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The Armenian cultural heritage, historically representing the holistic - material and
spiritual culture of Armenia from the Neolithic (the 10™ - the first half of the 6th
millennium BC), Eneolithic (the middle of the 6" - the 4™ millennium BC), Bronze (the
second half of the 4™ - the middle of the 2" millennium BC) periods to the Iron Age (the
second half of the 2" millennium BC and further), Antiquity and the Middle Ages is
attested in the Armenian Highland by archaeological monuments, rock art and
petroglyphs, spiritual sources, epic sagas, architectural monuments, khachkars (cross-
stones), cuneiform inscriptions, ancient and medieval written sources, manuscript book
painting - miniatures, spiritual music, folk art, carpet weaving, ceramics and jewelry, etc.

The more than five thousand year old statehood of ancient and medieval Armenia?
(Cwyp-<wjwunwl) [area of about 440 thousand km? - Great Armenia, Armenia Minor,
Armenian (Northern) Mesopotamia, Cilician Armenia], genetically, by its Armenian
ethno-cultural structure [led by <wjljwqniup (the Haykians)]® is rooted in the Armenian
Highland.

! Danvensan 3. J1., ApmeHuA: UMBUIU3ALMOHHDIN BeKTOp B ucTopumn passutua LLlenkosoro nytu, «21-it BEK», Ne3, 2013.
The full Russian version of this article (UyBunuzauyoHHbiii Bknag ApmeHun B wuctoputo Llenkosoro nytv u
coBpeMeHHble BbI3oBbl) see in: Civilizational Contribution of Armenia in the History of the Silk Road (International
Scientific Conference, 21-23 November, 2011), Erevan, 2012, pp. 292-311; “Fundamental Armenology”, electronic
journal, N 2, 2015, http://www.fundamentalarmenology.am/datas/pdfs/168.pdf

2 About more than eight thousand year old roots of the Armenian ethno-cultural heritage testify glottochronological
studies conducted by the newest methods. According to the primary results, “Hittite lineage diverging from Proto-Indo-
European around 8,700 years BP, perhaps reflecting the initial migration out of Anatolia. Tocharian, and the Greco-
Armenian lineages are shown as distinct by 7,000 years BP, with all other major groups” [Gray R.D., Atkinson Q.D.,
Language-tree Divergence Times Support the Anatolian Theory of Indo-European Origin, Nature, vol. 426, 2003, pp.
435-438]. Later, the authors considered the earliest period of the spread of agriculture from the Armenian Highland
via Asia Minor into Europe and, in this regard, the divergence of the Indo-European language family — 8000 to 9500
years ago [Remco Bouckaert, Philippe Lemey, Michael Dunn, Simon J. Greenhill, Alexander V. Alekseyenko, Alexei J.
Drummond, Russell D. Gray, Marc A. Suchard, Quentin D. Atkinson, Mapping the Origins and Expansion of the Indo-
European Language Family, SCIENCE, vol. 337, 2012, pp. 957-960]. On the outline maps presented by the authors,
the area of “inferred geographic origin of the Indo-European language family" also includes the territory of the
Armenian Highland (a cradle of agriculture), which is not mentioned in the text, where, instead of it, again incorrectly,
is used the term "Anatolia" or "modern Turkey" (Ibid., pp. 958-959). In scientific terminology the term "Anatolia", in
accordance with the historical reality, means only Asia Minor, located to the west of the Armenian Highland [The
Encyclopedia of World History. 6th edition, Boston, New York, 2001, pp. 37, 39].

3 Unyutu hunpbiuwgh, Mwwndnyehiu <wjng, Gplwu, 1991, ke 37-42:
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ARMENIA IN ANCIENT AND MEDIEVAL TIMES
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For millennia Armenia has been connected with the nearby and remote countries
by trade routes, which with time formed the system of the highways of the Silk Road,
from China to India - Bactria - Tokharistan - Sogdiana - Iran - Armenia - Mesopotamia -
Asia Minor, the countries and cities of the Mediterranean Sea’s eastern basin (Egypt,
Phoenicia, Syria, Cilicia, etc.) and Europe (Greece, Rome, etc.)

Civilizational contribution of Armenia to the history of the Silk Road in ancient and
medieval times (in different geopolitical conditions) was determined by economic, state
legal and cultural factors, the conclusion of international trade agreements, the high
level of architecture, urban planning and craft production, developed network of trade
routes, the export of raw materials and products, import of goods in the domestic
market, as well as their transit to other countries, keeping and preservation of trade
routes, active participation in international maritime trade and the development of
commercial and financial capital, etc.

Exported from the Neolithic epoch, obsidian (mined in the mountains of Armenia)®,
the development of metallurgy and handicraft production, as well as internal and
external trade in the Eneolithic, Bronze and Early Iron Ages5, the ancient sources’ data

4 Dixon J., Cann J. and Renfrew C., Obsidian and the Origins of Trade. "Scientific America", 1968, Ne¢ 218, p. 46.

5 Uwpuppnujwu <.U., npnywu MU, <wjwunwup Fubinhpyjwu dowynypeh hwnpgh ontng, “Lpwpbp” hwu. ghw.,
1967, N3, Lo 52-62: ruwuqunwu E., <wjjwlwu |Gnuwotuwphh dowynyep d.p.w. Il hwq., Gplwu, 1967:
fuwuqurywu E., Uypngwu Y.<, Mwpuwdjwu EU., Ukdwdnp, Gpuwu, 1973: ®hjhynuwu U., <wjwlwu
(nuwfuwphp d.e.w. -1 hwg. hnpwpdwuubphg hwjnuwpbpwd dndwfufuntugubpp npwbtiu huwghwnwywu W
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on external relations of the Armenian kingdoms of Aratta (according to the Sumerian
epic about commodities exchange between Aratta and Sumer in the 3™ millennium
BC)®, Armanum (the second half of the 3™ millennium BC)’, Hayasa (the second half of
the 2" millennium BC)® and Nairi testify to the early trade relations of Armenia with the
countries of Mesopotamia and the Mediterranean basin.

In the first millennium BC the most active periods of Armenia's participation in
international trade were the epochs of the kingdoms of Ararat-Van (Urartu), Great
Armenia and Armenia Minor, in particular, the period of the reigns of Artashes | (189-
160 BC) and his grandson Tigran Il the Great (95-55 BC) - the King of Kings of the
Armenian Empire, stretching from the eastern borders of the Parthian Iran® to the
Mediterranean Sea in the West, from the Black Sea and the major mountain range of
the Caucasus mountains in the North, to Syria, Egypt and the Persian Gulf in the
South™. The most part of the Western Asian system of the Silk Road, including the
highways passing through Iran, Mesopotamia and Armenia to Asia Minor and the
Mediterranean Sea, was under the control of Armenian King of Kings Tigran Il the
Great. The developed urban planning and security of the highways of the Great Silk
Road on the most part of the territory of Western Asia included in the Armenian Empire
were the expression of the civilizing activities of Tigran Il the Great''. He founded a new
capital, Tigranakert (in Aghdznik) and some other walled cities (also named after him) in

wqquagpwywu hGunwgnunnyeniuubph uyqpuwnpnp, <ptu <wjwunwup dowynypep, X1, Gpuwu, 1998, Lty 64-65:
Uhdnuyjwu £.6., Chuquyeh 2000 p. wtnnuubpp, <wjwuwnwuh htwgnyu dowynyep, <wpnigintt Uwpunphpnujwuh
hhowwnwyhu udhpwsd ghinwdnnnyp gtiynignidubiph hhduwnpnypubn, Gplwu, 2001, ty 33-34: Areni-1 Chalcolithic
Cave Settlement, http://arenicave.livejournal.com/

6 Kramer S.N., Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta: a Sumerian Epic Tale of Iraq and Iran, Philadelphia, 1952. L. N.
Petrosyan expressed an opinion on the localization of Aratta (cf. Ararat) in the Armenian Highland (MGwpnuyjwu L.U.,
Cwy dnnnypnh hnfuwnpwdhongutip, <wj wqqupwuniyeinit b pwlwhjnwinigintu, dnnnywsént, 6, Gplwu, 1974, ke
123, cf. Kavoukjan M., Armenia, Subartu and Sumer. The Indo-European Homeland and Ancient Mesopotamia,
Montreal, 1987, pp. 68-70; 15, UnJuhujwu U., Cuwgnyu wtwnieginiup <wjwuwnwund. Upwwnwnw, Gplwt, 1992, ko
29-32).

7 Kndpuwwmn A., Teorpachuueckne BO33peHMA ApeBHUX LymepoB npu natecu [ypea (2162-2137 rr. po H. 3.),
ManectuHckuii ¢6., Bbin. 13 (76), 1965, cTtp. 64, WBaHoB Bau. Bc., Bbigenenne pasHbix XpOHONOrMYECKUX CHOEB B
JpeBHeapMAHCKOM 1 npobnema nepsoHayanbHoil CTpyKTypbl rMmHa Baxarny, MRL, 1983, N 4, c. 32-33.

8 Uwpwhpnubwu L., <wybipbup jwpwpbpnuyehiup hbphubpbup htn, <wunku Uduopbwy, 1924, phy 9-10, Lo 453:
Forrer E., Haiasa-Azzi, Caucasiaca, 1931, N 9, S. 1-24; KanaHusaH I., Xaliaca-konbibenb apmaH, EpeBaH, 1948.
AQwqupuu M., Cwjwuwjh pwunwpwlwiu W dawynipwiht ywwndnieyniup, Gplwu, 2009:
°lsidoriCharacen i Mansiones Parthicae, V.- K. M ii | | e r. Geographi Graeci Minores, Hildesheim, vol. |,
1965, p. 244-254; Yw u h b | w u k. L., bupnnp Rupwlwgnt « Nwpplwlwu Yuwjwuubpp», MRL, 1971, 4, £ 173:
10 Plutarch’s Lives, with an English translation by B. Perrin, London, in eleven volumes, vol. 4, 1950, Luculus, XIV,
Appian’s Roman History, Book XI, The Syrian Wars, VIII. 48, pp. 196-197, M. Juniani Justini Epitoma Historiarum
Philippicarum Pompeii Trogi. Ex recen. Fr. Ruehl, Lipsiae, 1915, XXXVIII, 3, 1-5.

" Ywupbgwu E., Shgpwu Il UGdh pwnwpwyppwlwu gnpdniubiniejwt nwqdwdwpnieniup, MRL, 2006, Ne2, ko 3-
12:
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Great Armenia (Artsakh, Utik, Gogtn/Goghtan), and other parts of the Armenian
Empire'?.

In the Late Antiquity and, particularly, in the Middle Ages, with the change of the
geopolitical situation, in the epochs of the Armenian Arshakuni (65-428) and Bagratuni
kingdoms of Great Armenia (885-1045), the reunited state of Armenia (the second half
of the 7" century), later the Armenian Rubenian Principality (1080-1197) and the
Kingdom of Cilician Armenia (1198-1375), as well as in the periods of the rise of the
Armenian Principality of Artsakh-Khachen (from the 10™ to 16" century)™ and the
Zakaryans’ state (centers: Ani, Dvin, Gag) (the end of the 12" - the first decades of the
13" century), Armenia maintained its important military and strategic position in Western
Asia and economic significance in international trade. According to the medieval
Armenian historian Aristakes Lastivertsi (1002-1080), Armenian "worthy merchants...
working on land and at sea, strived to deliver their property to Artsn (near Karin-E.D.),
and the inhabitants of Kars accumulated great wealth by sea and land". The historian

called the Armenian Bagratuni Kingdom’s capital Ani "the world famous city"™.

THE SILK ROAD IN ANCIENT AND EARLY MEDIEVAL TIMES

Lake Baikal

)

$O8 Lake Si-Khoy
%914, S A Pokant) X1IONGNU
“\ [ TR N

Alexandria (Kandagar)
ARACHOSIA

\
PENINSULA N GEDROSIA

vas (a3 NvIHLN3

<
A \Y\‘O %,
e $ i
,—‘{aﬁa\ - Bay of & ' %
HADRAMAUT =7 ¢S * ~Surat Bengal ’441 / ‘n
i / &/
INDIAN OCEAN ! N

g e,
The map's author E. L. Danielyan

Computer design K. A Musheghyan

The significance of Armenia in the development of international trade has also
been manifested in the field of conclusion of trade agreements and elaboration of legal
acts. Among them are the Armenian-Byzantine trade agreement of 891'° and later - the
agreements of the Armenian Kingdom of Cilicia with the commercial centers of Venice,

12 The Geography of Strabo, with an English translation by H. L. Jones, Cambr., Mass., London, in eight volumes, vol.
V, 1954, XI. 14, Claudii Ptolemaei Geographia, vol. |, pars secunda, Parisiis, 1901, V. 12. 10, VI. 2. Mwwdniehtu
Utipknuh, woluwwnwuppnigjudp &. 4. Upqupjwuh, Gplwu, 1979, Lo 125:

B Mynipwpywu P.U., luwsbuh hofuwunieiniup X-XVI nwpbipnwd, Gplwu, 1975:

4 Mwwndnyehiu Uppunnwyhup Lwuwnhybpunginy, Gplwu, 1963, ke 74, 83, 133:

5 WosaHHec [lpacxaHakepTum, Wctopua ApmeHun (nepeB. ¢ ApeBHeapm., BCTynm. cTaTbA W KommeHTapuit M.O.
[Lapbunan-Menukan), EpesaH, 1986, ctp. 128, 316, npum. 2.
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Genoa, and others. The contribution of the Armenian Kingdom of Cilicia to abolishing of
the so-called "coastal law" (Jus litoris)'® is of great importance. The medieval Armenian
writer and lawgiver Mkhitar Gosh (1120-1213) condemned "coastal law" in his famous
work "The Code of Laws." The Armenian kings of Cilicia, especially Levon 1'7 (1198-
1219) and Hethum | (1225-1270) made every effort to abolish it'®.

In Antiquity and the Middle Ages the capitals and major cities of Great Armenia
flourished - Van, Erebuni-Erevan, Armavir, Yervandashat, Artashat, Tigranakert,
Vagharshapat, Dvin, Jugha, Nakhijevan, Kars, Ani, Bagaran, Shirakavan, Karin, Artsn,
Kars, Manazkert, Mush, Artanuj, Artvin, Gandzak,'® as well as of Cilician Armenia - Sis,
Ayas?®® and others on the highways of the Silk Road.

Armenia and neighboring countries had suffered great calamities as a result of the
invasions of eastern hordes of nomads - Seljuk-Oghuz-Turks (in the second half of the
11™ century AD), the Mongol-Tatars (1236 - the 14" c.), Kara Koyunlu and Aq Koyunlu
(the 15" ¢.), as well as the Ottoman-Safavid wars of conquest and territorial partitions
(1555, 1639), which destroyed, established since ancient times the system of the Great
Silk Road”".

The Armenian Genocide, planned, organized and committed by the Ottoman and
the Young Turk regimes, and continued by the Kemalists in the agonizing Ottoman
Empire and Western Armenia, Cilician Armenia, and in some regions of Eastern
Armenia, along with the annihilation and deportation of the Armenian population also
resulted in the destruction of the Armenian cultural values and the trade and economic
spheres of the country.

The holistic historical heritage of the Armenian people territorially includes the
Republic of Armenia, the Artsakh (Nagorno-Karabakh) Republic, Northern Artsakh, Utik
(Gardman, Gandzak...), Northern Gugark (Javakhk, Treghk...), Nakhijevan, Paytakaran
in Eastern Armenia and subjected to the crime of genocide Western Armenia, Cilician
Armenia and Armenian Mesopotamia. However, the UNESCO designers of the
international program of the Silk Road did not taken into consideration the actual
history, but took as a basis the modern "political world map", where the Republic of
Armenia is presented within the limits resulting from huge human and territorial losses

16 A plundering practice existing from ancient times in Europe and Asia.

17 Levon Il, Prince of Cilicia, after crowning - King Levon | (Wayne G. Sayles, Ancient Coin Collecting VI, lola, WI, 1999,
p. 36).

18 Bapceros t0.l., OTka3 apmaH oT «beperosoro npasa», MPL, 1971, Nel, ctp. 95-110. Bapceroe H).T., Bopbba
Kunukuiickoit ApmeHun npotus nupatctea B CpepumsemHom mope, MPL, 1973, N=3, ctp. 71-84.

19 MaHaHgan A.A., O Toprosne u ropogax ApMeHUM B CBA3M C MUPOBOI TOproeneii apesHux spemeH, Epesan, 1954.
Maptupocan A., Ha Benukom LLlenkosom nytu, Epesan, 1998.

20 MukaensH I, T., «Mctopua Kunukuiickoro apmaHckoro rocynapcrea», Epesan, 1952.

21 A monastic scribe in Crete wrote with horror about the capture of Constantinople (1453) by the Turks: “There never
has been and never will be a more dreadful happening” (Palmer A., The Decline and Fall of the Ottoman Empire, New
York, 1992, p. 1). Victor Hugo noted: “Les Turcs ont passé la: tout est ruine et deuil” (V. Hugo., Oeuvres complétes.
Poésie I. Paris, 1985, L’enfant, p. 476).
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of the Armenian people as the result of the Armenian Genocide, as well as the
conclusion of the Moscow and Kars illegal treaties, due to the Bolshevik-Kemalist
criminal conspiracy?” and enforced decisions of the Caucasian Bureau (1921)%.

In 1988 UNESCO launched a ten-year project entitled: "Integral Study of the Silk
Roads: Roads of Dialogue." The goal of the project is defined in the following statement:
"The Silk Roads have highlighted the fruitful dialectic and give-and-take in the unending
dialogue between civilizations and cultures. They show how the movement of people,
and the flow of ideas and values, have served to transform cultures, and even
civilizations... Through this project, UNESCO has sought to shed light on the common
heritage, both material and spiritual, that links the peoples of Eurasia"?*. In the course of
the project’s realization were carried out dozens of conferences and seminars, created
movies, etc. however, on many sites containing information about the UNESCO project,
incorrectly using the names "Anatolia" and "Turkey" in relation to the territories of
Western Armenia and Cilician Armenia, and not mentioning the Armenian Highland and
the whole of Armenia, is presented disinformation, completely falsifying the whole
history of Armenia and, accordingly, the history of the Silk Road, as can be seen, for
example, from the following passage: "Caravanserais were built mainly for travellers
pilgrims and wandering dervishes in regions like Anatolia where East and West met"®°.
"Linking Turkey, the Caucasus, Western China, Iran, Afghanistan and India, the
caravan routes transformed them into one huge cultural and economic zone... “The
United Nations Organization for Education, Science and Culture” is committed to
integrated, comprehensive study of the heritage of ancient civilizations, the flourishing of
many of them is directly linked with the development of contacts along the Great Silk
Road"?°.

But what is the relation of Turkey with the heritage of ancient civilizations? Gross
injustice is the mention of Turkey in connection with the Silk Road project along with a
number of countries - the creators and keepers of ancient and medieval cultural
traditions of the native peoples. Contrary to them Turkey is responsible for the crime
committed against humanity and civilization, the first genocide of the 20™ century - the
Armenian Genocide. After committing the genocide against Armenians (1.5 million were
killed) Turkey continues the genocide of culture - the destruction of the Armenian
historic heritage in Western Armenia, including Cilician Armenia.

France, England and Russia in their Joint Declaration of May 24 1915 condemned
Turkey of committing "new crimes against humanity and civilization"?” (it meant a new

2 Bapceros H).T., Monutuyeckas oueHka MockoBckoro n Kapcckoro porosopos, see in the book: eHoumg apmaH.
OTtBeTcTBEHHOCTbL Typuun U 0bA3aTenbCTBa MUPOBOro coobluecTsa, T. 2, YacTb 2, Mocksa, 2005, cTp. 442-443.

23 MaHacaH A., Kapabaxckuii KoH(pnukT. Kntouesble noHATUA 1 xpoHuKa, EpesaH, «HopasaHk», 2005, ctp. 13-14.

24 http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0015/001592/159291eo. pdf

% Integral Study of the Silk Roads: Roads of Dialogue. Newsletter, Issue N° 4, 1995, p. 3 https://goo.gl/VINr69

26 OHECKO v Benukuii LenkoBbiii nyTs, http://www.sairamtourism. com/ru/gsr_unesco

2" _En présence de ces nouveaux crimes de la Turquie contre I'numanité et la civilisation, les gouvernements alliés

font savoir publiquement a la Sublime Porte qu'ils tiendront person-nellement responsables des dits crimes tous les
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stage of crimes in 1909-1915 after the massacre in the 90° of the 19" century). The
Entente Reply to President Wilson's Peace Note stated, that one of their aims was “the
turning out from Europe of the Ottoman Empire, as decidedly foreign to Western
civilization"®,

The Treaty of Sévres (10.08.1920) retains its value as a document of international
law. The President of the United States Woodrow Wilson’s Arbitral Award (ratified with
the signatures of the arbitrator Woodrow Wilson and Secretary of State Bainbridge
Colby and The Great Seal of the United States) is final and binding®.

The consultants of UNESCO and other organizations dealing with political and
cultural problems of the region must know the truth, on the one hand, about the history
of Armenia, the crime of the Armenian Genocide committed by Turkey and the capture
of Western Armenia, including Cilician Armenia, etc., and, on the other hand, about the
Azerbaijani crimes - deportation, pogroms and massacres of the native Armenian
population of the districts, towns and villages of some regions of Eastern Armenia
(Nakhjhevan, Artsakh and Utik: Getashen, Shahumyan, Maragha, Gandzak...), as well
as the Armenian population of the left bank of the Kura River (Shaki, Vardashen,
Shamakhi, etc.) and the Cis-Caspian (Baku, Sumgait) and other cities.

The representatives of UNESCO declare about the integral study of the Silk Road,
restoration of its history, however, they ignore the truth of history itself, particularly in
relation to the holistic civilizational heritage of Armenia. In studying the history of the Silk
Road and designing the international project it was necessary to have Armenia
presented in its full historical content. On the contrary, the UNESCO project on
"studying the Silk Road", in connection with the Armenian lands out of the Republic of
Armenia goes, hand in hand with the falsifications perpetrated in the fields of
archaeology, history and cartography of Armenia by Turkey and Azerbaijan, which have
absolutely no relation to ancient and medieval Armenian civilizational heritage of the
western and some eastern territories of Armenia annexed by them, moreover, they are
continuously busy destroying it.

Guided by Pan-Turkism, Turkish authorities, having as their basis the genocidal
experience of the Ottomans, the Young Turks and Kemalists, in the 30° of the 20"
century under the guidance of Kemal Atatirk and his henchmen fabricated

membres du gouvernement ottoman ainsi que ceux de ses agents qui se trouveraient impliqués dans de pareils
massacres” (Beylerian Arthur, Les grandes puissances, 'empire ottoman et les Arméniens dans les archives frangaises
(1914-1918): recueil de documents, Paris 1983, p. XLIIl, History of the United Nations War Crimes Commission and the
Development of the Laws of War, London, 1948. Shabas W.A., Genocide in International Law, Cambridge, 2000, p.
16).

28 Entente Reply to President Wilson's Peace Note, January 10, 1917 https://goo.gl/hrzUal

Hacobian A.P., Armenia and the War. An Armenian’s Point of View with an appeal to Britain and the Coming Peace
Conference with a Preface by the Rt, Hon. Viscount Bryce, O. M. New York, https://goo.gl/ZEtKAN

29 Papian A.A., The Arbitral Award on Turkish-Armenian Boundary by Woodrow Wilson, the President of the United
States of America (Historical Background, Legal Aspects and International Dimensions), Fundamental Armenology,
Issue 1, 2015, p. 221, 233.
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pseudoscientific "Turkish historical thesis".> Azerbaijani falsificators, on the other hand,
adhered to the fraud of the type of “Buniativshchina” (the 60-80s of the 20™ century)
nurtured on the Turkish Armenophobic policy’s yeast31. At present, Turkish and
Azerbaijani falsifications with the "rebirth" of Neo-Osmanizm are experiencing a "boom"
of the new phase of falsifications, with the support of their external patrons.

In the information war against Armenia, Turkish-Azerbaijani propaganda, falsifying
the historical realities, uses the international podiums. It seemed that the UNESCO
project would serve historical truth, but, on the contrary, there is observed the "Turkish-
Azerbaijani trace". Moreover, it can be stated that in relation to the falsification of the
history of Armenia in favor of the Turkish-Azerbaijani alliance, the project "Integral Study
of the Silk Road" is the quintessence of falsifications carried out by the Turkish
"research institutes” in close cooperation with some external research centers®. Thus,
when the question in the project concerns the historical heritage of the whole territory of
Armenia, the real facts of historical science are ignored by such organizations.

In September of 1998, the international conference entitled "TRACECA -
Restoration of the Historic Silk Road" under the auspices of the European Union was
held in Baku®?, in the framework of “TRACECA Programme (transport corridor Europe-
Caucasus-Asia) for the first time initiated at the Conference in Brussels, in May 1993,
involving Ministries of Trade and Transport from Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan™*. In 2008, at the
next conference of TRACECA again held in Baku, the transport Minister of Turkey
talked about the "revival of the historical Silk Road" and, as if "thanks to it a new
infrastructure project entered into the life of the member states"**. In reality, Turkish
authorities are busy with denying the Armenian Genocide and the realization of the
ideologically Pan-Turkic "Caucasus platform"*®. Thus, Turkey and Azerbaijan historically

30 Clive Foss criticized the so-called "Turkish historical thesis" (Clive Foss, When Turks Civilized the World. History
Today, Vol. 55, 2005, pp. 10-16, cf. Wendy M.K., Shaw, Whose Hittites, and Why? Language, Archaeology and the
Quest for the Original Turks. - Archaeology Under Dictatorship, Edited by M. L. Galaty, Ch. Watkinson, Springer,
2006, Chapter 7, pp. 131-153].

3" MHauakaHsaH A.LL., Cesak [1., Mo nosogy kHuru 3. ByHuAtoBa “Asepbaitgxan B VIl -IX BB.”, MPL, 1967, N°1, cTp.
177-190; Capkucan .X., MypapaaH 1. M., «ByHuatoslumHe» He BUAHO KoHua, “Lpwpbp” hwu. ghwn., 1988, N5, cTp.
41-49; WHupenbman B.A., BoiiHbl namaT. Mudbl, ngeHTMYHOCTb 1 NonnTuka B 3akaBkasbe, Mockea, 2003.

32 The University of Melbourne (ABN: 84 002 705 224) 1994-2001,"The North-Eastern Anatolia Archeological Project”,
Ataturk University and Eurasian Silk Road Universities Concortium (ESRUC). International Symposium on East Anatolia-
South Caucasus Cultures, October, 2012, http://easc.atauni.edu.tr/en/?page_id=17

33 http://www.traceca-org.org/ru/traseka/istorija-traseka/

34 http://www.traceca-org.org/en/traceca/history-of-traceca/

35 http://www.traceca-org.org/ru/traseka/istorija-traseka/

36 In connection with the activities of Prime Minister of Turkey Erdogan in creation of the "Caucasus platform of peace
and stability" (20 August, 2008) (http://www.panarmenian.net/eng/world/details/42830/
http://www.armtoday.info/default.asp?Lang=_Ru&NewsID=5469), it is necessary to remember that regardless of its
format, any idea of creation of such a regional structure initiated by Turkey, which denies the Armenian Genocide, in

its basis, inevitably will have a "rebirth" of the program of creation of the ideologically Pan-Islamic and Pan-Turkic
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having no relation to the history of the Silk Road and its heritage, in their annexationist
goals are turning it into the target for their falsifications. At the same time, the next
victim of savage annihilation of the Armenian historical and cultural heritage became the
last group of ten thousand destroyed khachkars (cross-stones) in the cemetery of the
ancient Armenian city of Jugha®’, located on the highway of the historic Silk Road.

A very peculiar form acquires the patronage of some responsible persons of the
UN in relation to the falsifications of Turkey. In 2005 the so-called "Alliance of
civilizations" was created with the active participation of Prime Ministers of Spain and
Turkey®. During the opening of the 2nd forum of the "Alliance" (April 6, 2009) in
Istanbul, Prime Minister Erdogan, in the presence of heads of a number of states made
a "statement" absolutely not corresponding to historical reality. He in particular said: "On
behalf of my country and nation, | would like to express my great pleasure in hosting the
Second Forum of the Alliance of Civilizations in Istanbul... this land has been rather the
home of peace, tolerance, a culture of coexistence, mutual compassion and respect"*®.
Contrary to such an obvious lie, the Decree issued on January 5, 1916 by the Minister
of War Enver Pasha®® shows the antihuman face of the Turkish occupants: "It is
important to change into Turkish all names of provinces, regions, villages, mountains
and rivers belonging to Armenian, Greek, Bulgarian and other non-Muslim peoples.
Making use swiftly of this favorable moment, we beseech your help in carrying out this
order"*".

Further, Erdogan deepening into the labyrinth of falsification of history, stated: "Not
only Istanbul alone, but almost every city in Turkey today sustains the traditional
symbols of peace, harmony and tolerance that have been in existence here throughout
history... There have also been provocative acts in Turkey, as in many countries around
the world, aiming to harm this climate of brotherhood and friendship. But our society,
moulded in a culture of tolerance and dialogue for thousands of years, has never
allowed such divisive acts to prevail and has always chosen to stand together against

"independent Caucasus," elaborated by the Turkish criminal government and a group of Caucasian Muslims in 1915, in
Constantinople (Istanbul) (Georgia and the War, Zurich, 1916, pp. 33-34; Asetucan I.A., K Bonpocy o «KaBkasckom
JOMe» 1 NaHTIOPKNCTCKKUX ycTpemnenuax, http://poli.vub.ac.be/publi/etni-1/avetisyan.htm).

% This crime was committed at the beginning of the 21 century. The Armenian cemetery was desecrated and
transformed into a shooting range (Julfa. The Annihilation of the Armenian Cemetery by Nakhijevan’s Azerbaijani
Authorities, Beirut, 2006). About historical monuments of Jugha see; Ujjwquu U., 2ninw, Gplwu, 1984:

38 L achmann Niels, In the Labyrinth of International Community: The Alliance of Civilisations Programme of the United
Nations, Cooperation and Conflict, June 2011, vol. 46 (2), pp. 185-200. Some experts opposed the creation of an
"Alliance of Civilizations" in the framework of the United Nations (Schaefer B., The U. S. Should Oppose the Proposed
U. N. Alliance of Civilizations (2007, http://www.heritage.org/report/the-us-should-oppose-the-proposed-un-alliance-
civilizations).

39 The Alliance of Civilizations Second Forum Opening Statement. Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Prime Minister of the
Republic of Turkey (April 6, 2009), p. 2 http://www.unaoc.org /images/erdogan forum speech (4).pdf

40 Enver Pasha was one of the main perpetrators of the Armenian Genocide.

4 Sahakyan L., Turkification of the Toponyms in the Ottoman Empire and the Republic of Turkey, Montreal, 2010, p.
14.
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those plots aiming to undermine our friendship. On the basis of these experiences in
Turkey, | would like to express our distinct pleasure in being able to convey messages
of peace to the world"*?. The facts show quite the opposite. There can be no word about
“thousands of years”, because the Seljuk-Oghuz-Turkic nomads (from Trans-Altai
deserts and Aral steppes) appeared in Western Asia only from the second half of the
11™ century and later. Their devastating raids, along with the captivity and murder of
peaceful population, the destruction of many thriving cities and cultural centers,
destroyed also the system of the Silk Road. About the Ottoman Turks Arnold Toynbee
noted that their “eponym, ‘Osman, was the son of a certain Ertoghrul who had led into
Anatolia (Asia Minor - E.D.) a nameless band of Turkish refugees: an insignificant
fragment of the human wreckage...."*.

Erdogan speaks about “a culture of tolerance and dialogue,” but in reality his
speech serves as a disguise for the Turkish government’s policy of the denial of the
Armenian Genocide. On April 24, 1915 it was just in Constantinople (Istanbul) that
thousands of Armenian intellectuals, political, national, religious leaders, teachers,
doctors and other professionals were arrested and killed with the sanction of the Young
Turks’ government.

It should be noted that in contrast to the Russian Chronicles and Historiography
(which retained the ancient Armenian names) and the policy of foundation of new cities
in the Russian Emire - New Nakhijevan, Grigoriopol, Armavir named after the ancient
and medieval Armenian names**, in the Ottoman Empire, and later on, in the Republic
of Turkey, as a result of genocidal policy, as in the past, as well as at present is
prohibited the mention of the Armenian geographic names (Western Armenia, Ararat,
Masis, Aratsani, and many others), which are either distorted or destroyed by the direct
sanction of the Turkish authorities.

On the one hand, in the framework of the Silk Road project, Turkey presents its
"program" allegedly in modern "political boundaries", including the occupied Western
Armenian lands, on the other hand, as can be seen from international events and
Internet sites, Armenia, is represented in the Silk Road project of UNESCO only within
the limits of the Republic of Armenia.*> Moreover, Western Armenia (including Cilician
Armenia) - the largest part of the Motherland of the Armenian people, not only is not
represented in the Silk Road project of UNESCO, but this project is used against the
Republic of Armenia and the Artsakh Republic. For example, in June 2008 at a
conference entitled "New Silk Road Business Opportunities" held in Chicago [partners
and cosponsors: the Central Asian Productivity Research Center, the Turkish Trade

42 The Alliance of Civilizations Second Forum Opening Statement, p. 2.

43 Toynbee A.J., A Study of History, vol. Il, Oxford University Press, London, New York, Toronto, 1955, p. 151.

4 Nanvenan 3D.J1., Punocodckoe ocMbiCieHUe UCTOPUU APMEHUM B UCTOPUOrpacpUuyeckoM KOHTEKCTE POCCHMIACKO-
apMAHCKOro LMBUNU3aLMOHHOrO ananora. B kH: Apmenus B pumanore umsunusauuii, HukHuit Hoeropog, 2011, ctp. 11-
18.

4 http://www.silkroad.travel/ru/ eritage; http://www.silkroad.travel/gsr-map.
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Office in Chicago, and the Commercial Section, Consulate of Pakistan (Chicago);
participating countries Turkey, Azerbaijan, Pakistan, Kazakhstan and some others] were
presented completely distorted facts and false attacks addressed*® to the Republic of
Armenia in connection with the victorious results of the liberation struggle of Artsakh.

Turkish authorities sanctioning the annihilation of the Armenian cultural and
civilizational values and incorrect using of the term "Eastern Anatolia" instead of
Western Armenia, exploit the Silk Road project, pursuing Pan-Turkic aims, as, for
example, follows from tourism website "All about Turkey "desined” by Burak Sansal.
This website falsificator of history presents himself, as “a licensed professional tour
guide, introducing tourists of many nationalities to Turkey and its wonders since 1990”.
As he says: “I'm also trying to promote Turkey through this award-winning
website which is fully created by myself. Whether you're visiting Turkey or just
interested, you can have an idea about our country scrolling through the pages.” Burak
knows that the term “Anatolia” corresponds to Asia Minor, but falsifying historical
geography, he wrongly uses the term “Eastern Anatolia” instead of Western Armenia.
Along with many names of the cities and towns that are marked on the so-called
“Anatolian Silk Road ltinerary”, mentioning also the cities of Western Armenia (including
Armenia Minor) - Erzrum (Karin), Erzincan (Eriza/Erznka), Mush, Kars, Ardahan, Van,
Bitlis (Baghesh), Sivas (Sebastia), Tokat, Amasia, Diyarbakir (Amid) etc., Burak writes:
"The Ministry of Tourism is planning to reactivate the Silk Road on which these unique
examples of our cultural heritage still stand". The forger then writes: "The caravan
routes transporting silk, china, paper, spices and precious stones from one continent to
the other followed several itineraries in Asia before arriving in Anatolia, which served as
a bridge linking it to Europe via the Thrace region.... After the Turkic Republics in
Central Asia acquired their independence, the idea was raised to revive the Silk Road
both as a trade route and as a cultural and historical heirloom with the aim of restoring
the inns and caravanserais to meet present day requirements"’. Thus, Burak presents
the plans of Turkish officials, who are eager to privatize the Silk Road not only in the
part of the highway within the system of trade routes [crossing Western Armenia
(including Cilician Armenia and Armenia Minor)] of Great Armenia, but proclaiming all
the republics of Central Asia (i.e. Middle Asia) “Turkic". But it is necessary to remember
that, for example, the Tajik language - the official language of the Republic of Tajikistan
belongs to the lranian branch of the Indo-Iranian languages of the Indo-European
family*?, etc.

46 http://lists.econ.utah.edu/pipermail/a-list/2008-June/035334.html.

47 All about Turkey with tour guide Burak Sansal. https://goo.gl/dBfWj3 http://www.allaboutturkey.com/anatolia.htm
http://www.allaboutturkey.com/erzurum.htm

http://www.allaboutturkey.com/eastern-anatolia. htm

48 baptonbp B.B., Tagxuku. Uctopuueckuii ouepk, Cou., 1. Il, 4. 1, Mocksa, 1963, ctp. 469; baptonbg B.B., Pabotbi

no uctopmueckoii reorpadgpum n nctopun Mpana, Cou., 1. VIl, Mocksa, 1971, ctp. 304, 505.
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Thus, Turkey through the "Alliance of Civilizations", fabricated under the auspices
of the UN and "The Silk Road project", initiated by UNESCO, as well as falsely using
the term "Eastern Anatolia", appropriates the cultural heritage of Western Armenia,
including Armenia Minor, Cilician Armenia and Armenian Mesopotamia, committing the
genocide of Armenian culture. On the other hand, in the political-economic and cultural
projects elaborated by certain international circles the cultural heritage of the Armenian
people is presented only within the limits of territory of the Republic of Armenia, pressed
into regional pseudo-concept "Southern Caucasus" (in reality, the Caucasus and all its
parts are to the north and east of the Kura River). But, for a true scientific and historical
approach to the study of the history of the Silk Road it is necessary at the international
level to implement actually the idea of protection of cultural and historical heritage of
each people (monuments of architecture, works of art, manuscripts, etc.), especially of
the Armenian nation, subjected to genocide in the western part of its Homeland -
Western Armenia (including western part of Great Armenia, Armenia Minor, Cilician
Armenia and Armenian Mesopotamia).

In order for the project "Integral Study of the Silk Road" to be scientifically founded
and serving the dialogue of civilizations, it is necessary to present the historical and
cultural heritage of Armenia in its territorial entity: Eastern Armenia - the Republic of
Armenia, the Artsakh (Nagorno Karabakh) Republic, Nothern Artsakh, Utik (Gardman,
Gandzak...), Javakhk, Nakhijevan and Paytakaran, as well as Western Armenia,
including Armenia Minor, Armenian Mesopotamia and Cilician Armenia. A truly scientific
approach to the history of the Silk Road in line with the dialogue of civilizations can
become one of the guarantors of the security of the world civilization with its spiritual
and cultural roots in Armenia®.

49 George Gordon Byron about Armenians, the Armenian Motherland - Armenia and the Armenian language wrote:
“Whatever may have been their destiny - and it has been bitter - whatever it may be in future, their country must ever
be one of the most interesting on the globe; and perhaps their language only requires to be more studied... It is a rich
language... If the Scriptures are rightly understood, it was in Armenia that Paradise was placed... It was in Armenia
that the flood first abated, and the dove alighted” (Lord Byron's Armenian Exercises and Poetry. Venice: in the Island
of St. Lazzaro, 1870, pp. 8, 10-12). D.M. Lang highly appreciating the contribution of Armenia to the world civilization,
particularly, wrote: “The ancient land of Armenia is situated in the high mountains... Although Mesopotamia with its
ancient civilizations of Sumeria and Babylon, is usually considered together with Egypt as the main source of civilized
life in the modern sense, Armenia too has a claim to rank as one of the cradles of human culture. To begin with,
Noah’s Ark is stated in the Book of Genesis to have landed on the summit of Mount Ararat, in the very centre of
Armenia... Again, Armenia has a claim on our attention as one of the principal homes of ancient metallurgy, beginning

at least five thousand years ago...” (Lang D. M., "Armenia: Cradle of Civilization", London, 1970).



