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THE SASSOUN REBELLION.

HE Committee commenced its sittings at Moush on the 12th
January, 1895, and although the foreign delegates refused to sign
the report prepared by the Turkish officers it is worthy of nofe

that they did sign the proceedings day by day, thus verifying the
testimony of each individual witness.

The occurrences in Sassoun to which the Commission gave rise took
place in the Province of Bitlis, partly in the district of Guendj, partly
in that of Moush. The principal villages to which the enquiry relates
were Talori and Akchesar in Guendj ; Shenk, Shemal, Gheliguzan, Api,
and Hetinsk in the Moush sandjak. They are clustered beneath the
Antokh and Kurtak mountains. Shemal and Shenk being in the
valley between these two ranges, about 15 minutes from each other.
Gheliguzan is perhaps two hours from these two and nearer to the
Antokh Dagh. Api and Hetinsk are three hours on the farther side
of Gheliguzan, Talori and Akchesar lying still further at a distance of
two and one and-a-half hours respectively.

From preliminary investigations which had taken place in Moush
and documentary evidence of which was laid before the Imperial
Ottoman Commission, it was proved that a revolutionary spirit had
been abroad in Sassoun for a period of two years prior to the
occurrences of August, 1894. This had its origin in the visit of one
Damadian, an emissary of one of the European Armenian Committees.
The immediate effect of his teachings was the attack on the Kaimakam
of Khulp and the refusal of the people of that district to pay taxes.

After Damadian’s arrest the revolutionary party deputed as their
agent an Armenian named Boyadjian Hamparsoun of the district of
Hadjin in Adana, who, under the name of Murad, visited the district
and took up his abode with a man named Kaspar in the hamlet of
Hitnak in Talori.

It was at the instigation of Murad that the people of Akchesar
attacked the Kaimakam of that district and compelled him also to
discontinue the collection of taxes. Two companies of regular troops
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were now sent into Sassoun towards Akchesar and Khulp, but owing
to the threatening attitude of the Armenians they were recalled to
Merghemuzan, which lies between Moush and Shemal and Shenk, where
they encamped. Whilst there the Armenians displayed a very hostile
attitude to the Imperial troops, bodies of some 3,000 rebels assembled,
attacking travellers, and, finally abandoning their villages, retired with
their cattle and families to the Antokh Dagh, which we have seen
dominates the Talori Valley. From this hill, which they fortified, they
made several raids on Mahomedans and Kurds, killing many, subject-
ing others to torture. _

To put an end to this state of rebellion, and to effect the arrest
of Hamparsoun, a force of all arms was sent into the Moush district.
The Armenians, encouraged by their leaders, attacked the Turks at
Gheliguzan, and also at the village Geliezan, which lies nearer Talori.
The Imperial troops, however, drove the rebels back to the Antokh
Dagh, and captured that position, from which Hamparsoun with a few
followers retired towards Talori, and took refuge in a cavern, which
was surrounded, and he and his immediate servants arrested, tried,
and found guilty.

Hamparsoun himself acknowledged before the investigation at
Moush that he was an emissary from the Hintchak Society and the
instigator of the revolt.

The following is a summary of the evidence obtained from Ham-
parsoun and his followers which was laid before the Commission on its
arrival at Moush.

No. 1.—Examination of Hamparsoun (Boyadjian Hamparsoun), of
Hadjin in Adapna, who travelled under name of Murad.

“ Had resided for some time at Constantinople, then visited Athens
and Genoa, where he resided eight months; was a member of the
Committee of the Hintchak, and it was under their orders that he was
sent as emissary to Moush and Sassoun. Whilst in Athens he had met
Damadian, his predecessor, as emissary in the Moush district, who was
also an active member of the Hintchak Society. His orders were to
travel through the country and stir up revolution. ~Whilst the
Armenians were on the Antokh Dagh and in Talori engaged in fight-
ing the Tmperial troops, he came to Gheliguzan, but he was present at
no engagement. It was not until he had taken refuge in the cavern at
Talori, and they were surrounded by troops, that he first fired on the
soldiers ; prior to that he had taken no active part in the rebellion,
but was merely an instigator.”
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No. 2.—Ohannis, son of Kiraghez, of the village of Mekrakon.

« Owned that he had been in close relations with Damadian, and
on Hamparsoun’s arrival in the district joined him, and assisted in
the distribution of arms and ammunition which Hamparsoun procured.
He, too, was active member of the Hintchak. Whilst Hamparsoun
was in the district his headquarters were in the house of Kaspar, in
the hamlet of Hitnak, Talori. He travelled with Hamparsoun, visiting
Shemal, Shenk, Gheliguzan, and other places, stirring up the people
to revolt. Hamparsoun and he himself were present at the fighting
on the Antokh Dagh, as well as in all the attacks on the Kurds,
as well as on the Imperial troops, and they both had fired on the
soldiers.”

No. 3.—Kigork, son of Aro, of the village of Metin.

« Deposed that he first met Hamparsoun at the village of Ghe-
liguzan, and then joined his band ; was aware that when Hamparsoun
was at Talori he first lived in the house of Stephan, but afterwards
moved into that of Kaspar of Hitnak. When staying at Shenk he
lived with Kirkor Mois, and at Shemal he lived with Keshishk. Of my
own knowledge am aware that Hamparsoun was distributing arms and
ammunition ; was with the inhabitants of these three villages on the
Antokh Dagh, and after our defeat there we fell back to Talori, and
then taking refuge in a cave were arrested.”

No. 4.—Kiraghos, son of Vartan, village of Khop.

« Also was a follower of Hamparsoun, and was aware that this
man distributed arms and amunition to villagers when living in the
house of Kaspar at Hitnak. Hamparsoun travelled all over the
country preaching revolution. On one occasion when I was with him
at Talori he learnt that the inhabitants of Shemal and Shenk had
joined with those of Gheliguzan and attacked the Kurds, killing
several. We then went up the Antokh Dagh, and made all preparation
for the campaign. After our defeat there we fled to Talori, hid in the
cavern, and were then captured after another fight.”

No. 5.—Atam, son of Resho. Village of Kigra Vank.

« Made the acquaintance of Hamparsoun, when he was preaching
revolution at Shemal and Shenk, and was enrolled as one of his
followers, and accompanied him wherever he went. When staying at
the house of Kaspar, at Hitnak, we learnt that the Armenians had
attacked the Kurds, and killed some, capturing many sheep. We then
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fled to the Antokh Dagh, and fortified it. - We were attacked by
Imperial troops, and, after three days’ fighting, defeated. We fought
again at Gheliguzan and at Talori, and being defeated, took refuge
in the cavern, where we were surrounded, and surrendered. There
were more than 400 Armenians on the Antokh Dagh, and we were all
well armed with rifles.”

Nos. 6 and 7.—Thonoo, son of Khesbu, and Boz, son of Khemu,
both of the village of Hekmek, in Talori.

“ Were aware that Hamparsoun had been preaching rebellion in
the district, and that his headquarters were with Kaspar, son of
Hatcho, who resided in Hitnak, Talori. He had travelled through
Shemal, Shenk, and Gheliguzan, exciting the people not to pay their
taxes, but to rise and fight against the Imperial troops, and thus form
an Armenin kingdom. Wherever he went he stirred up revolt, and
was the prime mover in every affair.”

Nos. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19.—Krikor, son of
Mois, of Shenk ; Hatcho ; Thoni; Kaspar, son of Hatcho; Awi, of
Gheliguzan ; Bedros, of Hekmek ; Kaspar and Hatcho, of Sassoun ;
Bedros, of Talori; Serkes, of Talwanik; Koopi, of Mezrak ; and
Thoni, of Halogik ; all deposed : —

“That Hamparsoun procured arms, ammunition and powder, from
Moush and Diarbekir, which he served out to the rebels ”

No. 11.—Kaspar, son of Hatcho, of Hitnak, deposed further :—

“ Hamparsoun told me, when travelling through the country, that
his object was to cause a rebellion, and found a new Armenian
kingdom. He said he had received, and he showed me, letters he had
received from Moush, Van, and Diarbekir, in which he had been
promised aid. He deceived us all; for thinking we should be helped.
I joined him in the armed revolt, and was arrested with him in the
cavern.”

Nos. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27.—Bicho, son of Tizo, of Talori ;
Sado, of Khrilo; Hatcho, son of Thul; Khirgoz, son of Khazo ;
Thono, son of Khoosoo Ilgo, son Tizo ; Khardo, son of Serkes ; Hatcho,
son of Shisho, also deposed :—

“That Hamparsoun had travelled through the district, inciting
them to revolt, and that he persuaded them to attack the Kurds first
wd then the Imperial troops.”
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Nos. 28-29.—Avo, son of Kaspar; and Bhoz, son of Simon,
deposed :—

« That Hamparsoun was the ringleader of the rebellion ; that they
joined his band, and were arrested with him in the cave at Talori.”

Each witness, after hearing his evidence read out, affixed his
signature to the depositions affirming their correctness.

The Commission, having carefully gone through the above evidence,
proceeded to the examination of 21 Armenian witnesses brought before
it in person ; but, after mature consideration, arrived at the conclusion
that the evidence at its disposal was not sufficient to form an exact
opinion on the whole circumstances attendant on the revolt. It
therefore determined to visit the villages of Shemal, Shenk, Gheliguzan,
and study the history of the outbreak on the spot, and to examine all
the witnesses who could throw any light on the scene.

This was done, and the following exhaustive report was the result.
This Report may, for the sake of convenience, be divided into Five
Heads, viz :—

1. The Origin of the Revolt.

. The Attacks on Kurds by Armenians.

Losses the Armenians assert they suffered.

. The destruction of the various Villages during the Revolt.

o

o

The complaints of Hamparsoun against the Agha of
Khulp.

I. Tue REvoLT.

Hamparsoun was the first witness examined on this matter. He
owned that he had visited the country in the quality of a doctor, and
that he had delivered a number of lectures on religious matters,
showing how the Armenians had fallen away from their old customs :
he also had counselled them not to pay taxes to the Kurds as they
had been in the habit of doing, for neither the Imperial Govern-
ment nor the Patriarchate recognised the legality of the Kurds’
demands.

He denied that he had ever preached rebellion, and he refused to
state with whom he had lived, or what village he had visited, as by so
doing the innocent would suffer. In travelling about he was always
accompanied by six men, and these he had furnished with arms to
defend themselve against marauders.
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He was reminded that this evidence did not coincide with the
evidence given after his arrest, which had been read over to him, and
which he had signed.

The following documents found on him when captured in the cave
at Talori were then read out, and he was requested to reply to each in
detail.

No. 1. A letter signed by Armenians called, Daravantz; Ohan
Nicoian ; Krikor Moisisian, strongly advising Hamparsoun to bring
on a fight within 12 days, and advising him that the priest Bedros had
led some of the inhabitants of Gheliguzan towards Sassoun. To this
letter Hamparsoun had sent a reply, but no copy had been placed on
record.

No. 2. A paper headed “ Bloody Wars.” :—

Written in his own hand-writing, and dated 15th August, 1894,
describing the warlike sentiments of the Armenians, that their leaders
were rich and powerful, and that they were ready to rise against the
Imperial Government. That they were ready to attack the Kurds,
and that the bad administration of the Government compelled them to
act thus in order to save their lives, that there was no danger, as had
been proved by the success of the affair at Akchesar, and there were
only 200 soldiers at Shemal and Shenk, who could easily be over-
powered.

No. 3. Another document, giving, in tabulated form, the leaders
of the movement, signed on the back by three other Armenians.
In Hamparsoun’s own handwriting were remarks to the effect that
buildings had been burnt, animals stolen, goods hidden away.

No. 4. A quantity of literature was also found on him, in verse and
prose, all published with a view of inciting to rebellion and breathing
revolution.

No. 5. Also a small book of about 200 pages, showing the arms of
the leaders of the movement.

He was further reminded that during the several engagements with
the troops, the Armenians not only uttered cries blaspheming Tslamism
but calling on him as their leader, and that after the fight and prior to
retiring on the Antokh Dagh, they burnt their houses and accused
him of being their ruin.

These were the principal heads of evidence against Hamparsoun
To the interrogations addressed to him he replied :—
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1. “If no justice can be obtained from a government, revolution
and civil war become necessary.”

2. “The document showing the Kurdish chiefs in tabulated form he
had drawn up as he intended to make enquiries of them later on as to
their actions.”

3. “The letter dated August 15, headed ¢Bloody Wars,’ was
addressed to the headmen of Shemal, Shenk, and Gheliguzan, and
referred more particularly to the inhabitants of Erkik.”

4. *“The affair of Akchesar referred to the illegal actions of the
Kaimakam (head man) of Khulp who endeavoured to force Armenians
to obey his orders—he had a force of from twenty to thirty men with
him, and he was driven out of the country.”

5. “In reply to the letter from Daravantz, I merely wrote what I
had heard and what I had seen of the state of the country.”

6. ©The fact that the Armenians shouted my name when in action
merely shows they looked on me as their leader. In war it is their
custom to do this.”

7. «Tt is possible that some Armenians were angry at my advice to
burn their houses prior to the retreat ; this I did to avoid anything
falling into the hands of the troops.”

8. “As for my own part in the active operations, it was as follows :
On the 1st August T heard that some of the people of Shemal had
attacked the Bekranli Kurds near that place. I at once left Talori
and, with men from that place and Gheliguzan, visited the scene
of the fight. The next day I returned and saw the bodies of many
dead Armenians both at Shemal and Gheliguzan. On reaching Talori I
found most of the inhabitants had fled, and as the troops were coming
up I also fell back, and with a few comrades took refuge in the cave
when I was arrested.”

This closed Hamparsoun’s examination.

9nd Witness. Thonoo, son of Khessio.

« Hamparsoun was always going about the country with a few
followers, and by the aid of the headsmen of the villages he persuaded
us to rise and attack the Kurds, and we defeated them and captured
their cattle. He furnished us with arms, powder and lead. He was
present and commanded at the attack on the Bekranli Kurds by the
Armenians of Shemal, Shenk and Gheliguzan.”



