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CHAFTER ONE

THE PROBLEM OF STUDYING THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE
BEHIND THE BARBED WIRE

INSTEAD OF PREFACE

Until 1965, the Armenian Gepocide was thematically one of the
problems, which stady was strictly banned and tabooed in (he Soviet
Union. Piguratively speaking, it was in the 2one of ideslogical blockade.
enclosed with barbed wire. And such zones in the former Soviel Union
were plenty.

The study of the Armenian Genocide was not included in the
research programs of the Academy Institutes and higher educaticnnl
Institations of Sowiet Armenin, it was sot encouraged and did not receive
adequate funding. Heoce, thiz subject of cruclal importance moved [rom
the field of scientific study to that of talks and private cautious
discossions in the Armenian families. Tt was not too litte either, ol least
in that throogh this specific way the topic of the Ammenian Genocide
persisted, maintaining its importance in the Armenian reality. and was
handed down by Armenians from generation to generstion, In this matier.
axclusive was the mission of the survivors of the Armenian Genocide,
wh kept alive the spirit of that tremendous tragedy, did not leg it subside
or turn inte an ordinary event.

Naturally, & gquestion arises as to the reasons for the Soviet
suthorities to imposs interdictions on the stisdy of the Armenion
Genocide. They were several. We, however, will only dwell on two of
them, which, in our opinicn, ars of pivotal significance.

The first reason should be sought in the nature of the Turkish-Soviat
relitions, which we would call strange, unnatimal, unprincipled and cven
immoral.

Coming o power in October uf 1917, the Bolshevik leadership in
Russin, headed by Lenin, Trotski, Stalin, Zinovyey and others, adopted
quesr policy towards Turkey, which perplexed the palitieal scientists and



the tempered In diplomacy political figures. They established friendly
relstinns with the headed by Mustafa Kemal new leaders of Turkey, who
succesded the bicodthirsty sultans and no less brutal Young Turks.
Kemal, too, had been o member of the Young Turk “[ishad ve Terakic"
party, @ general in the Ottoman sulien army, in the ranks of which he
served through the end of World War I and the fall of the Ottoman
Empire.

pSaeminny. this circumstance should have held back the Bolshevik
|zadership, who acted under the banner of Justice, or, st beast, should heve
made them act prudently with the Kemalists, these once activists of the
Young Turks and the sultan, who were up to the elbows drenched in the
blood of the non-Turkish peoples of the Ottoman BEmpire — Assyrians,
Arabs, Greeks and Slave. They had their own roleplay in organizing and
perpatrating the Genocide of Armenians in the Ottoman

But the Bolsheviks chose another path. Carried sway by the
unrealistic ideas of the world revolution, the Russian Bolshevik
leadership, in parsoe of the policy of exporting the socialist revolwtion,
pave an {mportant place to Kemalist Turkey, congidering it a5 an outpost
for carrying out the revolution in the past This totally groundless
viewpoint became the reason for the new Russian leadership 1o give
preference fo Turkey in the maters of Transcascasia, Central Asin and
the Mear East, or al least to serously consider the political interssts of
Turkey and reckon with its political, territorial and ethnic claims. The
Armenian Question and the Armenian Gepocids, getting info its mincer,
fell one of the first victims of that policy with all the severs
CONSEqUENCEs,

The point hers is not the friendly mter-state relations between Soviet
Russin and Kemnalist Turkey — it is the soversign right of any nation — but
that such relations should not affect the elucidation of the wraglc pages of
other peaples” history and serve a starting point for blocking the sccess to
sa'd tragic history. The so-called "friendly" relations should not be
ohtined and msintained at the expense of other nations. The Bolshevik
leadership made exactly that mistake by adopting such posifion towards
the Armenian Question and the Armenian Genocide. Coneidering
Kemalist Turkey a nevolutionary factor, which allegedly helped inflame
the fire of the world revolution and spread it in the cast, the lsadsrs af
Soviet Russia, for the love of the Turkish "revolutionary™ factor, not only
discouraged, bul in every way hindered the wery mentioning of the

7



Armenian Genocide, the attempts to present it as a political fssue and
make it & subject for official scientific study. They knew pesfectly well
that the raising of the issue of the Ammenian Genocide. or even the
allnsion tw it, would damage Turkey's authority and would strip off its
false mask of & "revolutionary catpest” and "factor”.

Subsequently, after V. Lenin's death, Moscow threw onto the arena
just as falss, yet even more dangerous thesis about "Lenin and Kemals
brotherly friendship”. For thirty years, 1924-1954, it had become the
dominating officinl standpoint In the external policy of the Soviet Unlon
towards Turkey. At studying the Turkish histary, its internal sifuation or
external policy in the scientific centers of the USSR, only sllowed was
what did nat contradict that thesis, some as banned was every word, or
article, or monograph, if not complying with this Sovies “concepl”. The
Soviet censarship, embodied in almighty Glaviit, was extremely vigilant
&l imeompromising on that issve, and would not albow a single lapse.

This time, the Armenian Genocide or, mare comprehensively. the
Armenian  Question fell vietim to “Lenin-Kemal" friendship. The

iewpoint was promulgaed and obtraded upon A ian histeriography
that “the Armenian Question has already been solved”. and “solved” i
wag by the Soviet power. The quesrsst and mast unnatural version of
“solution’ was realized: not only the entine West Armenia wilh the
vilayets of Erzmum, Swaz, Kharberd, Bitlis, Van and Diarkakir were lefi
under the demination of Kemalist Turkey, but the Bast Armenian
province of Kars and the Surmalu region were ceded 1o Kemalist Turkey,
too, while Kambakh and Nakhijevan were surrendered to Azerbatjan
the second Turkish state, which only made its first appearance on the
political arena in 1918. Afier that, the issue of the Armenian CGenocide
could never again be raised, a5 the Arnenian Question and the Armenian
Genocide are two sides of a coin; one is the homeland of Armenians, or
the Armeniasn territories, while the other is the exiermination. ar the
CGenocide of Armeninng in their own cradle.

Parndoxical is that even after 1. Stalin's death, the Soviet keadership
did not revise their attitude towards the problem. The Soviet despat, the
architect of the Soviet-Turkish relations, died in March, 1953, and in Moy
of that same year V. Molotov — who had been J. Stalin's right hand for
decades, and had just resumed the position of Minister of Forsign Affaies.
did not hesitate o officially declare and reassure Turkey, that Armenin
hadl no tervitorial claime to Tarkey, within which borders West Armenio




and part of East Armenia lay. It was an unprecedenied present to Turkey,
n signal, sznt by the Soviet leadership to notify that, &ven after Stalin's
ceath, there was nothing for Turkey to worry aboul, since no termitorial
cluims were (o be expected on behalf of the Saviets.

This meant that the taboo on the Armenian Genocide would parsist,
andl for the ressarchers that topic would remain beyend the barbed wire,

The second major reason for abooing the Armenian Genocide was
that the Sovict power regarded the Genocide a3 an inexhaustibic
dangerous soarce, nourshing “Armenian nationalism", the origins of
which ought to be kept shut. For the Soviet "theoreticians”, to allow o
study the Armenian Genocide meant io encourage Armenian natlionalism
and create & fertile environment for its being and flourishing. This
contradicted the official Soviet ideology, despite the fact that the study of
the history of the Armenian Genocids had nething in common with
nutionalism, nor with instigating the Jater.

The Armeniazn Genocide makes integral part of the eenturies-old
listory of the nation that had suffered that tremendous tragedy, and its
resenrch is quite logical, as not & single case for any nation to voluntariky
renoumee its history has been recorded in world history by now. But the
Soviet leadership, the "genial” leaders seated in Moseow, in whoss palicy
the fundamentals wers “not allowed”, persscutions, bams and
compulsions, were far from comprehending such delieate paints. They
found that talking about the Armenian Genocide, the more so —
ndmca!'m; i, meant & manifestation of the specific Armenian
nationalism, which might damage the "friendly” Soviet-Turkish relations.

As 0 result of such spproach, the legal study of the Armenian
Genecide appeared on the list of the forbidden subjects, Therefore, in
Armenian historiography, the years from 1920 to 1950 can be designated
as “yenrs of compelled silence” in studying the Armenian Genocide,

The subjeet in point is Soviet historiography, as the ban, impased on
the study of the Genocide, did not and coald not apply to historiography
“in Armenian Diaspors, seither to foreign — English, French, American, as
well s Amb historiography. In the second half of the XX century, related
with the newly formed scientific branch - Genocidology, the interest
towards the problem of the Armenian Genocide increased. A valusble
cantribution to it was made by Arab historians.

Despile the taboo, impased by the Soviel regime during the entire
Soviel ers. the Armenian Oenocide preserved its significance and the
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leading place in the historical self-consciowsness and national originality
of the Armenian people, in the system of national rights and legal claims
- vaiting for opportune conditions 1o break cut and compel that this
probiem of Armenian histary be sciemifically developed — publicly and
without restrictions.

LE A

Year 1965 proved & tuming point for the public recognition and
study of the Armenisn Genocide in the Soviet Union and in Armenia. The
taboo, imposed on it, was removed, and it retumed to the legal ficld. Tt
heppened dus to the changes, which were taking place in the political and
public life and in the ideclogical sphere in the 19501960z in the Sovict
Tnion, Soviet Armenia incloding, We mean I. Stalin's death, the criticism
of the persomality cult, the uncrowning of the cruel internal and
aggressive foreign policy of Stalin's, the liberalization palicy during the
socalled Khrushchey thaw, and other positive shifis, enthusiastically
aecepted by all the peaples in the Soviet Unlon. A new, relatively tolzrant
meoral and political atmosphene had set in the country; people wers able 1o
breathe freely, to speak without fear and oat lewd about the problems that
warried them, the political and national problams inclhading.

The formation of the new moral-political atmosphere hud s
immediate wholesome effect on mising the problems that troubled the
Armenian nation — the problem of the Armenian Genocide in the first
placs, The Armenian intelligentsia, the stdents and the young spoke
publicly about the Armenian Genocide, for which a great incentive was
IhF. upcoming in 1965 Sﬂ"Amumu’y of perpetration of that horrendous
crime.

At this point, it is worth to remember the patrictic stand of the
leadership of Soviet Armenis, particalarly, of the First Secretary of the
Communist Party of Armenin Ya. N, Zarobyan. He was bold enouagh 1o
submmit the matter to the Communist leadership of the Soviet Union, and
ot to the point that the Politbiuro of CPSU passed a special decision on
commemaration of the 50" Anniversary of the Armenisn Genecide. [t
was & great victory, Indeed, the S0% Anniversary of the Great Genecide
was officially commemorated in Armenis on April 24, 1965. On that day,
the people — the old and the young, the intelligentsia, workers and
farmers poured out into the streets, and the columns, like a river at full
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tise Nooded the squares, parks and thoroughfares of the capital city of
Yercvan, The demenstrators, which rows consisted of Ammenia’s
patstanding intellectuals — seientists, writers, artists, musicians, workers,
ele., demanded that the Armenian Genocide be recognized and
denounced, the responsibie for it be pﬂl'ﬂ-lbﬂﬂ and requited, and the
confiscated Armentan lands be 1. They chanted; "Punish of
Guilty", "Requital”, and "The Lands, the Lands®.

Those were blessed historic days and unforgetiable moments of all-
Anmenian rejoicement, the grestest political achisvement of which was
that the ice of silnce ground the Armenian Genocide broke, No barbed
wires any fonger. After that, in the Soviet Union no forces ever had tried,
or would ever be able to once again impose & ban on the Armenian
Clenncide.

The immediate effiect of all said was that the doors flung open for the
scientific study of the Armenian Genocide. From that day on, the
Armenion Genocide has become one of the priority tends for
Armenistics and Oriental studies in Armenin. A large-scale scientific
investigation of the Armenian Genocide commenced.

The Institute of Oriental Studies of the Acsdemy of Sciences of
Armenin turned ino o major center for the study of the Genocide, whare,
aslong with Turkologists, serious research work was also conducted by
Arabists. Unlike the representatives of other specialties, who mainky
focised on the study of Russian, English, Franch, German, American and
other sources, which, certainly, was very imporiant and sssential, the
Arabists made thelr subject of n:s.:ln:h Amb sources and  Arsh

imariography. This m | d results. It opened an entirely
new and undiseovered world for us, Bchullrs,emﬁsd our jdeas of the
Armenian Genocide, revealed all new strata of the mechanizms, scale and
consequences of its planning, realizing and perpefrating.

In those years, the suthor of these lines headed the Department of
Arab Countries af the Institute of Orieatal Studies of Armeniz National
Academy of Sciences, and the position of historians, political and public
figures, parties, nssocistions and eompanies in Arab eountries became
and have remained to date one of the leading spheres of research st the
Department,

The first not very big article on the atfitude of Arabs towards the
Armenian Genocide was written by the author of thess lines, It was
published in the March issue of the “Sovemkan Hayastan™ monthly in
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1963, entitied *“The Hospitality of the Arsb People™. In it, the Young
Turk policy in erganizing and perpetrating the Armenian Genogide 15
pmalyzed, and the noble stand towards the Armenian refugess of the
Arabs is shown, who reached their helping hand to the passing through
their country Armenian exiles.

The article evoked extensive résponse in Diaspora, and was shorily
after published in the “Pages of Literature And Art”® monthly in Befrul,
which editor and publisher was the Armenian Disspor’s famous
intellectisl and writer Armen Darian’

In those stormy and exciting days, aur next article was wlso published
in the “Sovetakan Hayastzn™ monthly, which had become a mowthpiece
for the Armenian intelligentsia. The article was devoted 1o Fayez ol-
Ghossein's book “The M in Armenta”, published back in 1916; it
was one of the first very few works oo the Armenian Genocide, thanks to
which wider circles of the world community beeame aware of the erime.
commiteed by the Young Tarks agninmArnmilns’.

Thus, the stady of Arah historiography on the Armeniun Genoclde
had bean started in Armenia.

The above articles were followed by & series of other works, wrilten
by us and published also in the Arabic language in Arib countries’.

In view of the problem under discussion, two works proved of

lar significance.

Flirst, in 1999 the ressarchers of the Institute of Orienial Studics NAS
Armenia prepared a collective manograph, which had had no precedeace.
For the group of authors, the subject of investigation was Turkish,
French, English, American, German and Arsb historiography aboul the
Armenian Genocide. The work was published in Russian in 1993 under
the titke “Modem Ammenian History in the Works of Contemporary
Foreign Authors™. For the first time ever, an attempt had been made o

‘kﬂ;ﬁ;ﬂbﬂﬂmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁh“%ﬂnwmirmqn.
1963, Ne. 3.

* Sae M. H i, The Apeil 24th and the o Aribi. “As-
‘Safis”, Beirul,

2404, 1980, Sume, The Armenian-Arabic Friendship Ties, “Ad-Dad™, Alcppa, 1986, No.
11.12 Same, The 915 Genocida in Arabic Hissary, "Sada Arsrar”, Beirul, 1992, No. &,

e,
12



sum up the approaches of foreign authors and their assessment of the
Armenian Genocide. In that collective monograph, the refated with Arab
historiogruphy chaptes, entitied “Amb Historiography on Modem
Armenion Histary™, was written by us’. In & sense, it was the summation
of tse wark, performed on the subject by us during the preceding years.

“The second work, also of pivatal significance 15 a summation of our
research, was the monograph “The Armenian Genocide: Anmenocide™,
published in English in 2002, which {ndividusl chapters are devoted to
the protdems of Arab historiography relating with the Armenian
Genocide. A separate chapter is devoted 1o the elucidation of these
problems in the second velume of our “History of the Arab Countries',

Thus, for forty Jong years, the stady of the approaches of Arab
historiography to the Armenian Genocide of 1915 has been the foeus of
our attcation, The fnvestigating approsch of the Arab anthors to the
priblems of the Armenian Genocide, their efforts to go deep into the
causes and pature of that bigpest crime of the XOC century, which they
studied in the coatext of the rcist palicy of the sultans and the Young
Turks towards the non-Terkish nations in the Ottoman Empire, the
clucidation of these extremely important issucs have bean a scientific
trend of 1op importance for us.

The works secomplished and accumulated during the past years
enabled us to come to the point of realizing our long-cherished plan — to
put an the reader’s table 3 monographic study, all devoted (o the Arab
scholurs” rich and onigue scientific legacy on the Armenian Genocide of
1915, i the disclosure of its importance and significance.

We are grateful to our fortune for this remarkable opportunity to do it
by the 90th Anniversary of the Armenian Genocide.

* M, Havhannigyss, Arab Historiography O the New Hisary OF Amenia = The New
Histary OF Asmeniz In the Werks OF the Cemtemporssy Fareign Anthors, (Crapter 5],
Yerevam 1993 (Russian).
¥, Hovhaznisyon. The Armesian Genocide. Armesecide™, Yerevan, 2012,
" M. Hovhansisysn, History of the Arsb Couniries, wal. 2, Period of Quamin
Daomination, 1516 - 1918, Yeneven, 2004,
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CHAPTER TWE

THE MOTIVATION FOR ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY
TO ADDRESS THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

The Armenian Genocide of 1915 was committed in the Ouoman
Empire; the initistor and perpstrater of it was the “luehad ve Ternkki”
(*Union and Progrese™) party that cama o power in 1908, and &5 more
known as the *Young Turks", This pasty proved the legal successor of the
crued policy, practiced by the Ottoman sultans throughout centuries, the
aim of which was to keep in subjection the Armenian and all the other
non-Turkish peoples of the empire, knowing no barriers to maintain the
territorial integrity of the empire. The genetic bond between the policy of
ihe saltans and the Young Turks towards the non-Turkish peoples of the
country is obvious, with the enly difference that the latier employed more
atrocions methods in implementing that hidecus policy. The Young Turks
and their leading fedondows groop, with Talat, Enver and Cemal at the
head, became the executors of the thesis “To solve the Armenion
Question through physical extermination of A ians”, formabnted by
grand vizier, prims-minister of the Ottoman Bmplre Sayid Kyuchuk
pashe back in 1884, then used by sultan Abd al-Hamid II as foundation
for he policy. During the 33 years of his rule (IE76-1909), this
bioodthirsty sultan tried to rigorously camy out that concept, and step by
step, through periodic massacres and carnages of Armenians, strived o
achieve his ultimate goal, yet did not manage. The continuators of that
unfinished work of his were the Young Turks, who raised the policy of
physical extermination of Armenians to the level of state policy, by that
pfnvldhlaaﬂ the grounds to typologically classify the Otigeman Empire as
a

Thj.smd:&hﬁ‘ttlﬁad issues made the subject of investigation in
Arnb historiography.

Maturally, 8 guestion arises, why the Arab austhors - histodans,
political scientists, international affairs experts, economists, even as
joarnalists have tarmed o the problems of the Armenian Genocide, giving
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it 30 fuch space in their work? In other words, what is the motivation,
the incentive, or the driving force for it?

1. THE NOVEL CONTINUATION OF TRADITIONS OF CLASSIC
ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY

The traditions of studying the problems of various historical periods
of Armenie and the Armenisn nation re rich in Arab historiography,
hence it is by far not the first case and not fortuitous at all that it
addresses the Armenian Genocide, It is conditionsd by the secular
historical ties betwesn the two nations and a number of historical-
geographic and political factars.

Arabs and Armenians belong to the same geographical area — the
Middle East; they are if not immediate neighbors, then close neighboring
nations. Over cenfuries, various contacis had been catablished between
them - political, commercial-economic and cultural — which at times
were rather frtengive, particularly when their political fatea pgot
interowined, like, for instance, during the historical periods, when the
independent Armenisn and Arsb states existed, or when they
within the same state formations. This happeaed in the I century B.C.,
when o number of Areb countrics — Syria, Lebanon, Palestine,
Mesopotamia and other areas as far as Egypt, became part of the
Armenion Emplre under Tigran the Great®. This fact is stated in Amb
historingraphy, particularly in Usman at-Turk's “Pages from the
Armenian History”, in subsections "Kh'ﬁi'l‘iw the Great in Damascus™
and “King Tigran the Great in Aleppo™. He underscores that Armenia
reached the peak of its glory in the reign of Tigran the Great, when other
countries were annexed to its territory and “his possessions reached as far
a5 Bahr Ghazvin {the Caspian Sea — N. H.) in the north, Cappadocia in
the west, the Iragi borders in the east, while in the south his domain
uudmdulsaruth:mmuflmnﬁubahdcmmdwcin
and Syria™™.

¥ 1. Manandyas, Anaytical Review of Armenian Histary, wol. I, Yerevan, 1944,
¥ Usman at-Targ, Safahet s tirfkhl s-umea al-wmariy <Pages from the History of
Armenian Nation, Aleppo, 1960, p.p. 56-57,
" Iid, p. 56.
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Fuad Hasan Hafiz, Marwan al-Mouodawar and other Arab authors
Thave written about it too.

In the VII — IX centuries Armenin coastituted part of the Arab
Caﬂphln“.

The political fates of Arabs and Armenians interlaced again. when
Arabe in the XV century, more precisely, in 1516, and Armenians of
West Armenia in the X V1T century, in 1639, appeared within the Ottoman
Emgire, fell under the yoke of the Turkish sultans.

The rieh history of Arsb-Armenian relations has been meflected
Arab classic historiography since its formation i.&.. since the [X century.
The Arzb historians — Balazuri, Tabard, Masudi, Maqgrizi, Ibn Asir, Ibn
Shaddad, Abul Fida and many others, as well as geogmphers — Isinkhri.
Thn Hawga!, Yakut al-Hamavi, Tbn Batuta and others in their monascripis
and traveling notes always turmed o the Armenian thame, the history of
medieval Armenia. Noteworthy is that some of them, such a5 Yakut al-
Hamavi and [ba Batuta had been to Armenia and committed @ paper all
they had seen and heard.

These are very imporant spurces that come to enrich the basis of
source-study of Armenclogy und coneribute to the sphere of sudy of
Armenian history.

This, however, was not & one-way phenomenon. Prior to that
beginning from the VII century, ie., from the origination of Islam and
formation of the Arsh stte, Armenian chroniclers Sebecs. (fhevond,
Tovma Arteruni, Hovhannes Draskhanakerisi, Mkhitar Aneisi, Wardan
Areveltsi and others tumed 1o the Arab theme and lefi voluohle
infarmation about Arabs, their religion, history, lifestyle, policy and the
Arab-Armenian relations.

The traditions of Arab historiography, which originators haod been the
founding fathers of classic Amb historiography, Inst up to the present. We
can staie with confidence that the interest of Amb chronicless and
historians towards Armenia, Armenians, their history and cullure, ie o
the Armenian theme has not weakened for over eleven centuries; on the
contrary, in the XX century, perticularly since its second half through the
beginning of the XXI century said interest has noticesbly increased.

<

-. "N, Hovhamnisyan, History of the Arsh Countries, vol. I, From Vi1 Century 1o 1516,
Yenevin, 2003,
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In fact. we can say that today, before our eyes, Amb Ammenology is
being shaped, tuking its deserving and rightful place among the ranks of
wiarlel Armenology.

The Arab historians, preserving the traditions of Arab historiogruphy,
in the course of time introduce an essentinl innovation into studying
Armenian histary, Classic Arab historegraphy used to refes to Armenia
as an entirety for the simple reason that such was the Armenian Land per
se, Contemporary Arab historians, when stusdying modem history of
Armenia and Armenian people, pul more emphasis on one sactor of it -
West Armenii, whicls can be explained by two factars. Firstly, from 1639
Armcaia stopped being united and broke into East Armenis, lates
integrated into Persia, and West Armenia, which made part of the
toman Empire. Secondly, under the existing conditions, the Arab
scholars give preference to West Armenin. conquered by the Ottoman
Empire, which part made alss the Arab countries, conquersd by Turkey
even earlier, in 1516. Consequently, the problems of West Armenia being
claser to them, more understandnbbe was its history, too.

S when the study of the Armenian Genoeide by Arab historlography
ig viewed from the positions of the latter's centuries-old traditions, or
analyzed within the scopes of =aid taditions, the motivation of
contemparary Arnb historiography sppears quite rightful.

2. THE INTERNAL, OR ARAB MOTIVATION

Addressing the Armenian Question and the Genocide by Arab
suthors has yet another motivation, which we woubd eall intemal, or Arab
motivathon.

The Amb nations, having regained independencs and estahlished
their sovereign national states, form their national historiography with
nenel approaches o the study of the nationsl historical problems and
elucidution of the key questions of the past, ent af the values of
varigus phases and problems of Arab history is taking place; the natioaal
cancept of Arab histary is being I'tlnmd based on e appd'ucllea Itis @
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creators of & high and original civilization, known as Asab-lslamic
civilization, Eﬂ themselves in the Inbyrinth of stagnation and
backwardness; what the causes of Arabs’ political, soclal-economic and
cultural backwardness were. Bringing up these crucial for all Ambs issues
for discussion, Arab scholars arrived ot the conclusion that the causes for
Ingging behind the historieal progress should be sought in tl:-: 40 years
of the Ottomen domination, which, they believe. proved disastrous for
Arabs,
In the opinion of Arab historians, economisis and sociologiss,
* particularly disastrous

ware the years of Abd al-Hamid II's reign, characterized by them s
years of zulum, and thereafter, the period of the Young Turks' rule, 1908-
1918, when Arabs were facing the danger of physical exiermination.

Nonetheless, sccording to Arab authors, they will never find
exhaustive and persuasive snswers to these quesiions, shoald thoy
cenfine sirictly within the Arab circles and build their concept solely on
the Arsh materials. They manifest prudence, broad-mindedness and, les
us say, even wisdom in that matter, They realizs that the study of the key
Issues of Asb netlonal history will be incomparably more elficient and
canvincing, if carried out in the all-Ottoman canteat, procesding from the
Irrefutable hassline thesis that all the non-Turkish peoples in the Ottomun
Empire, Muslim or Christinn, were in the same severe political nnd
socinl-cconomic conditions, were subjected o the same brutal nuling
regime and fell victims of viclence and fyranny, They were loaked upan
by the Turkish ruling elite as “raya” —a herd,

Thus, the Arab researchers are convineed, that every step, laken
towards studying the sate of any nation, subjected to Tarkish sultang, in
this case — Armenians, is & step towards studying Arab history, too. The
study of the policy of the Ottoman government towards the non-Turkish
peoples, the Armenian Question in the first place, will help Arshs to
deeper and more comprehensively study their own hismry, the moee so as
during World War I, they are convinced, the Young Turks were planning
to exterminate Anabs as an sthnos together with Armenisns.

This makes the peculiarity of studying by Arshs of the histary of
Armenians and other nations of the empire - Assyrians and Greeks — in
the period of Abd al-Hamid and the Young Turks, and the distinction
from the approaches of previous periods.
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If classic, or medieval Amb histodography involved all the aspects
af Armenian history — politics, culture, economy, religion, lifestyle, ete.,
cantemporary Arab historiography does not keep to that peinciple, being
mare interested in the political and legal state of Armenians in the
Oitoman Empire; in the national policy of the Ottoman sultans and the
Young Turks towards Armenians and other non-Turkish nations; in the
causes of Armenian massacres, and the like. Such approach should most
likely be explained by the fect, that the aforementioned lssues equally
concerned Araby, who suffered from persecution and wiolence of the
Ottoman rulers like Armentans, Greeks, Assyrians, Bulgarians, Serbizns
and other peoples. Despite being Muslim, they were as deprived of any
rights as any of the mentioned penples.

The study of the internal and national policy of the Ouoman ruless by
the example of the Armenian reality, according to Arab historians and
political scientists, should help them make a better substantiated analysis
af the pan-Turkist and racist essence of said policy.

Thus, the stody of the Armenian Genocide and of the history of the
lnst quartes of the

XIX — the first two decades of the XX century is supposed to help
Arabs to more profoundly understand their own history of that same
period,

Arab historiography seeks answers (o jis own questions in the history
of the Armenian Genocide, its preceding and succesding periods.

In our opinkon, that i a methodologically commect chotee.

3, IN THE FOLDS OF ARAB NATIONAL MEMORY

Ambs are probably the only people, who had nationally eye-
witnessed the tremendoos megedy, occarred to Armenians during World
War I. It has been impressed in their memories. They have not forgotten
it. Therefore, ameng the motivations for Arab historiography to elucidate
the Armenian Genocide, the historical memory of Arabs has its particular
place. The historical memary of Ambs about the Armenian Genocide is
an incentive signal for studying the first erime of the XX century, and
uttaches a special shads to Anb historography, increasing its value, due
to which Arab historiography stands out and takes & special place amang
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the other pations’ and peoples’ works. devoted 1o the Armenian
Genox duplicati of them.

O“i?c:“mm |mnsgd;; Arabs, the Armeninn &r?:dd: was also
eye-witnessed by Turks, Kurds and Cireassians. Yes. true it is. yet with o
“glight” difference. They “eye-witnessed” ﬂlﬂlmﬂﬂ MASEICIEs &8
performers, By casting, Turks were starring, while Kurds and Circassions
were their foremest assistants. This, however, does not diminish their
own share of felony and guill, {

Arabs proved involuntary eye-wiinesses: up o the Young Turks
plans, one part of Armenians was to be murdered in their own rund:nc_as.
while the other past was to be forcibly exiled towands the Arab countrics
in the hope that the Syrian and Imqi deserts and Muslim Arabs would
carry @n with thelr bloody work. And so they seted — in complinace with
their elabarated and adopted plan.

The caravans of exiled Armeninns did appear in the Arab couniries,
crossing the Arab termitories, deserts, towns and willages before the cyes
of horrified Amb Bedouins and fellahs. The inhabitants of Deir az-Zor,
Ras ul-Ain, Meskene, Aleppo, Mosul, Baguba, Baghdad, Mahr al-Umar,
of the seitlements along the banks of the Shatt al-Amb became eye-
witnesses of the Armenian Calvary. For Anmenians, these are not mere
geographic names, but spesking witnesses of their tragedy.

Ambs, howewer, wers not indifferent and unsympathetic eye-
witnesses and observers, A great many of them, having neghected the
strict Turkish orders, by which any aid shown to the Armenian carmvans
crossing the Arsb territories was forbidden under pain of death,
courdgetusly offered their help to the exhausted, starving and sick
Armenians, thereby saving many-many lives, espocially of children. For
that, mamy honest Arsbs paid the Turk executioners with their own lives.

All of thess ~ the horrifying scenes, the doomed to death defenseless
Armenians, the dreadful atrocities of the fanatical Turkish mob, had left
their ienprint in the historical memory of Arabs — the common people and
afficials, intellectuals and Bedouing. The Impact was so deep and hard o
forged, that all the accurnulated and impressed in the memory of Ambs is
being returned to us, Armenians, through the studies of the historians of
that kind and noble people, dedicated to the elucidation of the Armenian
Genocide and of the Ottoman rulers’ racist and misanthropic nationol
palicy.
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This mtivation for contemporary Arab historiography to address the
Chrent Armenian Massacre fs most convineing.

4. THE QUESTION OF APPEARING OF ARMENIAN MASSES
IN ARAB COUNTRIES

Among the reasons for Amb historiography to advert on the
Armenian Genocide, fis own place has the question, that worries the new
penemtions of Arabs: why and how have thoussnds of Armenisne,
numhering close half a million in the 50-90s of the XX century, appesred
and seitled down in Syria, Lebanon, Irag, Egypt, Jordan, Kowail, United
Arab Emirates and other Amb states?

Far the peneration of Ambs, that had eye-witnessed the Genocide of
Armenians of 1915 and the appearance of Armenian refugess in the Arab
territories, thers was no such question. For them, everything was fairly
clear and understandable. Further, afier they had abandoned this world
and in came & new generation, especially after World War IL the lntter
have posed a number of questions, such as: who are Armenians; where iz
their homeland, what was the reason for them to sppear In their own
hemelands?

These questions sound natural also because Armenians are not &
passive nation, who would choose (o remain unnoticed in the shade. On
the contrary, they play sctive part in the state, political, social, economic,
culturul and intellectual life in the hospitable Amb countries. Suffice it o
remark that they hold six parfiamentary seats in the Lebaness, and one in
the Syrian pasliaments. ministerial offices in the Lebsnese government;
they have their own solid educational and cultural institutions, their
church, compatriotic unions, and so on and so forth. All this is quite
impressive and arouses the interest and even bewilderment among those
Arvhs, who have no adequate knowledge about history.

Many Arab authors, aware of this reality, thought it appropriate to
satisfy the curiosity of the new generation of Ambs and their inguiring
minds concerning the issve, which is not of a secondary importance for
them.

This fact, too, has encouraged the Arab scholars to tum w the
Armenian massacres and the Armenian Genocide. They are getting to the
roats of the problam, since otherwise no exhaustive answers can be given,
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Hensce seve that the first tide of West Armenians fled 1o the Arab
L THs (M0e. whom rakin, ARt skt 11 Jleasad the
Armenian massacres in Constantinople, Sasun and other arezs of West
Armeniz. a ]

But the major renson for the overwhelming part of Ammenians io
settle down in the Arab countries, a8 smted by Amb suthors, was the
Oenocide of 1915 and the policy of forcible depontation of Armenians,
employed by the Ottoman exceutioners dusing that period. So. the Amb
histarigns conclude, Armenians. did not leave their homeland and seftle
down in the Amb states woluntarily, but as & fesult of the Oteasn
gov 's paticy of 1 ion, viclenoe and massacre. consistently
applied against Armenians, which they also practiced agninst Ambs. This
is what they have been trying to explain to the younger pencrations of
Arahs. And that is the reason why Armentans were weleamed. belped and
supported in the Arab states both by the Arsb population and the Amb
[Eovemments,

These questions were explicated in detail in the works by such Amb
authors as Fusd Hasan Hafiz, Marwsn al-Moudawar, Masud Dehir,
Adnan al-Sayed Huozayn and others. In his work on natiennl minerities in
the Arab siates, A. Hourani dedicated o separate section to the Armeanian
commisnities

“Thuzs, we may say that the fact of addressing the Armenian Genocide
by Arab historiography is quite reasomed and necessitated. It is not a
single action of &n individual author at an amateurish level but o
tharoughly developed and well-considered scientific rend, which first of
all proceeds from the historical npecessity of & more profound,
comprehensive and convinging study and elucidation of the questions of
Arsb history proper,

Quite an unique and remarkable phenomenon is being observed:
addressing the Armenian Genocide furthers the more substantinl study of
Arab history, which in its turn furthers the more profound analysis of the
Armeninan Genocide.

* A, Houran, The Netional Misoeities in the Arsb Ward, Landon, 1547,
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CHAPTER THREE

CLASSIFICATION OF THE WORKS BY ARAB AUTHORS
ON THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

Having familiarized with Armb historiography and the works by Amb
authors on the Armenian Genocide, we may assert that they differ by
their nature, by the jesues discussed, and by their scope. Said difference,
however, dost not concern the owerall assessment of the Armenian
Genncide, In terms of asseszing the Armenian Geaocide, ils reasons,
nalure, perpetrators, offenders and the responsible for it, they are on the
whale unonimous, and, in our view, the problems are elucidated from
quile a correct slandpaint,

5o that difference only snd solely refers to the place, given to the
Armenian Genocide in the works by Amab scholars, the scopes and frames
of the questions analyzed, the sources and literature referred to, the depth
of elucidation. and the like.

In ihis respect. their works can be divided into thees groups.

I. WORKS WHOLLY AND DIRECTLY DEVOTED TO THE
INVESTIGATION OF THE PROBLEMS OF THE ARMENIAN
GENOCIDE

The first group of works is not the biggest in oumber, bat in trms of
the questions discussed, the depth and the audacity of the viewpoints
suggested, it is unmistakably the most valoable one. These works are
miostly in Arabic, some of them — also in French and English, and were
published in Cairo, Damascus, Beirut, Baghdad, Aleppo, Latakia, Saida
und elsewhens,

Among the works in this group of classification, chronologically, the
palm bears the Syrian author Fayez al-Ghossein and his work entitled
“The Massacres in Armenia”, published in 1916, This work is not only
the first in Arab historiography, but one of the first ever in European,
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Amesican, Russian, and even Armenian historography, wrien and
pmmummmmmumm .

The author Fayer al-Ghossein was an Amb Bedouin. coming from
the influential Salut ashirat, or tribe, in Hauran region in Syrii. For his
time, he was rather well-educated, went to special schoal for the children
of tribal chieftains in Istanbul. For three and a half years he held the
paosition of & kaimokam, or governor of the Armenian vilayet of Mamurat
Aziziys, or Kharberd. This gave him an exceptional opporiunity (o
farmliarize with the Armenian Question and the: policy of the Oitoman
gutharities towards Armenians. Later, he works 85 lnwyer in Damascus.
then becomes a member of Haooran Board of Lawyers. In the days of
‘World War I, in 1915. Fayez al-Ghossein receives an order 1o leave for
Erzrum. When he gets to Diarbakir, it appears, that the Russian troops are
deployed near Brorum, which makes him stay in Dinrbakir. Here, as he
relates in his book, he is armested for no reason, spends & manth in prison,
then is set free. Yet, he is forced to stay in Diarbakir for six monthe and 2
half. Apparently, we owe exactly to this incident that some time laler
Fayez al-Ghossein committed to paper all he had, as he put it. “seen and
heard”, and became the suthar of his well-known book, which presents nn
exceptional source for studying the Armenian Genocide. T have seen and
beard from relishle sources”, he writes, il what was happening 1o
Armenians™.

While in Diarbakir, he sees the miserable caravans of the Armenion
refugees, coming from Brerum, Kharberd, Bitlis, Van and ather places,
atiended by bloodihirsty Turkish soldiers. To what be has seen, he sdds
trastwaorthy facts, obtained from the ashimat leaders, who were very well
aware of the Young Turks' policy, their plans, and knew what horrid
atrocities were committed against Armenians in vilayets, provinces and
on the roads. Based on that reliable information, he writss, "whoever
reads this book, should know that what is written here is true; it is only 2
very small part of the barbarities, excrcisad by Turks against the rights of
the Armenian people"™.

" Faper ab-Giostin, Mazshih f Amtisiya- "Al-Masadir al-srabiya hevla jorima thadoe -
arman' ~ The Mussacees in Armenin *Soorces on the Crise of the Armenian Genneide®,
Beiru, 1988, p. 49,

ik
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The suthor manages to leave Disrbakir for Basra, then Bombay,
India, where he accomplishes his work on July, 21, 1916, and issues that
sume yeur. Supposedly, the Interest towards the book was quite intense,
s in 19]7-1918 it was already translated and published in French and
English,

The work came out under different titles. As we have already
mentioned. in Arabic it was entitled "The Massacres in Armenia®™. The
baok was translated into Armenien end published under the same title,
with the words “Bvidences of an Eyewimess” added"®. In French, it came
it under the title "The Bwldm:a of &n Arab Musglim on Innocence and
Massacres of Armenians™"

One Mhmulﬂnwmﬁlhshﬂlimm
evidences of an eye-witness, it acquired the value of & prime sounce.

Typologically, to this group of classification also beleng three works
by o famaus Arab historian Moussa Prince, which by their content and
the elucidation of the Armenian Genocide supplement cach other, The
Tirst is the French edition of his voluminous wark {about 600 pages) “An
Unpunished Genocide: The Ar ide"", which he wrote in 1967-
1973, Tt is noéeworthy that, as be remarks, he started working on these
works on Apeil, 24, 1967, which is the day when al] Armeniang around
the world commemarate as the beginning of the Armenian Genocide,

There is o concise version of that work, too, which the author
especially prepared and presented at the 11 International Congress on
Prevention of Crime, held in Paris on Tuly, 10-14, 1067",

And, finally, the basic content and the principal questions of thess
two works in the French language have found their reflection in the work
"The Massacres of Armenians: Crime sgainst Humanity™®, issued in
Armbic,

These works of Mowssa Prince are n‘fw.:signlﬂm for the study
of the Armenian Genocide. Here examined ars such key issues as the

"hﬂd-Ghln!ln.Mlﬂmmirmmu{l!ﬂhﬂoFln Eyewinesy), Calro, 1960,
" B, gl- Ghasin. T d'un Arabe aur | el e massacne des:
.l\rmtllltnl Bambey, 1917,

" Moussa Prince. U genocide impuni-L” Armengride, 1975
® Mousn Prince Un genocide impunl. L' Armenocide. Introduction. Awee la
callsherstion de Murie-Ange M. Prince, 1967, Heldelbery, Presy, Lebamon,

* Muoussa Prince. Mejazar l-armen: Jersim dida al-inse=iya - Massarres of Armenians:
Crime againsi Humanity, Adeppo. 1996, {In Améde the word "mujazar” means
*isasabcra”, “alaughles”. but is also usod in the messing of "genocide” - NIL),
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rmenccide during the Hamid regime. the Young Turks and the
:“h-nuncidn ﬁl:ur\:spmsﬂili:y of Turks, Germans, Austrians and the
Entente states, the consequences of the Armenocide, efc.

In owur view, Mousss Prince’ greatest and the most wvalunble
mﬂmmuugﬁﬂdds{udyofmmnmmiﬂeisum}uwm

the first to put into the term A ide” by analogy with
“enccide”, which fully, comprehensively and precisely reflecis the
esdence, naturs, distincsive and peculiarities of the Armeninn
Genocide.

To the analysis of the problems of the Armenian Genocide devoted
are a series of works by the Lebaness historian and politicnl figure Salih
Zehr ad-Din. He examines that matter first of all in the context of
Turanism, forcible Turkization of Armenians and Arabs into Turks and
the pan-Turkist policy of the Ottoman authorities. This is the general
content of hia work "Anmenians end Arshs between Tusanism and
Zionism™™, where he has devoted separate chapters: to the relations of the
Young Turks and Arabg, Armentans and the Young Turks. Another work
by this swthor touches upon this problem, too, where he analyzes the
Armentan-Arab relations considering the likeness of their fates, for both
had been long under the Ottoman dominstion™. In thess studies the
schalar fit ol i of the key p of the
history of Araba and Armenians in the late XIX - early XX centuries,
which certainly increases their scientific significance.

Ameng Salih Zahr ad-Din's works, prominent is his voluminoas
study, devoted to the policy of the Ottoman authorities in West Armenia
and the position of the Great Powers, which embraces quite a long period
— fram the last quarter of the XTX through the first quaner of the XX
century™, Here, he analyzes the Armenian Question and the Armenian
Genecide in their integrity, and examines these two phenomena in their
interrelation. The author's speculations are worth attention for their solid

™ Sallh Zabr ad-Din, Al-wman va sl-smb bayna nrnia va sihyuniye- Armenians and
Arabs berween Tieraniom end Zionlsm, Beirul, 1994,

¥ Salik Zahr #d-Din, As-sadaks al-arabiya al-armeniye va al-masie &-Suslitanak - Arab-
Armenian Friendship and Comenon Fate, Beinut, 1594,

”Sll[l!.lhfld-l}ln,&'p- al-hunueat ol -xmaniys i Asminiya al-gharbiyn va mavkir
al-kuva el-duvaliys minhe- The Palicy of the Otoarnan Exspire in West Armenis and the
Pogizion iof Intemuional Forees Towards I, Beirst, 1996 This work & his docieeal ihesis.
whtich he defemided at the Seientific Council of the Tstitute of Orental Stdics of MAS
RA, and was pwestded the requesied scieniific degree,
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logie, bazed on the efficlent spplication and analysls of the facts and
sOUCES.

The abatract of this work, which was the author's doctoral thesis,
wis issued in Armenian®, The author worded his whmud.l the
guestion onder discossion as follows, "The Ottoman
proved unable to assimilate the Armenian and Arsh panplu fna dvil:wd
way and by policy of colture, b ‘Turks lack f i while
Arabs and Armenians had had ding culture, thelr own statshood
anel high civilization. For thet very reason, Turks first of all wanted to
Turkify and mmla::ﬂ-e nations at & higher cultiral level = Armenians,
Arubs, Greeks, et,"™

This is an uur.un]yjmpurml observation of a conceptual value.

The work by & Syrian author Meim al-Yaffi is also worth anention™.
It presents not only the auther's own position towards the Armenian
Genocide, but also the Amb public opinion. Besides, when discussing the
ciuses of the Armenian Question and, related with it the possibility of
commitment of the Armenian Genocide, al-Yaffi presents his own view,
which in many ways differs from those accepted in Amb historiography.
‘We will addreas it in the relevant section of this wark.

A contemporary Egypeian historian Muhammad Rifat al-Imam is the
muthor of several works devoted 1o the history of Bgyptinn Armenians,
the Armenian Question and the Armenian Genocide, He lectores st
Epyptian University, is the editor-In-chief of the "New Egypl” magazine,
editor-in<chief of the “Arev"'(*Sun") magazine in Arabic, en the pages of
which owstanding Egyptian historians, political snd cultural fipures
publish interesting aricles on various aspects of Armenian history,
seience and eulture and the Armenian-Arab historical-caltural relations.

In 2002, his new work came oul, where he analyzes the Armenian
Question, its developments and transformations beginning from the
Congress of Berlin of 1878 up fo the Conference of Lausanne of 1923%

* Galih Fares Zahr ud-Din The Policy of the Ottoman Governmest in West Armosia
Aund (he Position of the Great Powers. inwards the Armenian Questios (=nd of the XTX-
I'm{qn.rltrnrm: XX century). Yerevan, (994,

* i, . 18
.’Nllﬂ al-Yadfi, Majever al-srman wn mavkif array al am al-arahi minha - The
Armenian Cienocide nd the Position of Arsb Public Opimion an It, Al-Latagiya, 1992,

™ hiuhammad Rifat ol-Imam, Al-kediya al-armasiya fi davisti sl-usmaniya. 18781923
—The Armesian Question in the Otieean Emplee. 18781923, Criro, 2002,
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This interesting stody comsists of three chapters: “Hamidiss and
Armenians: 1878-1000", “Irehadists and Armenians: 1909-1918" and
"Kemalisss and Armenions: 1919-1923%, The fites of the chaplers
uggest the scope of the analyzed questions and their chronological
coverage. In view of the question under discwision, particularly
significant ane the first too chaptess, where the detuiled analysis of the
origination of the Armenian Question end the way the intemationsl

exploited it s given, as well as the Armenian massacres of 1804-
1806, the emergence and evalution of Turanism, the Armenian Geaoeide
a5 tragedy, etc, The smdy is grounded on the irrefutable idea. worded by
the suthor himself: the genocide against the Armenion peaple. camemitted
by the Cttoman leaders in the times of Abd al-Hamid, the Young Turks
and Kemal, was to establish a Turanian state, basing on the principle “one
nation — ange ulitlnnm-

Thematically, & unique place s cccupied by Adnan al-Sayed
Husayn's "The Right of Self-Determination: The Armenian Question as
an Bxamgle™™. The author chose to study the Armenian Question and the
Armentan Genocide from the standpoint of international law, first of all -
from the standpoint of the right of self-determination of nations, He
analyzes and aesesses such problems as the Armenion Question ond the
interests of the Great Powers, the Treaty of San Stefanc, the Congress of
Berlin, the stand of international law towards massacres, the retreat of the
Greal Powers from their commitments, exemplified by the Treatics of
Sevres and Lausanne, ete.

Moteworthy is that, as @ most typical exsmple of meeting the terms
of ane of the fundamental principles of international law — the right of
self-dedermination, Adnan al-Sayed Hosayn brought the Armenian
Question. Consequently, the Armenian Genocide was the most brutal
violation of that principel international law, itted by the Opoman
authorities in the years of their rle.

By nature, Adnan Husayn's work is & novelty among the works of
Amb aothors devoted to the Armenian Genocide, which fact increases iis
scientific significance.

T Ihid., p. 9

™ adnan ai-Sayed Husayn, Hek terir s-masio, Alladiyn al-srmasiva fiiimseajan -

The Right of Self-Determination. The Armesian Question &s an Example. Beinse 1898
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And, finally, wholly dedicated to the Armenian Genocide are the
published in Jerusalem [yas Zananiri's wark™ and the works of other
Arub zuthors, by which each of them contribaited to the study of the
Armenian Genocide, enriched the investigation of that problem with new
aspects, revealed pew phenomena, put into circulation new sources and
facts, thanks 1o which the comerstone of the scientific theary om the
Armenian Genocide hus become stronger and sieadier,

We would fike 1o turm o ong more publication, that is, the 111 volame
of “Armenians in the Islamic Encyclopedia®, which contains numerous
encyclopedic articles on Armenians, Armenda, its history, geographic
regieas, population, culture and other issues, as any encyclopedia does.
Fram that viewpoin, this volume doss not present anything new,
esperially that most of the articles are translated from English, Freoch
and German™.

Yet, it has a mather interesting Preface, entitled “Arabs and
Armentans”, which belongs to the pen of an Arsb historian Umar al-
Dakak. He devotes an ample space to the historiographic problems, and
notes that the interest of Arabs towards Armenians and their history grew
during Workd War 1 He points out the works by Arab authors, among
them Fayez al-Ghosesin, Asad Daghir, Marwan al-Moudawar, Fuad
Hasan Hafiz and others, who have lddrmed modesn and recent
Armenian history, and makes valuabie comments®,.

Reviewlng the intercanmected Armenian-Arab relations, Umar al-
Dakak also adverts on the works of Armenian historiang, devoted to Arab
history, and grades them highly. He especially singles out the works by
“Nikolay Hovhannisyan, Aram Ter-Ghevondyan, Yervand Qasoni™ and
others™, with the intention to show the Arab reader that not only Asabs
wrile about Armenian history, but Armnenians, 1o, devote whols works to
the elucidation of the problems that Ambs face.

™ lyas Fananiri, The Tragedy of the Mazion, Al-Kuds al-Arabi, 1985,
® Atarman [\ dairati al-masrif o-islamiva. Mujaled as-salis - Armenims i he [samic
Encyclapedia, valume 3, Cairm, 1892
" thid,, pp. 21-28
% wrmenian in the Islnmic Encyclopedia. pags 25,
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2. ANALYSIS OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE IN THE
WORKS BY ARAB AUTHORS ON ARMENIAN HISTORY

The second in the classificasion of the warks by Arsh kistorians on
mmimﬁmkmﬂumwmwmdmmﬂm:h
study of Armenian history in peneml. within which scope they also
discuss the problem of the Armenian Genocide.

As 8 rule, these works are rather comprehensive in terms of the

1 d il and chronology. They usually cover Armenian history
from the ancient times until the present.
In compli with this principle is written the voluminous work

“Armeaiens in the Course of History™ by the Syman auther Marwan al-
Moudawar, which consists of seven sections, each containing several
chapters (it totals 716 pages™.

Marwan al-Moudawar is a real imtellectoal. He swodied law at the
University of Damascus, continued his edocation in Bud Hungary,
thereafter in the USA, graduating from Colorado Unbversity.

In the author's “Dedication™ it says that the book is written “with
empathy for the peoples of the warld, deprived of civil rights, the
Armenian people In paricalar”, in belief that it will serve its primary goal
— *ig give the Arsbs and all other fres and unprejudiced peoples, no
mmatter where they are, a clesr notion of Armenian history™. At the same
time, the author ia sure that his book will contribute to the frasemnal ties of
Arabs and Armenians, “furthering their mutusl cognition™’.

Marwan al-Mowdawar gave a clear definition of his objectives in the
“Author's Word™, He purposed to write the complets history of Armenia
and the Armenian people, which by that time had not been done in Arabic
and, by dedng this, “to fill up the g!pinm'a.b]incmﬂu:"“. In this way, he
tried to give the Arsh reader the requisite kmowledge and information
about Armenians as & nation, thelr country and state, stressing that, in

# Marwan al-Moodowar, Alarman abra si-tarikd - Armenims Trougheal Histoey,
Beirut, 1962,

Mbid, p. 5
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reaching Lhnl goal, his spproseh was “historically sbsolute and
objective™”.

Hmng noted sl this, Marwan al-Moudawar notes that “he found it
impartant (o give & large space 1o the Armenian Question™. The: author
also says thet he analyzes that question by two levels, The first 13 the
local level, which in his assessment is the period, when Armenians were
within the Cdtoman Empire, in the XIX and the beginning of the XX
centiries, and were subjecied to the violence and teriure by the Otioman
povernment. The second is the imernatienal level, the pericd, when the
Armenian Quoestion is discossed in accardance with internaticnnl law.

The mithor of that valuable book points out another impertant fact of
principal significance. He analyzes the Armenkan-Arab relations,
emphasizing the unanimity of their atthude towards the policy of the
Ouoman Emgire, applied 1o them, i.e. the “policy umeulnw\nrdn
Armenians and the policy of Turkization townrds Ambs™",

These conceptunl viewpainis constitute the grounds nfﬂmnm:mu
of Marean sl-Moudawar's work, where the point ab lssug is the
Armenian Question und the Armenian Genocide,

In terms of structure and choice of material for study, on the same
principles is anchored the wark by Egyptizn suthor Fuad Hasan Hafiz,
awyer by profession, who had worked mOumu prosecutor for mamy
years. u qualified intermational law np:rt . The author stody embraces
quite a long historical period ~ from the ancient times through the Soviet
period, muking history, economy, science and colbture of Soviet Armenia
a subject for eonsideration {the book totals 576 pages).

Out of five sections of this work, two are about conguering West
Armenia by the Ottoman Empire, the history of crigination of the
Armenian Question, the pelicy of sultans and the Yeoung Turks towards
Armenizns, explication of the nature of pan-Turkism and of the danger it
presented for the Armenian people, the Armenian Genocide, which be
considers erime not only against Armenians, but against humanity per se,
and ather problems,

# [hid., p.10
M ihid p. 12
* Iy,
* Wam Hasan Halks, Teikh ash-shaati alarmani munzu al-bedayati haita al-yaum =
The Histoey of Armenian People from Beginsing io Present, Calvg, 1988,
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Fusd Hasan Hafirz like Marwan al-Moudawar and othes Arab
historians, when saying Armenian Genocide do not mean the events of
115, bat also the slaughbers and massacres, committed by sultin Abd al-
Hamid II He undeslines that in this work. "oae of the primary goals is the
mdynfﬂﬂmm(hmddahlbaommminlhepgﬁd af
Abd al-Hamid TI, starting from the last quarter of the XIX century,
dwelling particalarly on the Genocide of 1915, He believes that not
only the Armenians of the six Armentan vilayeis in East Anatolin, but
almost sll Armenians in the empire underwent the Genocide. The
interesting point is that, within the scope of the policy of the Genocide,
the Bgyptian scholar also regards the fact that “the new Tuorkish siae
(Kemalist — M. H.) nnnexed part of East Armenia, having ralified the
Tresty of Aleksandropal, signed with the Yersvan Republic in 19207

Fuzd Hasan Hafiz clucidates these issues against Lhe general
background of the Ottoman government's intermal and national palicy.
clogely comrelating the Armenian Qruestion with the national issues of the
ather non-Turkish peoples of the empire, Arahs in particular.

The Armenian-Arab friendly melations weme also duly elucidated in
the wark of the Egyptian suthar.

The sources this work is based on are rather extensive. It is becauss
the author knows Russion and, apadt from the sources in Amabic, English
and French, he also made use of Russian sources, as well as works by
some Armenian historians, published in Russian®.

The work of Fuad Hasan Hafiz, writlen in kesping io scientific
principles and from impartinlity smndpoint, is & serious contribution to
general Armenian history, particularly — to the study of the problems of
the Armenian Cenocide,

Worth attention is the stady “Pages fram the History of Armenian
Natlon" by the Syrian Arab historian Usman at-Turg®, This is the fiest
woluminous work by the Arab suthor. Though by the frames of the
analyzed questions and, sometimes, by the depth of elueidation it yields

*ibd.p g
g o
2 In 2002 we met with Pued Hasan Hefiz in Cair, whene during o detailed sk be najed
that he admired Armenian history with its herolc peges abenst preserving the natsomal
identity and authenticity, the high cultural values,
* Usman at-Turyg, Salahal min tarikhi 2l-umma 2l armaniyn - Pages from the Hagary of
Armenian Nation, Aleppa, 1560,
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1o the ather twa works mentioned by us, nonetheless, its significance and
wseluiness for the study of the Armenian Genocide is beyond doubt.

Analyzing this issue, Usman at-Turg especially dwelt on the German
sources, giving them o partieolar place, beesuse during World War L
when the Armenion Genocide was commined, Germany was Turkey's
ally and hod & great influence on it Hedemadumnmmb-mmm
the Germany's position towards the Armenian Genocide, He examines
ona by one the positions of the other Great Powers towards the first
Cienocide of the XX century.

Usman atl-Turg's work comes to enrich our notien sbout the Great
Armenian Mussacre,

Let us turn 1o two more works.

The first is the already mentioned work by Salih Zahr ad-Din:
“Armenians: People and Problem™?, in which, along with the historieal
path passed by Armenians, the swthor also reflects upon the condition of
Armenians daring Abd al-Hamid's years of zulum and the rule of the
Young Turks; explicates the causes of the Armenian Genocide, the issues
of complicity of the perpetrators, ete. He particularly evolves the idea thar
Armenians had given no reasons o the Otioman rulers o be treated that
barbarically. “Armenians, as well as Arabs,' Salih Zahr ad-Din writes,
“resolutely resisted Turkization in order to maintain their language,
culture, customs and traditions™. Jmentans, - the author puts - it,
“demanded a life free of persecutions™,

Such was their *fault",

The second wark, which will conelude this sub-section of the studies
on the Armenion Genocide by Arab authors, is Samir Arbash' valoable
study “Armenia: Land md:?mq)lc"' Here, ampie space is given o the
geopraphy of Armenia, the ethnogenesis of Armenians, issues of old and
medieval Armenian history, Armenian-Arab-relations, etc. In view of the
problem that interests us, most valuable are the sections which discuss
such key issues as the conquest of West Armenia by the Ottoman Empire
and the state of Armenians in it; Armenians and Abd sl-Hamid IT; the

“Suolils Fahr ad-Min, AlArmes shosb va kadiyn = Armenins: Nation sed Problem,
Beirul, 1958
* Ihid., pege 95
# fhid.
“Sumir Arhash, Arminiya: ard v stasb ~ Armesie: Land wnd Nation, Beni, 1991,
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Young Turk revplt of 1908, the Great Massacre, or the Genocide (the
authar uses the term al-mazabih al-gubra — the Great Massacre).
 This work contains a number of interesting observations. We will
“iwell on two of them. The first refers 1o the position of Armenians
yowards the so-called revolution of the Young Turks. “In the beginning’.
the author writes, ‘Armenians weleomed the revolution as they thougli it
would put an end to their persecutions, and they would be gramted
freedom™®, This political naivety of Armenians eost them dear.

Here is the second noteworthy observation by Samir Arbagh It
eomcerns the secret decision of the Young Turk leadership to mussacre
Armepians. He notes that “in 1910 in Salonika, the congress of the
*Tisehad ve Terakki” party was convened, which passed a secret decision
f0 massacre the Armeniand in the Ottoman state, this decision being the
first step on the way to the Gireat Armenian Massacre™,

The works by Arab authors on Armenian history in the second
classification group, the isswes brought up, the analysis and viewpoints of
Amb historians and lawyess constitute a considerable contribution io the
study of the Armenian Genocide.

3. THE PROBLEMS OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE IN THE
WORKS OF ARAB AUTHORS ABOUT ARAB COUNTRIES

This group of works, by classification, makes the thind proup of
researches of Arab authors on the Armenian Genocide. The peculiarity of
this group is that the works, belonging here, eontain details from both the
first amd the second subgroups, on the ane hand, and they are very closely
connected with the problems of Arab history of the late XIX - first two
decades of the XX centuries, on the ather. At times, the history of thess
two nations under the Ottoman dominstion is presented literally
interiwined. This becomes most evident when they analyze such
questions as Abd al-Hamid's zulum, pan-Turkism, forcible assimilation
of the noa-Turkish natiens of the empire, deportation of Armeniznz and
Anibs by the Young Turks during World War I, physical annibilation of
the Armenian and Arsh national and politicsl figures, exc.

P hid_p 136
™ Ihid, p. &7,



Ini this subgroup of classification, in the first place the prominent
Egyptian Arsb historian Amin Sayld's works should be mentionsd, well
knowwn not anly to Ambs, but also to foreign specialists and readers, the
more so 85 some of his works have besn translated into forsign
langunges. In this serics, his “The Great Arab Revolt™ three-volume study
stands out, particularly the T volume”. Here, an utterly genuine
description is given of the nightmarish reality that reigned in the Ottoman
Empire during the rule of the Young Tusks, including the pariod of World
War [; shown is the man-hating palicy of the (rtoman rulers towands
Arabs, Armenians and other non-Turkish peoples, which helps a lot to
tndersiand the motivations of the Armenian Genocide.

The other wark by Amin Sayid is also of great interest and hes bean
translated and published in Russian™. The author, whe had N easy access
1o numerous Turkish sources and was very well aware of the secrats of
the Young Turk palicy, notes that during World War [ the Istanbul rulers
“decided that the time is ripe to put an end to two powerful netional
mvements — the movements of Arabs in Syria, Irag and Hijaz, snd the
Armenian movement in East Anatolin™®. In the extirpation of Armenians
he directly accuses Talat, who, as ﬁmm Sayid slruar.a., “headed the
campaign for annihilating Armenians™,

Among these works its um.queplaoe has Asad Mnmh Daghir’s study
“The Revolt of Arbe™, It was first published in 1916 in Egypt, then in
1989 in Aleppo™, The suthor had been an active panticipant of the Arab
liberation mevement sgainst the Ottoman domination. In his work, the
author dwells extensively upon the Armenian Question, so extensively
that doctor Umar al-Dakak considered it “a work devoted to the Arsb and
Armenian problems™. The author analyzes the Armenian, Arab, as well
u5 the Balkan problems as companents of the Eastern Question, showing

*' umsin Sayhd, As-sairn bl-swbiys al-qubrs, §, 3 - The Grest Arab Revoll, vol. 3, Cairo,
1534, The word ‘saura” has two meanings in Arsbée, ‘revolutios’ snd “revole’. Thoogh
some muthors tremslate the fitle of Amin Said's book as ‘revolution’, we sl peefer the
word ‘revolt’, & semnntically Il B more eorreet, the mare s0 a8 Ambs really revalied
#ﬂnﬂeﬂmmmmwﬂhl

Asmin Sayld, The Revalt of Ambs in the XX eentury, Translated fram Andic, Moscow,
INItRNlII!'I

Dlhid, p. 79.
* Ihid.

*Asa Muflsh Daghir, Ssura sl-arab - The Revol of Arsbs, Aleppa, 1985,

* Ihid,, p. 22
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* e negative consequences of that factor for the fates of the Amb ond
:‘:"mg:n‘ Guestions. Asad Daghir goes ufnr‘n: he considers the Eastern
(uestion 1o be the canse of World War I, saying that “the war in Europe
was declared because of the East™™,

In the book, a special subsection, enfitled “The Ammenian Question™,
is dervoted to Armenians, where he dwells upon the policy of the Young
Turks towards Armenians, the position of the Great Powers, and the
hh’;ay the questions raised and the bold inferences made, worh
atterdion is Jihod Salih's work, in which a whole chapter is devoled 1o the
Armenian Question. the periecutions of Armenians in the Otioman
Empire and the Armenmian Genocide. The author examines these
questions within the scopes of pan-Turkism and the policy of foreible
Turkization. That these scopes arc quite clear for Jihad Salih, is seen in
the very title of his work “Turkish Turanism between Fundamentalism
and Fascism™, By Ideological orientstion and the modus operandi. he
typologically qualifies pan-Turkism as a fascist ideology. I is 0 novel
npproach to the assessment of pan-Turkism.

To this group of historiographic likerature also belong the works by
Zein Nureddin Zein®, Emil Tuma®, Iragi authors Shagir Khashag,
Muhammad Ahmad al-Maani, Feisal Najim al-Din al-Atmji™ and cihers,
whers discussed are some basic issues of the Near-Eastern geopalitics.
the policy of litehadists, the activity of some Armenian deputies at the
Ottoman parliament, &nd a2 a result of 8l this - some key issues. related
with the Armenian Genocide.

In this brief review of Arab histeriographic literniure, devoted to the
investigation of the Armenisn CGenocide, we only examined the
monographic studies. As regards the arficles, quite a few of them, we will

T ol . 1.

A id., p 2731

'th.d Salik. Al-Turaniya al-Turkiya baysa al-asuliya vu al-fashoya - Turkish Temmism
between Fundamentalism and Pascism, Beirul, 1987,
:mnﬂlﬂubﬂwﬁm Natlonal #m, Mew Yook, 1972,

Emll Tuma, Mational-Libertion Mewement and Problem of Arb Unity, Temsaied <

Tram Arshic, Mascow, 1974 (Russisa),
L Ehasbag, Mubammsd Ahmnd al-Manna, Feissl Najim 51-0in ab-Alraji,
Tughrafiys nl-raq - Oeograghy of [, Baghdad, 1959
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turn e them out of necessity, at discussing concrete issuss, in the relevant
sections of the wark,

We would like to note that the division of Amb historiographic
literature into three groups or categaries Is but conditional, In reality, said
literature should be viewed in entirsty, Only in that case it will be
possible to form & comprehensive notion about Arab historiography,
devated 1o the Armenian Genacide, and the ion ft hes made 1o
the investigation of the Genocide,




CHAPTER FOUR

TWO PRINCIPAL PECULIARITIES OF ARAR
HISTORIOGRAPHIC STUDIES DEVOTED TO THE ANALYSIS
OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

The lierature about the Armenisn Genocide, writien in many
janguages around the workd, is sbundant. First of all, the works by
American, Bnglish, Austrian, German, Russian and French authors
should be mentioned, which are an important contribstion to the stody of
genocide in general, and to the examination of the Armenian Genoeide,
or the Armenocide, in particular. They are written, based on scarce prime
sourees, documents, archive and othes official matenal, in sirici keeping
to all the scientific norms and loyalty to the scientific impartality. The

service they mender is that they confirm the truh that the
Armenian Genocide was previously planned and theroughly prepared,
and that it was the official policy of the Ottoman sate. its palitical,
military and other strschires. They recopnize the government of the
Ouroman Empire and the leadership of the Young Turk parnty as affenders
for that eriminal sct against Armenians and homanity.

By the same principles of kesping to scientific neems are puided the
Arb historians, whose studies typologically are identical 1o the works of
western authors, who truthfully elucidate the problems of the Armeninn
Genocide.

An important peculiarity is observed here. The works by some Arh
authors ware written al the time when the Armenisn Genocide wss under
way (Payer sl-Ghosssin, Asad Daghir and others), while others were
written right in the aftermath of these events, under their fresh impression
(Amin Said and others). Hence, In & sense, they are evidances of eye-
‘witnesses, and carry the significance of a prime soarce.

Amab historiography, devoted to the Armenian Genocide, is also
characterized by the following peculiarity. Far the Amb amhors, the
Ottoman Empire with its internal and national policy, the political
#tmosphere &nd the dépraved morals are oot @ terea incognita — an
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unknown world. They know it s their own history, not from books. For
near four hundreed years, 1516-1918, the Arab countries had made part of
:be &mn&mhummmummdmhmun.mm

on themselves all the “delights™ of the Ottoman brutal yoke,
whlch has left an indelible trace in their historical memory. By their own
historical experience they have leamt known the sxsncs of the sultanic
regime, Abd al-Hamid horrors, Young Turk's racist ideology, forcible
Turkization of the non-Turkish peoples of the Empire, pan-Turanism,
massacres and carpages, ste. The information about all this they gather
nol from ather scholars, studies or archives, bat derive from their own
hissory,

Beyond any doubi. this circumstance aftaches a specific sense and
significance 1o the works by Arsb suthors, devated to the study of the
isspes of the Armenian Genocide of 1915 - a mater that, for
understandable reasons, lacks in European, Russian and American
historiography. Arsb historiography hes a cerain advantage in this

Having said this, we by no means have in mind any parsonal
advantage of the Arab suthors as professionsls over their European oc
American colleagues. The secret of the “advantage™ Hes in that Arbs had
historically been connected with the Ottoman Empire, and they can view
it not as Otoman, but their own history, or at lesst part of it, which
component make also the history of West Armentans and the Armenian
Genocide.

This circumstance has to be underscored not merely for faimess
suke, but because the Turkish historians, guided by the instnsctions of
present-day Turkey's government, atiempt to pegate the Armenian
Genocide. With Arab historiography they cannot employ the factor of the
rescarchers” alleged “unawareness” or “falsification™ of history, s the
Arab authors reproduce what they, or their not-so-remote ancestors had
scen themselves.

Under the circumstances, the convulsions of Turkish historicgraphy
evidence the latter’s complete fesblensss.

This is the first and foremost peculiarity of Arsb histodography,
which importance in proving that modern Turkish historiography has no
grounds 1o refute the fact of the Armenian Genocide, can hardly be
overestimated.

39



The second peculiarity of Arab historiogruphy is that the Armb
authors are Muslims.

The Turkish authors, trying by all means to refute the fact of the
Armeniin Genocide, while debating with the Buropean, Russian and
American scholars, thoss wha recognize the Armenian Genocide, very
aften, a1 times explicitly, at times implicitly allude 1o ithe religious
affiliation of these historians, suggesting that they, being Christians.
would quite naturally support Christian Armenians, attributing to Mustim
Trks erimes, such as. for instance, the Armentan Genocide, which as if
they have never commitbed,

This is but & lame move on their part. Atributing relighous
implications to western historiography on the Armenian Genocide, what
the Turkish historians do, iz o totally unsubstontinted accusstion agatnst
the western scholars-histarians, who in their reseorch work ars guided by
irrefatable and veracious facts. It is 2 desperate aftempt to disiort the
reality, which makes & part of the Turkish historiographic stralegy of
falsification and misrepresentation of the real history of the Armenian
Genocide,

The groundless and lhm‘brlshwd npprosch  of  Turkish
historiography, based on the tendency of misinterpreting the reality.
becomes even more obvious, when we wry to juxtspose il with Arab
historiography.

As is known, Arabs are Muslims. They ane the founders of Tlam;
within the Arsb community has this world religion taken shape: (he
sxered book Koran has beésn writken in Arabic. Amb histeriography on

the Armenian Genocide by the principles and elucidation of the problems
does. not differ from westem h:mdmplu which representatives are
“accused” by Turkish histor of their religious partiality and

abaence of scientific objectivity. If that is the case, then what shall be
done with the Muoslim Arab historians, who denounce the Ouoman
Empire's Muslim |eaders’ policy of forcible Turkization of all the nop-
Turkish nations of the Empire, including Arsbe and Armenians, who
stress that what those had done to Armenians during World War L was 2
Genocide?

Obwiously, with Arab historiography, the reference to the religious
factar is imelevant. With Arab-Muslim authors the religions attribute, be
it Christianity or Islam, does not and will not werk. 1t is appropriate to
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quote herz the great Chinese philosopher Confuciug, saying, “No use to
Iwak in the dark room for o black cat which is not thens,

Thaus, the sccond important peculiarity of Arab historiography on the
Anmenizn Genpocide is thet it straightforeardly refutes and rejects the
anempts of the Turkish historians to introduce the factor of religion and
o Lilamie-Christian relations into the scientific interpretation of the
Armenian Genacide. By this approach of Arab historiography, the asus
of the Armenian Genocide remains in the political field, rather than
maves o the rd-g:ou.q;lme

Essentially, the opinions, with rare exceptions, coincide in
eaplicating and recognizing the nature and causes of the Armenian
Genocide by the overwhelming majority of genocidolopists, who are
puided exclusively by scientific prineiples and do not glve in to the
political influence, imespective of their religious affiliation, of their being
Christian, Muslim or Jodaic.

For faimess sake, we should admit with satisfoction that ewven
Turkish aothors hove already appeared, whose opinion does no lenger
comply with the goveming in Turkey official viewpoint, who demand
fram Turkey o acknowledge its guilt.
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CHAPTER FIVE

ARAE HISTORIOGRAPHY ABOUT THE ESSENCE OF THE
OTTOMAN EMPIRE: THE PREREQUISITES OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

1. STATEMENT

The guestion of the prerequisites snd causes of the Genocide is
without cxaggeration the most important in the system of genocidology.
1t alsa holds & plwulp]mmmsahmdmnfunpuﬂemahlz
Armenocide, or extermination of Armenians, The political, social,
ethnical and religious roats of the Armenian Genocids should be sought
right bere. The rest is derivative: the scope of the Genocide, iis
mechanisms, strategy and other related issues.

Pleazingly surpriging is that the Amb suthors and Amb
historiography in geoeral have noticed this, and it has been appropriatcly
reflected In the studics of Arsh historians, devoied to the Armenian
Genocide, They have not oaly noticed, bist they see a certain difference
between the prerequisites and the causes or the motives. Said difference,
however, is not mdical, hence it would be wrong to oppose these notions,
The Arab historians and political scientists succeeded in avodding (hae
danger, convinced that they are logically interrelated and supplement
sach other,

In terms of elucidating the roots and prerequisites. s well as the
causss of the genocide in the Dlmmlimphc.cfpﬁncipnl significance is
the explication of the essence of the Ottoman Empire. its state-political,
social-economic, ethric-religious Iq):m This matter has received
extensive coverage in Arab histori iy, . when di ing it
the Arab authors giuprﬁmwlhlﬂﬂhmd Le to the study of
the Arabe' legal, political, social-economic and linguisticcultural
questions. But they also very well realize that, confining only within the
Arab frames, or based only on the Arsb material, it would be impossible
1o give the realistic and vermcioas picture of the Ottoman Empire. Far that
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reason, they expand the frumes of the stedy of the issue and supplement
the Arub material with materials conceming the state of the other nations
of the empire — of Armenians, Gr::lw. Syrians, Slavs, as well as Kurds,
i i Albanians, their place in the social structure of
the Ortoman Empire and their condition, In that way only it is possible to
deseribe U anatomy of the Ottoman Empire as & state-political body.

The description of the enatomy, or of the nature of the Owoman
Empire enahles us to understand the policy of sulizns and the ruling elite
of the empire towasds the non-Turkish peoples, to find the malnspring of
1he commitied massacres and the clue o the genocides.

2 THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE AS A SYSTEM BASED ON
VIOLENCE AND WARS, DOORS SHUT FOR NEW IDEAS

Numerous Arb authors — historians, ecomomists, philosophers,
international  affuirs experts, political scientists and others, have
addressed the problem of the nature and essence of the Ottoman Empirs,
and given their own estimation. Among them, especially notewarthy are
the approaches and estimations of Shakik Gharbel, Fuad Hasan Hafiz,
Marwan al-Moudawar, Philip Hitti, Amin Said, Samir Arbash, Salih Zahr
ud-Din, Emil Tuma and other authors. Deapite some differences, they are
unanimous on the most important aspest = the Ottaman Empire was an
autharitarlan siste, which did not present the interests of the non-Turkish
nations of the empire, and as a result of its policy, based on racist
principles, it was suffering erisis and appeared in 8 deadfock.

The characteristic of the Ouoman Empire is given profoundly and
comprehensively by the Egyptian philosopher, sociologist and political
scientist Shukik Gharbal. Based on his serious analysis, he infers that
“The Ottoman Empirs.., was not grounded on sny new religious,
political or socinl ideas, on the contrary, it was based on wars and
expangion, and did not open the doors for its numerous raya of varios
religious and national background in onder o coordinate their
interrelations, basing on popular ideas and principles. The Otiomans were
1 tuking, not a giving nation, as evidence their plans and projects™. We
think the anstomy of the Ottoman state and society is outlined perfectly

e Fuad Tiasan Hafiz; History of the Armenien People, p. 180,
43



wiell, revenled are the principles, on which that state was anchored. which
did not offer sy conditions not only for the development, but for the
mere existence of mya — the non-Turkish peoples, Profound is the
author's thought, that “the Ottomans are & taking. nol & giving nation™,
which means that they were used to taking everything out of their mya.
squeszing all the juices out of them, giving nothing in rewum in the
political, legal, national, religious and human aspect, considering them
secand-rate and defective nations and peoples.

Such mentality of the Turk rolers and the society, based on wirs and
violence, offered all the favorable preconditions for making the existence
of raya questionable. And not caly thar. They creased apl precequisites
and stmosphere for the physiesl extermination of the non-Turkish
peoples, that is, for genocide. In this tendency sees Shakik Gharbal the
causes for the fall of the Ottoman Empire, underlining, that its stagnation,
coruption  and  destruction were conditioned by the  above
circums

Quite abiractive is Usman ai-Turg's assessment of the Ottomian
Empire, which clearly shows what blamewarthy principles towards the
non-Turkish nations the policy of the Owomans wos anchored on. "“The
Oitomany’, he writes, 'did not exerclze the palicy of peaceful eoexistence
with their subjects, did not build their policy on law and justice. Policy of
racism and nationalism — these were the priorities in the minds of the then
rulers™®.

The same viewpoint is shared by Fund Hasan Hafiz, in whose
opinion, in the (Mtoman Empire there were no laws, protecting or
ensuring the nntional security of the non-Turkish peoples. Not only there
were no such laws in the empire, but they, the Turks, the Turkish sociedy,
their dominating peychology, traditions and customs were not ready for
it, and would not accept the very idea of equality of rghts between them
&nd the non-Tirkish nations™,

In the assessment of Arab historiography, the Otioman Empire was 2
military-feudal, regressive, dictatorial state. This is exactly how Philip
Hitti characterized this empire, noting that *The Owoman Empire by its

-
Thid
* Upsnan ai-Turg, Pages from the History of Armenian Nation, p. 191,
* Fuasd Husan Halk. Histary of the Armentan Peopls, p. 182216,
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nature and strctune was a military and dynastic empire™". To him, one
af the peculiar features of the Ottoman Empire was the military
laraiicism: everything was subjected to it. In this coonection he stresses
thal the Ouoman Empire, “as a state, was first of all established for wars,
rather than for the welfare of its own people™.

Having given this quite genuine picture of the Ottoman Empire, Ph.
Hitti then turns to the begal siste of the noa-Turk naticns. To his mind, the
welfare of the subject naticns was not a priodity for the Ottoman Empire,
und ane of the rcasons for it was that the empire’s “subjsces wens 2
conglomerstion of various nations — Ambs, Assyrians, Iragis, Egyptians,
Berbers, Kunds. Armeniang, Slavs, Greeks, Albanians — with their faiths,
Janguuges and [ifestyle, who were kept together by Osman’s sword"™. In
ndher words, what kept the Arabs, Armenians, Greeks, Slavs and other
peoples within the emplre were oot fair laws, equality of the nations,
sconomic factors and common political geals, but violenee, which
symbol was the sword of Osman’s, the founder of the Turkish state. That
sward hid always been suspended over the non-Turkish nations. Not only
was it suspended, but every now and then it fell down on their heads,

Such was the anatomy of the Ottoman Empire sccording to the
aithoritative Arab historian Ph. Hidti, whose viewpoints are in their depth
consonant with those of Shakik Gharbal.

Their viewpoinis coincide also on the matter of the raya. The Arsbic
word “raya” means bath “herd” (of castle) and “w graze”. Not enly
Christians — Armenians, Greeks, Assyrians, Slavs were considered raya,
bt nises Mustims — Arabs, Kurds, efc. When addressing that point, Ph.
Hitti underscones that in the Oueman Emgpire, “the subjects were raya —
Iherdls to b shepherded, flesced and milked"™.

This exiremely precise figamiive expression perfectly chamcterizes
the Ottoman Empire and wisely reveals its racist cssence. We emphagize
the racist aspect not without reason: in the Ottoman Empirs the one and
only shepherd was the Turk, the shearer and milker was the Turk, toa, a8
he was considered the only dominating nation, which, according to the

“ Iiey Philip, Hissary of the Arsbe. From the Earlien Times w the Present, London,
1950, p 715,
* Ihid.
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Muslim nations and peoples of the empire.

3. TURKS - THE “SUPERIOR” NATION OF THE EMPIRE

One of the most fmpertant services, offered by Arab historegrphy
in revesling the essenoe of the Ottoman Empire, ks that it tumed to the
Ottoran rulers’ and idealogists' concept of the Turks being the
“superioe” nation, and uncovered the bagically racist official ideclogy, by
which Turks were put above all the other peoples in the Empire. The
Arb authors do this, based on the high values, that had been created by
Arabs, Gireeks, Armenians and the other nafions, which were considersd
raya. In their studies, they give extensive coversge of Armenian culture,
the classical values, erested by Armenians.

Turning to the lssue of "superiority” of the Turkish ethnos, Naiem al-
Yaffi notes that in the Ottoman Empire, “the Turkish nation was
considered higher than all the other nations™'. The Egyptian historian
Muhammad Rifst al-Imam focuses on the fact that in the Oloman
Bmpire, the differsnce between the Turks and non-Turks was “officially
binding"™, ic. legalized, He confirms this, exemplifying Armenians,
noting that “Armenians were second-rate eltizens™™, To suppart his
wigwpaint, he states that the svidence in the court, brought by Armeninns,
was niot sccepted; they had no right to carry arms; in rural aress
under the domination of the Othoman military and feudal lords, ete.”. The
situation was alike for Greeks, Assyelans, Bulgarians, Serbs and other
non-Turkish peoples.

The concept of the Turkish ethnos' being “superior™ and “selece”, and
the: non-Turkish peoples - “inferior”, second-rate and rayn. was very
dangerous, as it constituted an ideslogical basis and moral justification
fior getting even with the raya, threatening their physical existence,

";mmﬂﬁ.mﬁmmimcmwummmmuu Arah Pablic Opinion,
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Maim al-Yaffi is decisively against that racist theory, undeslining that
the Turkish ethnes had never had eny accomplishments in the sphere of
culture: or science, nor did it excel by amything the other nations. of the
empire; vice versi, the Anb swthors adduce the destructions the Turks
brought about on their way of conquests, the demolished cultural
manymeanis, lemples, towns and settlements.

The Arab scholars disclaim the Turk nationalists’ racist theory,
exemplifying among others also the cultural achievements of the
Armenian people, Having studied the centuries-old Armenian history and
culture, Fusd Hasan Hafiz emphasizes the gmul contribution of the
Armenian nation inio the world civilizstion™. Samir Arbash considers
that “the Armenian nation is the nation thai becams famous for its
intellect, genius and courage'™. Salih Zahe ad-Din, too, in his work
“prmenians: Peaple and Problem”, has devoted a special section fo the
cultuse and civiliztion, created by Armenians, classifying it among the
workd's grestest achievements”. In & word, ungrounded was the concept
of progressiveness and superiority of Turks and inferiority of Armenians
and the ather non-Turkish nations.

Salih #ahr ad-Din addressed this same issue in his other work -
“Armenians and Arabs between Turanism and Zieaism™. He examines
the matter, basing on the Arab and Armenisn materials and proceeding
from the facl that although “Arabs and Armenians are not offsprings of
the same country and the same nation, b-.u:lwywearedln'baﬂm
offsprings of the same morals, same problem and same fate'™, The
wuthor has in mind the Oftoman period, wlmbmhdlmpoopks-
Armenians and Arabs ~ were under the Ottoman dosmination. To continue
his. idea, Salib Zshr ad-Din underfines that “they had the same ensmy™™.
The Cutoman despotic yoke is implied here. He straightforwardly states
that “from the very beginning. the T‘Ll]cl!h Ottoman regime attempted to
Turkify Arabs and Armenians, to Turanify tham™'

Yet, 05 the Lebanese author remarks, Ihll:wunul an easy task, since
such nations as Arabs, Armmenians, Gresks and others, being under the

 Fyad Tlesen Haliz, History of the Armestan People, p 3.
* Samir Arbash, Armenia: Land s People, p 7.
" galih Zakr ad-Din, Armenles: People and Problem, p 2335,
 Sih Zabir ud-Din, Ar=enites anid Asus betwren Turanise and Zionism, pé
Thid.
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Otwoman domination, wens at & higher developmental level, than Turks.
wgrabs’, he says, “were more civilized than Turks'", adding. “s0 were
Armenians™. :

Summing up his views, Salih Zahr ad-Din writes, “Arbs and
Armenians have language. history and civilization, while Turks have
neither longuage, nor history or civilization; Arsbs and Armenians hove
pationality, while Turks hove no nni.m‘.g.liw: Arabs and Armenians hove
territory, while Turks have no territory™™.

By saying that Turks have 1o territory, Salih Zabr ad-Din alludes 1o
the fact that Turks are incomers. Having left Altai and the Ceraral Asian
steppes, they intruded the Mear East and Transcaucasin. occupied the
Arah and Armenban territories, settled down in the lands of other peoples
2nd established their dommination over them.

Agninst the conoept of Turks' “superiority™ a5 an ethnos speak ool
mny other Arab aathors. Among them, worth cifing is Najib Azuri. ane
of the prominent figures of the Arab liberation movement, founder of the
“Leapue of Arab Homeland™ and author of & series of remarkable works,
We should also note that in Arsh reality, e was ane of the first who in
the beginning of the XX century brought up and founded the cancept of
sameness of the political interests of Armenians and Arabs in ihe struggle
against the regime of zulum, meaning that both of these mations suffered
undar the snme Ottoman yoke and were subjected to the policy of forcible
Turkization.

MNajib Azuri analyzes the issue of the so-called superiority of Turks®
versus Arabs, Armesinns, Greeks and other patlonnlitses, in his book
*Awakening of the Arab Nation”, published in French in Paris. Here he
underlines the idea that the reason for the social-economic and
intellectual backwardness of Arabs ~ once a nation of great civilization -
was the Ottoman domination, the Turkish obscurantism and the regime of
zulum. “Turks', be writes, ‘destroyed Amabs. But for them, Arabs could
hawve been among the most civilized nations in the world™. Furthering

" Thids
= Ihid., p. 5
& Ihid.
M N, Hovhansisyn, History af the Amb Couniries wol. 11, Period of Otinmen. Bominstsen
15161918, Yerevan, 2004, p. 443.
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his mwpmma, Najib Azuri concludes, “Arabs are better than Tusks in
every aspect™.

mlrmmmﬂutﬁnh'lb jans and political scl
paitting under the fire of criticism the racist concept of the Turks'
“superiority” and the Arabe, Armenians, Greeks' and other nations’
“mferionly”, which had become the officisl ideclogy of the Ottoman
Emipire, razed that concept to the ground, and jusily qualified it as a meist
theary. which was and is being rejested today by the civilized world.

Alang with the said, we arc bound to stats that the above concepe,
nonetheless, effecied enormous destructions and formed the ideslogical
foundation for planning, organizing and committing of massacres and
genocides, first of all the Armenian Genocide, in the Ottoman Empire.

4. THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE - A COUNTRY OF MASSACRES
AND CARNAGES

Adveriing an the Ottoman Empire's policy of massacres as the major
wwal for solving the national question, occupies a significant place in Arab
historigraphy in terms of revealing the regressive essence of the
Otiemman military-fendal empire. We may say that in Arab historiography,
it is considered a matter of primary importance, which, as o rule, is
uddressed by almost all the scholars. According to them, massacres were
permanenl companions of the Turkish sultans in thelr internal policy,
Mazssacres of the non-Turkish peoples are one of the most, if not the most
chureterstic. features of the Ottoman Bmpire, In elwcidating this
question, the Amb authoss give no preference to any nation or people.
They apply a complex. epproach, i.2., they tum without excsption to all
the nations of the Ottoman Empire, which periodically fell victim of the
Turkish yataghan. Due to it, the Ottoman Empire's national policy
becomes mone understandable and salient, and the conclusicns of the
Arab historians - betier grounded and more convincing. Owing to such

approach, the history of the XTX — eardy XX century of the Ottoman
Eempire is seen as an endless lon of and p i
violations of the national dignity of the non-Turkish nations — Arabs,
Armenians, Greeks, Bulgarians, Assyrians and others.

* thid.



That is how the modem pericd of the Ottoman Empire’s history is
perceived by such Arnb historians as Fusd Hasan Hafiz, Maorwan al-
Moidawar, Usman a1-Turg and others, who have examined the problem
in all detnils, having devoted to it long years. Some of them have even
compiled the list of the massacres, perpetrated in the Ottoman Exnpire.
Worth mentioning smang them is the list, put together by Usman at-Turg,
which i fairfy complete, us it includes almest all the major massacres of
the XIX century, such as: the Greek massucres of 1821 in Istanbul: the
inter-Arab clashes, instigaied by the Turkish suthorifies in 1845, which
recurred in Syrin and Lebanca in 1858-1860; the Bloody events of the
1860-1870s in Armerdan Zeytun; the messacres of Bulgarinns and other
Balkan nations of 1875-1876; the Armenisn massacres of 1504-1806 in
Istanbul ahd In the Armenian provinces, ete.*.

The massseres are niot exhausted by this. Werh mentioning are ihe
massscres of Greeks on the island of Crete in 1896, the mass camages of
Macedonians in Macedonia, the bloody suppression of the libertion
movements of Arshs in the province of Jebel Druz in Syria in [886 and
1896, in Aleppo in 1895, ate.

Thus, the non-Turkish nations of the: Empire saw the XX eeniury in
under massacres and camages. In 1903 the marches of Ambs were
savagely suppressed in Beirut; in 1903-1904 the Turkizh authoritiss ogain
organized massacres of Armenians in Sasun and Mush®. And, finally,
there comes the massacre of Armenians of 1909 in Adena. which
deserves special attention. It really does, as it happaned 1o be the first
mass slaughter after the Young Turks had come to power in the Ottoman
Empire. It came to prove that, afier the so-called Young Turk revolution
of 1908 under the slogins of the French Revolution — Liberiy, Equality
and Fraternity, nothing changed in the empire, and the Young Turks were
the worthy successors of the sulians also in the matter of the “bratherly™
slaughter of the non-Turkish nations. The Armenian massacres of 1909
showed that the so-called “new regime” of the Young Turks was not any
different from the old one. Moussa Prince notices that in between the
“old” and “new™ barbarous regimes, the “Cilician Armenians fell the first
victims"™, In his turn, Marwen al-Moodewar writes that, the Armenian

" Usman at-Targ, Fages from (he Histery of Armenian Mation, p. (88157,
™ Muhsmmad Rifat ad-Tmam, The Anmenian Question in the Otinman Stme 1878-1823,
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massacres of 1909 in the town of Adana in Cilicla give all the basis to
siste that the Ouoman Empire was retwming to the “regime of
massacres™, A remark from us: in reality, that policy hed never been

given up.

5. THE ERA OF ZULUM: “THE OTTOMAN EMFIRE - ABD AL-
HAMID'S PRISON": THE FORMULA “TO SOLVE THE ARMENIAN
QUESTION BY WAY OF PHYSICAL EXTERMINATION OF
ARMENIANS *

All the megative nspecss inhersnt in the Ottorman Bmpire - it
slaughterous nature, the dominating ideclogy based on racism, etc., may
serve o most demonstrative description of the period, known as the period
of zulum, 1t is mseparable from sultan Abd al-Hamid 1I's neme, who
rules with his iron hand from 1876, when be sscended Osman's throne,
up until 1909, when he was dethroned. For the numerous biood-sheds,
murders and carnages he was nicknamed “red sultan®, or & bloodsucker, a
bloodthirsty and deadly sultan, while the period of his rule was
designaled a5 & “period of zulum®™. The Arabic word “zolum™ means
“diceptorship”, “despofism”, “tyranny”, bearing shades of tragedy,
disaster and misforiune,

Abd al-Hamid IT and his period were given said definition by Arabs
back in his times; nowadays it has become a widely accepted scientific
concept in Arab historiography. Fuad Hasan Hafiz writes that “having
started with murdering of all hiz brothers and their families, he made
maxs carnages and murders am everydsy occurrence in the empire,
ultimately becoming the executioner of the Armenian people’™, Moussa
Prince nicknamed him “red sultan™', The same name is given to him in
the Lebaness encyclopedia™ Chamcterizing Abd al-Hamid 11 and his
perind, Marwan al-Meudawar writes, “That sultan, who had also besn
justly named as-soltan al-ahmar (“red sultan®™ = N. H.), reigned over the
Ottoman Emgire with his iron hand for 33 years™, Let us retorn to Fuad

¥ himrwean sl-Moudawar, Armesians Throsghout Hiseery, p 801,

® pyad Tasan Haliz, History of the Armeniss People, p 201
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Hasan Hafiz, who nates that “his (Abd al-Hamid I's - M. H.) narme wos
assultan al-ahmar, because be was “the organizer of the hloody
carnages™. Abd al-Hamid 11 gave so much room to violence, persecution
and carmapes in his internal and nationsl policy, that some people wene
gven convineed he was insane,

The period of zulum is clearly specified and its casence is
comprehensively d in Arab hi graphy, which belps a bos 10
shape a more generalized understanding of the Ottoman Emgire. In Arab
historiegraphy said period s perceived as that of mass slanghters, oven
or covent munders, vinbence, treschery and espionage, persecution of the
citizpans for their nationalist, religious and political views, s peried of
wrrests &nd mearcerations. It was the em when darkness dominated. when
everyone was out of breath,

At this period, the policy of the Ottoman leaders towards the non-
Turkish nations, their pelifical and national figures, organizations and
unions became even more uncentrollable and brutal. In ocur view, the
period is best chamcterized by Arab author Yusuf Yazbek, He calls the
Ottoman Emgire “Abd al-Humid prisan™, This concept is deminating in
contemporary Areb historiography. Not only no positive changes were
being noticed in the policy of zulum, but, on the contrary, it grew muore
and maore atrocious. This wiewpoint has been verbalized by the prominent
Lebanesz historian Zein N. Zein, who said that the policy of sulum year
by year grew ingreasingly brutal™, which means that there was no hope
for the prison doors to open, vice versa, everyihing was done to lock them
even faster. Incidentally, the red sultan did have all the reasons (o keap
the doors of his prison shut, because, as Emil Tuma notes, “The warious
anti-absolutist groups and movements of the empire gradually came 1o
realize the necessity to unite, and eventually, & bleck of basic forces
ngainst the regime of zulsm was founded™™.

According to the Amab researchers, ane of the most distinctive traits
of zulum was the barbaric pelicy of violence and persecution towards the
non-Turkish population. At that, they are far from the idea that by Abd al-

* Fuad Masan Wafiz, History of Armenian Peagle, p 201
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Hamid purseed this policy exceptionally or mostty towards Arabs. The
ull-Citoman practice is meant, that is — the red sultan’s tyrannical policy
towards Armenians, Greeks, the Balkan and other peoples. This
viewpaint is clearly verbalized by Marwan al-Moudawar, who notes thit
Abd al-Hamid's violence and persecution policy “applicd to all the
peaples of the smpm. namely, the Arab peoples, the Balkar peoples, and
the Armenion pesple™.

Carnages became :h: most typical feature of the Otteman Empire's
administrative culture ai the period of zulam.

Armenions fell the firet victims of the shghterous poliey in the
period of zulum. Although we have cursorily addressed this issue,
nonetheless we should retum (o cenain aspects of the Armenian
mussacres of [804-1896, during which period around 300 thousand
people perished. We have been encouraged to get back to this issue by
Fusd Hosan Hafiz' intriguing thought that “in the intermal policy, sultan
Abd al-Hamid 11 feared the people™™, That was not #n inbom fear, ar
birth defect, but a resuli of a definite palicy, which in its turn ensued from
the aimosphere of fear, conspiracy, murders and intrigues, that
traditionally dominated in the Ottoman court, in which environment Abd
al-Humic [ was brought up and grew. Yer, he had driven ell that 1o
absuntity,

Abd al-Humid 1 irled te overcome his fear of the empire’s naticas
by way of mass corniges. especially that their discontent with the policy
of zulim was geining momentum, ot times taking tha farm of anti-sultan
profest marches. Unable o seitle the national issue by political means, the
bloadthirsty sultan relbed on violence and yataghan,

Such was the atmosphere in the Ottoman Esmpire, when the concept
of settling the Armenian Question through the physical extesmination of
Armenians began to shape. Later it became the only scceptable optian.
The author of that “rlesis” wes Abd al-Hamid's grand vizier Kuchuk
Said, who had repeatedly voiced it In the 1880s, which afterwards Abhd
al-Harnid 1T made the comerstone for his policy.

The Armentan massacres of 18941896 in West Armenian and in
Istanbul should be regarded as the first attempt of exercising that thesis.
All the Arab historians without exception, who have studied the history

™ Marnun al-Meud Th Hislory, p. 395,
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of the Otoman Empire of the XIX century, addressed those massacres.
They find that the mussacres were not accidental. This idea was adbered
to by Fuad Hasan Hafiz, who sald that “at all events. the Armenian policy
ar, in other words, the policy of massacres. nm&buyed by Abd al-Hamid
T, made constituent part of his imternal policy™™. Usman at-Turg thinks
that the Armeninn massacres of 1894-189G were thoroughly prepared. ™
He gives detniled enumemtion of the Armeninn massacres in Erzrum,
Yermka, Trebzen, Baiburt, Bitlis, Ambkir, Diarbakir, Kharberd, Svaz,
Marash. Kesariya and in other towns and villages of the Onoman Empire,
inhabited by Armenians, The Syrian historian Khayri Hama qualifies
those massacres of Armenians as savage™. A similar assessment gives i
the Armenian the Leb istorian, Dr, Jamil Khabe in lis
work “Armenians and Lebanon®, Analyzing the emigration of Armeninns
1o lsbanon and other Arah coantries, he notes that it was an oulcome of
the persecutions, the Armenian nation wes subjected to under the
Ottoman yoke, and it bogan during Abd al-Hamid's reign, when in | 894~
1896 the barbarous Armenian massacres were committed, and thousands
of the perseculed rushed towards the neighbaring couniries, and Lebanan
was one of them™'™,

Addressing these issues, Marwan al-Moudavwer found it necessary 1o
quote Sultan Abd al-Hamid s words, “To put an end to the Armenian
Question, cne should pat an end to Armenians™®. Moussa Prince
considers the Armenisn massacres of 1894-1806 as genocide, the
beginning of the policy of the Armenocide, which foundation was laid by
Abd al-Hamid I, whom the renowned Amb scholar calls “big
offender”™,

Sultan Abd al-Hamid failed to bring about this muan-hating ides of
his, yet it served a comerstane for his suecessors' — Young Turks' palicy,
who proved able to realize the bloodthirsty sultan’s felonious plan.

"8 Thid., p. 200
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Thus, thanks to Arab historiographic explication of the despatic,
racist and murderous essence of the Ottoman Empire, the of the
Armenion Genocide have besn disclosed and made clear. These
prerequisites ariginated in the depths of the political, sconomic and social
niministrative system of the empire, taken as & whale strcture, anchored
on the regressive, typleal for the medieval obscusantism political, social
and national-ethnic ideas, which had expired their life span since long. It
wak zn empire, which, & results from the analysis by Arab historical
sciences, appears 8 clasical example of & state with Turks 85 a
dominating and “superiar” nation and the remaining non-Turkish peoples
— u5 subject rayn. It was a state, where: the policy of slaughtering of all the
non-Turkish nations, including Armenians, was sdopted a5 state policy.
The barbaric cullure of massacres was the organic component of the
internnl and national policy of the Ottoman state. That specific Otoman
structure in itself carried 2 powesful potential for genocide, which might
prove feasible, shosld the opporiune intermal and external conditions
coeme U,

The mmllﬁmlsufﬂ)emhhimhalﬂlmﬁunmmm
conclude that the policy of slaughters is only cne step away from that of
penacide, just as it was only one step for the Odtoman state of zulom to
transform nto a genocidal state.

The Armenian Genocide of 1915 in the Ottoman Empire proved the
veracity of this viewpoint.

X ]



CHAPTER 5IX

ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY
ON THE CAUSES OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

After explicating the pesrequisites of the Armenian Genoclds, the
political. social and ethnie factors that gave birth to the Genocide, i is
ralgvant to elucidate the causes of the Armenion Genocide in the way it
has been dane in Areb historiography.

The study of the works by Arab scholars en the Armenian Genocide:
shows that there is no Great Chinese Wall, sepasating the prerequisites of
the Armenian Genocide of 1915 from its cnumes. They are closely
interconnected, a5 the canses dinectly proceed from the presequisites, or
are conditionad by them. Sometimes, it is even hard 1o differentine o
prercquisite from & cause, especially when a prerequisite smoothly
transforms into a causs, Not only logical connection exists between them,
but there is also succession of actions. Chuses are the reflection and
realization of the prevequisites. Therefore, they should be regarded in
integrity.

Given that, we think it necessary to discuss the distinctly outlined
causes of the Genocide one by one, which is dictated by the complexity
of the issue of the Armenian Genocide, by the importance of perceiving
the policy and the long-trm goals of the Young Turks, who had
perpetrated the COenocide, as well as imderstanding the wuys the
Armenocide transformed from a plan into 2 practical action.

1. FAILURE OF THE POLICY OF FORCIBLE TURKIZATION
OF ARMENIANS — ONE OF THE MAIN CAUSES OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

The Armenian Genocids asa phenomenon and crime is impossible 1o
be adequately perceived without elucidation of the Yaung Turk policy of
forcible Turkization, tha policy of establishing an ethnically “pure”
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Turkish sinte, which became the comerstone of the Young Turk policy. In
emence, it was a policy of assimilation of Armenians and all the other
naon-Turkish peoples of the empire, which the Young “Turks pursued by
severest methads and acts.

Principally. not as & spontaneous act. bat as a state policy, it was aot
alien to the Ottoman Empire #nd fts rulers; such sttempts had been made
even before the Young Turks came (o power.

The new Ottemans were advoceles of assimilation of all the nations
in the Ouoman Empire, the finst adwocates of the specific Tuckish
nntionalism, who made their appearance back in the 1860-1870s, under
whose pressure sultan Abd al-Hamid II put into effect the fimst
conélitution in the history of the Cttoman Empire in 1876 One of the
core provisions of the ideology of the new Oftomans was “the concept of
the Cttoman nation”. According to that concept, all the peoples in the
Osoman Empire — Tarks, Arabs, Armenians, Greeks, Assyrians, Kurds,
Circussians, Albanians, Serbs, Bulgarians, Bosnlans — sl the pecples and
ethnic groups were considered ane "Ottoman nation. In reality, it meant
assimilating all the above-mentioned peoples with Turks, although that
artificinl and newly created by fosce “nation” would not be called
“Turkish nation”, but rather be designated as “Ottoman nation™. Only
through assimilution with Turks would it be possible to create the
“{uioman nation”. Article 8 in the Ouoman Congstinstion of 1876 states,
“all the subjects of the empire are called Ottomans without religious
discrimination™, There was a speeial paragraph in the comstitution
proclaiming Islam the state religion, and Tuskish - the official language
of the Ottoman Empire™, It was officially stated that in the Ottoman
Empire, holding a post or being elected a membes of the parliament was
stipulated by knowledge of Turkish. Speaking Tuskish was mandatary. In
the Turkish majlis, the ssssions were to be held solely in the Turkish
language, although togetber with the Turk deputies, there also sat
deputies of Arub, Armenian, Greek, Albanian and other backgroands.

Thus. in the Cttoman Empire, the concept of the “Ottoman nation™
wis officially adopted, fixed in the comstitation, thereby acquired the
farce of law,

Yei, all the sitempts to ereate said Otoman nation by decree and by
relevant constitulional law and paragraph failed.

"®gie: M, Hovhanalsyon, History of Arab Countries, val 11, p. 431 - 432,
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Two circumstances contributed to that mostly,

First, the regime of zulum was ocaly capable of destructive and
wmxmnmmaﬂﬁmfwﬁmwlndunmhle
1o create anything, not any new structare. Abd al-Hamid IT's regime did
fot manage to crush down the oppesition of the non-Turkish nations and
rmake them comply with the aesimilation palicy and turn into an Ottarman
nation, as had been planned by the bloodthirsty sultan and his Oitoman
msm comes the assimilation policy. Even the most vielent and
severs methods of assimilstion require & certain histodeal period, I
cannot be doae right now right there, Neither did the developments grant
any such possibility whatsoever. Sultan Abd al-Hamid I hod had his
portion of “guilt™ in it

As has been mentioned, the Young Turks, who came to power as o
resalt of the coup d'stet in July of 1908, did not dethrone Abd al-Hamid
I The sultan took advantage of the sinsation o organize coup d'etat and
regain the power an April 13, 1904, The Young Turks fled from istanbul
to Macedania,

‘Within that period, Abd al-Hamid [T hurried to commit new erimes.
But he did not reign long. The Young Turks, supported by their dedicatsd
troope, stationed in Salonika, started for Istanbul and entered the capital
city. On April 24, 1909 they managed to suppress the sullan’s revolt,
dethroned Abd al-Hamid II to replace him by Muhammad (Mehmed)
Rashad V.

Tt had had its pokitical conssquances,

The Young Turks formed their own government, which became the
principal instrument for implementing thedr ideas and plans. They started
their activity reckoning with no power or public figuse beyond their
camp. One of their first steps was that they threw away the mask of
Tiberalism and the veil of advocates of equal rights of all the nations of
the Empire, and presented to the workd their real face — that of fasatic
nationalists, chauvinists, racists and despots. This, as Bmil Tuma puts it,
“repulsed Arab, Albanian apd Armenian nationalists from “liehad ve
Tezakkd ™",

In 190%, the Young Turks psssed 8 law, banning all unbons,
companies and organizations of the Asah, Ammenian, Greek, Albanian

el Tuema, Matinned-Liberstion Mavemest and the Problem of Arsb Unity, . 102,
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and other nationalities. In this connection, Emil Tuma brings up the
spesch of ‘I"m!;:l. Armenian d:pul)' loﬂl:TurH:h majlis, considering it
mast for ap i the essence of the maiter in
question, 'W!l:n dls:umn; ﬂl: ]lw al ll1= parlinment of depaties’, the
Arah suthor writes, ‘deputies of different natiomalities came up with
severe criticism. The Armenian deputy Vartges (Vandges — M. H.)
expressed the opinion of the opposition by stating that “the imposed on
the Otigman peoples ban lo preserve thelr naticnality, racial {i.e. ethnic =
M. H.) affiliation and language, is intended to involve them into a uoion
far from being just and free... No natien m.]lsumwlﬂmtmmnmg
its racial affiliation and will ever allow to take it awa

Here, the Young Turks’ new national policy is meant ~ that of
forcible Turkization of all, withowt esception, non-Turkish nations,
peaples and ethnic groups in the Empine, and formation of an ethrically
“paure” Turkish state and community. Having rejected the concept of the
Ottoman nation, that hed been refused and compromised by the peoples
af the empire, the Young Turks adopled the comcept of forcible
Turkization, which they had been carrying out consistently in the entire
territory of the empire.

Turning to that issue in his work “Arab Thought in the Liberal Age:
1 798-1939", A. Howrani brings forwand an interesting idea, saying that
the Young Turks realized the infeasibility of their ambitions w preserve
the Ottoman Empire and establish a centralized governmental system
with Turkish domination by the doctrine of Ottomanism. And, as A
Hourani puts it, the reason of it was that Otomanism was "a feeling wo
fragile and artificinl™"™.

Aceording to Arab researchers, Ottomanism, this fragile and antificial
structure, could ot serve & mortar and promota the unification of all the
empire’s nations and consolidation of the empire as such, The problem,
they remark. 1o the Young Turks" opinion, could only be solved by
another national feeling, & meve efficient nationalism, as they defined i,
that would be based on the langusge or recial commonality, and even
better — on both, So, as A. Hourani notes, “the Ottoman nationalism
gradually transformed into the Turkish nationalism™®, In that
connection, A, Hourani, one of the best experts on the matter, focuses on

"®ihid., p. 114.
::.n. Hotirgnl. Arah Thought [ the Libersl Age: 1798-192%, London, 1970,
Thid.
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u fact, which is eseential for revealing the roots of the palicy of
Turkizntion. He believes that, according to the Young Tirks, *the basis of
the Empire should have been the national nntzr shared by all those who
spake Turkish or were of Turkish beckgrousd™

The Young Turks found only one way to : reach national unity —
forcibbe Turkization, converting imto Tusks all the non-Turkish peoples of
the empire mdmpuhnglh;'i‘urtmlwwpm them

‘When it goes abaut Turkization, the factor of violence should always
be borne in mind, a8 we desl hers with a forcible oct, mather than with
evolutien. In other words, Turkization of all the non-Turkish peaples of
the Empire was not to happen by way of evolation - during centuries ond
in natural way, which would be herd to prevent, bul through foree,
intensively, in the shortest possible historical period, overnight - ignoding
the opinion, will and wishes of Arabs, Armenians, Bulgarisns. Greeks,
Assyrinné, Albanians or Kurds and other peoples. Only in that way the
Young Turks hoped to achieve their national unity — fulee racial concept,
on the basis of commenality of the Tarkish ethnos and language.

The issue of forcible Turkization is given ample elucidation in Arab
historiopraphy. They advert to the matter both from the viewpaint of the
national existence of Arabs and maintenance of the national ideatity, as
well as af analyzing the problems of the other natioas of the Empire, of
Armenians In the first place.

Maim al-Yaffi finds that, afier the overturn of 1908, “with the
emergence of the Turkish Turanism apd its application for Tskamic
fanaticism, the “Ttehad ve Terakki” party decided to remove all things
{i.e. = hindrances) and to convert to Turks the . of the Ouoman
Empire - Arabs, Armenians, Kurds and other peoples’™",

One of the author's mest important inferences is rJua.l “Apmenlans
and Arabs have the same enemy™, that is — the Young Turks and iheir
policy of Turkization'",

The Arab scthors blame the Young Turks for the existing gep
between thesn and the other pon-Turkish mations of the Otboman Empire,
which later tumed into hostility. To Emil Tuma, the reason why
Armeniang, Arabe and the ather nations estranged from the Young Turks

ur
Ihid,

"% Maim al-YafTi, The Armenian Genocide and the Positice of the Amb Public Dpinios.
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was tha “chauvinist policy of “Iiehad ve Terakki® and fts [zaders, and
their eourse to Turkization of all the non-Turkish nations™ ", We find an
ideatical viewpoint in the Lebanese encyclopedia, where in this
conection jt reads, “Mutusl understanding between “Ittehad ve Terakki™
und the Armenian parties did not last fong, becawss its (“Trtehad ve
Terakkis" — N. H_J principal policy was Turkization of the entime
Otioman Empire™' '

The issue fs lhumghly dwelled upon by the Lebanese historian
Jihed Salih in his original work “Turkish Turanism between
Fundwrentalism und Fascism™, whers he devoted to Armenfans &
separaie chopler, entitled "The Armenian Question™. As for him, the basis
of the Turkish national policy is the “fanatic pationalism™, anchored on
the principhes of subjugation and Turkizstion'",

Some Amb muthors, advesting on the Turkization policy of the
Young Turks, noticed that for that purpose, the Young Turk leadership
also employed the religioss factor — slam. In Maim al-Yaffi's work thers
Is u direct mention of it, saying, that “Tursnism was used for Islamic
fanaticism™""". In the Young Turks” policy Emil Tuma sees manifeststion
of the ideas of pan-lslamism. “The policy of Turkish chauvinism’, he
wriles, ‘was maonifested in the wse of religious intolerance and
dissemination of Abd al-Hamid's pan-lslamic ideas by the activisws of
“Irfehad ve Terakki"""".

The Arab authors noticed that fanaticism, the blind zeal, knowing no
limits and growing into hatred against thoss who were not Turks, was the
devoted companion of the policy of foreible Turkization,

Discussing the Young Turks' policy of Turkization towards
Armenians, the Arab authors, in order to reveal the recist essence of it,
often refer to the issuep of Turkization of Arshs and the other Muslim
miticns of the empire. As was underlined, the policy of Turkization was
of total nature and equally applied to the Muslim nations. Naim al-Yaffi
underscores that the sultans and Young Torks “fortured Arabs, despite the

" Emil Twma, Matlonal-|Liberaiion Movement asd the Problem af Arab Usity, p, 97.

"™ Diaiess al-Maarif, val, X. g 310,
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religions ties™'". Usman at-Turg in his tum noticed that the Young Turk
policy of Turkization knew oo Timits and mvolved “even the non-Turkish
Muslimm pecples ~ Arabs, Persians, Egypeians, Indians (Muslims - N. H.),
whoam (hey were pot reating as equaks™ =,

The issue of Turkization of all the nations of the Ottoman Empire
without exception is alse touched upon in the works of Zein Zein, Fuad
Heean Haflz, Marwas al-Moudawar, Moussa Prince, Mubammad Rifint
al-Tmam and other Arab authors.

The Young Turks bad nol managed to carry out the policy of
Turkization of Armenians and the other non-Turkish nations in the
Ottoman Eempire. In that, they failed completely. First, Armenians did
their utmost to withstand the policy of forcible Turkization. and were
fully determined to maintain their national identity. language, eustoms
and traditions, religion and cultare. Then, let us nol forget that the
historical period before World War [ was toa shor for effecting such an
enormous plan as Turkization of Armenians, Arabs, Grecks, Assyrians,
Bulgarians, Kurds, Ci i Albari: Hosni and the other
nations, even throsigh foroe and viclence, Things were getfing even mon:
intricate by that Turks constituted the minority in the Ottoman Empire,
and it was quite a challenge: for them to force the peoples who constitued
the majority, Armenians among them, to répudiaie their naticanl
affiliation, language and culture, and assume the image of a wially alien
natiom.

Forcible Turkization implied voluntary repudiation of  itheir
natienality by the non-Turkish nations, or else ~ they were in for physical
extermination, all to & man.

Inasmuch as Armenians refused o comvert, the Young Turck
leadership endorsed the second version of remodeling of the Onoman
state imto an ethnically pure Turkish state - that of physical
extermination, the first wictim of which fell Western Armenians. This
view g clearly stated in Salih Zahe ad-Din's work. He underlines that
Inehadists came up with a plan “to expel Anmenians from their native
places ond exterminate them all around the Ottoman Empire™™, Worth
sttention is that the Amb suthor believes the Young Turks wanted 1o

'® Muim al-¥ae#l, The Armenimn Genocide wad the Posstion of the Arable Public
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exierminaie Armenians not only in the six traditionally Armenian vilayets
~ Ergrum, Bitlis, Kharberd, Svaz, Van and Diorbakir, but all arcund the
Otoeraan Emplre.

We find the same vlewpaknts in the works by other Arab scholars —
liyss Zapaniri, Fuad Haosan Hafiz, Samir Arbash, Mousss Prince and
othems.

Digressing a little: from the matter, we would like to notice that the:
connection between the failure of the Youang Turk policy of Turkization
and adoption by them of the policy of massacres was delicately touched
upan in Churchill's work “The World Crisis™, some pages in which are
devoted to the elucidation of the Armenizn Quastion. He notes that “After
the Balkon wars (19131913 — N. H.) the adherents of pan-Turkism gave
up the idea of revival of the stabe with the help of “Ottomanization™ and
“Turkization”, They predominently stributed the misforunes of the
Turkish Empire to tha reaction of the non-Turkich races residing in
Turkey. They were openly and directly declaring thet thoss races “sre
worth no altestion, only present hindrances and may go to hell™'™,

Here, cenninly, reflected was the fset that the policy o\fl]ltmmim
und Turkizaiion hed experienced failure and could no longsr sarve a5 &
consolidating and sustaining factor for the Turkish state, which Churchill
calls “revival” of the Turkish State, Hence, the only way out was io send
all the non-Turkish races, i.e. peoples, to hell, the scientific equivalent for
which would be to sradicate them. And the Young Turks accomplished it
in the times of World War L

The togic of the Balkan wars and their negative influence on the
Armenian Question has besn developed in the works by such Arb
authors, 05 Moussa Prince and Usman ai'l‘mq,.'l‘lmyfwmmlhalﬁe
Balkan wars broaght in 8 new negative factor into the Armendan reality,
making even toughes the already tough condition of Western Armenians.
The case in point is the resettling on the Armenian lands of the Turk
refugees from the Balkans. They appeared aftes Turkey's defeat in the
Balkan war, following which refugees surged the Asian reglons of the
Ottoman Empire. Usman &t-Turg notes that the best solution for the
refuges problem, found by the Young Turks, was setling them in the
Armenian regions. “It was decided”, Usman at-Turk writes, “to locate the
refugess in the houses of Armenians leaving the Iatter’s entire proparty

"= Winston Churchill. The World Crisis. 1918-1925, Mescow, 1932, p. 176,
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and possessions at their disposal™™, Moussa Prince approaches the

fram nnother side. He is very true to semark that the main
purpase for housing the Turkish refugees in the Armenian settlements
was “10 change the ethnic picture in the cccupied territories ™,

In foct, by placing Turk refugees in Armenian homes, the Young
Turks had formed additional resecve forces for the implementation of
their palicy and monstrous plan of annihilation of Armeninns.

Thus, the failure of the policy of forcitle assimilation of Armenians
became one of the causes of the Armenian Genocide. We oty say that in
bath events — foreible Turkization or physical annibilation, the issue of
top peiority for the Ottoman Empire remained the same - 1o exterminute
Armanians us an ethaos.

2 PAN-TURKISM AND REMOVAL OF THE ARMENIAN
BARRIER

Speaking about the causes of the Armenian Genocide, one should
give a special place to the policy of pan-Turkism.

Pan-Turkism, aleng with the policy of Turkization of 2ll the non-
Turkish nations of the Ottoman Empire, became the athes most important
comersions for the Young Turk national policy. Both of thess phenomena
— formation of an ethnically pure Turkizh stats through Turkization, and
pan-Turkism are orgenically interrelated and present two sides of the
same cain. If the policy of Turkization had its face tumed inward, Lo was
aimed at forcible Turkization of the non-Turkish nations in the Ottoman
Empire, pan-Turkism faced the entire Turkish werld, the Turks ‘beyond
the Owaman Empire, the Turkish-spesking nations, purposing to uniie
them within ane big empire under Istanbuls warden.

Said reality s equally acceptable both by Arabists and prodent
Turkologists. The view of the Russban Turkologist D. Yeremeew,
expressed in his valuable work “The Ethnogenesis of Turks”, is quite
noteworthy. He was one of the first Soviet Turkelogists, who hack in the
Sovies era tried to go beyond the stereatypes in the sphere of Turkology,
impased by the Soviet ideclogy, and to realistically elocidate the

" Dsman at-Turk, Piges from Armesian Hisiory, p, 237,
™ Momssn Prince. L' Armenoeid, p. 31

4



numerous dispuiable problems of the Otioman Empire and the Turkizsh
Repeblic. He noles that “inside the empire, pan-Turkism called to
physically exterminate or once and for all Turkify the national minorities.
The pan-Turkist ideology evolved upon the foundation of the Young
Turk nationalism, which at first tock the name “tyerqehyulyug” or
“tyurglem™ .

Discussing the causes of the Armenian Genocide, almost all the Amb
scholass referred to the fssue of pan-Turkism. The Ambic for pan-
Turkism is “at-Turaniys at-Turkiys", which lieral translation is "Tuerkish
Turanism'. At first sight it may be taken for tautology, while in reslity it
has & mther deep meaning. Firstly, by that the Arab authors want (o even
miore emphasize that it is a Turkish phenomenon; secandly, they draw our
attention fo its Ottoman origin, 'What we mean here is that Turan is
narmally located in Ceniral Asta, whens the overwhelming majority of
the population are Turkish-speaking peoples, and from where in the
Middle Apes Oghuz-Ottoman Turks moved off (o seftle in Asia Minor.
By designating pan-Turkism “Turkish Turanism™, the Arab historians
trieg 1o underline that pan-Turkism is not of Turanian or Central Asian
origin, i.e. it was not formed in the proper homeland of Turks and lelt the
place to sprend in other areas — vice versa, il was formed beyond the
proper homeland of Turks, in Asis Minor, 2nd now an attempt is made 1w
import it e Turin from there, 25 the Ottoman Turks' movement in the
oppasite direction, o pofitical attempt o spread the Owoman Turks'
demination all over the Turkish world. That is why they consider it "as-
slyasa st-Turaniys at-Turkiya" - the “Policy of Turkish Turanism™

A most compiete definition of pan-Turkism in Arab hstoriogmphy is
given by Jihed Salih in his research “Turkish Turanism betwesn
Fundumentalism and Fascism®, one chapter of which, ss has been
nentioned, is deveted 1o the study of the Armenion Question viewed
from: the pesitions of pan-Turkism, Jibad Salih believes that “Turkish
Turanism (pan-Turkism —N. H.} is & racist. chauvinist, regressive, fascist
movement™ . It pursued imperialisic purposss and sought to establish a
new expanded state formation, based on the ideclogy of raciem and
domination of the Turkish nation. Turming to that issus, Marwan al-
Moudawar notes that the “Young Turks staned fmplementing as-sivasa

Yeremeer I\ F., The Ethnogenesis of Turks. Yersvan, 1975,
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at-turkiya (policy of Turanism —N. H) and advocaied for it in the attempi
1o establish & new empire, composed of Turkish peaples, inhabiting the
terrain from the Caucasus mountain range to the Turkestani borders™ "
Mdﬁwdmmﬂwﬁhﬂﬂmbmmam
sometimes note that it was 1o reach a3 far as Mongodia and China.

Arnb authors think that pan-Turkism and the establishment of the
sew Turanian Empire was & serions threat to all the non-Turkish peoples
of the empire, but they separate Armenians and Arabs. According to
Marwan al-Moudawar, should the Young Turks establish the new
Turarian Empire, “there would be no rooem left in it for other peoples,
such as Arabs and Armenians™' ™,

Both these nations stood on the way of the implementation of the
plans of pan-Turkism, therefore they were exposed 1o extermination. This
wiewpoint i& most distinctly worded by Salih Zahr ad-Din. “Armenians
and Ambs', he says, ‘wene the two peoples, mostly exposed (o the mcist
policy of extermination™'™,

In this respect, Arab scholars very often recall in thelr woeks the
statement of Al Thean pasha, onc of the Young Tork leaders, saying,
“Had it not been for Armenisns, we would have long conquered the
Caucasus'™™. Suid clearly and distinetly, The logical inference is that
Armenians, the Land of Armenka, albeil not an independent state, were a
barvier on the way of pan-Turkism, and & serious hindrance on the way to
implementing the plans of the Ottoman Turks and iheir Young Turk
leadership to expand 1o the cast and establish & new empire. Pan-Turkism
required {0 destroy the Armenian barrier, which was only possibie by
way of extermination of Armenians 45 in sthnos.

Usmen at-Turg, Jibad Salih, Marwan al-Moudawir, Muhammad
Rifat al-Imam, Fuad Hasan Hafiz and other Arab authors have addressed
ihe issue of pan-Turkism in the same spirit. But, unlike Jihad Salih or
Maorwan al-Moudawar, Fuad Hasan Hafiz emphasizes thal the pan-
Turkist policy wes not oely poloted against Armenions and Arabs,
presenting & serious threat for them, but also against Russis™. This is n
quite correct and clear observation, as the Caucasus and Central Asia, let

:M:_lﬂlll I A T Hiszony, . 408,
;sh-llihmrdhln. Ammenizns: Wsgion and Probles, p, 95,
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alane the Ural and the Volga regions, inhabited by Turkish-speaking
peoples, were integrated into the Russian Empire. Without severing those
terrilories oo Russia, it would be senseless to speak about realization of
pan-Turkism and formstion of the new Turanian Empire, supposed 1o
reach from Asin Minor and the Balkans over the Caucasus as far as
Central Asia, Mongolin and Esst China.

Thus, let us repeat that the Young Turks, having put the plan of
creating the Turanian Empire, which some consider crazy, ended up with
the necessity to destroy the Armenian bamrier on their way o pan-
Turkism And because their policy of Turkization of Armenisns had
failed, which would remave the Armenian barrier mm:ally anly one way
out was [eft - the physical ination of Ar P ly
mentioned by Amb authors.

The problem of Turkization of Armenians and the other non-Turkish
peoples of the Ottoman Empire for establishing an ethnically pure
Turkish state merged with the pan-Turkism policy. At that, in both cases
the extermination of Armenians ‘wes regarded 8s the pledge of the

" implementation of the plan, which proceeded from its ethno-political
purposes and onentation, The merger of these two aspects ~ Turkization
and pan-Turkism — was wisely noticed by Fuad Hasan Hafiz, who had
thoroughly stodied the centuries-old Armenian history. “These two
problems’, the Arab historian writes, required final eradication of the
Ouoman Armenians, as they were an important Christian and ethnic nan-
Muslim and non-Turkish minority, disobedient and oppositional,
hindering the expansion of the Turkish domination and unwilling to serve
the Otioman state. They, the Ottoman Armenians, resided in the sast of
Anntolin. in which west Turks constitoted the majority, and in the
Caucasus, In the Russian domains, where there were also discontented
Turks. They (Armenians — N. H) were an obstacle, thet had 1o be
removed. ag it hindered the eonnection between the Turks residing in
these two temitories (Anstolia and the Caucasus — N, H.) "',

We need to take into sccount the following essentis]l matier, The
Young Turks came to the ides of extermination of Armenians afier their
policy of forcible Turkization had fuiled, when they got convinced that
Armenians would never assimilate and would never became Turks
volunarly. 1t means that they arrived at the idea of perpetrating the

" i p302.
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genocide of Armenians, 5o o speak, at the end, at the fina| phass of the
policy of Turkization. While in case of pan-Turkism, they adhered to the
standpoint of exterminating Armenians from the very adoption of that
palicy, at the initial phase, as they were more. than convinced that the
anti-Turkish Armenian barrier was only possibic to do away with through
the physical extermination of Armenians as an ethnos.

Thus, the pan-Turkist political, ethnical-meist and chaivinist policy
becams ane of the major causes of the Armenian Genocide of 1915,

3. THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE AS A MEANS TO PREVENT
THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE FROM THE FINAL BREAK-UP

The Arab authors hove noticed that smong the causes of the
Armenian Genocide there is a paradoxical fact, related with the werrterial
losses of the empire. and with the liberation of some noticas from the
Ottomen yoke: As a result, & new situation wes formed, which alarmed
the Ottoman rulers.

The point bere is that the Ottomans lost their domrination over several
Arab and Balkan countries during the XIX and in the sarly XX century,
The Arab scholers, such ag Samir Arbash and Fuad Hason Hafiz, who
have porticularly focused on said issue, bring the example of Greece,
Egypt, Tunisin, Romania, Serbia and Bulgaria, which had cither become
totally independent, fike Greece, or were clogs to it, like Bulgaria, Serbia
andd Romanis, or were out of the Ottoman congrol, like Egypt and Tunisia,
although the first fell under the English, and the second - under the
French domination.

To all s2id, Samir Arbash adds the territorial losses of (he Ottoman
Empire as a consaquence of military defeat in the wars of [912-1913. He
underlines the occupation of Libya in Africa by Maly, and, a year later. in
1913, the loss of Macedonia and Thrace, experienced by Tirkey
I'nl:lnwli§|lg the military defeat in the war agninst Bulgeria, Gresce and
Serbin

. In nluwwrdt. it goes about the split of the Ottoman Empire, the
fgradunl logs of the teritories, inhabited by non-Turkish peoples.

'™ Sumir Arbash, Armenie Laed and Nation, p. 137.
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The Arab authors beliswe that this circumstance served a reason for
the Young Turk leadership io take 2 tougher, more aggressive and brutal
sand towards the Armentan Question, in order fo prevent a similar
procsss in West Armenia

Bist thess is & delicate point here, brought up by Amb historiography.
The szporation of the above-mentioned countries — Greesce, Egypt,
Tunisia, Serbin, Bulgaria. Romaniz, thereafter — Libyn, Macedonia and
Thrace from the Ottoman Empire, hard as it might be, still did not imply
the fall of the empire. Those were outlying areas of the Ottoman Empire.
The Turkish domination still continued all over West Armenia and the
countries of Arab East - Syria, Iraq, Lebanon, Tordan, Palesting, to some
ealent = over some regions of Yemen, formally also over Saudi Arabin.
All of these mode an immense territory. with huge human and natursl
resourcas. ‘The Ottoman Empire would last as long as the Turkish
domination over thase territories would.

But the fear had already crept in the Cttoman rulers. Their concem
was that should the process also involve West Anmenia, its separstion
would be a mortal blow to the empire, and it existence would be
st el

Why do some Arab scholars, having snalyzed the fssue, amive at
such an abrupt conclusion? The answer to this question we find first of all
in the works by Fuad Hasan Hafiz and Samir Arbash. They bring up and
substantiate the viewpoint that West Armenta is the heart of the Ottoman
Empire, which we cannot but agres with. As they mote, the Turkish
leaders would never allow Armenia to separate, because, a5 Fuad Hasan
Hafiz undeslines, “losing part of the Otoman Empire to the benefit of
Armenions would mesn losing it heart and decay™'™. Thar West
Aﬂ?ﬂi&wu the: heart of the Ottoman Empire, is also stressed by Samir
Arl .

‘West Armenin is considered the heart of the Ouoman Empire
because of its central position ingide the empire, on the one hand, and ite
geogruphic location i the Near Eastern termitory, on the other, In the
event that West Armenia separated from the Ottoman Bmpire, the latter
would split right in the centre, in Asia Miner, net at the periphery. This is
for gne. The other aspect is that it would inevitably bring to the loss of

'™ Fiasel Hasan Tlafix, Hisory of Armenis People, p. 207.
"% Sap: Sumir Arbash, Armenia: Lend and Propde, p. 166,
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\hie Arab couniries. too. We think, Fund Hasan Hafiz and the other Arub
scholars had in mind exactly these factors, when they spoke about the
decay of the Oroman Empire, should the Turkich domination over Wes:
Armenis cease.

Based on this, several Arab authors got to the eomviction that wmong
the Turkish Jeadership the iden wis gening ripe to exterminate Armenians
all to a man, in order to get rid of Armenians and not to lose Wes
Armenie the way they had bost Greece. Romania, Serbia, Bulgaria,
Thrace, Macedonis, Egypt and Tunisia, the loss of the entire Arab world
1o follow,

Marwan 2l-Moudowar noticed that this iden. before the Young
Turks, hed occurred to saltan Abd al-Hamid 1L too. By that he expiaing
the origination af the bloodthursty sultan’s catch-phrase, “To put o end
to the Armenian Question, we should put an end to Armenians™*,

It is logical to ask, based on what the Young Turk leadership thought
that Armenizns, too, wanted to separate from the Otioman Empire. We
will redurn to this question in the appropriate ssction of this wark, o now
we will just remark that at the given historical phase, Armenians did not
lay amy calims o separate from the Ottoman Empire and establish their
own indspendent state, Mostly, elaims of reforms to be introduced in the
Ottoman Empire were brought forward, and this viewpeint is clearly
expressed in Arab historiogmphy.

If that is the case. then whence did the Young Turks™ fear of
Armenians come? Samir Arbash has conducted & most detaibed study of
the question. He believes that the clue should be sought first of all within
the folde of the general policy of the Young Turks, underscoring the
suspiciousness and mistrust towards all the nations but Turks, adopied
once they had came to power. “The policy of the new govermment of the
Ottoman Empire’, Samir Arbash writes, “was based on the mistrust
towards afl the non-Turkish peoples, living in that sate™". He infers a
very important conclusion: as a consequence of the policy of misurust
towards any nation but Turks, the Ottoman “state’s government became a
govemment only for Turks"™. That mads the gap botwesn the Turks and
the non-Turkish nations still deeper. Right here should ane of the causes

it M . Armenians 1
= Samsir Artash: Armenia; Land wd Pesple, p. 166,
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of the Ostoman Empire's misfortune be sought, a factor, which later
turned oul i be one of the causes for the fall of the empire,

The mistrust towards Armenians grew even stronger after the Balkan
nationa had won their independence. When Cireeks, Serbs, Bulgarians and
other Balkan nations shook off the Oitoman yoke and liberated
themselves, it sutomatically aggravated the state of Armenians in the
empire, placing them in the first rank of the nations under suspicion. That
made the Young Turk lesdership be more watchful and resont to
praventive measures.

Along with this, Samir Arbash underlines the Young Turks'
ingrotitutle to Armenians. He points out that Armenfans and the Young
Turks cooperated against sultan Abd al-Hamid II, and thai Armenians
welcomed the Young Turk revolution of 1908, that they “cooperated with
the mew government, comprised of the membere of the “Tttehad we
Terakki™ p.n;:; Despite that, the new rubers suspected the sincesity of
Armenions™ ", Sarnir Arbash, Marwan al-Moudawar, Moussa Prince,
Usman at-Turg and others have noticed that the Young Turks’ mistrust
towards Armenians in the matter of separation from the smpire had
especinlly deepened after their representatives at the meeting with the
Young Turk leademship spoke against Turkey's entering the war — World
War . The Young Turks went as far as to accuse Armenians of high
treasan'*".

Thus, the supposed separatizm of Armenians, which was but a regult
of the Young Turks' ifl imagination, suspiciouspess and mistrust, became
wone of the causes of the Armenian Genocide.

This question, however, should be viewed in conjunction with the
padlicy of Turkization and pan-Turkism of the Young Turks, teuched upon
in the previous chapiers, otherwise no valid inferences will be made.

Summing up. we may say, that the main causes of the Armenian
Cenocide were: a) the pohny of foreible Turkization of the Young Turks
and ifs failure, b) the racist concept to establish an ethnically pure Turkish
state, ¢) the necessity to remove the Armenian barrier on the way of pan-
Turkism, d} the necessity to decrease the danger of the fall of the
Oftoman Empire and to retain what was lefi, &) the problem of banning

% pirid.
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the Eurppean ssates from interfering into the intermal affoirs of the

eEmpire.

4. A UNIQUE VIEWPOINT AT THE CAUSES OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

In Amb historiography, among the camses of the Armenisn
Genocide, there is & viewpoint, which, by the questions posed and their
inerpretations, differs from all the others, so that we cannat but call it
umique or specific. It belangs to the almady mentioned Syrinn historian
Naim al-Yaffi. The scholar does not oppose o the causes brought in the
previous chapler, vice versa, his views very aften coincide with those of
his. Arab colleagues. Civen that, he presents an intgrol viewpoint, which
differs from the others in many ways, hence we cannot leave it out of the
framss of this study. We should also mention thar Naim al-Yoffi has
expressed his unigus viewpoint in his not very big work “The Anmenion
Genocide and the huhudenfhmhmﬂcﬁﬁnim".

Naim al-Yaffi divides the Armenian Genocide into three phases:

“L. Sultan Abd nl-Hamid I period (the Ottoman Empire} — 1894
1909;

2. The Young Turk pericd {Jamiyati “Tnehad ve Terakki™). starfing
with the Great Massacre of April 24, 1015;

3. Kemalist Turkey period, from 1919 to 1923,

In this work, brief characteristics of each of the periods are given, the
changes that 1ok place during the histarie development of the Ctioman
Empire are pointed out, from which new problems and phenomena
Fnauad. W'IEEIJ the palicy of Turkization and pan-Turkism maving 10 the
Naim al-Yaffi divides the causes of the Armenian Genocide info
thres groups: “{1) external, or international causes; (2) local regional
causes, (3) intemal canses™™, The author draws distinciion berween
them, prioritizing the external and internal ones.

Analyzing the extemnal causes, he makes a detailed analysis of the
grown inderest the Great Powers towands the Near Enst, their palicy

::;:Tmlbfdﬂ.Awanddamdu:MumuFmMmuﬁmnup!I.
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wwards the Ottoman Empire, their expleiting of the Armenian Question
for interfering in the internal affairs of the empire, ete. He points out the
various praposals and agreements on the Armenian Question, subminsd
by the Ewropean countries. starting with the terms of the Treaty of San
Stafano of 1878 and the Congress of Berlin, ending with the Russo-
Turkish Treaty of 1914 on the referms in Armenda. The author's principal
pasition is that the European sisles were not consistent in solving the
Armenian Cuestion, instead, they apgravated it to pursuc their own
palitical poals.

Yet, the most interesting part of this chapter i the authar's attide
towards the new situntion, formed after Waorld War I, when the European
sisies spiit up and appeared in hostile camps, no longer able to act jeintly
ond put pressure on the Cktoman leadership. It wae advantageous for
Turkey. In this connection Naim al-Yaffi writes, "World War [ threw the
Armenian Question into the hands of the Turks, who took sdvantage of
the opportunities, provided by the war, and committed the Armenian
Genocide in secrecy and obscurity'™

Nuim al-Yaffi draws two very i and principal
First, he stresses lhllh:whndad:h:mhumud'mca\nmnm
Question over to Turks, giving them an opporunity to manage it
individusally, up to their plans and discretion. Before, they had been
deprived of such chance because of the interference and prevention by the
Eurcpean stries. However hard we may criticize the European states and
blame them for their inconsistency, nonetheless, their presence and
jpatentinl interference restrained the sultans and later, the Young Turks
lrom acting freely In thelr own way. To some extent, it
Armenians from the anlimited tyranny and vicleace of Turks. The war
remaved. that restraining factor, giving fresdom of action to the Young
Turk lcadership, wha immediately took wp the commitment of the
Armeninn Genocide, which plan had been developed and kept in the
drawer since lang.

Second, Maim al-Yaffi underlines another important aspect - the
secrecy of perperrating the Cenocide. [t was also related with the
external, or international factor. The split into hostile camps Buropean
states, involved in the flames of war, were cagaged in solving their own
problems and had peither fime, nor opporiunity or wish (o busy

4 i, p 36,
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the with the Armeni Tt created & unique, or, sz the
Arab suther puts il dark and obscure atmosphere, which easured ihe
m,gd’.j.g Armenian Genpcide. Indeed, nhtd'buntq;:mcmt for o
long time, ing known to the i ity pradunlly.

Analyzing the local regional causes of the Armenian Genocide, Maim
al-Yaffi first of all adverts 1o the “geographic lecation of Armania from
the paint of ¥iew of its potendal unity and independence™ ", nating that
said umity and independence had been the dream of Armenians from the
plden times, Approaching the problem from this sspect. Noim al-Yaff
qualifies the geographic position of Armenia as “the first cause for the
Armenian massacres”' . Furthermore, he is sure that without mking thae
fact into account, “all the other causes prove idle”, of senseless and
incomprehensible. In particular, he finds that the geographic location had
had two important outcemes for Armenians, “The first outcome wis the
disappearance of the independent Armeninn state from the world political
map. The second ope wulh:lpp:m nfﬂuAnmmnn Question ns a
result of the to liquidate the A fan state'

Among the local regional problems that lﬁwmd Armenia and
Armenian history, Naim al-Yaffi points out two faciors, “Firsl the
geographic location made Armenia a bridge between comending and
opposing empires, such as Persin and Rome, Persia ond Byzantine,
Teartst Russin and the Ottoman Empire™ . Seeond, the Arab author
underseores that “Armenia was on the natural axis of marches of the
belligerent Asian peoples, such as the Turaninn tribes, which annibilated
its (Armenin's — N, H.) chances for independence and became the cause
of the nation's genocide and exile™®,

Giving the geographic location of Armenis no positive assessment,
Maim al-Yaffi, when lsuching upon the boesl regisnal problems, mentions
that in this region, i in Transcaucasis, in the new period, the struggle
mainly evolved between three states — Persia, Taarist Russin and the
Ouoman Empire, adding that no matter which of them was defeated or
muined, it was sure to mffect the Armeninn people. He specifically

deslines the severs quences for Armenia of the Russo-Turkish
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wars and militory-political rivalry, the attempts of the Sublime Porte - the
Turkish govemment - to blame Armenisns “for cooperalion with
Russin®, Turkey's enemy, and, hased on that, announce them “traitors™ ™,
Maim al-Yaffi slso sdverts on the Young Turks' efforts (o make
Armenians rise againat Russia, on the refussl of Armentans o become a
wol in the Young Turks' hands, which added momentum to the latter's
anti-Armenian feelings.

Armenia’s unfavorable gecpraphic location and the acuie regional
canlroversies, in Maim al-Yaffi's opinion, beceme the second cause of the
Armenian Genocide.

MNaim al-Yaffi sees the third cause of the Greiat Massacre i the
internal developments of Armenians and those historical conditions, in
which Armenians had lived from the anclent times up to our days™,

Here, he first of all singles out the issue of the unity of Armenians,
noting that Armenians had not always been united against enemy’s
imtervention, assauft &nd viclence. He marks out three ficlds, or zones of
the Armenian discond.

First, the discrepancy of Armenians in the matters of assigning 2 king
1o their throne by foreign states, dethsoning or killing kings, the latter
invalving also the members of the royal family. This, as Maim al-Yaffi
has justly mentioned, “shocked the vy of the A fun state and
produced on adversary effect on two spheres - military and political™®.

In his view, the sscond field, or sphese is the struggle within the local
forces — the feudal system — the struggle, that produced discrepancy
amang their own ranks and inside the siste, thereby weskening both.
They. the emirs or princas, in the given circumstances — the nakharars, in
their struggle would rely on this or that neighboring state, and it would
often happen that ene prince would ally with Persia, the other ane — with
Byzantine. sach leading the Armenians in their own direction, i.c. having
thern invalved in the discond and struggle'™,

Moim ol-Yaffi makes a very important remark, "“This discrepancy
continued all th the Cetoman period and in Tsarist Russia who was
i regional enemy" .

::'mw.
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The third sphere of the Arnenian discrepancy and digcord, as o
Naim al-Yaffl, is that of the Armenian parties and religious groupings.
The aathar sees :hn reasen for that discrepancy in their relations with lh:
couniries Armenia, underlining that "in different hi
periods, same parties ind religious groupings supported Persiz, or

, of Arabs, or Russions — ngainst (his or that g™, These
stales in their turn, neturally, made use of this disunity of Armenians’ 1o
achisve their own political, economic or relipious ambitions, presenting a
serious “threat to the sseurity and unity of Armenia™ oo

In the modem and recent peclod, the Armenian pofitical parties,
Maim @l-Yoffi notes, have already been greatly influenced by the
European parties and political thought. including Marddsm.  New
controversies arise, which make the discrepancy between the Armenian
political powers even deeper, He exemnplifies this by the struggle between
nationalists and intemationalists, the division into revoluticnists and non-
revolationists, the right-winged and the left-wingad, etc.

The fact of the Armenfans' digunity and discord, the strupgle
‘between the parties and trends: certainly had had its adverse role, which
was further masterfully used by the Young Turks in implementing their
monstrous plans against Armenians.

Mot all of Nuim al-Yaffi's viewpoints are indisputably or equally
seceptable, especially in terms of the smphases, fike. for instance, in the
mittes of the geographic location and the like. In all events, thay presens 2
great interest and help gnlhun PR | puhenm: iden of the causes
that had made the A i draw our
individual aspects, muke 1I|m| mre saim‘ﬂ. like, for instance, l:h=
discrepancy and disunity of Armenians, eic.

We think that Naim al-Yaffi"s viewpedats should take their dos place
in the system of the prerequisites and causes of the Armenian Genocide,




CHAPTER SEVEN

THE KURDISH FACTOR FROM THE VIEWPOINT OF
ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY

Typolagically, the Kurdish factor belongs to the system of the causes
of the Armenion Genocide. Yet, it has an impartant peculiarity. Tt was not
a prime cause, but, rather & derivative, connected with the policy of the
Otioman rubers, Having adopted the policy of slaughters, and further — of
the gerocide of Armenians, the Otioman sultans used Kurds as a ool in
implementing their monstrous plank against Armenians. The priority here
was the conceptual approach of the Ottoman state, as well &5 of the
sultans and the Young Turks to the solution of the Armenian Question
through extirpating Armenians, within which frames the Kurdish factor
harmeniously fil.

Prigritizing the policy of the Qttoman rulers, and regarding the anti-
Armeninn activity of Kunds and their participation in the genocide as
derivative and secondary, we do not mean to extenuate the historical
responsibility of Kurds, let alone to justify them. Nothing of the kind.
They have their ewn share of guilt, and history shall noe silence that
maiber.

This peculiarity was wisely noted by the Arab authors, in whose
works @ considessble place is given to the Kurds' activity, their
perticipation in the Armenian massacres and, further, in the Genoside of
1915, ie. to the elecidation of the Kurdish factor in the Armenian
Genecide.




1. “FURSAN AL-HAMIDIE™ AND THE KURDS'
PARTICIPATION IN THE ARMENIAN MASSACRES

The Arsb historians, aaniuuhrly Moussa Prince'™, Usman ai-
Turq™, Fuad Hasan Hafiz'™ and others, undesline that sultan Abxl al-
Hamid [l made extensive use of Kurds and Cincassians in pursuing his

They analyze this problem at the times, when the Armenian Question
became an fssue for international diplomacy, along with the terms of the
Congress of Berlin of 1878, which in fact gave o definite freedom of
sction to sultan Abd al-Hamid II, which the latter was quick enough to
benefit fram. Using Kards for his own goals and widely invelving them
in the Armenkan was nol spontaneous for the bloodshinsty
sultan, but well considered. As is mentionad in Arab historiography, a
specific part was assigned to “Fursan al-Humidie”, which litesally means
“Hamidie Cavalry”. It was named after its founder sultan Abd l-Hamid
', Hamidie was et up in 1891 purposely to keep Armenians under
pressure and organize Armenian carnages. As Fuad Hason Hafiz notes, it
was made up of Kurds 1o execute the Armenian massacres™'. Moussa
Prince cannot imagine the massacres of the 16908, especially in Saswn,
without the participation of Hamidie, qualifying it as the bloody deed of
the Kurdish cavalry'®, The peculiarity of Hamidie was, Usman at-Turg
writes, that it was not pari of the Otioean army. It was an autonomaous
umit directly under sultan Abd al-Hamsd 1I's command. It was stationed
in the Armenian town of Yerznka, The Hamidie “saldiers” looked more
like: bandits, thieves and robbers, who periedically invaded the Armenian
towns and villages, killed the defenseless people, stole and robhed the
Armenians of their property and posssssions. The Amb historians assure
that Hamidie was mostly completed of the Kurds from Diarbakir.

Ui onaeen Prince. L Ammenocide, p. 28
' Uisrun t-Terg, Pages from the Hisiory of Armenian Nadion, p. 159,
"= Fund Hasan Maftz, Hisiory of Armesdan Peopie, p. 207-208,
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“Harridie Division”,
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Fund Hafiz Hasan, Usman at-Turg, Marwen al-Moodawar, Samir
Arbash, Salih Zahr ad-Din, having made an ample snalysis of the
massucres of 18941896, unenimousiy state that the bloody staughters,
initiated by the *red sultan”™ Abd al-Hamid II, were mainly committed by
Hamidie. They particularly single out the Kard chieftain Moussa-bek's
actions, shocking by their cruelty and inhumanity™, the evildoings of the
Kundish bands In the vilayet of Bitlis, especially in Mush, Sasun, in the

ciher five Armenian vilayets.
About the armed Kurdish detachments and their mean actions during
|#94-1896, the Lebanese encyclopedia says that “th Is of Kund

nomads entered the Armenian territories — Mush, Van, Exzrum, farmed
armed detachmends, known as Hamidie, which with the connivance of the
governmeat demalished Armenia™®,

Tn this connection, the Arab authors have referred to the decisions of
the Congresses of San-Siefano and Berlin of 1878, devoted to the
iniernationalization of the Armenian Question and intreductien of
reforms in the Armenian vilayels, prioritizing the latter. The Arab
Historians viewed this frem the peint of intsrests of the Anmenian people,
its security in particular. Such spprosch iz shownm by Marwan al-
Moudawar, Moussa Prince, Usman at-Turg, Fuad Hagan Hafiz,
Muhammad Rifat al-Imam and others. They especially focus on Article
16 of ihe Treaty of San Stefano, where it says that the Sublime Porte
commits 1o camy out reforms in the Armenian vilayets, improve the
condition of Armenians and guarantes their lifle and security™.

Giving on overall positive asssssment to the Treaty of San Stefano,
the Arab historians single out the passage, which states that the Russian
army should leave West Armenia only after the sultan had kept his
pramiss and introduced the reforms. In that condition, they saw  reliable
guaraniee that the reforms would be introduced and the sultan would take
practical steps to ensure the security of Armenians. Incidentally, the Arab
historizns, speaking of the security of Armenians, as a rule, also imply the
problem of protecting Armenians from the assaults of the Kurdish tribes.

As is known, the raforms hed not been carried out, but the Amb
histarians blame for this not oaly sultan Abd al-Hamid II, but also the
Oreal Powers — England and Germany in the first place. “The Anglo-
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Russian ition and Bismarcks'™ Machiavellism’, Moussa Prince
wriles, @md:wmmmm 16 of the Treaty of San-
tafanc™ .
: The issue is iouched upon i greater detail in the works by Usman ai-
Turq, Fuad Hosan Hofiz and Marwan ol-Moodawar. The latter notes that
“Britsin felt uneasy ot the growing power of Tsorist Russin and the
in setting control over the siraits™ . Weakened Turkey was cut
of England’s plans, and its Premier Disraeli, a5 Fuad Hosan Hafiz puts it,
spared oo effarts to keep the Otoman Empire s 2 buffer “against
Rusgsia's expansion™®, With the steouous efforts of England, the
Congress of Berlin was held in June-Tuly of 1878, where the Treaty of
San-Stefanc was replaced by the Treaty of Barlin. One of the key poiots
of that Treaty ~ Article 61 ~ was the one stipulating that the Russian army
should Jeave West Armenis immediately, and that the sultan should
introduce reforms in the Ammenian regions with no Russian troops in
placs, In other words, there was no restraining force for Kurds any
longer; everything was lefi to bloodthirsty sultan Abd al-Hamid [1's
discretion; the sultan could camy on with his anti-Atmenian policy.
relying on the support of the Kurdish cavalry, called Hamidie, and the
Kurd chieftains.

In Arab historicgraphy this particular Artlele of the Treaty of Berlin,
ccording te which Russia was to withdraw its army from the territaries
under its control, and return Ererum and Bayazed to Turkey, bhas besn
studied in detail. The Arb historians noted that the decision of the
Congress of Berlin to withdraw the Russian army meant to deprive
Armenians of the Rusglan gusrantees and leave them unprotecied. For
that reasom, the announcements and demands to carmy out reforms in the
Armenian regions, as Usman at-Turg has precisely defined. remained
“wishes in theary”, for which realization no practical steps were taken'™,

Explaining the causcs of that phenomenca, Le. the European powers”
policy in the Armenian Cuestion, Usman »-Turg notices that their palicy
was first of all subjected to their own interests in the Nesr East. Moo
denying that the “Western states, especially Britain, looked st Turkey

* (3tin von Bismarck was Chanesllor of Germany st that time
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with hostility™, the Asab suthor notes that “st the sume time, Britain
viewed Russia us a threat 1o ils interests in the East""". In our opinion,
well-grounded is Usman at-Turg's opinkon, that the controversies
between the Great Powers and their fear of Russia®s growing powes in the
Eawr. coniribuied to the maintenance of the Ottoman Empire, adding
regretlully that “thoss states were not sincere in the matter of liberating
Armenians from the Turkish lhmr)l"m.

As @ consequence of all said, nothing changed in the policy of the
Otioman Empire towards Armenians, on the contrary, after the Congress
of Berlin the violence and massacres of Armenians evolved on & larger
scabe, with the Kurds' active participation, Right after the Congress of
Herlin, in 1891, the Hamidie cavalry was formed, and in 1894-1896 the
Armenian  massacres  were perpetrsied in the Otioman Empire,
unprecedented by their coverage, during which one of the major weapans
of sullan Abd al-Homid I, if not the most important, was the Kundish
Hamidie cavalry and chisftaing like Moussa-bek.

Safih Zahr ad-Din, who in his works has repeatedly advertsd to the
isgue of the Kurds being used in the Armenian massacres by the Ottoman
rulers. potices that sultan Abd al-Homid 11 had been extremely active and
consistent in that matter sinca the early 908 of the XIX century. He
chooses. Sasun & focus for his anti-Armenian pcts, considerng it “a
rebelfious region, which needed to be subjupated. The eradication of the
Sasunians, however, was (o be casried out with the hands of Kurds™ ™. In
1891, Tahsin pasha, governor of Bitlis, gathers the chiefiains of the
Kurdish gilan tribe and, on behalf of sultan Abd al-Hamid II, calls to
embark on jihad — socred war against Armenians' .

Elucidating the Kurdish factor in the Armenian Question, Salih Zahr
ad-Din shows impartinl approach and remains true o the facts and the
histarical truth, which iz evidenced by the facts, stated below,

Related with the call of Tahsin pasha to declare jihad, which was the
Ottoman sultan’s demand, the Arab historian writes, “Jihad did not
happen neither in 1891, nor in 1892 or even 1893, as & numerous wing of
Kordish sheikhs, being sgainst such war, refused to partake in it
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Although same Kurdish tribes did assault locally, anticipating booty, no
fnass actions happened. Contrarily, many instances of Armenion-Kurdish
jen against Turks ane known in the villages of Sasun in 1891-

cooperalion
1892, . y y
Unf y, such A Kurdish by the fault of

the Kurdish chieftains and the Ottoman sultan, did not scquire a continual
character, &nd did not becoms an elaborated and well-considened palicy,
remaining o manifestation of good will by individual Kusd chicfiains,
connected with & concrete reality.

A confirmation of this, along with other Amb authors, is given by
Salih Zahr ad-Din. He especially notes “the Turkish-Kurdish military
actions of 1894 against Sasun™, the atrocities of Hamidie detachments
with Baha ad-Din pasha at the head'™.

The bloodthirsty sultan used Kurds agsinst Armenizns further,
committing carnages of Armenians with their hands, particularly in 1903,
when he started the large-scale military opesations in Sasun. Solih Zahr
ad-Din, making this a separaie issue for discussion, writes that “the
events of 1894 and the heroic self-defense of the Sasunians convinced the
(Ouaman sultan that cleansing of that mountainous region was not an easy
task and requined massive military forces™ ™. For that reason, in 1001-
1902, he begins extenslve preparatory work, sparing no efforis to proveks
and use Kurds against Armenians, “In 1903, Salih Zahr ad-Din writes,
‘the commander of the Pourth Anatolian army Zaki pasha, based on the
sultan's order, threstened to take up severs measures against the Kurdish
nﬂm.mﬂmﬂnrmokgmlnmamwm:tmm. He set on foot
25000 armed Kurds.™™. Here, the Arab author makes an important
observation, namely, that some Kurds wers against attacking Armenians,
“some Kurds objected to attack Armenians, reasoning that the Ctioman
Empire is the common enemy for Armenians and Kurds, and they should
unite against that common enemy™™. Unfortunately, that siream of
Kurds wes week and unable to shape a political atmosphere in the
Kurdish enviranment, (o withstand the sultan’s plans. or at least not to
take part in the Armenian massacres. Therefors, “their woice found no
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response, and the attack on Armenians remained effective, since lols of
Kurds were looking forward (o robbing Armenians of their wealth™™

2. DAMAL AHMAD ON ARMENIAN-KURDISH RELATIONS
AND POLITICAL, SOCIAL-ECONOMIC, ETHNIC AND RELIGIOUS
CAUSES OF THEIR CONFRONTATION

The Kurdish-Armenian relations make an extremely tangled knot,
which requires a unigue approach and comgprehensive analysis, taking
into account &ll the factors end circumstances.

In Amb, and not only Arab historiography en the A
Genacide, the Kurdish faclor is always present, The Arab historians, as
was shown in the previous chapter, had devoted a considerable placs o
that problem: However, we should admit, that they did not purpose &
profound and comprehensive study of the question. Their goal was to
show the Kurds® negative role in the new pesiod of Armenian history, in
perpetrating the Armenian masescres and the Armenian Genocide. In that
SEMSE, ﬂ:wnrtpufumodbylbcmtm]plmmmmﬂy understand
the i of the Genocide and other
concomitanl  issues, In this regard, l.‘rm contrbution  deserves
commendation,

Fortumately, there sre works which authors have set themselves
wider tasks. Analyzing the Armenian Cuestion and the Kusdigh-
Armenian relations, they try to be consistent with the scientific principles
and slucidate the problem realistically. True, such works are very few,
yal they do exist, and among them worth mentioning iz Qamal Ahmad's
interesting research “Kurdistan in the Years of World War I, published
in Baghdad in Arabic'™,

Unlike many Kard austhors and palitical figures, who, unwilling to
invedve in the true-to-life slucidation of the Kurdish-Armenian relations,
either bypass that acute problem, or ssek to bury it in oblivion, Qamal
Mazhar Ahmad™, an Tragi hisiorian of Kurdish descent, Professor at

'“'Ibiﬁ,pﬂ
""Qnmal Mazhar Ahsmed, Kerdlscan 6 barb ol aleiys slavel - Kurdisan during
Waorld War L Daghdad, [977.
' e mes with Qamal Ahmad in Yerevs snd In Baghdad, bad long cosversatins an
various issues, incloding the: Armenise-Kundish refatioos
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Baghdad University, boldly anafyzes all the compenents of the intricate
fie of the Kurdish-Armenion relations. gives or tries 10 give explanation
1o the wrinkled questions, substaniintes. his approsches and dores 1o
determinedly denounce the actions of the Kurd feudal-sheikhs and
chieftains, who had taken part in the Armenian massacres and, further, in
the Armenian Genocide.

Analyzing this issue, which is n eritical one, we have understandably
wﬁmm@mﬂ Ahmad, taking into account his Kurdish origin
and the fact, that his work equally belongs to both Kurtish and Iragi
historiography.

This valunhle research containg n special section devoted o the
Armenian-Kurdish relations, including the Kurdish panicipatbon in the
Armeninn massacres of 1894-1896 and the Armenfan Genocide of 1915,

Qamal Ahmad divides the Kurdish factors into iwo cabepories —
those separating Kurds and Armenians, ond those bringing them together;
in his work he gives each & detailed analysis.

Among the factors seperating Armenians and Kurds, Qomal Ahmad
names raligion in the first place. “Heligion,” he writes, “was one of those
factors that separuted therr™™, At the same fime. be remarks that the
religious factor had oot shown itself before the other factor did. becoming
the real couse for the Armenian-Kurdish controversies, “There was
anoiher facior here’, he writes, ‘separating the two peoples from each
other: Armenlans were better developed in comparison with Kurde ™",
Giving top grades io the elvilization, erested by Armenians. the Iragi
Kurd historian stresses thit “fos many reasens, Armenio goi invelved in
the capitalist market much earlier than Kurdistan, aed the new relations
appeared in (he Armenian commaunity earlier than in the Kurdish™™. In
addition, he notes that the handicraft industry and trade in Kurdistan were
in the hends of Armenions, whom Kurds wmed o of necessity,
Armenians were becoming the major souree of monetary eredits and
loans. Besides, the Kuerdish handicraft Industry cosld not compete with
the Armenian. In this connection, Qamal Ahmad emphunsizes that the
Kord feodal lords resoried fo wiolence and persecoied Armenian
marchents In order not to give back the bomowed money. In Qamal
Ahmad's opinion, “subsequent to. this, in different times, the jus

" (Jamal Ahmad, Kurdistan during World Wer [, p 237,
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liberation movement of the Armenian people caused some fear of its
H\Im:r.:i:n liberation mavement's — M. H.) fusther outcomes among the:
Eurds™™,

Summing up the views of the Arbic-speaking Kurd author, we
should say that the faciors. separating Armenians from Kords, invalve:
relipian, difference in developmental levels, and controversies between
the Kurdish frudal elders and the young Armenian bourgeoisie.

Further, Qamal Ahmad explicates the factors, that drew Armenians
und Kurds together. Here, he first of all points out the fact that, for
centuries. both peoples had been exposed to oppression - by the Sefid
shahs and Ottoman sultans. “No douabt’, he writes, *this situation united
the feelings of Armenians and Kurds™™,

As o unifying factor, Qamal Abmad also brings up the fact that bath
the Armenion and Kundish farmers paid taxes to the sams treasury, which
{rrew heavier day by day'™. He quite justly adds that, with the coanivance
of the Turkish sultans, especially under Akl &l-Hamid I's rule, the
Kurdish feadal londs put incredible pressuns an the Armenian villages. He
relates sbout the heavy taxes, including the “taxes on infidels”, that
Kurdich feudnl lords and agas collected from Armenians, about their
cruselty and despotism™. -

In this connection, Ahmad Qamal makes two impartant observations.
First, the “existing conditions in the Ottoman Empire encouraged the said
behavior of the Kurdish faudal lords, while sultan Abd al-Hamid not only
imeited them (Kurds — M. H.), but supported financially and legally, for
them (Kurds — N. HL) to seize the Armenians’ lands™'™,

Second, the difference of religions and the fact that Armenians wers
congidered “ginours™, in view of the Kurdish fendal lords and agas, made
the winlence agninst Anmenians pﬂ'miuihhm. Alcag with thig, Qamal
Ahmad agrees with Academician V. Gordlevski's viewpoint that Turks
instigated Kunds against Armenians, snd that the “enmity between
Armenians and Kurds was in their interest, as the Turkish povernment
pursued the “divide and rule” policy”.

" b p. 236-139.
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Afier ol this, Qamal Ahmad concludes that “in ondes to study the
mlenf]lmdsmmaﬁmunmmmmrmmuhnmm
taken into congideration, all these causes taken together™' ™, which is hard
not (o Bgres with,

Retumning to the question of Kardish participation in the Armenian
Genocide of 1915, Qamal Ahmad underscores, “We cught 1o ademit with
& heavy heant that Kurds, to 2 greater or lesser extent, consciously or
wtuﬂﬁwhl‘. instigated by others or deliberately, did pamicipate in that

‘Having come to this crucial conclusion, Qamal Ahmad jusily protests
against the Ottoman public figures’ effons to put the respansibility for all
the massacres on Kurds and correlate it with their backwardness and
fanaticism, although he does not deny that Kurds were backward and 1o
some extent also fanatic, "It should be admitted from the very beginning,
Qamal Ahmad writes, ‘that the biind religious fanaticism and cultural
mmmﬂummjnrumﬂmmmemjumﬁ
Furds to kill the gisours™

Qameal Ahmad, a umwm: supparter of the analytical methed,
makes & very imteresting and logical remark concemning the
which like happens but seldom in historiographic literature, “Kurds and
Turks and the offsprings of the other peoples of the region,” he admits,
*had been more backward and more tied with Islam prics lo the
emergence of such novelty as massacres. Still, during hundreds of yeare
no bloody drmmas occumred betwesn Armenians and Kurds, Kerds and
Assyrians"™.

Given that, what was the cause of {7

Qamal Ahmad, who i pot the one to avoid discussing sewie
problems, this time, too, remaining trae to that scieatific principle of his,
fgives the answer to the question, posed by himself. He notes that new, as
he puts i, “instigating factors" showed up, that were masterfully
disguised under the veil of the “Kurds” blind religious fanaticizm against
Armenians”, He first of all blames the Turkish government for it The
Ottosrsan leaders speead false rumors about the independence of
Armenians, thereby “srousing fesr among Kurds and ruining the




Armenfan-Kurdish relutions. It was to the benefit of the state (Onoman —
M. H.y"'™. Then he adds that the Turkish government did everything two
inflame controversics between the two neighboring peoples, on the one
hand. and to set up barriers in front of 2l the forces that would furthering
the relutions batween Armenians and Kurds, on the other. By this, Qamal
Ahmad dozs not annul the responsibility of Kurds, and does not strive to
justify in any way their complicity in the Armenian Genocide. On the
contrary, he blames them. We have already brooght his wiew on this
matter, bui it Is relevant to bring yei anciher observation of his. Qamal
Ahmad finds that “the majority of Kurds that took part in the Armenion
Cenocide were from the Hamidle cavairy. 'I‘Iulmlnn]r ||:|1|l Wilk 561 up 0
perform that kind of acts, and it was entrugted to Kurds"™

This is for onc. The ofher eause, or reason for the Kurdith
participation in the Armenian Genocide, up to Qamal Ahmad, was the
greed and avidity of the upper levels of the Kurndish tribes, that longed to
get rich st the expense of Armenians. He notes that the Hamidie troops
and some Kurd feudal lords and agas believed that murdering Armenians
was the most agresshle way to usurp their lands, property and
Mslms,mmmﬂ&mmﬂmma.i& in the Armentan
Genocide.

This evidence of (amal Ahmad's certainly helps understand why the
Kurds were ngainst the independence of Armenians, although, to be fair,
we should note that at that period, Armenians did not offer an jssue of
independence. The Kurdich elders, feodal lords and agas feared chat
Armenia’s independence would deprive them of the chance to rob and
plunder Armenians, make a fortune at the expense of Armenians.

And, finally, Qamal Ahmad thinks that many IKMB “regarded the
murder of Armenians as jikad in the name af Allab™™

Along with this, in Qamal Ahmaed's boak mmplu are brought fram
the histary of Armenian-Kurdish friendship, also during the Armenian
Geoclde of 1915, when Kurds, endangering their lives, attempted to
save or aid Armenizn refugees.

In general outline, such is Qamal Ahmad's conceptusl approach to
the Armentan-Kurdish relations and to the wrinkled problem of Eurdish

™ Thid, p. 274,
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licity in the Armeni and the Armenizn Genocide.
Three principal aspects shoald be singled out in his approach.

First, within the Kundish commumity, there were certain powers and
social groups - feudal lords, sheikhs, tribe clders, agas and saldiers, who
in puﬁrinlmd economic ierms were interested in “ssiling the Ammenion
Question through eradication of Armenians™,

Second, the Armenian-Kurdish controversies were the reflection of
specific realities and different bevels of development — Armenians being
at a higher level of development and stepping into capitalist relations, and
Kurds being at a lower level, still groping thair way in fendal and ribal
redations.

Third, the Otioman government and the Turkish ruling elite used
Kurds as tools in effecting their criminal plans of extirparing Armeninns.

Wz are mone than convinced that Qamal Ahmad’s work, which can
unconditionally be regarded as o serious stwdy, the thoupghts and
viewpoints, expressed in it will facilitate the better perception of the
nature of the complicated Armeniun-Kurdish relations. the political,
econamic and ethno-cultural molives of the big histerical error of that
peaple, which produced heaviest effect on West Armenians, later alsy
costing dear to the Kurdich people and their political fate,




CHAPTER ETGHT
ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY ON THE CLAIMS OF WESTERN
ARMENIANS

Analyzing the causes of the Armenian massacres and the Genocide,
it is natural io ask: what were the claims of Armenians? Did they contain
aiy threatening provisions to the imegrity or existencs of the Ottoman
Emipire, thereby laying grounds for their own physical extermination?

These questions have bong become & subject for debate i
conternporary historiography, so Amb historiography could not pass by
that principal problem either.

The Amb authors, having studied the guestion thoroughly and
profoundly, are unanimeus on that Western Armendans in the historical
period under comsideration had not raised a question of separating from
the Ottoman Empire and becoming an independent state. As no such
staterment had been made by Armenians, hence there is not a single Arab
scholar presenting an opposite view. This is a principal approach, which
makes the fault of the sultans and Young Turks even graver, as they
commitied & genocide of a people that bad never come up with the
suggestion o separate from them and estahlish is national state unit.

Nonetheless, Armenians did have a problem, anchoned on respecting
of their national and human rights, ensuring their secure existence,
maintining their national values and identity, which they sought o
achieve within the borders of the Ottoman Empire.

This. however, does not mean that the claims of Arménians remained
stiff and did not madify along with the political and social-economic
changes in the Ottoman Empire.

When we approach the problem from this sspect, we see that
content-wise, the Ammenian Question had had thres phases of



develogment, with an appropeiate mode] suggesied for each.'™. This truh
is canfirmed by Arab historiography as well.

|. THE MODEL OF REFORMS

The oces of this model can be seen in embryo in the early XV
century, when Armeria was split between Sefid Persia and Otossn
Turkey, and when West Armenia was integraied into the Cttoman
Empire. But the model, more or less shaped, appsared during the Russo-
Turkish war of 1877-1878 and the Congress of Barlin following it. when
the Armenian Question transformed from inter-Ottoman into infernational
m

The Arnh nathars — Usmen at-Turg, Marwan al-Moadawar, Mousss
Prince, Fuad Hasan Hafiz and others, have piven quite a detailed
elucidation of the matter, particularly of those sections of the Treaty of
San Stefano and the Treaty of Berlin, which concemed the Armenian
Question, with the reforms” option for settling it

As i known, and 25 was presented in the previous chapler, the
Russo-Turkish war ended with Turkey's recumrent defeat, following
which on March 3, 1878, in the village of San-Stefono in the vicinity of
Tstanbul, the peace Treaty between Russia and Turkey was sigoed,
conflrming the military dafeat of the Ottoman Empire. The Tresty
contained Amicle 16, which concemed specifically the reforms in West
Armenia. The article stated, “The Sublime Porie commits to immediately
carry out reforms and renovations, based on the local needs in the
Armenian- pgulﬂ.eﬂ regions, and seeure Armenians from Kunds and
Circassians’

There was ancther very important term in that Treaty: Turkey agreed
that in Asian Turkey, that is in West Armenis, the Russian troops would
stay for a period of six months, during which the reforms were o be
implemented. The presence of the Ruesian troopes served a guarantee for
effiscting the reforms.

1% Pow details, see- N, Hoviannisyan, The Lebaness Motel for the Salution of the
Armenian Quesiion in the Ctiomen Bmpine, Countries md Peopies of the Middie Easl,
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On the whole, the Treaty of San-Stefano, in terms of sedtling the
Armenian Question, can be praded positively,

That is how the model hes been comprehended by Amab
Iistoriography. Marwan al-Moudawar, who in his work has given the full
transfation of Aricle 16 into Arakic, stresses that the Otfoman Empire
committed 10 carry oul reforms in the Armenign vilayets and to ensure
the security of Armenans™. Usman at-Turg particularly notes that in
San-Stefuno, "Russians introduced the claims of Armenians™, which
menns that between Russions and Armenians thers had besn an
agreemenl on cenain issues, therefore Usman at-Tung considers Russia’s
claims to Turkey &5 Armenian.

Giving an overll pasitive sssessment to the terms of San-Stefano
and idering them adv for 4 ians, the Arab histarians at
the same time express their regret that the Onoman side rejected the
Armenian claim to granting them adminisirative sutonomy, agresing
instend 10 caly carry out reforms in the Armenian vilayets™, Tt was
certminly one of the drawbacks of the Treaty of Sen-Stefano, as the
establishment of any administrative unit in West Armenia would put the
introduction of reforms, and the Armenian Question within its scope, on
legal grounds, and would make the regulation of the problem more
relinhle.

Here, it i3 relevant to focus on un important fact. The Treaty of San-
Stefang, inended to Introduce reforms in the Armenian regions and to
ensure the security of Armenians from Kurds and Circassians, was a
recognition by Turkey that the situstion Armenians had been in was
really tough, and that the question of their safety and sscurity was really
actunl, Article 16 of said Treaty stated this in black and white. Had these
not been any such problem, no such article would ever appear in a Treaty,
under which the Ottoman government put its signature.

The Treaty of San-Stefano was Russia's diplomatic victory, which
caused anxiety among Russia’s rival European countries, under which
pressure in summer of 1878, the Congress of Beslin was convened. We
have given 8 detailed analysis ef this issoe in the previous chapees, so
there is no peed to advert on it agnin, W will only remark that within one
year, the Great Powers hed twice addressed the Armenizn reforms, which

* parwan al-Meud Armenians Th History, p. 396.
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was stated in Article 61 of the adopted Treaty. In some prineipal poinds it
differsd from the terms of San Siefano — not to Armenians” avail, This is
confirmed by its content, “The Sublime Porte commits 1o immediaiely
camry out reforms, proceeding from the local peeds, in the Armenian
pepulated regicms, and to ensare the security of Armenians from Kurds
and Circassians. The Sublime Porte is obligated to periedically report o
the "ﬁﬁ' which are to supervise the implementation, on all the measures
taken

This Article contained two principal retreats from the Treaty of San-
Stefano. First, it annulled the mechanism for effecting the reforms in ihe
Armenian vilnysts, which was related with the stay of the Russion troops
in those vilwyets for ot least 6 months, during which the reforms were to
be carried out. It was a binding factor, which the Ottoman government
would hardly be able to bypass, The terms of the Congress of Berlin
obligated that the Russian troops bs immediately withdrawn from Asian
Turkey, or Weat Armenia, which meant that no factor or mechaniem was
left to compel Turkey to introduce the refarms.

Second, not enly the mechaniams of reforms were removed, but the
Congrees of Berlin handed over the solution of the problem to the sultan,
although the European stites — Bngland, Germany, Austris-Hungary and
Prance knew very well that the first responsible for the hardships of
Armenians wes sultan Abd al-Hamid II, who pessonally incited the anti-
Armenian acts of Kurds and Clrcassians.

Thus, Moussa Prince is absolutely eomect when he writes that the
first wictims of the decisions of the Congress of Berdin fell Armeatans. as
the Eurogean countries, mentioned above, barred the implementation of
Article 16 of the Treaty of San-Stefano™. That gove grounds to Usman
#i-Turq to state that thess Buropean states lied to Armenions, and (heir
assurances of empathy and readiness to help Armendans oul were but
false,
It shoald be noted that in Amb historiography, the terms of the
Congress of Berlin and the policy of the Eusopean countries lowards the
Armenian Cuestion were sirictly eriticized, which is evidenced not only
by the works of Moussa Prince and Usman at-Turg, but also of Marwsn
sl-Moudawer, Fusd Hasan Hafiz. Safih Zahr ad-Din, Asad Daghir,
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Mubammad Rifial al-Tmem, Semir Arbash and other scholars, the Islamic
und Lebansse encyclopedias, efe. The most accurnte and comprahensive
ussessment is, perhaps; given by Zein Zein. The Congress of Berlin, he
writes, “saved (he Ottcmen Empire from immediate break-up and
collops=™",
Ra a comequence of the policy of the Great Powers, which handed
the issue of the Armenian reforms over o sultan Abd al-Hamid [1, the
implementation of the reforms in West Armenia failed. The sulan did nat
anly defaulled on starting the reforms, but took up more active and
dunperous anti-Armenian steps, which the Amb historians noticed and
criticizedl. Folowing the Congress of Berlin, he formed the Hamidie
cavalry, the primary poal of which was (o keep Armentans in fear and
horror and bo carry oul camages; he banned the use of the word
“Ermenisian”™ - “Armeniz” in the temitory of the Ottoman Empine;
planned and committed the massacres of 1804-1806, ete.

Thus, the model of reforms, which did not even imply any
wdminisirative autoncmy, for 8 number of intemal and especially external
reasons had never been brought to life.

1, THE MODEL OF DECENTRALIZATION OF THE OTTOMAN
EMPIRE: LAMARQAZIY A

In Arub historiography, in terms of discussing the Armenian claims,
u unigue place is given to the elucidation of decentralization, as a model
for solving the national question in the Oitoman Empire and within this
seape - of the Armenian Question,

The model of decentralization of the Otioman Brmpire first appearad
on the arenn after the Young Turk revolution of 1908, The appesrance
and dissemination of that viewpoint was furthered by the fact that the
Yourg Turks, initially backed by some representatives of Armenians,
Jews ond Arabs, acted under the slopans of the Freach revolution:
“Liberiy, Equality, Fraternity”. The residents of the empire proved naive
encugh to believe that in the history of the Oitoman Empire 2 new period

4 ein N, Feln The Emerpence of Arah Naticaallsm, p. 5.
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was setiing in. Among the first ranks of the naive believers were also
Western Armenians — if not all, then st least certain social lnyers.

The idea of decentralization of the Otoman Empine foard its ardent
supposters among 2lmost all the nations of the Empire, particularly Arabs
and Armeaians. It had its adherents also among some Turkish political
figures. In the Turkish socety, the authoritutive lesder of that strenm was
prince Subsheddin, the nephew of sultan Abd al-Hamid I1, his sister's son.
He was anxious about the future of the Ottoman Empire, the problem of
overcoming its backwardeess and turelng It 8lo & progressive ond
developed state, and was supportive of the idea that all the non-Turkish
nations of the empire be given wide astonomy, He found that the remots
national territories of the empire might be given motonomy. and the
Ottoman Empire be reorganized as & confederation of state siructures,
enjoying equal rights. Such rights would be granted to Westemn
Armenians, too.

Sabaheddin’s project to rebuild the Ottioman Empire a5 2
confederation was guite an audacious proposal; we think, Turkey was not
mature snmugh (o underge such radical reconstruction up 1o the Eurgpean
gtandards.

Given that, Sabaheddin’s views were supported by the leaders of the
“Liberty and Concordance” party, founded in 1911, which, having
spproved of the decentralization principle, proposed the following
slogens: “Balkan countries — to Balkan peoples”, “Arab countries - 1o
Ambs”, “Armeniz - to Armenians”, and “Kurdistan - to Kurds™, These
should not become independent states, but rather internal sworomous
regioas within the Ottoman Empire™.

The concept of decentralization found especially andent supporiers in
the Arab countries, among almost all of the Arab social strata. This was
very important, because Arabe, outrumbering even Turks, were the most
numercus nation in the Ouoman Empire. In 1912 in Caire, they founded
“Hizb al-lamargaziys al-ideriyn alcsmani” - the “Cutoman
Administrative Decentralization Party”, Lamarqaziya for short, meaning
Decentralization™. Its leaders were outstanding Arb national-palitical
figures, such as Rafik al-Azm, Abd Hamid sz-Zahravi, and others.

™ fymwuh BLE. Honas nerapks apaficnn crpan, Mocrma, 1083, o 304,
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Amang the claims of Lamargaziya, the central was granting a special
provincial status (o the vilaysts, inhabited by Arabs and all the other non-
Turkish peoples of the Ottoman Empire. They should have their own
povernments and provincial councils with wide authorities, including the
right 1o appoint foreign counselors for reorganizing the pelice,
gendarmerie, justice and finance In the given province™.

Armenians, too, were for the decentralization of the Otioman
Empire, supporting both Sabaheddin's model of tuming the Ottomsn
Empire into a confederation, and the version, proposed by Lamargasiyn
The evidence of it we find in A. Hourani's work, where he notes that the
leadesship of Lamargaziya from its very first day was in close relations
with Turk liberals, hended by Sshabeddin', Armenians, in their turn,
were in constant relations with Lamargaziya, and, undoubtedly, were
approprintely informed about Lamargaziys-Sabaheddin contacts, The
position of Armenians was well known to Arabs, their national and
political figures, first of afl the leadership of Lamargaziya. They
supported each cther in vasious mazters. This fact is especially umderlined
by Moussa Prince, who nates that Armenians eirived for adminisirative
sutonomy, He names the renowned Armemian wriler and member of the
Ottoman Parlinment Grigor Zohrap, as well as the lesders of the
‘Dashnaktsutiun” party, emphasizing that “they — Zohrap and the
“Dashnak™ party — dreamt about a state, in which national discrimination
would be replaced by adminisrative sstonomy™. In that way
“Armenians', Moussa Prince writes, ‘wanted to advance their intellectual
and economic life™"".

The Arab documents evidence that the leadership of the Lamargaziya
party coaperated with Armenians, they consulted with cach other and
coardinated their positions, basing on the principle of decentralization of
the Cticman Empire. The best manifestation of it was the First Amb
Congress. held on Juse 18-23, 1913, in Paris. Alomg with the
representatives of different Arab countries, af the congress present was
one Armentan with n guest status. The Congress was presided by Abd
Hamid az-Zahravi.

8 i p. 4B4-485.
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The work of the Congress and the discussions evalved were quite
stormy. The prescoters siated that Ambs wanted to reform the empine,
because they wanted 1o becoms part of the contemparary civilization, nd
they look to Europe for assistance. Along with this. the delegates of the
Congress considered it requisite to express their loyalty 1o the Ouoman
Emgire, wishing to soe it & pawerful state. On behalf of the Congress, no
elaim for separation was raised. the adopted resolution was based on the
sforementioned provisions of the [ ya on d Eization of the

Oittoman Empire-

The Armentan repressntative at the Congress, as the Arab sources
eviderice, on behalf of the Armenian people expressed full suppest o
Arabs and their struggle. o the proposed by them model of
decensralization.

The Congress in its tum adverted o the state of Armenians in the
empire and to their nationsl claims. The question was proseated by
presiding &t the Congress Abd Hamid az-Zahravi, whe said the follewing:
*The state of owr Armenian brothess 1g similer 10 our sate. They are
peaple such a3 we are, they think just like we do, and they demand just
what we do. We wish success (o both us and them, We ane united in the
smatter of unity of the Ottoman Empire™".

In the resolution, sdopted by the Congress, the Armeninn claims
were prosenied sepurately. Paragraph & of the resolution was devated (o
them, which read, *The Congress approves of and supparts the Otioman
Armenians’ claims, which are based on the principles of decendralization.
and through their delegate sands greetings o them™",

The model of decentrafization, unfortunately, did nat woek either,
gnd could mever have worked, because the Young Turks were guick
engugh to throw away the slogans of equality and fraternity. that soamded
false on their lips from the wery beginning, and replace them with the
concept of forcible Turkization of all the non-Turkish peoples of the
Ottoman Empire 1o esablish an ethnically “pure” Turkish state, and (he
concept of pan-Turkism, which was of sirategie significance for them.

For the Young Turks, neither the theses of equality and fruterity,
nar those of decentralization and confederation existed any longer. They

MY Wosaik al-mu'tamis al-wwd al-ewal, (913 -Documests of the Firil Anb Congiesi,
1913, Beiru, 1985, p. 117,
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contrasted the decentralization claims of Arbs, Armenians and the other
nan-Turkish peoples with the dilemma of either Turkization-assimilation,
o extirpation of those peoples. The Young Turks had started execution of
said dilemma back in the times of Werld War I in 1915 the Armenian
Cienocide began, in 1915-1916, by Cemal pasha's order, Abd Hamid az-
Fahravi and dozens of leaders of the Arah nafional movement wers
hnged; o great many were thrown into prison. As regands prince
Sabaheddin, he, having sensed the upcoming danger and realizing that,
under the cirumstances, his descent from the Ottoman dynasty would
hardly serve him a protective shield and save him from insvitable murder,
fled from his futharland, designated “Abd al-Hamid Prison®, and found
shelter in Switzerland.

3. THE LEBANESE MODEL FOR SOLVING THE ARMENIAN
QUESTION

The Lebanese version, or the Lebanese model, to which particular
atlention is given in Arab historiography, was, perhaps, the moat
promising for the solution of the Armeninn Question within the Ottoman
borders. Compared to the other versions, it, firstly, presented a higher
level, and, secondly, bad had its precedent. The matter concems the
“Oirganic Statute of Mountzinous Lebanon™, which was applied in the
Ouoman Empire in 1861,

It was preceded by bloody clashes betwesn the Draze and Maronites
in Lebanon in [B45 and 1BG60-1861, which dewveloped imto mass
slaughiers. In instigating them, their own share of guilt had both the
Otoman Jeadership and the Earopean states, England and France in the
first place. Armed detschments of the Arab Maronite and Dnuze
communities sliughtened each other in Beirut, Zahle, Saida, Deir al-
Kamar, Domascus and its environs, in which course 20 thoussnd pecple
were killed, destroyed were 380 Christian villages, 540 churches and 40
ftemples. ete, Casunbties and losses among Muslims and the Druze wens
heavy, too,

Under the arissn heavy circumstances, on September 5, 1860,
England, France, Russia, Aunstria and Prussia foonded an internalional
commitiée, in which the Ottoman Empire was also forced to participate.
The goal of the commirttse was not only and not =0 mach to reveal the
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causes of the staughter and punksh e guilty, as to develop measures o
prevent the recumence of such events, and above all. to develop 3 new
administrative model. or & new |agal state for Lebanon.

Aftes long negotiotions, the committee finished the making of the
legal document, which was signed on June 9, 1861 in Istanbul by
Englend. Austria, Prussin, Russin, France and the Ottoman Empire. The
document was entitled “Stanite Granted te Lebanon”, which in
specialized literature is known as "Organic Statute of Lebanca”.

The Statute involved all the aspects conceming the adminisirative,
legislative, judicial, economic, police and local bodies of Mountiinous
Lasbanan,

According to the Statute, Mountainous Lebanon wes proclaimed an
auionomous province — mutasarifiys, headed by a Chrstlan governar, or
vicesoy-mutasarif. He was sppointed by the Ottoman sultan, which
candidacy was to be previcesly coordinated snd approved by the abeve
Europsan states, that hnd signed the agresment and who were the
punrantors of the new statute — the autonomy of Mountainous Lebanon,
Mutasarif's being Christian was binding, An Administrative Council was
1o be ished undes if, M if was bound to ensure law and
arder and peace all around the province, where everyone was declared
equal under 1aw. Within his authorities was to appeint local funclionarics
and judges, ensure the enforcement of law-based decisions, establish
loes! pofice to maintain peacs and law, ete.

By the presentation of the European states, the Ottoman saltan
appointed Karapet Artin Daodian the first vicesoy, or mulasaril in
Lebenon’”, This owstanding Armenian was gified with highest
qualities of & statesman, and carried out his responsibilities of viceroy
remarkably.

This Lehanese model later on, after the Russo-Tirkish wor of 1877-
1878, with minor amendments, wis implemented also in Bulgaria, when,
by the Treaty of Berlin, Bulgaria was divided into two sectors. In one
sector, the Bulgarian autonomous state was formed, granted with the
right to elect its own prince, which, however, was to be opproved by the

2 Hevhannieynn N. H., Arb Historiograpy on Modem Ameséan Histery - Modam
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Crteenan sultan, by the consent of the Baropean states, Bulgaria did have
its organie statute — it was given the rght to have 8 Constitwtion.

The other section of Bulgaria ~ East Rumelia, remaining under the
direst domination of the Ottoman sultsn, received administrative
autonomy. I8 governor, whose being Christian was binding, was
appointed by :he sulian, the candidacy having besn approved by the
European stabes™

Such wulhr.poﬂm:d ond legal conbent of the Lebanese model, that
proved principally acceptabls for the Ottoman sultan and the leading
European stalss, and wes applicd in the Amb and Balkan regions of the
cmgire.

In Arab historiography, this model Iz also stodied in regard to the
solution of the Armenian Question. The Arab suthors confirm that the
model was also acceptabls for Western Armenians, its various political
powess, 05 well as for the Armenian church. The model was supparted by
Khriminn Hayrik. Patriarch of Constantinople Nesses Varjapetyan, and
others. The model, as the Arab historians evidence, served 8 source of
inspiration for Armenians and pave them big hopes. “Inspired by the
Lebanese precedent’, Moma Prince writes, "Armenians wished to
receive o modest admi ive legs ambiti than the
international  statute of Mountainous chmm"" Moussa Prince
congiders the Lebaness model but & humbie claim, stressing that
Armenians were ready to obiain an even lower status, than that granted to
Mountsinous Lebanaa.

Armenians wished to bring this question up af the Congress of Berlin
of 1878 and requast that the Ottoman leadership and the Buropean Great
Powers prant West Armenia a statute of the type, granted to Mountminous
Lebanen. In this conncction, in Arab historiography, the issue of
participation of Armenians at the Congress of Berlin i touched upan, In
the Lebanese encyclopsdia it s2ys thet Armenians formed a delegation
with Catholicos of Armenia Khrimian Hayrik st the head, and sent to
Berlin to participate at the Congress™", Yet, the participating countries,
the same Arab source observes, did not allow the Armenian delegation to
participate at the Congress, ing that said d ion did oot
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represent any state” . The depressing abaut it is that whea In 1861,
Meuntninous Lebanon wis given the status of & viceroy-niled region,
it was not o stats cither, Clearly, the pasition of the participating counries
at the Congress of Berlin was groundless and Hllogical.

The issue of participation of the Armenion delegation ot the Congress
of Beslin and application of the Lebanese model was reised by Fuod
‘Hasan Hafiz, too. He attaches o unique shade to 1t when he notes that.
although the Armenian delegation was not allowed to take part at the
Comgress of Bexlin, they submitied & Memorandum 1o the participants of
the Congress, in which the claims of Western Armenians were stated.
Based on those claims, the Egyptinn authar confirms that Armenians did
not presant clabms of ssparmtion from the Otoman Empire. but requested
to establish an Christian administration with § ional
guarantees, like the foanded in 1861 Lebanese administration™.

Such was the main claim of Armenians, and auributing separatist
ambitions to them is aspersion, only cast uu arena to justify the Oftoman
o ‘s palicy of

Although the Congrese of Berlin refuted the Armenian demand and
did not consider the subsmitted Memorandum, the Armenian Question
was nof removed from the agends. From time 1o fime Armenions
reminded about the necessity to intreduce reforms in the Armenian
vilayets, including the model of Mountainous Lebanon ns a possible
versicn for solving the Armenian CQuestion, waiting for a mon: oppartune
moment o refum to it

Armentans. 88 the Amb sources oofe, resumed oddressing the
European states, calling them to compel Istanbul to carmry out the
promised at the Congress of Berin reforms in the Armeninn-popilated
regions. Usman at-Turg panticalarly mentions the adéress of the
Armenian Catholicos Geverg V' to the European countries — participants
at the Confereace of Leadon in 1912, Not contented with this, the
Armenian Catholicos, Usman at-Turq writes, dispatched a special
delegation to London with Poghos Nubar at the bead, charging him to
bring up the issue of reforms o be implemeated in the Armeninn regions.
Yet, the Amb historian proceeds, the eonference refused to consider the
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Armeniun request™ . By Moussa Prince’ precise definition, “the promises
to carry out reforms in the Armenian vilayets remained deadiocked”,
while the state authorities and Kurdish tribes kept breaching all the
Jegal narms and plundering™.

As ix mentioned in Arab historiogruphy, the favarable conditions for
anee ngain 1o bring up the Armenian Question were created in 1912-
1914, connected with the Balkan wars and Turkey's defeats, The Arb
historians evidence that once again the Armenian Catholicos Gevarg V
came out with the initdative.

The Trarist government, meeting the request of Cathalicos Gevorg
W, developed and in 1912-1913 submited to the European Great Powers
& proposal for regulating the Armenian Question, basing on the principles
of autenomy of Mountainous Lebanon. The Russian proposal became o
suhject of discussion ae the meeting of the aceredited in Istanbal
ambassaclors of the European Great Powers, held on July 3-24, 1913,

Russia proposed 1o unite the six Armenian vilayets — Erzram, Bitlis,
Kharberd, Svaz. Von and Diarbakir, and to establish one Armenian
province with o governor at the head. He would be appointed by the
sultan, by the consent of the Europesn States, for a period of five years.
The governor would be an Ottomen subject Christian, or a European.
The exceutive power would be focused in the hands of the governor; an
Adminisirative Coancil waouald be established and 2 province council
clected, in which Christions and Musfims would be represenied

equally.
The proposal also contained some |:|L‘ns=r critical provisions, of
which warth icning are the d to elimi the Hamidie

cavalry, return the confiscated lands to Armenians or compensate for
them, ban inhabiting the Armenian provinee by Muslim refugees from the
Fialkans, and the like. The latter was a sore point for Armenians, Quite
unc'zrstandable, because, as the Egyptian historian Mubammad Rifat al-
Imam notices, ‘Ow 500) thousand refugees had come to West Armenia
from the Balkans"™, Adverting on the same question, Salih Zahr ad-Din
wites, “The empire was plunged into chauvinism and racism, as a result
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of which the state of Armenians aggravated by continual and anpanished
plundes and crime. The depepalated Armeaian villages were inhabited by
Turk refugees™™,

This was abviously the best ever draft, submitted for the sofution of
the Armenian Question. Such s the assessmemt given in Arsb
higtoricgraphy.

The Buropean states tock different stands towards the projeet,
presented by Russia.

England and France, the allies of Russia by Entente, principally
agreed with the praposal, bat never showed any active support,

Germany, Austris-Hongary end Tuskey spoke against Russia's
proposal. They wene particularly against the idea of uniting six Armenian
viluyels to creats one Armenian province, appointing & govemor by the
consent of the Earopean stales, parity of Christians and Muslims in the
province and focal councils, in the state positions, ec.

Germany, together with Austria-Hungary and Turkey, sugpested to
cansider the Turkish project as & basis for negotintions, where the
parsgraph on establishment of the Armenian province was missing.
Instead, restoration of the status of the six vilayets was proposed. Turkey
also eppesed against the Euscpean eoatrol over assipning officials and
implementing the project.

A long diplomatic strupgle unfolded &round these proposals, in
which course Russia was compelled to compromisz.

The matter in poiet 5 as follows. The Arab historians paid attention
1o an impaortant provision, proposed by Gesmany and adopied by
Russin, While Armenians were demanding to cary oul reforms under
Rugsin’s supervision, Germany propossd to refute that claim, and carry
ot the reforms under the supervision of two intemational commizsioners,
representing neutral countries™. This claim was stated in the Russo-
Turkish agreement. It was obvious that tha German contra-proposal
intended not to allow conselidation of Russia's positions on the ane hand,
and covertly to leave the implementation of the reforms to the Young

™ Salth Zahs ad-Din, The Poliey of the Deomn Bmpire fn West Armenia and the
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Turks® diseretion, on the other. But in the final analysis, the German
canira-proposal was pointed against the interests of Armenians.

In return, it succseded in making Turkey sign the agreement on the
Armenian reforms on January 25, 1914,

The Russo-Turkish agreement chose an all new vession of selving
the administrative-territorial problem, which was the central one. The
option of forming an Armenian province, as well as the option of six
vilayets were both declined, The parties apreed on dividing West
Armenia into two gones. The first zone united the vilayets of Ererum,
Swvaz and Trabzon, which gave Armenia access to the Black sea. The
second zone comprised the vilayets of Bitlhs, Van, Kharberd and
Ditarbakir. The center of the firsi zone was Brzrum, and Van was the
center of the second zone, Each zone was headed by Inspector General, &
foreigner, i, not a Turkish subject, who was appointed by the Ottoman
g by the rec ion of the European Great Powess.

Inspector General was given certain authorities to exerciss executive
povwer, was authorized to hire and fire officers, setile land dispuies, etc.

The focal council members should be elected to the principle of
makntaining the numerical perity of Christians and Muslims. Humidie
was climinated and a reserve cavalry was formed instead™.

Such is the general outline of the option of the Lebanese model,
proposed for regulating the Armenian Question, acceptable both for the
Ottoman Empire and the European states — Germany, Austria-Hungary,
Russia, England and France. In this way, the solution of the Armenian
Question was taken out of the Ottoman sultan's sxclusive competence,
and moved to 8 different Jegal fiedd. This was a great advancement in
itself, which mspired hope, that the solution of the Armenian Question
was it lagt beeaking the deadlock to entar the practical phase,

Indeed, the first sieps that followed the agrecment gave certain
groand for being optimistic.

The sultan, by the consent of the Eurcpean siates, appointed
Inspector Generals for both zones. Inspector General was key figure in
the system of the Lebanese model, given wide authorities; the consistent
implementation of the agreement reached between the states greatly
depended on him,

ulleciion ef Diplomatic Documenis. Reforms i Armesis. November 26, 1912 — May
10, 1954, P. 1915, o 158-180.
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Vestenenk. & Dutch citizen, was appointed Inspector General in the
First zone, comprising the vilayets of Erzrum, Svaz and Trabzon; in the
second zone, camprising Bitlis, Kharberd, Wan and Diarbakir, appaintsd
was Hoff, 1 Norwegian citizen,

Analyzing the Lebanese model, ndopted by the Russo-Turkish
agreement 835 @ hasis for repulating the Armenion Question. the Arab
sithors mark as novelly the fector that the viknyet of Trabzon was entered
in the list of ¥ilayets to underge reforms. They also qwl:h‘ as navelty the
appaintment of two Buropean obsarvers or :upemm

Both of the Inspsctor Genesals amived in Cmmlwmplc ready w
|eave for Erzrum and Wan and assume their challenging and responsible
duties. Only Half mlnsgui to do it in July, 1914, he arrived at his
residence in Van™. As for Vestenenk, he delayed o litile and never
managed to leave fo:’ Ergrum. Both he and Heff, whe did reach Wan. had
never had & chance to take up their duties. On August 1. 1914, World
War [ broke out. Russia, Engiond and France, and Germany., Austria-
Hungary and Turkey appeared in the cpposing military-political bocks
and became warring sides.

Turkey, backed by Germany and Auvsirin-Hungary, briltianily
benefiled by this new military-political situstion and invalidaied 1he
Russo-Turkish ngreement of January, 1914, on the reforms in Wes
Armenia. The Inspeciors Ceneral Hoff and Vestenenk were deperied
froom the territory of the Ottoman Empire by the Turkish authorities.

The Arab historian Asad Daghir has expressed his viewpaint on the
situation, which cannot be qualified other than audacious. “The
Armenian Question®, he writes, ‘became one of the causes of the greal
Europesn war, that gave an oppartunity to solve the Eastern Question
with all its branches on the basis of mciem™™, Even if some would
consider this viewpoint of Asad Daghir dispwable, stll it has o great
portion of truth in iL

Such was the tragic end of the Odyssey of the Lebanese model, as
applied to the solution of the Armenian Question.

The Arab historians — Moussa Prince, Fuad Hasan Hafiz, Marwan al-
Moudawar, Naim al-Yaffi, Usman st-Turq and others, albeit with cenain
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resarvafions, give an overall pesitive assessment to the Lebanese model
of solving the Armenian Criestion and to the Russo-Turkish agreement of
1914, seeing there manifestation of new approaches to the solution of the
Armeninn Question, anchored not on the principles of foreible
Turkization, sssimilation or physical exterminztion, but on the principle
of reforms. On the other hand, the failure to implement that model was an
necusion for them to revert to the stand of the European states in solving
the Armenian Question. They strictly criticize thoss states, sccusing them
of hypoerisy, and first of all — of pursuing their own pelitical, secnomic
and strategic interests, for which the Armenian people paid dear, In this
maiier, the Arub historians paint the fire of their eriticism st Germany and
Austrin-Hungary, They find that should thase states. as Turkey's allies,
wish, they woald have the opportunity and potential to obligate the
Owaman feaders to meet their commitments, or at least o prevent the
impending boody feast. They did not, for which Marwan al-Moudawar,
Salih Zahr sd-Din, Samir Arbash, Usman at-Turg, Fuad Hasan Hafiz and
others consider Germany Turkey's accomplice in failing the Lebaness
medel and not preventing the Armentan Genocide,

Thus, Arsb historiography verifies the trath thet Western Armenians
sought to solve the Armenizn Question within the borders of the Citoman
Empire. and hod pever brosght up the issue of sepamting from the
Ouoman Empire. For them, acceptoble were all three models: of reforme,
of decentralization and the Lebanese model.

It is not the faull of Armenians at all, that none of those optioas
worked. as 3 consequence of which Western Armenians appeared on the
threshold of genocide.



CHAPTER NINE

ARAB HISTORIANS AGAINST THE YOUNG TURK
'VERSION OF ARMENIANS “TREASON" AND “REVOLT"

1. REFUTATION BY ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY OF THE
ATTEMPTS OF THE YOUNG TURK LEADERSHIP TO ACCUSE
ARMENIANS OF TREASON

the problems ol’lhn Armenocide, the Arb authors have
Ipoc:ﬁtl"r dwalt upon an issue. of principal significance. The matter
concerns the #ccusation of treason against Armenians by the Young Turk
leadership, which the |stier employed to fustify their own erime.

In this connection, the stifling political atmasphere is described, that
formed in the Ottoman Empirs by the beginning of Ward War 1 We
think Salil Zahr ad-Din has given the truthful picture of that atmosphers.
“At that time,' he writes, “in the Ottoman Empire the extreme pan-Turkist
fe=lings gained momentum. Pan-Turanisem became the official doctrine of
the Young Turks. Guided by that doctrine, they tumed their eyes towards
the East, towards the Caucasus and Central Asia. The Turanian theceists
found that Russin should be forced out of the Cancasus io therepon
amnex those lands to Turkey, while the Black Sea should become
Turkey’s interior sea™. However, as the Arab nuthors note, “the Young
Turk leaderz thooght that the existence of Armenians hodered the
implementaticn of their plan. All Thean pasha, a member of the “litehad
wee Terakki™ party, said in this connection, “But for Armeniane, we would
have long oceupied the Cavcasus™"'.

In July, 1914, the VIII Congress of the Armenian Revolutionary
Dashnak party was convened in Brorum, The World War hed not begun
yed, bat the mankind was an its threshold and eould alresdy smell it For
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that wery reason, the War and the position of Armenians towards it
‘became the central issue for discussion at the Congress.

Everything shows that the Arab historians are well familiar with tha
muterials and resolutions of the Congress.

The Young Turk leaders artached great importance to the
and the resolutions to be sdepted, which is evidenced by the fact that
Shagir Behaeddin and MNaji bey, these leading representatives of the
Young Turk “lichad ve Terakki" party, participased at the Congress.
Shagir Behaeddin, then member of the centml commitice of the perty,
later became the leader of the so-calied “Ad Hoc Organization” - an

ization made up of homicides and eximinals, set out of prisons to
staughter Armenians, of sdventurers and other dregs of the Turkish
society™™, That organization proved the most active perpetrator of mass
carnages of Armenians.

They were charged by the party leaders to impose on Armenians a
decision that would exceptionally serve the imterests of the Onoman
Empire and be radically eonirary to the national i af Al

This is how Marwan al-Moudawar, having studied this question i
detail, describes the process of the Congress of Erzrum, the Turks' claims
and the resolutions of the Congress. He writes that when the Young Turk
leadesship leamnt aboid the Congress of the Dashnak party, they decided
1o dil their rep ives Shagir Behaeddin and Naji bey to the
Congress, charging them to speak on behalf of the Young Turk party and
present their claims, They did it: they demanded that the Congress of the
Dashnak party declare loyalty to Turkey of all Armenians, both Turkey
and Russin subjects, and in the event of war, form detachments of
Armenian fidais to war against Russia and incite mutiny in the rankz of
the Russian army in the Caucasus™, In order to tempt Armenians, the
Young Turk representatives, on behelf of the leaders of their pamy,
promised that “should they take such stand, they will be given the right to
cetablish their independent state on some Armenian termtories of Turkey
and Russiz after the war™.

The works by other Arab authors, panticularly Naim al-Yaffi, Fund
Hasan Hafiz and others bring the same proposals, which speaks about the
difficult conditics Armenians were in &t the threshold of Warld War L
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Naim al-Yaffi writes that the Young Turks “mmnounced the following
elalms at the VIIT Congress of the Dashnak pary:

1. Te form armed detachments of Armenion fidais (o wor sgains
Russians.

2 To orgunize rios in the Cancasus ngainst Russians in onder 1o
Incite the flame of revelt, break down and disosganize the Russinn Army,

3. To unile Armenlans abroad and coaperate with Tarks ™.

The third claim of the Young Torks, mentioned in Moim al-Yaffi's
work, s missing in the works by Marwan al-Moudawar and other Arab
authors. Meanwhile, 18 i very important, a5 it evidenees that the Yeung
Turks tried to subdue and employ for their own goals Armenians nol only
in Russia, but in the entire Armenian Diaspora, “shyly” masking that
purpose under the phruse “coapemtion of Armenians abroad nnd Turks".

What was the resclution adopted at the Congress, which the Young
Turk leadership took as the response of West Armenkans to their ¢laims?

The Congress decided thal, in the event of war, the Armenians in the
Oitoman Empire &nd the Armenians in Russia would appear in different
campe, as they are subjects of these two states and shall each ba loyal 1o
theirs™. As Marwan sl-Moudawar comectly noed, it meant that this
decision “barred the rood for the Young Turks™ 1o use Rossion
Armenians against Russia with the aid of Westem Armenians.

The Arab historians find very interesting the section of the Cangress
decisicns concaming the entry of the Ottorman Empire into the war. The
Armenian  leadess inform  the Owoman  leadess  through  their
represantatives at the Congress that *it is to the benefit of Turkey 1o retain
nentrality in the upcoming war™. In fact, Armenians  openly
recommended that the Ottoman suthorities do nol embark on the war,
which was pot in the interests of the Ottoman Empire and the mations
comprised in it

Tt was quite 8 dardng suggestion on behall of Anmenians io the
Ouorran Empire's leadership, considering the geals the latter was
pursuing — the pan-Tarkism policy, which success directly depended on
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Turkey's victorious war, and the depth and naturs of the relations, already
established between Turkey and particularly Germany.

Along with this, the Congress passes a highly important decisien,
which we think was of top significance under the circumstances, and
which Arnb historiography has dwelt upon specifically. That passage is
fully gueted in Marwan al-Moudawar's work, “Yet', the decision reads,
*shoudd the Turkish government decids to enter the war, the Armenians in
Turkey will discharge all their duties, impossd on them as Turkish
subjects, serve the homeland in all spheres — in the army and mdeﬁ:mﬁu;
the country, by way of service, as all the citizens of the empire""",

We repeat that it was a decision of crucial importance, w]‘lil:hclsa.rlj'
stated that Armenians were subjects of the Ottoman Empire, and, 25 such,
were ready to discharge all their duties, including serving in the armry and
defending the country. it was worded 50 a8 no other interpretation on

« behalf of the Turkish austhorities was possible.

As regards the Young Turk leadership's demand that loyalty to
Turkey be declared by Russian Anmenians, and revoles be incited against
Russia in the Caucasus, the Congrese rejected it. The decision of the
(Cangress on this issue stated that, "the Conpress cannot on behall
of Bussian Armeninas, who ars subjects of another state’

The Lebaness encyclopedia contains interssting information on this
mmatiir, Particularly, it is noted there that the *Trichad ve Terakki", or the
Young Turk party, with its representatives Shagir Behaeddin and Maji
bey also del d 1o Erzrum rep ofﬁmgnmdﬁaﬂh{m
who suggested that Armenians 3om Georgians and Azerbaijanis in
inciting 1 revoll against Russia™. But Armenians refused the
represeniatives. of Georgia and ﬁurbdj.ln #x well and reasserted their
pasition — Armenians &re loyal allies of Turkey and in cass of war will do
their duty towards their homeland™,

Thus, the Young Turks’ attempts 1o use Wesiam Armenians as o bait,
and with their aid to fnvolve the Armenians in Russia in a was againg the
laner and stir up disorders in the Caucasus, ended in outright failure.
They collided with the resoluteness of Westsrn Armenizns not to allow to
invodve themselves in a fratricidal war,

Mg
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fo this issue and Shagir Behasddin's complaints that their

hed not inspired Armenians and were refused by them, Fuad

‘Hasan Hafiz approves of the position Armenians had held. asking how ot

.un:]uwmu[dh:mmdbrlhtmcmmm“mmuld
W.;.wmum.mjuwm

The pasition of Anmeninns aroused not]ud]lcumm. bt profound
rage among the Yoang Turk leadership. Fuad Hasan Hafiz relates Shagir
Behaeddin's reaction to the rejection of their proposals by Armeninns.
Out of control and in extreme fury, wpon learning about the decision of
the Congress, Shagir Behseddin exclaims, “It's a treasan!™, The
Egyptian author underscores that it was the first sccusation of high
trenson against Armenians by the Young Turks™,

Madm al-Yaffi confirms this, saying lhlt the position of Armenians
was perceived by Tuorks as s treason - khain®™,

Related with this, the following nssvations would be approprinte,

First, the Young Turks' accusation of treason agninst Armeniang
Incked any arguments, there was no concrete display of any treasen or
crime,

Second, the groundlessness of this accusation is evident, 28 Western
Armenians clearly declared that they were ready to do their duty towards
Turkey in case the kaiter entered the war, and to protect the country up in
anms.

Third, the Young Turks brought accusations of treason against
Armenians neither during the war, nor after it, bat before the war — in
July, 1914, when World War I was not launched und Turkey wes not n
war yet. Under such conditions, the accusation against Armenions of
treason is nothing but iuwmm-m

Fourth, Arb historiography gives quite & eormect clucidation af the
events with quite persuasive and equitsble inference, stating that thers
had been no treason on the Armenian sids,

This shoubd be considered an imperiant coniribution of Arab
historiography to the elucidation of the Armenisn Genocide, especially to
& tangled and eritieal issue of the loyalty or state treason of Armenians.

:MMBMWMMMLFM
e
* Nalm al-Yalf, Genocide of Armenisns wd the Pasition of Arsh Public Opinion.
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The conclusicn 18 one and anly —no treason had been committed.

2 ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY ABOUT THE SELF-DEFENSE OF
ARMENIANS IN VAN AND THE TURKISH VERSION ABOUT THE
"REVOLT" OF ARMENIANS

The self-defense of Armenians in Van of 1915 has become a subject
for special investigation in Arsb historiography, This is accounted for by
the fzci that the Young Turks tried 1o present said self-defense as o revolt
agninst the Ottoman state and accases the Armenfans of high treason. This
accusation was brooght by the Otioman leadership as an official
viewpaint. Actually, it is their second argument to prove the “treason” of
Armenians, The firet argument, as has already been mentioned, was their
uccusation agrinst Western Armenians of their refusal to rabse Russia’s
Armenians against Russin and start subversive activities in the Caucasus,
in the Russian army’s rear and ranks.

In connection with the events in Van, of which we will speak below,
the seeusation of treason against Armenians was officially presented by
cme of the chief organizers of the Armenian Genocids, minister of interior
af the Ottoman Empire, further — prime-minister Talat, folly cited by the
Egyptian suthor Fuad Hassn Hafiz. “What happened to Armeniang’, Talat
said, 'is o punishment for betraying the Ottorman State, for joining Russia
in the war and revolting in Van in April, 1915, The phrass "what
happencd to Armenians” stands for nothing but the Armenian Genocide,
cne of the key perpetrators of which was Talat in person.

Usman ai-Turg underlines that the topic of the revoll in Van was
widely exploited by the Turkish political figures as an evidence of the
“treason of Armenians”, Taking into sccount this fact, the Arah historians
make a detafled analysis of the matter and infer on-their own_that mo
revolt against the Ottoman State took place in Van.

Fayez al-hossein, himsell an eye-witness of the Armenian tragedy
of 1915, an auther of & boak sbout ft, notes that he has camied out a
special investigation about the events in Van, talked with the citizens of
Van, inquired the local officials, which efforts showed that neither in Van
proper, nor in its environs not & single Muslim was killed by Armenians.

¥ Fupd Hasan Hafk, History of Armesian People, p 302.
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He stresses that the Ottoman government had required that Armenians
tumed in their weapons, but the latter, afraid of Kurds and the
summmfumdlnm!:hanquimmml".Umﬂzr!fuuLn
Fayer al-Ghosein notes, “the government required that the prominent
figures of the community {Armenien — N, H.) yield themselves hostages.
They did as required... But in other sections of the vilayet (Van - N. H.),
the Turkish g gathered all the Anmenians, took them out of
thir bomes and killed them all on the moad"®,

For the events taken place in Van, Usman at-Turg helds respensible
the govemnor of Van, minister of war Enver's son-in-law Jevde! and the
Turks, who longed to seize the Armenian districts and homes. “On April
17, 1915, he writes, Turks laianched their attack. They shelled the
Armeninn  districts  from  artillery, while Armenians  defended
(hemselves™™, Muhammad Rifat al-lmam, too, confirms that the
initistive to aggravate the situation in Van came from the Turkish side
which s held responsible for the further events, singling out govemor
Jowdet's provocative mowes™ . He concludes thai “no matier what

in Van, it was oot a revolt, bat an umarmed defensive act o
withstand the Turkish sicge™,

Moussa Prince considers the Turkish, & he calls it, thesis™ of the
Armenian “revolt” groundless, (oo, a5 he does not think any Armenian
revolt took place. He puts straiphtforwandly that in Vaspurakan, the
massacres were initiated by Jevdet pasha, who used the army. rebocated
from the Caucasian frond to Van and reinforced by the military forces,
relocated to Van from Erznem, to shell the Armenian districts of Van,
And Armeniane vesisted, up to Mousss Prince, herofcally™, Moussa
Prince, in his own words, gathered this Infarmation from the notss, made
by American and German missionanies, who had worked in Van and
witnessed the events, and, the suthor woderlines, gave 2 detailed
description of the developments in Van. "One can deduce from their

4 Fayez o Ghossein, Massacres in Atseia (Evidesces of a Witsess), p. 46
Thid

8 g wt-Turg, Pages from the Fiasory of Ammenian Mation, p. 241

B Mubammad Rift al-Imam, Annenien Guestion i e Otoman Saie, 1878-1523,
6.

= Thid., p. 62.
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notes that A i in Van il d LAWFUL DEFENSE
{accentuated by Moussa Prines = N. H.™.

‘The issus has been mther thoroughly elucidated by Fuad Hasan
Hafiz. too. He considers the revolt in Van the Young Turks" fabrication.
“Armenians’, he writes, 'did not revolt in Van in April, 1915, bat
defended their own lives from the Ottoman attacks; they defended
themealves until the Russinn troops approached, entering Van on April
19, 1915,

Az is s=en, all the mentioned Arab suthors, as well as those, whose
names we did not bring here, e unanimous as to the point that
Armenlans, 2& subjects of the Otioman staee, did rot revolt against it,
hence, the issue of their betrayal of the Ottoman Empire is abeolutely
irmelevant. They are also unanimaoas that the attackers ware Tarks, while
Armenians only deferded themsel|ves.

All the Amb historians, who have addressed the evenss in Van,
congider the Armenian self-defense quite natural and the legal right of
any nation, including the Armenians. In his book, published in French,
Moussa Prince calls the defense of Van “legitime defenss™ - “legitimate
defi

In this connection, some Amb historians sdvertsd om another
question, which, being refatively less studied in historiography in general,
therefore not familior to wide public, comes to refute the Young Tuorks'
fabricated accusations against Armenians of treason and neveolt. The issue
is as follows.

Some Arab historians, first of all Samir Arbash and Fuad Hasan
Hafiz, not denying that Apeil 24, 1915, is the official date for the Great
Armenian Massacrs, draw our attention to the fact that the Armenian
massscres had started even earfier, than the events in Van. Fusd Hasan
Hafiz |I||r|lts thet, during Waorld War I, the first massacres of Armenians
hapzened in the Iranian town of Urmiz, during the first occupation of the
tovwis by Turkish troops. Theﬂtmnmmwhndmupundumhmz

1915, and held until May 24 of that same year. The of the
massEeres wa.ulhegummm’uf‘hn.umnlm . The Amb
historian writes, “Tha WEnE and j by
= Ihid,

i
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Javilet bey, ;}dgfguwnfﬂnmmtnf\'m, who had
mummmmmm in the nomhwest of Iran,
which then ended in said oocupation™ . Even the Turks make noi a
single allusion to the revolt of Armenians in Urmia. They slaughtersd
Armenians because they were Armenisns.

This fact completely refutes the "viewpoint” of Talal and other
Young Turk lesders, by which they attempt to justify their bratish sctions
a8 il “necessitated” measure in response to the “revalt” of Armenians. The
Armepian massacres by the Ottomans in the northwest of Iran had taken
place long before the alleged revolt of Armenians in Van, when even
they, the Young Turks, did not uiter a word about the Armenion revolr, be
it in Vian or any other place. Consequently, the "revalt” has nothing to do
here. The massecres of February, 1915, in Urmia and the sttnck of the
Ostoman armesd forces oo the Armendans of Van in Apel, 1915, had
nothing in commen with any Armenksn revolt, a3 no such revolt had ever
taken place. Hence, the treagon of Armenians cannot become an issue
sither, which the Young Turks threw onto arena to justify their crime.

We find information on the events in Urmda, as was said, in Samir
Arbash' waork, too, which by comtent completely coincides with that
braught by Fuad Hasan Hafiz'. This proves that they had the same source
at hand. “During the ocoupation (Turkich — N. H) of the north-westermn
territory of Iran," he writes, *in February, 1915, thousands of Armenians —
wamen, ch!.hdlmmdmwmh]hdmﬂmu

The Al laughters in Urmia, committed by the Ottoman
troops, come ool cnly to refuts the “viewpaiat” of the Armenian reveli
and treason, but to confirm that the massacrss of Armenians had besn
planned in advance.

In regard to Talat’s accusation that “during the war they (Westen
Armenians — N. H.} joined Russia”, which he used to make the revelt of

A lang even mofe g ive and the crime of the Young Turks
Jnmﬁlbl:. the Amab historians refue this Yargument” of the preal
tog, as © y unfounded, This viewpoint is cleary

warded in Fusd Hasan Hafiz' work, where he writes, “Tn respect of the
Armeniang, who fought against the Ottoman state in the bepinning of
1915, those were Iranian and Russian Armenians, who had no obligations

= Thid.
* Sumir Arbash, Armemin: Land und Masics, p. 167.
114



to the Ctaman siate whatsosver™. They lived in Iran and Russia, so
quite Ingical is the question of the Arab authars why they should have
any ohligations o the Ottoman state, which wes in war with Iran and
Russin, Logical is their conclusion that Western Armenians should not be
held responsible for the actions of Armenians, living in other wates,
Russiz and Iran in this case. They assert once more that Westen
Armenians did not mct on behalf of Russia, and, as subjects of the
Ottomman state, consclentiously met their obligations to Turkey, This
standgoint is explicitly statsd in the Lebancse encyclopedia, whess it says
that Armenians confirmed their former position — they were loyal citizens
of Turk“:,uand in case of wir would meet their obligations to their
hometand™.

In this cannection, we would like v notice that In historical literature
an the Armenian Genocide, incloding Arabistics, the pesition of Russia is
often made an issue. On the whole, Arab historiography elucidatzs the
problem from & comeet standpoint, panticolarizing the positive role of
Russin in carrying oot reforms in the Armenian regions, in signing the
Treaty of San-Stefano of 1878, during the Russo-Turkish negatistions of
19121914, ete. The positive assessmeant of Russis’s role in the Armenian
Question may be qualified as prevailing in Arab histodography.

Given that, the spproach and estimations by Fusd Maydani, a
Lebanese suthor, brought in his article entitled “The Armenizn Revolt
against the Ottoman Sultnate and Its Causes”, sound in discord with
thase cited above, Underscoring, that the “Armeninn-Tarkish friendship
had a long hisiory’, he adds, “The Russian advocacy damaged that
friencship and tumed it into o ferocious hostiliey™”. Further in the
analysis, Fuad Maydani, breaking away from the reality, gets to the point
that he denies any pressure on Armeatans by the sultans even in the
national aspect, xaying that in the field of national question nothing
happened o Armenians, excepl that the Kurdish feodal lords exerted
vicience against them. Coming back to the Russian matter, Fuad Maydani
writes, that Russia called Armenians to mutiny, and “this call of Russin
wits 0 success, and in different castemn vilayets revolutionary unions wers

1 Pund Hasan Halke, Hisiory of Amenik People, p. 302,
2 Dyirat, ai-Muarif, wol. X. p. 310
' Fusd Magdani, As-Ssurs al-ammaniys did al-selteal d-usmaniya maz beyan al-
msbahuha = The Armemian Revall sgaing the Otioman Sulunmie and fis Causes, Al
Agrar”, Beirul, 1938, No. X, p 1.
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organized™, mmﬂdnumbﬂngwmmmwppmm
;pmhnnn. giving P AR e
follews the Turkish historians' and p | sci " popular
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Ottoaman Bmgire fram respansibility and burden Tsarist Russia. Then the
mh‘mmmmuhmsmhm}:mﬂ.numm
admits that the carnage of the Armenian leaders was by the
Turks" hands, by the Ottoman government, and that Enver, Talat, Cemal
MMmmﬁmmewamkh“meﬂmpmmpal
o and the ible for their

Mmuuhma pnanmmlh:pulnynfﬂumnluwme
Armenian Question ks but an exception, which contradicts the oplnien of
the overwheiming mejecity of the Arsb historians.

In conclusion of this saction on the Armenian revalt, we can state
that Argb historiography has made a valuable contribution to refuting the
Turkish fabrication.

Mg p 23,
8 [hid, Na,as.p 13,
116



CHAPTER TEN

Arsb historiography, as we have iried to show, provides detailed
elucidation of the prerequisites, motivations of the Armenian Genocide,
the rele of the political and ethnical incentives, the dominating in the
{toman Empire mentality and psychalogy, that favored the perpetration
of the Genocide, the fundementals and purposes: of Turkization and pan-
Turkism, the Otoman leadership's resorting to meism, and other
concomitant issues. The Amb authors studied the above questions against
the background of the incemational relations of the time, and the attitude
of the European Great Powers towards the Armenian Question,

Al of these form a cluster of questions, without studying which it is
impoassible (0 give a scientific interpretation to the Armenian Genocide.
To Arub historiogruphers eredit be it said, in our opinion, they basically
guve scientific, veracious and persuasive answers to the above questions.

Antther group of questions covers the study of the genccide proper,
its perpetration and processes, definition and analysis of its major
consiituents, revelation of the nature and elocidation of the consequences,
considering the Armenian historical fate, as well 8s of the waorld
developments, the Armenian Genocide serving a precedent and a model.

Here, toa, Arab histeriography has had its own saying, expressed
substantisted, ressomed, persuasive viewpoints, quite impressive and,
wery often, offering new aifractive ideas.

Amang them, we would like to note the invention of the term
“Armenocide’ and putting it into scientific circulation, which honor of
prioity, 85 far as we know, belongs to Mousss Prince. Thie brilliant
Lebsnese scholar and historian referred to this queston in his two
books™, published in French, 2nd in his monographic stody, published in

™ Moussa Prince g la collsborstion de Marie-Ange M. Prince. Un prccide

I, L' A Editien speciale i1 = 3000) n Poccasion
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Arahic™ It Is evident that he has made up that term by anslogy and
likewess to Rapheel Lemkin's groundbreaking invention of the term
wt"-mufnm.

“Armenccide” Is not only & linguistic, but & pofitical term, which has
n very concrete ethno-political content. It clearly implies the toml
anmihilation of Armens - Armentans, a5 & race, an etheos. [t is so clear
and concrete, that leaves no room for alternative interpretations. I that
we gee one of the secrets why this invention of Moussa Prince has quite
easily won the right to existence and became so pepalar with the
scientific cireles,

Had not Moussa Prince done amything beaides, the creation of this
term only would be enough for his name to go down in one of the mou
tragic pages of Armenian history — that of the Greal Massacre of 1915, as
well a3 in genocidelogy.

1. THE ISSUE OF PLANNED ARMENOCIDE

As iz seen, in Arab historiography prevailing is the viewpoint tha
there had been neither ireason nor any revolt on the Armesian side, that
could serve o pretext for the Asmenian Genocide. Thus, Iogically, the
guestion of the planned genocide comes to the foreground. Tt is ane of the
comersiones of the problem of the Armenocide, perhaps the moat crucial
one. The Arab historians have conducted their research exactly in this
direction.

The Arab scholars-historians in their werks, based on various prime
sawrces, show znd prove thet the Armesian Genocide of 1915 had been
carried out according to & previously worked out and spproved plan of
the Young Turk leadership, For them, it is beyond doabt that the Ottoman
leaders did have such plan, and scted nccording to that plan,

A starting point for that monstrous plan was the Young Turks' racist
idea of tuming the Ottoman Empire into & pune Turkish stete through

Mb?nfim-lm 103 p.: Moussa Prince. Lin geancide impuni: L' Armenacide,
1575, 5B2 .

* Moussa Prioce, Majazar al-A Jaraim did al-Insaniys- A Cenoiile.
Crize Agairs Hummnity, Alegpo, 1996, p. 157,
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farcible Turkization, by that paving the rcad for the triumph of pan-
Turkism.

The fuct of the existence of a plan for total ennihilation of
Armenians. or for the genocide, was mentioned in the works of all thase,
wha studied the issue — Moussa Prince, Marwan al-Moudawar, Samir
Arbash, llyas Zsnaniri, Fusd Hasan Hafiz, Muhammad Rifat al-Imam,
Waim al-Yalfi, Salih Zahr ad-Din, Salih Jihad, Emil Tuma, Amin Said
and a great many other Arab suthors. -

We dare insist that said approach s dominsting in Amb
histariography.

The Arsb scholars in their warks bring the decisions of the Young
Turk “litehad ve Terakki™ party on extermination of Armenions, the
commands and dispatches of Talat and other Young Turk leaders to the
wvals of vilayets to strictly stick to the decisions in the provinces, et In
his work, Fuad Hasan Hafiz brought the decisions of the secret mesting
of the Young Turk leaders, convened in early February of 1915. The
secret meeting, st which Talat, Enver, Shaqir Behaeddin, Ahmed Aghsey
and others pasticipated, mimuﬂ;aﬂwﬂd the decision to “annihilats
Armenians in the Citoman Bmpire™™.

Ahmed Agheev's participation at that mesting is worth mentioning.
He wos Azerbaijoni, the organizer of the Armenian massacres in Bake in
19015, This is known to Fund Hasan Hafiz, about which there is a meation
in his book. Experienced in massacres, Ahmed Aghasv most probably
shared his extensive expertise with the Young Turk leaders at the secret
meeting, although the latter were naot toddlers in that matter sither.

The minister of war Enver, as Usman at-Turg mentions, informs
Vi im, German Amb dor in Istanbul, about that decision. The
latier in his telegram, sent to Berlin on May 31, 1915, writes: “Enver
requires us not to impade those events™* (extirpation of Armenians — N,
H.)

The existence of the plan for exterminating Armenians is also
adverted to in the work by one of the best genocide experis Maim al-
Yaffi. Here is what he writes, “The Armenian Genocide was perpetrated

' Fyusd Hassn Hafiz, History of Armeniss People, p. 137,
™ sman wd-Turq, Pages fram the Hisory of Armenian Nution, p. 344.
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deliberately, by commands — up to the adopted plan™". The fact that
such plan exisied, stresses also Dyas Zanapiri. “When the war was
launched”, he writes, “the Turkish povemment rejected the plas of
improving the condition of Armeninns”, and considered the war an
oppestune chance for bringing sbout the plan of annihilation of the
Armeninn people™™. We find it appropriate to refer to the viewpalat of
an athor such a8 Marwon al-Moudawar, one of the worthwhile aspects
of whase wark |s sbundance of truthful facts, which the authar brilliantly
makes usz of. Giving the overall outline of the policy of the Ottoman
Ieadership at the beginning of the war, Marwan al-Moodawar then writes,
that the Ottoman Young Turk leaders “embarked on execating the plan of
ennihilation and deportation of the Armenian people™",

Tt is noctewarthy that the Amb authors find the deportation - the
forcible displacement of Armenians, an inseparable part of the plan of
annihilation of Armenians. This view, besides Marwan al-Moadawar and
ather Arab guthors, is pronouncedly smphasized in Salih Zabr ad-Din's
work, He writes that the Iitchadists, meaning the Young Turks,
forrmlated the plan for “displacing Armenians from their native londs
and exterminating them all through the Ottoman Empire™™. And Salih
Zahr ad-Din is not alene in his opinion.

We could continue quoting the Arab historians, yet we think this
much suffices to prove that in Arab histeriography prevailing is the
viewpaint that the Armenion Genocide was an elnborated policy of ihe
Young Turks,

The fact that the Armenian Genoeide had been planned, i.c. made n
state poliey, 18 explicated by the Arab authors ot only in annlyzing the
problems, related with the Armenian Genocide proper, but alss in
analyzing the Arab problems in the 30( century.

Arab kigoriography considers irefutable also the viewpaint that ihe
Young Turk beadership hod had  plan for physical exermination of
Arabs during World Waor L “Armenians and Arabs, Salih Zahr od-Din

¥ paben al-Yafll, Arneriiin Genocide and the Pasiyies of the Amb Peblic Opinian, p,

ey
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% Ty Eananir, The Tragedy of the Natiom, p, 60,

™ Marwan al-k ) i Misteey, o

* Salih Zahr §d-Din, Armenians: People sd Problem, p, 95
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writes, ‘were the two peoples, most of all exposed to the meist policy of
annihilation' ™™,

At long as Armenians end Asabs existed, the ectablishment of the
cthnically purs Turkish stabe, the unification of all the Turkish-speaking
peaples i accomplish the insane dreams of the Young Turks of
extablishing the “Great Turan” state could never be put an the agenda
This concepl is very clearly stated in Amb historiography, This is
comfirmed in the works by Zein Zein, Masud Dahir, Fuad Hasan Hafiz,
Morwan al-Moudawar and other Arab authors, where the through idea iz
that during the years of World War I, the Young Turks considered
Armenions and Arabs most dangerous, by ﬂus meaning the latter's
intention and determk to and national
identity.

The problem was in greater details sddressed by such an
autharitative Arah historian as Amin Sayid. In fact, he views the progam
issue of annihilation of Armsnians and Assbs within the overall context
ol the Young Turks' national palicy. In his work “The Revalt of Arabs in
the XX century”, mentioning that the Ammenian Genocide was
perpeiraied in compliance with & previously developed plan, he writes,
“Turkey's minister of interior Talat bey headed the campaign for
extirpation of Armenians. The plan of the organizer of the campaign was
o drive Armenians out of East Anatolia on foot through the Arabian
desen undu the saldizrs' supervision, whers the inevitable death awaited
them™™. Theseafter, turning to the issue of exterminating Arabs, he
expresses the following idea — the initial victories of the German-Turkish
block during World War I “made dizzy the Istanbul leaders, who were
great apologists of pan-Turkism. They decided it was high time to finish
with the two powerful national movements — the Arab nationalistic
movement in Syrin. Irag and Hijaz, and the Armenian movement in Bast
Amatolia. The point is that in the internal regions of Turkey & great many
Armenions Hved™™, If the annihilstion of Armenians was headed by
Talat, the campaign for annihilstion of Arabs was taken up by another
leader of the Yoang Tork Triumvirate, minister of navy Ahmad Cemal.
Member of the Young Terk Triumyirate Cemal pasha was the
commander of the Fourth Turkish Army, stationed in Syria, and Syria’s

™ Thid, p. §7.
;Ai}‘hﬁﬁmnmﬁamtmmxxm 7o
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ahsolute rules, in whose hands the entire military and political power was
concentrased. “In Syria', Amin Sayid writes, the solution of that problem
(annibilation of Arabs - N. H.) was taken up by the minister of navy,
Talst bey's fellow Ahmad Cemal pasha, waiied “bloodthirsty” in Syria, In
Beirut, Damascus and Gaza gallows were erected. Ahmad Cemal pasha
hanged, exiled and put to prison™™. Addressing that fssue, Zein Zein
notes that Ahmad Cemal “sentenced to death many Arab leaders as
*yraitors”, sccusing them of their intention to disintegrate the Otoman
‘Fmgpire through decentralization, and sell their country to forsigness ™™,
The crimes of Cemal and his surmoundings against Arabs drew the
Lehanese historinn Masied Dakld's attention. He partieulsrly sccemtuates
mmguhug}mafmoﬁnbmdmﬂﬁgum.uﬁdombyﬂmnin

In view of the question under consldertion. of significant value is
also Asad Daghir's work “The Revolt of Ambs”. The author is of the
same: opinion as the other Arab authors in regards i6 the existence of &
definite plan of the Young Turks to annihilate Arabs, In his work, he
gives the names of the Amb nationsl-polifical leadess and all the
outstanding figures, hanged by the command of the Yoanrg Turk leaders
in Burj Hamud square in Beimot, in Aley, Damsscus, Jerusalem and
olsewbere, placing the photos of some of them™'. The list of those
sentenced to death and hanged is also given by Amin Said, who refers 1o
the afficial declarations of Cemal pasha on that they all had been secused
of treason and intended “to separate Sycia, Palestine and Irag from the
Ottoman Empire and establish an independent state"™,

Amin Sayid noticed 8 peculiar fact.

He writes, that within the frames of the Young Tusk plans, the crime
against Armenians and Arabs was committed af the peried, when prime
minister of the Ottomsn govemment was Sayid Halim pashs, the
grandson of Muhammad All - the one who bad devoted s whols life (o
the lofty cause of destroying the Otwoman BEmpire and achieving the

™ Reid., p. BOL

% Zein N, Zein, The Emergence of Arsh Matiezallam, 6. 110
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independence of Egypl But his mean grandson chose another path. “It is ©
noteworthy’, Amin Sayid writes, ‘that the Turkish government, that
commitied all those crimes and tried to annihilate two metons —
Armenians and Arabs, was led by emir Sayid Halim, the grandson of
Muhammad A"

The facts, incloding the Turkish ones, confirm that the extermination
of Armenians and Arabs, the implementation of the plan of genocide was
nol the sole domain of the Young Turk leadership. The Otoman
autharitics, from top to bottom, had been obsessed by it 1t would be
wrong bo view this as realization of the principle of subordination, or as
rigidity of the Otoman governmentsl system. The officiale at the mediom
and Jower levels spared no efforts to fulfill the commands from Istanbul.
That the genocide was committed successfully, can be o some extent
eaplained by thelr determination and psychology. Here is-an example,
very typical in the given peried for the mentality and behavior of the
Turkish sathorities, tken from the memoirs of Maim-bey, secretary
general of the General Committes for Deportation in Aleppo. It is &
record of 8 conversation between him and the chairman of the Commities
Abdullahad Nuri-bey, when the Armenian Genocids had resched its peak,
and the dead bodics of many Arab nationnl-political figures swung on the
gallows.

Naim-bey writes, “Once I sabd to Abdullahad Niri-bey, Bey-effendi,
lets make the expalsion of Armenians less severe, or elss death will
threat all of Mesopotamia. In that vast terrain no one will be left, but
Satan. The kaymakam of Ras ol-Ain sends alarming messages.” Nuri-bay
lusighed and said, ‘My son, in that way we will ger rid of two dangercus
elements &t once, Don't the Ambs die with the Armenians? s that not
good? Tn that way, the road for Turkism is cleared ™™,

Befors Tuding the elucidation of this quastion, we would liks to
remark on that the Young Turks were guided by an amazingly alike,
similar model in their experiments of commitiing the genocide of Arabs.
Besides the missacres and behesding of the Assb national-political
lenders, they also put into practice the poticy of displacing Arsbs, the
prominent figures and their families, just like during the Armenian
Genocide. With only one difference. If Armenians were displaced or

M A mim Sayid, Arsh Revoles in the XX Century, p 80
¥ The Genpeide of Ammeniss in the Oticman Empire, Collection of Documests and
Maerial. Editor M. 0. Nendsyan, Yerevan, 1982, p. 473,
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Z. ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY ON THE FACTOR OF JIHAD IN
THE 5Y5STEM OF PERFETRATING THE ARMENOCIDE

The specificity of the Ar ide, panicularly the ibility of i
implementation, is hard to comprehend correctly without elucidating such
u camplex, even intricate issue as jihad, and its role in the Armeninn
Crenocide:

Jihad cecupies o special place in the system of Muslim religion, In
Arabic “jthad™ literally means “exent”, In & wider sens it means “to spane
no efforts™ for the victory of Islam and its doctrine. Due to certain
sermantle changes through centuries, jihad was gradually perceived and
inerpreted as “sacred war" of Muslims againat the infidels, Christians in
the first place. That is exsctly bow jihad |8 perceived today — a saered
wr.

On November 7, 1915, soon after World War I broke out and Turkey
entered the war, allying Germany, Iialy and Austria-Hungary against the
countries of Entente — Russia, England and France, the gpiritual leader of
the Ouoman Empire, sheikh ul-Istam, issued @ fetwa — manifesto,
wildressing all the Muslims of the world, declaring their sacred duty to
uniie in the struggle against Islam's three major foes - Risssia, England
and France. Shorly the manifesto of Sultan Mehmed V foltowed, calling
Muslims of the world to struggle “for the liberation of the enstaved Islam
and o defend the endangered DﬁnmEmpl:r."‘. On November 23, that
same year, o new manifesio was lssued, requesting that all the Muslims in
the warld submit to the doctrines of the Sacred Book — Koran and defend
Islam and its sacred pla.m“_

The mentioned three manifestos mads the official basis for jiked, the
sscred war, and called Muslims to launch war against the infidels -
Christians all over the warld.

Tihad, declared by the Ottoman political and spiritual leaders in 1915,
has become a subject for detailed discussion in Arsh historfography. It is
eaplained by the fact that fihad directly concerns also Arabs, as Muslims.
The Citoman government very well realized that jihad — the war, declared

™ 1, Hovhasmisysn, Hisiary of Arsbk Countries, v. I, p.S06.
™ i, p. 507. e



against Christians, would be a success, if joined also by Arabs, the most
numerous mation in the Ottoman Empire. and their spiritunl leaders,
including sheriff of Mecca Hussein, very papular among the Muslim
world Fortunately, Arabs did not respond o the calls of the sultin and
sheikh ul-lslam, because they were prepasing to revalt against the
Otioman domination, which they did shortly afterwards, in June, 1916,

‘Within the scope of thess questions, the Amb historians turned 1o the
factor of jihad, now related with the Armenocide.

The Arab historians condemn the peliey of jihad, that the Otioman
lenders attempted o practice during World War 1. Zein Zein thinks that
the Young Turks tried to use jihad not for the l||¢§=d:wnlﬂ:li.nn of klim,
‘but rather far the protection of the Ottoman Empire™', Emil Tuma drmws
our attention to the fact that the Ottoman sultan wished to mise the
Muslims afl over the world, inchading Muslims of the English and French
colonaes, the regult of which could be Islamic-Christian religious world
war. Of the same opinion is Fuad Hasan Hafiz, with the only difference
that, in his opinian, in the sphere of external policy, the declaration by
Turkey of a religious war was first of all directed agninst Russia™, The
Bgyptian histackan has m mind the fact that the overwhelming majority of
the Turkish-spesking peoples of Muslim confession resided within the
borders of Tsarist Russia, in Cavcasla, in Central Asin, in the Volga und
the Ural regicns, in Siberia and other Russian territories. Oceupation and
amexation of those territories to the Otoman Empire was topmost in the
Young Turk strategy. Concidering this, we ean say that pan-Turkize and
pai-lslamism consolidated in & united front, which had besn the
nspiration of the sultans, as well as the Young Turks,

Tt is clear what mortal danger would the victory of jihad pose to not
oaly Western, bat Eastern Armenians, toa,

The Arab scholars, tarning to the problem of jihad dusing the years
of World War 1, point oal two aspects of it — external and internal, The
external was the one tumed towards the Mustims beyond the borders of
the Ottoman Empire, those in the Russian Empire, India, Morecco,
Tunisia, Algeria and other Asian and African couniries. As was
mentioned, it purposed to take that mighty mass out against the hostile i
Turkey Enteate countries. That sspect, a5 Emil Tuma writes, “did not

' FainN. Zein. The Emergence of Amb Nationafism, p. 110
™ Eond] Tumss, Naticaal-Liberatian Mewement sad the Probilem of Arah Unity, . 139,
™ Fuad Hasan Hafkr, Hissory of Armenis People. g 301
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pifnin considerable success™, In other words, the Muslim nations
proved reluctant to lsunch a sacred war against Christians throughout the
world, At least, no such occurrence had been recorded during World War
I. It goes abour masses, Certainly, there had been individunl fanatics,
thenlogians, feadal and tribal leaders, who responded 1o the call ta the
sacred war, but thoss wese so small in numbes, that were unable to
penersie a climate, or change the overall picture. That is why Emil Tuma,
Albert Hoursni, Amin Said and other Arabists ane right to stete that flhad
did not yield any results in the extemal palicy, even assert that it failed.

By intermal nspect, the Arah hisiorisns mean orentation of jihad
towards the Musfim nations within the Ortoman Empire, Turks in the first
place, then Kurds, Circassians, and, eventually, Arabs.

The picture hers was not ome-color either. The overwhelming
majority of Ambs did nol join jihad, mostly thanks. to the negative stand
of their national, spiritual and political leaders. Mot only they were
unwilling to defend the Otioman Empire, what sultan Mehmed ¥ called
te in his manifeso, but they were apainst sustaining that brutal empire as
such, and rafsed an armed revelt te throw off the four hundred years of
the Ditoman yoke.

A completely diffecent position was taken by Turks, Kurds and
Circassians, who became fanatic supporters and participants of jihad, the
cxzcutars of the Young Turks' political desires. The addresses of the
sullan and the sheikh ul-Islam raised the religious fanaticism onto an
umprecedented level within the Turkish, &5 well as the Kordish and
Circazsian wnmumllaa_ The Young Turk leadership used that

ivable religious fanaticisem, a8 Fusd Hazan Hafiz puts it, “against
the Christian subjects, and first of all - against Armenians™",

Usman at-Turg hes expressed a similar opinion that jihad was
targeted af Armenians, He analyses the matter in the section “Armenians
during Warld War I" of his work “Pages from the History of Armeniin
Nation™, Firstly, he notes that “On wanbu 21, 1914, Turks declared &
sacred war by the conseat of Germany™™, Thiz is a very important
oheervation. As far as we know, Usman at- Tu.rqll the first Arab author io
paint-hlank assen that Germany participated in the decision-making by

™ Bl Tuma, Netiomal-Liberation Movemest and the Problem of Amb Unity, p 138,

T Fund Masan Halke, Hisiory of Armenian Peapie , p. 31
™ Usman at-Targ, Pages from the History of Armenian Nution, p. 115
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deported from West Armeniz and the intemal regicas of the Outoman
Empire towards the Arsb countries, Arabs were displaced in the opposhie
direction: from the Arab states — Syrin, Lebancn, Palestine, Jordan and
Traq towards the depths of Anatolia. The issue of deportation of the Amb
families is duly dwelt upon in Amin Sayid's book “The Great Amb
Reval?™, It is cvidenced by other Arab authors, o, Here is what Zein
Zein writes in that connection, “Many families were exiled to the intemal
regions of Anatolia, and a large amount of propeny was confiscated™™,
What a familiar hand!

Arab ki aphy bas also add: the Assyrian Genocide, as o
canstituent part of the Young Turks' national racist policy. Arab schelars'
find that together with Armenisns and Arabs, on the list of pations,
exposed 1o extermination, ware also Assyrians, The Young Turks. as is
mentioned i the works by the Amb authors, “eenscientiously™ killed
Assyrians, too. “In the viluysts of Diyarbakir', Puad Hasan Hofiz writes,
‘the massscres embraced also Assyrians sand Christian Chalcidians.
Thousands of Assyrians and Catholics wers murdered not only in
Diarbakir, but alse in Mardin and Urfa"™", Shagir Khashag, Muhammad
Ahmad al-Maana snd Peisal Najim al-Din al-Atraji have also refered o
the great nationa! tragedy of Assyrisns™,

Summing up, we may state that the Armenian Genocide is qualified
in Areb historiography as an outcome of the Young Turk govemnment’s
planned actions and & display of state policy, This thesis is also confirmed
by the attempts of the Otoman autharities io exterminate Arnbs find
Assyrians.

The fact that the Great Armenian Massacre of 1915 had been
planned, is one of the most characteristic, essentinl and principal featunes
of the Armenocide,

5 Amin Sayid, The Oreat Arsb Revalt, vol. [I1, p. 83,
" Zeim N, Tein. The Emergence of Arsh Natiooasism, p. 110,

™ Puad Hasan Haflz, History af Arsenim Peaple, p 313
™ Shagir Khasbag, Mubammad Ahmad al-Masia, Feisal Najim ad-Din al-Atraji,
Geography of Iraq, p. 221
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2. ARAB HISTORIOGRAPHY ON THE FACTOR OF JTHAD [N
THE SYSTEM OF PERPETRATING THE ARMENOCIDE

Thr. specificity of the Armenocide, particularly the possibility of its

ion, is hard to comp correctiy without elucidating such

a comples, even iniricaie issue as jihad, and its role in the Armenian
Genoside.

Jihed occupies a special place in the system of Muslim religion. In
Arubie “jihad” literally means *exert”, In & wider sense it means "'to spame
no efferts™ for the victory of Islam and its doctrine, Due to cenain
semantic changes through centuries, jihed wes gradually perceived and
interpreted as “sacred war” of Muslims against the infidels, Christinns in
m:ﬂmplacs.Thnnmmlyhuwgdmdupmnwdm‘hy—lm

Un November 7, 1915, soan aftes World War T broks oat and Turkey
entered the war, allying Germany, Italy and Austria-Hungary agninss the
coaniries of Entente — Russia, Enpgland and France, the spiritual leader of
the Otteman Empire, shetkh ul-lslam, bsued 2 fetwa — manifesto,
addressing oll the Muslime of the world, declaring their sacred duty
unite in the struggle against Istam's thres major foes — Russia, England
ond France. Shorily the manifesto of Sultan Mehmed V followed, calling
Musglirns of the world 1o struggle “for the liberation of the enslaved Islam
and to defend the endangered Ottoman Empire™™, On Movember 23, that
same year, & naw manifesto was issued, requesting that all the Muslims in
the world submit 1o the doctrines of the Sacred Book — Koren and defend
Islam and its sacred places™,

The mentianed three manifestos made the official basis for jibad, the
sacred war, and called Muslims to launch war against the infidels -
Christians afl over the world.

Jihad, declarad by the Ottoman political and upmmaj leaders in 1915,
has become a subject for detailed di ion in Arih b ography. It is
explained by the fact that jihad directly concerns lso Arabs, as Muslims.
The Ottoman government very well realized that jiked - the war, declared

# 1 ovhannisyas, History of Arsh Countries, v. 11, p.306.
™ |bid., p. 507,
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wgainst Christians, would be a success, if joined also by Arabs, the most
pumerois nation in the Ottoman Empire, and their spiritual lesders,
incleding sheriff of Mecea Hussein, very popular amaong the Muslim
world, Formumately. Arabs did ot respond 1o the calls of the sultan and
sheikh ul-Tslam, because they weme preparing to revalt against the
Oatorman domination, which they did shortly afterwards, in Tune, 1916,

‘Within the scope of these questions, the Arab historians tumed 1o the
factor of jiled, now related with the i

The Arab histarians condemn the policy of jihad, that the Qioman
Ieaders attempied to practice during World War L Zain Zein thinks that
the Young Turks tried to use jihad not for the sleged protection of Islam,
but rather for the protection of the Ottoman Empire™ . Emil Tuma draws
our sttention to the fact that the Ottomen sultan wished to ralse the
Muslims all over the world, including Mustims of the English and French
coloaies, the result of which could be Tslamic-Christian religious world
war™™". Of the same epinion is Puad Hasan Hafiz, with the only difference
that, in his opinica, in the sphere of external policy, the declaration by
Turkey of a religious war was first of all directed against Russin™, The
Egyptian historian has in mind the fact that the overwhelming majority of
the Turkish-speaking peoples of Muslim confession resided within the
mﬁmhmniammiﬂwmginmwmm
the Urel regions, in Siberia snd other Russian territories. Oceupation and
annexation of those territeries to the Otioman Empire was lopmaost in the
Young Turk sirategy. Considering this, we can esy that pan-Turkism and
pan-kelamism consolidated in 8 united front, which had been the
aspirstion of the saltans, as well as the Young Turks.

It is clear what monal danger would the victory of jihad pese to not
anly Western, but Eastern Armenians, too.

The: Arab scholars, wming to the problem of jihad during the yeass
of World War L, point out two aspects of it = external and internal. The
external was the one turmed towards the Muslims bayand the borders of
the Ottoman Empire, those in the Russian Empire, India, Morocco,
Tunisia, Algerin end other Asisn and African countries. As was
mentioned, it purposed to take that mighty mass out against the hostils to
Turkey Bntente countries, That aspect, as Emil Tuma writes, “did nat

T fein N. Zein. The Emergence of Arsh Mutionalism, p. 110
! Emil Tuma, National-Liberation Movemest and the Problem of fssb Unity, p. 138
™! Fusd Hasan Haflz. Hisiory of Asmesian Pecgle, p. 301,
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amaln considerable success™ . In other words, the Muslim natons
proved reluctant to lsunch & sacred war against Christians thronghout the
warld, At least, no such occurrence had been recorded during World War
L It goes ubout masses. Ceriainly, there had been individual fanatics,
theologians, feudal and tribal leaders, who responded to the call to the
sacred wor, but those were 5o small in number, that were unable to
generaie 3 climate, or change the overal] picture. That is why Emil Tums,
Albert Hourant, Amin Said and other Arabists sre right 1o state that jihad
did nat yield any results in the external policy, even assert that it failed,

By internal aspect, the Amb historans mean orentation of jilad
towiards the Muslim nations within the Ostoman Empire, Turks in the first
placs, then Kurds, Circassians, and, eventually, Arabs.

The picture hers was nat one-color either. The overwhelming
majority of Arabs did not join jihad, mossly thanks: to the nagative stand
of their nstional, spiriteal and political leaders. Not only they were
unwilling 1o defend the Ottosran Empire, what gultan Mehmed V called
to I his manifesta, but they were against sustaining that brutal empire as
such, and raised an ermed revolt to throw off the four hundred years of
the Ciiioman yoke.

A completely different position was taken by Turks, Kurds and
Circassians, whe became fanafic supporters and participants of jihad, the
executors of the Yoang Turks' political desires. The addresses of the
sultan and the sheikh ul-lslam raised the meligious fanaticism onto an
unprecedented |evel within the Turkish, as well as the Kurndish and
Circassian  communities, The Youmg Turk leadership used that
incanceivable religious fanaticism, as Fuad Hasan Hafiz puh it, “agninst
the Christian subjects, and first of all — ngm.nﬂhmmlns

Usman at-Turg has expressed a similar opinkon szm was
tasgeted &t Armenians, He analyses the matter in the section “Annenians
during Warld War I" of his work “Pages from the History of Armenian
Mation". Firstly, he notes that “On Movember 21, 1914, Turks declared a
sucred war by the congent of Germany"™, This is & very important
ohsarvation As far as we know, Usman at-Turg is the first Arab aathor to
point-blank assert that Gesmany participated in the decision-making by

™ Emil Tama, Natinnel-Liberatice Movement end the Problem of Arsh Usity, p. 138,
™% Funa] [asan Hafiz. History of Armesian Peapls , o 301,
7 {lgmnan ai-Turyg, Peges from the History of Armenian Mation, p. 238
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the Ottoman political and spiritunl lesderchip about jihad. However. this
iz not Usman at-Turg's only observation. He thinks that the declartion of
Huww:mdm,wmmim goals. First, "o
mmmmmmuwwumwmm;mmu
against the European colonists™, The second abjective, a3 Usman at-

writes, was conpected with the Armenian Genocide. “Turksy's
responsible figures’, the Arab suthor puts it, ‘believed that the
um:..j:arjmofa.nmﬁmmmufﬂnmd;dﬂcunmd Wilr —

'We think that Fuad Hasan Hafiz and Usman at-Turg have given an
exhustive characterization of the purposes of jihad and its fundamental
ralé in the annihilation of Armenians,

The wave of religioes fanaticism, risen on the basis of jihad.
invalved milliens of Turks, Kurds and Circassians, ensuring their part in
the Armeninn Genocide. Between them, there was o specific competition
a5 10 who was a better Muslim ard devotse to the “sacred™ cange of jihad,
This circumstance, a5 the Arab authors think, shoald always be bome in
mind in order to spprehend the covesage of the Armenocide and the
mechanisms of its pespetration,

We should sdd, that in the meat grinder of jihad, togeiher with
Armeniang, minced were Assyrians and Greeks, which fact has alsa been
recorded in Amb historiography.

Some Arsh nothors have expressed their apprehension connected
with jihad, saying that in the courss of time, the whole blame for it
commitment and for the Armenian Genocide may be attributed o Islam,
naming it the main responsible for that crime. This anxiety is verbalized
in Fayes al-Ghossein's work on the Armenian Genocide. He writes that
with time, Europe may blame Islam and consider it responsible for all the
crimes and ferocities that Turks and their mullahs hod practiced against
the mpmmmd and innocent Armenians, A pious Muslim himself,
Fayez al-(hossein experienced very deep feelings, and. undersiandably.
would rather not have the world form such opinien about lslam as

igiom.
Thereby, Fayez 2l-Ghossein does not think that [xlam shall be held
respongible for the Armenian Genocide, for the ferocities of Turks against

= [hid,

* Thid,
™ Sen: Fape al-Ghosmeln, Mesacoes in drmenie
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Armenian women, children, the old, the sick, the starving. For all that, he
holds responsible the Ottoman authorities, the Young Tusk leadership,
who exploiled Tslam and its sacred book — Koman for their political
ambitions and racist plans.

In Fect, we deal with s phenomenon, which from that time on has
been practiced in the Tslamic reality. We mean here Islam as religion, and
Islam as a political phenomenon, or political Islam. In the first case, we
really deal with religion, which conveys & definite concept of the world,
mankind, death and etemnity, of God as the superlar and only crestor, the
relations of man and Allsh and other like issues.

While in the sscond case, that of political Islam, it goes about
empleying, exploiting Islam for political ambitions by cersin political
und religious circles. No sign of equality shall be put between these two
approaches. Fayez ai-Ghosssin is right when he parfitions Islam as
religion from jikad, which is a classic sxample of using the doctrines and
dogmas of [slam for political purposes.

We think that the elucidation of the issue of jihad in Armb
historiography and the critical views of Arab scholars on that jihad was
directed agninst Armenians, is extremely valuable for forming & more
comprehensive picture of the mechanisms and policy of the Armenian
Genacide of 1915 - the Armenocide.

3. “ARMENOCIDE - THE MOST GENOCIDAL GENOCIDE"

The author's right of this definition also belongs to Moussa Prince™,

Mot safisfied with making up the term “Armenocide”, farther he
opened the brackets of its content, which has yielded unprecedented,
unparalleled resuits. [t has ensbled, or even induced the author to
compare the Armenccide with the ensuing genocides or attemgts of
genocide, and draw o fundamental conclusion: compared with all the
other genocides of the XX century, the Armenocide is the biggest,
gravest, wickedest, in a word - the most genocidal geaocide.

Maussa Prince finds that genocide usually has ethnical, peographical,
historical, sconomical and political causes™. It certninly does. But he is

*® \ousss Prince. L' Armenocide, p. 26-27.
* |hid, p. 18-19
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cme of the first to dmw eur ateafion o the psychological nnd
pashological factirs, too. which, according to him, were present both in
Armenian-Turkish and in German-Tewish relations, and had iheir
negative part in the Armenian Genocide and the Jewish Holecaust™, The
sadism, displayed in those two crimes — the Armenian Genocide and the
Jewish Holocausl, committed by Turks and Germans respectively, he
explaing by o pathological facter, by the psychology, shaped in Turks
against Armeninns, and in Germans againgt Jews.

In the works of Arab authors in ll details and scrapuiously the
horrible pictare. of the Armenion Genocide is given, which was

in & most barbaric way in six Armenian vilayets - Ergrum,
Eharberd, Svaz, Bitlis, Van and Diarbakir, as well as againgt Armenians
in ather provinces, districte, twwne and villages of the Otoman Empire,
This hes been elucidated in Armenian, Russian, European and American
historiography in particulars, hence we do not think it appropriste 1o
dwell on the descriptions of those events, especially that the works by
Asab suthors peincipally do not contain anything new in thal sense.

Monetheless, we think it relevant 1o advent on some issues touched
upon in Arab historiography, which i our opinion, are of key
importance. Tha point here i the tactics of the Young Turks.

The Young Turk lesdership ook up the preporasion and
implementation of the Armenian Genocide very seriously. The sequence
of thes imporant political and military steps was clearly determined.

The Areb authors first of all sccentuate the arrest and murder of the
Armenian political and national figures, intellactuals and clergy. By this,
the Armenian naticnal-political leadership, the cream of the society was
beheaded, and Armeninns were left withowt an organizing and
coordinating centes.,

Second, they elucidated such an essential issue, as the palicy of ihe
Young Turks to deprive Armenians of militery force. Usmun a2-Turg
writes that, when Werld War I began, “in 1914, full mobilization was
ordered, and all the men aged 18-45, without exception, wene conseripted
inte army"™. Among them were also the Armenian men, who, as
sabjects of the Ottoman Empire, joined the army to discharge thelr duty.
Thus, the Armenian men, s the Armenian pational figures had assured

:Mp\ﬂ.
Usman ot-Turg, Fages from the History of Armeniss Mation, p. 215
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the Young Turk leadership, served in the ranks of the Turkish army away
from their villages snd towns. Initially, they were employed in
constuction work, Yet, before passing on o the commitment of the
genocide, by the decision of the Ottoman government, the Armenian
soldiers, is Moussa Prince notes, were disarmed and killed™,

Consequently, Western Armenisns were  bebeaded and  left
defenseless in both pofitical and militery sense, As the Arab muthors
remirk, mainly women, children, the ald and the sick were left in towns.
They quite justly explain the Young Turks' success in perpetrating the
Armenocide partly by this.

The Armenccide, o the Armesian Genmocide, by its policy and
outcomes differs in several ways from other genocides, perpetrated Inter
apainst other nations in other couniries.

First, the Armenian Genocide was committed in the mative land of
Armenians - in West Armenia.

Second, the executors were not nafives, but incomers — Turks, who
had vecupied the western territories of Armenta.

Third, the Armenian Genocide in West Armenia was not happening
locally and was not limited by territory and population — it was
comprehensive and total, covering the whole of the Ottoman Emgire from
Morth to Seuth, from East w West.

Fuorth, as an of the Gr ide, Westem Al ians lost their
homeland, were deprived of their cradle. West Armenia was emptied of
is natlve populatiocn — Armenians, in whose place, in their homeland
aliens settled dewn — Turks and Kurds.

Fifth, coly one tenth of their historical homeland was left o
Armenian.

Sinth, finding shelter in various countries around the world, the
survivors of the Armenian Genocide laid the foundation for the present
day Armenian Diaspors. A unigue phenomenon is observed: presently,
Armenians in Diaspora outnumber Armenians in the independent state of
all Armenians — in the Republic of Armenia.

Such is today's merciless reality, which directly proceeds from the
Armenian Genocide.

™ Moussa Prince, L' Armenocide, p 32
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mw-mﬁmmﬁ-mmmm “the Armenacide is the
mast genocidal penocide™,

= This semantic definicion of Armentcide 13 miggested by us, see- N Tiovhannisyan,
The Armenian Genocide. Armenocide, Yerevim, 2002,
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CHAPTER ELEVEN

THE HUMANITARIAN ATTITUDE OF THE ARAB PEOPLE

Alang with the scientific study of the problems of the Armenian
Genocide, Arab historiogrphy also tamed to the elucidation of the
utitude of the common Amb people, local authorities and national-
poditical figures, when the Armenocide had already been under way and
curavang af A;mr,nrnn refugees appeared in the Amb countries. Arabe are
the peophe who ey d the great A i mgady.nwm'lh'lh:rr
own cyes the violence, the staughter and plander, committed by the
Turkish authorilies and soldiers against Armenians, We can say that the
first genocide of the XX century - the Armenian Genocide of 1915,
shocked Arabs. And ot that fatal for Armenians peried they reached their
helping hand to the Armenian exiles.

This has found its due place in the works by Asab authors, some of
which, like Marwan al-Moudswar, Usman at-Turg and others, have even
devated separate chopters in their works to the sttitode of Arabs towards
the Armenian refugees.

The Young Turks planned to comamit the Armenian Genocide by two
levels, The first bevel was to murder the overwheiming part of
Armenians in their native land — West Armenia, and the second - to
exterminate the rest in the Arah deseris and sestlements on the roads of
exile.

By expelling Armenians to Arab countries, the Young Turk leaders
wree convinced that they would have two natural and reliable aflies in
carrying on with the camage of Armenians. The first were the Moslim
Arbs; Istanbul was positive that they woald andently weloome the call
for jihad and, carvied away by the manda of the sacred war, would go on
with the bloody carmage they had started in Anatolia. The second was the
desert. Talat ond his associates hed no doubt that Armenians would fall
viclims of the sands of the desert, unable to withstand the bumning sun,
the inevitable hunger and thirst.
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n their works, the Arsb @ puthors have addressed both of these
aspecs. Tmmﬂmmmmdmmmmmuh
works h}'ﬂnblllll'm

Bt the expectations of the Young Turk leadership did not come true.

A pumber of factors account for it. First and foremost — there was
friendly cooperation between the Armb and Armenian intelleciuals,
nntignal-politieal figures, that had been formed since the ate XIX century
dug to the notion that the common enemy of both Armerians and
Arahe was the brotal Ottorman yoke. It is aceentuated in Salih Zahr ad-
Din's wark, where he writes that “he fully agrees with Prof. N.
Hovhennisyan's viewpaint that “as far back as in the lae XIX - carly
XX century, the Arab and Armenian political thought came io the

Jusion that the national i of Arabs nod Armenians coincided,
that they suffered from the sume Ottoman yoke and had & common
enemy — the Ottoman dictatorship. Consequently, these peoples shared
the same fate™". It all likelihood, this viewpeint of curs i acceptable for
Arab historiography.

Secondly, a3 was mentioned, Arabs accepted the eall for jihad very
coally, refising to jokn the so-called sscred war, eventually refusing to
abey the orders from Istanbul to massacre Armenians. On the conlrary, o5
the facis bronght in Arb historiography evidence, Armbs very ofica
would endanger themselves and resch out to belp the Armenion
orphans, women &nd the old, the sick and the starving. Related 1o this,
Usman at-Turg notes that Arahs, women and men, gave o helping hand (o
the Armenizn refugees, “opened up their bearts and homes for all
Armenians'™, He makes a specific stress on the caring stinde of Arab
women towarde the Armenian orphans, providing them with & sheler
und housing, He mentions the danger that impended over Arabs for their
help to Armenians, The threaf, understandably, came fram the Turkish
authorities, who had serietly forbidden Arabs o offer any sid - even
bread or water — to the Armenian refugees’®. Despils that, Arabs

™ geq: Usman at-Torg, Pages ﬁmﬁu!lhm'ﬂmmuumn B2 ek,
Marwan ol-Moudawar, Ammenians Theoughout Hisioey, p. 408
”mmu—nﬂmm.qn{m Bmunnlﬂm“'u Armeniz and e
Pasition of Western Powers in the Armenin Creegtion, p. 2829,
:MWM.MMM&WEEMIM.pHI
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ﬂmﬂuuﬂdluhdpdﬂM!mnﬁFl.w.uUsm ai-Turg puls it,
“gur Armenian brothers™ (“ikhvanuna al-arman")*",

He also munmmlhmhfammlhuupmﬂusdny.mlhﬂ:hnh
— scientific nnd fiction, published in Armenian, Amﬂﬂm have highly
appreciated the “position of the harest Arzb people™"

The Young Turk leaders wers cenadaly aware uf the philanthropic
aititude of Arabs towards the Armenian refugees. A number of seciet
telegrams, dispatehed by minister of interior Talat to the govemar of
Aleppo and other local administrators, evidence that.

Here are some of them: “To the governos of Aleppo, September 9,
1915. The right of Armenians to live and work on the Turkish land is
totafly invalidated. In this conpection, the govemnment takes the whaole
responsibility and commands mot to spare even newborns. Bxecotion of
this order has already yielded results in some provinces. As opposed to
this, for sarme unknown reasons, exceptions were made for some people —
they wene kept in Alappo, instead of being exiled, This circumstance pats
the povernment in a tight squeezs. Paying no attention to their objections,
drive everyone out, whoever they be — women er children, even those
mnbh_‘[;;r!mm& Do not let people protect them. Talat, minister of
interior™ ",

A week luter, on September 16, 1915, Talat sends ancther telagram
1o the governor of Aleppo, “You have already been informed that, by
the decisien of the party, commanded is to exterminate all the Armenisns
living in Turkey. These, who would stand against this decision, cannot
relain responsible imperial office. However crusal the measures taken may
e, their exisience shall be put an end to. Pay no aftenticn to their age of
sex, neither fee| any remorse. Talat, minister of interior™",

And finally, one more secret order to the governos of Aleppo, dated
Movember 23, 1915, “Seceetly exterminate the Armenians that gzt into
your hanes frm the sastemn vilayets, Talat, minister of Interior™",

11 we add to all these higher ds the “Law on Dep fon™ of
Armenions, sdopted by the Turkish government on May 14(27), 1915, by
which the commandérs of all the Turkish corps, troops and divisions were

o
2 g pe: M. Hovhanmieyin, Hissary of Arab Countries, vel. 1L p. 363,
" b b, 563-564
W [hid, p. 564.
135



ordered to panish with arms all those, who would in any wiy stand up
against the jon of the law on depontation of Armenians”, not only
the extent of the eruelty the Otioman Empire had undertaken the total
extermination of Armenians will become clearer, but alsa the menace,
suspended over all those Arabs, who dared not to obey the above arders.

The other member of the Young Turk Triumvirate. minister of war
Enver was in charge of the execation of the "Law o Deportation™. He is
equally lisble for the Armenian Genocide.

Under such circumstances, when the threat of cruel punishment was
awaiting each Arab, they, daspite that, went on with their philanthropic
gid to the unprotected Armenians, who appeared in their villages and
towns due 1o the forcible deportation. Fortumately, we have enough
information on that. As Moussa Prince noted, “The Amb officials of the
Ottornan government, 1o the extent passible, tried to ease the bruts] orders
of Tsianbul. Some of them proved even brave encugh fo determinedly
refuse to obey them""*

Marwan al-Moudawar brings &n example of that in his book. It goes
ghout the unparalleled humane desd of Ali Suvad-bey - the hagim, or
administrator of Deir az-Zor, which chameterizes best the Ambs and their
attitude towands Armenians. “In his district, he takes thousands of
Armenian refogees under his patronage, finds work and payment for
them, grants them &n opporturity to obtain something'®”. The Young
Turk government in Istanbal Jeams about it #nd sends him threatening
telegrams to stop his philanthropic aid to Armenians and “drive them
away 1o the depths of the desert™™, Ali Suvad-bey displuys enough
courege not to obey the Istanbul orders. Moussa Prince, who also
addressed this story, writes that Ali Suvad-bey sent the following reply to
the capital of the Ottoman Empire, “We do not have enough means 1o
transpont them, but if your aim is to musder &nd slny them, [ cannot et it
happen or ordes my subordinates i do it"™”. For that. Talat fired Ali
Suvad-bey and sppointed Zaki bey the govemor of Deir nz-Zor
According to Marwan al-Moudawar, Usman a1-Turg and Moussa Prince,
he ““was known as a bloodthirsty persan®,

ns Bod
¥ Mnussn Prinee. L' Arsencside, p. 39,
::: Marwan al-Moudawar, Armeninrs Threughoul History, p. 406,
Ihid.
¥ Miumsn Prinee. ' Armesccide, p. 39
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For the philanthropic position of Arabs taken towards Armenians,
Marwen al-Moudawar, indeed, hes all the reasons to call his nation
“noble and honest Arab people™. We &re convinced that Armenians all
toa man would put their signature under such a Certificate.

The more 50 a5 Ali Suved-bey's examgle s not single. In the same
wiy acted Sabit-bek as-Suveydi, the head of the provinee of Al-Bashir in
the viliyst of Diarbakir who, upan receiving the order to exterminate
Armeninns, refused to cbey it and sent his resignation to the Ottoman
government, mativating that “his conscience does not allow him to do
such work™, His resignation was accepted, but shartly afler he was
murdered by the Turk soldiers to give a lesson to others who would
refuse o obey the orders of the Otioman govemnment (o extirpate
Armenians, and would go on helping the Armenian camvans pessing
through the Arsh countries.

Some Arab officials remained well-disposed towands the Armenian
refigees. thwﬂlbanﬂﬂndenfdﬂbladnfliminﬁnﬂhyetuf
Diarbakir, who was also murdened by Turk soldiess™.

Commendable is the deed of Abdullah Musavi (Massai), the Muslim
religious figure in the Syrian town of Hama: it took him four months to
build an orphanags at his own sxpense and provide the orphans with feod
and elathing™,

We should also mention with graitude the nomes of Jalil-bek,
govemer of Diarbakir, and Sami-bek, who replaced him at the office™,

The Arab elite of Mosul also acted with dignity, When the Arab
govermor received the command from Istanbal to cxterminate the
Armenians in Mosil or the caravans passing by, be, instead of obeying it,
invited the renowned figures of the town to discuss said ordes. The
council unanimously decided to meject the demand of the Turkish
government, declaring that “their conscience does net allow them fo have
their hands drenched in the blood of Armenians, and become criminals
Tike Turks™™,

5 arwam al-h jisms Thremghout Hisiory, p. 408,

A1 galih Fahr sd-Din, The Policy of the Ottorman Empire i West Amenia and the
yiwnrmcmmwmhmlmﬁﬂmpm
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In those nightmarish years, o manifestation of humane ottitude of
\Arabs towards Armenians was the invaluable aid of Egyptians, the peaple
mmwmnmmmmuumlmmm.um
Arab suthors heve referred to the beroic sclf-defense of the Mussa
Daghls, unatde 1o conceal thelr sincere admiration for the endurance and
hemoée stand of Armeni Marwan gl-h ar, Usman ab-Turg.
Muhammad Rifat al-Imam and ofhers have written about this
circumstansially. The Egyptian historian Mubammad Rifat al-Imam calls
the actions of Massa Dagh rebels hervic, undertining their detesmination
not 1o ket Tarks stay them He mies high their skill in taking the corect
strabegic positi - The Arab authors emphasize the important fact that
the Mussa Dagh rebels, saved with the help of the French ships, wens
open-heartedly received in Egypt and housed in Port Said™, where a
special camp had been prepared for them. It Is worth mentioning that
Hussein Kamil, the sulian of Egypt, himself covered the comsiderable
partion of maintenance costs of the Mussa Dagh survivors,

In the Armenian-criented position of Arabs, of special significance
was the atfitude of Hussein ibn Ali al-Hashimi, sdministrater of Hijaz and
sheriff of Mecca, towards the crime of the Young Turks and the
Armenian Genocide. He was very popular with the entire Muslim world,
coodidoned by two important circumstances. Firstly, be was the dirsct
descendant of the founder of Islam, Muhammed propher’s Kureishi
tribe’s Hashimi family; sscondly, the two important Muslim places of
worship — Mecca and Medina, were under kis control. During Woeld War
1, Husszin fbn Ali together with his sons hesded the anti-Turkish uprising,
which played an impostant part in the fall of the Ottoman Empire and
liberation of Arbs from the Ottoman domination.

In his addresses of 1916-1917 to the Muoslim world, Hussein ibn Al
sirictly criticizes the Young Turk party and Talat, Enver and Cemal, the
rulers of the empine, who, be believed, pursued the wrong policy™. He
especially sharply criticizes their policy towards Arabs and the other pen-
Turkish peaples of the empire, incloding Armenians. In this respect he

™ Mubammsd Rifat al-lmam, The Armenisn Question in the Dttomas Empere, | E75-
1943, 7. 65
BT pid,

™ Munsher am min shaif Makka va aminsha ila jemil ikhvanihi sl-musiimin, 1916

huizeyren 26 - A Commen Appeal of the Seriff of Mecca and iis Goverser o all Muslim

Beuthers, hee 26, 1914, The Ambic Scurces show the Armenian Oenocide, p. 11-19:
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points out three circumstaness — the atempts of the Young Turks to
convert inte Turks all the nations of the empirs; their hostile anitade
twards Arabs and Arabic, which was the language of Koran, the sacred
hook of Muslims; and the mass slaughter of Armenians during the war,
Acconding to the sheriff of Mecca, the Young Turke' palicy contradicted
the principles of Islam, and they “brake off with the Islamic world. the
Holy Karan and the Sunnah by eommitting those <rimes™.

Hussein ibn Ali drew such conclusions also because of the Young
Turks® palicy towards the Armenian Question. He openly relates this in
his letiers 1o his son emir Febss] and emir Abd al-Aziz al-Tarba in 1916
The emirs coondinsted the activity of the Amb rebellion army in the
Syrian fromt, Hussein ibn Ali requested that they belp the Armenian
refugees in every way and “protect them as you profect your own self,
your children and yous property, because they (Armenians — N. H.) are
the zimm (people under wardship) of Muskims™"". Tha sheriff of Mecca
had in mind the foct that, according to the doctrines of Koran and Mushim
1w, Christiong were considered the wards of Muslims,

The survivors of the genocide remember with gratitude Arabs -
common peaple and officials ~ &5 they very ofien would endanger their
own lives, ignore the threats of the Turk askeri and belp the Armenian
refugees. Armenians trusted Arabs. Quite a few Armenian mothers, out of
despair, gave their children 1o Arsb women, in the hope to save their
lives. In this way, thousands of Armenian children were saved from the
jaws af death and the atrecities of the Turkish troops.

On May 9, 1919, in the city hall of Demascus, Emir Feisal's meeting
with the leading public figures of liberated Syria, Lebanon, Jordan and
Palesting was beld. At that historic session, the religious leader of the
Armenian refugees, settled down in Damascus, Aleppo and Syria, was
preseal, In his speech, he expressed support to Arabe in their liberation
mvemant for their national independence, and taking the cccasion, on
behulf of all Armenians, thanked Arabs for their kind and noble attitude
towards the Armenian refugees, who alrendy lived in the Syrian cities and
regions for four years. Attended by stormy applanse, the Armenian

= Ihid.
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CHAPTER TWELYE

“THE BLACK PAGE IN THE HISTORY OF MANKIND OF
THE XX CENTURY™

Along with discussing the problem of the Armenocide — the genocide.
of Armenians, Arab historingraphy also gives the genersl sssessment of
the Armenian Genacide, based on its significance both for the Armenian
people and the mankind.

The Arab authars, fisst of &1, find thet the events of 1915 in West
Armenia can be only qualifisd as genocide. They clearly tell slanghters
and mup.:r:s from genocide. In their works these tems convey differsnt

s theelr jud are local [ of a limitzd
scale, may sometimes be imitimed by a local sdministrator, while
genocide is ethnic extermination, total carnage of the given race, effected
as state policy, by all measures and methods — political, economic,
military, advocscy, moral-psychological etc., based on the idess of
racism.

This interpretation has besn expressed in the already mentioned
formuln of Moussa Prince, “Armenocide is the most genocidal genoeide™,
By content, i.e. in terms of being unprecedented and most brutal, this
formula  approximates the definition, given by the Amsb auothors,
particularly by Fuad Hasan Hafiz'™ and Samir Arbash™, “The Armenian
Genocide is the black page of the XX century™

The Arab historians are i in that the A jan Genocide is
the first genocide of the XX century. In Arab historiography, this issoe is
miot & subject for disputes or interpretations.

Arab historiography perceives and interprets the Young Turks' crime,
committed against Armenians, & crime against humanity. Apologizing to
the esteemed reader, below we will bring the Arab historians' views on
those issues. x

™ Fiael Masan Halte. Hisiory of Armesian People, p. 297,
™ Samir Arbash, Armenin: Land and Natica, p. 165,
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Moussa Prince, besides the fact that he defines the Armenian
Genocide as the most idal genocide, he also grades it ns “crime
against humanity'™, Usman at-Turg, considering the Armenian genocide
as @ barbaric act, finds that it aroased the mge of the entire civitized
world"™. The same viewpoint s beld by Salih Zahr ad-Din, “What 1ok
place in 1915 and in the following years, wes nothing but genocide. Tt bas
mm in Armenian history as “the "Great Massscre”, congidered as
a crime not anly against Armenians, but against humanity™, Fuad
Hasan Hafiz has quite thoroughly referred to that issue. For him, the
Armenian Genocide i3 “wiolation of all the norms of international law and
the principles of harmanism™". In this connection, viewing the Armeniun
Genocide as the first genocide in recent history of the mankind, be calls it
the black page of the XX century™,

We think that these viewpoints of the Arb aathors are quite
sufficient to prove that Arab historiogmphy does not qualify the
Armenian genocide a3 an isolated phenomenon, as the tmgedy of the
Armenian nation only, but regands it from the standpoint of the political
fste of the humanity, and arrives at the one and caly true conclusion that
the Armenian Genocide i & crime against the entire mankind,

The Arab historians also observe the Armenian Genocide in the
comtext of the ensuing genocides of other nations, marking some penctle
linknge. This chein becomes even more evident, when they - Moussa
Prince, Fund Hasan Hafiz, Marwan al-Mowdawar and others, identify
ceriain successivensss between the Armenian Genocide and Hitler's
palicy towards the Evropean nations during World War [L Moussa Prince
puts it straightforwandly, that what had been done by the Young Turks o
Armeninng, Hitler repeated a quartes of 8 century later™, In his book, he
brings the French translation of the passage from Hitler's spesch in
Obersalzbarg on August 22, 1939, where there iz 8 mention of the
Armenian Genocide, In this speech; very well known o the scientific
world, the Fuhrer of Germany, addressing the high command of the

™ Mioms Prince. L' Anmenscide, p. 13

3 Dgman si-Turq, Puges from the History of Armenfan Nation, p. 247

% Salih Zahr ad-Din, Policy of the Onoman Government in West Armenla and Position
of Weestern Powers towends Armenian Question, p. 26

" Pupd Hasen Haflz, History of Armenian People, p 5.
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German army and all present, informs them about his order o
exterminate gl men, women and children of Polish Im:kgrmmd
exclaims, “Wha, after all, it today the i
Armeaians?™, And we cannot but agree with Moussa Prince, when Ile
wayy that the “Armenocide was the initial phase on the road to the
penacide, committed by the Nazis™",

We come across identical thoughts also in Puad Hasan Hafiz' work.
An evidence to this is the passage, where he draws parallels between the
Armenian Genocide, perpetrated by the Young Turks, and the genocide,
committed by the Nazis. “When Adolf Hitler committed his enocide”,
Fusd Hasan Hafiz writes, *he reminded about the Armenian Genocide as
an exampe and modal™®, Said to the point — exactly, a model. It would
not be any exaggeration to say that the Young Turks were the teachers of
the Nazi Germans, wha did not caly prove worthy pupils of their teachers
in their villainy, but even surpassed them.

The Arab authars regard the successiveness of genocides not caly in
that the Germans toak the Young Turks as a model, and not caly within
the “Young Turks ~ Mazie™ frame. They think thet this successiveness is
also demonstraled in the genccides, commitied in other countries and
conlinents.

No question, this issue is guite complicated and delicats, and can
become 8 subject for discussion. Here we address it inasmuch as it is
addressed in Arab historiogrphy &l discussing the Armenian Genocide,
in the course of which new strata have been revealsd.

Dr. Shafik Rais for instance, thinks that the genocides carried out
against the ather peoples “can be compared with the policy of the Turkish
government, canvinced that in order to put sn end o the Armenian
Qusestion, it is necessary 13 exterminate Armenians™*,

This question was given circumstantial axaml:mim by Salih Zahr
ad-Din. Nayim al-Yaffi, Fusd Hasan Hafiz, Samir Arbash and other Arab
authars, Hussein Muruwa, professor at Lebanon University, a famous
intellectunl, philosopher, suthor of several valuable volumes on Arab
philosophy, who fell victim of the clvil waz, stimed up in Lebanon,

= [hid . T
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hnvln; studied all the manifestmtions of genocide in the XX century.

the Armenian Genocide as the firsi genocide of aur era. He

described the chain of the transition and develop phases of genocid

in the international palicy, As starting point for that international chain of

idas, Hussein Murnrwa regards Turanism or Tuarkism, which victims

fill Armendans, which victims could also have fallen Arabe. In his view,

said chain began with Tarkish Turanism, followed by German Nazism,
Tealian fascism, ete*,

The common between them s, as mentioned Hossein Muruwa,
raclsm, which was carried cat in practice through extermination of entire

of =

Thus, Aszb historiography perceives the Armenian Genocide — the
Armenocide, & the first genocide of the XX century, which. if & tragedy
for Armeniang, proved & crime for the eatire mankind, therefore, it should
be qualified s crime against humanity.

O th other hand, the Arab authors, based on the experience of the
Armenian Genocide, have ideatified a genetic linkage between ihe
Armenocide and all the other ensuing genocides, parpetrated in ather
countriss throughout the world,

We think, guite comvincing Is the thesis, brought up by Arab
historiography, saying that as a starting point for all exid served Turkish
‘Turanism, the G ide of Arm d by the Young Turks,
and in & broader ssnse ~ racism.

:Mnm Bayna Tomiya.... vo sbuniys, Beirt, 1986, p 86-97,
Ihid. g, B7.
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CHAPTER THTRTEEN

THE ASSESSMENT OF THE MISSION OF ARMENIAN
AVENGERS IN ARAB HISTORIOGRAFHY

in Arab historiography, the isswes of the responsibility for the
Armenacide and denunciation of ils organizers occupy a centrl place.
Such approach is quite lnwful, as any penocide in itself is a challenge to
humanity, and o crime not aaly against the given ethnos, but against the
whole mankind

When discussing this issue, the Arab historians aiso proceed from the
thesis that the punishbility of gemocide from the viewpoint of
imemationol low has no statute of limitation, no time limit, heace who
and when committed it - neves matters. For all times, it remains a crime
ngainst humanity, so it oaght to be punished unreservedly.

The Amb authors, approsching the Armenion Genocide from this
position, infer that the Armenisn Genocide, as a phenomenon, has not yst
been condemned by the mankind. The Armenocide has not yet been
recognized internationally. And now the Amb historians Marwan al-
Moudawar, Samir Arbash, Salih Zahr ad-Din, Muhammad Rifat al-Imam,
Amin Sayid, Fund Hasan Hafiz, Masud Dabis, Husayn Muruws and
many, many others strietly “condemn the world community, intermational
organizations und the Greal Powers, that um[ the present have nat
denunciated those who commitied that crime™**, Tiyas Zananiri considers
ihis fact “a disgrace for the free world™”, Similar qualifications and
definitions can be faund at almost all Arb scholars. Yed, the most
sccurate, comprehensive, critical and impartial formulation is given by
Moussa Prince. “The Armenccide’, he wriles, ‘has not had s
Numbc.rg AL the trial, betd in Numberg, as is known, the

fonal Tribunal  to death all the leaders of Mazi Germany

"“"Puq.n-" Yerevan, 1995, No. 4, p. 27-33.
M7 Nlyas Zananisi, The Trsgoedy of the People, p. 60
% M psema Primee, LA rmmocide, p. 51,
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far thefr crimes, incluting the Jewish Holocaust and the crimes against a
pumber of Buropean pesples.

Unfortunately, neither in its time, nor even now, a none such
international instance have the Young Turk marloaettes of the Ottoman

jre cver been sued for theic crimes, that preceded the Jowish

Holocaust, Mo doubt, it is a momal blow at the expecistions of the
Armendan peaple, who are claiming justice. On the other hand, for thas
improvident move of the femational community, the peoples of the
workd pay dear indeed: the price is o series of genocides all through the
XX cantury.
Paradoxical is that in ite tme, in 1919, afier the defeat of the
Ottorman Empire in World War 1, by sultan Mehmed W1 Vahicddin's
command, an extreondinary military tribunal was established to bring to
irial the Ottoman government and the Young Turk lesdership. Girand
vizier (1913-1916) Sayid Halim pashn, first secretary Midhat Shugri-bey,
member of the party's central committes Zie Gyokalp, speaker of majlis
Thrakim-bey, speaker of senate Rifat-bey, sheikh ul-Islam Mussa Qyazim
effendi, ministers of jastice, of external affairs, of the interior, education,
efe., wers arregted and appeared before the military tribunal,

As for the principal organizers — Talat, Enver, Cemal, Nazim, Shagir
Behaeddin and others, they did not appear before the court, becanse they
had secretly lsft Turkey aboand 8 German submarine, Later they received
asylum and settied in Germany, Malta, Italy, Georgia ar Central Asia.

In their sbaence, the sultanic tribunal, upan hearing the policy of he
Young Turk beadership during the war and the erimes, committed ngainst
Christians, first of all Armenians ~ mass murders, forcible displacement,
etg, — sentenced to death the Young Turk leadership and its |eading
figures, totaling 11 persons. Among these senfenced (o denth were Talat,
Enver, Comal, Nazim, Shagir Behaeddin, Cemal Azmi-bey and others,
The decuments and materials of that isl heve been made public since
long — they were published not only in Armenian, but also in Arabic,
English and nllm'lngnuﬁ“t

But the decision of the Turkish tribunal remained on paper and was
not put into effect, as the principal parpetraiors were not in Turkey.

¥ Sre: The Armesian Genocide by the nmummund’the mru Turks' Triala
Peoreward, Trazslation, References by A. H. Papazyas,
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Under the circamstances, the mission and the burden of executing
the: legul decision of the Turkish court was taken over by the Armenian
people’s avengers.

On March 15, 1921, Soghomon Tehlerian asesssinated Thlat in
Berlin and voluntarily turned himself in to the German court, which, upan
hearing the case and motivations for the murder, found him innocent and
acquitied him. On December 6, 1921, in Rome, the Armenian avenger
Arshavir Shirskyan shot Sayid Halim dead; on April 7, 1522, alsa in
Berlin, from the hullets of Aram Yerkanian and Arshavir Shirkyan died
Shagir Behaeddin and Azmi-bey; on Jaly 21, that same year, in Thilisi,
Cemal ptshnmmmnmadbypﬂﬂmTwPﬂnhﬂsjﬂﬂmdSmpm
Traghikyan™. The third member of the Young Turk Triumvirste, Enver,
did mol escape the just punishment either: he was killed in Central Asia
by the commuonder of a Red Army detachement Hakob Melkumoy.

The matier of elimination of the Young Turk criminals by the
Armenian avengers beécame & subject of special study in Amb
historiography.

How do the Arab historiographers assess that phepomenon?

The Amb scholars speak empathically about the Armenian avengers,
and qualify their deeds as heroism. In the Lehanese encyclopedia they ars
designated heroes, fidais, individuals, who devoted themselves to en
hamest and sacred cause’™, Amin Sayid is not surprised af all that, in his
estimatian, aficr the war, the rep ivea of young Armenians killed
emir Sayid Halim, Ahmad Cemal pasha, Talat Pasha™, Far him, it was
quite logical and natural, The same opinion is held by Fusd Hasan Hafiz,
whio ealls fidai those Armenian braves, who executed the Young Torks.
He, too, baving listed when and where which of the Young Turk butchers
was killed by which of them, found it appropriate to give in his book one
by ane the numes of those yeung Armenians, who performed that desd™
Such is the way the heroes are spoken about They are unambiguoasly
called herves by Asad Daghir™. Similarly are the Armsnian avengess
qualified by the Lebaness public figure Yusuf Khasar Helu in his article
“The Armenian Refused to Bend His Head", which is a successful

¥ Nikolay Hi The Armenien Cenpesd: k ide, pu 102-108.
! Pt ol Maarif, vol X, p. 310,
AI!IISI_\'M.,'IH Asis Revali in ihe XX Century, p. B0,
* Fuad Mlasam Tafiz, History of Armenian Poopla, p. 316,
™ Asad Daghir, The Arsb Revolt, p. VIL
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sitempt 16 assess the Armesian-Arab friendly relations. He finds that they
“gpe the heroes of the Armenian peoplé, who became a wictim of the
genocide, organized by Fascism and Mazism in the early XX century™™

Arab histortogmphy does mot iotespeet the issue of the Armanian
avengens only 05 punishing the guilty for the Armenion Genocide. The
rmatter is also viewed from the standpoint of the tmgedy tha: happenad 1o
the Arab people. As was mentioned, the Arab nuthors find that Arabs and
Armenians were the fwo main peaples, exposed to physica| extermination
in the first place, and that the Young Turks had tried to practice the policy
of genocide also against Arabs. That is why a mumber of Arab nuthors
think thet by assessinating Talat, Cemal and other Young Turk leaders,
the Armenisn avengers also acted for Arabs. This viewpoint [s quite
clearly expressed in the chapier of Fusd Hasan Hafiz' week, which
enalyzes the acts of the Armenian avengers after World War L “And
that', Fuad Hasan Hafiz writes, ‘was a just ponishment nat only for the
Armenian Genoclde of 1915 daring World War 1, but also for the murder
nfﬂl:l:lmﬂdlﬂﬁﬂ-bmbﬂﬂmhnpdmmmﬁpa N, EL) and
the neighboring vilayets in I916 by the commander of the Fourth
Ouoman army Cemal pashn™®*, Admitting that the acts of Armenians
were well considersd and fair, l.I]Dﬂ]E! Arab suthor - Samir Arbash, also
finds that “it wee fair not coly for the Armenian Genocide, but ol for
the exscution of the leaders of the Arsb uprising, carried cut by Cemal
pasha and the command of the Fourth Ottoman army, stationzd in
Syria™™

Ased Daghir found 2 onique way of expressing his view on the
matter under discussion. In his book “The Arab Revoli” (issusd in [989),
he placed the photo of Petros Ter-Poghosyan and Stepon Tsaghikyan
fnken together, captinned: “Armanian heroes Petros Ter-Poghosyan and
Siepan Tsaghikyan, who murdered admiral Cemal pasha in the city of
‘Tiflis in 1922, in revenge for a million and & half Armenian martyrs and
Arah martyrs"™™. It is interesting that on the previous page, the phota of
the same admira] Cemal pagha, assassinated by the Armenian heroes, is
placed.

" Yusufl Khatiar Hehs, The Armenian Refmsed 10 Besd His Head, Beint. “Kanch®,
March 13, |90
“mtlmﬂmu.mﬂm“wn!:a
T Bamsir Arbash, Arbash, Armenia: Land and Nation, p. 162,
% Asad Daghir, The Arss Revell, p. VIL
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We think that the Arab scholars had all the ressons, consequently, all
the rights w hold such position while interpreting the acts of the
Armenisn hero-avengers, the assassinutions of Talat, Cemal, Enver and
other Young Turk lesders, who had been guided by -the preposterous
plans of Turanism and Turkization of all the non-Turkish peoples in the
Ottoman Empire. Armenians and Arabs were blocking the way for them
to implement those felomiows ideas, henee thedr exterminsfion was &
must. Consequently, the Armenisn heroes killed those, who whers the
comman enemécs of Armenians and Arabs, a5 well a3 Assyrians, Greeks,
Bulgarians and the other nations of the

Let us remind that they &l1 hed been sentenced to desth by the
extraardinary military tribunal of the Turkish sultanie court in 1919. The
Armenian avenpers became the involuntary executors of that verdict,
Therefore, their scts shall mever be qualified as terorisme And in Amb
historiography thers is no such wonding or statement.

What the Armenian avengers did wers just, historically substantiated,
logical and natural scts, typalogically categarized as “necessitated acts”,
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CONCLUSION

Minety years are peparating us from the bloody events of 1915, gone
down in hisory as “The Orest Armenlsn Masscre”, “The Anmnenion
Cenocide”, *“The Ar ide™. 5 ically, thers is no difference
between them. However, each of them attaches some shade and helps see
the corelstion bepwsen the Armenmian Gepocide as an  Armenian

and the Armenian Genocide as internnfional erime and
m against bumanily.

Much water has flowed under the bridges since the Armenian
Crenacide of 1915

Lats of changes and events have happened in the world. In view of
the matter under discussion, an important fact should be singled oul
ameng all those. Armenccide was followed by & whole seres of
genocides, carried out in different countries of Burope, Asia, Africa and
Latin America, Among them, by its scale and novel, more “deficaic™
technical methode the Jewish genocide — the Holocaust stands ouwl.
committed by Hitler in Gesmany during World Wer IL

From the genocides that ded the Ar ide, the penocides
and ethnic cleansings in Cambodia, Rwanda, Burundi, in the Balkans —
Yugoslavia (Bosnia, Creatin, Kosovo), in Sudan, Ethiopia, Nigeria,
Guatemala, Peru, Indonesia and cther countries, as well as the trogedy of
IMAmhpbuplcmPllnm:shmdb:mmnd Some countries, like
the Ukrmine, also find that there was 8 masssere of Uksainians carried out
daring the Seviet years. If we wers to gqualify the wtal forcible
displscement of amy peq:lt!éan arganic component of o genocide,
which s true, then into the of genocides shall be included the exiles
by the Soviet authorities of the Mormh Caucssian peoples, such as
Chechens, Bulkars, Kabandinians, Ingushes and others during World War
.
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A ‘number of scholars — Ted Robert Gurr™, Barbara Harff™ and
others, have pul into circulation the issue of naticns, ethnic groups ond
“PWW-"J" ethnic niwr]trm exposed fo the risk of gemocide, should

emerge. Ted Gurr, having studied the
subjct spncrl"n]l;r mm that in Europa, Asts, Africa, Latin and North
Amaric, there are 233 ethnic groups, uxpolad o polir.h::l nmmsl o
econgmst diserimination, They are p for
Helen Fein ;pc:nlh:!bapnstl%ﬂiulpmudofmocid.elm
politicide™".

The genocides cnsuing the Armenian Genocide, ae well as the
atrempls of ides and ethnic cleansings influsnced the Armenccide,
specifying its place in the international chain of genocides, The following
factars ane meant here;

First, the geneeide came out of the scops of one state — the Ottoman
Empire, and (he phenomenon grew  from  mono-national into
international.

Second, the e, when the Armenian Genoclde was the anly one, is
poncs il carries the “privilege”, or the title of being the first in the XX
century. Today, genocids is discussed as an impending global
phenamenon, the study of which causes, furthering internsl and extemal
political, stmiegic, econamic, moral-psychological factors are of primary
scientific and political significance.

Third, this pecessity gove birth to & new scientific trend —
penocidology, which has its renowned centers in the USA, Canada,
France, Armeniz, Germany, Great Britain, and other countries.

Eorth, at last, the Armenian Genocide has come out of shads, of the
kingdom of obiivien, and, together with the Jewizh and other penccides,
constituted one of the comerstones of genocidology. Regardless of the
fact, whethes the Armenocide is recognized or denied, toduy, unlike the
peevious decades, it is spoken oul Joud, it is disputed, many books and
articles are written and published in various countries all over the world,
it is discussed at international scientific conferences, etc.

% Tl Rabert Gurr, Peopées Againgt Stmes: Edtmopolitical Conflicts and the Chasgisg
Woeld System. Imernational Stces Quarterly, 1994, Na. 38, p. M7-377.
¥ Ted Robert Gurr, Barbara Harfl. Bthnic Canflicls in Weeld Politics, Westview
Press, Bewlder, San Francisoo, Onford.
*! Hlen Fein, Accounting for Cenocide afier 1945 Theorfes sed Some Pladings,
Imernatiensl Jeurnal on Greup Righis, 1993, No. 1.
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Among the many sclentific conferences, devoled o the 90%
ot of the Armenian Genocide, it is ¥ 1o single cut the
International conference, held on June 4-7, 2008, in Boca Raion (Flarida,
USA), under the title “Minety Years Afier the Armenian Genocide and -
Sixty Years After the Holocaust”, convened by the Internationsl
A jon of Genocide Scholarship with the suppon of Florida Atlaniic
University. The participants, more than 150 distinguished scholars,
profound specidlis in genocidology and conflictology from the USA,
United Kingdom, Germany, Ismel, France, Ausiralia, Japan, Denmark,
Poland, Switzerland, Armenin, Turkey, Ireland, Sudan, Rwanda. Ethiopia
ind many other countriss, unanimously qualifisd the wragc events of
|91$Jnﬂnoumunﬂwktuﬂmo¢id=ufmm. 1t was recorded

'm.A.m:umeoddclsmllqu:mfuthclmmnn_r

ThaCmfﬂm called the government of Turkey 1o officially

gize the A Genocide, noting that its denial has no

perspective. The conference also stated that the denial of any genocide is
&

The em of oblivien of the Armenian Genocide is imeirevably gane.
Today it is no longer possible to ask, “Who, after all, remembers today
abaet the extermination of Armenians?'".

As a result of a1l this, the enigue privilege of Turkey 1o refute the
Armenian Genocide has been done with, I in the 300 century, at least
until the T0-80s, they succeeded to some extent in doing i, now it is
practically impossible. As was noted, it is now & subject of dispates on
international scals — at the level of scholars, pardiaments, governments,
parties, non-governmental organizations, by all mass media, Turkey, in
spite of the supeshuman efforts exerted, is henceforth unable (o taboo this
isgue. Too late. The train is gone.

Purthermare. today in Turkey itself some sober-minded figures have
appeaned, especially among the intellectuals — histarians, writers,
journalists, etc., who think that the unsubstantinted rejection of the
Armenisn Genocide by the official circles in Tuorkey i not oaly
ineffective, but works against Turkey, deprives it of suthosity and puts in
o difficult sitostion. The ers of intermational recognition of the
Armenocide has begun. The Armenian Genocide has been recognized by
the Buropean Parlinment, World Council of Churches, and by the
partiaments of Argentina, Belgium, Canada, Cyprus, France, Germany
(Greece, Holland, Italy, Lebanon, Poland, Russin, Slovakin, Sweden,
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Switzerlond, Uruguay, Vatican, Venezuele. The Armenian Genocide is
recognized by 38 states of the USA, by Waies in Great Briaie, some
provinces in Australia, many cities in different countries, ete. The
Armenian Cesocide had been recognized by the President of the USA
Ronald Reagan, who on April 22, 1981, in his address to the American
Armenian community In commemeration of the Armenian Genocide,
noted, “The lessons. of the Holocaust, just as those of the Armenian
Genocide, perpetrated earlier, or of the subsequent penocides of
Cambodians and many other peoples, shall never be forgotten”™

The process of the intenational recognition of the first genocide of
the XX century — Armenocids, we believe, will get & new swing and
reach its logical end, despite all the efforts by the legal succestor of the
Ottoman Emgire — Turkey o refute the Armenian Genocide, and in
defiznce of all the political and economic pressures it is puiting on thoss
countries, which parfiaments have recognized or &re going to recognizs
the Armanian Geaocide.

In tle matier of the emergence and development of new procedures,
reluted with the recognition of the Armenian Genocide, the contribution
of Arabistics cannol be bypassed. At the times, when 2 great many
silenced the very fact of the Armenisn Genocide, the Amb historians of
Syria, Lebanon, Bgypt, Palestine and frag, calmly end with great devotion
studied the probl of the Armenian Genocide and published
monographs and orticles, crgenized eommemoration meetings and
conferences on the Armenccide in their countries, publicly epoks in
support of the fact of the Asmenlan Genocide, and openly condemned the
(atoman sultans and the Young Turk executioners.

It is an exceptional model of serving the Justice, scientific principles,
philanthropy and henesty.

And the Armenian nation highly sppreciates this noble attitude of the
Arsb scholars, the Arab people, national, public and political figares.
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