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Absfract

The Armenian genocide lies not only pits Turks and Armenians against each other but also increases
the possibility of investor powers intervening in the region, At the center of the problem, there are the
Armenian allegations regarding the 1915 events, The most important factor that keeps these allegations
on the agenda of international public opinion is the Armenian lobby, which has spread almost all over
the world, These two elements not only propagate the Armenian claims regarding the 1915 events but
also openly support activities that will put Turkey in a difficult situation in the international arena,
Armenian Question; Although it has undergone some formal changes since the first time it emerged, it
has developed by constantly preserving its basic dynamics and has become a threat that significantly
affects Turkish foreign policy and the region today,

This study involves a regional evaluation by emphasizing the effects of Armenia and the Armenian
lobby on Turkish foreign pelicy, and also tries to seek the historical foundations of this so-called
Armenian genocide,
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Introduction

There are the Armenian claims regarding the 1915 events on the basis of the issue mentioned
as Armenian Question or so-called Armenian genocide, It is seen that these demands of
Armeniang were also accepted by the Western stateg, with the support they gave to Armenian
claims regarding the 1915 events. Today, struggling with the Armenian Question which has
reached such dimensions as to threaten national security of Turkey is essential. The chain of
events occurred as continuation of Western countries” policies of brealing up and sharing the
Ottoman Empire, the Eastern Question, caused Armenians, the loyal nation (millet-i sadika),

* This study is an extended version of the text presented in the penel Armenian Genocide Lies Historical Facts and The
Repercussions of The Fuiire.
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to rebel against the Ottoman Empire, to be persuaded to found the Independent Armenian
State, and bloody conflicts between the Turkish and Armenian sides. In consequence of
disorder and internal rebellions arose due to the war, the forced migration occurred which
the Turkish side regards as relocation, and the Armenian side regards as genocide.

With the Treaty of Lausanne, Armenians and Armenian Homeland stopped being problem
in terms of the State of the Republic of Turkey. However, according to Turkish people,
Armenians falsified the history by politicizing the issue especially after the World War II,
and brought the question before the world public opinion again by starting a new terror
movement against Turkish diplomats.

Armenians in the Ottoman Empire

Armenians lived in peace and prosperity, under the Ottoman Empire. Their merchants and
craftsmen had a serious economic power. In addition to bringing life to the economic life of
the Empire, and having critical services on the culture, Armenians had various services in the
state institutions from the beginnings. Their appointment to important positions in the state
services coincides with the periods after the 1774 Treaty of Kiiclik Kaynarca, especially the II.
Mahmut period.! Armenians coming to the forefront with their loyalty to the state, earned the
trust of Sultans of Ottoman in a short period with the title “Loyal Nation (Millet-i Sadika)”,
and as result of this, they started to take up important positions in the state administration.?

With the Ottoman Empire entering a rapid decline period in the 19th century, affairs
of Ottoman — Armenian relations changed. Reformative measures could not be taken in a
weakening empire, and a general unrest spread among the people. Religous cult struggles
started among Armenians as in every part of society, and Gregorian Armeniang, who
constitute the majority held the governors of Ottoman Empire responsible for this struggle.
This situation caused Armenian National Constitution which was claimed to be another factor
speeding up the problem, to be approved by the Ottoman Empire®. After long discussions
in 1857, 1859 and 1860, Armenian National Constitution was prepared and it was involving
important bases for Armeniang.* Armenian National Constitution of 99 articles announced
with minor regulations, authorized the Armenian Patriarchate with broad authorities for
managing the Armenian community, and also provided this community an opportunity to
form a general assembly constituting of 140 members just like Armenians are an independent
nation.® Within the time, the situations changed with the weakening of the Ottoman Empire.
Ideas such as nationalism, equality, freedom spread with the French Revolution, extremely
mustered up support among Armenians especially after Greece achieved its independence.
QOttoman — Armenian relations started to be destroyed rapidly when imperialist policies of
England and Russia, the great powers of the period, were added to all this.

Inthe 20th century, these rebellions and massacres attempts of Armenians wholived in peace
and prosperity for centuries as Ottoman subjects in the lands of Ottoman Empire struggling
to survive during the World War I, forced the Ottoman to take measures. Within this purpose,
the government firstly closed the Armenian Revolutionary Federation, then, approved the
law on transfer and reseftlement of Armenian population known as Temporary Law of

1 fhean Gencer, “Ermeni Sorununda Dhg Etkenlerin Rolii”, {stanbul Universitesi Uluslararam Tiick-Ermeni ilighileri
Sen‘tpumpm‘ruﬂildirileri,{du.Se]wkEruwMelmetSurnyLI.U.Basmﬁ,lshnbuLZﬂOLp.m

* Onur Celebi, “Ermeni Ruhiyatmda Bagnmmzhk Fikri”, Hoggiriiden Yol Ayrimma Ermeniler, Vol. IT, p. 392.

% Esat Urns, Terihfe Ermeniler ve Ermeni Meselesi, Istembul 1987, p. 157.

¢ (zen Tok, “Osmenh [mpematorlufunde Millet Sisteminin Cozillmesi Beflominda Ermeni Milleti Nizamnamesi”,
Hoggtiriiden Yol Ayrmumina Ermeniler, Vaol. ITI, p, 447,

& Tok, op.cit, p. 447,
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Deportation (Law on sending and relocating the people of villages and towns, individually
or collectively, to other places, whose espionage and treachery they sense or due to military
requirements) in May 1915% Therefore, Armenians did not revolt against introducing of
the Relocation and Resettlement Law, quite the contrary, they were subjected to relocation
and resettlement due to their rebellion.” Majority of Armenians were immigrated to Mosul,
Halab, and Syria outside of the war zones. Exact number of the Armenians subjected to
immigration could not be determined, this number is evaluated to be around 500.000.2

Ottoman Empire defeated in the World War I, had to accept the Treaty of Sevres including
issues related to Armenians in 1920, With this Treaty, it predicted establishment of an
independent Armenia in Eastern Anatolia Region where borders would be determined
under arbitration of the president of the USA, however, did not answer the question of how
these lands would be given to Armenians.

None of the Western countries that had heavy losses in the World War I, took the risk
of fighting against Turks for Armenians, and therewith, Armenians who entered Eastern
Anatolia to occupy the lands promised to them by the Treaty of Sévres were repelled by
Turkish army, and Treaty of Alexandropol forming the present Turkish-Armenian border
was signed in December 1920.° Shortly after signing this treaty, Armenia was occupied
by the Red Army, thus, Treaty of Alexandropol could not enter into force. However, the
borders agreed in the Treaty of Alexandropol were accepted with minor changes with
Treaty of Moscow signed between Soviet Russia and Turkey on 16 March 1921, and Treaty
of Kars signed between Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, and Turkey same year in October.”
In contrast to the Treaty of Alexandropol, Treaty of Moscow and Kars are still valid teday.

Treaty of Lausanne signed in 1923, which ended the Turkish National Struggle Period
and provided Republic of Turkey recognized by the whole world, became a new milestone
in the Armenian quegtion. Neither Armenian nor Armenia words are included in the final
text of this treaty. Even though, from the point of Turkey, this situation was interpreted as
the question was ended de facto! it was not interpreted so by neither Armenians nor other
countries. In the period after Treaty of Lausanne, it is hard to say that the Armenian Question
took place in international relations until the end of the World War I1. In this period, as the
Armenians immigrated from Anatolia were in the rush of getting used to theirnew homeland,
could not make their presence felt. On the other hand, because it was isolated from the rest
of the world just like other Soviet Republics, Armenia under the domination of USSR, faded
from the scene of international politics.

In the period after the World War II, Armenian nationalism is considered to be revived
with the reasons such as USSR, which came out of the war greatly strengthened; demanding
a share for the Armenians from the lands of Eastern Anatolia, launching a campaign to enable
Armenians living in various countries to settle in Soviet Armenia, and allowing Dashnaks to
operate within the country, whose activities are prohibited. Also, the fact that the Armenians
who were immigrated by the law of relocation and resettlement began to dissolve in the
society they lived in from the second generation, endangered the future of Armenian church
and political organizations. Te avoid this situation, Armenian youth were brainwashed with
Armenian genocide claims, and Anti-Turkish sentiment was used as a tool to hold Armenians
together.

“Tolga Bagak, Ingiltere'nin Exment Politikas (1830-1923), IQ Kiiltiir Senat Yayinlar, Tstaribul 2008, p, 183-188.

¥ Bagak, op.cit, p. 187, 188,
‘-Yuwaa]aguﬁlmErmminhdﬁ,latmbuLBabm]iKﬁlﬁir Yaymealifn, 2007, p. 31.
* Halagofhy, op.cit, p. 30-35.

¥ Harnza Brofla, Tiirk i:nhlup Tarihi, Ankera, Savag Yaymlan, 1990, p. 163,

- Atatlirk'iin Sdylev ve Demecleri I, Maarif Matbaasm, Istanbul, 1945, p, 236
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Reflection of Armenian Claims in Foreign Policy

Armenian claims regarding the 1915 events were recognized by parliaments of 19 countries,'?
including 10 EU member, and European Parliament up till today. Countries such as Switzerland
and France not only recognized these claims, but also used the claims as political tool by strongly
supporting, and made decisions to impose criminal sanction.

Today, in order to understand the effects of Armenian question in Turkish foreign policy, it
is essential to analyze activities of the Armenian lobby which is a party to this question today,
and the foreign policy Armenia is carrying out, in addition to its historic background. Efforts of
Armenians living in various countries of the world to impact the foreign policy of the country
they live in via the organizations they established, and especially, the role of organizations that
are unique to the Armenian community and describe themselves as parties in the international
arena, are the important issues to discuss in context of Armenian lobbying aclivities. Besides,
the Armenian dimension of the Armenian question came to the fore with the independence of
Armenia in 1991,

Independency of Armenia matiers on two peints. First, relation of this country with Turkey
and effect of the Armenian question on this relation; secondly, connection of Armenia with
Armenians living in other countries and their efforts of leading the foreign policy of Armenia.
It is a fact that the policies carried out by Armenia and the Armenian lobby on the basis of their
claims regarding the 1915 events, directly effect Turkey’s European Union membership process,
its bilateral relations with EUJ member countries and the United States of America, and the South
Caucasus Policy. Both Anti-Turkey EU environments and the Armenian lobby in Europe, stack
the Armenian question against Turkey which makes efforts for EUU membership. For Turkey’s
full membership, EU has not yet stipulated the recognition of Armenian claims regarding the
1915 events, however, it is a fact that must be considered that this can be

Armenian claims regarding the 1915 events also plays a significant role on Tu:key's bilateral
relations with the USA. In the USA where a dense Armenian population lives, Armenian claims
were not recognized in the Federal Parliament, however it was accepted many times by House
of Representatives Lower Houses most recently on 10 October 2007, In addition to this, decisions
recognizing the Armenian claims were taken in the parliaments of 41 of the 50 states that
constitute the USA. Lastly, discussion of Armenian claims in the House of Representatives in
October 2007, and Turkey's decision to send army to the north of Iraq under the USA occupation
coincidencing in the same period put the Turkish — American relations into a highly sensitive
situation.

The Armenian question from its earliest days to the present, although it has undergone some
shape changes over time, it has developed by constantly preserving its basic dynamics, and
became a threat with petential to significantly affect Turkish foreign policy. Armenian claims
regarding the 1915 events are kept on the agenda as a result of the effective activities of Armenia
and the Armenian lobby, as well as as a trump card used by some states against Turkey. Revealing
the relation between these two approaches is also important in terms of correct identification
of the question. All the propounded claims are made-up lies. It accuses Turks and Muslims
with the lies of committing genocide.® It is an unquestionable fact that the discourse built
with made-up lies threatens the safety of the region. Made-up Armenian Genocide lie question
includes some issues on its own.

2 These countries; Uraguay 1965, Southern Cyprus 1982, Arpenting 1993, Ruesia 1995, Canada 1996, Greeos 1996, Lebanon
1997, Belgium 1998, Imly 2000, Vatican 2000, France 2000, Switzerland 2003, Slovakia 2004, Netherdanda 2004, Poland 2005,
Germany 2005, Venezuela 2005, Lithuania 2005, Chile 2007,

8. Tustin M. Carthy, “Axmenian Tecrorizm: History as Polson and Antdote™, Uluslararam Terdeizm Semporywmu, Ankara
Universitesl Yayunlars, 1984, p, 81-87; Tustin M. Carthy, Armenian Terrorlam: History as Polson and Antidote Tnternational
Terrondenn. wnd the Drug Connection, Ankary, {Andena Undvexsity Prese), 1984, pp. 85-%4, Carthy, Those who talk about the
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Armenian community was respected as a loyal community toward the Ottoman Empire and
Turks from the establishment years, and this loyalty continued until the 19th century. Thus,
relation between topliners and public of Armenian community and Turks and Cttomans
was goad for centuries.'* There was no problem between the two parties. However, relations
between the two communities based on trust and goodness, were changed and destroyed in
the 16th century due to the attacks by fanatical, racist and violence prone Armenian groups
against the Ottoman State and its instifutions.

It is seen that the attacks of fanatical Armenian organizations against the Ottoman
Empire and the Turks, which fook place simultaneously with the imperialist states, are not
encouraged by historical and traditional Armenian culture, but encouraged by separatist
Armenian movements, and ideologies of imperialist countries. Thus, it is a necessity to see
the attacks of Fanatic Armenian organizations against Turks and Ottoman Empire as part of
attacks of foreign imperial countries. It is not possible to consider these attacks within the
humanitarian demands and culture of the Armenian people.®

Today, Armenian diaspora communities name this forced migration decigion the Ottoman
Empire took against Armenian attacks behind the front as a genocide against Armenians.
It must be remembered that not all the Armenian people were involved in the deportation
decision. The Temporary Law of Deportation was involving the Armenians only in the war
and war adjacent areas.

The Ottoman Empire was defeated in the World War I, its homeland was split and shared
between several countries. Historically, we know that, viclorious counties eccupied the
COttoman Empire in that period, and the same countries judged the authorizes of Oftoman
Empire that took deportation decision regarding Armenians in the war period. This court
did not take decision that genocide was committed against Armenians, Such a term is not

Armenian Genoclde accusations speak without knowing the demographic structure of the Ottoman Empire. T am a
demographer, T have researched on demographic etructure of the Otboman Empire, I have reached official and scientific
statistical rescurces that register the population of the region before the Armendan questicn occured. [ witnessed them.
According to the statistical data on the mentioned rescurces, the total Armendan population in the six Eagtern Anatolian
& which are stated {0 be the most densely populated, was 870,000, This means Armentans constitute 20% of the
total population of six provinces. However, Armendan claims rely on the assumption that 1.5 milHon Armenian in total
were killed during the World War I According fo the statistical data abowve, there is no possibility that Armenian claims
are true. This shows that the Armendan claime are Incompatible with the facts and congist of made-up lies. httpe:/fwwwv.
te-america org/files/news/pdifterrorism_mecarthy. pdf, 17.08.2021
% Armendan soclety was known as “Milleti Sadika (Loyal Nation)”, This situation continued untill the end of 19th century.
In the Qttoman Empire governance, 29 pashas, 22 viziers, 18 members of parliament, 18 ambassadors were Armendansg.
Orher than these, there were many Armenian businessmen, artists in many public offices, and media cincles, Jenol Kantarer,
April 2003, *Tarihi Boyutuyla Ermeni Sorunu: Baglangigtan Lozan’a” Ermend Sorunu El Kitabn, Tlirk-Ermend Tligkileri Milli
Komnitesi (TEIMK) ve Ermeni Aragtirmalar: Enstitlisti (EREN) Yay., Ankara, 2003, p. 1-43; The loyalty between Turks and
Armerdans began after days of oppreasion and viclence by the Byzantine Empire on Armenlans. Byzantines debarred
Armerdans fromm thedr freedom of religion dae to denomnational differences, Thus, Armentans, Muslims and Turks were
helping against Byzantium to ensure religious freedom ginge the begirmings of the 11st asntury. This helping situation
Turks end Armendang continued for elght centurles in the political, social and eoonomic felds, Both peoples lived
together all over the country. Thus, Turks named Armenians as “Milleti Sadika (Loyal Nation)”, Fatma Ince, “Selguklu-
Ermeni MHgkilerinde Milleti Sadika'nun trleri”, Uluslararasm Tlirkoe Edebiyat Kiiltir Derglel, Issue 5/1, p. 488-514, Rize
Recep Tayylp Erdofan Universitesi Yaymilar, “Before the pressure exerted on them by Roms, Armenians scmetimes
lved under Pargian rule, Violence and pressure applied by Perelans to Armendaneg was boo miich, Perglan Kings banished
Armerdans to deserts of Perala, They forced them to worship fire depending en Zoroastrian bellefs, Armernians got their
freedmmn after Turks and Muglims defersd Perglang and Romang, Armenians returned to thelr homeland afber Musglims
defeated Perslang”, Yildiz Devecl, “Bir Bagka Aqdan Ermenilerde Din”, Ermerd Araghrmalari, Tesue 6, EAE Yayinlari,
Ankara 2004, p. 14,15,
15 Terrorst Armendan organizations acted with Rusels, England and France, who attacked the Othornan Empire during the
World War I, and these orgrnizations were aot dedicated o traditional Armenian commupnity and chittch, These Armendan
organizations were underground and private organizations. They were attacking to the Ottoman Empire and the Muslim
mwmmﬁkemrﬁmlﬁaﬁFrmmMmd%mm “Muhayyel Ermenl Soykirmm fkonastrun
Kurbam Olarak Tiirkler” Tiirk Dityast Aragtrmalar Derglsi, 2008, p.175,
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included in the relevant court decision. This means as the Armenian question was determined
in that period after the war by the court constituted on this purpose by victorious countries.
The genocide claims raised by Turkish Armenian Diaspora and imperialist countries do not
comprise peace and security demands. Contrarily, there are grudge and incitement to hatred
against against Turks and Muslims. In the establishment days of Republic of Turkey and
after the war, Treaty of Alexandropol was signed between Turkey and Armenia, and it is
seen that a question such as Armenian genocide was not addressed. As a question such as
Armenian genocide did not come to the agenda in the treaty signed between Turkey and Armenia
after the war, there was not such a question in that period. This situation means that the Armenian
genocide question was raised afterwards with artificially made-up lies. Despite ail the historical
truths, Armenian diaspora accusing Turks of committing genocide actually means that the Armenian
diaspora thinks its their right to attack Turks. Accussing Turks with commitiing genocide shows that
the Armeninn diaspora does not want peace and treaty. On the contrary, this situation explains that
they would like to get revenge on Turks. With this attitude, they ave irying to procure acceptance of
their right to attack and kill Turks.'® It is perhaps because of these claims, Armenians killed Turkish
diplomats and subjected Turks in Azerbaijan Karabagh to genocide.

Organizing, working quietly and using opportunity process of Armenians cutside Turkey,
especially said to be seen in the USA, France, Lebanon, and some South American countries
after the Treaty of Lausanne, passed through certain phases and gained a significant power,
and turned inte international actions after 1964.7 Since 1965, it has been commemorated
by Armenians all over the world, classical claims have been repeated, and also as in every
Armenian meeting, Turks were continued to be denigrated.’®

Armenia’s oftenly reviveing the genocide claims, not only prevents normalization and
cooperation in Turkey-Armenia relations, but also directly effects Turkey-Russia-Georgia-
Azerbaijan relations. Above mentioned couniries' not to going normalization through
Armenian claims, or not fo develop cooperation, directly effects the regional security.
Armenia is already a country that is directly an actor in not providing security in the region.
Therewith, it increases tension in regional relations with the Armenian genocide claims.”

Conclusion

From its earliest days to the present, the Armenian question, although it undergone
some formal changes, developed by constantly preserving its basic dynamics in the course
of time, and became a threat that has the potential of effecting Turkish foreign policy in a
congiderable extent. Armenian claims regarding the 1915 events are kept on the agenda as a
frump card used by some states against Turkey, as well as a result of the effective activities
of Armenia and the Armenian lobby. Revealing the relation between these two approaches
is also important in terms of correct identification of the question.

Turkey, being a bridge between Asia and Europe, attracts the whole world with its straits
connecting the Black Sea to the Mediterranean, and its geopolitical position where natural
energy resources in the Middle Asia, Caucasus, and Middle Eastern met. In the past the
Ottoman Empire, and today Turkey have been an area of various intrigues due to their
geopolitical and geostrategic positions. In Turkey, it is a popular opinion that the countries

% Hacn Duran, “Muhayyel Ermeni Soykirnm Tkonasimn Kurbam Olarak Tiirkler” Titrk Diinyas: Aragtrmalar Dergisi,
Tiirk Diinyasm Araghrmalan Vakfi, stanbul, 2008, p. 175.

17 Esat Uzas, Tarihte Ermeniler ve Ermeni Meselesi, Belge Yaymilars, Iatanbul, 1987, p. 20,

& Azmi Siisll, “Lozan Antlagmasi’'ndan Giiniimfize Ermeniler”, Tiirk Tarihinde Ermeniler, Kars Kafkas Universitesi
Yayir, Ankara 1995, p. 32

% Hatem Cabbarl, “Giiney Kafkasya'nin Jeopolitifi ve Giivenlik Sorunlar: Daglk Karaba$ Omeflinde”, Karadeniz
Araghirmalan, Issue 53, Bahar 2017, p. 57,
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which wished to destroy and erase the Ottoman Empire from the stage of history, use
Armenians living in peace with Turks, for their intrigues. Today, as in the past, countries
which act upon political considerations without direct evidences, make the question more
complicated by lending credence to Armenian claims. In fact, these issues, which should be
left to objective historians, are used as reason for debatable decisions by politicians. Turkey
kept silent on this issue for many years. However, due to its effect on Turkey’s European
Union membership process in the last periods, Turkey started studies on this issue. Sharing
both domestic and foreign documents, it took action with the aim of certifying that events
occurred during the World War I were not a genocide, and Muslims alse were glaughtered
by Armenians.
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