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With this volume and its companion, Volume IV, 
Richard Hovannisian completes his definit ive his-
tory of t he first i n d e p e n d e n t A r m e n i a n s ta te in 
modern t imes and provides the basis for compari-
son with the new Armenian republic established in 
1991 after seven decades of Soviet rule. Based on 
A r m e n i a n , Russ i an , T u r k i s h , G e r m a n , I t a l i an , 
French, and English-language archives, these vol-
u m e s provide the first c o m p r e h e n s i v e , mul t id i -
m e n s i o n a l analys is of th is cr i t ical pe r iod in 
Armenian history—one clouded in misinformation 
and controversy. 

In 1918, t he A r m e n i a n p e o p l e e m e r g e d f rom 
centuries of foreign domination to establish a small 
republic in the Russian Armenian provinces of the 
Caucasus. While the populace struggled for physi-
cal survival in a devastated land, Armenian repre-
sentatives at the Paris Peace Conference appealed 
for suppor t to ex tend the boundar ies of the new 
state to encompass the adjacent , richer provinces 
of T u r k i s h Armenia . T h e refusal of T u r k e y and 
ul t imately of Soviet Russia to tolerate Armenian 
independence , the failure of the Allied Powers to 
suppor t the Armenian state , and the inabil i ty of 
the Armenians to defend their fledgling state alone 
t r a n s f o r m e d t h e p r o s p e c t of an i n d e p e n d e n t 
Armenia into chaotic unreality by the end of 1920. 
But t h o u g h its h i s tory was b r i e f , t h e R e p u b l i c 
came to represent a major turning point, enabl ing 
the Armenian people to maintain a national exis-
tence on a small part of their historic homeland. Its 
legacy inspired enduring visions of future renewed 
independence . 

In Volume I, Hovannis ian descr ibed the grave 
political and economic crises of the Repub l i c in 
1918-1919, the labors of its delegation at Paris, the 
relations of Armenia with neighboring Georgia and 
Azerbaijan, and the at t i tudes of all three republics 
toward British Imperial forces in the Caucasus, the 
Sov ie t g o v e r n m e n t of Russ ia , t h e T u r k i s h 
N a t i o n a l i s t m o v e m e n t , and t he Allied P o w e r s . 
Volume II carried the history of the Repub l i c to 
the spring of 1920, a period when state ministries 
developed and political parties—striving to create 
a common external f r o n t — e n t e r e d into negot ia -
t ions for a coali t ion cab ine t , a legis la ture , and a 
peace de lega t ion r ep re sen t i ng Uni t ed Armen ia . 
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Preface to Volumes III and IV 

Thirty years ago, it was my intent to write a complete history of the 
Armenian republic as a doctoral dissertation. But that was an ambitious 
plan, and it is only now, toward the end of a rewarding professional 
career at the University of California, that the process has reached fru-
ition—except perhaps for the realization that, instead of becoming the 
definitive history, this series may simply point the way to additional, more 
comprehensive investigation. The wealth of recently declassified archival 
material in all parts of the former Soviet Union now makes possible 
separate monographs on each theme and nearly every chapter heading 
included in the four volumes of The Republic of Armenia and its precursor, 
Armenia on the Road to Independence. 

It was a youthful idealization and romanticization of Armenian inde-
pendence that initially attracted me to the study of the Armenian re-
public, the first sovereign Armenian state in several centuries. Though 
not long-lived, the Republic came to represent a major turning point, 
enabling the Armenian people to maintain a national existence on a 
small part of their historic homeland, albeit ultimately in the form of 
the Armenian Soviet Socialist Republic. Its legacy inspired enduring vi-
sions of future renewed independence. There was the danger, however, 
that a multidimensional history of the Republic might never be written 
because of ideological and geopolitical circumstances. Under the Soviet 
system, the Armenian language and culture were allowed to flourish as 
long as they adhered to the formula of "national in form and socialist 
in content." In a trade-off for this concession, Armenian intellectuals 
were constrained to write within parameters set down by the Soviet au-
thorities in the presentation and interpretation of Armenian history. 

As the Armenian republic had been dominated by political currents 
opposed to communism and oriented toward the West, it was only nat-
ural that Soviet historians should portray the Republic's leaders as lack-
eys of imperialism and avowed enemies of the workers and peasants. 

xi 
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The bourgeois-nationalist government, it was said, came into constant 
conflict with neighboring states and ruthlessly suppressed the progres-
sive elements within Armenia. Only the heroic intervention of the Red 
Army and assistance of Soviet Russia spared the Armenian people from 
complete annihilation and began the process of fraternal reconciliation 
among all the peoples of the Caucasus and the entire Soviet Union. 

These themes characterized Soviet historiography for several decades, 
requiring the serious researcher to read through hundreds of monoto-
nously similar publications in order to glean a few useful facts. The post-
Stalin era brought gradual liberalization, especially in questions relating 
to the Armenian emancipatory movement, the Armenian genocide, and 
other issues that deeply touched Armenian national sentiment. Stretch-
ing but not breaking the tolerated bounds, the boldest historians even 
tried to show that the establishment of the independent pre-Soviet Ar-
menian republic was a salutary development, despite the shortcomings 
of its leaders. Revision and reinterpretation were greatly accelerated with 
the manifestation of the Karabagh movement in 1988. It was both grat-
ifying and ironic when I—the historian of the Armenian republic—was 
elected in 1990 to membership in the esteemed Academy of Sciences 
of Soviet Armenia, now the National Academy of Sciences of Armenia. 
The implications of that act were profound. 

While Soviet historians conformed to the restrictions of the Stalinist 
era, surviving leaders of the Armenian republic wrote in the diaspora 
about the events with which they had been intimately associated. But 
this important genre did not progress much beyond the valuable yet 
incomplete history of the Republic published in 1928 by the last prime 
minister, Simon Vratzian. As it happened, therefore, predetermined 
content and conclusions prevailed in the Soviet Union, and in the di-
aspora intellectual curiosity and creativity decreased. The Armenian re-
public became shrouded in partisan politics, symbolism, and various 
shades of mythology. 

It was my goal, therefore, to bring the Armenian republic out from 
the shadows and to free it from partisan stereotypes through a compre-
hensive history based on multilingual and multiarchival research. Al-
though the planned doctoral thesis actually ended up becoming only a 
prehistory of the Republic, covering the period from 1914 to 1918, my 
subsequent years of research were facilitated by the declassification of 
relevant holdings in the national archives of Great Britain, France, Italy, 
and the United States and of the private papers of diplomats, educators, 
missionaries, and philanthropists who were participants in the events of 
the time. Moreover, this study is the first and perhaps still only one to 
make extensive use of the archives of the Delegation of the Republic of 
Armenia to the Paris Peace Conference. That repository includes not 
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only the primary records of Avetis Aharonian's delegation but also copies 
of thousands of documents sent from Erevan to Paris to keep the dele-
gation apprised of developments in the Caucasus, especially in foreign 
relations with neighboring states and with both the White Armies and 
the Soviet government of Russia. At a time when all Soviet archives were 
inaccessible, these materials provided details and perspectives that other-
wise could not have been obtained. In more recent years, the records of 
Boghos Nubar's Armenian National Delegation have also become avail-
able and are particularly useful in matters relating to relief and refugee 
affairs, the future of Cilicia, and the activities of the diasporan Armenian 
communities. 

It was only after I had completed writing the drafts of Volumes III and 
IV of The Republic of Armenia that developments in the Soviet Union 
unexpectedly resulted in the unlocking of previously classified archival 
holdings and I found myself facing hundreds of files of relevant docu-
ments. During my many previous visits to Soviet Armenia, I was taken 
through the State Historical Archives and shown where the restricted 
materials on the Republic were kept, but with sympathetic smiles my 
guides indicated that it would be improper for me to request access. 
Many subjects about which I could find only sketchy information else-
where were obviously covered in great detail in those closed funds: do-
mestic politics, agriculture and labor, welfare and reconstruction, com-
merce and communications, and justice, education, and culture. Still, it 
was a consolation to know that the records of the Republic remained 
largely intact. 

Receipt of permission in 1991 to use the State Historical Archives after 
so many years of waiting was both exhilarating and unnerving. If my 
work of three decades had hitherto been touted as an unparalleled his-
tory of the Armenian republic based on the available materials world-
wide, that description would now certainly require qualification. For the 
next two years, I revised the drafts of these two volumes, working dili-
gently to incorporate the new material. This process delayed publication 
but made the volumes fuller and more accurate—without, however, al-
tering any of the previous themes or conclusions. The extensive holdings 
in the State Historical Archives leave no doubt that the study of the 
Republic is not complete but only beginning and that, given a normal-
ization of conditions, a new generation of scholars will enhance, revise, 
and rectify that which I have written in this series. 

The publication of the third and fourth volumes of The Republic of 
Armenia brings this history to a close. The narrative ends with the par-
tition and sovietization of the Republic in December 1920. Outlined as 
an epilogue in the final volume but awaiting a thorough study is the half-
year period from the declaration of Soviet rule to mid-1921: the policies 


