Teaching the Armenian Genocide in the
Light of Turkish Denials

Thismonograph is based on lectures at Harvard University and San Francisco, 2001/2002
by Professor Vahakn N. Dadrian, Director of Genocide Research a the Zoryan Inditute

but aso because of other perpetrators who appeared after World War 1. For denid is a function of

impunity, and those who escgpe punishment become defiant, emboldened in rationdizing the crime,
and through politica contagion, they embolden other potentia perpetrators. The denid of the Armenian
Genocide is aso important because denia can serve to hinder access to documentation when deniers
withhold or try to destroy evidence. A scholar of the Armenian Genocide, therefore, must not only be a
scholar but dso akind of detective.

Conti nued denid of the Armenian Genocide has extraordinary significance, not only for Armenians

It must first be noted that the Armenian Genocide has a number of significant characteristics:

(1) Armenians were victimized in their own ancestra territories, (2) religion was a powerful instrument
used to incite the masses; (3) there was massive, popular participation in the atrocities; (4) most of the
perpetrators deliberately used blunt instruments. (to quote Ambassador Morgenthau: "to save shell and
powder,” and thereby protract the agony of the dying victims, the perpetrators used instead blunt
instruments to avoid wasting bullets.)

But a key aspect of the Armenian Genocide which deserves specid attention is the persstent denial of
what Arnold Toynbee called a"gigantic crime that devastated the Near East in 1915." Specifically, denid
of the Armenian Genocide has three key elements: (1) denid of the crime, (2) denid of the victims, (3)
denid to third parties the right to engage in research and render a judgment on the crime.

Therefore, let us outline the specific dements of the denia because, before a crime of such magnitude as
the Armenian Genocide can be documented, one has to overcome each specific element of the denidl.

Today the Turkish Government clams:

1 That Armenians were not subjected to wholesde massacres, and admits only tha they were
subjected to deportation.

2. That only a segment of the Armenian population, specificaly in the war zones in the eastern
provinces, were deported.

3. That Armenians provoked Turkish authorities to take drastic measures that ended in tragedy, and
that the provocation came from the Armenian side.

4. That if atrocities took place, they were reciproca, that Armenians killed Turks, Turks killed
Armenians.

5. Thatitwasa civil war.



THE ARGUMENT OF A “ CIVIL WAR”

Because of the brevity of time, one cannot dedl with dl the specifics of this denid but it isimportant to focus
briefly on the argument of a“civil war” becauseit is perastent and terribly important. There are today many
Turkophile historians, Turkish sympethizers, and other deniers, who continue to ingst that the Armenian
Genocidewas smply a"civil war." By any definition, "civil war" means the collapse of centra authority
where factions fight with one another in the absence of a central authority. Let us see if this was the case
during World War | in the Ottoman Empire. But first let me briefly describe the actions taken by Ottoman
authorities before embarking on the genocide which were the key preparatory stages for the Armenian
Genocide:

Firg, several months before embarking upon the Armenian Genocide, the Young Turk Ottoman
authorities dissolved the Ottoman parliament. Talé& Pasain his post-war memoirs says the reason for
this was that he wanted to forestall potentia opposition in his parliament to the actions he had in mind
as some Turks might have objected; he wanted total freedom and control. This is exactly what
happened to the Jews in Germany before the Holocaust was initiated. The Reichstag was destroyed
and the entire authority was transferred to the executive branch of government.

Second, these same authorities declared martial law. Martia law involves tota control of movement,
of censorship, control of the press and al communications, thus isolating provinces and communities
from each other. This dlowed for people to be arrested at will, regions to be cut off from each other.
With martia law came a so the threat of swift and severe punishment, and, of course, the secret service
was mobilized.

In other words, not only were Y oung Turk Ottoman authorities in full control by decree of martial law
but they had aso consolidated power to run the affairs of the Ottoman Empire. But the most important
reason why the "civil war" argument failsisthat on August 2, 1914, three days before World War | broke
out, Ottoman authorities declared general mobilization, calling dl adult male Armenians, between 20 and
45 years of age for conscription into the Ottoman army. Most Armenian soldiers, however, were to be
soon segregated, disarmed in stages, and later converted to “labor battalions’ as early as January 1915,
after which most of them were killed in groups. According to Vice Marshal Pomiankowski, Austro -
Hungary's military plenipotentiary, who throughout the war was attached to Ottoman Genera
Headquarters, the Young Turk regime firgt liquidated the able-bodied Armenian men "in order to render
defensdess the rest of the population” which he said, “laid the ground for their annihilation."

One can only imagine the terror of the remaining Armenian population, consisting mainly of old men,
women and children, a population very much aware of the Adana massacres of 1909, many of whom
could still remember the harrowing massacres of 1894-96. It isthe height of absurdity that oneis asked to
imagine that under these circumstances a collection of defenseless old men, women, and children would
even dareto think of confronting the Ottoman army, the gendarmarie, or fully armed Mudims throughout
the empire. (Understandably, this should not be confounded with incidents of a limited number of
Armenian uprisings that were strictly defensive in nature and which were improvised, desperate last-ditch
efforts to avert ultimate annihilation.)

1 Joseph Pomiankowski, Der Zusammenbruch des Ottomanischen Reiches (The Collapse of the Ottoman
Empire) Graz, Austria, 1969, p. 160.



So where in this argument of “civil war,” could the logistics of battle come from, or leadership, or
weapons? Where is the command and control system of this terror-stricken population, fearful of smply
surviving the war? The argument that it was a "civil war" must be seen on its face for what it truly is,
absurd. And because it is so absurd, anumber of Turkish historians now advise their colleagues not to use
this argument because it only serves to undermine their position. Any application of smple logic would
reject thisargument out of hand.

But it isimportant to note thet if denid is persstent, if denid is truculent, one can only counter denid with
documentation. And documentation has to meet the specifics of the problem at hand. | submit that
documentation of the Armenian Genocide in the light of persstent denid requires a pecific methodology.
It cahnot be smple documentation. It has to be documentation of a speciad kind, one that is S0
overwheming that ir renders the denidist arguments irrelevarnt.

| cdl thiskind of documentation—using my definition —"compelling evidence." Not smply “evidence’
but “ compelling evidence” iswhat is needed.

What are the specific dements of Compelling Evidence?

THERE ARE FOUR ELEMENTSTO COMPELLING EVIDENCE:

1. Unimpeachable.
The evidence has to be reliable. By this is meant that the source has to be more or less
unimpeachable. To illustrate the point: American Consul Ledie Davis from Kharpert graphically
describes the atrocities in Kharpert province. When investigating the reports of massacres he took
aong aTurk to be his guide, and it was this Modem Turk who showed him dl the spots, dl the sites
of atrocities while providing graphic details of the events. To me, thisisreliable. | would be skeptica
if his guide and informant were an Armenian. But here is authentic Turkish evidence supplied to an

American consul. That | consider to be adequately reliable, and therefore, unimpeachable.

2. Explicitness.
The second dement in my definition of compelling evidence iswhat | cdl "explicitness.” Was it
deportation or was it the destruction of the deportee population? My research shows categoricaly that

the deportation was merely a cover with the intended goa of destroying the deportee population.

3. Incontegtability.
The third dement in my definition of compelling evidence is "incontestability.” Incontestability
applies primarily to officid documents that are authentic and here | will briefly cite some officia
German, Audtrian and Turkish documents which illustrate the incontestability of this category of
documentary evidence.

4. Veifiability
And findly, in my definition of compelling evidence, thefourth eement is"verifiability." If apoint
of fact is made showing areference to a document, anyone should be able to go to the source of that
document, verify its existence and its content. That is called verifiability.

Therefore, overcoming denids of the Armenian Genocide requires thet evidence be compelling in terms of the
four dementsjust described. So the question arises, given the present conditions, how can compdlling evidence be
located, secured, and obtained? | use a paticular methodology for this purpose, which | cdl the
“exduson/induson paradigm.”




Exdusion/Indusion Paradigm

Documentation from Turkey' sWWI _Enemies.

| exdude from my research dl evidence, dl data, that may one way or another be associated with the enemies of
the Ottoman Empire during World War |. By this definition, | avoid documents emanating from British archives,
from French archives, and from Russan archives All these three countries were enemies of the Ottoman Empire.
Not that such documents are devoid of any vdue On the contrary, the British archives are full of authentic
documentation. But because they emanate from enemies of the Ottoman Empire, they invite doubt and entitle
denierstoinject an dement of doubt, saying that thiscan be‘ enemy propaganda’

Armenian Survivor Acocounts

The same applies, to some extent, to what | cal "Armenian survivor accounts.” Here again, some
Armenian survivor accounts, specificdly in the period of the 1920s, 30s, and 40s represent powerful
documentation that isfirst hand, and fresh in the aftermath of the Genocide, not the recent surveys of 80 or
90-year-old Armenians, whose memories are dim, who tend to mix reality with fantasy, embellish, or
become hostage to sdlective memory, et cetera. None of these conditions of defective recdl are present in
the massive volume of Armenian survivor accounts produced in the decades immediately after the end of
the WWI that are dill awaiting trandation and analyss. Some day, when there is a vibrant and viable
Armenian republic with a resource-rich academy, young Armenian scholars will focus more on this data
and less on the survivor accounts of the last two decades. So, | exclude from this documentation Armenian
survivor accounts as well - again, not that | am diminishing their value, but to deny the deniers the
argument that thisis "victim bias," dthough it is true, more often than not, that victims are prone to bias.
Thisisauniversal condition. Sowhet isleft toindude after thisexdusionary procedure? What can | indudeto
produce compelling evidence?

There are two classesof documentation that meet the requirement of “compelling evidence.”

1. Oreindudesthearchivesof thedlies of the Ottoman Empire from World War I: Imperid Germany and
Imperid AudriaHungary.

| have been to the German archivesin Bonn (now trandferred to Berlin) 13 timesin the lagt 20 years and have
collected hundreds of German documents, detailing graphicaly, day in and day out, the arodties taking place
intheinterior of Turkey during World War |. These were produced by German officids, conauls, vice consuls,
military officers, e cetera And the sameistrue with AustriasHungary.

It is inconcaivable that a military and palitica dly, during a consuming globa war, would try to discredit
another dly. On the contrary, German and Audrian officds went out of their way for along time &fter the
genocide was initisted to protect the reputation of Turkey. At fird they expressed doubts concerning the
massacres until they were completdy inundated with reports containing massive evidence by the middle of
June 1915, thet dl the messures againg the Armenianswere not just ordinary mass deportations.

When you read German documents again and again, one word used repeatedly by different Garman
ambassadors is the Garman word Augrottung, which is the German word for "extermination.” The mogt
important reason why German and Ausrian documents are compelling evidence is thet they were not intended
for public consumption and were wartime reports for interna use only. This underscores ther significance
while affirming their authenticity. They were reports from subordinate officers to their superiors, of
eventstranspiring in their digtrictsin the Ottoman Empire.
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2. The second category of documents | use are authentic Turkish documents. On the one hand, | have
sad that the Turkish government denies it is withholding documents, or that it has destroyed
documents, which is true. But how can one then explain the existence of valid Ottoman-Turkish
documents? The fact is that no matter how meticulously one tries to destroy evidence, no matter how
careful one is, for a crime of such scope as the Armenian Genocide, it is practicaly impossible to
destroy every piece of evidence. Invariably, some documents survive. And these are the documents
that | have and do usein my research.

What kind of documentsarethey? There are three sub-classes of such surviving Ottoman documents.

| . Documents of the Turkish Military Tribunal.

When Turkey at the end of October 1918 was defeated and asked for a suspension of hodtilities, the
victorious dlies - France, Britain, and Italy - stipulated, among other things, a condition to postwar
Turkish authorities. They said, "Unless you prosecute and punish the authors of the Armenian
deportations and massacres, the conditions of the impending peace will be very severe and harsh.” In
part to accommodate the victorious dlies and to forestall harsh reprisals at the peace conference,
successive postwar Turkish governments established court-martialsin Istanbul, Turkey.

Attached to these court-martials was an inquiry commission, invested with extraordinary powers of
subpoena, arrest, et cetera, cdled the Mazhar Inquiry Commission. For about seven weeks, the
Mazhar Inquiry Commission secured authentic officid Ottoman documents from many provinces of
Ottoman Turkey. From Ankara province aone, they acquired 42 documents, which mainly involved
correspondence between two military commanders. One of them, Colond Recayi, was the acting
commander of the Fifth Army Corps gationed in Ankara, and the other, Colond Sahabeddin, the
acting commander of the 15th divison in Kayseri. The correspondence mainly involved accounts
relating the process of liquidation of the province's Armenians.

One example of thisfollows: The military commander of Bogazlzyan, a district in Ankara province,
sends a cipher telegram to his superior in Ankara, Colonel Recayi. He says, "Today we dispatched so
many Armenians to their destination.” In Turkish, MUretteblerine Sevk. Colonel Recayi, pretending
not to understand, wires back saying, "What do you mean, ‘dispatched to their destination? ” The
answver comes within an hour: ‘They were killed off!’ (Katledildiler). The Military Tribuna
introduced severa such documentsin the court-martia proceedings.

Deniers and others try to diminish the significance of the court-martias, calling them "kangaroo
courts." Why were they not kangaroo courts? For the smple reason that Ottoman prosecutors went out
of their way to disregard Armenian survivor testimony o as to render their verdicts as solid as
possble. The bulk of ora testimonies was discounted for this reason. That is what happened in
Nuremberg aswell. Asin Nuremberg, so in Istanbul, most verdicts were predicated, not upon witness
testimony, but upon official and authenticated documents of wartime provenance.

Why and how were the documents authenticated? As dipulated by the court-martial, before a
document could be introduced as an exhibit, Ottoman Interior Ministry officids were asked to
authenticate them. After doing so, the top of each document was stamped, "It conforms to the
origind" (Adina Muafikdir). So, the Court-Martid materid consists of wartime documents that have
nothing to do with postwar palitics, asimplied by some deniers. These then are afew examples of the
military tribuna's evidence as submitted:



Il: Parliamentary debatesin the Ottoman Par liament

For about seven weeks - October, November, December 1918 - in both chambers of the Ottoman
parliament - the senate and the lower house - debates took place on the Armenian deportations and
massacres, and these were documented. Severd deputies came to confess, to confess the crime of
massacres againg the Armenians. | will give you five examples of how shattering they are in the face of
al those who dill persst in denying the Armenian Genocide. These are officid declarations in the
postwar Ottoman parliament by Ottoman deputies and Ottoman senators.

1, Statement of Ahmed Riza:

On October 19, 1918, on the firg day of the opening of the Ottoman senate, the president of the
Ottoman Senate, Ahmed Riza, aformer Y oung Turk leader himsdlf, made this declaration. He said,
"We Turks savagdly killed off the Armenians.” He used the Turkish word vahsyane. This is the
presdent of the Ottoman senate, not only admitting the killing of the Armenians, but using the
adjective "fiendishly, savagely.”

A veteran and retired genera of the Ottoman army in subsequent Sitting of the parliament challenged
him, saying "How dare you mention only Turkish atrocities but ignore Armenian atrocities against
the Turks?' Ahmed Riza gave an answer, which further confirms the nature of the Armenian
Genocide as a higtoricd fact. He said, "Y es, we know that Armenians, out of vendetta, killed some
Turks These were people who saw ther parents had vanished and they were vindictive and they
killed. But Armenians were not killed en masse by individua Turks; they were killed wholesde by
the officid policy of the centrd government of the Ottoman empire” He used the Turkish word
resm, which means "officid." In other words, he said that Armenians were obliterated by the
decison of the centrd authorities. Thet isavery Sgnificant Satement.

2. Statement of Resid Akif:

On November 21, 1918, in the same senate, a most remarkable revelation was made by another
senaor, Resd Akif. He was an Ottoman statesman and on the day he made this declaration he said:
"l was amember of the first postwar Ottoman government, and one day in my office, | came across
two types of documents. One was the officid order of the interior minister, Taaat, ordering the
deportation of the Armenians in which, as we know from the contents of some of these documents,
he is telling his subordinates, ‘Protect the Armenian deportee convoys. Give them olives and
bread... . But smultaneoudy with this was an informa order sent from Congtantinople, issued by
the Centra Committee of the Ittihad party.” [i.e. the CUP.] Akif said: "The order was Smple: ‘As
soon as the Armenian convoys leave therr villages and towns and cities, proceed with the execution
of themisson." Akif Pasagated that *the misson of these criminas was to attack the convoys and
massacre the populaion.” This is the testimony of Akif Pasa, a high-ranking and distinguished
Ottoman statesman.

3. Statement of Hafiz Mehmed:

And finally, let me give you one more example of official Turkish testimony in the Ottoman
Parliament. On December 11, 1918, the deputy of the province of Trabzon, Hafiz Mehmed, a
lawyer by professon, made this declaration. He said, "I, Hafiz Mehmed, persondly saw with my
own eyes in the port city of Ordu on the Black Sea, how one night Armenian women and children
were being brought and herded onto barges, taken to the high seas then drowned, after which the
barges would return empty.” He added that massive drowning operations took place in the various
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port cities of that Black Seallittoral on the order of the governor genera of Trabson province. Here
is a Turkish deputy admitting this remarkable crime in the Ottoman parliament. These Satements
are from the parliamentary debates.

Then of course we have the Fifth Inquiry Commission, or Besinci Sube Tahkikat Komisyonu,
which is very significant because the parliament wanted a legidative investigation, independent
from the executive and the judiciary, whose venue was the Ottoman Chamber of Deputies. So
they created their own inquiry commission, as aresult of which al members of the two wartime
cabinets were brought in and interrogated in official hearings.

4 Satement of Said Halim Pasa:

During those hearings, remarkable admissons were mede, one of them by Said Halim Pasa, the wartime
grand vizier, which corregponds to the podtion of prime miniger, wherein he sad: "The Turkish
government, my cabingt, gave ordersfor deportation only, but the order for deportation was transformed
into operationsfor killing which we never agreed upon.” He dedlared planly in hearingsthet the order of
deportetion was transformed into an order of killing by dubious organizations, and he mentioned the
Soedid Organization, the Teskilati Mahsusa.

5. Satement of Ibrahim:

The wartime miniger of judice, Ibrahim, made an equdly remakable reveaion. He sad, "l was
pressured by War Minisger Enver to rdease from the prisons of the Ottoman Empire criminds for
patriotic duty. .. | advised him that the Ottoman congtitution, Ottoman law, prohibits convicts from baing
employed as soldiers | was pressured, and a subgtantia number of them (miihim bin yekiina balig) then
were rdeasad They were usad for massacre duty againg the Armenians”

These are but afew examples of the litany of other confessons made during these hearings. So here we have a
corpusof documentary evidence culled from the transcripts of the OttomantTurkish court-martias, parliamentary
debates, and the inquiry commisson. But the mogt important fact is that they are authenticated Turkish
documents

A few brief comments about the German documents. Every German ambiassador, and there were five of them,

Wangenhem, Hohenlohe, Metternich, Kihimann and Berngorff - dl of them regularly reported to Berlin that the
Chridian minarity in the Ottoman Empire, under the guise of deportation, was being exterminated under the most
fiendish conditions. Dozens of such documents emanating from German ambassadors are now depogted in the
German archives. And the sameistrue with the Audtrian archives

[Note many of these documents from the German Foreign Office during this period are now available in English
ontheweb &: http:/Mww.armenoddedear menodde/armgendens - ed.]

Now, having these two dasses of documents, Germian and Audtrian on the one hand, and Turkish on the other, are
anensamblel consder eminently qudifying for my criterion of compeling evidence. On the beds of this, | would
like to recongtruct very briefly the Armenian Genocide, because, asarule, perpetrators will not volunteer to provide
blueprints of  how they conducted a given genocide. We have to recondruct it on the bad's of acquired evidence
which is, as | have sad, compdling evidence On the beds of this there are four determinants of the Armenian
Genocide requiring spedid attention for reseerch and study: premeditation, intent, organization, and execution. Let
mebriefly describethese




Premeditation.

In dl sysems of crimind judtice, the most severe pendities are reserved for premeditaied crimes. Because
there is prior ddiberation, the person mugt be aware of the conseguences. There is Sgnificant evidence that
the Armenian Genodidewasnot - and | emphasizetheword - not an aberration of World War |.

Even Benjamin Whitaker, the British member of the UN Sub-commission on Human Rights, in
acknowledging the Armenian Genocide on behalf of that sub-commission, in order to placate the
Turks, to assuage Turkish pride, said, "Oh, the Turkslost contral, it was awartime condition.” In other
words, the genocide was a crime of passon. | am afrad he is quite wrong. There is ample evidence
that the Armenian Genocide was a premeditated crime, and | would like to adduce here, very briefly,
some documentary evidenceto illugtrate this.

Vice Marshd Pomiankowski, the Audtrian military attaché attached to Ottoman headquarters
throughout World War 1, who was on duty in Turkey for ten years, i.e., from 1908 to 1918, said that
during his duty in the Ottoman headquarters, he was told severd times by Turkish officers and
intellectuals that many of them consdered previous sultans very deficient in their treatment of the
Chrigtian and non-Mudim minorities. They told him that these sultans should have forced non-
Mudims to embrace Idam, and failing to do so, they should have exterminated them. They told him
there that there is now a precious opportunity to rectify the mistakes of past sultans. Pomiankowski
therefore concluded that the annihilative treatment of the Armenians during the war was in fact a
function of this recognition of the mistakes of past sultans, that the Armenians and Greeks should
either be forced to embrace Idam or be destroyed.

| think the most devastating document about premeditation comes from the German Colond Stange.
He was the only high-ranking German officer in charge of a specid organization detachment. Most of
his charges were convicts released from prisons. On August 23, 1915, Colond Stange prepared a
lengthy report 16 legd-sized pages, (of which | have a copy in the origind German) to send to
Marsha Liman von Sanders, the head of the German Military Mission to Turkey.

In the report he says that he regrets to inform Marsha von Sanders that "the Turkish government is
mideading our government in Berlin regarding the case of the Armenians.” In that lengthy document,
Stange explicitly states that the decision to eradicate the Armenians during the war was made along
time before the outbreak of the war- in the origind German "Einen lang gehegten Plan” is exactly
what he says.

Then of course, the most devastating evidence of premeditation comes from the Turkish court-martial
proceedings. In the key indictment of the Turkish military tribunal, which is reproduced in the legd
journa of the Ottoman Parliament, the Takvim+i Vekyi, number 3540, page 8, thisiswhat is stated in
the key indictment: "There is evidence that one of the architects of the Armenian Genocide, Doctor
Nazim, had warned the governor of Aleppo, Jed, that the anti-Armenian measures were not the result
of impulsive decison-making but the product of ‘profound and long ddiberations (ariz ve amk
dustintlerek). In response, Governor Jela told the Ottoman authorities, “1 can deport the Armenians
but I cannot have them massacred! | cannot soil my hands with the blood of innocent people.” Jdd
was then relieved of his post and assigned to Konya province, where, because he continued to protect
the Armenians, he lasted but a few months. And finally, in the severa verdicts of the Turkish Military
Tribuna — those held in Y ozgad, Trabzon, Harput, Erzincan - the Arabic word for premeditation is
expresdy used, i.e., taammiden. In the Bayburt verdict, the court again declared that the destruction
of the Armenianswasthe result of aprior deliberation.
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When it comes to Audtrian and German documents, one sees again and again the phrase that the
treatment of the Armenians during the war was meant to be the "final solution of the Armenian
question." The most prominent academic journal in the world, which is the journa for Turkologists,
Ottomanists, and other specididts of the Middle East, the International Journal of Middle East
Sudies, has published a major article of mine in which | document and explain al these matters.’
Indeed, German and Austrian documents again and again state that the destruction of the Armenians
had very little to do with the behavior of the Armenians during the war, that it was intended to findly
solve, once and for dl, the lingering, and for the Turks, troublesome, Armenian question by in fact
liquidating the Armenians.

Genocidal _intent:

In the definition of the United Nations, in order for mass murder to qualify for a genocide, there hasto
be an intent to destroy in whole or in part the victim population. Genocidd intent is clearly stated
repeatedly in nearly dl the verdicts of the Ottoman military courts. The Y ozgad verdict specificaly
declared that the deportation was a guise to destroy the deportee population, and added that "there can
be no doubt or hesitation about this' Siphe ve tereddiit birakmadzgindan). In brief, genocidd intent is
explicit in Turkish, German, and Austrian-Hungarian documents.

Organization of the genocide:

Here again, the Ottoman court martid conducted a specific class of trid series reserved not for
government officias but for functionaries of the Young Turk Ittihad party. It is unprecedented in the
annas of legal justice that not only governmenta officias but those invested with what sociologists
cdl “informa authority,” namely party functionaries, are being tried as unofficid adjuncts to the
government, dominating and controlling that government. This problem of “informa authority” isthe
least gppreciated and hence the most neglected aspect of genocide.

Execution of the Armenian Genocide

Here is an event which is unpardleled in the annds of human history. The two mgor perpetrators,
architects of the Armenian Genocide, Doctor Nazim and Doctor Shakir - in their consultations with
their colleagues in the Central Committee, repeatedly declared in so many words that " Sultan Abdul
Hamid did not finish the job; we cannot be satisfied with partid results, therefore in order to finish the
destruction of the Armenians, drastic measures are needed. We need criminals to do the work. We
have to be merciless even with women and children.”

They succeeded in persuading their colleagues to release from the prisons of the Ottoman empire the
most bloodthirsty criminds. For this class of criminads some authors use the word kanli katil. They
sent to every prison teams conssting of three members. a member from the Ministry of Justice,
Ministry of the Interior, and, most significant, the third member was a physician, whose job it was to
select the most ruthless criminals for massacre duty. So these teams went from prison to prison and
sdlected thousands of convicts from prisons in the Ottoman Empire.

? For afull exposition of these facts and other material please see the International Journal of Middle East Sudies, Vol..34, No.1,
pp. 59-85; Cambridge University Press. 2002, “ The Armenian Question and the Wartime Fate of the Armenians as Documented
by the Officias of the Ottoman Empire sWorld War | Allies: Germany and Augtria- Hungary,” by Vahakn N. Dadrian.



And in this repect there is a very important court-martial document that was mentioned before, and thisis the
written tesimony of Ottoman Third Army Commeander-in-Chief Vehib Pasa When the genocide was dl but
finished in the eastern provinces at the end of 1915, the Turkish High Command appointed Generd Vehib Pfa
commender of the Third Army. His predecessor, Generd Mahmud Kémil, was ingdled there by the pressure of
the three architects of the Genodde Doctors Nazim, Shekir, and the CUPs high priegt, Ziya Gokdp. War
Miniger Enver, in February 1915, hed origindly appointed Generd Vehib to the Third Army who thus was
replaced.

Why is the Third Army so important? Because the jurisdiction of the Third Army embraced the Sx mgor
provinces with the largest concentration of indigenous Armenian populaitons Van, Bitlis, Erzurum, Diyarbekir,
Sivas, and Kharpert. And Trabzon was atached to that army jurisdiction aswell. Generd Mahmud Kamil, who
shared the ideology of these three men, totdly identified with them and did a thorough job. He supervised the
dedtruction of dl the Armenian mae population and the subsequent deportation of the remaining Armenians in
the seven provinces. He then retired and as Undersecretary in the Minidry of War came to Islanbul in February
1916.

The court martid asked Vehib Pasato prepare an afidavit as to what he saw as commander of the Third Army.
On December 5, 1918, he submitted a 12-page affidavit, a copy of which | have. In that afidavit, he says
"When | cameto my pogt in Erzincan, | saw that the Armenian  population had vanished; there was no trace of
Armenians in the entire region. | immediatdy suspected that a mgior crime had been committed, but being a
military officer | could not investigate Smply out of curiogty. | waited for an opportunity, and that opportunity
came”

What hgppened in 1916 was thet the Baghdad Railway congtruction managers needed additiond workers. So
they asked Vehib Pasato trandfer from Svas to Adana 2,000 Armenian labor battdion soldiers So heissued an
order for their trandfer. Within 48 hours the 2,000 Armenian soldiers had vanished. “ Therewere inquiries” Vehib
sd, "l sent them mysdf.” So Vehib sad that “here was an opportunity to investigate” So he investigated and
found that the governor of Sivas, Muammer, had given ord ingructions to the gendarmerie commander in charge
of the 2,000 Armenians to liquidete them. It developed that under the modt fiendish ways, these 2,000 disarmed
labor battdion Armenian oldiers had thar hands tied, and with axes, swords, e cetera, they were brutdly
meassacred, and some of them thrown off the rocks into aboysses had just disgppeeared.

He established a court martid and hanged the two mgor perpelrators of the massacre of these 2,000 Armenian
soldiers In his affidavit, Generd Vehib gives a detailed description of how the Armenian Genocide took place.
Hesaysthat Dr. Shakir, one of the main architects of the genocide, went from provinceto province with aprivate
automobile and gave verbd  ordersto people. Vehib then describes the rdlease from prisons of the most brutd,
fiendish aiminds. (“Ipten ve kazikdan kurtulmuP yaraniniz”) Thet's the actud language he uses. Then he
describes a scene of arodity thet epitomizes the quintessence of the Armenian Genocide. Vehib Pasa sad that he
wert to Mush in Bitlis province and to Tchurig, a smdl Armenian village, five kilometers north of Mush, and
describeswhat he saw:

In dl the wooden houses of thet village, Armenian women and children were crowded and
burned dive. | saw thar charred remains In the higory of Idam, you cannot find any pardld to
such fiendidiness and savagery.

And this is a Turkish amy commander, an Ittihadig himsdf, who is spesking up. He then condudes his
afidavit, saying, "Divine justice may be ddayed, but it cannot be forfeited" (Adaleti Allahiyede imhal var ihmel
yoktur).
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To conclude, what do we learn from dl this? | think the sngle most important characteridic of the Armenian
Genodide, expedidly in comparison with  the Holocaudt - and | think here you see a conspicuous pardld, a
convergence, isthis Not the regular organs of the Ottoman date, but the secret party organization of the Young
Turk Itihadig Party was in charge of the genocide, from beginning to end: conception, premeditation,
decison-making, organization, implementation - they were al done primarily, if not exclusvey, by trusted
officidsof the'Young Turk Ittihad Party, just like the Nazi’sin Germany, in World War 11.

Y ou know the Third Reich was divided into Gaus, provinces, and high-ranking party representatives, the so-
cdled Gauleters were in charge. Likewise, the top Nazi nationd security agency, the Rech's
Scheratshauptamt - RSHA in brief - was the main insrument of the Holocaust, together with the SS and
the Gestapo. All of these outfits were run by party fanatics. A Smilar set-up functioned in the organization of
the Armenian Genocide. Here we see the functionaries of the party a work. There were three categories:
respons ble secretaries, deegates, and ingpectors, in ranking order.

It may be useful to provide an example of how these people in the party overwhemed and overruled regular
government officids in the Sate system of the Ottoman Empire. In Trabzon, when the decree of deportation
was proclaimed, the Greek archbishop and some Armenians bribed the governor of that province with the
understanding that pregnant women, children, and old men would be temporarily exempt from deportation,
and Governor-Generd Cema Azmi agreed. However, as soon as the representative of the Young Turk
party, Yenibahcdi Nail, learned of this, he ingtantly countermanded the decision of the Governor and said
that al Armenianswithout exception would be deported.

The same thing happened in Erzurum. Governor-Generd Tahsn was a relaively benevolent man and
wanted to exclude those who were sick or pregnant. The ingpector of the Erzurum region and the right hand
man of Dr. Shekir, Filibeli Hilmi, upon learning of this arrangement, immediately countermanded the order
and al Armenians were deported. In other words, in order to grasp the essentids of the Armenian Genocide,
we have to shift our focus from the operations of the Sate to that of ahighly organized secretive party.

Many genocide and Holocaugt scholars continue to say  that genocide is a Sate crime. | submit that on the
bass of the facts of the Armenian experience and my research on the Holocaudt, that genocide is not so
much acrime of the state but primarily acrime of a conspiratorid, political, monolithic party that managesto
eiminate dl oppostion, that succeeds in gaining total control of the organs of the ate, imposing on thet
date its secretive party agenda, and in the process subverts the functions of the state, and thus crimindizes
the state. Genocide, therefore, is primarily the ultimate result of the criminaization of the ate by a highly
conspiratorid, secretive, palitica, monolithic party. To fully understand the Armenian Genocide, one must
see the Ottoman dtate as an entity subservient to the Young Turk Ittihad party that pursued and successfully
carried out its covert agendato ded with the Empire's non-Mudim nationdities.

Andfindly, what mgor conclusons can be drawvn?

People say that it was acute hodtility, it was Turkish nationalism and fanaticism, et cetera. True, but not in
and of themsdves. Inmy judgment, as in the case of the Holocaust, genocide emerges here as ameansto
an end. It is, therefore, functional. Turkey, a heterogeneous society, a multiethnic Ottoman Empire, is
transformed by violent, lethal meansinto a more or |ess homogenous society.

The dogans"Judenrein” (Germany cleansed of Jews) and "Turkey for the Turks' are emblematic of these

god-directed genocides. Therefore, my conclusion isthat ultimately genocide isavehicle for restructuring
asocid system through centrally organized comprehensive mass murder.
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