employ-
ment was in trade and crafts. In the manufacture of carpets, cloth
and domestic utensils the Armenians competed with Kurde and Turks,
but the rest of commerce and handicrafts was largely in their hands.
They were engaged in many trades; in the goldsmith's art, sewing,
painting, building, blacksmith's craft, farriery, pottery, wood-
work, shoe making and general trade. A. DS, an Armenian writer who
visited Bitlis in 1909, records the occupation of Armenians thus:
The Armenians of Bitlis are skilled and have natural ability.
They show a special flare for trade. In this district the com-
merce is for the major part in their hands, although disturbances
and massacres have repeatedly come to disrupt the activities and
production of this resilient people. (9)
The same author states that of 800 shops in the town of Mug, 500
belonged to Armenians: 200 of these shop keepers dealt in retail
commerce and the remainder were craftsmen. Lynch, who visited Mug
in 1893, gave this eye-witness account concerning the occupation of
Armenians there:
The Armenian minority are artisans, smiths, makers of everything
that is manufactured in Mush. They are carpenters, plasterers,
builders. All keepers of booths which we passed in the bazaar
plainly belonged to this race. (10)
In Siirt the Armenians were also engaged in trade and handicrafts.

CENTRES OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION

The Armenians in the province of Bitlis, as in other parts of the
Ottoman Empire, were mostly concentrated in the towns. According to
the statistics of Cuinet nearly one-third of the whole Armenian
population of the province lived in the towns of Bitlis, Mug, Siirt
and Geng. This situation was the controlling factor in the partici-
pation of the Armenian community in public life. Although Armenians
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of Bitlis served the government throughout the province, the special
spheres of Armenian influence were the towns of Bitlis, Mug, Biirt
and Geng, where the headquarters of the 'sancaks' were situated.
Other centres where there was a marked Armmenian contribution to
public life, were Ahlat in Bitlis, the 'kazas' of Bulanik and

lgal in Mug, Eruh in Siirt, and Kulp in the 'sancak' of Bing8l
Geng).

It is significant that in the 'kaza' of Sasun (Kabilcevaz) where
the Armenian population countered persecution with a spirit of in-
dependence, they were engaged little in public administration,
whereas in Saimbeyli (Hagin) in the province of Adana, and in
Stileymanli (Zeytun) in the province of Aleppo, where the Armenians
were also remarkably independent, their officials held a dominant
position in all departments of local government. What was the
reason for this difference? It could have been because in Saimbeyli
and Stleymanli, both districts of Little Armenia, there was European
influence, and even intervention in the case of Stlleymanli, and also
possibly because the Turks felt safer about Cilicia than Mug, which
was near to the Russian border.

MATN FIELDS OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION

The main fields of public life of Bitlis into which the Armenians
entered were government politics, justice, finance and the secre-
tariat. At the seats of the 'sancaks', Armenians were to be found in
nearly every department; more were employed in some departments
than in others, but the principle governing the proportions is not
clear. Perhaps there was some nepotism; it may have been pure
chance, but more probably, the qualifications required for certain
positions made the Armenians particularly suitable. In the 'kazas'
where the offices were comparatively limited they contributed
constantly to the public administration. Two Armenians were usually
elected to the administrative councils at the centres of 'sancaks'.
Besides these the spiritual heads of the Apostolic communities were
ex officio members, as were also the assistant governors who after
1896 were normally Armenian. In the councils of 'kazas' we find one
or, more often, two Armenians who were at all times elected members.
Two or three Armenians were also elected to the municipal councils
at the central headquarters of the 'sancaks' of Bitlis, Mug and
Siirt. There were fewer in the municipalities of the other parts of
the province, except in the 'kazas' of Bulanik and Varto in the
'sancak' of Mug where there was a permanent and quite strong
Armenian influence.

In the judicature there were about as many Armenian judges as
Turkish. The courts in the 'kazas' had one Armenian member. At the
centres of the 'sancaks' there were usually two Armenians in the
courts of first instance, and of appeal, one for the civil division,
and the other for the criminal division, and either two or three in
the commercial courts. For the 'sancak'-governments in the towns of
Bitlis, Mug and Siirt, Armenians also acted as members of the boards
of public prosecution, executive officers, assistants to the 'juges
d'instruction' and process-servers ('mtibagir'). In the financial
spheres of Bitlis Armenians were much occupied in manufacture and
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commerce. Apart from that, from one to three of them were employed
on the board of tax collection; one or two in the branches of the
Ottoman and Agricultural Banks; one or two in the state tobacco
industry; one in the public debt administration, and one as con-
troller in the revenue. This was the situation in the 'sancaks' of
Bitlis and Mug, but in Siirt and Bing8l the Armenian officials were
included only on the committee of tax collection, in the control of
revenue and in the administration of public debt.

The main function of the Armenians in the public administration
of the province was the secretariat. They were clerks to the ad-
ministrative councils, to banks, to land registries, to registrars
of birth, to investigation committees for title-deeds, and to
military transport committees.

OTHER FIELDS OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION

We also find Armenians engaged in the technical services, police,
education and public health. In the centres of the 'sancaks'
Armenians worked in the civil engineering departments as engineers
and foremen in the public works, in the press and in the postal and
telegraphic services. In the junior positions of the police forces
and on the education committees of each of the 'kazas' were to be
found one or two Armenians, and a few Armenian doctors were also
attached to the municipal councils.

COMPARATIVE NOTE: GREEK, SYRIAN AND KURDISH OFFICIALS

As there were only 210 Greeks living in the entire province, these
being concentrated in the 'kaza' of Ahlat in the 'sancak' of Bitlis,
very few of them were occupied in public affairs. Some however
worked in the police, in political administration, in public health
and in the post offices. It is significant that they were appointed
as superintendents of police, while the far more numerous Armenians
were never selected. The Ottomans pursued this policy of appearing
to patronize Christians while at the same time ensuring that the
large Armenian community could not use this organization to exert
their own independence.

The Syrian population, which was larger than the Greek, was con-
centrated in Bitlis and Siirt. BSo in these 'sancaks' especially
several Syrian officials worked in public life, notably in the
administrative councils.

The Kurds, who were more numerous than both the Greeks and
Syrians, also took part in local government. Some of them were
members of administrative councils and judicial courts, some were
policemen, some tax collectors, and others were assistants to the
administrators of 'nahiyes'.

A GENERAL VIEW OF ARMENIAN PARTICIPATION IN BITLIS

Looking at the participation of the Armenians in the public life of
Bitlis as a whole, we can conclude that their particular











































































































































































































































































































































































