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Preface

Immigration holds significant value in the history of peoples, such as the Armenians, who have a long history of migrations and destructions.

Yet in the annals of Armenian migration, the first immigration experienced by Armenia was recorded in 1828, immediately after Armenia’s annexation by Russia—a turning point of historic significance. The immigration of Iranian Armenians brought caravans into Eastern Armenia for the first time in Armenian history. It was an immigration organized by the government and conducted under the auspices of the Russian Empire. The establishment of the Armenian Oblast in Eastern Armenia left the illusion that Armenian statehood had been restored, and Armenian public opinion accepted the immigration of Iranian Armenians and the movement of Western Armenians toward Eastern Armenia (1830) as nation gathering.

According to Soviet Armenian historiography, immigration during the 20th century began in 1921. However, this historiography unilaterally overlooked the fact that the first attempt at an organized immigration took place under the first Armenian Republic (1919). Although people in the newly-taking-shape Diaspora responded positively, immigration on a large scale did not materialize due to the Bolshevik change of power.

During the Soviet era, immigration, although intermittent, lasted a number of decades (1921–1974) and passed through various phases, each having its own characteristics and dictated, in large part, by internal and external Soviet policies.

The Armenians immigrating from abroad were those who had been uprooted from their cradles, deported, and scattered throughout the world as a consequence of the genocide perpetrated in Western Armenia by Ottoman Turkey in 1915. Their immigration was conditioned by assurances from the Soviet state that Western Armenian lands would be returned and that the Armenian deportees would be given the opportunity to eventually return to the homeland of their birth

Therefore, the immigration of Diaspora Armenians to Eastern Armenia was not a typical migration of people from one country to a different country for different reasons; rather, it was the return of people—uprooted from their homeland and deprived of it—to a small segment of their historic homeland that remained. In this regard, the immigration of Diaspora Armenians may most accurately be described as repatriation. Unfortunately, due to political reasons, the promises made by the Soviet government were not kept and, consequently, the hopes of immigrant Armenians were unrealized. Western Armenians were unable to return to their birthplaces in Western-Armenia-turned-Turkey. Repatriation, in the truest meaning of this word, did not take place; rather, what occurred was merely immigration. 

Soviet historiography and official circles used the term repatriation as a way to force Western Armenian immigrants to recognize Eastern Armenia as their one and only homeland. The immigrants, however, predominantly used the term immigration. Recognition of this dual perception is reflected in the title of this study.

When viewed as a popular migration, immigration becomes a subject for study by not only historians and ethnographers, but also by demographers, sociologists, economists, and political scientists. It is not coincidental that experts of international law are also interested in the history of Armenian immigration and the Armenian experience. In each of these cases, however, the approaches and focus of study can be different.

The historical-ethnographic study of immigration is, essentially, a flashback to an event of great significance in the history of the Armenian people in order to determine its role in the intra-ethnic processes and appraise it from a historical perspective. 

Armenian historiography has studied, exhaustively, the ethnic migrations of the 19th century, particularly those from 1828 into the 1830s. They have been viewed by many as a background to contemporary historical-political events. However, the history of the first Armenian Republic and the immigration that occurred during that era has not been studied, and the study of immigration during the Soviet era is also incomplete.

In the studies currently available, the question of immigration was examined in the context of the history of Armenian colonies and migration, as well as the relationships between the homeland and the Diaspora.

Certain studies have focused on the preparation for and organization of the immigration, and the initiatives of the Communist Party of Armenia in that regard. Immigration has also been mentioned in studies of a statistical nature.

Ts. Aghayan, Y. Khalets’yan, A. Hakopyan, and others touched upon certain matters related to immigration in their work.

Historian H. Melik’set’yan’s works examined immigration as an independent topic. His studies are the most comprehensive and inclusive to date.
Nevertheless, these works are no different from their predecessors in their approach to the question of immigration.

H. Melik’set’yan noted: “Many questions have not been explained and need to be studied.” Al. Kirakosyan, also, considered the study of immigration in Armenian historiography inadequate, saying: “During the Soviet era, the topic carried the seal of vulgar sociology and was far from impartial.”

Soviet historiography never strived to study immigration comprehensively. Moreover, it never engaged in discussions of mistakes or internal issues, fearing that the result might reveal phenomena nobody could speak, or even think, about. Further, these issues were impossible to raise because scholarly works were subject to censorship. Discussions about the shady aspects of immigration, dissatisfactions, persecutions, and tendencies for emigration were forbidden; a citizen—whether native or immigrant—could only be “happy” within the Soviet country. Therefore, the theme of Armenian immigration essentially remained sealed and unattractive, although it was a page in Armenian history worthy of appropriate attention. Perhaps this is what H. Melik’set’yan had in mind when he wrote: “It is impossible to present a comprehensive history of the Armenian people without addressing the multifaceted life of Diaspora Armenians and the journey they have made.”

In this work, attention focuses on finding answers to the following issues
:

· The true reasons behind organizing the immigration of Diaspora Armenians;

· The identity of the organizers and what objectives they were pursuing;
· The changes immigration made on the value system of Soviet Armenia;
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