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In 1859, the Shamakhi province was 
transformed into the Baku province, 
while Karabakh was incoeporated in 

the new province. in other words, the 
Karabakh khanate and its center Shu-
sha were incorporated into the russian 
Empire as Muslim lands and an azer-
baijani khanate. From an administrative 
point of view, these lands were subordi-
nated precisely to Muslim areas or the 
Shamakhi and Baku provinces which 
covered the Muslims. When the Yeliza-
vetpol (ganja) province was formed in 
1867, Shusha district was within the 
administrative boundaries of the prov-
ince1. However, due to the partition of 
the Shusha district, Zangazur, javanshir 
and jabrayil districts formed on Kara-
bakh soil. But, apparently, the policy of 

reliance on the armenians had already 
been determined. in comparison with 
1832, in 1871 the number of armenians 
in azerbaijan exceeded 15%.

The next powerful influx of arme-
nians into the Caucasus was observed 
after the russian-Turkish war of 1877-
1878 and the events that took place in 
Turkey in 1893-1894. These flows of ar-
menian immigrants were purposefully 
regulated by public policy. There is no 
doubt that this flow had an impact on 
the dynamics of the religious and eth-
nic composition of the population in 
Karabakh. according to the census of 
1897, the number of armenian immi-
grants in the South Caucasus reached 
1,100,138, and 1,124,948 people in the 
whole of the Caucasus2. Ten years be-
fore the census of 1886, 962,000 (actual-
ly 939,131 - jH) of the 4,186,000 people 
living the South Caucasus were arme-
nians, while 1,139,659 were azerbaijan-
is3. a member of the British Parliament 
and the British royal geographical So-
ciety, the famous traveler H. F. B. lynch, 
in order to downplay the importance 
of the absolute numerical superiority 
of the Tatars (azerbaijanis), writes that 
the Tatars (azerbaijanis) are divided into 

Sunnis and Shiites on the basis of tough 
religious antagonisms4. However, lynch 
admitted that in iravan, the number of 
Tatars (azerbaijanis - jH) was equal to 
the number of armenians, and the lan-
guage of the Tatars (azerbaijanis - jH) in 
the South Caucasus still serves as an in-
ternational language in all regions from 
the Caucasus Mountain range to the 
armenian plateau5.

as for the armenians, in order to 
play up their significance, lynch writes: 
«in assessing the significance of the ar-
menian element, it is necessary to take 
into consideration not so much their 
number as the solidarity of the arme-
nian people, especially in comparison 
with the surrounding peoples.»6 ac-
cording to the census of 1897, 62,868 of 
the 138,771 residents (45.3%) of Shusha 
district were azerbaijanis and 73,953 
(53.1%) – armenians; 71,216 (52.3%) of 
the 137,871 people living in the Zanga-
zur district were azerbaijanis and 63,622 
(46.4%) – armenians; 52,044 (71.3%) of 
the 72,719 residents of javanshir district 
were azerbaijanis and 19,551 (26.7%) – 
armenians; 49,189 (74.5%) of the 66,360 
residents of jabrayil district were azer-
baijanis and 15,746 (23.8%) - armenians. 
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Overall, of the 878,415 people living in 
the ganja province, 534,086 (60.8%) 
were azerbaijanis and 229,188 (26.1%) 
were armenians.7 Compared to the 
statistics of the early 19th century, these 
figures show major changes in the na-
tional and ethnic composition of the 
Karabakh population. The immigration 
policy of Tsarist russia, which resettled 
Christian elements to the South Cau-
casus in order to establish a foothold, 
influenced the demographic situation 
in Karabakh to a large extent. Colonel 
lazarev, who ran the resettlement of 
armenians from iran to the South Cau-
casus, prophetically promised them: 
«The small donations you made will be 
rewarded by a hundred times, and by 
sacrificing the little and for a little while, 
you will get everything and forever.»8 
By the end of the 19th century, this pre-
diction came true. in an encyclopedia 
published in 1904 in St. Petersburg, the 
population of Shusha district, which 
constituted the mountainous part of 
Karabakh, was divided into 58.2% of the 
armenians (compared to 53.1% in 1897 
- jH) and 41.5% of the azerbaijani Tatars 
(compared to 45.3% in 1897 - jH) and 
0.3% of russians. in the district center - 
the city of Shusha, 56.5% of the popu-
lation of 25,656 were armenians and 
43.2% - azerbaijani Tatars (Turks - jH)9.

Even the British liberal lynch, who 
favored the armenians, acknowledged 
that the number of armenians in the 
russian provinces had increased sig-
nificantly due to migrants from Turkey 
and iran10. and if in 1822-1826, the ar-
menians constituted 9.3% of the popu-
lation of the South Caucasus, this figure 
rose to 32.8% in 191611.

Modern armenian and russian au-
thors, in contrast to the stubborn facts, 
are trying to prove the opposite, saying 

that the Turkicization of Nagorno-Kara-
bakh occurred in the 19th century. v. a. 
Zakharov and S. T. Sarkisyan, for exam-
ple, write that on the basis of numerous 
documents, we can say: in the 19th cen-
tury, Nagorno-Karabakh was actively 
Turkicized (!)12. However, in support of 
their arguments, they cannot cite any 
one of the «numerous documents».

in the 1940s, there appeared the 
question of the colonization and rus-
sification of these territories. However, 
at the same time, the undesirable con-
sequences of the policy of increasing 
the Christian population only with ar-
menians began to manifest themselves. 
For the resettlement of russians, there 
was not enough free land, because the 
most and best public lands were in the 
hands of the armenians.

The patronage of the armenians 
observed throughout the 19th century 
was replaced with the cooling of sym-
pathies in the 1890s. in 1896, Prince 
golitsyn was appointed governor-
general of the Caucasus, who took sev-
eral measures to tame the armenians’ 
influence and improve relations with 
the Muslims. He sacked an impressive 
number of armenians from govern-
ment service and replaced them with 
Muslims, and in 1903, he requisitioned 
the property of the armenian Church. 
in response, the armenians organized 
the first terrorist acts against tsarist of-
ficials. in 1903, golitsyn was wounded 
and left the Caucasus. The political as-
sassinations carried out by armenian 
terrorist organizations against officials 
of the russian Empire, lit the fire of the 
armenian-Muslim conflict, «which had 
no precedent in the Caucasus since the 
spread of russian power in the prov-
ince.»13 appointed governor of the tsar 
in the Caucasus in May 1905, Count i. 

vorontsov-Dashkov, unlike Prince golit-
syn, sympathized with the armenians 
and did not hide it. He believed that 
friendship with the armenian was the 
cornerstone of russian rule in the Cau-
casus. The appointment of vorontsov-
Dashkov as governor made the leaders 
of the armenian groups in the Caucasus 
more active and increased the interest 
in the armenian issue. in Western Eu-
rope, there was an idea that «only rus-
sia can help them achieve their political 
ideals and improve the fate of the ar-
menians in Turkey.»14

During the revolutionary events of 
1905, the first armenian-Muslim clashes 
took place in Baku. Soon afterwards, 
this conflict enveloped the whole of 
azerbaijan, especially Karabakh, as well 
as iravan and Tiflis. This first mass arme-
nian-Muslim conflict, in which up to 10 
thousand people were killed from both 
sides, also created a new level of rela-
tions between the two peoples. Better 
armed and organized armenians car-
ried out terrorist attacks, used the tac-
tics of «scorched earth» and unexpect-
ed attacks, and forcibly expelled azer-
baijanis from the territories where «the 
armenian state should be located», es-
pecially from iravan and Karabakh. if we 
pay attention to the geography of the 
armenian-Muslim clashes at the time, 
it becomes evident that the largest 
number of confrontations occurred be-
tween armenians and Shiite Muslims.

The First World War and then 
the russian revolution dramatically 
changed the situation in the Caucasus. 
The military operations on the russian-
Turkish front set the stage for future 
shocks. in the autumn of 1914, de-
tachments of armenian volunteers set 
up in the Transcaucasia fought on the 
russian-Turkish front. The tragic end of 
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all these activities is known: the mass 
extermination of Turks and armenians 
in eastern anatolia. although the arme-
nians are trying to present these events 
as genocide against them, the historical 
truth is much more complicated. ac-
cording to many researchers, two flows 
of refugees clashed in Eastern Turkey: 
the flow of Muslims fleeing armenian 
armed gangs in the Caucasus, and the 
flow of armenians fleeing Turkey to rus-
sia. it was the collision of the two flows 
of refugees that was the tragedy the 
echo of which reached the present day. 
But such a clash does not match the 
concept of genocide, not least because 
the armenians felt safe enough in west-
ern Turkey at the time. in fact, in order 
to understand the true essence of the 
events that took place in eastern ana-
tolia in 1915-1916, it is enough to see a 
secret report by the Chief of Staff of rus-
sia’s Caucasian front, general Bolkhovi-
tinov, addressed to the tsar, and reports 
by russian diplomat v. F. Mayevskiy15. in 
his report to the governor’s assistant for 
military affairs, kept at the intelligence 
branch of the Caucasian army Staff 
and entitled «letters on the armenian 
squad, its organization and activities», 
general l. M. Bolkhovitinov notes that 
in October-November 1894, in the 
«asiatic vilayets of Turkey - Trabzon, 
Erzurum, van, Bitlis, Sivas, Diyarbekir, 
Harput, Urfa, adana and aleppo, bloody 
beatings gradually broke out, in which 

the initiators were the armenians them-
selves in almost all cases».16 in 1914-
1915, the following detachments par-
ticipated in military operations against 
Turkey under the name of «fidains» and 
exterminated Turkish civilians: the first 
armenian squad under the command 
of the well-known chetnik andronik, 
the second squad under the command 
of the russian citizen of armenian de-
scent Dro, the third squad led by Hama-
zasp who committed bloody crimes in 
azerbaijan in 1918, the fourth squad led 
by Keri – an associate of Yefrem, who 
shot at Sattarkhan in the atabay Park17. 
later, all these chetniks distinguished 
themselves with atrocities against Mus-
lim civilians in Baku, Shamakhi, guba, 
and especially in Nakhchivan, Zanga-
zur and Karabakh18. v. Mayevskiy, who 
served as Consul general of russia in 
the provinces of Erzurum and van in 
the Ottoman Empire from 1895, wrote 
of the Dashnak crimes and the falsified 
«armenian question»: «i want not only 
to express, but also emphasize very well 
the idea that the spread of mainly lies 
about the armenian question led the 
entire armenian nation on the wrong 
path, troubled the minds of its best 
representatives, baffled hundreds of ar-
menians, tore a thousand hands away 
from useful things and directed them 
towards anarchy - the creation of the 
endless disasters which the armenian 
villagers of asiatic Turkey had to endure 

and which affected the armenians of 
the Caucasus too... Thanks to the media, 
the truth about the armenian affairs 
turned into such a dense fog that a ray 
of truth could not break through this 
fog.»19 v. Mayevskiy had the courage 
to openly write: «The facts i personally 
know about the clashes of the arme-
nians and Muslims in various cities of 
Turkey suggest that the bloody things 
are the initiative of armenians every-
where.»20 about a month before the 
Novruz holiday, 19 February 1915, M. E. 
rasulzadeh wrote about the atrocities 
of the armenians in Kars and ardahan in 
edition 869 of igbal newspaper: «There 
is information that Muslims living in the 
military zone along the border of Turkey 
were subjected to cruel ordeals: men 
were slaughtered, women were taken 
captive, children were scattered in the 
mountains and forests, and the whole 
area lies in ruins ... The refugees are hun-
gry, naked and barefoot, poverty holds 
them by the throat ... if we were able to 
fully portray the suffering and misery of 
our poor fellow coreligionists and com-
patriots in Kars and ardahan, our read-
ers would now be getting ready not for 
the upcoming holiday, but for mourn-
ing.»21 The genocide, on which arme-
nians insist, is not supported by facts, 
and familiarization with documents 
about the events of 1915 leads to the 
idea about purposeful provocation. l. 
M. Bolkhovitinov noted in his report 
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that when russian troops occupied the 
region of van, the armenian militia left 
no stone unturned here, and no one 
was spared.22 French scientist georges 
de Maleville rightly writes that the the-
sis about the decision of the Turkish 
government - «the legend about the 
notorious secret plan to wipe out the 
armenians to take their place is just as 
groundless as it is primitive».23 in his au-
tobiography, a. Mravyan, who held vari-
ous official positions in Soviet armenia, 
stated his opposition to the Dashnak 
party and its adventurist actions in Turk-
ish armenia.24 general Nikolayev, who 
commanded the russian army on the 
Caucasian front and was in the middle 
of events in the hottest point, wrote in 

his report that he had not known about 
cases of mass extermination of the ar-
menian population in Eastern anatolia. 
He said that about 50,000 armenian ref-
ugees left van in the direction of Tapariz. 
Of them, about 100 people were killed 
by the Kurds. Upon return from Tapariz 
to Berggri-Kala, there were about 500 
armenians who had died of disease. 
general Bolkhovitinov writes that from 
the beginning of these events, a large 
mass of up to 200,000 refugees moved 
to russia. as the columns of people 
moved along the road from the south-
ern part of lake van to Khoy and on the 
other side, to igdir, «people died from 
exhaustion, hunger and thirst».25

after the events in Eastern anatolia, 

the moving of large numbers of arme-
nians to the South Caucasus contribut-
ed to the worsening of national-ethnic 
relations in the region. in his report «On 
the political situation in the Caucasus», 
the grand Duke Nicholas detailed the 
panorama of these contradictions to 
Emperor Nicholas ii.26 The grand Duke 
told the king that «in Tiflis, which is the 
main center of the Caucasus, the urban 
public administration is entirely in the 
hands of the armenians». as for the 
relations between the russians and ar-
menians living in the Caucasus, Nicho-
las wrote: «Most of the russian people 
living in the Caucasus have a negative 
attitude towards the armenians.»27 
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