CAMBRIDGE LIBRARY COLLECTION

CAUCASIAN
BATTLEFIELDS

A HISTORY OF THE WARS
ON THE TURCO-CAUCASIAN
BORDER 1828-1921

WiLLiam EDWARD DAVID ALLEN
PAUL MURATOFF




CAMBRIDGE LIBRARY COLLECTION

Books of enduring scholarly value

History
The books reissued in this series include accounts of historical events and
movements by cye-witnesses and ¢ porarics, as well as landmark studices that
assembled significant source materials or developed new historiographical methods.
The series includes work an social, political and military history on a wide range of
periods and regions, giving modern scholars ready access to influential publications

of the past.

Caucasian Battlefields

The Caucasus region, which forms a natural boundary between Asia and Europe,
has always been of great strategic importance. Russia’s expansion into the region
in the late eighteenth century brought conflict with the Ottoman Empire, creating
a new area of contention between these two states, and the borderlands remained
in a state of intermittent conflict until the end of the First World War. This volume,
first published in 1953, discusses the four major conflicts which took place in the
region during the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Focusing on military
strategy, the book describes in great detail battles, skirmishes and logistical
problems of warfare in a mountainous and remote region. lllustrated with thirty-
nine maps, it provides a wealth of information for military historians and remains
an authontative account.



CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSI LY PRESS

Cambridge. New York, Mellourne, Madnd, Cape fown, §
K3o Paole. Delhi. Dubai. Tokya, Mexivo (C

Published in the United States of America by €

mbridge Unaeror Press, New York

W ambrdge.ors

Iafurmation on thi< title wivw cambridge.arg:9THIL

< in thivvompalation Cambr.dge Unpersity

s 2510

This edutyon first published 1933
hic dignallv pranted version 20116

ISEN YTR- - Lanad 1 335.2 Byperback

e retlect
cen updated

This buuk repzodices the text of the vziginal editon. [ie cuntent an

the beliels, practices and termtitolngy of their time. and have nes

Canbrodge Unsersity Press wishes 1o mahke dear that the book, unless eriginally published
by Cambridge. 15 ot being republished by, 10 assa<1at.0n or callaboration with, o
with the endorsement ur approval of, the vrginal publisher or sty succesors in title.



CAUCASIAN BATTLEFIELDS



Cambridge University Press has long been a pioncer in the raissuing of out-of-
print titles from its own backlist, producing digital reprints of books that are still
sought after by scholars and students but could not be reprinted cconomically using
traditional technology. The Cambridge Library Collection extends this activity to a
wider range of books which are still of importance to researchers and professionals,
either for the source material they contain, or as landmarks in the history of their
academuc discipline.

Drawing from the world-renowned collections in the Cambridge University
Library, and guided by the advice of experts in cach subject area, Cambridge
University Press is using state-of-the-art scanning machines in its own Printing
House to capture the content of each book selected for inclusion. The files are
processed to give a consistently clear, crisp image, and the books finished to the
high quality standard for which the Press 1s recognised around the world. The
latest print-on-demand technology ensures that the baoks will remain available
indefinitely, and that orders for single or multiple copies can quickly be supplied.

The Cambridge Library Collection will bring back to life books of enduring
scholarly value (including out-of-capyright works originally issued by other
publishers} across a wide range of disciplines in the humanities and social sciences
and in science and technology.



Caucasian Battlefields

A History of the Wars on
the Turco-Caucasian Border
1828-1921

WiLLiaM EDWARD DAVID ALLEN
PauL MURATOFF

EB CAMBRIDGE
g P UNIVERSITY PRESS



PLATE 1

THE FRONTIER OF TURKEY AND THE U.S.S.R., 1945
RAVINE OF THE ARPA-CAY



CAUCASIAN
BATTLEFIELDS

A HISTORY OF THE WARS ON THE
TURCO-CAUCASIAN BORDER
1828-1921

BY
W. E. D. ALLEN

AND THE LATE

PAUL MURATOFF

CAMBRIDGE
AT THE UNIVERSITY PRESS
1953



PUBLISHED BY
THE SYNDICS OF THE CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY PRESS

London Office: Bentley House, N.W. 1
American Branch: New York

Agents for Canads, India, and Pakistan: Mscmillan

Printed in Great Britain at the University Press, Cambridge
(Brooke Crutchley, University Printer)



THE BOOK 15 DEDICATED
BY THE SURVIVING AUTHOR
TO THE MEMORY OF OLD FRIENDS OF
THREE GENERATIONS

*

JOHN BADDELEY

CHARLES HAGBERG WRIGHT ARTHUR HINKS
noble Victorians, lovers of learning who lived out
their span in useful scholarship

ARNOLD WILSON STANLEY CASSON
moderns in the Elizabethan style, killed on active
service in their sixth decade

HARRY DE VILLEOUTREY
MARK PILKINGTON PETER FARNHAM

companions in desert places, lovers of strange lore
in the little time they had for learning

*



BY THE SAME AUTHORS

BY W, E. D. ALLEN:
A History of the Georgian People (1932)
The Ukraine: A History (1940)
Guerrilla War in Abyssinia (1943)
BY THE LATE PAUL MURATOFF AND W.E. D, ALLEN:
The Russian Campaigns, 1941—45 (in two volumes, 1943 and 1946)



CONTENTS

LIST OF MAPS page x

LIST OF PLATES xii

PREFACE xili

THE SPELLING OF PLACE-NAMES xvii
BOOK I

THE RUSSIAN CONQUEST OF CAUCASIA

cHaP. 1 The Historical Geography of Caucasia 3
II The Russo-Turkish Campaign of 1828-9 23

111 Russian Pacification of the Main Chain of the
Caucasus. Development of British Interest in
Caucasia 1830-52 46

BOOK II

THE CAUCASIAN THEATRE DURING
THE CRIMEAN WAR

IV Frontier Operations, Autumn 1853 57
V  Operations in Guria and Kakheti. Battle of
Kurudere. Summer-Autumn 1854 66
VI Siege of Kars, Operations in Elegkirt Region.
Turkish Invasion of Western Georgia, 1855-6 81
BOOK II

THE CAUCASIAN CAMPAIGN OF 1877-8
VII The Russian and Turkish Armies in 1877. Failure

of the Russian ‘ protective offensive’ 105

VIIT The Black Sea Coast. Operation against Batum
and Turkish Diversion in Abkhazia 123

IX Tergukasov’s Operation in the Elegkirt Valley.
The Two Actions at Tahir (June 1877) 133

X Battle of Zivin-dag. Tergukasov’s Retreat and the
Relief of Bayazit 141
b



viii CONTENTS
CHAP. XI The Defence of Batum and the Diversion in

Abkhazia. Second Phase, June-August 1877 page 152

XIT The Aras Valley and the Passes of the Agri-dag.
Battle of Kizil-tepe. August-September 1877

XIII Battles for Kars: Yahni and Alaca-dag, October
1877

XIV The Battle of the Camel’s Neck (4 November
1877). Attempt to Storm Erzurum (8—9
November)

XV  The Storm of Kars. Winter Operations in the
Coruh Valley, November 1877 to January 1878

BOOK IV

THE CAUCASIAN CAMPAIGNS OF
WORLD WAR I, 1914-18
XVI The Transcaucasian Frontier, 1878-1914. The
German Factor in the Middle East
XVII Turkish Prelude to World War 1
XVIII War on the Caucasian Frontier, November 1914
XIX Sarikamis: Enver's Caucasian Offensive,
December 1914
XX The Defence of Sarikamisg, 2631 December 1914
XXI The Defeat of Enver Paga
XXII The Consequences of Sarikamis
XXIII Flank Operations on the Caucasian Front,
January-March 1915
XXIV Advance of IV Caucasian Army Corps and
Counter-Offensive of the Turkish Third Army.
Battle of Malazgirt, July 1915
XXV  Abdul Kerim’s Invasion of the Elegkirt Valley
and Yudenich’s Counter-manoeuvre, August
1913
XXVI Lull on the Caucasian Front: Yudenich’s New
Plans. September-December 1915
XXVII The Battle of Képriikdy, 10~19 January 1916
XXVIHI Before the Storm of Erzurum, zo January to
10 February 1916

158

170

189

201

221
240
249
263
276
286

293

302

311

320
331

344



cuar. XXIX

XXX

XXXI

XXXII

XXXHI

XXXIV
XXXV
XXXVI
XXXVII
XXXVIIL

XXXIX
XL

XL1

EriLocGuEr

CONTENTS
The Storm of Erzurum, 11-15 February

1916 page 355

Consequences of the Fall of Erzurum. Opera-
tions on the Strategic Flanks to End of March
1916

Baratov in Persia, December 1915 to March
1916

The Caucasian Front to April 1916.
Trebizond Operation

Anglo-Russian Strategic Co-operation. Bara-
tov’s Advance to Kasr-i-Shirin, April-May
1916

The Caucasian Front to June 1916. Vehip
Paga’s Abortive Offensive

Battles of Bayburt and Dumanli-dag, Fall of
Erzincan, July 1916

War in the Mountains. Bingsl and Dersim,
June-July 1916

The Offensive of the Turkish Second Army,
August-September 1916

The Second Turkish Invasion of Persia,
June-August 1916

The Winter of 1916-17

The Abortive Attempt at Anglo-Russian
Combined Strategy, January-May 1917

The Turkish Invasion of Transcaucasia, 1918

‘The Government of South-West Caucasia’
and the Dagistan Revolt

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL AND SUPPLEMENTARY NoOTES

INpEX

364
373

375

384

390

497

528

556



LIST OF MAPS

‘The maps arc based on the old Russian sheets of Caucasia printed by the Caucasian
section of the Imperial General Staff, 10 versts:1 inch; on the British sheets,
1:200,000 and 1:210,000; and on the more modern Turkish sheets, 1:800,000
(Harita Genel Direktorligd). Details have been added from maps published in
works cited in the Bibliography.

For reasons of economy, it has proved necessary to reduce the number of maps
originally prepared by the late P. P. Muratoff, and to make onc map serve the
putpose of diffcrent operations over the same area. For this reason symbols
illustrating troop movements have in some cases been eliminated. On certain maps
lack of space has made it necessary to omit 2 few place-namee mentioned in the
related text. A system of to ve maps is ded to go some
way to remedy their omission, In all cases it should be emphasized that the maps
are nppmxunmve, and the reader who wishes to consider the topography of the
area in detail is referred to the series of sheets cited above which are available in
the Map Room of the Royal Geographical Society.

Mr Victor Nehring, of the Staff of the Royal Geographical Society, has been
responsible for making new drawings from the original drafts by the late
P. P, Muratoff.

1 The Turco-Caucasian borderlands. General geographical

scheme opposite Chap. 1

2 The campaign of 18289 page 22

3 The Sofanli-dag 34

4 The Russo-Turkish fronticr, 1853-6 56

5 The siege of Kars, 1855 90

6 The Ingur campaign, 1855 98

7 ‘The Ardahan operation, 1877 117

8 The Batum operations, 1877-8 122

9 The diversion in Abkhazia, 1877 127

10 The operations covering the Aras valley, spring 1877 132
11 The actions at Tahir, June 1877 137
12 The battle of Zivin-dag, June 1877 145
13 The passes of the Agri-dag Jolding to face p. 168
14 The battles for Kars Solding to face p. 188
15 The operations before Erzurum, winter 1877 page 190
16 The storm of Kars, 1877 202
17 The Anatolian railways in 1914 233
18 Sarikamig, 28-31 December 1914 264

War on the Caucasian frontier, November 1914, and the
Sarikamis operation, December 1914 to January 1915
folding to face p. 284

-
b=l



20
21
22
23
24

25
26

27
28

30

31
32

33
34
35
36
37

39

LIST OF MAPS xi

Malazgirt: first phase, 10-16 July 1915 page 306
Malazgirt: second phase, 20~26 July 1915 309
Operations in the Elegkirt valley, August 1915 313
Baratov’s expeditionary force in Persia, 1915-16 323
The Cakir-baba region and Képriik8y operations,

10-19 January 1916 330
The storm of Erzurum, 11-16 February 1916 357
Lazistan, spring 1916 371
Mamahatun, 29-31 May 1916 194
Turkish offensive in the Pontic Alps, 26-30 June 1916 398
The battles of Bayburt and Dumanli-dag, July 1916 400
Front of the Turkish Third Army, March-August 1916

folding to face p. 412
Bidis, 2-8 August 1916 page 422

The Kigi-Ognot operations, July-September 1916
folding to face p. 428

Khanikin, June 1916 page 431
Aleksandropol-Delijan, May 1918 473
Erevan area, May 1918 474
Operations along the lower Kura, June 1918 487
Baku in September 1918 491

Turkish invasion of Transcaucasia, February-September 1918
folding to face p. 496
Dagistan in 1917-22 folding to face p. 526



11

111

v

VI

Vil
VIII

LIST OF PLATES

The frontier of Turkey and the U.S.S.R., 1945. Ravine
of the Arpa-gay Frontispiece
(A) The camp of Omer Pasa at Zugdidi, November
1855. (From Oliphant's Transcaucasian Campaign)
(B) The citadel of Kars in 1877. (From Hozier’s Russo-
Turkish War) Jacing p. 82

(A) The Turkish fleet bombarding Sukhum, May 1877
(B) The fortress of Erzurum in 1877. (From Hozier’s

Russo-Turkish War) 128
Old Bayazit: the ruined citadel and the mosque of

Isak Paga 160
The slopes of Sarikamis 272
Erzurum: view from the citadel looking north-east to

Giircii-bogaz and Deve-boyun 352
The citadel of Kars in 1945 410

Bayburt: looking north to the castle 464



PREFACE

HE joint author of this book, Paul Paulovich Muratoff, has

I not lived to see the work in print. He died on 5 October 1950.

Paul Paulovich was responsible for the collation of the Russian
sources and for the preparation of the original drafts of the maps.
His constant counsel and his meticulous attention to detail were
invaluable in the preparation of the book, and the lack of his super-
vision of the work in its final stages may be marked by errors which
he would not have allowed to pass. For such errors as exist in the text
and maps, I, as his surviving collaborator, must be held responsible.

The genesis of the book was over thirty years ago when, as a boy,
I was fascinated by Baddeley’s Russian Congquest of the Caucasus, by
Lake’s story of the defence of Kars, and Norman’s Campaign of 1877.
Inlater years travels in Caucasia and Turkey—and the encouragement
of John Baddeley during the last decade of his life—inspired me with
the ambition to contribute a companion and sequel to the Conguest
and to bring the story down to the end of the First World War.

Much material accumulated over the years and some of it was
published in the form of articles in the Journal of the Royal Geo-
graphical Society and in the Army Quarterly. With the approach of
the Germans to the northern Caucasus in the summer of 1942 the
subject seemed to acquire more than academic interest. At that time
1 was in England after the East African campaign and, during some
enforced leisure, I determined to revert to my old subject. I was
fortunate in securing the collaboration of Paul Paulovich Muratoff,
himself a lover of military history, an officer of the old Imperial
Russian Army and veteran of Augustovo, who had spent some time
in the western Caucasus and the Crimea.

The subsequent writing of the book illustrates the minor vicissi-
tudes which are the common experience of our time.

The two authors had infrequent opportunities of meeting. My own
library of reference books was inaccessible, and we were dependent
on the Caucasian collections—built up in great part by Baddeley—at
the London Library and the Royal Geographical Society. The staffs of
those two institutions pursued their normal avocations through the
worst days of the war, and without their constant help research in
London would have proved impracticable. Although neighbouring
buildings were evacuated, and the London Library itself was badly
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damaged, Baddeley’s friend and contemporary, Sir Charles Hagberg
Wright, had continued to attend the library until his death in 1941,
and the ageless Mr Cox still greeted the inquirer with omniscient
kindness. The Royal Geographical Society also was hit, but the
magnificent Hinks, sleeping often on the premises, was always there
with his vigorous cheerful welcome. Hinks had passed his seventieth
year; Hagberg Wright was over eighty; Mr Cox, now, is nearing
ninety. Certainly, the fabulous Victorians set the style.

Through the hazards of the London blitzes, Paul Paulovich was
working on the Russian sources. My wife, in spare evenings, typed
out the raw material which followed me to my obscure pursuits.
During the autumn of 1942, I remember working on the Sarikamig
battle in quarters in a condemned school on the Yorkshire moors.
Baratov's Persian campaign kept a wintry course about the north
Atlantic, and T was in the Kigi-Ognot battles when we touched the
West African coast.

Through the Beirut summer of 1943, my duties left me little time,
but some evenings I turned to track the Turks from Erzincan to Kars
and on the strange campaign which brought them to Baku. When my
wife and I arrived in Mosul in early summer of 1944, the book was
almost complete in draft, and a temporary sinecure at an average
temperature of 108° in the shade gave us the chance to visit some of
the ground of the 1914-17 campaigns—Sulaimaniya and Ruwandiz
and the Kurdish alps as far as Amadiya. From the levies’ camp in Sir
Amadiya I could observe the ranges of Hakari just beyond the Turkish
frontier. With Peter Farnham, beloved of his levies and deeply read
in the lore of the Iraq border, we concocted all kinds of plans. By the
favour of the Turkish authorities I visited Hakari in the summer
of 1945, coming from Erzurum and Kars, along the Murat-su, seeing
the battlefields of 191516 and rounding the lovely shores of Van.
Peter Farnham had been killed in a jeep accident in Mosul some
months before. Such is the luck of the world.

From time to time during the last quarter of a century, I have had
opportunities of tatking to veterans of the campaigns of 1914—18. They
include the late General Baratov, the late General Kazim Karabekir,
His Excellency Rauf Orbay and General Kvinitadze. To these and to
some score of officers and other ranks who fought on the Turkish or
Russian sides in the campaigns of 1914~18, I am indebted for the
authentic colour of epic days.

General Nuri Yamut, Chief of the Turkish General Staff, hasshown
great kindness in sending me books which were otherwise inaccessible.
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It is not possible to name the several hundred persons—including
aumerous competent and hospitable officers and officials and many
others casually met on journeys in Turkey—who helped directly or
indirectly to complete the book. I may be allowed, perhaps, to recall
with particular regard Esat Oner, the portly and jovial vali of Kars,
whose question Vouloir est-ce que c'est pouvoir? will always remain in
my memory as a tart comment on literary aspirations; Muvaffak
Uyanik, former Director of Education in Diyarbekir, archaeologist
and alpinist; and Colonel Nazmi Sevgen, with his store of unusual
learning.

In Turkey, I was lucky to serve under three ambassadors, the late
Sir Maurice Peterson, Sir David Kelly and Sir Noel Charles, all kindly
and forbearing and ready to tolerate my interpretation of my duties
as ambulatory rather than sedentary. Iam in their debt for many
happy days.

To Mr R. ]. L. Kingsford and the Syndics of the University Press
1 am grateful for steady encouragement in 2 work which they can
hardly regard as a profitable publishing venture.

My wife’s sturdy toughness on horseback and by truck and jeep and
kayik on some journeys which men of the country hesitate to take may
be attributed to her love of adventure. Her devoted perseverance in
typing and re-typing the MS, and her patience during the long hours
spent on writing and talking about the book are other aspects of her
remarkable gift for friendship.

W. E. D. ALLEN

WHITECHURCH, Co. WATERFORD
8 September 1952






THE SPELLING OF PLACE-NAMES

HE standardization of the spelling of place-names has pre-

sented formidable difficulties, notably for a frontier region

where so many languages overlap. For example, since some of
the principal reference sources have been Russian, it has been neces-
sary to anglicize the Russian forms of Turkish place-names originally
transliterated from the Arabic into the Cyrillic alphabet.

The abolition of the Arabic characters and the adoption of a Latin
alphabet in Turkey (1928) has tended to accentuate rather than
simplify the problem, because the numerous Turkish place-names in
Caucasia and Persia continue to be transcribed from the Arabic
alphabet according to the English or Russian systems.

Since the present work is a military history and not a study in
philology, it has been decided to adopt 2 rough-and-ready solution
which will doubtiess provoke the criticism of purists—to whom the
surviving author readily offers his apology.

The modern Turkish system used on the series of staff maps
(Harita Genel Direktérliiii, 1936) and on the excellent physical maps
of Turkey issued by the Turkish Ministry of Education has been used
for all place-names within the modern boundaries of the Turkish
Republic. Exception has been made in the case of a few historical
names of Georgian or Armenian origin (e.g. Ardanuch, Shavsheti).
A simplification of the Turkish genitive termination has also been
adopted (see below). In order to ease understanding of Turkish
geographical terms, the older system of hyphening has been retained
(e.g. Yalnizcamdaglari is written Yalnizgam-dag). An attempt has also
been made to translate Turkish, Russian and Georgian place-names,
particularly when these may be taken as descriptive of local features:
e.g. Yalnizgam-dag (T.) = Lone Pine Mountain; Gory Mokriya (R.)=
Wet Mountains; Tagli-gay (T.)= Stony River; Tskhenis-dzqali (G.)=
Horse’s River. One of the most striking characteristics of oriental
Place-nfzmcs is their simplicity of conception. In this respect, as the
expression of the straightforward peasant mind, they may be com-
pared to the toponomy created in Australia or Canada during the last
century or even to old Celtic toponomy. (What can be more ‘highland’
n ﬂn\'ot.n than ‘Gap of the Sword’, rendered in Turkish as Kilig-gedik,
and quite incomprehensible in the anglicized transcription of the
Russian transformation, Kluch-gyaduk?)
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A further difficulty in the rendering of names arises from the
numerous changes in nomenclature and spelling adopted during the
last twenty years by the authoritics in Turkey and also in the Caucasian
republics. Erzerum has become Erzurum, Erivan has become
Erevan or Yerevan. Names familiar in the old wars have disappeared
from the map. The historic Sofanli-dag (Onion Mountains) have
become Pasinlersiradaglari (Pasinler chain of mountains); Dram-dag
is now marked Seytan-dag; Karakilise = Karakdse, etc. In these cases
the names made familiar in the chapters on the earlier wars have been
retained, but the new names are indicated in brackets in the Index.

The traditional English forms of well-known names have been
retained instead of new forms or the native variant now used on
modern maps, but in the case of lesser known names the newer variant
has been adopted. For instance, Trebizond is used for Trabzon, Tiflis
for Thilisi, Batum for Batomi, Sukhum for Tskhumi or Suhumi; but
Kutaisi has been adopted for the older Kutats, Giresun for Kerasunt.
Alternative forms are indicated in the Index. Soviet forms adopted
after 1922 in Caucasia are also given in the Index, e.g. Leninakan for
Aleksandropol (T. Giimrii), Kirovabad for Elizavetpol (T. Gence=
Ganja).

Where translations of topographical names are not given in the
text or footnotes, they are given in brackets in the Index (T.= Turkish,
R.=Russian, G.=Georgian, A.=Armenian, C.=Cherkess, P.=
Persian).

TURKISH ALPHABET

There are twenty-nine letters in the latinized Turkish alphabet. The
majority are pronounced as in English. The following Turkish letters
differ, however, from their English equivalents:

TURKISH ENGLISH REMARKS
c j English j, e.g. Cemal (Jemal), Erzincan (Erzinjan).
But j has been ined for pl ide the

present Turkish frontier even when such names are
clearly of Turkish origin, e.g. Balajari, Delijan, Ganja.

¢ ch As in church, e.g. gay (chay); Cakmak (Chakmak).
But ¢k has been retained for rendering names outside
the Turkish frontier except where such names consist
of common Turkish words, e.g. Gokgay, Tiirkmengay.

g g Pronounced gy before 4, 4 and soft vowels, When
written £ it is generally, but not always, mute; ¢.g.
Bogaz pronounced Bo-az; Soganlki, pronounced So-
anli.
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TURKISH ENGLISH REMARKS
h h  khis not used for Arabic & : Harput, not Kharput;
Harjit, not Khargit. But kh has been retained for

rendering - outside the Turkish border; e.g. Khoy,
Shemakha, and for the traditional khan in its honorific

form.

iand 1 i No distinction has been made between Turkish ¢ and
the slurred t. Strictly, the capital letter also carries
a dot: Istanbul.

j i Equivalent to French j, this letter is rarely used, and
chiefly in words of French and Persian origin, e.g.
Manjil,

k k Pronounced ky before 4, & and soft vowels. The
letter ¢ is not used for Arabic 3: Kars, kara, kizil,
not qara, qizil.

8 8 As in German.

s s As in English; s is not used.

$ sh Yegil = Yeshil.

i i As in German.

¥ y,i  Usedforiin the second half of diphthongs, Képriakéy.

Turkish grammatical forms in toponymics. The Turkish plural is
formed by adding to the noun -lar, or -ler, according to whether the
vowels of the stem are hard or soft. The genitive case is expressed by
adding the suffixes -7, -1, -u, -i, or -si, -1, -su, -sii, to the object
possessed: Kophanlari="‘hans’ (resthouses) of Kop; Torosdaglari=
mountains of Taurus; Cildirgélii = ake of Cildir. The suffix, however,
is often omitted, both in speaking and writing. The equivalent in
_English would be to speak of ‘Cildir Lake’ or * Lake Cildir’ ((ildérgsl)
instead of ‘lake of Cildir’ (Cildirgolii). Further, the genitive suffix is
never added to a substantive when qualified by an adjective or by a
substantive used adjectivally: Karadensz, Black Sea; Tavsan-dag,
Hare Mountain.

As the use of the Turkish plural and genitive suffixes in geographical
Names is extremely complicated and by no means standardized, it has
been abandoned for practical purposes in this work. Thus, ‘ Lone Pine
Mour'\tains’ strictly should be written Yalnizgamdaglari or even
Y“l’"zfﬂﬂm'radagkzri, lit. ‘ chain of the mountains of the solitary pine’.
HOV_VC\’er, it has been rendered Yalnizgam-dag, which, at worst, is the
€quivalent of ‘Lone Pine Mountain’,
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RUSSIAN ALPHABET

RUSSIAN ENGLISH REMARKS RUSSIAN ENGLISH REMARKS
a a n p
6 b p r
B v c s
r g As in get T t
n d Y u Pronounced as
eors e See Note 1, ‘o0’ in boot
below dore f
& H Pronounced as X kh
‘yo’ in yonder
w zh  Pronounced as I ts
‘s’ in pleasure y ch
8 z m sh
Hori i m shch
# y See Note 2, 54 vy See Note 2,
below below
H k 2 e
1 1 10 yu
L m s ya
H n b Softsound ; see
o o Note 3, below

NoTE 1. The Russian e is pronounced ‘ye’ (as in yes), and wherever a
Russian e follows a vowel, it has been transliterated as ye, However, if the e
is initial (as in Ermolov) or follows a consonant, it has been rendered as e
(though this is not strictly correct phonetically). It follows that whenever ye
comes after a consonant, that consonant is soft in Russian, e.g. Muravyev (see
also Note 3 below).

NoTk 2. The English letter 3 has been used for both the Russian # and
the Russian i (which is nearly unpronounceable in English). However,
as H never follows a vowel, while #i never follows a consonant, no confusion
can arise.

In the terminations ift (1%t in modern spelling) and mit the final #t has not
been transliterated, i having been rendered as i and mit as y. Therefore,
whenever, if occurs, the two letters should be sounded separately.

A slight difficulty has arisen in the t literation of such termi as
win, which, if rendered strictly in accordance with the system, would be yya;
this is so formidable a combination that fya, though not strictly correct, has
been used in its stead.

NoTE 3. Soft Consonants. Whenever a soft consonant is followed by a
vowel, the vowel is preceded by a y in the English rendering (see Note 1
above).
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TRANSLITERATION OF GEORGIAN NAMES
In the transliteration of Georgian names the general pr%nciples
adopted by the editors of Georgica have been followed (see articles by
A. Gugushvili, Georgica, vol. 1, no. 1, ‘The Georgian Alphabet’; and
nos. 2 and 3, ‘Classification of Georgian Sounds’). For simplicity
diacritical marks have been omitted (e.g. Kartli for K’art'li, Mtiulets
for Mt’iulet’i).

TRANSLITERATION OF ARABIC, PERSIAN
AND ARMENIAN NAMES

In general the principles laid down by the Permanent Commission on
Geographical Names have been followed. Again, diacritical marks
have been omitted. Except in commonly accepted forms (e.g. Irag)
the rendering of the Arabic Qaf 3 by ¢ has been abandoned in favour
of the Turkish & with a view to avoiding anomalies in the rendering
of numerous place-names in Persia and Iraq containing Turkish
elements (e.g. Kizil Arvat, Khanikin).
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Across the Caucasian peninsula and its home basin, the
Caspian Sea, Russia is in immediate contact with the whole
mass of Muslim Asia. From the Caucasian peninsula
Russia may reach out everywhere where it may prove
necessary....For Russia the Caucasian peninsula is a
bridge thrown from the Russian shore into the heart of
the Asian continent, a wall shielding Central Asia from
inimical influences and an advance bastion protecting both
seas—the Black and the Caspian. Occupation of this
country constituted a prime state necessity.

L

FapEYBY, Sochineniya, 1 (St Py 1889), p. 10;
cited by KHACHAPURIDZE, Istoriya Gruzii
(Tiflis, 1949), p. 22

Thus the past is on top of us and with us all the time; and
there is only one way of mastering it even remotely in any
one sector: by knowing how these things have come to be,
which helps to understand their nature, character, and their
correlation, or lack of correlation, to the present realities
of life.

Professor L. B. NAMIER, Avenues of History

{London, 1952), p. 2
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CHAPTER 1
THE HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF CAUCASIA

MAP I
P] YHROUGHOUT history Caucasia has been a borderland.
The main chain of the Caucasus Mountains, stretching from
the Taman peninsula on the Azov Sea to the Apsheron
peninsula on the Caspian, is the natural limit of the mountain zone
of the Middle East comprising the Armenian and Iranian highlands—
themselves a westerly extension of the Himalayan system.

In the north the slopes of the main chain of the Caucasus descend
to the north Caucasian steppe. This steppe in its western part is a
projection of the grasslands which are fed by the rivers flowing to the
Black Sea. The Kuban, like the Don, belongs essentially to the
Pontic river system. The low hills of the Stavropol ridge running
north to Manych form the divide between the western and eastern
steppes. Eastward the north Caucasian steppe disappears in the sandy
flats stretching to the Volga and forming part of the old bed of the
Caspian Sea, an extension of the arid zone of the Aralo-Caspian
depression. This steppe is typical of the desiccated lands which edge
the ‘great heartland™® of inner Asia. Appropriately enough, this north
Caucasian steppe is inhabited by the nomad Mongol-speaking
Kalmyks.

The main chain of the Caucasus Mountains consists of a series of
parallel ridges. These ridges are linked by necks or saddles which give
access from north to south of the main chain. The connecting ridges
often form wide upland glens, sometimes at a great elevation. Typical
examples are upper Svaneti and the Tush and Khevsur glens in
north-eastern Georgia. Here communities have lived in almost com-
plete isolation during all the known period of history.?

The granitic backbone of the Caucasus chain runs as asingle wall
right across the Caucasian isthmus from sea to sea and separates the
basins of the rivers of the northern slope from those of the southern.
It thus represents the transverse water divide of Caucasia. The over-
lapping parallel ranges are all shorter in length than the main chain,
but the principal paralle] range of Bokovoy (R. * Flanking’) is higher

! The expression was first used by H. J. Mackinder, Democratic Ideals and

Reality (1919), p. 96.
¢ Strabo and other clagsical writers mention the Svans.
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than the main chain and gives rise to some of the most notable peaks
of the Caucasian system, namely, mounts Elbrus (5630 m.), Koshtan-
tau (5198 m.), Kazbek (5043 m.) and Adai-khokh (4410 m.).! The
peaks of the Bokovoy generally exceed in height those of the main
ridge: Ushba (4697 m.), Tetnuld (4858 m.) and Shkara (5182 m.).

The western Caucasus, under the influence of the moist climate of
the Black Sea basin, is heavily forested and the snow-line is lower than
in the eastern mountains, which come under the desiccating influence
of the Aralo-Caspian depression.?

There are three principal lines of access over the main chain from
north to south. The Coast Road (Beregovoye Shossé) is an artificial
route which has been constructed during the last half-century.?
A motor-road and a railway have been built by the Russians along the
line of the Black Sea coast from Novorossiysk to Kutaisi in Georgia.$

The second line of access from north to south is the Georgian
Military Road (Voyennaya Gruzinskaya Doroga) from Vladikavkaz
(Ordzhonikidze) to Tiflis (Tbilisi). It runs up the valley of the Terek
through the gorge of Daryal, which is as celebrated in the history and
legend of the Middle East as the famous Cilician Gates through the
Taurus. The road crosses the watershed by the col of Krestovy (now
known under the Georgian form Juari, *Cross’) and descends the
valley of the Aragvi to its junction with the Kura some twenty miles
above Tiflis. The Romans and the Persians, and later the Georgian
kings, maintained fortifications and a garrison at the Daryal defile (the
‘Caspian’ or ‘Iberian’ Gates), but the severities of the route (so well
described in Lermontov’s Hero of Our Times) seem to have made it
impractical as 2 main line of invasion for barbarian or medieval
armies. It was only at the end of the eighteenth century that the
Georgian Military Road became a regular highway when General
Todleben, the conqueror of Berlin during the Seven Years War,
crossed the pass with two battalions and four guns; the Georgians,
who had a fort at the defile, were his allies.

The third route follows the sandy foreshore of the Caspian between
the foothills of the Dagistan mountains and the sea. The narrowest

t Tau (tor) and khokh (hoch) are Indo-European (Ossetian) toponyms.

2 A profile of the western Caucasus from Anapa to Eibrus is to be found in
Sbor. Mat. xxii1, opp. p. 16. Profiles of the flanking ridges, sh g logical
structure, are in Javakhishvili, Geography of Georgia (G.).

* During the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-8 a track existed which was used by
Shelkovnikov's column. (The late P. P. Muratoff, as a student engineer, worked
on the construction of the new route. W.E.D.A.)

4 One section of the railway was incomplete (1942).
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point between the mountains and the sea is at Derbent,! where the
gap is about six miles in width. This coastal route has always been the
historic highway along which armies have passed the Caucasus. The
Sassanid kings of Persia were accustomed to maintain a garrison on
the so-called Caucasian Wall, but neither the Persians nor their
successors, the Arabs of the eastern caliphate, could perr tly
check the incursions of the northern nomad peoples. The Khazars
made many invasions of Transcaucasia and Persian Azerbaijan along
the route by the Caspian coast. Derbent constituted the most
important frontier fortress covering the wealthy Caspian provinces
of the caliphate; it could be reinforced from Barda‘a (P. Partav), the
metropolis of eastern Transcaucasia in the triangle formed by the
rivers Kura and Terter. But in the tenth century the Russians
(Warangs) actually surprised and sacked Barda‘a by an amphibious
operation directed across the Caspian from the lower Volga.

In the thirteenth century the Mongols, coming from Persian
Azerbaijan, moved north by the Derbent gap against the Russian
dukedoms; and, during the wars between the Iranian Il-khans and
the Mongols of the Golden Horde settled on the Volga, the Caspian
foreshore was the main passage-way for the contending armies.
When, in the eighteenth century, Peter the Great undertook the first
Transcaucasian expedition of modern Russian arms he repeated
from the lower Volga the amphibious strategy of his Warangian pre-
decessors.

The route along the Caspian shore has always had a prime impor-
tance which derives from the strategic unity of the Caspian area with
the two great estuaries of the Volga and the Kura-Aras falling to the
oblong inland sea.?

There are other passes over the Caucasus, the best-known of which
are the Mamison (Imeretian Military Road) connecting the upper
valley of the Ardon, a tributary of the Terek, with the valley of the
Rion, and the Klukhor Pass (2816 m.), giving access from the valley

! P, Dar-band; A. Bab-al-abtwab (* Gate of Gates’); also called the * Albanian’,
but not * Caspian’ Gate. For the Caucasian Wall at Derbent, see Baddeley, Rugged
Flanks, 1, pp. 155 fl.; for description and plan, sec R. von Erckert, Der Kaukasus
und seine Vsiker (Leipzig, 1887), pp. 216 f.

? See further M. N. Gersevanov, ‘Istoricheski ocherk torgovykh putey soobsh-
cheniya v drevnem Zskavkazye’, in Sbor. Sved. 1; and an interesting article by
A, N. Dyachkov-Tarasov, *Neizvestny drevni torgovy put’ iz Khorezma v Vizan-
tiyu cherez Kavkaz’, in N.V. xxvii; ibid. xvit, see V. N. Khudadov, * Napravleniye
putey soobshcheniya i tsentry Zakavkazya’, On the early Warangian raids across
the Caspian there is a rare work by B. Domn: Kaspi: o pokhodakh drevnikh Russkikh
v Tabaristan s dopolniteinymi svedeniyami o drugikh nabegakh ikh na priberezhya
Kaspiyskage morya, St Petersburg, 187s.
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of the Kuban to that of the Kodor. There are some seventy other
tracks and paths across the main chain, some of which are only suitable
for pack transport and others for men marching in single file. In many
cases they are blocked by snow except for two or three months a year.?

In Transcaucasia, south of the main chain, the same diagonal
division into western and eastern areas is reproduced. The Little
Caucasus (Suram or Meshkian Mountains), thrown off at right angles
from the main chain, forms a ridge 1525-1830 m. in height linking
the Great Caucasus with the Armenian highlands. To the west of the
Suram Mountains the Rion basin is an emerged part of the bed of
the Black Sea and belongs to the climatic and natural world of the
Pontus. East of the Suram Mountains, the rivers Kura and Aras
(Araks), coming down from the high plateau of Armenia, flow through
the arid steppe of Azerbaijan which forms, as does the Kalmyk
steppe to the north of the main chain, a part of the Aralo-Caspian
depression.

The ranges forming the ‘peripheral rim’2 of the Armenian plateau
run parallel with the main chain of the Caucasus in a general direction
south-east to north-west. These ranges are in fact a continuation of
the Elburz chain which constitutes the connecting fold between the
central Asian complex of ranges and the Caucasian and Armenian
systems, The Armenian ‘rim’ is continued in the Pontic Alps which
build the southern containing wall of the Black Sea basin. Strategi-
cally, the ranges between Persian Elburz and the Pontic Alps repre-
sent a second mountain wall, parallel with the main chain of the
Caucasus, covering the approaches from the Eurasian plain to the
Iranian plateau and the Mesopotamian lowland. These ranges form
extensive upland plateaux, averaging levels of 2135-2440 m. (7000
8000 ft.): the ‘lake district’ round the sources of the Kura; the Kars
plateau; Zangezur and Karabag to the north of the Aras; and Karadag
to the south of the river. Rising above the level of the plateaux are
isolated massifs like Alagoz (4095 m.) and Ararat (5165 m.).

This peripheral rim of the Armenian plateau is cut through by the
valleys of the Kura and the Aras, flowing into the Caspian, and the
valley of the Coruh falling to the Black Sca. The rim is ribbed also by
a series of ranges running in a general direction west to north-east.

1 Baddcley, Rugged Flanks, 1, pp. 125 et seq., notes two practicable routes for
pack animals in the area between the Mamison and Daryal passes. East of the
Georgian Military Road horsemen can by-pass the Daryal gorge by the difficult
route up the R. Assa and over the Arkhotis Pass (ibid. pp. 168 et seq.).

2 The expression is from Lynch, drmenia: Travels and Studies (2 vols. 1901).
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The valleys of the Kura, Aras and Coruh form natural alleys of access
between, but not across, these ranges, thus:

Yesil-Irmak—Kelkit-Irmak—Coruh,
Upper Euphrates (Firat}—Aras—(Kura),
Eastern Euphrates (Murat-su).

A limited number of ‘saddles’—giving rise often to the upper
valley of an affluent of one of the main rivers—allows access from one
diagonal to another. The best-known are those across the Pontic Alps
from Trebizond on the Black Sea to Erzurum, which lies behind the
dividing ridge between the Euphrates and the Aras. The Zigana and
Vavuk passes (both over 1830 m.) link Trebizond with Bayburt in
the valley of the Coruh. The Kop-dag saddle carries the road over the
divide between the Coruh and the Kara-su, the northern arm of the
Euphrates. Other saddles link the lower Coruh with the upper Kura;
the Oltu-cay affluent of the Coruh with the Kars-¢ay and Arpa-gay
affluents of the Aras, and these again with the upper Kura; and the
valley of the Aras with that of the eastern Euphrates (Murat-su).

War in the borderland between the Caucasus and the mountain
ranges covering the approaches to the Iranian and Anatolian plateaux
has essentially the character of mountain war: battles for saddles and
defiles, followed by attacks on fortified localities commanding main
alleys of communication along river valleys. Transport and supply
difficulties impose the use of relatively small forces accustomed to the
rigours of climate in the Armenian highlands. The experience of
former wars shows that when the commanding saddles have been lost
fortified localities can sustain long sieges owing to the difficulty of
transporting heavy artillery and the supplies necessary to the support
of a siege force (Kars, 1855; Erzurum, 1877-8). In the recurrent
Russo-Turkish wars fortified localities have succumbed to famine
(Kars, 1855) or to surprise storm (Kars, 1877; Erzurum, 1916).

A notable lesson of the successive Russo-Turkish wars over the same
terrain and under similar climatic conditions is the progressive
capacity of man to endure and overcome hardships imposed by
natural conditions (compare the operations against Erzurum in the
winters of 1877-8 and 1915-16).

The Alps as a barrier between the peoples of the north European
plain and the Mediterranean basin may in some ways be compared to
the main chain of the Caucasus which barred the descent of the
Eurasiatic nomads into the old civilized lands of the Middle East.
Again, as Savoy and the Lombardy plain constituted the historica
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battleground between Mediterranean peoples in conflict, so the
Armenian highland® and the valleys of the Rion and the Kura which

jike depression of Transcaucasia were the natural
arena of the successive ‘world powers’ of the Middle East. The
historic frontier bETWeeR the East Roman empire, dominating the
Black Sea basin and the Anatolian plateau, and the ive Iranian
empires (Parthian and Sassanid) l?y alo.ng the ridge of the Suram.
Each side sought t0 control the glacts sloping down beyond their side of
the Suram ‘wall’} In the sixthand seventh centuries A.D., Lazika and
Iberia (western and €35ter0 Georgia on either side of the Suram) were
the scene of ‘world war’ between the rival imperial powers of Byzan-
tium and Sassania® Fersia-* And in the third decade of the seventh
century the Empef®® H.eracl.ius, by his campaign in Transcaucasia,
prepared the way for his epic passage of the Zagros passes and his
descent on the Sassénian capital in Mesopotamia.

The natural Jine of division between a power controlling the Ponto-
Anatolian area and th¢ Caspian-Iranian region has always been the
Suram ridge and $¢ main chain of the Zagros running in a general
direction south-south-east. Between the fortress of Akhaltzikhe
(G., ‘New castle’) 8t the head of the Kura gorges and Mount Ararat,
the centre of the Armenian ‘knot’? the Akhalkalakis-dzqali (G.,
‘Newtown water’) th€ Arpa-gay (T, “Barley river’) and the middle
course of the Arg have offered convenient boundaries, leaving to
cover Anatolian Titory the Arsiani-Soganli and Agri-dag chains
and, as bastions protecting eastern Transcaucasia, the Somkhetian
y Mokriya, ‘Wet mountains’), the Alagéz massif

mountains (R. G
plex of Shah-dag and Karabag east and south-east

and the great com) “cag east a
of Lake Sevan, ThS natural division was recognized in the Turco-
Persian partition of Caucasia in 1636.

During the reurrent Turco-Persian wars of the sixteenth-
cighteenth centur®® the fortress of Kars was always the advance
base at the head the great Anatolian trunk road, Sivas-Erzincan-

Erzurum. The jmportance of Kars lay in the fact that it covered the

form the trough-|

1 The terma amier ,:':3 mner “this sic}e ‘_ and“ that side’, ;onsl;ntly recur in the
. 336, 1. 1.

Georgian Annals. Cf " ption géographique,
e’ong;:n‘he ﬁm: o WZi¢ wars see Procopius, analysed in Brosset, Histoire de la

- Additi : gelaircissements, A_dd. 1v, ‘Sur le Royaume de Lazique'. The
Giorgie: A F tims 145 have been studied by N. H. Baynes in Eng. Hist. Rev. x1x
(1903), ' The first ign of Heraclius against Persia’; and in the United Services
Maga;-ine XLVI_XLVIL [1912—1::)32 Zn:;c;l study of the military operations of the

" ) Gee 8 .S.0.4.5., 1944, %1 (2), ‘Roman and Byzantine
Emperor Heraclius - ge", by V. Minorsky. Y

campaigns in Atropa! : : :
Y ”i‘h?expmli:!pisw Dudley Stamp, Asia: An Economic and Regional Geography.

campaigns of
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twin Turkish fortress at Akhaltzikhe and made possible a rapid
Turkish advance both down the Kura gorges to Gori and along the
affluents flowing to the middle valley of that river. Such line of
advance at once turned the line of the Suram and threatened Tiflis.
Tiflis covered all the middle and lower Kura and was the key to
eastern Transcaucasia as far as the Caspian. Kars was the key to
Tiflis and hence has been described as the ‘key to Transcaucasia’.!

On the Persian side the fortress of Erevan, at the foot of the great
complex of mountains round Lake Sevan (A. Sevan; T. Gok-gay;
‘Blue water’), commanded the valley of the Aras and stood on the
flank of any advance from Kars down the affluents of the Kura against
Tiflis. From Erevan an advance across the passes of the Agri-dag
could, first, cut communications between Van and Erzurum and,
secondly, threaten the Lake Van area and the route through Bitlis to
Diyarbekir and the upper Tigris. Thus the main barrier of the Zagros
and the difficult pass of Kotur covering Van might be turned.

In general terms the line through Suram, Akhalkalakis-dzqali,
Arpa-gay, Aras and Zagros remained the frontier between the two
Middle Eastern powers—Ottoman Turkey and Persia—until the end
of the eighteenth century. Both Mussulman powers pursued a policy
of indirect rule along the Caucasian borderland. On the whole the
local potentates in eastern Transcaucasia, the kings of Kartli and
Kakheti (east Georgia) and various Armenian meliks and Tartar
khans, depended on the Persians; the western potentates, the Cherkess
chieftains, the Georgian princes in Imereti, Mingrelia and Guria, the
Muslim Georgian pagas of Akhaltzikhe and the Muslim-Georgian
dere-beyler (‘lords of the valley’) in Acaristan and Lazistan, owed
fealty to the sultan. The Georgian Muslim princes were in fact among
the most determined opponents of the Russians during the early wars
of the nineteenth century.

The Kura-Aras estuary, with the rich winter grazing of the Mugan
steppe and the adjoining summer pastures in the highlands of Kara-
bag and the Meskhian lake district, were perfect bases for the mounted
armies of the Asiatic nomads, and from here the Mongols advanced
to the conquest of the Volga valley and the Eurasian plain. In later
centuries the Russians used the other great Caspian estuary of the
Volga as the base for their advance into the Middle-Eastern lands and
(in part) for their conquest of the nomad homelands in central Asia.

The development of Russian history has been largely influenced by

* By the del of the T ian Sevm at the Conference of Trebizond
(March 1918) (cf. Dok. Mat.).
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the existence of the two marine basins lying one on either side of the
Caucasian isthmus—the Black and the Caspian Seas. Greek civiliza-
tion, radiating round the Pontic basin, spread up the rivers flowing
into it and coloured the whole background and life of the first Russian
state on the Dniepr (Kiev, tenth—twelfth centuries). Similarly,
oriental influences (Arabic, Jewish and Turkish) spread across the
Caspian Sea and up the Volga. The early Volga states, Khazar, Kipgak
and Tartar (Golden Horde), were essentially oriental in character.
Muscovite Russia, which emerged in the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries in the area between the upper Don and the middle Volga,
was a synthesis of the two old and passing worlds of Orthodox
Byzantium and the Tartar-Mongols who had themselves developed
and declined under Islamic Persian and even Chinese influences.
Muscovy, a state and a civilization, arising out of the riverlands of the
Eurasiatic plain, was an entirely new historical phenomenon, which was
destined to modify and transform neighbouring and older societies,

Before they became a ‘ European’ power on the Black Sea and the
Baltic, the Muscovites mastered the great Eurasian rivers: northern
rivers like the Pechora flowing to the Arctic; and the Volga pouring
into the land-locked Caspian beyond which lay the inmost lands of the
Asiatic peoples.

Chief instrument of this Russian advance from the region of the
upper Don and the middle Volga to the Caspian Sea, the Caucasus
and the central Asian steppes, were the Cossacks, communities of men
with many purely anarchic tendencies but serving military and colonial
ends—a peculiar and original manifestation of the Russian genius.

By the end of the sixteenth century the Russians had finally set
their power on the Volga and defeated the great Turkish attempt to
fight off their progress to the south (1569~70). During the following
century the Don Cossacks were challenging Turkish control of the
Azov Sea, and on the Caspian shore the Terek (Terski) Cossacks had
set up forts along the Terek and the Sunja where they came into con-
tact and conflict with the numerous and formidable Muslim tribes of
Chechnia and Dagistan.

In 1722 a state of civil war in Persia encouraged the Emperor
Peter I to attempt the conquest of the Caspian coasts, The first
regular army trained on modern European lines to operate in Caucasia
was transported by sea from the mouth of the Volga to the Terek; and
Peter, with no great difficulty, occupied all the country south of
Derbent as far as the khanate of Kuba (north of Baku). Russian
troops were also landed on the southern coast of the Caspian in the
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Persian provinces of Ghilan and Mazandaran. Unfavourable weather
conditions on the Caspian and the outbreak of epidemics checked
further progress; and the death of Peter, followed by changes in
Russian policy, and later the rise of a powerful military dictatorship
in Persia under Nadir Shah, delayed Russian expansion round the
shores of the Caspian for half a century. The campaign of 1722, how-
ever, had demonstrated the practicability of a relatively rapid advance
along the Caspian flank of the main chain of the Caucasus.

During the second quarter of the eighteenth century the foreign
advisers of the Empress Anne, Miinnich and Lacy, developed the
system of Cossack advance and colonization into an imperial tactic
and made these semi-anarchic communities into the instruments of
a calculated and long-sighted policy. The Cossack ‘lines’—*stations’
(stanitsy) or military settlements linked by forts—were extended.
Thus there was the Orenburg line over against the steppe Kazaks
beyond the Urals; the Ukrainian line between the Dniepr and the
Donetz protecting the newly settled lands of the south from incur-
sions by the Tartars of the Crimea; and the Caucasian line built first
along the Terek and connecting the Terek with the lower Don. At
the same time, in Caucasia, the Russians increased their influence
with the Georgian kings in Kartli and Imereti, and they made a use-
ful alliance with the Kabardan princes—Cherkess nobles ruling a
mixed population of Cherkesses and Tartars and controlling the
northern slopes of the main chain between the upper waters of the
Kuban and the Terek. The Kabardan alliance allowed the Russians
to isolate the Cherkess communities along the Kuban and the coast
of the Black Sea, who were under Turkish influence, from the tribes
of Dagistan who remained more or less within the Persian sphere !

To understand the political strategy which formed the background

! B.S.E., vol. on U.S.S.R. (1948 ed.), has some useful maps illustrating the
process of Russian expansion (between p. 351 and p. 418). See also E. D. Felitsin’s
military-historical maps of N.W. and N.E. Caucasia published in Potto’s Istori-
cheski ocherk Kavkazskikh voyn ot ikh nachala do prisoyedineniva Gruzii (Tiflis,
1899). Recent studies covering aspects of the Russian approach to Caucasia are:
N. A. Smirnov, Rossiya i Turtsiya v XVI-XVII vv. (2 vols., Moscow, 1946);
AAN Iski, Borba Moskouskogo gosud s Tatarami v XVII veke (Moscow,
1948); B. H. Sumner, Peter the Great and the Ottoman Empire (Oxford, 1949).
Dr Halil Inalcik has unlized Turkish sources in a short but brilliant study on
"The origin of the Ottoman-Russian rivalry and the Don-Volga canal (1 569)°,
published in English and Turkish in vol. XLV of the Belleten of the Turkish
Historical Association (Ttirk Tarih Kurumu), 1948. Cf. also P. A. Sadikov, ' Pokhod
Tatar j Turok na Astrakhan v 1569 g.", in Istoricheskive Zapiski, xxt1 (1947),
pp. 132-66; and E. N. Kusheva, ‘Politika russkogo gosudarstva na severnom
Kavkaze v 1552-53 gg.’, ibid. x00av (1950), pp. 236-87.
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of military operations in the Caucasus, it is necessary to focus the
different peoples of Caucasia within the framework of Middle Eastern
history.

The Cherkesses (T. Gerkes) or Circassians represent a stock formerly
much more widely distributed. Cherkess place-names are to be found
in many parts of the Ukraine in forms such as Psiol (C. pse, ‘water’)
and Kremenchug. The Cherkesses remained an important element in
the population of the Crimea until the eighteenth century, and they
occupied most of the north-western Caucasus and the basin of the
Kuban until the Russian conquest in the middle of the nineteenth
century. Old Russian documents frequently refer to the Cossacks as
Cherkesses, and there was clearly a substantial substratum of Cherkess
blood in the very mixed population of the northern Caucasus and the
Black Sea coastlands as far west as the Dniepr.! But this is only one
aspect of the remarkable dispersion of the Cherkesses. In the classic
world and down to the Middle Ages, the slave market was the normal
mechanism for maintaining the labour supply of civilized countries.
Hence it was an instrument for imposing a continual process of
redistribution of population, As slaves and soldiers the Cherkesses
were celebrated in the Byzantine and Islamic worlds, and they finally
rose to fame in the Mamluk corps which dominated Egypt from the
later Middle Ages until the generation of Napoleon. The Mamluk
corps was, in fact, a sort of foreign legion which was recruited largely
from the western Caucasus and the Don steppe.?

The Ossetians (R. Ossetiny) who occupy the central Caucasus on
both sides of the watershed are anthropologically very mixed, but
speak a language which is Indo-European in structure. They possibly
represent the survival of elements from the Germanic wanderings in
the south Russian steppe during the first centuries o.p. The Ossetians
were on the whole friendly to the Russian power, and their presence
on both sides of the watershed and along the line of the Georgian
Military Road favoured the relatively bloodless expansion of Russian
influence south of the centre of the chain.®

+ Compare Klyuchevski's work showing that there is a noticeable Finnic ethnic
element in the population of the Volga basin and north Russia.

? [t was the Mamiuks who first defeated the Mongols at the Battle of Ain Jalut
(1260), one of the decisive battles of history. The Mamluks still maintained them-
selves in the Sudan after Mehmet Ali's massacre of the Cairo garrison, and one of the
principal reasons for the Egyptian viceroy's conquest of the Sudan was his fear that
the Mamluks might re-form and succeed in building a rival state on the upper Nile.
The last of the Mamlub d to Darfur and beyond to Wadai, and
1 am told that their descendants are still to be met with occasionally in those parts.

3 The Ossetians cali themselves Os or As (also, ‘ Iron’). The form Osscte derives
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The varied tribes of Dagistan (T., ‘ Mountain land’) are of mixed
origin. The Chechens, inhabiting the beech forests which cover the
northern slopes of the eastern Caucasus between the valleys of the
Terek and the Sunja, are remotely related to the other autochthonous
Caucasian peoples. The democratic basis of their tribal life—almost
anarchic in character in contrast to the hierarchic organization of the
Cherkesses—made them formidable opponents of the Cossacks, whose
social background they may be said in some ways to have shared.

The Andés and Avars of Dagistan proper may be descended from
fugitive elements from some of the older peoples of Asia Minor and
Transcaucasia; the Avars, in particular, have been identified with
the classical Albanians who formerly inhabited the lower valleys of the
Kura and Aras. Among the tribes of Dagistan a land-owning class,
mostly descended from Tartar intruders, constituted a conservative
element which was opposed to the popular leadership of Shamyl
during the first half of the nineteenth century and which was often
inclined to take sides with the imperial authorities and to seek govern-
mental support for their privileges.!

In Dagistan, and, indeed, throughout Muslim Transcaucasia, the
Arabs cannot be ignored as a creative factor which has influenced the
cultural mould of modern populations. The Arab caliphate, which
in essence was half Iranian, ruled the eastern Caucasus from the
seventh to the eleventh century a.D., for about the same length of time
as the Romans ruled in Britain. Arabic continued to be the language
of religion and culture in Dagistan even after the Revolution of
1917.

The Georgians are the most numerous and at the same time the
most civilized single group in Transcaucasia.? This peculiarly gifted
from the G ian locational ination, Os-cti (Os-land). The Os gave their name
to the As-ov Sea and, under their medieval name of Alans, to the Daryal gorge
(P. Dar-i-Alan, * Gate of the Alans'). Much material has been published on the
Ossetians, notably in Sbor. Mat.; Baddeley, Rugged Flanks, summarizes material
to 1938. See also Chursin, Osetiny: Etnograficheski Ocherk (Tiflis, 1925), and
Melikset-bekov, Yugo-Osetiva (Tiflis, 1925). See also articles under ‘Allan’ by
Bartold in E.I. and by Zeki Velidi Togan in 1.4. Togan believes that the As-Allan
people were occupying the steppe round the northem and castern shores of the
Caspian until the early Middle Ages, and in his Turkistan Tarihi (Istanbul, 1929)
_he puts forward the view that there may have been a submerged Allan element
in the cthnic make-up of the (Oguz) Turkomans. Vernadski, Ancient Russia (Yale,
1043), attaches great importance to the As-Allan element in early Russian history.

! For a learned and ct i of the Chechens and peoples of Dagistan
at the close of the last century, see Baddeley, Rugged Flanks.
* At the beginning of the ninetecnth century the Georgians did not number

more than 760,000. The Cherkesses, greatly reduced by the plague and later by
igrati bably bered about 600,000; the tribes of the castern Caucasus
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people who produced a brilliant medieval culture have inherited an
original literature and a rich art.

The Western Georgians speak the distinctive Mingrelian dialect of
Georgian and they are generally described as belonging to the Svano-
Colchian group. This group comprises the Svans of the southern slope
of the main chain (upper valleys of the rivers Kodor and Ingur), the
Mingrelians and Imeretians of the Rion basin, and the Acars and Lazes
of the Pontic Alps. The Svano-Colchians include descendants of the
most primitive populations of the Caucasian isthmus. There is a long-
headed element along the Black Sea coast (notably among the Abkhaz,
a group distinct both from the Svano-Colchians and the Cherkesses),
and negrito types have been observed.

The Eastern Georgians (Kartlians, Kakhians and Meskhians) repres-
ent an early movement into the Kura valley from Asia Minor which
took place between the seventh and fifth centuries B.C. Place-names
in Pontus and Cappadocia indicate that the Kartlo-Meskhian group
at one period occupied a much wider area than they do to-day.

There may be remote racial connexions between the Georgians and
elements among the Kurds.! The Kurds are certainly a very mixed
people. The Kurmanci language is classified as Indo-European, but
Basil Nikitin and others have shown that it contains many non-
European elements. Nordic types are not uncommon among the
Kurds. At the same time the Zazas of the Dersim represent an auto-
chthonous element which is not purely Kurdish and is derived from
an older stratum. The Kurdish tribes are pastoralist, and they range
the mountains of the Anti-Taurus and the Taurus as far north as the
upper Euphrates and the Aras and south to the Zagros. The age-old
antagonism between the nomad and the farmer brought them into

were about half a million at the time of the Murid wars (cf. Baddeley, Conquest,
p. xxix). The Georgians now number over 3,000,000, while the number of
Armenians has risen from under a million to 2,000,000, For the Georgians, see
Allen, History of the Georgian People (London, 1932), and section by same author in
The Baltic and Caucasian States (ed. John Buchan); also arts. ' Gruziya’ in B.S.E.,
and ‘Tiflis* by V. Minorsky in E.I.

1 The classic Kardukhoi (Kard-ukh-o1) of X hon is d of the Georgi
nominal root Kart with Armenian and Greek plural suffixes added. The non-
lndo-Eumpean elements among the Kurds represent the survivors of the pre-

and Semitic peoples who formerly occupied all Caucsasia and
Asia Mmor and the country as far south as the Persian Gulf. For an excellent
bibliography on the Kurds, see V. Minorsky’s article in E.l. Georgica contains
numerous articles by C. F. Lehmann Haupt, M. Tsereteli, A. Safrastian and others
on east Anatolian and Caucasian origins to 1937. More recent vnews are sum-
marized by Prince Cyril Toumanoff in ‘Mediaeval Georgian Hi: s
Traditio, 1 (New York, 1943). Reference should also be made to numerous
articles in the fifty-odd volumes of the Turkish Historical Association.
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natural conflict with the settled Armenian population which was
scattered over all the country between the Mediterranean Taurus and
the Kura.

The Armenians (who call themselves Hai-kh) represent late in-
trusions into Asia Minor which can be correlated with the movement
of the Meskhians and Iberians into the Kura valley. The Armenian
language, again, is classificd as Indo-European, but Professor Nikolay
Marr and other students of the language have shown the extent to
which it is penetrated with pre-Indo-European elements.!

Physically there are no very marked differences betwcen the various
peoples of Asia Minor and the Caucasian isthmus.

That peculiar type which is native to these parts, so-called autochthonous
__*out of the ground "-—is quitc permanent, always resurgent, mastering the
bodies of new masters. The strong-boned physique, the broad square head
with its thick growth of wavy hair and beard, the wide dark eyes, the sallow
skin, are bred to these mountain countrics from the Ice Age. This type is
called Armenoid, or more appropriately Alpine; it has spread to Europe
in prehistoric times along the mountain belt as far as the Pyrenees, and
over Iran to the Pamirs; and it has filtered down through Palestine to
Egypt, surviving as all types, mostly in those parts which were likest in
condition to its homeland. The pcasantry of western Asia, whether they be
called Georgian, Armenian or Turkish, are of this autochthonous stock—
out of the ground.?

Appropriately, as the arid valleys and plateaux of eastern Trans-
caucasia form naturally a westerly extension of the Aralo-Caspian
depression, they are inhabited by a Turkish or Tartar population (the
two names are really interchangeable), akin in speech and way of life
to the Turco-Tartars of central Asia. The Turks of Azerbaijan
(Azeris) use a form of Turkish which is related to the dialects of
Anatolia, the Crimea and the Turkish-speaking districts of Persia—
including southern Azerbaijan, Hamadan and Khorasan. This form
of Turkish derives originally from the Turkoman tribes of the ‘I'rans-
caspian steppe and is distinct from the eastern (Cagatay) Turkish
spoken by the Ozbeks and (with variations) by the Kazaks and Kirgiz

! The most recent general work on Armenian history is by René Grousset,
Histoire de I’ Arméme (Paris, 1949). See also B.S.E., art. ' Armemya’; and article
on Armenia by A. Safrastian in E.B. (14th ed.).

* Quoted from W. E. D. Allen, History of the Georgian People, p. 21. For the
anthropology of Caucasia, see art. by A. Javakhishvih, *The Caucasian race’, in
Georgica, 1 (1936), pp. 2-3. For recent views on Anatolian anthropology see
articles in Belleten of Turkish Historical Association, and Bayan Afet Inanm,
L’ Anatolie, le pays de la *race' turque: recherches sur les caractéres anthropologiques
de la Turquie (Geneva, 1941).
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of central Asia. The linguistic influence of the Turkomans (Oguz)
from beyond the Caspian has been strong among all the western
Turks. From the Turkomans stemmed the Selcuks, the Osmanlis
and other later clans like the Black and White Sheep (Kara and Ak
Koyunlus), the Afshars and the Kacars, who have dominated the
political and military life of Iran and Anatolia during the past nine
hundred years.

The Azeri Turks adhere to the Shi‘a heresy of Persia (by contrast
to the Sunni Osmanlis and the Sunni tribes of Dagistan), and Azer-
baijan was, in fact, the homeland of the Shi‘a renaissance and of the
great Sufi family of Safawi shahs who were themselves partly of
Turkish origin and used Turkish speech.

Culturally eastern Transcaucasia has been very much under Iranian
influences since the remote period when the Iranian Sassanids were
holding Derbent against the northern nomads. Some Turkish
elements penetrated there soon after the era of the Hijra! One
of the Arab geographers of the ninth century A.D. describes the
typically Turkish physical type and compares the harsh dialect of
Azerbaijan with that of Khurasan. It is worth noting that, while the
Volga and Crimea Tartars have passed increasingly under the in-
fluence of their Russian neighbours and the Anatolian Turks feel the
attraction of the Mediterranean world, the cultural background of the
Caucasian Turks, like that of the Turks of central Asia, is very largely
Iranian. The Turanian and Iranian worlds have for two thousand
years, probably for very much longer, been subject to mutual blending
and to all kinds of linguistic and cultural cross-currents; in recent
centuries, while neighbouring Turkish groups have been attracted by
the ancient civilizations of Iran, Turks have formed a substantial pro-
portion of the population of the Persian empire, and sturdy Turkish
clans like the Shahsevens? of Karadag have always been the core of
the armed forces of successive Persian dynasties—the latter themselves
often of Turkish blood.?

1 The infiltration of T M 1 el A lia and Caucasia began
in very early times. See Prof. A, Zeki Velidi Togan Umumi Tirk Tarihine Giris
{General Survey of Turkish History) (Istanbul, 1946), 1.

# Lit. ‘ Lovers of the Shah’,

3 Nizami (1140/41-¢c. 1198), one of the many Azerig who have enriched Persian
culture, was a native of Ganja. He flourished in the same half-century as the
celebrated Georgian poets, Shota Rustaveli and Sargis Tmogveli, who were them-
selves both under the influence of the Persian literary tradition. Fuzuli (?—¢. 1556),
one of the most moving of Turkish poets, used the Turki of Azerbaijan and
Persian with equal facility, as did his near contemporary the first Safawi Shah
Ismail. There is no comprehensive work on the Turks of Azerbaijan. The articles
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Both Turks and Persians were imperial peoples, but the Turks
proved more vital as a military power than the Persians. In the
fifteenth century the Osmanli Turks had revived the classic style of
“world power’ in the Middle East; and the history of the development
of the Russian empire in Asia is that of conflict for control of the
basins of the Black Sea and of the Caspian between this classic style
of world power and the new world power which had arisen in the
Eurasian plain. Modern Russian imperial power in its new expression
as a union of soviet republics represents a blending of Slavic, Turkic
and Caucasic elements.

The Caucasus, which became towards the middle of the eighteenth
century the scenc of the epic struggle between the old, Middle Eastern,
and new, Eurasian, powers, was a borderland in which the most
diverse social forms were in process of growth and decay. Here came
in contact the ancient imperialisms of Turkey and Persia and the new
half-European imperialism of Romanov Russia; anarchic communi-
ties of Cossacks and groups of Great Russian serfs and even German
dissenters settled in villages in recently occupied lands; the hierarchic
clans of the Cherkesses and the democratic predatory septs of the
Chechens; the fanatical tribes of Dagistan and the feudal Muslim
lords of Meskhia and Acaristan; the rustic principalities of western
Georgia and the mosaic of miniature city states which had been
gathered together into the kingdom of Irakli I of Kartli and Kakheti.!

In the great struggle between the Russians and the Turks which
ranged all round the shores of the Black Sea from the Balkans to the
Caucasus during the years 1769~74, the Turks tried to loosen the hold
which the Russians had already gained over the passes through the
central Caucasus by their alliance with the Kabardans. But their
efforts to detach the Kabardans from Russia and their promotion of
a general movement of the Cherkesses and the Chechens against the

in E.I. under ‘Shirwan’, ‘Adharbaidjan’ and *‘Azeri’ merit revision. The articles
in I.A. under ‘Azerbaycan’ (A. Z. V. Togan) and ‘Azeri’ (M. F. Kopriilia) are
more sericus. See also art. under ‘Azerbaidzbanskaya S.S.R. in B.S.E. and
numerous articles in Izvestiya obsheh bsled, iva § izucheniya Axerbaidzh
(Baku, 1926-). For topography, see E.I. arts. under ‘Shekki’ (Nukha), ‘Kubba’
(Kuba) and 'Sheh-sewan’ (Shahsevens), by V. Minorsky, and idem, ‘Trans-
caucasica’, in Journal Asiatique (1930), pp. 41-111.

! Tiflis, Erevan, Ganja and Nahgivan were included in the dominions of Irakli,
The towns along the Kura and the Aras and places like Derbent, Baku, Sheki and
Shemakhi, with their independent khans, had, like Tabriz and Akhalizikhe with
their virtually independent governors and their powerful merchants’ corporations,
many of the characteristics of city states in contrast to the rural principalities of
west Georgia and the tribal areas in the mountains. Cf. Allen, History, chap. xvi.

ACB 2
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Caucasian line failed in the event. The Russians made their first
passage of the Daryal defile (through which they did not delay to
build a carriage road), and an interesting campaign followed, during
the course of which Russo-Georgian forces crossed the Suram,
occupied Kutaisi, the capital of the kings of Imereti, and laid siege to
the Turkish fortress at Poti. Another detachment operated in the
Kura defile in the direction of the Turkish stronghold at Akhaltzikhe
(T. Ahiska)

Following the Treaty of Kiigiik Kaynarca in 1774, Kabarda and
Osseti passed definitely under Russian control. The Georgian
Military Road was put in good condition and protected by fortified
posts. In 1783 the east Georgian kingdoms of Kartli and Kakheti
became associated by treaty with the Russian crown; at the same time
a successful expedition against the tribes of Dagistan led to the
temporary occupation of Derbent. The Caucasian line was further
consolidated. A new line was traced from Rostov-on-Don to Mozdok
on the Terek—covered by ten forts and by numerous stanitsy,
populated by Cossacks and by specially transferred serfs. Suvorov
was ordered to create the Kuban line from the mouth of the river
to stanitsa Kavkazskaya on the Caucasian line. Suvorov’s fortified
posts prevented the Cherkesses from crossing the Kuban and
joining forces with the nomad Nogays and Kalmyks of the steppe.
Many thousands of these latter were forced to migrate beyond the
Volga, and Russian peasants were settled over the steppe between the
Don and the Kuban.

During the Russo-Turkish War of 178791 the Turks made a final
effort to challenge the Russian position in the northern Caucasus. The
Turkish fortress of Anapa controlling the mouth of the Kuban and the .
Straits of Kerch was the scene of severe fighting in successive years,
and it was only stormed by the Russians in the last year of the war.
Batal Paga, who marched from the coast to the region of the upper
Kuban with a great horde of Turks and Cherkesses, was defeated by
a relatively inferior Russian force near the site which used to bear his
name ?

As a result of the two Russo-Turkish wars of the last half of the
eighteenth century, the Russians were firmly established along the

1 Cf Gcorgua, v, v, *The Bntle of Aspmdza b) ] Gogeblshv:ll
now Cf. ley, Conquest, and for a

Tetoricheiki

detailed

vy of these Potto, ocherk; Dubrovin,
Istoriya voyn. ..na Kavkaze, end Butkov, Malmaly dlya novoy istorii Kavkaza
ot 1722 do 1803 g2., 3 vols., St Petersburg, 1869 (Vol. 11 contains a valuable
documentation of printed and MSS. sources).
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river lines north of the main chain, while their influence and partial
control had been extended over Kabarda and Osseti and the Georgian
principalities of Kakheti, Kartli, Imereti and Mingrelia to the south
of the main chain. They were thus astride the watershed with control
of the ways over by the Mamison and Daryal passes. The Turks
retained their influence over the Mussulman Cherkesses and Abkha-
zians and held the forts which gave access to the western mountains
at Poti, Anakliya and Sukhum.

In castern Caucasia, a revival of the military power of Persia under
Aga Muhammad Khan (founder of the Turkoman Kacar dynasty
which survived into the third decade of the twentieth century)
resulted in an attempt to restore the ancient Persian hegemony over
the valley of the middle Kura. In 1795 the Persians took and sacked
Tiflis and occupied most of Kartli and Kakheti, but in the following
year combined land and sea operations from Astrakhan placed the
whole of eastern Transcaucasia easily in Russian hands. Derbent was
occupied; then the khanates of Kuba and Baku and later those of
Shirvan (Shemakhi), Sheki (Nukha) and Karabag (Shusha). The
capture of the last gave the Russians a first hold on the peripheral
rim of the Armenian plateau. Ganja,! the principal centre of Islam
in Transcaucasia, was taken. The Russians reached the Aras river,
and the way to Erevan and Tabriz lay open to them. The campaign,
conducted with small forces, revealed to the Russians the real weak-
ness of the two Mussulman powers in the Middle East, and brilliant
perspectives seemed to open up just as Empress Catherine II
died. Her successor, Paul I, was opposed to a continuance of his
mother’s policies everywhere and ordered a general withdrawal to the
Caucasian line; but renewed attacks on Kakheti from Dagistan
imposed the annexation of Georgia to the Russian crown in 18o1.

The following decade saw further conflict with both Turkey
and Persia, complicated by the repercussions of the Napoleonic
wars.

In 1812 the Treaty of Bucharest with Turkey left the Russians in
control of all the Rion basin to the west of the Suram, and also of
Abkhazia, along the south-west slope of the main chain falling to the
Black Sea. On the Mingrelian coast the Turks only retained the fort
of Poti; but farther north the strong fortress of Anapa had been
restored to them. They still held Akhaltzikhe and Atskhur, strong-
holds which dominated the gorges of the Kura and threatened the
route over the Suram between Kutaisi and Gori. So long, in fact, as

'R d by the Russians Elizavetpol; now Kirovabad.
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they failed to control the Black Sea coast between Anapa and the
River Bzyb, and while the Turks remained masters of the upper Kura,
the Russian hold on western Transcaucasia was incomplete and very
insecure.

In 1813 the Treaty of Gulistan with Persia confirmed the Russians
in posscssion of the Caspian coast as far as the khanate of Lankuran.
But the Persians still held the khanates of Erevan and Nahgivan,
whence they could make a rapid advance up the valleys of the Akstafa
and Borchalu rivers against Tiflis and the middle valley of the Kura.
And, 2s in the west the mountain block of Circassia remained uncon-
quered, so in the east the formidable massif of Dagistan, inhabited by
even more warlike and certainly more fanatical tribes, resisted all
attempts at Russian pacification.

Dagistan was, in fact, destined to remain a major military problem
of the Russian empire for the following fifty years.

In 1821 the ambitions of the Persian Valihad, Abbas Mirza, were
diverted against the Turks by Russian influences, anxious to defeat
the contemporary British policy of consolidating the interests of the
two Muslim powers in the Caucasian arca. The Persians for a short
time occupied Bayazit and Kars. British diplomacy was, however,
successful in restoring the status quo.

In 1826 rumours of the death of Alexander I and of internal dis-
orders in Russia induced the restless Persian prince, who was sadly
lacking in perspective, to make an effort to reverse the Treaty of
Gulistan. The Muslim populations of Lankuran and Karabag revolted
and Ganja opened its gates to Abbas Mirza. The Russians were at
first disturbed by the prospect of a holy war; but the Persians at
Ganja were easily defeated, and in the spring of 1827 General
Paskevich undertook a campaign of final conquest in eastern Trans-
caucasia. In June the Russians opened the siege of Erevan, while a
field force, advancing along the valley of the Aras, occupied Echmiad-
2in, the holy city of the Armenians and the seat of their patriarch, and
took possession of the khanate of Nahgivan with the border fort of
Abbasabad which covered the road to Tabriz.

Abbas Mirza manoeuvred ineffectually with a large force (about
30,000, mostly irregular horse). In September Erevan fell, and on
15 October the Russians entered Tabriz. Peace negotiations failed to
mature, and in January 1828 the Russians took Dilman and Urmia
and Ardabil. The road to Teheran lay open to them.

On 18 February 1828 the Treaty of Turkmengay finally confirmed
the Russians in the possession of the khanates of Erevan and Nahgivan,
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north of the Aras, and of the khanate of Talysh to the south of the
embouchure of the Kura-Aras into the Caspian Sea.

The Russians had thus consolidated their possession of the whole
of eastern Transcaucasia. Their strategy, military and political, since
1722 had, in fact, constituted a sustained turning movement of the
main chain of the Caucasus. The mountains themselves remained
unconquered; on the west from the Taman peninsula as far as the
sources of the Kuban and the Ingur; on the east from the upper Terek
to the foothills of Dagistan overlooking the Caspian. But the conquest
by the Russians of the Caspian foreshore from the mouth of the Terek
along by Derbent to Baku, combined with their control of the waters
of the Caspian Sea, had made possible the subjugation of the plains of
the Kura and Aras and of the mountain massifs beyond (Somkheti,
Shah-dag and Karabag) before they had secured their grip on the
main chain. Political alliances with the Kabardans, the Ossetians and
the Georgians had allowed the Russians access through the Daryal
Pass to the valley of the middle Kura, and the friendship of the
Imeretians and Mingrelians had given them the Suram ridge and the
easy conquest of the Rion basin. The Cherkesses remained uncon-
quered, but they were now contained on the south as well as on the
north and cut off from contact, except by sea, with their Turkish
allies.

The Treaty of Turkmengay had definitely eliminated the Persians
as a factor in Transcaucasian politics and had cut off the warlike
tribes of Dagistan from all direct contact with the Islamic (and outer)
world. Iran had been the dominant cultural and political influence in
Caucasia for two thousand years. In future Caucasian Islam was to
look to the Turks alone for support. The Turks who, at the beginning
of the eighteenth century, had been the masters of the mouths of all
the rivers flowing into the Black Sea, who in 1711 had forced the great
Peter to a capitulation on the Prut, and who as late as 1735 had
successfully sustained a defensive war against the allied armies of
Austria and Russia, were now fighting a losing battle to hold the
passes giving access to their inner homeland in Anatolia. During the
century following Peter’s Caspian campaign of 1722, the main chain
of the Caucasus mountains had ceased to be the age-old barrier pro-
tecting the Middle Eastern lands against invasion from the north.
Caucasia had become the base from which Russian power, political
and military, was to be directed westward across Anatolia towards the
Mediterranean, southward across Persia towards the Indian Ocean,
and eastward across the Caspian into the heart of Asia.
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CHAPTER II
THE RUSSO-TURKISH CAMPAIGN OF 1828-9

MAPS 2, 3; cf. also 4
TH E causes and objectives of the Russo-Turkish war of 18289
were mainly European. The Greek insurrection and the battle
of Navarino gave the Russians the opportunity of settling
accounts with Turkey without, for once, having to watch the prospect
of intervention by the western powers.

In Asia, Russian objectives were limited, firstly, to the expulsion of
the Turks from the Caucasian coast including the fortresses of Anapa,
Poti and Batum; and, secondly, to the conquest of the pagalik of
Akhaltzikhe and the establishment of a satisfactory military frontier.

The Turkish frontier in 1828 ran from Poti along the lower course
of the Rion and over the Suram Mountains to a point in the Kura
defile between Borjom and Atskhur. Thence through the region of
the Meskhian lakes to the long ravine of the Arpa-gay. In theory the
pagaliks of Asia Minor could raise about 200,000 regular and irregular
troops, but the military resources of Sultan Mahmut II had been
weakened by the long Greek war and as a result of the massacre of the
janissaries, who had not yet been adequately replaced by the new
nizam (regular) units in process of formation. It was the age of the
great pagas in Turkey, and the eastern marches were largely controlled
by the paga of Akhaltzikhe,! who was master of all the upper Kura
country as far as Oltu, and by the Himshiashvili (T Himyiofullar)
clan, Muslim Georgian beys, who ruled the mountains between the
Coruh and the Gurian lowlands. The forces which these Muslim
lords could put into the field were in fact more formidable than those
of the Turkish regular army.

The Turks held a strategic frontier which was almost perfect. The
fortress of Batum, backed by steep wooded hills, covered the coast
and was one of a line of fortified posts, extending from Trebizond to
Anapa. The citadel and town of Akhaltzikhe with its warlike popula-
tion defended the vailey of the Kura at the entry to the Borjom defile,
where the strong point of Atskhur was also in Turkish hands. To the

! Until 1744, the pagalik of Akhaltzikhe had been hereditary in the family of
Jaqeli—Muslim G i 1 {ves d ded from the ancient atabegs of the
medieval Georgian kingdom. Cf. Brosset, Histoire de la Géorgie, 11 (1), pp. 199 L.,
‘ Histoire de Samtzkhé ou Saathabago’.
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south of the Cildir-Akbaba massif, Kars covered the main route
across the Arpa-gay from Aleksandropol and Erevan. Southward
again of the massif of Alaca-da§, the steep ravine of the Aras was
impassable to large bodies of troops, and the linc of the Agri-dag
protected the right of the Turkish forces deployed along the frontier.

But the Turkish strength was more apparent than real. Their
troops were scattered in inadequate detachments. There were
garrisons of 2000 men each at Batum and Poti, 5000 at Anapa, 6000
nizams and 4000 irregulars held Akhaltzikhe, with 1000 men forward
at each of the forts of Atskhur and Akhalkalaki. Some 30,000 nizams
and 10,000 irregulars were concentrating at Erzurum and Kars. On
the right flank was a garrison of 2000 in the strong hill-fortress of
Bayazit, and the paga of Mug was collecting another 5000 men for the
defence of Van. The Turks had plenty of guns but their fire-power
was feeble, and some of the fortress pieces had served since the days
when Sultan Murat IV was reorganizing the frontier in the second
quarter of the seventeenth century. The walls and moats of Kars and
Akhaltzikhe had been designed at the beginning of the eighteenth
century, and Kars had been unable to withstand a Persian attack a few
years before.

The shadow of the Ottoman eighteenth century hung over the
crumbling walls and neglected cannon of the frontier towns. The
gaudy figures of the janissaries, slovenly and insolent, had only just
departed, and the blue tunics and red fezzes of the gavur sultan’s
nizam troops were a strange innovation. Strings of young Circassians
and kidnapped Gurian peasants were still collected in the alleys of
Akhaltzikhe and marched off to Batum and Trebizond for shipment
to the slave markets of Istanbul and Alexandria.!

The Russian army, tempered in the Napoleonic wars and officered
by men with twenty-five years’ experience of Caucasian campaigning,
was in fine condition. A tradition of uninterrupted victories against
oriental peoples gave a remarkable élan to the pupils of Ermolovand the
comrades of Kotlarevski. Service in the Caucastan army could satisfy
the most ambitious and the most desperate men in Russia, and an epic
literature was already growing up round the Caucasian regiments.

The Russian general, Paskevich, had at his disposal 51 battalions of
regular infantry, 11 squadrons of regular cavalry, 17 regiments of

1 In 1828, Akhalwzikhe, the principal entrepdt of the Caucasian slave trade,
was the most important city in eastemn Turkey after Erzurum and Trebizond.
Its population was estimated by Gamba at 40,000, mostly Turks or Georgian
Muslims with a few th d Christian A i
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Kuban and Terek Cossacks and 154 guns, rather less than 60,000
men, of whom about one-quarter were detached for internal security
duties in the northern Caucasus. There remained available for battle
action 36 battalions, 8 regular squadrons, 13 Cossack regiments and
112 guns, disposed as follows:

Khoy-Julfa (observing  General Pankratiev 6 bns, 2 regts Cossacks,

Persia) 16 guns

Erevan (observing General Chavchavadze 5 bns, 1 regt Cossacks,
Bayazit) 10 guns

Borjom (coveting Kura  General Popov 2 bns, 2 regts Cossacks,
defile) 4 guns

Kutaisi (operating General Hesse 8 bns, 1 regt Cossacks,
against Guria) 14 guns

Gimrii (Aleksandro- General Paskevich 15 bns, 8 sqns, 7 regts
pol)! (striking force) Cossacks, 68 guns

The campaign opened in May with the surrender of the Turkish
garrison at Anapa to a combined operation of the Russian fleet® and
troops from the Caucasian line. This fortunate event relieved
Paskevich of anxiety with regard to his rear where a concerted
movement of the Cherkesses with Turkish support might have been
expected (as in the war of 1787-91).

Paskevich directed his main operation against Kars. A successful
assault on the fortress would cut off the Turks, defending the pasalik
of Akhaltzikhe, from the main Turkish base at Erzurum, the centre
for concentrating supplies and reinforcements from Asia Minor and
Trebizond.

On 14 June the small Russian army crossed the frontier river
Arpa-cay; and Paskevich took station to the south of Kars where he
was able to flank any relieving force advancing from Erzurum. On
17 June, the seraskier Kése Mehmet? did, in fact, order an advance
from Erzurum over the Sofanli-dag, but on that day the Russians
took up a position on the Kars-cay only four miles from the fortress
and athwart the main Erzurum road. Paskevich was still without
siege artillery, but he established his field guns on the $orah heights
to the west of the Kars-¢ay from which he could drop shells into the
town over the defending walls.

! T. Gtimird, renamed Aleksandropol in honour of Emperor Alexander 1.

* Under the Scots Admiral A. S. Greig (see D.N.B.). For history of Anapa,
see Kav. Shor. 1m1 (1), p. 176, n. 1,

? Kése Mehmet is the 'Kiossa’ of Monteith and the Russian authors. Kése

means ‘ beardless'—a most 1 dition in a paga of this period—and Kdose
Mehmet may have been a eunuch like his near y, Aga Muh d

Khan of Persia.
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Following a bombardment, the Russian infantry took the suburbs
to the east of the Kars-cay, and on the morning of 23 June they
captured the wall which divided the town from the fortress itself. The
Turkish commander then surrendered with 2000 nizams and 150 guns;
but the rest of the garrison succeeded in withdrawing. Russian
losses amounted to less than 400 men.

Kose Mehmet had already crossed the Soganli ridge and he now
halted to await the Russians. Paskevich sent a strong advance-guard
along the Erzurum road; he intended, however, to operate not against
Erzurum but against Akhaltzikhe.

The great upland plain of Kars, the scene of the approaching
campaign, lies at an altitude of between 1830 and 2440 m., and, within
the perimeter of its surrounding ranges, occupies an area of some
7000 square miles. The rolling downlands, with their rich herbage
feeding the noted herds of Géle and Cildir, afford ideal conditions for
the movement of cavalry during the late summer and autumn months.
Equally it is difficult to defend this great plain by forts or fixed
positions. The historic fortified positions have always been sited at
the entries and exits: on the north-west at Ardanuch and Ardahan
commanding the routes over the Yalnizcam-dag to the valley of the
Coruh; on the north-east at Akhaltzikhe where the Kura enters the
long gorge through the mountains to Kartli; on the east at Kars,
blocking the gap between the massif of Cildir-dag (Akbaba-dag) to the
north and the Alaca-dag massif to the south.

Since classical times the population of this borderland has been
mixed. Until the Ottoman conquest in the fifteenth century the
Georgians held a line of fortified towns and castles running west to
north-east from Tortum and Oltu to Ardahan and Akhaltzikhe. Kars
and Ani on the Arpa-¢ay were city states successively ruled by princes
of Armenian, Arab, Kurdish, Georgian and Turkish blood. But the
rich downland, stretching between the few towns with their com-
manding citadels, early became the grazing grounds of nomad
Turkish tribes (tiémenler), who remained a vigorous fighting popula-
tion dangerous to their settled neighbours.t

Running in a general direction west to north-east, the long level
ridge of Yalnizgam-dag separates the Kars plain from the valley of the

1 See Prof. A, Caferoglu, Materials Relative to the Dialects of our Eastern
Provinces: Dialects of the Provinces of Kars, Erzurum and QCoruh (T.) (Burhaneddin
Basimevi, Istanbul, 1942). Prof. Caferogilu finds villages of the Karakoyunlu,
Diinbilld, Kacar, Afsar, Bayat and other well-known Turkish tribes in the Kars
province.
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Goruh and forms the watershed between streams flowing northward
to the Coruh and the Black Sea and eastward to the Kural

Rising from numerous sources in the beautiful ravines and marshes
at the foothills of the Gdle massif—itself the axis of the ranges of
Yalnizgam and Sofanli—the Kura, after a first loop westward, follows
the general north-easterly direction of the Yalnizcam-dag. After
passing through Ardahan with its sinister old citadel, its shabby
streets and fine stone bridge over the river, the Kura enters a pre-
cipitous ravine which separates the northern spurs of Cildir-dag
from the massif of Dokuz-pinar (‘Nine springs’), an casterly buttress
of the Yalnizgam-daB. After the intake of the Akhalkalakis-dzqali
(G., ‘Newtown water’) at Khertvis, the Kura loops west until, below
Akhaltzikhe, it receives the united streams of Posof-gay and Kwablo-
wanis-dzqali and turns north-north-east through the long defile of
Borjom.

The principal route from Akhaltzikhe ran north of the Kura to
Akhalkalaki. It then turned west over a saddle between Cildir-dag
and the Dokuz-pinar to Ardahan; from here it forked south-east to
Kars, north-west by west over the Ziyaret-dag to Ardanuch and the
valley of the Coruh, and south-west over the cols of Géle to the upper
valley of the Oltu-¢ay and Erzurum.

A movement from Kars on Akhaltzikhe by way of Ardahan might
not have been without danger even for a well-equipped Russian force,
much superior to its opponents in discipline and fighting power. In
the Soganli-dag, the seraskier occupied a flanking position in relation
to Ardahan, while the numerous and elusive Turkish pastoralists,
scattered over the vast downlands, might have been expected to rally
to his support. Paskevich took the bold decision of leading his army
across the upland tracks from Kars to Akhalkalaki by the high col
across the Akbaba-dag overlooking the eastern shore of the majestic
lake of Cildir.2

The preparations for the Akhaltzikhe expedition took about three

! The name Yalniz¢am-daglar (T., ‘ Lone pine ins ) indi the ch
of this barren range. The old Georgian name for the whole range was Arsiani, now
used on Turkish maps to describe a single peak south-west of Posof. The Georgian
name, Qua Qrile (' Rockstrewn'), for a part of the Arsiani is as descriptive as
Yalnizgam.

* This beautiful lake, swept often by great storms, is the haunt in summer of
numerous flocks of pelican (Pelecanus crispus). Its position on an intemnational
frontier has made it difficult of access to travellers. In 1021, a battle was fought near
the lake b the B peror, Basil B k and the Georg
king, George 1. In 1578, Lala M Pn;a, the of Cyprus, defeated the
Persian army of Tokmak Khan in the same region.
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weeks. General Bergmann with 6 battalions and strong artillery
support was left to hold Kars, and, on 17 July, Paskevich with the rest
of his forces began the difficult march over the Akbaba uplands. In
summer the pasture of these uplands, which attracts the flocks of the
nomads from all the country between the Aras and the Black Sea, is
in fine condition, gay with flowers; and the long animal convoys of the
Russians could live on the country.

Paskevich needed five days to cover the eighty-odd miles between
Kars and the Akhalkalakis-dzqali. On 25 July he attacked the fort of
Akhalkalaki and met a desperate resistance from the garrison of 1000
Laz irregulars, of whom only 300 survived to surrender. Khertvis, at
the junction of the Akhalkalakis-dzqali with the Kura, was taken
without a shot. In the meantime news arrived that in the north-west
General Hesse had taken Poti with 2000 prisoners and 40 guns
(15 July). Inthefirstdays of August Paskevichapproached Akhaltzikhe.

A dangerous situation was developing. Paskevich had relied too
much on the slow movements of the Turks with their large forces of
irregulars, who marched often with thousands of livestock and great
crowds of women and camp followers.! Informed of Paskevich’s
expedition against Akhaltzikhe, Kése Mehmet moved his forces from
the Softanli-dag to Ardahan and further across the saddle between the
Yalnizgam-dag and the Dokuz-pinar massif in the general direction
of the Posof-gay. About 35,000 Turks were approaching Akhaltzikhe
from the south almost simultaneously with the advance of Paskevich
from the east.

Two-thirds of the Turkish forces were irregulars and they had with
them only 14 guns. But Paskevich, who had sooo infantry, 3000
cavalry and 30-40 guns (a force numerically smaller than the garrison
of Akhaltzikhe alone), doubted whether it were feasible to continue
the operation. He received, however, at this moment reinforcements
of 2500 men from Tiflis and, counting also on the co-operation of
Popov's force in the Borjom defile (4 battalions and 2 regiments of
Cossacks), he decided to give battle before Akhaltzikhe.

Kése Mehmet had dispersed his forces in four main camps on both
sides of the Posof-gay, for he was governed by the necessity of con-
sidering water supply and grazing for his great numbers of troops,
camp followers and animals. The Turks remained passive, and they

1 In this respect the Turkish army of 120 vears ago, prior to reforms of
Meahmud II and his Prussian military mission (see von Moltke, The Russians in
Bulgaria and Rumelia in 1828 and 1829), may be compared to the type of Abyssinian
army which fought the campaign of 1935-6 and which took the ficld as irregulars
in 1941. Cf. W, E. D. Allen, Guerrilla War in Abyssinia (London, 1943).
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failed either to prevent the Russians from occupying the Tavsan
(T ‘Hare’) heights lying between Akhaltzikhe and the junction of the
Posof-gay with the Kura, or to stop the junction of Popov (coming up
the Kura defile and by-passing the Turkish fort at Atskhur) with
Paskevich.

On the morning of 7 August Paskevich, leaving part of his force to

ard the Tavgan camp, carried out a bold manoeuvre round the
fortress with 5 battalions of infantry, all his cavalry and most of his
guns. A threat on the Turkish left flank, covering the Ardahan road
and their principal supply dump, induced the seraskier to weaken his
right Aank which received the full force of the Russian attack, although
the advance was itself enfiladed from the guns of the fortress.

The Turkish position was taken by storm, and the seraskier was
able with difficulty to retire into the fortress with 5000 nizams.
Another 6000 regulars were dispersed or killed; with the Cossacks in
pursuit, the Laz and Kurdish irregulars scattered all over the country-
side, and enormous booty in animals and supplies fell into the hands
of the Russians.

Following the bombardment of Akhaltzikhe on 13 and 14 August,
the Russians took the city and fortress by storm during desperate
street fighting on the 15th and 16th. On the latter day the seraskier
finally capitulated in the citadel, having been granted the right to
withdraw with 4000 of his nizam troops. Total Russian losses between
7 and 16 August amounted to about 1000 men.

Immediately after the storming of Akhaltzikhe, Paskevich sent a
column to take Atskhur which surrendered without a fight. The direct
route from Tiflis up the Kura valley via the Borjom defile to Akhal-
tzikhe and the upper Kura was thus opened to the Russians.

Another column under General Muravyev advanced on Ardahan,
but it was found that this place had already been occupied without
resistance by a force coming from Kars.

Meanwhile, on the extreme left flank of the Russian line, General
Chavchavadze, operating from Erevan southward across the Aras, had
marched over the Apri-dag and taken the Turkish fortress of Bayazit,
thus cutting the main route of communication between Erzurum and
Tabriz. Chavchavadze had then marched westward through Diyadin
and occupied the fortof Toprak-kale (Eleskirt) in therich plain through
which run the first afiluents of the Murat-su, the eastern branch of the
Euphrates, Westward the Cossacks had reached points within sixty
miles of Erzurum; southward the way lay open to Muy and Bitlis and
the whole region of the upper Euphrates.
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With the approach of winter Paskevich decided to suspend active
operations. Troops were suffering from fatigue and epidemics,
particularly those who had been operating in Guria. Garrisons of
3000 men each were left to hold Akhaltzikhe and Kars (Bebutov
and Bergmann). Hesse went into winter quarters at Kutaisi and
Chavchavadze concentrated at Bayazit. Paskevich withdrew the rest
of his forces into Georgia.

The results of the campaign of 1828 had surpassed all expectation.
Troops engaged in the field had not exceeded 18,000 infantry and
7000 horse, with about 100 guns. With the conquest of Kars and the
fortresses of the pagalik of Akbaltzikhe all Russian objectives had been
secured and, with the exception of the coastal region and the Coruh
valley, an ideal frontier had been attained. Allata cost of some 2500
killed and wounded and an equivalent number in sick and dead from
epidemics.

In the north the capture of Anapa and an outbreak of plague among
the Cherkesses gave security on the Black Sea and the right flank of
the Caucasian line. The capture of Poti made possible henceforth
direct sea communication between the Crimea and the Azov ports and
Transcaucasia.

In the eastern mountains, the news of Paskevich’s victories and
reports of his favourable treatment of the Muslim population had
impressed the mountaineers of Chechnia and Dagistan, while neither
the Persians nor these tribes, who were influenced by Persian policy,
were likely to move in view of Chavchavadze's success in the Elegkirt
valley.

During the year 1828, Russian progress on the Balkan front had not
been remarkable. They had suffered severe losses in battle and from
epidemics and were held before the fortresses of the quadrilateral,
Ruschuk, Silistria, Shumla, Varna (Varna alone had fallen). Sultan
Mahmut 11 was determined to continue the war, and he carried through
numerous reforms in the administration and army organization.

On the Caucasian front a new seraskier, Salih Paga, was sent to take
over from Kése Mehmet; meantime Hakki Paga of Sivas was appointed
his deputy. The pasas of Trebizond and Mug were ordered to recruit
forces locally and to participate in operations. Only 10,000 men
survived from the army of the dismissed seraskier, but his successor
planned to raise by the spring a new army of 60,000 men with 70 guns
in the region of Erzurum. The Turks, however, remained dependent
for immediate action on the irregular forces which the powerful
dere-beys of Lazistan and Acaristan might choose to raise. The most
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active and influential of these was Ahmet Bey Himgioglu of Hulo, who
with his brothers ruled over the whole of upland Acaristan. Paskevich
had opened negotiations with him, but the Turks won their man with
the promise of the pagalik of Akhaltzikhe, and Ahmet Bey, secure in
his snowbound highlands, made preparations for an invasion of the
valley of the Kura.

The Turks were less successful with the Kurds. The great Kurdish
chieftains resented the reforming policy of Mahmut I and scented
his hostility to feudal rights. They were already on the edge of the
series of risings against the new Ottoman state which were to trouble
Kurdistan from Upper Iraq to the Taurus during the thirties and
forties. At the same time, through the aid of Mussulman officers in
his service, Paskevich was establishing friendly relations with some of
the Kurdish tribal chieftains. As a result, the paga of Mug was unable
to recruit any large force of Kurdish cavalry and he was more or less
immobilized.

During the winter Paskevich visited St Petersburg and impressed
the Emperor Nicholas I with the possibilities of a strong offensive in
Asia Minor. Paskevich proposed, first, the conquest of Erzurum and
the Armenian highlands; secondly, a combined operation against
Trebizond with the support of the Russian flect (then dominant in the
Black Sea as a result of the sinking of the Turkish fleet at Navarino);
and thirdly, with Trebizond as base, a move on Sivas, possibly before
the autumn. Paskevich regarded Sivas as the nodal point of all
Anatolian communications, threatening Istanbul’s connexions with
Armenia, Syria and Iraq.

Paskevich was probably correct in his general appreciation, al-
though Kayseri, rather than Sivas, may properly be regarded as the
nodal point of Anatolian communications. But Paskevich’s thesis that
Turkey might be conquered more easily through Asia Minor than
across the Balkans was confirmed less than five years later when the
Egyptian army of Ibrahim Paga, supported by a fleet cruising along
the southern coast of Anatolia, passed the Taurus and advanced
victoriously on Konya and Kiitahya. The Danube, with its system of
fortresses, as well as the main chain of the Balkans, easily reinforced
and supplied from the centre of the empire on the Bosporus, presented
formidable obstacles to an advance from the north. On the other
hand, the Turks could only with difficulty and tardily supply the
Caucasian front; and once the Armenian highlands were conquered
and armies (which could not be replaced in time) dispersed, the high-
way across the Anatolian plateau lay open to an invader. Such an



32 TURKS MOVE AGAINST AKHALTZIKHE

advance, however, presupposed command of the Black Sea by the
Russians, with combined operations along the coast and supplies
available by sea for each stage of the advance. Only in 18289 did the
Russians have command of the Black Sea; in the three subsequent
wars it was in the hands of the Turks and their allies. Successful
operations against a defender of Anatolia are, in fact, to a considerable
extent dependent on sea-power.

Paskevich’s plans were based on three conditions:

(@) The arrival of adequate reinforcements: his force available for
active operations had been reduced, in November 1828, to 13,000
infantry, 5000 cavalry and 68 guns.

(%) An understanding with the Kurdish tribal chieftains of the
Armenian highlands and the upper Euphrates valley.

(¢) An absolute guarantee of continued peace with Persia.

Recruits numbering 20,000 had been allotted to the Caucasian army,
but these could not reach the Caucasus, undergo training and be
available in the line before July. Paskevich was reduced to with-
drawing isolated units from the Caucasian line and to organizing
Georgian and Mussulman militia.

Relations with Persia were complicated by the counter-intrigues of
Turkish official and unofficial agents. The Russian envoy, the writer
Griboyedov, was killed in a riotous attack on the Russian legation in
Teheran,! But Paskevich managed to influence Abbas Mirza by large
gifts and frequent threats to his provincial capital at Tabriz and
secured his continued neutrality.

The Turks took the offensive as early as February 1829 when
Ahmet Bey of Hulo crossed the main ridge of the Yalnizgam-dag deep
in winter snow with about 12,000 Lazes and Acars and 3000 Turks
with 6 guns. He reached Digur (on modern maps, Posof) at the junc-
tion of the Kwablowani and Posof streams and sent forward his brother
to observe the Borjom defile. Bebutov was holding Akhaltzikhe with
only 3 battalions and 4 field guns; the Turkish fortifications were in
ruins, and the Russians were forced to retire into the citadel leaving
the Armenian part of the population to be slaughtered by the trium-
phant Lazes. The situation of the Russians remained dangerous for

* Alexander, Travels, 1, chap. 1X, gives an entertaining account of the visit of
s Persmn embassy to the Russian court follov-mg the death of Griboyedov. Cf. also
1. K. Enikol . A. 8. Griboyedov v Gruzii i Persii: istoriko-biograficheski ocherk
{Zakniga, 1929). ano\cdov was the brother of Countess Paskevich. In December
1825 he had been arrested as a Decabrist at Ekaterinodar on the Caucasian line by
the Viceroy Ermolov in person. (See Arest Griboyedova in E. T. Veidenb 's
Kavkazskiye etyudy (Tiflis, 1901), pp. 261-7.)
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some days, but the garrison was eventually relieved by the advance of
Colonel Burtsov, with 2 battalions, T regiment of Cossacks and 6 guns,
up the Borjom defile, and they made a successful sortie, captured
Ahmet's artillery, and raised the siege.!

Simultaneously with the operation against Akhaltzikhe, the Turks
had made an advance from Batum with about 7000 irregulars but they
were defeated by a small force (mostly Gurian militia) under General
Hesse, who drove them back and occupied Kobuleti.

At the end of April, Ahmet Bey again took the offensive in the
region of the Posof-gay, but he was defeated by Burtsov at Tsurtskab,
a village to the south of Digur. The numerical weakness of the
Russians, the wide dispersion of their forces in small detachments, and
the large numbers of irregulars available to the Turks, still encouraged
the latter to persist in the offensive against Akhaltzikhe.

At the end of April, Salih Paga had concentrated about 50,000
nizams and irregulars between Erzurum and Hasankale and in the
region of the Soganli-dag, and he hastened to send Hakki Paga to the
support of the Laz forces along the Posof-gay. The Turks passed
through Ardahan (where there was no Russian garrison) and engaged
Burtsov's small force in fierce fighting at Tsurtskab.

Muravyev (3 battalions, 1 regiment of dragoons and 1 regiment of
Muslim volunteer horse) now advanced on Ardahan along the road
from Kars and threatened the Turkish rear. On 2 June the Turks
were again defeated at Tsurtskab and their force of nearly 80co
dispersed into the Yalnizcam Mountains. Paskevich, who himself
arrived at Ardahan at this juncture, ordered the place to be garrisoned
and fortified, The abortive Turkish operation had delayed the opening
of the Russian offensive by two or three weeks. But only now, at the
beginning of June, did weather conditions really allow of large-scale
operations.

Paskevich had collected in the region of Kars a striking force which,
after deduction of troops in garrisons and on lines of communication,
amounted to 18 battalions (12,000), 12 regiments of Cossacks and
mounted irregulars (6000) and 70 guns.

The Turks had available in the Soganli-dag area about 50,000 men
of whom 30,000 were regulars (nizams).

The Soanli? Mountains bar all the roads leading from the east and

1 In Kap. Shor. 1, pp. 1-~122, ‘Vospominaniya iz K kazsk stariny ',
Andreyev gives an i ing p 1 of the Akhaltzikhe affair,
_’ In modern Turkish the name, Pasinler-sira-dag, has been substituted for the
historic Sojanli-dag.
ACB 3
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the north-east to Erzurum. The River Aras, turning east below
Kaopriikdy, cuts a long defile past the southern wall of the Soganli.
South of this defile rises the massif of Dram-dag,! which divides the
Pasin valley from that of Elegkirt (upper Murat-su). The passage of
troops coming from Bayazit through the Elegkirt valley and over the
Dram-dag by the Kara-derbent defile and the col of Velibaba was
practicable. But an operation from Bayazit against Erzurum was
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Map 3. The Sofanli-dag

ruled out by Paskevich, since Bayazit was too distant from his principal
bases at Aleksandropol and Erevan, and the line of advance was
exposed to counter-attack from the south from Mug and Van.

The most direct operational approach to Erzurum was along the
main caravan road from Kars, but this route passed over the most
difficult part of the Sofanli-dag. Here the buttresses of the principal
ridge extend far to the north-east and form the eastern rim of the
upland basin in which Kars lies. The main road from Kars to Erzurum
followed the upper course of the Kars-gay, and at a distance of forty
miles from the fortress entered the mountains west of the village of
Sarikamis (‘ Yellow reeds’). Five miles beyond Sarikamig the road
climbed the stiff fir-covered slopes of the Sogganli-dag to the water-
shed at the Meliduz col (2440 m.), from where it gradually descended
to the village of Mecinkirt (eighteen miles from Sarikamig), which is
situated on an upland shelf slightly inclined to the south.

4 The name, Dram-dag, has disapp d from modern mafs; it ituted the
western shoulder of the Agri-dag.
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From Mecinkirt begins the descent along the southern slopes of
the Soganli. These southern slopes are by no means so precipitous as
the northern and they incline over a distance of forty miles to the
village of Kopritkéy where there is a fine old stone bridge over the
Aras. From Kopritkdy through Hasankale thirty miles of good road
led to the capital of Turkish Armenia.

There was another road across the Soganli which was not in those
days regarded as so practicable. Twenty-five miles out from Kars, it
forked north-west from the first road at Kotanli, passed Ciplakli and
approached the northern flank of the Soganli ridge which here falls
abruptly to the ravine of the Bardiz-qay, an affluent of the Oltu. In
the valley lies the village of Bardiz, but the road, without touching
Bardiz, mounted to the main plateau of the Soganli and then, after
some miles, began a gradual descent, following the line of the Zivin-gay
flowing north to south through Yenikdy (‘New village’), Karaurgan
and Zivin. All these villages lie in the wide ravine formed by the
stream. From the pass over Bardiz to the village of Zivin is about
twenty miles. There was a track, little used, over the high plateau
from the col of Meliduz to Zivin (fifteen miles), and another track
from Sarikamig direct to Yenikdy.! After Zivin, the main road
descended the southern slopes of the Soganli by easy gradients over
the thirty-five miles to the Képriikdy bridge across the Aras.

At the beginning of June 1829 about 20,000 troops (of whom half
were nizams) under Hakki Paga, held a strongly fortified position on
the Meliduz col covered by 24 guns. A detachment 2000 strong, under
Osman Paga, watched the Yenikdy-Zivin track. The principal force
under the seraskier Salih Paga, 20,000 strong with 20 guns, had been
concentrated at Zivin by 15 June. But liaison had not been established
with Hakki Paga, and the two groups were separated by the deep
ravine of the Hani-gay and fifteen miles of difficult country.

By this date (15 June) not only the advance-guard but the main
body of the Russians had already approached the high plateau of the
Sogianli without meeting with any resistance.

At the beginning of June Paskevich had received information as to
the disposition of the Turkish forces. He formed the conclusion that
movement by the direct road to Kars and attack on the frontal position
of Hakki Paga would allow the Turks to bring up reinforcements. He
decided, thercfore, to use Burtsov’s detachment only (2000 men) for

! This latter track, after 1877, was converted to a road which became part o'f :he

route from Erzurum to Kars; and the older road b Mecinkirt and M.
declined to a secondary status,
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a diversion against the position of Hakki at Meliduz. At the same
time he directed a force of 5000 under Muravyev, including strong
cavalry support, to march by the western track through the Egek-
meydan (* Donkey market’} Pass on Yeniksyand Karaurgan. The third
and main column under Pankratiev (with Paskevich) was to follow the
mountain path which went up from Sarikamig to meet the Karaurgan
track at Yenikéy. Once on the Soganli plateau, it was intended that
the main column should cross the Hani-gay ravine at Sarbasan and
then turn east to outflank the position of Hakki Paga at Meliduz. This
manoeuvre of Pankratiev’s column would be covered from the Turks
concentrated at Zivin by Muravyev's advance on Zivin from Yeniksy
and Karaurgan. After the defeat of Hakki Paga, Paskevich intended
to concentrate all his forces against the seraskier at Zivin. In such
wise the Russian commander planned two consecutive blows against
two Turkish groups which had failed to establish satisfactory liaison
over a stretch of mountainous country. The first conditions of success
lay in mobility and surprise.

The Russian offensive movement began on the evening of 13 June
and continued through the night. On the morning of the r4th,
Burtsov's advance-guard came in contact with the Turks on the
Meliduz position. By the evening of that day, Paskevich’s main
striking force under Pankraticv, after a hard climb of twenty-six miles
with guns over a difficult and continuously ascending path, reached
the high plateau and established, at the same time, contact with
Burtsov’s detachment.

On the following day (15 June), Muravyev’s Cossacks and irregulars
supported by two infantry battalions, suddenly attacked Osman Paga’s
detachment in his camp over Bardiz. The Turks were dispersed or
captured. The pasa himself, finding that he was now cut off from
Hakki Paga’s camp by Russian forces, fled along the Zivin road.

During the 15th and 16th the Russian troops were concentrating on
the plateau. Hakki was now aware of the general direction of the
Russian advance and awaited their attack. At the same time he sent
to the seraskier to hasten the movement of reinforcements from Zivin
along the road through Mecinkirt to Meliduz.

Information which came to Paskevich now suggested a daring
change in his operational plan. Burtsov had reported that the Turkish
position at Meliduz was very strong and well fortified. At the same
time, Muravyev's patrols, passing through Yenikéy and Karaurgan,
had located the big Turkish camp at Zivin, while local inhabitants
reported that the greater part of the seraskier’s troops were still on the
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march from Hasankale and Kopritkdy to Zivin. Paskevich came to
the conclusion that it would be wiser to strike first against the Zivin
group which had not yet completed its concentration; therefox:e, on
17 June, he issued new orders: Muravyevwas to open an attack in the
direction Karaurgan-Zivin with the support of the greater part of
Pankratiev’s force; Pankratiev himself was to cross the Hani-gay
ravine and cut the communications of Hakki Paga with Karaurgan;
while Burtsov was to continue to demonstrate before the Meliduz
position- . .

On 18 June, Muravyev’s advance forees came in contact with the
Turks to the north of Karaurgan. On the same day the seraskier
arrived at the Zivin camp where he had now about 15,000 nizams and
5000 irregular horse. His appreciation of the situation convinced him
that only Russian patrols were operating in front of Karaurgan and that
the main attack was still to be directed against Hakki Paga at Meliduz.
He took the initiative and ordered his horse to attack the Russians
descending from the north to Karaurgan.

The Turkish cavalry ran into the whole of Muravyev’s column
(4 battalions, 1 regiment of Cossacks and 1 regiment of Muslim irregu-
Jars with zo guns) and they were thrown back in disorder. Meantime
the column led by Paskevich himself (7 battalions, 3 dragoon and
Cossack regiments and 24 guns) came down the Sarbasan heights and
occupied Karaurgan from the east.

In front of Meliduz, Hakki Paga counter-attacked Burtsov with
5000 horse. Burtsov had only 3 battalions, 1 Cossack regiment and
I regiment of Muslim irregular horse, but he stood firm and threw
back the Turks to their main position. He received some timely help
from Pankratiev who, with a small detachment, crossed the ravine to
the south of Sarbasan and reached the path from Karaurgan to
Meliduz.

After the defeat of his cavalry, the seraskier prepared to defend his
position on the Zivin heights, and awaited the arrival of reinforce-
ments from the south (some 20,000 men were strung out between
Erzurum and Zivin). He hoped to give battle the next day, after
having concentrated his forces and established liaison with Hakki at
Meliduz. But, during the afternoon of the 1gth, Paskevich continued
the offensive movement from Karaurgan towards Zivin.

Muravyev crossed the Hani ravine to the west of the main track and,
after ascending the more accessible part of the Zivin Heights, turned
COr_npletely the Turkish left flank. Paskevich’s column marched
quickly down the main valley and occupied Zivin village. By the
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evening the whole of the Zivin camp was in the hands of the Russians;
all artillery and stores and great trains of pack animals were taken
without resistance. The Turks fled precipitately along the Erzurum
road and, during the night, the approaching reinforcements were
infected with the panic. The large forces at the disposal of the
seraskier poured in disorder into the Pasin valley. He himself, with
his staff, galloped to Hasankale.

Without losing a moment, Paskevich, during the night, prepared
the second part of his operation, hoping that the enthusiasm of victory
among his troops would overcome the fatigue of the last week’s
marching and fighting. Only a few cavalry detachments pursued the
Turks to the south, while, under cover of darkness, almost all the
Russian forces were brought up for an attack on Hakki Paga’s position
early in the morning.

At 7 am. Paskevich had concentrated for the attack about gooo
infantry, 5000 cavalryand 56 guns: on the left Burtsov and Pankratiev;
in the centre, along the path Karaurgan-Meliduz, Paskevich himself;
on the right, along the path Zivin-Meliduz, Muravyev. On the
extreme right the cavalry of General Osten-Sacken were directed
to cut the Turkish line of retreat from Mecinkirt. Some Turkish
prisoners were sent to Hakki Paga to inform him of the seraskier’s
defeat, but he decided to resist. However, his troops were already
demoralized; their resistance was weak and before midday Hakki
surrendered. His delay had, in the meantime, given the bulk of his
troops the time to disperse and the Russians took only 1500 prisoners
(with 20 guns). The failure of Osten-Sacken to cut the flight of
Hakki’s army was strongly censured by Paskevich.

The Soganli operation of 13-20 June 1829 has been described in
some detail because this brilliant manoeuvre of Paskevich remained
the classic model for all the subsequent campaigns along the Caucasian
border. The Russian losses were astonishingly small, not more than
300 men. The Turks lost about 3000 killed and wounded (including
Osman Paga’s detachment). These losses were slight for an army of
a nominal strength exceeding 60,000, but all the Turkish artillery was
lost to the Russians and, more important, the morale of the troops
was thoroughly shaken. Even the nizams began to desert, and the
seraskier’s army thawed like snow in the spring.

The campaign of 1829 was in essentials decided by a single blow.
This amazingly easy Russian success must be explained by the defects
of the Turkish military organization of the period, which was in a
phase of transition following the reforms only recently initiated by
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Sultan Mahmut I1. The Turks were destined to face a further series
of defeats in Asia Minor during the Egyptian campaigns of the
thirties. Turkish troops could fight with courage and they were ready
to show their traditional stubbornness in defence. But their artillery
was badly instructed, their cavalry undisciplined, and their infantry
incapable of manoeuvre. The officers were not properly trained, and
the staff were frequently appointed because of the favour of individual
pasas or of the court. However, the results which Paskevich attained
with so small a force and with such insignificant losses testify to the
perfection of his strategy and to the soundness of his tactics applied
to the special conditions of the Caucasian border.

Extremely difficult conditions of terrain were overcome. Since he
had to take no fortresses, Paskevich avoided frontal attacks and pre-
ferred manoeuvre, relying on the factors of mobility and surprise. By
his ascent of the Sofanli plateau, Paskevich had boldly left his bases
far behind, and his only source of supply became the train of 3000
carts following the army. During the march to Karaurgan and the
fighting of 19—20 June, this train remained on the plateau defended
only by a very small detachment. During these critical days Paskevich
compared his columns to ships which had left the coast and were
navigating in open sea. But the risks which he took gave him the
initiative and remarkable mobility in action. Further, it is clear that
only highly trained and well exercised troops could have sustained the
fatigue of eight days of continuous fighting and marching in difficult
mountain country. The sole period of relative détente which troops
enjoyed was during the days of concentration and redistribution of
forces on the plateau (r5-16 June). The example of Paskevich was
forgotten in the campaigns of 1853-6 and 1877-8 and only recovered
and followed by Yudenich in 1915-16.

Following their defeat, the Turks had little chance of further suc-
cessful resistance in front of Erzurum. On 23 June Paskevich arrived
at Kopriikdy, where the bulk of his forces was concentrated and where
he received the elders of the Kurdish tribes from Agri-dag and
Binggl. On 24 June the Turks abandoned Hasankale, a fort defended
by 30 guns, and on 25 June the seraskier surrendered Erzurum with
the remnants of his army and 150 fortress guns. The vast stores which
had been concentrated there made it possible for Paskevich to con-
tinue his campaign without moving up supplies over the long road
from Kars and Aleksandropol.

Paskevich now faced the problem of a deeper invasion of Anatolia
with the limited forces at his disposal. The numerous Armenian
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population of the eastern vilayets welcomed the Russian victory as
their own, and Paskevich, by an intelligent policy, was successful in
conciliating a part of the Muslim population.! The four regiments of
Muslim horse recruited among the Kabardans, Circassians and
Tartars, and even from Chechnia and Dagistan, proved invaluable for
internal security purposes, and Paskevich appointed a Muslim aristo-
crat of Cherkess origin, General Bekovich-Cherkasski, governor of
Erzurum, with an advisory council partly recruited from Turkish
officials and notables. The Kurdish chiefs to the south of the Aras
were not unfriendly, and through them Paskevich had succeeded in
neutralizing the paga of Mus at the beginning of the campaign. The
pasa of Van, however, had proved more formidable, and, at the time
of the Turkish operation against Akhaitzikhe, he had invaded the
Elegkirt valley with some nizam units, 6 guns and several thousand
Kurdish cavalry, and laid siege to the small Russian garrison of
Bayazit (6 June). Fighting continued over a period of three weeks and
the Turks penetrated into the town. Russian losses were relatively
heavy (about 400). After the occupation of Erzurum, Paskevich sent
a small force to the relief of Bayazit, and the troops of the paga of Van
were dispersed.

Prospects of continued Turkish defence in the eastern vilayets—
while new armies were formed in central Anatolia—were now entirely
dependent on the organization of irregular resistance. The relatively
small numbers of the Russians, scattered over a great extent of
country, favoured the development of an irregular strategy by the
defence. Further, the attack on Bayazit and the earlier operations of
the Acars against Akhaltzikhe had demonstrated the possibilities of
irregular action. Wide mountainous areas, inhabited by warlike
Muslim tribes, lay on both sides of the long line of communications
between Kars and Erzurum. While the Kurdish chieftains to the south
of the Aras were a doubtful element who intrigued impartially with
Paskevich’s agents and with the pagas of Van and Mus, the Muslim
dere-beys of Lazistan and Acaristan, Georgian by blood and speech,
were, like the Slav Muslim landowners of Bosnia, fanatically anti-
Christian, stoutly conservative, and attached by many personal in-
terests to the court in Istanbul. At the same time the Turks were in

1 ‘He was everywhere received with loud acclamations, in which the Kurdish
Beys joined with all their hearts, saying:  Take Erzeroum, and you will be willingly
joined by all our tribes”....The Kurds collected great quantitics of sheep, cattle
and other plunder, which materially assisted the army; and General Paskevich’s
skill in handling the different tribes of his complicated government was equal to
his military talents.” Monteith, Kars and Erzeroum.
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a position to supply the Muslims of the Pontic Alps with plenty of
guns and ammunition.

Paskevich intended to secure Trebizond as an essential sea base for
further operations against Sivas and central Anatolia. The co-opera-
tion of the Russian Black Sea fleet was essential to the success of this
operation, but the fleet (11 ships of the line, 8 frigates, 12 corvettes)
was at that moment fully engaged in the decisive operations off the
coast of Bulgaria (Varna and Sizeboli), the result of which was soon
to terminate the war.

At the beginning of July Paskevich sent Burtsov, with 2 battalions,
6 guns and a detachment of Cossacks and Muslim irregular horse, to
occupy the ancient town of Bayburt in the valley of the upper Coruh
on the main road from Erzurum to Trebizond. The difficult col of
Kop-dag (2691 m.) on the watershed between the Kara-su and the
Coruh was successfully passed, and the eighty-mile march to Bayburt
was made without resistance. When, however, Burtsov attacked a
concentration of Laz tribesmen on the wide alm of Hart-ovasi to the
north of Bayburt, the Russians were repulsed with a loss of 300 men
and 18 officers (including the gallant Burtsov himself). Paskevich
decided that it was vital to redeem this defeat if the spread of the
irregular movement everywhere were to be checked. He marched
with all his available force (6000 infantry and cavalry) to Bayburt.

Meantime from Trebizond Osman Paga (who had proclaimed him-
self seraskier following the surrender of Salih), collecting a force of
some 6000 nizams, moved through Giimiigane and took up a position
at Balahor, covering the col of Vavuk (1973 m.). Paskevich rightly
appreciated the dispersion of his opponent’s forces and struck two
sharp blows before they could combine, first, against the Laz levies
at Hart (about 6000) and, secondly, against Osman Paga at Balahor.
Both operations were successful: the Laz were scattered, and Osman
was defeated with the loss of his guns and animal trains. He retired
into the valley of the Kelkit. The Russians occupied Giimiigane and,
following along the Kelkit valley, their patrols came within sight of
Sebinkarahisar.

The advance of the Russian forces in Europe across the Balkans
convinced Paskevich that the war was approaching its end and that no
further decision could be obtained in Anatolia. The Turkish regular
forces had been practically eliminated, but caution was imposed on
Paskevich by his own lack of numbers, and the initiative, as winter
approached, really remained with the guerrillas. The existence of
considerable irregular forces in the mountainous belt of the Pontic
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Alps and Acaristan protected the two Turkish ports of Batum and
Trebizond and prevented Paskevich from establishing direct sea com-
munication between the Russian Black Sea ports and the army in Asia
Minor.

In the middle of August, General Osten-Sacken crossed the eastern
ridge of the Yalnizgam' from Akhaltzikhe and invaded upland
Acaristan, while at the same time General Hesse undertook a forward
movement in Guria. Osten-Sacken occupied Hulo, the capital of
Ahmet Bey, in the upper valley of the Acharis-dzqali; but with no
further news from Hesse, he abstained from a march down the valley
of the Acharis-dzqali against Batum and withdrew to Akhaltzikhe
before the autumn rains,

At the beginning of September, Hesse, with a force of 2500
Russians and 3000 Gurians, with 7 guns, had moved from Ozurgeti
through Kobuleti on Batum. The Turks had prepared a strong posi-
tion on the heights of Tzikhis-dziri covered by the River Kintrishi, and
here Hesse was repulsed, on 16 September, witha loss of over 60o men.

The action at Tzikhis-dziri took place several days after the con-
clusion of an armistice at Adrianople, but news of this event had not
yet reached the Caucasian army. At the beginning of September,
Paskevich, in anticipation of the end of the war, had already begun to
send back troops to winter quarters in Georgia. This movement was
interpreted as a sign of weakness throughout the occupied territories.
The pasa of Van immediately showed activity, and his Kurdish
irregulars occupied Hinis and appeared at Agkale on the road from
Erzurum to Bayburt. At the same time, the paga of Trebizond,
although already informed of the armistice, moved against Bayburt
and was joined by large numbers of Laz. On 28 September Paskevich
defeated him in the last action of the war of 1828-9.

The terms of the Treaty of Adrianople, governed by wider issues
of European politics, were moderate. On the Caucasian frontier, the
Russians only retained the strong places of Akhaltzikhe, Akhalkalaki
and Atskhur—all of which might be deemed to cover the Borjom
defile.

The whole of the pagaliks of Erzurum, Bayazit and Kars were
restored to the Turks with the south-west part of the pagalik of
Akhalizikhe including Ardahan and the sources of the Kura. In
Guria, not only Batum but also Kobuleti remained to the Turks, and
the frontier here was marked by the Fort of St Nicholas on the north
bank of the Notanebi stream.

1 In Old Georgian, Arsiani; Arsiyan, on modemn Turkish maps.
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Anapa, from which the Cherkesses had, till the war, been supplied
with arms by the Turks, and Poti, an inferior port which gave, how-
ever, facilities for direct communication between the Crimea and
Transcaucasia, passed to the Russians, and the Turks abandoned all
Jlaims to suzerainty in Circassia.

"This latter was, in many ways, the most important condition of the
Treaty of Adrianople; for by it international sanction was given to
the Russian position in the Caucasus, and the Turks retained no pre-
tensions to interfere with the measures of pacification which were to
become the main task of the Russian army during the following
quarter of a century. The evacuation by the Russians of the eastern
vilayets led to a certain redistribution of population, for many thou-
sands of Armenians who had shown open sympathy to the Russians,
followed the army when it withdrew and were settled in the newly
incorporated regions of Erevan, Akhalkalaki and Akhaltzikhe !

The Russian campaigns of 1828 and 1829 may be regarded as a
military and political reconnaissance of eastern Asia Minor. The
defence of the ways to Erzurum and further into central Anatolia was
provided, not by the fortress of Kars, but by the natural bastion of
the Soganli-dag ridge. In relation to Asia Minor, the significance of
both Kars and Akhaltzikhe was that of advance positions, the defence
of which might delay invasion by a whole campaigning season. The
Akhaltzikhe area had been shown to have great defensive possibilities,
and with the loss of the control of the exit from the Borjom defile, the
Turks were to experience great difficulty in future campaigns in
holding the Kars plain since the fortress of Kars blocked only one of
the two lines of invasion. Paskevich himself fully appreciated the
significance of the acquisition of Akhaltzikhe.

In the campaign of 1829 the Russians had become acquainted with
the ways leading over the Soganli-dag, and Paskevich, during the
withdrawal of his army, did not neglect to have a reconnaissance made
of the track from Erzurum to Ardahan which went through Nariman
to Penek and along the Oltu-gay, then along the ridge of the Yalniz-
¢am-dag into the valley of the upper Kura. The Oltu-gay route was
to prove of importance during the campaigns of 1877 and 1914.

Paskevich had also clearly grasped the strategic importance of the
Bayazit region as a possible base for an offensive operation against
Erzurum along the Elegkirt valley. Through this fertile valley, rich in
supplies, the Soganli position could be turned from the south. The

! Erevan province, later the core of $.5.R. Armenia, had at this period a majority
of Turkish Muslims.
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Elegkirt route, however, could itself be turned from the south from
the direction of Van-Bitlis-Mug, and an advance from Bayazit on
Erzurum would impose covering operations in the Lake Van area
(such as were undertaken in 1914-15).

The final phases of the campaign of 1829 indicated that the first
stage of an offensive against Sivas, directed to the conquest of central
Anatolia, required the control of the triangle Bayburt-Trebizond-
Sebinkarahisar. To realize this objective, combined operations
between the Caucasian army and a Russian fleet in the Black Sea were
necessary.

The complete domination of the Black Sea by the Russian fieet was,
after 1829, the first condition preliminary to further Russian expan-
sion in the Middle East. The creation of a strong Black Sea fieet
became a prime military aim of the government of Nicholas I. At the
same time it became clear that the security of Asia Minor could only
be ensured by the limitation of the strength of the Russian Black Sea
fleet and of Russian naval bases on the Black Sea. In the war of
1853-6 the Turks, with the support of the western maritime powers
(Britain, France and Sardinia) achieved this object. In the early
seventies, the renewal of Russian plans to construct a Black Sea fleet
was one of the causes contributory to the outbreak of the war of
1877-8. On this occasion, the Turks retained naval superiority in the
Black Sea. Again in 1914, the arrival of the Goeben and Breslay in the
Bosporus was an important insurance for the Turks in Anatolia and
was one of the factors which gave the Committee of Union and Pro-
gress the confidence to declare war on Russia.

The campaigns of 1828—9 also indicated the potential importance
of guerrilla action where regular forces, relatively weak in numbers,
are operating over a wide expanse of territory. Had the Kurds to the
south of the Aras proved as active as the Laz and Acars, Paskevich
might have found himself in a difficult position after the fall of
Erzurum. As it was, the hardest fighting in the 1829 campaign had
been against the Acars round Akhaltzikhe and against the Laz in the
upper Coruh valley. The Kurds remained a doubtful factor, and
Paskevich deserved credit for the skill of his policy towarda them.
Their neutrality gave Paskevich all the advantages which Napier
enjoyed nearly forty years later in Abyssinia, when a passive but
potentially dangerous mountain population allowed a relatively small
force to advance to Magdala in the heart of the Ethiopian highlands.
In neither case were the regular forces really the masters of the
country over which they were advancing. As guerrillas, liable to
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operate against either of two combatant armies, the Kurds, like the
Abyssinians, have remained a factor of local importance down to the
present time.!

1 In the first quarter of the sixteenth century it had been Kurdish defection to
the Turks, organized by a Kurd, the astute historian and statesman, Idrisi of
Bitlis, which had enabled Sultan Selim 1 to expel the garrisons of Shah Ismail and
push back the frontier of Persia from the Euphrates to the Zagros. The Kurds
continued to be a factor in the Turco-Persian frontier wars of the three succeeding
centuries. The great afas were relatively content with the loose feudal relationship
with the Porte which had been introduced on the advice of Idrisi. It was only
when the ni h étatisme of Mah II disturbed the hereditary rights
of the agas that the Kurds became a source of danger on the castern frontier of
Turkey. See Bibli hical and Suppl y Notes, pp. 536-7.
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CHAPTER III

RUSSIAN PACIFICATION OF THE MAIN CHAIN
OF THE CAUCASUS. DEVELOPMENT OF
BRITISH INTEREST IN CAUCASIA 1830-52

MAP I

HE occupation by the Russians of the whole of the Trans-
caucasian trough (Rion and Kura-Aras basins) and of long sec-
tions of the peripheral rim of the Armenian highland zone, while
the mountain tribes of the main chain of the Caucasus still remained
unsubdued, presented the Russian government with a major problem of
internal security—only comparable to the contemporary problem which
was developing for the British on the North-West Frontier of India.
At the same time, the appearance of a Russian army in front of
Constantinople in 1829 and also the remarkably casy victories of
Paskevich on the borders of Persia and Turkey had promoted no little
nervousness in England. This tendency to uneasiness was subse-
quently aggravated, in 1833, by the arrival of a Russian fleet in the
Bosporus to support Sultan Mahmut 11 against the pretensions of his
rebellious vassal, Mehmet Ali Paga of Egypt. The terms of the treaty
concluded at Hunkdr Iskelesi between the Russians and the Turks
seemed to indicate that the Russians aimed at establishing a per-
manent protectorate over the whole of the Ottoman empire. The
international situation was complicated by the support which the
government of King Louis Philippe was according to Mehmet Ali,
and, in the outcome, the British combined with the Russians to check
the threatened ascendancy of the Egyptian viceroy. Nevertheless,
from the early thirties many serious persons in England were con-
vinced that the Russians were planning a comprehensive penetration
of Asia Minor directed towards the acquisition of ports on the
Mediterranean and the Persian Guif. The Foreign Office refrained
from initiating an openly anti-Russian policy in the East, but opposi-
tion to the progress of Russian expansion became a tradition with
successive British ambassadors accredited to the Sublime Porte
(Ponsonby, 1833-41, and Stratford Canning, 1842-56). This attitude
did not fail to produce certain embarrassments for the Russians in the
Black Sea and notably in Caucasia.
The Turks were well informed in regard to all the intricacies of
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Po[izia among the mountain tribes, and they were able to interest
influential Englishmen in the possibilities inherent in supporting the
wribes in their resistance to the establishment of Russian rule. News
of the sharp character of the struggle against the Russians in Circassia,
as also in Chechnia and Dagistan, reached Istanbul in 1832. Already
in 1834, Ponsonby, with what Melbourne described as his ridiculous
russophobia, was proposing that aid should be given to the Cherkesses
and even that British ships should be sent to the Caucasian coast. His
reports to London, in fact, gave a false impression of what was hap-
pening in Caucasia, and the Turks themselves, despite their know-
ledge in detail, arrived at no intelligent appreciation of the events which
were taking place in the decade 1830-40. On the other hand, the
Russian government, which was ready to develop plans for a systematic
liquidation of Cherkess resistance after the conclusion of the war of
18289, was completely taken by surprise by the formidable character
of the insurrection which swept the eastern Caucasus during 1830-2.

Paskevich, during his brief viceroyalty in Caucasia, had only time
to stabilize the situation in Ossetia, where orderly conditions were
essential to the security of the Georgian Military Road. His plans for
the pacification of Circassia were incomplete when he was ordered to
take command against the Polish insurrection in 1831. Along the
western coast Russian posts were being pushed forward gradually
from Anapa round the magnificent Bay of Sujuk. A port was under
construction at Novorossiysk and, farther to the south, at Gelenjik,
a new naval and military base was in process of organization. Paskevich
had intended, first, to unite Gelenjik with the valley of the Kuban by
a new fortified line across the mountains. Later, he proposed to
construct a coastal line from Gelenjik to Sukhum in order to prevent
all intercourse by sea between the Cherkesses and the Turks. The
unexpected movement in the eastern C made it y to
postpone the completion of this plan for several years.

As early as the Russo-Turkish war of 1769-74, the Muslim moun-
taineers of Chechnia had responded to the call to gazavat (‘holy
war’) preached by the mysterious adventurer Sheikh Mansur (who
was perhaps an Italian renegade in Turkish pay).* During the fol-
lowing half-century both Turkish and Persian agents were active in
the mountains, but neither had had any serious influence on the
development of the fanatical puritan movement of the Murids? (which

! Baddeley, Conquest, p. 48; cf. N. Smimov in Voprosy Istorii, X, pp. 193-9-
s, " Murid (T., properly miirit) = disciple, follower; A. V. Moran, Turkge-Ingilizce
Szlitk.
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was in many ways comparable to the contemporary Wahabi move-
ment in Arabia). In Muridism mystic elements were blended with
social motives. The Murids constituted a kind of monastic and military
Muslim order in which all were equal and all were obliged to obey
the spiritual leader (imam). At the same time the Murids were relieved
from all obligations to the village elders and landowners (bekler);
their most sacred duty and object in life was to die in battle against
the infidel (gawur).

In 1830, the first imam, Kazi Mullah, gathered several hundred
Murids at the aul? of Gimri and raised the standard of gazavat. He
counted, not without reason, on the immediate support of many
thousands of Avars and Chechens, smouldering with anger at the
punitive expeditions of the Russian General Ermolov during the years
preceding the war of 18289, and excited by the fermenting propa-
ganda of Turkish emissaries who had been working in the mountains
during the recent war. The imam destroyed several isolated Russian
detachments and appeared, with rapidly growing forces, in front of
the forts along the left of the Caucasian line. He crossed the Sunja and
the Terek, burned a number of Cossack stanitsy and raided the town
of Kizlyar. The Avars, at the same time, threatened Derbent, and the
other Lesghi tribes began to raid into the valleys of Kakheti, while
large bands of Chechens surrounded Vladikavkaz.

The Russians were taken completely by surprise, and their effort
to suppress the gazavat lasted three years and involved the concentra-
tion of considerable forces. Finally, a column of 10,000 Russian
infantry and Cossacks with artillery, under General Velyaminov, took
Gimri, the first stronghold of the Murids, and Kazi Mullah himself
was killed. Russian losses during the three years’ operations were not
less than 3000 killed and wounded.

The Russians had, however, failed to understand the real force of
the Murids, and the gazavat soon flamed up under a new and even
more formidsble imam, Shamyl. The strength of the Murids lay in
their conception of war as an end in itself and as a vehicle for self-
purification and self-sacrifice. The imam was striving to attain neither
material ends nor the political independence of the Dagistanis and
Chechens. In their conceptions the Murids differed essentially from
the Cherkesses upon whose minds religion lay lightly enough and
whose chieftains were inspired by pretensions to political indepen-
dence under Turkish protection, and by the desire to save their
communities and lands from Cossack usurpation.

3 Mountain village.
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Shamy! knew how to excite the enthusiasm and fanaticism of the
Murids; but his puritanism and ruthless insistence on obedience and
sacrifice tended to alienate the villagers who were not among the
elect, but who were expected to suffer the exactions of the Murids
and the reprisals of the Russians, while his radicalism roused the
antagonism of the powerful beks of Dagistan, many of whom, driven
out of their properties by the Murids, sought the protection of the
Russians. Gradually, the movement, born in Dagistan, began to find
a greater strength in Chechnia, where a certain natural primitive
communism favoured the egalitarian tenets of the imarm.

In Istanbul Shamyl’s movement was incorrectly appreciated. The
Turks saw in it a response to their own political propaganda, and they
failed to understand the mystical aspects of the Murid heresy. In
British circles the movement was taken to be a national and political
struggle against the Russian empire, and as such comparable to the
various anti-imperial movements in different parts of Europe and the
Near East which were at that time stimulating the sympathies and
enthusiasms of English Liberals. Among those private individuals who
espoused the cause of the Cherkesses it was hoped that it might be
possible to co-ordinate the two movements in the eastern and
western mountains. The travellers, Longworth and Bell, made more
than one excursion to the Cherkess coast where they established
relations with the leaders of the tribes and (somewhat indiscreetly)
held out hopes of the material help and diplomatic support of the
British government. The smuggling of arms and ammunition along
the coast from Trebizond was organized, and some influential Turks,
with British turcophils like David Urquhart, set up in Istanbul a
Cherkess political centre at the head of which was a certain Sefer Bey
who had been educated in Russia. Under considerable misapprehen-
sion as to local conditions, Turkish mullahs were sent to preach the
gazavat among the Cherkesses.!

In 1837, the leaders of the Cherkess tribes, impressed probably by
a recent visit of Longworth and Bell, sent an ultimatum to the
Russian authorities on the Kuban. They demanded cessation of work
on the new fortified line which was under construction from Olginsk
bridge-head on the Kuban to Gelenjik and which, when complete,
would enclose all the north-western part of the Cherkess lands.

In the meantime, the Emperor Nicholas I had decided to take the
strongest measures to bring the Caucasian war to an end. During the

! David Urquhart was for some time First S y at the Istanbul emb
(cf. D.N.B.). For biography of Sefcr Bey, see Kav. Sbor. tn1 (1), pp. 176-7.
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autumn of 1837, the emperor made a tour of his Caucasian dominions;
he landed at Gelenjik and then at Redutkale, whence he proceeded
to Kutaisi, Tiflis and Erevan. An invitation was sent to Shamy! to
appear at the emperor’s court in Tiflis where he was promised a
pardon. After some hesitation, the imam refused the prospect of a
favourable personal settlement; the whole conception of gazavat
imposed a continuing struggle. For the following spring, General
Count Grabbe received the emperor’s order to take Shamyl’s strong-
hold at Ahulgo and to put an end to the Murids.

Comprehensive operations had already been initiated in the western
Caucasus; these followed the plan which had been prepared by Paske-
vich seven years before. In June 1837, 3000 men with 16 guns were
landed at Adler at the mouth of the River Mzymta. At the same time
the Russians gradually pushed forward their posts along the coast
to the south of Gelenjik.

During April and May 1838 strong Russian detachments were
landed at Sochi and Tuapse where, after some fighting with the
Cherkesses, the construction of forts was begun. In the following
year a major action took place between Gelenjik and Tuapse where,
along the valleys of the Shahe and the Pscsuape, were many flourishing
Cherkess villages. A whole Russian infantry brigade, supported by
marines and Cossacks, was engaged at the mouth of the Shahe and
suffered substantial losses. However, the building of the fort at
Golovinsk proceeded, as well as that of a number of other forts
along the coast from Gelenjik to Adler. The Black Sea coast line
seemed to have been created; but further events were to prove that
it was easier to build this line than to maintain it.

Meanwhile in the eastern Caucasus, Grabbe had met with initial
success. After a siege of eighty days he had taken Ahulgo, Shamyl’s
stronghold in the gorge of the Andi-kéysu. But Grabbe had over
3000 casualties out of a total force of 8500, and the imam himself made
good his escape. He took refuge in the inaccessible forests of Ichkeria
in the southern part of Chechnia, which is divided from Dagistan by
the high ridge to the north of the Andi-kéysu. In the following spring
(1840) Shamyl, encouraged by news from the western Caucasus, was
already renewing his raids,

The winter of 1839~40 had been a hard one for the Cherkesses.
During the fighting of the two previous years many of their thriving
settlements had been laid waste, and thousands of their cattle had
been driven behind the Caucasian line by the Cossacks. All important
points along the coast were in the hands of the Russians and com-
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munications with Turkey were interrupted. Cherkess lands were now
confined between the Kuban, the line from that river to Gelenjik, and
another along the Laba.

But their extremity united the tribes as never before; with the
spring of 1840 2 general insurrection flared up which soon assumed
serious proportions. Formidable forces, some of them 10,000 or
12,000 strong, began to attack the Russian ‘lines’ and the fortified
posts along the coast. Forts Lazarev, Velyaminov, Mikhaylovsk and
others were stormed and their garrisons massacred. But after the
first surprise Russian resistance hardened. An attack on Golovinsk
was beaten off. The Cherkesses now united their forces to attack the
fort of Abinsk, the key point on the new line covering the way
over from the lower Kuban to Gelenjik. The small Russian garrison
of four infantry companies, some Cossacks and twelve guns put up
a desperate and successful resistance. In the final attack across the
deep ditch covering the main redoubt of the fort, the Cherkesses left
685 dead. This repulse, and the arrival of Russian naval units to protect
the coastal posts, damped the ardour of the Cherkesses. In the western
mountains the situation became more or less stabilized. Guerrilla
war continued ; some Russian forts were evacuated, while others were
strengthened and more heavily garrisoned. The Cherkesses had lost
confidence in the promises made by individuals professing to repre-
sent the Turkish or British governments, and their disappointment
had an important bearing on the course of events in Caucasia during
the campaigns of 1853-6. The Russians, on their side, were unable to
complete the pacification of the western Caucasus, first, because of
the continued successes of Shamyl in the eastern Caucasus and, later,
because of the deterioration of the international situation in the Black
Sea.

Between the years 1840 and 1842 the Russians lost about 5000 men
in numerous encounters with the Murids. The casualties of Grabbe’s
costly expedition against Ahulgo brought these losses up to nearly
9o0o. In 1843 Shamyl again took the initiative and transferred his
raids from Chechnia to Dagistan. He was joined by thousands of new
recruits, including the famous Haci Murat (immortalized in Tolstoy’s
story of that name). Russian losses rose during the year to 12,000,
and two score of Russian guns fell into the hands of the Murids who
had plenty of trained deserters from the Russian forts to man them.
All Chechnia was in a state of insurrection, while in Dagistan the
Russians were forced to evacuate many important points. The Murid
movement now inspired scrious anxiety in St Petersburg, and the

42
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Emperor Nicholas ordered the whole of the sth Army Corps to the
Caucasus. The operations against the Cherkesses were suspended, and
not less than 30,000 men with a numerous artillery were concentrated
against the terrible imam. This concentration was the maximum
which the limited communications of the period would allow. In the
spring of 1845 the command was entrusted to Prince Vorontsov.

Vorontsov well understood the necessity for a systematic conquest
of eastern Caucasia; the lines must be gradually advanced; forts,
roads and bridges built; forests cut down and the mountaineers
deprived of access to grazing areas. The conception of a long siege of
the natural Caucasian fortress had been outlined by General Velya-
minov fifteen years earlier, in the days of Ermolov; later, Petersburg,
impressed by the easy successes of Paskevich against the Turks, had
considered the long siege unnecessary, and the lightning raids of the
Murids had been countered by the clumsy expeditions against the
successive strongholds of the imams. The emperor continued to be
impressed with the possibility of terminating the mountain war by
one blow aimed at the capture of the person of the imam, and it was
he who overrode Vorontsov’s judgement in deciding the campaign of
1845.

§n the late spring of that year, two columns, composed of 18,000
infantry and Cossacks with 5o guns, under the personal command of
Vorontsov, after a difficult march penetrated to the upper ravine of the
Andi-kéysu. The imam again withdrew into the forests of Ichkeria
and concentrated his forces in the region of the auls of Veden and
Dargo. Already embarrassed for supplies, Vorontsov decided to
follow the imam with rather more than half his force. Having crossed
the wild mountains to the north of the Andi-kbysu, Vorontsov entered
the district of Dargo where he found that the imam still avoided
battle, allowing the Russians to occupy the aul of Dargo.

Without having brought his enemy to battle, Vorontsov now tried
to return to his base at Grozny through the Chechnian beech forests
where the Murid sharpshooters awaited the Russians behind every
tree. Horses and baggage were abandoned and the numbers of the
wounded grew. Vorontsov left Dargo on 13 July, and it took him a
whole week to cover the thirty miles through the forests to Grozny.
He lost 4000 men, including three general officers and 200 other
officers.t

* The Datgo affair is described in Vorontsov’s report in Akty, v, Docs. 383-4
(with maps). See also Baddeley, Conguest, chap. xx1v for a detailed account in
English based on Akty.
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Shamyl, with inflated prestige and growing numbers, appeared in
the region of Vladikavkaz and threatened the Georgian Military Road.
His mounted bands raided Kabarda, and a direct contact with the
Cherkesses seemed likely.

But in General Freitag, commanding on the Sunja, and in the
Cossack General Sleptsov, the Russians had men who could rise to
the emergency. Shamyl’s bold movement lost its original impetus; the
Kabardans, traditionally friendly to the Russians and dominated by
their feudal chieftains, proved lukewarm, and the Cherkesses beyond
the upper Kuban failed to respond to the exhortations of the imam.
Shamyl feared for his communications with Chechnia, and when he
turned back he narrowly escaped being surrounded at the crossing of
the Terek.!

The climax of the Murid movement proved to have been reached
and passed in the years 1845-6, but the fact was not observable at the
time.

+ See N. Gorchakov, ' Vtorzheniye Shamilya v Kabardu v 1846 godu’, in Kov.
Sbor. 1v, pp. 19-38.

M. F. Fedorov has left a delightful personal account of the life of an officer in
the western Caucasus in ‘Pokhodniya zapiski na Kavkaze s 1835 po 1842 god’, in
Kav. Shor. 111, pp. 1-219. A poct of some talent, he cultivated the socxety of the
numerous Decabmt exiles who were posted to the Ci Less )
but equally interesting, are ' Souvenirs d'un officier ayant servi dans le Caucase
(1835-1838)", included by M. F. Brosset in vol. 11 of his Collection d'historiens
arméniens, pp. 485-696.

Much useful information on the western Caucasus is given by A, Yurov in *Tri
goda naKavkaze, 1837-1839°, Kav. Sbor. vil1, pp. 1-240, and 1x, pp. 1-155. See also
thid. 11, pp. 1-74, * Ocherk polozheniya voyennykh del na Kavkaze s nachala 1838 do
kontsa 1842 goda’; and 1. Miroslavski, ‘ Vzryv Mikhaylovskago ukrepleniya v 1840
godu', ibid. 1v, pp. 1~18. For later years, see 1. Drozdov, ‘Obzor voyennykh
deystviy na zapadnom Kavkaze s 1848 po 1856 god’, ibid. X, pp. 497-584, and X1,
Pp. 465—98. The containing operation of 1851 is described by Gen. Evdokimov in
‘ Ekspeditsiya 1851-go goda na pravom flange Kavkazskoy linii', ibid. viit, pp. 307—
34.
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