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Abstract

This thesis investigates the settlement of Armenian
refugees in Syria and Lebanon between 1915 and 193%39. The
toplc was conceived not so much as a refugee study but as
a study of the processes of minority settlement in the
Middle East, for while the importance of the ethnic mosaic
pattern in the area has long been recognised, there have
been few studies of the processes involved in the evolution
of this pattern. A study of the processes of Armenian
settlement would enable an assessment of the relative
significance of ethnicity, economic status and political
manipulation in determining the settlement pattern as well
as test the writer's assumption of the interdependence of
these constraints. While for purposes of analysis the
principal constraints on settlement were investigated
separately, and regional and urban patterns were
differentiated, the object of the study was not to test
individually the significance of the various constraints
discussed, but to construct an overall picture of the
processes in operation against which thelr significance
could ultimately be tested. The study reveals that while
economic and social constraints acted powerfully to inhibit
dispersal and maintain concentration, political manipulation
was less significant. In all respects, however, social,
economic and political constraints were interdependent and

their principal effect was to maintain & self-perpetuating

process of concentration and segregation.
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X1

Note on Standardisation of Names

lhere possible names have been standardised according
to contemporary French Levant Seri€es mapping. Names of
places outside Syria and Lebanon have been standardised
according to the Times Atlas. Names not included in these
two sources have been left in the form in which they were
encountered.



addendum

Iote oen the Irder of Dissimilarit

The Index of Digsimilarity, used frecuently in this study,
measures the vercentage of Popoulation A within a set of

administrative divisions which would need to move location in

order for Population A to achieve the same distribution as
Population B within the same set. It is calculated by summing
the differences hetween the percentages of Populations A and B

in each administrative division and dividing by two.

For any administrative division within the set the Location
Quotient is obtained by dividing the vercentage of Population A
contained in that administrative division by the percentage of

Population B contained within the same division.
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Introduction

The subject of this thesis is the settlement of
Armenian refugees in Syria and Lebanon between 1915 and
1939. More specifically, the thesis investigates the extent
to which the Armenians formed and maintained a particular
settlement pattern, and seeks to identify the processes
involved in the formation of this pattern. The following
paragraphs consider how the topic was chosen, its relevance
to current research frontiers, and the approach adopted.
The approach adopted is considered in relation to current
methodology and to the source material available which is
described and assessed. The discussion concludes by

introducing the chapter-plan of the thesis.

The choice of topic was rather fortuitous. When the
wrliter began his doctoral research in October, 1973, the
intention was to study the development of the urban system
of Syria and Lebanon since 1800, The time-span of the study
was soon narrowed down to the Mandate period, but the lack of
a satisfactory data-base for the study, in particular the lack
of adeguate statistics to permit the relatively sophisticated
statistical analysis then desired, led to a search for a more
specific topic concerning urban development. One topic which
seized the attention was the impact of Armenian refugee
settlement on urban growth, for it was apparent from the
annual reports of the Mandatory Power, which contained regular

reports on the refugee situation, that most of the Armenians

had settled in the cities. A visit to Geneva to investigate



possible source material in the archives of the League of
Nations revealed a major documentary source, the archives of
the Nansen Office concerning the settlement of Armenian
refugees, that would permit the establishment of a viable
research project. It remained to redefine the focus of the
study, switching the emphasis from the urban impact of the

rcfugees to the processes involved in their settlement.

The existence of an adequate documentary base is not,
of course, sufficient in itself to Justify the launching of
a costly and time-consuming research project. The project
must be Jjustified in terms of its relevance to current
research frontlers. In this respect the most immediate
usefulness of the project would appear to be as a geographical
study of refugee settlement in the Middle East. In recent
years, as 1n the past, there have certalnly been sufficient
refugee movements in the area to justify investigation:'
Moreover, while the settlement of some refugees, like the
Palestinians or the Balkan Turks, has been considered by a
variety of scholars, geographers have been rather conspilcuous
by their absence. 2 There is no geographical model of
refugee settlement in the Middle East, and the work of
generalisation remains to be done. While the absence of
geographical case-studies of refugee settlement in the Middle
Kast is to be deplored, the lack of theorisation is however
understandable and correct. Refugee settlement is not a
problem to be considered uniquely in a Middle Eastern context,
but in a world context, for the problems of refugees the world
over are likely to be in many respects similar. Thus no

attempt is made to use this study to build a model of Middle

Eastern refugee settlement. Indeed, while gccepting 1ts



relevance as a case-study in refugee settlement, the focus
of the thesis is not primarily on Armenian settlement as
refugee settlement. Rather, the settlement of the
Armenians is viewed as an example of minority settlement,

that is as an episode ‘in the evolution of the ethnic "mosaic"

pattern of Middle East population.?

Such a mosaic has long been recognised as one of the
most significant features of the Middle East population
pattern.L‘ Remarkably, however, while the existence of
such a structure is recognised at both the regional and
urban levels, the processes by which it was formed have
received little attention from geographers. On the
regional level a few studies consider the structure and
evolution of minority settlement patterns, but there is little
detailed examination of the processes involved.-'5 De Planh§i
has identified the tendency for minority groups to accumulate
in areas far removed from the centres of urban power, or
alternatively in the city itself, where they might secure
their prosperity under the protection of the established power.
In the present day he sees the gradual abandonment of the
remote refuges with the return of security, and a tendency
for minorities to be absorbed and disappear. 014 "ethnic"
allegiances however, have given place to new ones, and

minorities based on language and culture are far from giving

way :

"In the grouping of peoples nationality has
tended to replace religion. National minorities
appear to be irreducible, whereas religious minorities
either disappear entirely or else transform themselves
into national minorities."



This is certainly the experience of the Armenians. All

the more surprising then, that the processes involved in the
evolution of minority settlement patterns should have failed

to attract sufficient attention to be able to support the

generalisations put forward by De. Planhol.

Similarly, urban studies have tended to attribute the
ethnic "quarter" system in Middle Kastern cities not to the
complex inter and intra-urban movements of ethnic groups, but
to a system of social relations based on Islam.8 The
explanation is conceived in static rather than dynamic terms,
ignoring process. It is therefore inadequate. More
recently, attention has been drawn to the need to study the
processes 1lnvolved in quarter formation,9 and a large
number of case-studies do contain relevant observations.!©
As yet, however, there is no theoretical consideration of
these processes, and it is probably fair to say that the
empirical evidence to support such theorisation is still
lacking. Nevertheless, several writers have suggested a
tendency to the disintegration of ethnic clusters in Middle
Bastern cities. This has been identified as part of a
movement towards a new social organisation based on socio-
economic class structure, and has been regarded as more
characteristic of the wealthier sections of the population
than of thepoorer.11 However, in view of the continued
importance of ethnicity as a factor in the sociology of the
Middle East, and in view of the lack of detailed case-studles
of the disintegration of ethnic gquarters, there is reason to

believe that this contemporary disintegration may be illusory.



There is therefore a clear need for studies which
investigate the processes involved 1n the evolution of
minority settlement patterns in the Middle East, at both
the urban and regional levels. This 1s the principal
justification for this study of Armenian refugee settlement
in Syria and Lebanon. 1t is hoped that the processes
ldentified at work in this empirical study will suggest
profitable lines of investigation for future studies which
will eventually enable some meaningful generalisations to be
made about the formation of ethnic settlement patterns in the
Middle East. Underlying this rationale is, of course, the
assumption that the Armenians did settle in a manner comparable
to that in which other groups have settled to form differential
ethnic settlement patterns at other times and in other areas
of the Middle East. This assumption cannot be tested in
this thesis, which may reasonably claim to be a pioneering
study. Future scholars, considering the processes of
settlement of other ethnic groups, may care to consider the

applicability of the conclusions of this thesis to their own

cases.

In the analysis of processes particular attention should
be given to the relationship between ethnicity and economic
status in determining settlement patterns. Implicit in the
argument that ethnic population patterns in the Middle Last
are giving way before patterns based on economic status 1s
the assumption that these ethnic patterns were themselves
established independently of economic status, that is that
they were a reflection of the social organisation of ethnic

groups and their social relations with their host society,



in which 1t is stressed that the need for security was a

key consideration. However, recent studies in the

geography of ethnic groups oﬁtside the Middle East have
suggested that ethnic population patterns may be largely
determined by the economic status of the ethnic group, that
is that ethnic concentration is a by-product of the
concentration of persons of the same economic status. 12

This 1s not the situation towards which i1t has been suggested
that Middle Eastern society is moving. Rather, there has

been postulated a movement towards the disintegration of

ethnic clustering in face of economic stratification as
opposed to a redefinition of ethnic clustering on an economlcC
base. Thus, two possible explanations of ethnic clustering
exist; one based on ethnicity, the other on economic status,
in their extreme forms mutually exclusive. By a detailed
investigation of the processes of Armenian settlement 1in

Syria and Lebanon, one might be able to shed light on the
relative significance of ethnicity and economic status 1n
determining the settlement pattern. In addition, 1n view of
the complex political situation in Syria and Lebanon into which
the Armenians moved, with its Franco-Arab rivalry, and the
opportunity which the Armenians offered to the French
Mandatory power for population juggling, it might be expected
that the Armenians' population pattern would reflect political
considerations. Investigation of the processes of settlement
might also show to what extent these political considerations,
intimately related to ethnicity, were operative. Thus, 1n
effect one has defined three hypotheses regarding respectively

ethnic, economic and political constraints on settlement to be



tested through an investigation of the settlement process.

In practice, it was the writer's belief that none of the
constraints indicated would on its own satisfactorily explain

the pattern of Armenian settlement.. Nor was it felt that

they would operate independently. Indeed, had it been felt

at the outset that any one constraint would be dominant, then

the research could have been moulded around the appropriate
hypothesis, but this was not the case. The investigation

of processes will therefore also test the writer's belief in

the interdependence of ethnic, economic and political constraints

on settlement.

What technigues should be employed in investigating
processes in order to test these ideas against reality? In
formulating an approach, it is necessary to consider both
current methodology and the sources available, although
obviously neither can be considered in isolation. In so
doing, one has to accept that one is poorly served in terms
of methodology by Middle Eastern studies of minorities, for
as already observed, these have tended not to focus on process.
For methodology one is obliged to look beyond Middle EKastern

studies to the more general sphere of social geography.

Even in the sphere of social geography, little theoretical
work has been produced on the processes of evolution of
regional ethnic settlement patterns. While a number of

studies have used statistical or cartographic techniques to

describe and measure the distribution of ethnic groups,13 there
has been little systematic attempt to explailn these*patterns.1“
Exceptions are studies by Price and Hugo, who have

investigated the chain migration process in relation to

regional settlement patterns, and by Peach, who has sought to



explain the distribution of West Indian immigrants in
Britain by comparing thelr distribution statistically with

that of selected ecological indicators.15

otudies on urban ethnic settlement are much more highly
develqped.16 A variety of increasingly sophisticated indices
have been used to measure ethnic population distribution and
segregationj7ﬁhile Boal has used activity patterns to analyse
segregation, and Connell has called for the use of social-
network analysis in this respect.18' The explanation of these
patterns and the analysis of the processes involved, however,
still leaves room for improvement. As Jones and Eyles put it,
"We need to know much more about process."19 A number of
writers, for example, have sought to relate the ethnic
settlement pattern to the ecological setting by means of
rather deterministic statistical analysis which omits
consideration of the decision-making process.20 The weakness
of this approach has been pointed out by several writers,21
and there has more recently been g tendency to concentrate on
the use of survey techniques to analyse the decision-making
process,22 an approach which has in recent years formed the
focus of studies in migrant-settlement as a whole.23 Other
writers have used simulation models to analyse ghetto es'xpansion,2"L
but in view of the dangers of inferring process from form 1t
ls difficult to see what these models can achieve without
belng based initially on a rigorous investigation of the
decision-making process. More useful are the studies

examining chain-migration, focussing on the processes by which

members of ethnic groups concentrate together. >3

It seems from this brief review of current methodology 1n



social geography that the most profitable approach to the
study of the Armenian settlement process would be to use
statistical analysis to describe the patterns, then seek to
explain them through the use of survey techniques designed
to 1nvestigate the decision-making process of the Armenians.
The surveys would in particular investigate the ideas
introduced above concerning the constraints on settlement.
In practice, the Armenians did not have freedom of choice in
deciding their place of residence. Decisions relating to
thelr settlement were also made by official and semi-official
bodies. The decisions of these bodies could by investigated
through the documentary record, but the focus of the
investigation would still be the identification of the

slgnificant constraints on settlement. Thus the ideal
approach would combine the study of the official records with
the use of field-survey techniques to investigate the
settlement process with respect to the ideas discussed above

concerning the principal constraints on settlement.,

In practice it was decided that the use of survey
technigques would be impracticable. There were several
reasons for this. Any such survey would be retrospective,
seeking information in some cases fifty years old, from
persons aged over seventy years, placing its reliability in
question. The successful implementation of such a project
would have required the co-operation of the Armenian community
and the blind-eye or consent of the government authorities.
Neither could be taken for granted. In practice, the writer
received splendid co-operation from the Armenian community 1n

virtually all cases. However, the eruption of the Civil War
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ruled a survey completely out of the question in Lebanon,
and 1in Syria, where it was especially necessary to be
discrete, it was felt that a survey would have aroused the

susplcions of the authorities and possibly led to a premature

curtallment of the research. The use of a survey would
have extended the time necessary to complete the research in
the Middle East, for it would have demanded thorough
preparation, including the establishment of trust amongst the
Armenian community. This would have increased the size of
the travel grant demanded from the SSRC, which hsd to be kept
to a realistic figure in view of travel grants to study the
archives in Paris and Geneva. A balance in terms of time
and money had to be struck between the investigation of the
documentary record and field-work. Further, g survey would
be far more easily carried out given a knowledge of Armenian,
and in practice, it was not felt that a sufficiently strong
gragsp of the language could be gained in time to use it
effectively in the research. (In retrospect this was
probably an error.) For all these reasons it was decided not

to carry through a systematic survey, but to use field-work

and less systematic interviews with leading members of the

community as a supplement to the study of the documentary

record.

To what extent, then, do the documents available reflect
accurately the decision-making process? Before answering this
question, it will be appropriate to classify and describe the
principal sources available. They may be broadly grouped into
official documents, official archives, records of various

philanthropic arganisations, and miscellaneous sources,
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including maps and census material.

The starting-point for the study should be the reports
and documents of the two official bodies most responsible
for the refugee settlement; the French Mandatory power, and
the League of Nations refugees office (Nansen Office). Regular
reports on the Armenian refugees are contained in the annual
reports of the Mandatory power to the League, which appeared
from 1922 onwards. The interest and participation of the
League 1n the settlement work from 1925 is reflected in the
documents of the Nansen Office. These are supplemented by
the minutes of the Permanent Mandates Commission, which from
time to time considered Armenian issues in Syria and Lebanon,
and the reports of the Commission for the Protection of Women
and Children in the Near East, whose Commissioner at Aleppo,

Karen Jeppe, took an active interest in Armenian settlement.

The consideration of these documents leads to an
investigation of the related archives. Some useful material
principally on French policy rather than on the condition of
the refugees is contained in the French Archives Diplomatiques,
Levant series, open only up to 1929. The archives of the
French High Commission in Syria and Lebanon however are held
at Nantes and are in principle closed. Special application
may be made to consult certain documents, but on application
to consult files concerning the Armenians, the writer was
refused permission. The League archives are subject to a
forty-year rule, but permission to consult documents beyond
1934 was easily obtained. Only certain files concerning the
San jak of Alexandretta remained closed. The records consulted

were principally those of the Nansen Office, and provided a



rich source of documentation for the thesis, though with a

notable gap in the correspondence btween 1931 and 1937. The
archives availlable at Geneva are minutes of committee meetings,
reports, and the Geneva files of correspondence between Geneva
and the Office representative in Beirut. Together they form
easily the most important source for the study, and it was the
discovery of these files which suggested to the writer that a
study of Armenian settlement was a viable proposition. The
location of the files of the Office representative in Beirut

1s not known. Some were located in the hands of a Lebanese

lawyer in Beirut, but the eruption of the Civil War prevented

their consultation. Other government files available include
the well-indexed British Foreign Office papers in the Public
Record Office, open for the whole period, which, apart from
providing insights into political aspects of the settlement,
include other unexpected material such as reports by the Aleppo
representative of the Near East Relief. These papers may be
supplemented by the War Diaries of Allenby's army in the War
Office papers, which contain information on the discovery of,
and assistance to, Armenian deportees and refugees 1in 1918.
The Armenian Catholics of Sis at Antelias in Lebanon kindly
made available to the writer the Armenian archives which
contain some illuminating correspondence in French on the
settlement question. Most of these records are of cours€ 1n
Armenian, and therefore unavailable to the writer. It should
be noted that the Armenian church had little time for the
systematic preservation of archives in the unfortunate
situation in which it found itself in Syria and Lebanon.
Furthermore, the outbreak of the Civil War made it impossible

to complete the examination of these records. Some additional
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information, on the numbers and origin of the deportees

repatriated in 1918-19, comes from the archives of the

Armenian National Union of Damascus.

Apart from the governments involved, a number of
philanthropic organisations took an active interest in the
refugee problem, and have ‘left a record of their activities
in published reports etc., and in their archives. The most
useful sources bequeathed by these organisations are two
journals, Le Levant and The Friend of Armenia, the former
roughly bi-monthly, the latter quarterly, respectively the
organs of the 'Action Chretienne en Orient' and the (British)
'Priends of Armenia'. Both these journals chronicle the
involvement of these Protestant philarmenian organisations
in relief-work, but more importantly they contain a vast
number of letters from their workers in the field describing
the situation of the Armenians, in addition to reports and
other miscellaneous information of inestimable wvalue. Thelir
maln weaknesses are their undoubted philarmenian bias, their
exaggerated descriptions of conditions, and their excessive
sentimentality. When opinion is stripped from fact, however,
these sources are invaluable. The reports of the American Near
Kast Relief provide information principally on the activities
of that organisation. Correspondence and reports concerning
the Armenians are also contained in the archives of the

American University of Beirut (for 1920-21), of the American
National Red Cross (who conducted relief-work between 1922 and
1925), and of the Society of Friends in London, whose
missionary in Lebanon, Marshall Fox, took a special interest

in the Armenians. The Society of Friends' archives proved
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partlicularly rich, yielding a missing annual report of the
Nansen Office representative (for 1934), contained in an
album of photographs of the Office's urban and rural
settlemeénts, which included a series of vertical photographs

of the new Armenian quarters of Beirut. One should finally
mention the archives of the Maison des Lazaristes at Beirut.
The Lazarists' missionary, Vincent Paskes, chronicled the
flight and resettlement of his flock from Ekbes in Cilicia,

and his record of this movement is preserved in Beirut.

Additional information came from various reports, now
filed in the Royal Institute of International Affairs library at
Chatham House, complied for Sir John Hope Simpson's 1939
survey of the Refugee Problemn, Trade directories, notably
L'Indicateur Syrien and the Bulletin de la Chambre de
Commerce d'Alep enabled some analysis of the economic structure
of the Armenian community. Several articles were written by
prominent personalities involved in the settlement work
contemporary with the events they describe, notably by the
Jesuit priests Mecerian and Jalabert, by Mr. Burnier, the
Nansen Office representative at Beirut, and by Medecin-
Inspecteur Duguet of the Health Service of the French High
Commission. A remarkable collection of contemporary
photographs of the Armenian quarter of Aleppo, in the possession
of Dr. Jebejian, himself of Ajeppo, was kindly made avallable
to the writer for inspection and reproduction. Various maps
were consulted in the course of the study at Durham, the
Bodleian, London University Library, the Royal Geographical
Society, and the Institut Francais de Damas. The best

collection is in the library of the Royal Geographical Society.
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Census material, available from various sources, and in
various degrees of completeness, includes the 1922 Census

of Syria and Lebanon, the 1932 Census of Lebanon and the

1942 Census of Lebanon by the Office des Cereales Paniflables.,
This is supplemented by the figures from the Civil Register
reproduced at various dates in the reports of the Mandatory
power, The accuracy or otherwise of this data i1s considered
later. Here it is only necessary to point out that much of

this material is grossly unreliable.

Finally, one must mention with regret those sources which
1t proved impossible to consult. Of these the most important
are undoubtedly those in Armenian, including letters in
Armenian in the archives and in particular the Arménian
newspapers which are preserved for example 1n the Universite
St. Joseph, and would have provided not only a mine of
additional information, but also an invaluable check on the
biases 1n other sources, It is the writer's belief that his
inability to consult Armenian sources is the greatest weakness
in the present study. Other sources, including part of the
Beirut end of the Nansen Office correspondence, it proved

impossible to consult because of the outbreak of fighting 1n

the Lebanon. Who knows if they still exist?

The sources contained no reliable data-base for statistical
analysis. Even the basic facts of Armenian population
distribution are in contention, as will emerge more fully 1n
Chapters 2 and 3 The presentation of a case would have to
depend on the painstaking correlation of information from
documents in widely scattered sources. But how much reliable

information would they cantain on the decision making process?
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Here it is necessary to distinguish between the decisions
made at Governmental level and the decisions made by the
Armenians themselves. On the former the documentary record
1s, while not complete, especially with respect to French
policy, at least impressive, the most important source of
course being the Nansen Office archives. With respect to
the unprompted settlement decisions made by the Armenians
themselves, there is no corresponding documentary record,
and information has to be gleaned in several ways. First,
there exist, amongst the various archives, primary documents
written by Armenians expressing their settlement preferences.
This is not surprising for it was the duty of the Nansen
Office officials to take due account of Armenian settlement
preferences, and Armenians were represented on its committee.
These are the most useful statements of Armenian settlement
preferences, but it is necessary to point out that the
statements preserved in this way reflect the points of view
of the Armenian community leaders, and it 1s sometimes
questionable to what extent these leaders were truly
representative of the communities they claimed to speak for.
A second way in which Armenian preferences have been recorded
is through the reports of field-workers in which Armenian
opinions are given at second-hand. They are not therefore
necessarily inaccurate, but they need to be treated with
caution, for again the desires of the Armenians may in some
cases have been deliberately misrepresented for political
reasonse. On the other hand, such second-hand checks on the€
statements made by Armenian leaders may provide useful
confirmation of the opinions expressed, or call them 1nto

guestion. The same of course applies vice versa. Finally,
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the third way in which Armenian preferences can be
ascertained is by inference. This is the least satisfactory
method, based not on an appreciation of the decision-making
process as revealed in the documents, but on the structure

of observed behaviour. This method has been used extensively
only in one important instance, that is in the investi gation
of economic constraints on settlement. Its use is an
acknowledgement that the documentary record is assumed to be
incomplete in the constraints it portrays through the decision-
making process. One might reasonably expect the documentary
record to reflect the positive settlement preferences of the
decision-makers rather than the negative constraints which,
imposed at the outset, constituted an accepted and
unchallenged background which reduced the discussion of
settlement possibilities (and consequently the record of

possibilities discussed) to a limited number of options.

These then are the limitations of the sources at the
writer's disposal. In principle one would wish to investigate
these documents according to a well constructed experimental
design, involving the testing of the hypotheses defined above
concerning the constraints perceived in the soclo-economic
environment, In practice, it would have proved exceedlngly
difficult to achieve any worthwhile results followlng a
rigidly defined experimental design. And here it is first
necessary to correct an illusion which may have been created
by the foregoing discussion of all sources together. There
never was a time before data-collection at which it was
possible to look at all the sources togethér in thls manner.
Only at a late stage was it possible to know exactly what data

was available. All the sources had to be located personally



by the writer, and they were scattered in many different
localities; London, Paris, Geneva, Beirut, Damascus and

Aleppo, None were known at the beginning of the study.

some were discovered as the result of logical and persistent
enquilry; some by chance. come were discovered early, like
the League archives; others late. The only practical way of
tackling these sources, from the financial point of view, was
to deal with them area by area, with little possibility of
revisiting them. Thlis meant that it was necessary to
investigate some sources before others had even been discovered
with little chance of revisiting the first sources should the
previously "undiscovered" sources throw up new lines of
approach. A fairly total coverage of each source was
therefore absolutely necessary, especially at the outset.
This problem, of limited finances and initially unknown and
widely scattered sources, must inevitably be frequently
encountered by any researchers working individually in the
history or historical geography of developing areas, where
research is often at a primitive level, and where much of the
administration was conducted from outside the territory. 1t
is a problem which impinges on the entire approach to the
study in view, for it renders impossible the detailed
construction of an experimental design. It can only be
avoided by the organisation of a more rational research

structure within the discipline as a whole,

A second limitation on the usefulness of a rigid
experimental design is that it is impossible to extract from
documentary sources more information than they contain, and
there is no point in asking questions which cannot be answered.

Indeed, an inductive rather than deductive approach to



documentary sources has the advantage that it imposes no
pattern on the data, but allows the documents to speak for
themselves. On the other hand, 1t has already been

observed that the documentary record is incomplete in the
constralnts it portrays operating through the decision-making
process., Therefore, a purely inductive approach is
inadequate, and some initial deductive reasoning is necessary.
In any case, even an essentially inductive approach to the
data requires some structuring and some selectivity unless
large amounts of time are to be wasted pursuing leads which
are unlikely to enhance the explanation. The documents must
first be approached within a broad framework, corresponding
to some deductive logic. Then they generate particular lines
of enquiry, thrown up inductively. In turn these lines of
enquiry may be pursued within a deductive framework. The

separation of the inductive from the deductlive approach 1s

artificial.

The approach adopted was to impose some order on data
collection and analysis by investigating the sources for
evidence of respectively economic, social and political
constraints on the settlement process, an approach which was
all inclusive but related to the ideas put forward above
regarding constraints on settlement. As the sources were
examined, research was biased towards those areas which the
sources indicated had particular relevance. In adopting this
framework the object was not to test one by one the significance
of the various constraints discussed, but to construct an
overall picture of the processes in operation against which

theipr significance could ultimately be tested. In the

analysis of process the separation of constraints was an



analytical convenience. Thus, while the chapter plan of
the thesis is related to the constraints examined, comment

on their significance is reserved until the conclusions.

The Nansen Office archives and documents presented a
special problem, for it seemed pointless initially to separate
the motives behind decisions in the Nansen Office scheme when
the scheme evolved over a number of years and when the final
decisions made were the result of a continuous balancing of
interests. The possibility of treating the scheme
chronologically and separately from the main discussion was
considered, so that all the decisions made could be set in
context. But it was felt that such a study would in any
case need to be followed by a more analytical approach to the
decisions involved, for the chronological presentation of the
decision-making process would be so complex as to be obscure.
Accordingly the League archives were approached, like the
other documents, from a thematic point of view, but special
care was taken in separating out the motives involved in League
decisions to take account of the context in which the declisions
concerned were made, In fact, the League scheme, like other
settlement schemes, was essentially a response to economilcC
constraints on settlement. Thus the scheme is sketched 1n
its essentials in Chapter 4 of the thesis, which considers
settlement schemes as a response to economic constraints. 1n
this discussion, however, while the economic basis of the
scheme is recognised and the economic constraints on 1ts
implementation are described, no attempt is made to describe
the social and political constraints affecting 1its implementation.

These are discussed separately in the following chapter.
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The approach adopted treats the Armenians in principle
as a homogeneous unit. In fact, the Armenians were not a
homogeneous body but were divided on political and religious
grounds. One would be entitled to assume at the outset that
they were also divided in terms of socio-economic class status.
This question, however, is difficult to resolve. Whatever
the class structure of the Armenian community in the Ottoman
Empire before 1915 (this is considered in the opening chapter)
the refugees formed a group which had been mostly impoverished.
No doubt some Armenians would retain thelr skills and even
some of their wealth and succeed in re-establishing their
position in Syria and Lebanon. Where the evidence permits
such cases have been brought to light, but the documents to
permit a systematic investigation of the differential
settlement behaviour of differeﬁt soclo-economic classes,
or different religious or political groups, do not exist, at
least in the sources avalilable to the writer. This 1is
particularly unfortunate in the case of soclo-economlC groups
in regard to which some previous writers have made interesting
observations on settlement behaviour. Where evidence for

such internal differences does exist, however, it is brought

to light.

The main tool used in the research was a card-indexX
system. As the documents were collected they were cross-
referenced on index-cards recording the places, personalities,
organisations, and (in the case of general discussions) the
motives for settlement which they indicated, or on which they

shed light. The system was flexible, new cards being

introduced according to the lines of enquiry thrown up by the€



collection process. The documentary record was supplemented
by field-work in the area to check on facts revealed by the
documents and to try to fill the gaps, as well as to locate the
sltes of the Armenian settlements. Systematic surveys having
been ruled out, this took the form of personal reconnaissance
and ilnterviews with leading members of the Armenian communi ty,
to whom I remain indebted for their willingness to help.
Discretion being the better part of valour, no visit was made
to the former Sanjak of Alexandretta, now the Turkish province
of Hatay and devoid of Armenians, where it was felt that
Inquiry on the matter might not be well received. Further,

the writer's visit to Beirut, where there was the greatest
possibility for detailed investigation, coincided with the
outbreak of the Civil War, which created an atmosphere somewhat
inimical to research, and ultimately made it impossible even

to visit the Armenian '"quarter'" of Bour j-Hammoud.

In the analysis of the settlement process, a distinction
has been made between regional and urban settlement patterns.
While the explanation of the regional pattern has been
structured thematically, according to the constraints 1nvolved,
in chapters focussing on economic, social and political
constraints, explanation of urban patterns has beéen structured
town by town, with a concluding section summarising the
processes involved. This duality of expositilion 1s a reflection
of the nature and complexity of the data avallable. In both

cases the object is the same; to identify the constraints



23

involved in the settlement process. However, the data on
urban settlement in each town formed a fairly coherent whole
involving processes which could be understood without the

data being broken down further for thematic analysis. A
thematic approach to urban settlement would have destroyed the
unity of the data on each town, and, by deémanding discussion
of specific settlement schemes 1n all the towns simultaneously,
would have led to confusion. Generalitles about urban
settlement are not drawn, therefore until each town has beeéen
discussed in turn, when it is possible to present, not a
thematic analysis of the constraints involved, but a synthesis.
Such a synthesis is of course the ultimate object of the
thematic approach adopted to the regional pattern. This
synthesis is reserved for the Conclusion, which brings together
the various constraints on settlement at both the urban and
regional levels and relates them to one another. The
separation of the discussion of urban and regional settlement
patterns, like the thematic discussion of constraints at the
regional level, is only an analytical convenience. The goal
of the study is to identify the processes involved in Arméenlan
settlement. It will then be possible to test the ideas

discussed above concerning the significance of economic, social

and political constraints on settlement.

Before introducing the following chapters, 1t will Dbe
appropriate to recapitulate on the rationale behind the thesis.
The topic was chosen rather fortuitously, following the
discovery of a major documentary source, the archives of the
Nansen Office with respect to the settlement of Armenian

refugees in Syria and Lebanon. It was conceived not so much

as a refugee study, but as a study of th€ Processcs of minority
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settlement in the Middle East, for while the importance of

the ethnic mosaic pattern in the area has long been recognised,
there have been few studies of the processes involved in the
evolution of this pattern. A study of the processes of
Armenian settlement would enable an assessment of the relative
significance of ethnicity, economic status and political
manlpulation in determining the settlement pattern as well as
test the writer's assumption of the interdependence of these
constrailnts. Methodologically one is poorly served by

Middle Eastern case-studies. It was necessary to look to
studies in social geography to formulate an ideal framework
for research based on the investigation of the decision-making
process through field-survey technigques and the documentary
record. However, it was Jjudged impracticable to use survey
techniques in the study, and it was necessary to rely
essentially on the documentary sources, which are numerous

but in some cases of doubtful reliabilility. Practical problems
of data-collection as well as methodological problems concerned
with the study of documentary sources inhibited the formulation
of a rigid experiemental design. The approach adopted was
therefore part deductive - part inductive, involving the
investigation of the sources for respectively economic, social
and political constraints on the settlement process. In this
investigation the Armenians are treated as a homogeneous unilt,
although internal differences in settlement preferences are
identified where revealed in the documents. The main tool

in the research was a card-index system applied to the
documentary record, which was supplemented by work in the field.
While for purposes of analysis the principal constralnts on

settlement were investigated separately, and regional and urban
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patterns were differentiated, the object of the study was
not to test one by one the significance of the various
consiraints discussed, but to construct an overall picture

of the processes in operation against which their significance

could ultimately be tested.

The study begins, then, with a consideration of the
historical background to the problem, reviewing briefly the
history of Armenia and the Armenians, the situation of the
Armenians in the Ottoman Empire before 41915, their situation
in Syria and Lebanon before that date, and the development of
the Armenian question to the massacres and deportations of 1915.
The historical discussion is followed by a consideration in
Chapters 2 and 3 of the figures available concerning the total
number and distribution of the Armenians. The following three
chapters consider settlement at the regional level. Thus,
Chapter 4 considers economic constraints on settlement,
Chapter 5 discusses the settlement schemes proposed or carried
out in response to these constraints, and Chapter 6 considers
together social and political constraints on settlement, for
analysis revealed these constraints to be so closely related
as to be inseparable in explanation. Urban settlement is
consideréd in Chapters 7 to 9 which focus on Aleppo, Beirut,
Damascus and Alexandretta and contain some preliminary
conclusions. Finally, the conclusions of the sections on
both regional and urban settlement are brought together to
enable an overview of the processes operating in the formation
of the Armenian settlement pattern in Syria and Lebanon, and

an assessment of the significance of the constraints involved.



Chapter 1

The Historical Background.

One should not attempt to study the processes involved
in the settlement of the Armenians in Syria and Lebanon
without some knowledge of the historical context of the
migrations, and an appreciation of the organisation of
Armenian society in the Ottoman Empire and in Syria itself
before the migrations began. T'his chapter sketches very
briefly the history of the Armenian people, and then attempts
to describe the organisation of Armenian society within the
Ottoman Empire on the eve of the First World War. The long-
established Armenian communities in Syria itself are then

described, and the chapter concludes with an account of the

development of the "Armenian Question" and the traumatic events

of 1915,

Armenia and the Armenians

T'ne land which is known as Armenia today straddles the
borders of the Turkish Republic and the Soviet Union. The
eastern part forms the Soviet Republic of Armenia, containing
a population still largely Armenian; the western part, in the
Turkish Republic, is practically devoid of Armenians. The
land first received the name 'Armenia' in a Persian inscription
of about 521 B.C. The origins of its people are obscure, but
it seems that by about 500 B.C., a process of ethnic mingling,

associated with the infiltration into the area of new peoples



r'rom the west, had culminated in the identification of
the land as 'Armenia', this name replacing the old designation
of 'Urartu', the name of the kingdom formerly occupying the

land which had by that time crumbled in face of the onslaught

of Medes, Scythians and Cimmerians.

The history of Armenial is one of a buffer-state or
battlegound, fought over almost constantly by a succession of
expansionist peoples; Persians, Seleucids, Romans, Arabs,
Byzantines, Seljuk-Turks. Between conquests were periods of
autonomy, even brilliance. The Orontid, Artaxiad, Arsacid
and Bagratid dynasties maintained Armenian autonomy in the
face of constant pressure from outside, and the apogee of
Armenian power was reached in the Empire of the Artaxiad
Tigranes 11, the Great. ' Under the Arsacid Tiridates 11l
Christianity was made the state religion of Armenia, Gregory
the 1lluminator the first CatholicoOs. Ultimately, however,
external pressure proved too great. Weakened by internal
squabbles and hard-pressed by the Sel juk-Turks, the Armenian
Bagratid kingdom passed to Byzantine control in 1045 A.D., and
subsequently to the Seljuk Turks after the Battle of Manzikert
in 1071. Increasingly, in these unstable conditions,
Armenians sought refuge outside their homeland. In Cilicia,
recaptured by the Byzantines in 945, Armenians were appointed
as governors. Gradually, these chieftains assumed hereditary
status, and set up independant enclaves and baronies of thelir
own, with only a nominal allegiance to Constantinople. As
historic Armenia was annexed by Byzantium and then overrun by

Sel juk-Turks, Armenians moved en masse from their homeés tO

Cilicia. In 1080 an Armenian Kingdom was formed there which



lasted until its fall to the Egyptian Mameluks in 1575.
Armenia proper meanwhile continued to serve as a battleground.
Ravaged by Mongols after 1223, and by Tamerlane between 1387
and 1404, the country was subsequently fought over by Turks
and Persians. Only in 1639 was a measure of stability
achieved, when Persia and Turkey made a new partition of
Armenia. The plain of the Araxes, with Echmiadzin and tne
northern region became Persian; the rest of former Armenia
passed to the Turks. Thls division remained in force for

about 200 years until, in 1827, the fortress of Yerevan fell

10 the Russians, and Persian Armenia was joined to Russia.

Historic Armenia was henceforth divided between the two great

Empires of Russia and the Ottomans.

Throughout the long history of Armenia its people had
frequently been subject to the ravages of war. Not
surprisingly the population tended to emigrate, while
deportations also occurred. Notable, of course, were the
mass migrations to Cilicia in the eleventh century, but mass
emigration also accompanied the Mongol invasions. The
Armenians settled in the east in Persia, India, Indonesia
and China, and in the west, in Syria, Eygpt and the great
ports of the Mediterranean, including Constantinople. They
even reached Poland, Galicia, Moldavia, Bukovina, Transylvania,
Italy and beyond. As they moved out, the country was
depopulated, and whole regions lay deserted. Other peoples
moved into this vacuum. While Kurdish nomads settled in
the mountains, Turks, Kurds and Tartars occupied the valleys

and plains. The population became very mixed and remained

sOo until the twentieth century.



The Armenians in the Ottoman Empire on the
Eve of the First World War

Figures concerning the Armenian population of the Asjatic
provinces of the Ottoman Empire before the First World War
should be treated with considerable reserve (Table 1.1.).
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